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Professor teaches
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a supernatural

By Rebecca Salner

Dean Kenyon is a softspoken,

serious and sincere man who teaches
evolution at San Francisco State Uni-
versity. .
But he doesn't believe in evolution.’
He' believes in God and scientific
creationism — an alternative theory
which: parallels ‘the biblical story of
creation.

Kenyon has taught the biology
department's only evotution class for
12 years. For eight of those 12, he was a
believer in macro evolutionary tbwry
as were the vast mjoﬂty
colleagueus.

They baven't changed. He haa. Four’
years ago, after “technical evidence”
convinced him' that evolutionary theo-
ry was incorrect, he began including

. scientific creationism in his course and ,

drawing criticism from those whose
beliefs hé once shared.

Kenyon defines the main tenet of
scientific creationism this way:

“In the relatively recent past —
10,000 to 20 000 years ago — the entire -
coanoswashmghﬂntomm
of nothing at
creation.”

According te Kenyon, gaps in the
fossil record and the lack of evidence
documenting transmutation of species

The fossil record is the

‘creation of world

Crea theorize that fossils and
rock strata- during a worldwide
flood, not over billions of years a3
evolutionists believe.

“Holes are characteristic of evolu-
tionary theory,” he says. “The better
scientific model is the creationist one.
Evolutionary view has too many incon-
sistencies.”

One of Kenyon's ‘most outspoken
critics on campus is Professor Law-
rence Swan, who calls creationism
“embarrassing.”
~ “Bow can an mstiultkm of higher
learning permit the teaching of an
aberrant misinterpretation and what I
would consider an intolerable repre-
-. sentation of the truth?” asia Swan
“What we're faced with 8 a very
interesting intellectual morass. What
do you do with a professor who has

wrong? .

For Swan, academic freedom ig no
defense for teaching crestionism.

“If this is academic freedom, almost
any bucket will go.in .I can talk
aheolute nonsense 10 my-clas’

“Do geologists aliow a flatearth
advocate to teach? Would astronomers
like astrologists? But this {crestionism)

_differs because the evidence for & is

not scientific, it is religious. Does a
professor have the right to teach

anything he wants? Can society afford

to deny science?”
Creationists’ attacks on the holes in

main argurnent is that you can't prove
that Darwin is correct. But I don't,
think that just because you can't prove.
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Biology profcssor Deen

_ Kenyon’s controversial

course seems to be
 well-supported among

" the students

port for Creationism, although a few
have said the issue is “interesting.”

“Having histened to Dr. Kenyon on

one side of the coin and some of our.

evolutionists on the other, I have to
tend to agree with it being biblical. It
fits. :
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circulated a petition s’inpporﬁng“

won't say who. -
Evawan,hiscrlﬁqsaysKenyhﬂq s

‘is“averysweet,gent\e.qm

uptbebasketandseewhatgoesm.

T'm always in favor of controversy. I

ists, says Kenyom: evolutionary theory enrage Swan who  Darwin you can sutomatically con- the first chapter of Genesis It's an
_ “Rather than exhibiting trends, the. claims they employ a “You don’t know,  clude that creationism is correct.” argument, an old argument, between
- fossil record gives a picture of stagis  therefore God” argument. Ketiyon denies the religious base of trying t0 understand what's natural
and then gaps.™ (Stasis is the existence DwghsPost.profmo(ecologl— his group’s evidence and says Creation-  versus the miraculous”
of species-over Jong periods of time and systematic biology, 2grees,  ism is not a “God of the gaps” theory. None of the profemors in the
¥ without change) nymg.“ldon‘ttbmkthereimy' “Our evidence is of the same status  department have expressed much sup-
}
i Federal beat- Tt szid that the Office of Personnel whichis  beated issue s debatable.
j] ) h L] in charge of the experimental program in which more than NOINDEXINGCHANGESEEN—MW!:&.M
3 \ ~ - 250,000 federal employees are has failed 0 one bit of good news retirernent benefits.
Washln ton receive sufficient funding from Congress o hire and train Edwin W. Meese I, who will be President
§ peopie to analyze and evaluate the carried - counsel and chief adviser, told the New York Defly News

experiment being
out by the various federal agencies. As a resuit the OPM has
lacked the “degree of control needed to carefully manage
and evaluate the experiment,” the GAO said.

GAO said the OPM has failed to determine the inpact of
alternative work schdeules on agency operations and hasn't
considered the public’s views about. the effects of work
schedules on the degree and quality of sovernment service:
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Postal merit system poor
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giving retirees some chance to keep up with the cost of
iiving, Meese said. “I think that in infletiovary times that's




