NANCY BOSTOCK

Do we need to include creationism or intelligent design in the new science standards?

I would agree with the folks that would say we need to teach the theory of evolution, that it’s a big idea and that it has greatly shaped our world. Whether that’s a good thing or not is a whole other subject. I would very much like to see, probably not at the Sunshine State Standard level, but at some level in our education system, for just the right folks to come together to put together some guidelines for our teachers . . . who are caught up in the culture wars.”

So you think teachers should teach intelligent design?

I think there is room there to teach intelligent design. We can call it a different name if that makes a difference to critics. I think the big idea is the clash of these two big ideas. I think it’s good to put it in front of our kids.

I don’t have a problem with (evolution) being in the Sunshine State Standards . . . I honestly don’t know what’s going on in the classrooms. I think our teachers could use further guidance, not at the 30,000-foot level. Whichever way the science standards go, I think there’s room to go ahead and clarify more for our teachers.

I think the concept of a divine Creator is not a scientific theory. But it does, for some people, explain either an alternate theory for evolution . . . or it can explain some of the gaps or holes in the theory of evolution. There are people who reconcile both believing in a divine creator or all or most of the theory of evolution. I think it’s important information to supplement the scientific theory of evolution or just to balance it out . . . the entire theory of evolution is not scientific fact. So intelligent design balances it out. I think there’s a lot of room to address both theories of the origin of life without necessarily offending the other camp.
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