
No Banes Abowlil 
Arkansas Controversy Resumes 
Re: ''The Arkansas Case for Crea· 
tionism" (May) 

Your R;x>rting on the Ar�ansas Bill 
590 issue was supe•hly o�iective. I 
read anot .r account 1..-1 a publication 
which presented the w�<!iit ;.-.sue in the 
stereotypical good vs. evu . ting. That 
gets a k,t of "amens" and financial 
support, but only widc:ns the gap 
between Christians and the real world. 

Not all effortS will be successful 
from the good vs. evil viewpoint; but 
in God's eyes, the proclamation of 
truth in love is going to bring Him the 
glory. 

Dan Waud 
Sequim, Washington 

Your article on the Arkansas crea
tion trial was a colossal disappoint
ment and a gross distortion of the 
truth. By mimicking the secular me
dias foes on the out-of-context, irrel
evant, and sensational, you held up 
the creation witnesses and defense 
attorneys to public scorn. 

You also misrepresented a sr�1·"'
man for the Attorney Gener'11l, 
thereby casting aspersions on the 
credibilJly of another wit.Iv ·'i. 

Further mu disto1 ' d the'. words of 
the valiat science witn sP,S, rftany of 
whom risked their prJ�lunal repu
tations to testify. Conu:<\ty co )UUr 
uninforrned claim •h�t they did not 
fight "science with science," these sci
entists gave three solid d.iys of scien
tific evidence for creatiohism! If )'Our 
reporter had attended the trial, he 
would have known this. 

To cap it all off, you printed an 
interview with Dr. W. T. Brown in 
which you proudly paraded the scien
tific evidence you believe should have 
been giver1 at the trial. Well, a little 
first-hand knowledge would have told 
you that this very same evidence was 
presented at the trial. 

In brief, your report was woefully 
ignorar . and potentially libelous. This 
is the kind of thing we expect from the 

world-n'1t'f.: M Christians. 
NormanL. Geisler 

D1.. :, Texas 

1 wam lo express my strongest and 
most hearty congratulations on the 
Sf)lendid way in which )'OUf Staff han
dled lhe thorny and emotional Ar
kansas issue. Martin Mawyer should 
be applauded for his balanced and 
objective treacment of the subject. 

To even attempt to bring the teach
ing of Gods Word to the bar of human 
justice and allow it to enter the dock 
and be weighed by human reason is to 
give the Creator over to the creature. 

The events of Arkansas were not a 
tragedy as much as a travesr. I hope 
your readers will see the unbiblical 
idea of a·eation-science and the un
biblical doctrines of the A ,U for 
what they are. Perhaps out of this, 
God wfil,still have the glory. 

William White,Jr. 
·'Warrington, Pennsylvania 

Thr� . at�ticles on creationism 
were wortn the whole year's subscrip
tion. 

Mada .. ,, Parker 
Delray Beach, Florida -

Your articles on Arkansas and the 
cr�au 11 trial were thought pro\loking, 
bul why were you so hard on Arkan
sas? There are Christians here , )'OU 
know! Your comments made our 
"Land of Opportunity" look like 
Sodom and Gomorrah. 

Phil Leslie 
Jonesboro, Arkansas 

I would recommend to your read
cm the book Daronn Retried by Nor
man McBeth, an evolutior · 't lawyer 
who devastates Darwin. 

Bob D.,tmmorul, 
Mt. Clemens, .. ichigan 

Whea Christians assert as necessar
ilv \iblical _1:'.: scientific not.ions of the 
seventee'J h oor.itury, the time has 
come fo · '· �w.' .;;l majority of believing 

------------------·�-..i. 
152 

scientists to expose this fraud for what 
it is. 

The kind of creationism advocated 
by Dr. Morris and his associates is not 
only bad science (and probably bad 
theology), it is palpably false. The 
earth is demonstrably older than just a 
few thousand years, and the fossils 
could not possibly have been laid 
down by Noahs flood. 

The sooner the bulk of the conserv
ative Christian community realizes 
this, the sooner we will be able to 
return to our proper role as Christs 
flock on earth. 

E.B. Davis 
Bloomin{ffon., Indiana 

Man, under the guise of academic 
freedom seeks ·to allow creation-sci
ence to be taught side-by-side with 
evolution science. The one overriding 
stipulation is that no mention be made 
of the Creator. 

This is simply evolution by another 
name, an effect without a cause. In 
each case it is a matter of serving the 
creature more than the Creator, who is 
blessed forever (Rom. 1:25). 

For once, I find myself in agree
ment with the anti-God A.C.L.U. The 
concept of a Creator is itself an inher
ently religious belief Creation-science 
cannot be taught withouc reference to 
that religious belie£ 

Creation science, apart from the 
Creator, is an absurd contradiction 
and the highest insult to a Holy God. 

Arthur C. Garwood 
Bremertan, Washington 

At the trial, the defense put on the 
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Praising The Obvious? 
As an eyewitness to the entire 

Arkansas creation-evolution trial I 
was amazed at Greenberg's March 
article, "Praising the Obvious." First 
of all, is it obvious that all references 
to a Creator in public school science 
classes are unconstitutional? If so, 
then it must be obvious that Dar
win's Origin of Species must be ex
cluded too, since it refers to "the 
Creator " on the last page. So, too, 
must it be obvious that the Declara
tion of Independence is unconstitu
tional for its reference to the "unal
ienable rights" given man by a 
Creator. 

Second, is it really obvious that a 
judicial decision to permit only one 
side of the origins issue is constitu
tional? The famous Scopes Trial 
lawyer, Clarence Darrow, said it "is 
bigotry for public schools to teach 
only one theory of origins." If this 
was an obvious truth in 1925, when 

. only creation was being taught, is it 
not still obviously true when only 
evolution is being taught? 

Finally, surely it is obvious to all 
who know the United States Consti
tution that it opposes the establish
ment of any religion in the public 
schools. But is it not also obvious that 
when a federal judge rules that only 
the tenets of religious humanism 
can be taught- such as non-theism, 
naturalism and evolutionism - that 
he has in effect established the reli
gion of humanism in the public 
schools? Again, a lesson from his
tory. John Scopes said, "if you limit a 
teacher to only one side of anything 
the whole country will eventually 
have only one thought, be one indi
vidual." No, the Arkansas decision 
was far from obvious, but it was 
ironic. For the very court which dis
honorably dismissed God began each 
day with the United States Marshal 
saying (praying?)" ... God save the 
United States and this honorable 
court." Amen! 
Norman L. Geisler, Ph.D. 
Dallas, Tx. 

Not Muzzled 
I am writing in regard to Bill Ter

ry's article, "The Bible Versus The 

Constitution," in the March issue 1 

the Times. Mr. Terry may be su 
prised to know that the average st' 
dent does not sit in the classroci: 
with blinders and a muzzle on. I! 
certainly doesn't give the studen: 
much credit. 

I was a product of the Little Roe 
public school system, and I alwa.1 
went away from science classes wit 
knowledge of Darwin's theories, ph: 
a feeling that I could believe wha! 
chose to believe. I remember sever; 
discussions where students woul 
interject the theory of Creatici 
presented in Genesis, and they we1 
neither stifled nor did lightnin 
strike. Why, we were even allowc 
to form our own opinions about a Ii· 
of different things, such as equ:. 
rights for all without regard to rac1 · 
religion or sex. 

I'm sorry Arkansas lawmake1 
chose to gain national attention b 
spending so much time on creation 
ism and so little on basic equ;; 
rights. 
Carol Cole Smith 
Atlanta, Ga. 

Bah! 
I knew we would encounter nu 

dity, cigarette and alcohol adverfo 
ing because your magazine was ad 
vertised as providing vacation infor 
mation on travel in Arkansas 
However, I was not anticipating a1 
article as liberal as the one on pag1 
17 of your March issue, "The Bibh 
Versus The Constitution." 

Being a pastor - a conservati\'1 
one at that - your slanted article 
are out of line on my magazine rack 
Paragraph two of the article state:
that the Bible and the Constitutio1 
"are both of human construction." 

Bah! 
Thanks but no thanks. Cancel m; 

subscription. · 
Rev. Sitrphen A. Mazlo 
Hagarville 

Artful Symbols 
When I became involved with gov 

ernment supported arts program� 
approximately six years ago, I founll 
out very quickly that artists, poets 
musicians and dancers had to speak 


