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PREFACE

WILLIAM A. DEMBSKI

Early in the morning on April 22, 2004, Phillip Johnson’s wife, Kathie, led
him, unsuspecting, into a Biola University conference room where he was
greeted with a standing ovation from people who were his friends from all
over the world. One by one, these people thanked Phil for his pivotal role
in their lives and went on to deliver speeches summarizing their written con-
tributions to what now has become this book.

Later that evening, Phil was again surprised to be the guest of honor at a
large banquet, where he was the inaugural recipient and namesake of The
Phillip E. Johnson Award for Liberty and Truth, an award honoring the life-
time achievements of an individual who has radically expanded the scope
of academic freedom and truth seeking. The banquet also kicked off a two-
day conference at Biola University titled “Intelligent Design and the Future
of Science” <www.arn.org/arnproducts/videos/v053.htm>. Hundreds of sci-
entists, teachers and lay people attended this conference.

Those of us who organized this event decided that the best way to honor
our friend would be to bring together Phil’s closest colleagues and simply
“turn them loose.” It was a treat to sit back and listen to Phil’s colleagues
speak of his accomplishments and impact on their lives, and it was gratifying
to witness their eloquence and passion in describing the master. Phil’s close
friend and Biola protégé, John Mark Reynolds, lauded his mentor as the
“Wizard of Berkeley” and likened him to Tolkien’s Gandalf leading his fol-
lowers to destroy the ring of Scientific Naturalism. On the other side, Michael
Ruse, Johnson’s best “enemy,” undressed down to a T-shirt emblazoned
with Darwin’s face and exclaimed that he was “Darwin-man,” adding that
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whereas “God had put Phillip Johnson on this earth to do good and spread
light,” he had been put there to “make Phillip Johnson’s life that much more
uncomfortable.”

The celebration in April 2004 was the happy conclusion to what all of us
in the intelligent design (ID) community knew was long overdue, namely,
a suitable tribute to the man who was the ID movement’s chief architect and
guiding light. In particular, during the years leading up to these festivities,
colleagues and I conversed at length about what kind of lifetime achieve-
ment award or book publication would be worthy of honoring Phillip
Johnson and his accomplishments. Through the tireless efforts of faculty,
students and staff at Biola University, the financial support of the Servants
Trust, and the enthusiasm of InterVarsity Press, Phil’s closest colleagues were
able to honor him with the inaugural Liberty and Truth award and now, with
the publication of this festschrift volume, Darwin’s Nemesis. Appropriately,
all royalties from this volume go toward that award.

The title Darwin’s Nemesis applies to Johnson’s roles as fearless leader,
trusted friend and far-seeing visionary. Professionally and publicly, Johnson
stepped into the controversy over intelligent design at just the right time as
the fledgling movement’s field marshal. Later, eschewing authoritarianism
and any desire to become a cult figure, he made room for a new generation
of ID scholars, stepping back so that the movement could flourish, not
through a top-down chain of command but through its own inner vitality.
Personally and privately, Phil entered each of our lives at just the right time
and in just the right way to help us channel our various talents in the right
direction.

Strategist, Teacher, Prophet

I first heard of Phillip Johnson at the 1989 Spring Systematics Symposium
at the Field Museum in Chicago. Some biologists from Calvin College in
Grand Rapids, Michigan, had traveled to Chicago for this event, and one
of them mentioned a Berkeley law professor who had written on evolu-
tion. This Calvin biologist subsequently mailed me a messy looking manu-
script by this Berkeley professor. I'm afraid I gave the manuscript only a
cursory look at the time; after all, what does a lawyer know about evolu-
tion? Johnson did have this going for himself, however: he was a graduate
of the University of Chicago, where I had done my graduate studies in
mathematics. T kept his name in mind.
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Two years later that law professor created a sensation with the book that
emerged from that manuscript—Darwin on Trial. It is hard to overestimate
the impact of that book. Some of the chapters in this collection will describe
its influence in detail, so I won’t repeat what will be said there. In my view
the book’s primary importance is as the beachhead that finally put effective
criticism of Darwinism on the map. Beachheads by themselves are not
enough. They are the means toward greater ends. Johnson, as a master strat-
egist, saw how to make this beachhead into the start of a comprehensive
intellectual program for reforming science and revitalizing culture.

I had a conversation with Phil some years after the publication of Dar-
win on Trial in which I asked him how this book fit into his overall strat-
egy for unseating Darwinian naturalism. He remarked that the book,
though effective at laying out criticisms of Darwinism, would by itself
never have been enough to unseat Darwinian control over science. As he
noted, the opposition would either ridicule the book or, more likely, just
ignore it—and, after some months or years of ignoring it, would dismiss it
as “that discredited book that was refuted a long time ago.” Phil’'s comment
brought to mind that old Marx brothers movie Duck Soup, in which Grou-
cho Marx, as president of Freedonia, presides over a meeting of his cabi-
net. The following exchange ensues between Groucho and one of
Freedonia’s ministers:

Groucho: “And now, members of the Cabinet, we’'ll take up old busi-

ness.”

Minister: ~ “I wish to discuss the Tariff!”

Groucho: “Sit down, that’s new business! No old business? Very well—

then we’ll take up new business”

Minister: ~ “Now about that Tariff . . .”

Groucho: “Too late—that’s old business already!”

It was not enough for Phil to write a great book (which he did and which,
by the way, the scientific community did not ignore). Also required was a
plan of action and the follow-through to bring the Darwinian edifice crash-
ing down. Johnson had both the plan and the will. Trained in the law, he
knew that contests are meant to be won, and he was not about to lose this
one, especially since he had the better case.

The first glimmers of Johnson’s grand designs could be seen in 1992, the
year following the publication of Darwin on Trial. Several events that year
and the next foreshadowed the juggernaut that Johnson would unleash. The
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highlight was a symposium organized by Jon Buell, Tom Woodward and
Steve Sternberg, which took place at Southern Methodist University (SMU)
in the spring of 1992, and had as its stated topic Johnson’s critique of evo-
lution. Phil Johnson and Michael Ruse were the star attractions and key an-
tagonists at this symposium, but it also included other key people on both
sides of this debate. It was at this event that I first met Phil, Mike Behe and
Steve Meyer.

Why was this event so significant? Here, for the first time, a radical non-
materialist critique of Darwinism and naturalistic evolutionary theories was
put on the table for a high-level, reasoned, academic discussion without
anyone promoting a religious or sectarian agenda. In particular, this sympo-
sium was not about reconciling science with the Bible or about showing that
evolution is inconsistent with traditional views about religion or morality. Tt
was about looking at the merits of design and Darwinism on their own
terms.

This symposium legitimized the debate over evolution at the highest lev-
els of the academy. With that legitimization came an openness to think new
and hitherto forbidden thoughts. And with that openness came converts and
volunteers to the cause of intelligent design. Within a year following that
symposium, Phil had gathered a band of such converts and volunteers,
mainly scientists and philosophers. The next step was to organize that band.
This Phil did in 1993. Two moves on his part proved crucial for organizing
the fledgling ID movement. The first was to organize a private several-day
meeting of potential leaders in the ID movement at Pajaro Dunes, south of
San Francisco. (This event is described in the opening segment of the video
Unlocking the Mystery of Life) The second, which followed that meeting,
was to insist that the participants get on e-mail and be part of a listserv that
he would run from Berkeley. The meeting at Pajaro Dunes was critical for
getting all of us on the same page. The listserv was critical for keeping us
networked and for building momentum.

Phil’s listserv, which continues to this day under the auspices of the Inter-
national Society for Complexity, Information and Design <www.iscid.org>,
was in the early days the lifeblood of our movement. It still remains impor-
tant, but with other centers and discussion boards that address ID, it is no
longer as critical. Today, twelve years later, it may be difficult to appreciate
just how important it was in those early days to get networked over the In-
ternet. Today, everyone has e-mail. That was not the case in 1993. Moreover,
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Netscape and Internet Explorer did not come into common use until two
years later—surfing the Web was largely unknown at the time. But Phil saw
what was coming and how the Internet would allow for the dissemination
of knowledge that would make it increasingly difficult for secular elites to
maintain control over what people think. He even offered to buy e-mail ac-
counts for those of us who were without university appointments and thus
without free access to university servers.

Phil’s listserv brought us together, continually increased our talent pool
and, most importantly, gave us a support network. One reason nothing like
an ID movement critical of Darwinian naturalism had blossomed previously
is that critics of Darwinism were typically isolated; thus the Darwinian es-
tablishment could go after them mercilessly without anyone coming to their
aid. With Phil’s virtual community that was no longer the case. To see this,
contrast the case of Dean Kenyon with that of Percival Davis. Both were co-
authors of the ID supplemental textbook Of Pandas and People. Davis, as it
turned out, was also a coauthor of the bestselling basal biology textbook
known simply as Villee (after Claude Villee). Someone complained to the
publisher of Villee about Davis also being the author of an ID textbook. The
publisher immediately dropped Davis as an author for subsequent editions
of Villee. As a consequence, Davis now has little to do with ID and makes
his living as a computer programmer.

Dean Kenyon likewise faced pressures for expressing views favorable to
ID. But Kenyon, unlike Davis, had the benefit of Phil’s support network.
Kenyon’s department chair tried to prevent him from teaching freshman bi-
ology at San Francisco State University even though Kenyon was a full pro-
fessor in the biology department. Why? Because Kenyon had expressed
doubts about Darwinism and a preference for intelligent design in his
classes. In this case, however, the persecution backfired. Steve Meyer wrote
an op-ed piece for the Wall Street Journal detailing the biology department’s
assault on Kenyon’s academic freedom. Within days the university called the
biology department on the carpet and reinstated Kenyon’s right to teach
freshman biology.

The SMU symposium and the Pajaro Dunes meeting were watershed
events in the ID movement. There have been more visible events subse-
quently (for instance, the “Mere Creation” conference at Biola in 1996 and
the “Nature of Nature” conference at Baylor in 2000). But these early events
laid the foundation for all that followed. Around the same time as these wa-
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tershed events, two lesser events happened that to this day characterize the
main challenges facing the ID movement.

The first is an encounter between Phillip Johnson and Howard Van Till
at Trinity Evangelical Divinity School in 1992. Phil had hoped that his mes-
sage would be received warmly by evangelicals, and it largely was among
the rank and file. But among evangelicals teaching at Christian colleges and
universities, Phil found that he faced considerable opposition. A view of di-
vine action in which God plays no evident role in nature had taken root in
Christian higher education. Thus, rather than being welcomed for critiquing
Darwinian naturalism, he found himself attacked for proposing an outdated
and ill-conceived theology of nature. Howard Van Till epitomized this posi-
tion and strongly objected to Darwin on Trial. Phil in turn characterized Van
Till’s position as “theistic naturalism.” At the time Van Till rejected that des-
ignation. Nowadays he accepts it, having embraced the process theology of
David Ray Griffin.

If the Council for Christian Colleges and Universities was divided over
Johnson’s message, the secular elites, notably in the academic and scientific
establishments, were not. As far as they were concerned, Johnson was a
threat to science and needed to be stopped. There’s no dearth of examples
in this book about the sort of opposition that Phil has had to face from this
quarter, but an event in the spring of 1993 epitomizes for me the downright
shamelessness of this opposition. During the academic year 1992-1993, 1
was a postdoctoral fellow in the history and philosophy of science at North-
western University. That spring, David Hull, one of the premier philoso-
phers of biology, gave a seminar that I attended. One day, during the sem-
inar, he mentioned Darwin on Trial and remarked that an editor at Nature
had contacted him about writing a negative review of that book. Hull, a con-
vinced Darwinist, was only too happy to oblige, duly delivering the re-
quested hatchet job. Hull told the story with pride, as though he had done
a good deed. To this day I find many Darwinian naturalists exhibiting this
same means-justifies-the-ends mentality.

Phil’s pivotal role in shaping the ID movement following those early days
is well known and discussed at length in this volume. Nevertheless, it is the
seeds that Phil sowed early on, emphasizing the need for a community of
thinkers willing to challenge Darwinism at the root, that made the success
of this movement possible. In the summer of 2000 I invited Michael Ruse to
speak at a seminar on ID that I was conducting at Calvin College. At that
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seminar Ruse, though no friend of ID, remarked that the ID movement has
not made one misstep. Ruse was exaggerating, but not by much. The ID
movement has exhibited a remarkable cohesiveness, unity and focus.

Intellectual movements often fragment, with cults of personality develop-
ing around key figures and bitter rivalries ensuing. Nothing like this has hap-
pened in the ID movement (or, indeed, shows any sign of happening). In-
sofar as the credit here goes to any one person, it goes to Phil—and
specifically in his capacity as teacher. Phil’s role as a teacher is, of course,
evident in his being a professor, a writer of books and a public intellectual.
Yet, with respect to the health and vitality of the ID movement, Phil has
done far more than merely teach us a set of propositions. He has taught by
example. Accordingly, he has not taught us what or even how to think but
rather a certain style of thinking or habit of thought. The issue for Phil has
always been not whether you get the right answers and not even whether
you pose the right questions (as important as these are, and notwithstanding
the title of his last book), but rather the humility to consider all questions
and not to reject any because our well-worn presuppositions tell us “you
can’t go there.” In other words, Phil has taught us to put our presupposi-
tions—all of them—on the table for examination, to ask the hard questions
of them and to seek answers by following the evidence wherever it leads.

As a consequence, there are no secret handshakes or initiation rites
needed to join Phil’s club. The ID movement is a big tent and all are wel-
come. Even agnostics and atheists are not in principle excluded, provided
they can adopt this open attitude of mind. In practice, however, most agnos-
tics and atheists have their minds made up. Agnostics know that nothing is
knowable about a transcendent reality. And atheists know that no transcen-
dent reality exists, so again nothing is knowable about it. Accordingly, ag-
nostics and atheists tend not to join the ID movement.

Johnson is a radical skeptic, insisting, in the best Socratic tradition, that
everything be put on the table for examination. By contrast, most skeptics
opposed to him are selective skeptics, applying their skepticism to the things
they dislike (notably religion) and refusing to apply their skepticism to the
things they do like (notably Darwinism). On two occasions I've urged
Michael Shermer, publisher of Skeptic magazine, to put me on its editorial
board as the resident skeptic of Darwinism. Though Shermer and I know
each other and are quite friendly, he never got back to me about joining his
editorial board.
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Finally, T want to consider Phillip Johnson in his role as prophet. This may
seem like a strange designation for Phil, but I contend that it fits. A popular
stereotype conceives of prophets as wild-eyed individuals, living unconven-
tionally, out of touch with the practicalities of life and offering enigmatic ut-
terances about strange unseen worlds. But in fact, a prophet is anyone who
holds up a mirror to the culture and forces it to acknowledge the idols it has
constructed. Moreover, because we resent being told that our idols are idols,
we tend to despise prophets. Only later, when we’ve constructed new idols,
does it become clear that the old idols were indeed idols, at which point we
no longer despise those prophets, now long gone, but instead venerate
them. This is how hagiography is born.

What is an idol? Leslie Zeigler, in a book I edited with Jay Richards (Un-
apologetic Apologetics) offers the most perceptive analysis of idolatry that T
know:

This God who tells Moses “I am Who I am,” who enters into contingent rela-
tionships with human beings at particular times and in particular places, who
approves of certain actions and not of others, has always been, to say the least,
hard to live with. Human beings have always preferred gods for whom they
can write the job descriptions themselves.

Scripture refers to these preferred gods as idols, and the author of Isaiah
44:9-20 gives us as clear a description as has ever been written of the idol
maker and his idol. The craftsman cuts down a good, healthy tree, uses part
of it for a fire to warm himself and to cook his dinner. Then from part of it he
makes a graven image, to which he falls down and worships, praying—“De-
liver me, for thou art my god!”

It's only at this point that Isaiah delivers his punchline, a punchline which
is all too often overlooked. He tells us of the awesome power of the idol. That
piece of wood which the craftsman himself has formed has deceived him—
has led him astray to the point that he no longer recognizes it as his own cre-
ation. He has been blinded—blinded by his own creativity—so that he no
longer recognizes that he is worshipping a delusion and hence is no longer
able to deliver himself. He is unable to ask himself, “Is there not a lie in my
right hand?”

Other Old Testament passages speak eloquently of the idols as being use-
less, unable to do anything, unable to support their people; instead, having to
be carried around and being a burden to them. But Isaiah puts his finger on
a far more dangerous characteristic: they have the power to delude and de-

ceive their makers.
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The work of those attempting to craft a god of their own making, the god we
want, and for whom we can provide the job description, is rampant within the

church today.

The trouble with Darwinian naturalism is that it turns nature into an idol,
making brute material forces rather than the all-wise God into the source of
creativity in nature. Moreover, it tries to justify this idolatry in the name of
science. To the Darwinian naturalist, Johnson the prophet says, “Your idol
cannot support itself because it is founded on a false philosophy and a bi-
ased construal of scientific evidence.” Moreover, to the theistic evolutionist,
Johnson the prophet says, “You have avoided turning nature into an idol,
but at the cost of requiring God to act hiddenly in nature; yet what if nature
reeks of design and our best scientific understanding confirms this, demon-
strating that design is manifest in nature?” Like Francis Schaeffer a generation
before him, Phillip Johnson has put his finger on the key place where our
generation has forgotten God. For this generation it is the place of our ori-
gin. To a generation that regards God as increasingly distant, with nature as
all there is and humans as mere appendages of nature, Johnson the prophet
points us to the true God, the one in whose image we are made and to
whom we must ultimately render an account.

Life After Dover

On December 20, 2005, as this book was going to press, Judge John E.
Jones III rendered his verdict in the first court case involving intelligent de-
sign. In Kitzmiller v. Dover, also billed as Scopes II, Judge Jones not only
struck down the Dover school board policy advocating intelligent design but
also identified intelligent design as nonscientific and fundamentally reli-
gious. Accordingly, he concluded that the teaching of intelligent design in
public school science curricula violates the Establishment Clause and there-
fore is unconstitutional.

It is hard to imagine that a court decision could have been formulated
more negatively against intelligent design (for the actual decision, see
<www.pamd.uscourts.gov/kitzmiller/kitzmiller_342.pdf>). In light of this
decision, one may therefore wonder about the appropriateness of titling this
book Darwin’s Nemesis. To read Judge Jones’s decision, one gets the im-
pression that Darwin is alive and quite well. Even so, let me suggest that this
decision is a bump in the road and that Phillip Johnson’s program for dis-
mantling Darwinism remains well in hand.
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To see that Judge Jones’s decision is not nearly the setback for intelligent
design that its critics would like to imagine, let’s start by considering what
would have happened if the judge had ruled in favor of the Dover policy.
Such a ruling would have emboldened school boards, legislators and grass-
roots organizations to push for intelligent design in the public school science
curricula across the nation. As a consequence, this case really would have
been a Waterloo for the supporters of neo-Darwinian evolution (the form of
evolution taught in all the textbooks).

Conversely, the actual ruling is not a Waterloo for the intelligent design
side. Certainly it will put a damper on some school boards that would oth-
erwise have been interested in promoting intelligent design. But this is not
a Supreme Court decision. Nor is it likely this decision will be appealed
since the Dover school board that instituted the controversial policy sup-
porting intelligent design was voted out and replaced November 2005 with
a new board that campaigned on the promise of overturning the policy.

Without an explicit Supreme Court decision against intelligent design, we
can expect continued grass-roots pressure to promote intelligent design and
undercut neo-Darwinian evolution in the public schools. Because of
Kitzmillerv. Dover, school boards and state legislators may tread more cau-
tiously, but tread on evolution they will—the culture war demands it!

It is therefore naive to think that this case threatens to derail intelligent
design. Intelligent design is rapidly gaining an international following. It is
also crossing metaphysical and theological boundaries. I now correspond
with ID proponents from every continent (save Antarctica). Moreover, I've
seen intelligent design embraced by Jews, Muslims, Hindus, Buddhists, ag-
nostics and even atheists. The idea that intelligent design is purely an “Amer-
ican thing” or an “evangelical Christian thing” can therefore no longer be
maintained.

Even if the courts manage to censor intelligent design at the grade and
high school levels (and with the Internet, censorship means nothing to the
enterprising student), they remain powerless to censor intelligent design at
the college and university levels. Intelligent design is quickly gaining mo-
mentum among college and graduate students. Three years ago, there was
one IDEA Center at the University of California at San Diego (IDEA = Intel-
ligent Design and Evolution Awareness—see <www.ideacenter.org>). Now
there are thirty such centers at American colleges and universities, including
the University of California at Berkeley and Cornell University. These centers
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are fiercely pro-intelligent design.

Ultimately, the significance of a court case like Kitzmiller v. Dover de-
pends not on a judge’s decision but on the cultural forces that serve as the
backdrop against which the decision is made. Take the Scopes Trial. In most
persons’ minds, it represents a decisive victory for evolution. Yet, in the ac-
tual trial, the decision went against evolution (John Scopes was convicted of
violating a Tennessee statute that forbade the teaching of evolution).

Judge Jones’s decision may make life in the short term more difficult for
ID proponents. But the work of intelligent design will continue. In fact, it is
likely to continue more effectively than if the judge had ruled in favor of
intelligent design, which would have encouraged complacency, suggesting
that intelligent design had already won the day when in fact intelligent de-
sign still has much to accomplish in developing its scientific and intellectual
program.

Instead of ruling narrowly on the actual Dover policy, Judge Jones saw
his chance to enter the history books by assuming an activist role, ruling
broadly and declaring intelligent design to be unconstitutional. Yet if he and
his ruling are remembered at all, it will be not for valiantly defending science
but for pandering to a failed reductionist way of doing science.

Just as a tree that has been “rimmed” (i.e., had its bark completely cut
through on all sides) is effectively dead even if it retains its leaves and ap-
pears alive, so Darwinism has met its match with the movement initiated by
Phillip Johnson. Expect Darwinism’s death throes, like Judge Jones’s deci-
sion, to continue for some time. But don’t mistake death throes for true vi-
tality. Tronically, Judge Jones’s decision is likely to prove a blessing for the
intelligent design movement, spurring its proponents to greater heights and
thereby fostering its intellectual vitality and ultimate success.

A Celebration Volume

This volume takes its place alongside other intelligent-design compilations,
serving as a handy reference for various ID research topics and personal sto-
ries. Yet, as a tribute to our well-loved friend, this book also plays a special
role in the ID literature. As a festschrift, or celebration volume, whose con-
tributors number twenty-one of Phil’s closest colleagues, this book memori-
alizes Phil’s achievements in heading the ID movement and thanks him for
his influence not only on our lives but also on the wider community of ID
proponents and friendly critics. It is therefore especially appropriate that the

- 1|0




%{% é DarwinsNemesis.fm Page 22 Friday, January 20, 2006 2:09 PM

22 DARWIN'S NEMESIS

publication of this volume marks the year that Phil turns sixty-five.

The opening of this book includes a foreword by Senator Rick Santorum
and an introduction by John Mark Reynolds. Both of these individuals have
played a special role in Phil’s life. Senator Santorum, in formulating his now-
famous amendment to the “No Child Left Behind” federal education act, pro-
vides perhaps the clearest example of how Phil’s ideas are reaching the pub-
lic square. That amendment, as it finally appeared in the report language
that interprets the federal education act, included the following statement:
“Where topics are taught that may generate controversy (such as biological
evolution), the curriculum should help students to understand the full range
of scientific views that exist, why such topics may generate controversy, and
how scientific discoveries can profoundly affect society.” This is all the
opening needed to bring down Darwinian naturalism within public school
science education.

Whereas Senator Santorum’s amendment epitomizes Johnson’s influence
in the public square, John Mark Reynolds’s Torrey Honors Institute epito-
mizes Johnson’s vision for Christian higher education. The Torrey Honors
Institute combines a traditional Great Books program with a vital engage-
ment of contemporary culture and thought. Although John Mark is the most
visible person associated with Torrey, the institute is really the joint brain-
child of John Mark and Phil, who are close friends. (Their families were va-
cationing together when Phil had his first stroke.) If anyone has insight into
Phil, it is John Mark.

The remainder of the book is divided into several parts. Part one de-
scribes first encounters with Phil and gives a window into Phil’s appeal and
persuasiveness. Steve Meyer gives us a vignette of first meeting Phil at a
Greek restaurant in Cambridge just as Phil was beginning to take interest in
the evolution controversy. Michael Behe and Jay Richards, on the other
hand, describe meeting Phil first through reading Darwin on Trial and only
later in person. Their chapters recount Phil’s critical role in their own intel-
lectual journey. Tom Woodward’s chapter, adapted from his book Doubts
About Darwin (which won Christianity Today’s 2004 book award in the
“Christianity and Culture” category), gives us a larger perspective on how
Darwin on Trial transformed the origins debate.

Part two comprises three essays that address the controversy Phil’s work
has brought about. Phil has often referred to his work of intellectual renewal
in terms of a wedge metaphor that splits off false philosophies and ideolo-
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gies from genuine truth seeking. This part addresses the controversy arising
from “the wedge.” My chapter here describes the day-to-day dynamics of the
debate, what to expect and what to watch out for. Frank Beckwith then
turns to the teaching of science in public schools and how careful we must
be not to cripple ourselves with false assumptions. Then Tim Standish takes
up the challenge that intelligent design raises for Christian education.

Part three focuses on two of Johnson’s most friendly critics. In fact, only
one is a pure critic, Michael Ruse. Despite his close friendship with Phil,
Michael remains an ardent Darwinist. Much of Michael’s thinking these last
several years has focused on the implications of Darwinism for religion, and
not just for religion in general but specifically for traditional Christian belief.
Michael’s chapter takes on the most difficult problem in this area, the prob-
lem of evil. If Michael Ruse is a pure critic, then David Berlinski is a mixed
critic. He admires Phil for having, as he once put it to me in an e-mail, done
“amazingly well in creating a political movement.” But David has reserva-
tions about ID’s intellectual and scientific program. At the same time, he
finds Darwinism’s grand claims of being able to account for biological com-
plexity as absurd. In a recent op-ed, he remarked, “The suggestion that Dar-
win’s theory of evolution is like theories in the serious sciences—quantum
electrodynamics, say—is grotesque. Quantum electrodynamics is accurate to
thirteen unyielding decimal places. Darwin’s theory makes no tight quanti-
tative predictions at all.” Berlinski’s two fables call for skepticism of both
Darwinism and intelligent design.

Part four examines Johnson’s impact in biology. The first two chapters,
one by David Keller and the other by Jonathan Wells, are more personal,
describing how Johnson has influenced their approach to biology, and what
implications such an ID-friendly approach would have for biology if widely
adopted. The next two chapters are very different. These are actual research
papers in biology. The solo-authored paper by Steve Meyer created a fire-
storm when it appeared in the Proceedings of the Biological Society of Wash-
ington in 2004. Despite having properly gone through the peer-review pro-
cess, once this paper appeared, the Biological Society of Washington issued
a statement (see <www.biolsocwash.org/id_statement.html>) declaring that
this article should never have been published in its journal, and that in the
future 1D research would not be permitted in its pages, thus signifying at
once that ID has been published in the peer-reviewed biological literature
and that it faces fierce resistance getting published there. The other paper,
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by Scott Minnich and Steve Meyer, examines the design of the bacterial fla-
gellum, a molecular machine dubbed by Darwinists as the “icon of intelli-
gent design.”

Part five examines the spheres of Johnson’s influence. The first chapter is
by master worldview theorist Nancy Pearcey. Here she details how, given
the widely held fact-value dichotomy, intelligent design provides the best
mainstay for a Christian worldview. Next, J. Budziszewski shows how tradi-
tional natural-law theory, which is consistent with intelligent design, is ut-
terly incompatible with attempts to recover human nature on the basis of
naturalistic evolutionary theories. The chapter by Marcus Ross and Paul Nel-
son follows. It provides a window into how young-earth creationists have
assimilated Johnson. And finally, there is the essay quite distinct from the
rest, by Fritz Schaefer and Wesley Allen, who explicate complexity and
chaos as scientific concepts and then consider several philosophical and
theological implications of these physical principles.

An epilogue with two chapters concludes this festschrift. Walter Bradley,
whose book with Charles Thaxton and Roger Olsen titled 7he Mystery of
Life’s Origin (Philosophical Library, 1984) is now widely regarded as the first
book in the intelligent design movement, has been at this debate longer than
any of the other contributors to this volume. In his chapter he reviews where
the debate over evolution was before Johnson weighed in on it. Next he
considers how Johnson transformed this debate by initiating a comprehen-
sive intellectual movement for overturning Darwinian naturalism and devel-
oping intelligent design as a scientific theory. To end his chapter Walter re-
flects on where the intelligent design movement is headed and what it must
do to win the day.

One last chapter remains, and that is by the great one himself, our friend
Phil. He rightly gets the final word.
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