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Overall, the pıcture that eEMETSECS firom zurückgehenden Ian rechnet. Der ULor ıst
ılson’s work 15 of determined INa  —_ of integ- darum bemühlt, einen eıl zwıischen dasN-
rIty, wh Was ahle LO maıntaın mı1ss]1ıons pol- wärtıge evolutzionıistische Denken und dıe dem
1CYy ıIn the face of lImmense polıtical an darwıinıstischen aradıgma widersprechen
soclologıcal and theological challenges : a ]] scheinenden wissenschaftlichen Beobachtun-
OSe wantıng LO NOW INOTre about Pentecosta gen S treıben. In der vorliegenden Rezensıon
m1Ss1010gy thıs 15 useful 1L1073 LO be read wırd jedoch darauf hingewiesen, ass eıiıne so[l-
alongside avl artın s ‘T’ongues of Fiıre”, che ogl fragwürdıg LSt, da Wıssenschaft
Douglas Peterson’s °‘Not. by 1g Nor by sıch nıcht atheistisch ıst unzudem dıe Verbin-
Power’ an arvey OX’S  7 ‘Fire from Heaven/’. dung zıuischen dem modernen Atheismus und

dem wissenschaftlıchen Naturalismus als ıel
e1l Hudson gerınger bewerten LSt, als der Autor

antwI1C Kngland nımml. Auf wıssenschaftlıcher Arbeıt beruhen-
de Evıdenz, dıe dem darwınıstischen Ansatz

EuroJTh 2000)] 9:1, 80-82 022 widerspricht, gılt eS, miıt großer orgfa
tersuchen. Der Autor des vorliegenden Buches

Testing Darwınism: behandelt ber zB die Paläontologıe auf rec
nachlässıge Art und Weise, während derMo-An Easy IO Understand Guide lekularbıiologıe großnen KespekRt zollt Der DEe-Johnson

Leıicester: 1997, 131 z6.99, pb, SAamMLe Ansatz verrat eın unzulänglıiches
ISBN 0-85 Verständnis wıissenschaftlıcher Methodik

Is there anythıng eft LO Sa V the subjectRESUME of the evolutıon VerSus faıth debate?
Ce Iivre part de I’ıde fondamentale QUE le Phıillıp Johnson obvıously believes that, there
turalısme scıentıfique est la premıere de 15 Author of LWO ecNnNı1C. 00 thıs sub-
l’’atheisme contemporaın. Johnson donne Ject hıs latest volume 18 wrıtten for wıder
ONC DOUT but "etablır n nouvelle UVLISLON du audıence—teenagers al high-school an! al the
monde ans Laquelle la theorıie evolutionnıste STart of eır unıversıty COUT’'SEeS and for DaS-
ath:  ee est remplacee Dar modele quı SUDPOSE LOTS, teachers, parents AT outh-workers,

desseıin ıntellıgent. L’auteur plaıde DOUFr O0OSe who ave LO dea]l ıth the questioning
ıl appelle Ne approche du «COLN.». A herche mınds of the

enfoncer cCoın entre Ia pnenNsSEE evolutıion- Thiıs bold book, for unlike INa Yy prevıousnıste COUFranNte eft oule observatıon scıentıfique Christian books the ubject ofevolution, the
quı apparaıt contraıre paradıgzme author DOES for the big pıcture ere 1S hlıttle
darwınıste. ere of the tradıitional approac In which
T og1que de JJohnson est fallacıeuse, DDr la blow Dy blow aCCount seeks LO demolısh tradı-

sCcLieENCE est DAaS necessaırement athee el le lien tiıonal scıentific argument nstead Phillıpentire l’’atheisme moderne et le naturalısme Johnson es the entire atheistiec sc1entifiec
scıentıfique est bıen MOLNS dıirect qu ıl le estahblıshment Hıs prıze 1S the naturalıstie
SUPPOSE. Les observations scıentıifiques quL vVonTt phılosophy 1C underpins the entire dıfıce

Sens contraıre de Ia theorıie darwınıste
doivent etre consıderees UVec So1ınN. Johnson

of western ScC1eNCEe. Hıs goal 1S LO establish
1815  S world-view, for, he aAargues, the debate

traıte Ia paleontologie 2  une anıere plutöt OVer evolutıon 1s better SeEeEeN wıthın the onihet
cavalıere, alors ıl accorde le plus grand res- between naturalistie world-view anı T1S-
pect Ia biologıe moleculaıtre. Son approche tıan supernaturalıstic world-view.
releve uUune comprehension ınadequate de la Testing Darwınıiısm: CASY fO understandmethode scıentıfique. gulde 15 a1sS0 publıshed ın the Unıited States
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG

under the Defeating Darwınısm—by
openıng mınds. explicit aım book 1S °to

Die dem and zugrundeliegende Vorausset- o1ve X00d high-school education In how LO
ZUN£ ıSL, Aass der zeıtgenössische Atheismus think about evolution)’. Thıs 1S emphasısed ıIn
auf den modernen wıissenschaftlichen Natura- the book’s irontispiece 1C. states that 1ın
Iismus zurückzuführen sSel Phıllıp Johnsons SOMMe WaYsS thıs book has less LO do ıth Darwin-
ambıtionzertes Vorhaben besteht Nnu darın, eın 1SM than ıth how LO thınk? audabhle alm,Weltbild etablıeren, Lın dem dıe atheı- 1@e 1S el] developed In LWO of the early chap-stısche Entwiıicklungstheorie vVO.  - eınem odell ters of the book Slıghtly less guarded 1s the
erseitzt wırd, das miıt eiınem auf eıne Intellıgenz TIedesecriptor book Phillıp Johnson’s
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WOU ı1dent1ify ıth the logıcal necessıty ofwebh 1C that the aılm of the book
1S LO explaıin the tricks of logıic and loaded defi- Dawkiıins’ atheıistiec posiıtion—thiıs revliewer for
nıt]ıons 1C Darwıinıists uUuse LO protect e1Ir ON  D Cruc1al ere 15 the 1SSue of sc1entific hu-
eOorYy from rıtical examınatıon CXDOSECS milıty Johnson quotes ıth approval the phys-
the materılalıst philosophy that hes concealed 1c1ıst Rıchard Feymann who saıld that
underneath the so-called “"Sact of evolution’. ‘sc1entists eed EexXxLra Lype of integr1ty

In the second hapter 6f the book Phillıp bending OVer ackwards LO Show how
Johnson deseribes al SOIMNeEe length the play youre maybe wrong'‘. It 1S Lrue that INanYy SC1-
Inherit the Wınd-—the dramatıc retelling of ntısts beyond the liımıts of eır discıplıne

an make grand pronouncements’ 1SSuesthe 1925 SCopes Trial In Tennessee, ıIn 1C
school eacher Was prosecuted for eachıng the 1 Ale far beyond eır remıiıt. Rıchard
eOrYy of evolution. 'Thıs 15 unusual angle Dawkıns 15 go0d example. But isn’t thıs SdaYy-

the evolution VerSUuSs Chrıistianıty debate ing INOTE Ou sc1entists than SCIENCE itself”?
1C draws un1ıquely uDOI the author’s nor What then, 15 the connect]ıon between COIMN-
Amerıcan TrOOLTS an hıs academıc ega back- emDOrary atheism an modern sc1ence? For
ground—for the author 15 erımınal law Phıillıp ‚.JJohnson “SC1IeNCE STATTtsS ıth the basıc
speclalıst al the Universıty of Calıfornı1a, assumptıon that (:0d 15 Out of the pleture’ an!
erkeley. Phıillıp .JJTohnson ses the play Inherit from thıs scientific rO0OL atheism has spread
the Wınd LO illustrate the WaY ıIn which the into a]l realms of modern thought 118 a..
dıa an the secientifiec establıshment ave Cept that a]] of modern thought 195 pervaded Dy
ecelosed ranks agaınst aIlıYy V1CeCW er than Dar- atheistie assumptıions remaın unconvınced
wınısm. Thıs ou eflects the author’s that sc1entific naturalısm 15 the only
dıfficulty In putting into the the SCc1en- urthermore, reject definıtion of SC1IENCE
tıfıc lterature aIıy 1e W which 15 CONLrary LO which regards SCIENCE ınherently atheıst_ic
evolutıonary rTrthodoxy It 1s el] known that western SCIENCE STCW Out

T’he reader quickly becomes that thıs of the Chrıstian belief that the natural world
book 1S deeply rıtical of much ContemDporary Was rdered and amenable LO investigatıon.
sc1entifiec wrıtiıng about the eOTY of evolu- would Arsu«c that the og1C connection be-
t1on. What then 0es the author seek LO put In ween scientifiec thought an atheism 1S much
ıts place? Firstly, Phillıp Johnson develops less direct than Phillıp .Johnson WOU. permıt.
argument for intelligent esign 'T'hıs draws In fact ıt, INAYy ave much LO do ıth the faıl-

Tes af modern Christendom ıth theevidence irom cell blology 1C APPCAaAIs LO
chow that the assumptıions ofDarwınılan afıl- achl]ıevements of SCIENCE. Two examples 111
ral selection do noL work al the molecular eve uffice Firstly 1t 1S ımportant LO reCl. that
On the basıs of thıs observatıon he evelops sc1entıst 15 raıned LO ou raıned LO QUECS-
hıs maın polnt, SstratLegy called °the wedge tıon the accepte authority OUu. 1t. be that
erthan seekıng LO find reconcıllatıon be- the faılure of contemporary Christianıty LO
ween evolutıon and al Phıiıllıp Johnson a- SWEeEeT the penetratıng questi1ons has had ear-
DUECS that should seek drıve wedge Ing the rıse of sci1entifiec atheism? econdly,
between sc1entific observatıons an the atheis- for scıentists, the logıcal SsSe-
t1ıc philosophy of sc1entifice naturalısm. Thus QUENCE of ManYy of eır investigatıons 15
observations that ave obvilous explanatıon awesome—mMmMankınd 15 alone In thıs vast, DUFr-
wıthın the current Darwınılan paradıgzm poseless unıverse. OUu. 1t be that the alılure
should be highlighted evidence for qiLer- of the modern Urc LO proclaım g00d EWS
natıve VIeW, that of intellıgent es1gn 1 xtends beyond the limıts of the SCIeN-

In the oOpınıon of thıs revlewer Phillıp .John- 111C method has bearıng ontemmDpDporary
SoNnN’s book 15 deeply awe: an whıiılst ere 1S5 atheıiısm
much ere that 1S Lrue and ıth which a9gree, T’he argument seekıing LO develop ere
ere Are INalıy arguments an assumptıions 1sS that Phillıp .JJTohnson’s er1ıt1c1sms of contem-
1C Arl e ar atheıstic sc1entific naturalısm Ar e m1Ss-

In hıs attack the Con  ra: sc1entifie 1reciLe nstead of seekıng LO rıng down the
atheistic miıindset, the focus of much of Phillıp sc1ientific establıshment by discrediting the
.JJTohnson’s eritic1sm 1s the wrıtings of the eOrYy of evolutı:ıon 1t. WOU be better LO COIM-
Oxford 101021S Riıchard Dawkins Few YTY1S- Centrate the discrediting the athe-
t1ans WOU disagree ıth thıs er1ıtic1sm, for 1sSm f dısentangle the SC1IeNCE irom the
Dawkıns has set hımself spokesman for atheısm then the wedge approac 18 uNnnNneCces-
atheıistic sc1entifie materı1alısm. It 15 ımportan and mutual apprecıatıon of the Iımıta-
LO remember however that not a]] sc1entısts tıons of the scientific an reliz10us WaYs of
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knowing 1S possıble T'his approac. OWS the Crease In l1ologıc complexity T'hat, thıs COM-
poss1ibiılıty for the complementarıty of SCIENCE plexity dıd not increase In linear InNnanner SayS
an faıth something about the mechanisms ofevolution,

rather than LO nullıfy the PFrOCESS. Further-'The approac adopted In thıs book betrays
mısunderstandiıng of the sc1entifie mMetiLh0O0odol- INOre, LO DOUFL the absence of evidence
0 It 1S Lrue that SsSOINeE sc1entists Aare wed- from sıngle celled organısms (Pp 95) 15 LO
ded eır VIEWS that eır Sc1eNcCe has display 1lgnorance of the nature of the f{Os-
become for them faıth commıtment”. EsSE sılısatıon PrFrOCECSS.
Are the scıentısts wh: ave ost eır sc1entific urther Jement of the argument for de-
humilıty an ave overstepped the mark The sıgn 1S embodied ıIn statements such (30od
sci1entific method, however, 0es allow for SC1- who aCLEe openly an eft hıs fingerprints q|]
ntıfıc ıdeas LO change At ıts best scientifiec OVer the evıdence’ (p 23) Surely, thıs 15

1U of the classical argument from es1ign,eOTrYy 1S working mode|— a MO 3C 1S
currently the best explanatıon of the data As INManYy centurıes old but illustrated ıth
Ne  S data COMe along the eOTY has LO be modern scientifiec examples. Personally, find
efined LO accommodate them If the eOTYy this argument unpersuasıve. As Christian
eg1ns LO break down under the weight of COIN- behever Caln sSPeEe the evıdence, but cCannot
Lrary evıidence then it. must be replace Dy

convınced.
eXpeCL agnostic atheistiec colleague LO be

eory 3 Can explaın both old and Ne  S
ata-— a paınful DIrüCCSS for a ]] scıentists whose en Ole the MOSLT sıgnıficant weak-
Careers emIn the redundant Dara- ess of thıs book 1s that 1t seeks LO destroy the
dıgm eOrYy of evolutiıon wıthout replacıng it ıth

It 1S because of thıs mı1ısunderstandıng of the adequate alternatıve The author LO
nature of sc1entific thıinkıng that fıind the want, LO replace the eOrYy of evolution ıth
argument for esign presented In this book MO of intelligent design If thıs 1S the Case

then he MUuUSTt artıculate hıs alternatıive muchUNCONVINCINS. T 1sS stated Dy Johnson, there
1S body ofevıdence 1C CAaNnnoOL be explaıned INOTeEe clearly Much of the arı of modern SC1-
bDy the current Darwınılan paradıgzm, then thıs ENCE 1S In communıcatıng the esults of ScCIeNn-
1S sc1entifiec problem 18 the scıentist, the 1N- tific investigation. So ere Ir the author WwWwants
adequate mO needs LO be replace Dy LO CONVINCE the sc1entifiec WOT. that elr CUT'-

rent paradıgm 1s then he mMUust seek not.better model, MO1C 1S5 INOTe ahle LO
plaın a ]] the data ata 10 do not fıit AC- only LO present alternative, but he mMust
cepted eOrY do not. automatıcally requiıre demonstrate how thıs better paradıgm
philosophical revolution and NEe WOT. V1IECW plaıns OUuUr observations of ıfe earth an ıfe
'To aAarsue that such MO 111 be oun ın the past INOTeEe successfully than the CUTr-

rently accepte scl1entifiec VIECW ithe Ca  - do this1S resumptuous statement ofal Further-
INOLTE, statements such ASs “"Che sci1entific then helave achieved hıs goal In VIEW
evidence 1S strongly agaınst the 1n watch- he has nNnOoL yeLr ONe this successfully an for
maker thesıs (1.e atheiıstiec evolution, 21) thıs reason not be recommending this

book LO hıgh-school children.and ° Darwınısm 1S sustaıned not Dy 1Impar-
t1al interpretation of the eviıdence but dog-
matıc adherence LO phılosophy, even In the Hugh Rollinson
ee ofevıdence’ (p O3): elleve LO be untrue Cheltenham, Kngland
Of the evıdence discussed irom OW SCIEN-
tiıfic discipline, the Karth SCcIeNnces, I1 am deeply
dissatısfie In LWO places the author plIays E uroJTh 2000) 9:1, 8283 02
OWN the palaeontological evidence for evolu-
tıon. hıs In V1eW 1S dangerously naılve.
ere Are LWO certaıntıies INn thıs area of SC1-

Streams ofRenewal
Hocken

eEINNCe One 1S the great aD of the earth—4 .55 Carlisle, Paternoster Press, 1997,bıllıon VYCars— an observatıon IC has een
verıhed irom number of independent eth:. 301 pb, ISBN 0-85364-805-0
ods of radıoactive datıng The second certaınty RESUME1s that ere 1S palaeontological record; this
record which when en LO nclude geochemi:- L’auteur etudıe les divers Fanis quL Ont G3
ca|l sıgnatures for photosynthesis Can be traced mente les debuts du CHNOUVEA. charısmatiqueback 1n tiıme fior bıllıon VCcars ()ver thıs Aans les Iles Öriıtanniques miılıeu des annees
huge of tıme ere 1S progressıive 1N- so1ıxante et debut des annees soıxante-dix. II
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