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A Note to the Reader
Dear Reader: 

When I was in college in the 1950s, some friends persuaded me to be the “tenth:” that is, the tenth student to take special zoology courses designed for pre-medical, pre-dental, and pre-veterinary students.  The courses were fascinating as well as demanding.  At some point, the zoology professor caught my attention, saying: “Fossils, of course, are the same age as the strata in which they are found; hence we can know their age.”  After class I asked him, “How are the strata dated?”  Not knowing the answer, he sent me to a geologist.  The geologist’s answer was: “We date the strata by the index fossils.  Since we know the age of the fossils, the strata obviously are the same age.”  This circular argument started my quest to understand science.  It also awakened in me a questioning attitude toward the “proofs” advanced by scientists.  [Some will argue that the questioning attitude was already there and that this experience only gave me a specific target on which to exercise it.]

One of the courses for my M.A. was Nineteenth Century Thought.  Evolution in all its forms and applications was the focus of the discussion.  From Lamarck to Freud, the theory of evolution challenged all previous philosophies.  I owe the professor, Dr. Hildegard Schmalenbeck, and a fellow student, William Faulkner, a great debt for the discipline and knowledge they shared.  Dr. Schmalenbeck would ask a simple yes-no question which Bill would answer one way and I the other.  Both Bill and I had studied science, philosophy, theology, and literature.  Bill’s studies had led him to agnosticism; mine to theism.  And the debate was on.  Oddly enough, we never overtly debated a religious topic; instead we debated the scientific evidence for evolution as applied to geology, astronomy, biology, sociology, political science, psychology, ethics, and philosophy.  I have no idea who “won” any of the debates—and they continued day after day as we commuted together from Corpus Christi to Kingsville.

At various times in the past forty years, I have had occasion to renew my study of the scientific issues related to evolution.  The last was initiated by accident when, at a boring party, I happened to pick up Robert Jastrow’s book, God and the Astronomers.  I read it within some forty-five minutes and marveled at how much current scientific thought had substantiated the Biblical claims.  I have been “reading science” since that time.

When I was asked to do a series on Science and Creation for St. Francis on the Hill, I accepted on the condition that I would discuss modern science as it applies to the beginning of things.  I refuse to enter the arena of critiquing science by the Bible, or of criticizing the Bible by science.  “The truth is one,” says the proverb.  If there is any truth in either the Bible or science, that truth will be consistent, not contradictory.  It is in this spirit, then, that these thoughts were presented.  It is in this spirit that I have written them at the request of Dr. Felix Orji, Assistant Rector of St. Francis on the Hill.  It is in this spirit that I hope you will read and consider them.
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