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I few years ago I started taking medication to lower my cholesterol levels.  It made sense.  My mother’s family had a long history of heart disease.  My mother had heart disease,  and my cholesterol levels had started to go up.  So I went on the medication, and now my levels are within the acceptable normal range.  That could not have happened had researchers not assumed that animals’ biological functioning was similar to mine, so similar that they could study animals and the effects of such things as cholesterol levels on heart disease and apply it to humans.  They could not have developed the medications I was prescribed had they not used animals for testing first.  They tested it on animals for effectiveness, and for safety.  When all of that proved useful, only then did they go to human clinical studies.  From there the rest is  history…and I have healthy cholesterol levels.


They could do all that because they have embraced and applied Darwin’s theory of evolution.  Because of Darwin they have been motivated to understand DNA and engage in the genome project whereby they are mapping our genetic codes, working to find correctives for genetic diseases, or at least develop early detection so that they can be treated. They have been able to study cancer, birth defects, diabetes, heart disease and even Alzheimer’s disease to name a few,  in animals, thus learning more about how they function and how they might be interrupted, arrested, or even cured.  They can do it because somewhere between 95 and 98% of our genes are the same as genes in chimps.
  And the percentages go down only slightly as we move down in complexity of the animal kingdom. 


When they start teaching Creationism, or Intelligent Design in public schools as science, propositions that deny evolution and the relationship between humans and the animals with which we share our planet, from where will our doctors come?  What kind of doctors will they be?  From where will we recruit our researchers, our biologists, our specialists in contagious disease?  Who will develop the treatments for AIDS, the vaccines for H1N1, or whatever diseases visit us in the future?


In Louisiana in 2009 they passed a law called “the Louisiana Science Education Act, a law that many scientists and educators said was a thinly veiled attempt to allow creationism and its variants into the classroom.”…  Teachers now have “license to use material outside of the regular curriculum to teach ‘controversial scientific theories including evolution, origins of life and global warming….Opponents insist its only purpose is to provide a loophole for creationists to attack the teaching of evolution.”


I can talk on my cell phone because there were people who believed that there were waves in the air that no one could see, and through the use of the scientific method such waves were detected, monitored and understood.   Because other scientists took it further they learned there were different frequencies at which these waves traveled, so that now we not only have television and radio with a variety of channels, I have a blue tooth, which I can put in my ear, and through which I can talk to you on my cell phone without hands and without wires.


Doug Linder posits an alternative scene.


Assume for a moment that you are a member of a school board.  At a  board meeting one night a parent stands and identifies himself as a spokesperson for a group of upset parents.  They understand from their children that geography teachers in the district are teaching the children that the earth is spherical - and are not giving the students any evidence at all for the contradictory theory that the earth is flat. the parents demand to know what you and other school members are going to do about this dogmatic approach that is being taken to the question of the earth’s shape.

What,” Linder asks, “should be the board’s response?  

Insist upon equal time for the flat earth theory?  Drop the controversial subject of the earth’s shape from the geography curriculum? Or, option C: Should the board tell the parents “You have every right to believe the earth is flat and even tell your children that the earth is a big blue and green pancake, - we  have a job to do, and that is provide children with a view of reality that comports with our best scientific understanding.


You understand the problem.  If states follow the lead of Louisiana and Kansas in passing such laws, who will invent the technology that will take us into the future, that will allow us to compete in the global market place, that will permit us to continue to prosper?  If pseudo-science is taught instead of authentic science who will prepare the scientists who will help us turn around global warming, who will create conditions that will allow endangered species to thrive, that will protect our waterways and our eco-systems?


It is a tragedy that in this country we are reliving the conflicts that were fought by the church with Galileo in 1516, when the church tried to close the world’s eyes to scientific truths.  Ultimately the truth won, but the price was very high and generations suffered for the loss of truth and the loss of the right to pursue it.  Religion ought not ever put itself in conflict with science.  We need to be its partners, helping to craft an ethic that can wisely guide our scientists, an ethic that vets science through the lenses of love, justice, equity and compassion.


There was a time when people believed that in order for communities to thrive and in order for governments to govern, all the people in the realm had to think alike and believe alike.  If they did not, there would be chaos and confusion, a lack of order and of common cause and enterprise.  In other words, the wisdom was that common beliefs were the glue that held a community together and allowed it to thrive and prosper.

And so it was for hundreds and thousands of years that conquerors of lands would force the inhabitants of their newly acquired territories to adopt their religion and its practices.  This happened over and over again.  Those who refused to convert were either killed or marginalized and rendered powerless.  We saw it when the Christians overran pagan Europe, when the Protestants took over Catholic lands, and then when the Catholics took those lands back again.  Francis David, Unitarian preacher in Transylvania taught that we need not think alike to love alike in the 16th century.
 John Sigismund, the King of Transylvania who David had converted to Unitarianism, took that teaching to heart and proclaimed religious tolerance in his land.  But it was not to last for long.  Some years later a Catholic Queen ascended the Transylvanian throne and decreed that only Catholic churches could be on the main streets of the towns.  Any other religious gatherings needed to be held on side streets.  She  forbade them to worship in the large public buildings.  She did not kill them…this was progress, but all the Unitarian congregations had to give up their beautiful cathedrals in the town squares.  They built smaller buildings on side streets while the Catholics took up residence in the cathedrals the Unitarians had built. While those of a faith different from the monarch’s did not perish, they were marginalized and rendered powerless.


And so it went in Europe, back and forth between the Catholics and the Protestants.


But it was a wisdom, this idea of Francis David, whose time would come.  When the new world was populated by Europeans they came as dissenters. While these dissenters hoped they could create communities and colonies of common beliefs, it was not to be.  Too many folk came from too many places with too many different ideas.  They were going to have to learn to get along. And as they did Unitarianism sprung up, right in the heart of the founding parents‘ churches, a faith that included a commitment to truth, and to searching, and with that an expectation of and acceptance of the different points  of view such a process would produce.  They were inheritors of the faith of Francis David, and they stood on his shoulders, just as he has stood on the great rock in Torda preaching of a unity of God that allowed for diversity of humankind.  


Why am I telling you this?  Because today we are celebrating Evolution Sunday, a Sunday marked each year by congregations committed to the support of science and the search for truth which is properly the work of both science and religion.


If there were not an evolution in religious understanding, there would have been no reason for Jesus, who took the old teachings and revitalized them for his current day, passing on to us not only his wisdom, but his method…humans were not made for the law, but the law was made to serve humans (Mark 2:27)...God is love and does not suffer any of us to be lost forever(Matt. 18:11-14)  Evolution occurs in mind and culture as well as in biology.  It too is an adaptive mechanism for survival.  Because there is evolution in religious thought we have liberals as well as conservatives, radicals as well as fundamentalists.  Over time the evolution of religious thought has demonstrated that Francis David’s teaching, “We need not think alike to love alike,” is in fact a formula for survival in this our diversely populated land.  Evolution of thought as well as biology takes time.  There are progressive examples pushing us forward, finding the adaptive and sustainable options and there are throw backs that represent the situation of days long gone.   


So here we are today, pressed to generate the conversations we need to have about what is real science and what needs to be taught in our schools. We do need to have them, my friends. Truth is being trammeled, and the forces that would wish away science and evolution are fighting hard to gain ascendancy.


They would do as the Catholic Queen did in Transylvania - banish the scientists to the side streets, while overhauling the cathedrals to house the Creationists, the self-proclaimed Biblical literalists, the promoters of Intelligent Design.  The light of science would go dim, if not out, and we would enter an age of darkness once again.


The light of science and the light of free liberal religion are one. We stand with those who would move forward, with Galileo and Darwin, with Francis David and Benjamin Franklin.  Let us not be marginalized.  Let us call out, like the Who’s in Horton the elephant’s Whoville, “We are here, we are here , we are here!”


“We are here, religionists for science, and we will not be quieted or afraid.”


  Too much is at stake - the survival of our planet and the well being of our grandchildren.  Religionists for science!  We are here, and we need to be heard.
�  David Dewitt, Answers magazine, article first published in Journal of Creation, April, 2003


�  Science Insider, January 15, 2009 (on line)


�  Doug Linder, Notes on Policy and Legal Issues Concerning “Intelligent Design” Issues, 2001


�  Francis David, 1510-1579


�  This history was told to me by the Transylvanian Unitarian Assistant to the Bishop when I was visting in Kolozvar in 1992.






