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48- Catholic teaching on “Creation Science” and evolution (L)
Creationism or Creation Science is based on the belief that the creation story in Genesis is literally and historically true, and considers the details of Genesis, to be scientific statements about the beginnings of all things. “Creation scientists” believe the universe was created only several thousand years ago, in six, 24-hour "days." Its latest version is the theory of “Intelligent Design.” Its proponents argued that “Intelligent Design” [requiring a Designer, God] as a scientific position that should be studied in science classes alongside of (and in opposition to) that of evolution. Its sponsors are the fundamentalist, evangelical Christians. Created by the Christian apologetics ministry “Answers in Genesis,” the Creation museum, opened in northern Kentucky in 2007, is devoted to the idea that the stories in Genesis of creation and its aftermath are literally true. In the 17th century, an Anglican clergyman, Bishop James Ussher (1656), calculated from Biblical genealogies that God created the world on an October morning in 4004 B.C.  Many fundamentalists today would hold this as an article of faith, although all real scientists and impartial Bible scholars consider this theory absurd.  Proponents of “Creation Science” have been in the news in recent years, struggling to counter the teaching of evolution theory in public schools.

Failed attempts: The classic confrontation in the United States between creation science proponents and real scientists occurred in the famous Scopes Trial (the “Monkey” trial), which took place in the small town of Dayton, Tennessee, in the summer of 1925. John T. Scopes, a high-school Biology teacher had taught the theory of evolution in the classroom, violating the Tennessee state law forbidding the teaching of evolution. Though defended by Clarence Darrow, he was found guilty, and the law stayed on the Tennessee books (Samuel Eliot Morison, Henry Steele Commager, William E. Leuchtenburg, A Concise History of the American Republic, 2nd Edition (New Yore: Oxford University Press, 1983) p. 589). The trial was immortalized further in the Broadway play, then (1960), film, Inherit the Wind. The Tennessee law was challenged as unconstitutional.  In December of 2005, a federal court judge, John E. Jones III, ruled that the attempt of the school board of Dover, Pennsylvania, to insert the teaching of “Intelligent Design” into the science classrooms violated the United States Constitution by trying to smuggle in a religious position masquerading as science. The “creationist movement” began to reemerge in the late 1960s and 1970s, through such societies as the “Institute for Creation Research” (1970), in Santee, California. A new public and aggressive phase began with the bringing of a series of court cases which argued that teaching “creationism” in science classrooms should be included as an alternative to evolution. The first such case which drew national attention was in California (1981), but those in Arkansas (1981), Louisiana (1985), and finally the United States Supreme Court (1987) dealt with the more substantive issues. Creationism’s new tactic in these cases was to present itself as “creation science,” that is, a scientifically respectable alternative to evolution. In each case, the courts found that to be a false and deceptive attempt to advance in the public schools a particular set of religious beliefs.

The Catholic position: Catholics believe that Biblical statements about the origin of earth and its creatures reflect the culture of their times and do not represent the formal teaching of the Scriptures. St. Thomas Aquinas wrote, "it remains a coherent and fruitful theological explanation for divine action in an evolving world." In a 1981 address to the Pontifical Academy of Sciences, Pope John Paul II taught that these passages are in the Bible “not in order to provide us with a scientific treatise, but in order to state the correct relationships of man with God and with the universe.” It was the 18th-century French naturalist Georges Buffon who proposed the idea a hundred years before Charles Darwin that “it took billions of years to form the crust of the earth.” In the wake of new scientific discoveries about the position of earth in the solar system discovered by Galileo, Copernicus and others, and in the light of Darwin’s theory of evolution modified by modern  biologists,  Bible scholars have, in fact, rediscovered the Bible, and learned how to interpret its teaching about the origins of the universe, found  in the book of Genesis.  They have discovered that the first three chapters of Genesis itself allow these new interpretations. They have come to the conclusion that there is no necessary conflict between science and religion, provided that each respects the limits of its own way of seeking understanding. (We might say science is about how; religion is about Who and why). A conflict occurs only when these limits are violated by either science or religion. This has been recognized down through the centuries, e.g., by St. Augustine (d. 430), St. Thomas Aquinas (d. 1274), Pope Leo XIII (Providentissimus Deus, 1893), Pope John Paul II (Address to the Pontifical Academy of Sciences, Oct. 3, 1981), and Pope Benedict XVI (Speech to seminarians, Castel Gandalfo, July 25, 2007). New scientific discoveries may challenge us to deepen our understanding of a Biblical text or of a theological position. We believe, however, in the deepest sense, that there can be no ultimate contradiction because the Source of Truth is One, and that Source is God, the Father of Jesus Christ, in, through and for whom all things are created.

Modern Catholic teaching on Creationism and Intelligent Design: An article, published in the Jan. 17 edition of L'Osservatore Romano, written by Fiorenzo Facchini, a professor of evolutionary biology at the University of Bologna in Italy,   said that “Intelligent Design” is not science and should not be taught as a scientific theory in schools alongside Darwinian evolution. Besides, in pushing “Intelligent Design” some groups were improperly seeking miraculous explanations in a way that creates confusion between religious and scientific fields. The problem with “Intelligent Design” is that it turns to a "superior cause" -- understood though not necessarily named as God -- to explain supposed shortcomings of evolutionary science. But that's not how science should work. “Intelligent Design” does not belong to science and there is no justification for the pretext that it be taught as a scientific theory alongside the Darwinian explanation. From a religious viewpoint, there is no doubt that the human story has a sense and a direction that is marked by a superior design.
The modern teaching of the Church on human evolution: The Church’s understanding and teaching on evolution was a progressive one developed with great caution. In 1950 Pope Pius XII's Encyclical Humani Generis warned us not to hold evolution as proved, or to use it to explain the origin of all things, which leads to pantheism, materialism and other false philosophies. [para. 5, 6]. At the same time, the encyclical permitted research and discussion into the doctrine of evolution regarding the question of the origin of the human body from pre-existing living matter. [para. 36, 37]. The Catechism of the Catholic Church (CCC #1994) teaches that the first three chapters of Genesis occupy a unique place … they express the truths of creation: its origin and its end in God, its order and goodness, the vocation of man, and finally the drama of sin and the hope of salvation." [para. 289]. The latest papal teaching, found in Pope John Paul II’s declaration, “evolution is no longer a mere hypothesis,” advances the evolutionary debate. Evolution, a theory that Pope Pius XII only acknowledged as an unfortunate possibility, Pope John Paul accepts forty-six years later as an effectively proven fact. New knowledge has led to this recognition: the theory of evolution has been progressively accepted by researchers, following a series of discoveries in various fields of knowledge. From the Church's point of view, Catholic teaching says God created all things from nothing, but doesn't say how, the article said. That leaves open the possibilities of evolutionary mechanisms like random mutation and natural selection. According to the Catechism of the Catholic Church, Genesis presents God's work of creation "symbolically" (CCC #337, 375, 390). As in a parable, the plot does not have to be literally and historically accurate in order for this story to convey profound religious truths (see CCC #109-110, 295-301, 337-349). 

Origin of soul and Original Sin: Pope Pius XII's Encyclical Humani Generis insisted that each human soul is specially created by God. [para. 36] because the   spiritual element of man is not something that could have developed from natural selection but required an "ontological leap." The encyclical also warns that polygenism [theory of several human evolutionary origins or parallel origin of several human beings in different countries by evolution] is unacceptable, as it is not reconcilable with the doctrine of Original Sin.  Many theologians, according to Fr. Robert E Brown, think that a plural set of parents could be reconciled with original sin even with Paul’s description of sin coming into the world through one man in Romans 5. In  his address the Pope John Paul II said: “Even if the human body takes its origin from pre-existent living matter, the spiritual soul is immediately created by God…Consequently, theories of evolution which…consider the mind as emerging from the forces of living matter, or as a mere epiphenomenon of this matter, are incompatible with the truth about man." 

 Further clarifications by the director of Vatican Observatory, Father George V. Coyne (http://www.catholic.org/national/national_story.php?id=18524), reminds us that science, and so scientific theory, is, and should be seen as, “completely neutral” on the issue of the theistic or atheistic implications of scientific results, because science and religion are totally separate pursuits. Christianity is “radically Creationist,” Father George V. Coyne said, but it is not best described by the “crude Creationism” of the fundamental, literal, scientific interpretation of Genesis or by the Newtonian dictatorial God who makes the universe tick along like a watch. Rather, Coyne stresses, God acts as a parent toward the universe, nurturing, encouraging and working with it. He calls “mistaken” the belief that the Bible should be used “as a source of scientific knowledge,” which then serves to “unduly complicate the debate over evolution.” He points to the “marvelous intuition” of Roman Catholic Cardinal John Henry Newman who said in 1868, “the theory of Darwin, true or not, is not necessarily atheistic; on the contrary, it may simply be suggesting a larger idea of Divine Providence and skill. Coyne says that Pope John Paul’s declaration that “evolution is no longer a mere hypothesis” advances the evolutionary debate. The apparent directionality seen by science in the evolutionary process, says Coyne, does not require a designer. Christianity is “radically Creationist” and God is the “Creator of the universe,” he says, but in “a totally different sense” than Creationism has come to mean. Fr. Coyne laments that it is unfortunate that, especially here in America, Creationism has come to mean some fundamentalistic, literal, scientific interpretation of Genesis. He sees the theory of Intelligent Design as reducing God to “an engineer who designs systems rather than a lover. … God in his infinite freedom continuously creates a world which reflects that freedom at all levels of the evolutionary process to greater and greater complexity,” he says. “God lets the world be what it will be in its continuous evolution. He does not intervene, but rather allows, participates, loves.” … “Science challenges believers’ traditional understanding of God and the universe to look beyond “crude creationism” to a view that preserves the special character of both.”(L)
Sources & resources: 1)  http://www.catholic.com/tracts/adam-eve-and-evolution           2) http://www.catholic.org/national/national_story.php?id=18524                                      3) http://www.americancatholic.org/Newsletters/CU/ac1007.asp                        4) http://www.theotokos.org.uk/pages/creation/daylight/article1.html             5) http://law2.umkc.edu/faculty/projects/ftrials/conlaw/vaticanview.html                            6) http://www.catholicnews.com/data/stories/cns/0600273.htm                             7) http://www.catholic.com/thisrock/2003/0301bt.asp   (Jan 2000)                         8) http://www.huffingtonpost.com/john-farrell/intelligent-design-losing_b_790527.html
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