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of finding a theory whose predictions and explanations can be
tested in a scientific framework. The author’s assertions that
evolutionary biology is nonscientific are without support or
substance.

Unfortunately, the author perpetuates in his book the
common misconception that evolutionary theory is somehow
unique among scientific theories in that it is based on the as-
sumption that there is no God (p. 68). But God is no more ab-
sent from evolution than he is from physics or chemistry or any
other science. His absence is a methodological constraint of all
sciences since his presence cannot be proved or disproved in any
scientific setting. Most evolutionary biologists follow the
Popperian philosophy of science which states that a hypothesis
is scientific only if the possibility of falsification exists.!3 Thus
the statements that “God exists” and “God designed the earth”
are not scientific (which has nothing to do with their truth) since
there are no data one can collect which would refute these state-
ments. While it is true that some scientists have overstepped the
bounds of their data to claim that they have discovered that there
is no God (and this certainly is not restricted to just evolutionary
biologists or even just scientists), there is nothing in the theory
of evolution which requires one to deny or even doubt the exis-
tence of God.14

Theological Arguments

Peterson’s theologically based arguments can be divided
into three types. The first is an authoritarian approach by which
he reiterates statements made by General Authorities concerning
evolution. While he includes some important statements made by
those who opposed evolution, he has omitted statements by
other General Authorities who were more open to the possibility

13 See Karl R. Popper, The Logic of Scientific Discovery, 2d ed.
(New York: Harper and Row, 196R).

14 Since all scientific theories are of necessity constructed indepen-
dent of the notion that God exists, it is a truism that science can conclude
nothing regarding the existence of God. Likewise, the well-supported doc-
trine that God is Creator can do nothing to either prove or disprove evolu-
tionary theory. Even if all scientists believed in God as Creator, evolution-
ary biology could operate no differently than it does now. This is simply a
limitation of science, not a conspiracy of biologists.
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Bible account of the creation we may say that the Lord
gave it to Moses. If we understood the process of
creation there would be no mystery about it, it would
be all reasonable and plain, for there is no mystery
except to the ignorant. 26

Conclusion

Using the Book of Mormon to Combat Falsehoods in
Organic Evolution is a disappointing book riddled with sloppy
scholarship, flimsy arguments, unsupported scriptural interpre-
tations, and misrepresentation of fact and theory. Stylistically,
the presentation is difficult to follow, and the author seems dis-
tracted as he jumps from point to point without any clear direc-
tion. Organization of thoughts and ideas is weak, and the author
has considerable difficulty expressing his arguments clearly and
succinctly. In addition, the book is filled with rather paranoid
insinuations of conspiracy and cover-up.27

Peterson unwittingly demonstrates something most of us
already know: while the Book of Mormon tells us that God is
the Creator, that creation was orderly, and that creation serves a
vital purpose in his plan, it gives very few details about the me-
chanics of creation (or the details of how to fix a car, for that
matter).28 If individuals are interested in creationism they should

26 Widtsoe, Discourses of Brigham Young, 258-59.

27 In reference to mitosis, the author states: “Why are we told that
the process by which all cells reproduce will form new cells exactly like the
parent cell, when there are so many specialized cells in our body? Is it to
brainwash us so that we will accept the theory of evolution?” (p. 132,
deemphasis mine); T have been asked if I think there is a conspiracy among
scientists. Some of the pressure groups [groups of scientists who argue that
evolution should be taught in school] mentioned earlier might be considered
conspiracies, but there is no worldwide conspiracy.” (p. 178, note the insin-
uation); “Evidence has been discarded, manipulated or falsified to support
dating methods and evolution. The real evidence does not support these theo-
ries.” (pg. 169); “Why would Satan want to deceive people into believing
that all people in the Americas before Columbus came across the Bering
Straight? . . . Perhaps our faith is being tried” (p. 127); similar statements
abound.

28 1t is truly unfortunate that the author has not clearly presented
the strength of Mormonism’s unique understanding of creation. I feel that
Mormons have the fewest doctrinal conflicts with evolution and hence po-
tentially the strongest religious position on creation in all of Christianity. I
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