Letters

Who's tricking whom?

When the present administration sees fit to
insist that politics and religion are intertwined,
and when the creationists are building a
museum in Texas to install proof of their views,
why does Norton Zinder, working with bacteria
living some 3.5 billion years ago and finding
himself stumped on the origin of sex (“Why Is
Sex?” SN: 9/8/84, p. 154), conclude that perhaps
“God’s playing a trick on us"? The issue of evo-
lution and creationism has become too serious
in the United States for a remark like that—or
does the professor really believe what he says?

Leonard Boyer
Editor. N.Y. Paleontological Notes
Flushing, N.Y.

“Why Is Sex?” dramatically portrays the con-
voluted thinking by evolutionists in their ob-
session to fit everything into a theory that is
being legitimately challenged more every day.
The most ironic item of this article is the last
statement. First evolution must replace God in
the search for origins, then God is blamed for
any deception that might result. I strongly sub-
mit that any trickery suffered by evolutionists is
purely of their own doing.

Why is sex? Why not that it was simply in-
cluded as organisms were created and not
evolved? Of course that's not “scientific.” Never
mind that it just might be true. And if religious
views happen to agree. does that make truth
any less true?

Over 700 scientists of the Creation Research

Society hold at least the master’s degree, and
many of us hold doctorates. We find the crea-
tion model supported by evidence in accord
with the scientific method. Indeed, the scientific
method itself was formulated by the creationist
Francis Bacon.

Countless avenues of immeasurable com-
plexity reside in every scientific discipline. But
perhaps some have let these complexities dic-
tate a mentality of obfuscation where simplicity
is actually the truthful conclusion. Perhaps
simplicity is more profound than some would
like to admit.

Richard W. Ikenberry
Professor of Biology
Kearney State College
Kearney, Neb.

Re “Why Is Sex?” It has been suggested that
a related question is: Why are babies not born
old? Why does their DNA not reflect the wear
and tear found in their parents’ DNA? The hy-
pothesis is that somehow the sexual process
occasions a major repair overhaul of the ge-
netic material in the germ cells far more thor-
ough than the day-to-day repair mechanisms of
DNA in somatic cells.
Donald J. Klemencic
Bridgeville, Pa.

A smug little point for coffee-break discus-
sion among evolutionists is the question of
whether Adam and Eve had belly buttons [as
depicted on the Sept. 8 cover]. Yet many people
do take seriously the biblical story of human

genesis, so the question seems to be valid. Did

they have belly buttons? If they did, why? If they

didn't, their offspring probably did. This situa-

tion would seem to represent a sudden and
dramatic example of evolutionary change.

Ivan M. Anderson

Sutherlin, Ore.

The cover of the Sept. 8 issue demonstrates
the clash between creationists and evo-
lutionists. Despite the monotony and futility of
evolutionists’ continuing search to tie down
their needed “evidence,” they would pawn off as
biblical this inaccurate understanding of the
garden scene on unwary minds — i.e., that sex
was discovered by this act of disobedience in
the garden.

A careful reading of Genesis clearly shows
that prior to the encounter with the serpent (Sa-
tan), Adam and Eve had already been given the
go-ahead from God to enjoy sex (Gen 1:28).

Adam and Eve’s sin was the same sin of which
all of us are guilty: disobedience to God, and the
desire to set ourselves up “as gods™ as sug-
gested by Eve to Satan (Gen 3:15). The fig leaf is
symbolic of their immature, foolish and useless
effort to cover this disobedience.

Elizabeth Hudgens
Littleton, Colo.
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The long-awaited, absolutely essential book for all
dinosaur owners—and all those who want to be!

This delightfully illustrated book provides everything you need in order to provide
the proper care for a pet dinosaur—where to keep it, what to feed it, and even
how your pet might earn its keep.

Complete, detailed descriptions make it easy to pick the pet that's best for you:

® Euparkeria: For the beginner or the experienced reptile-keeper, the
classic first step on the road to dinosaur-keeping. Warm-blooded,
active, small, manageable, and easily fed on scraps.

® Archaeopteryx: Easily kept, fed, and bred, there is an Archaeop-
teryx for every occasion. Perfect for the bird-lover.

o Ornitholestes: Eminently suitable for the apprehension of suspected
malefactors. Just right for the small-town police force.

® Stegosaurus: Difficult, delicate, and spectacular. Though not for the
private individual, it's great for the well-appointed zoo.

Science News Book Order Service
1719 N St., NW, Washington, DC 20036

Please send copy(ies) of How to Keep Dinosaurs. | include

a check payable to Science News Book Order Service for $5.95 plus
$1.00 handling (total $6.95) for each copy. Domestic orders only.
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