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Significantly fewer Republicans believe in evolution than did so four years ago, setting them apart from Democrats and
independents, according to a recent Pew Research Center study (http://www.pewforum.org/2013/12/30/publics-views-on-

human-evolution/) . But behind this finding is a puzzle: If the views of the overall public have remained steady, and there
has been little change among people of other political affiliations, how does one account for the Republican numbers?
Shouldn’t the marked drop in Republican believers cause a decline in the 60% of all adults who say humans have
evolved over time?
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The short answer could be that while the percentages of believers in evolution among Democrats and independents
may not have changed much, the overall size of those two groups may have increased, offsetting the impact of the
Republican shift.

But the findings of the survey also raise other questions: Were the people who identified as Republicans in the new
survey the same as those who called themselves Republican in 2009? Are changes in beliefs occurring broadly among
Republicans or are the numbers driven by a subgroup of GOP supporters (such as religious conservatives)? And,
although the same questions about evolution were asked in both surveys, could the context in which they were placed
have affected the outcome?

Here’s a closer look at these questions:

How could there be so little change in overall public opinion when there’s been a substantial change in
opinion among Republicans?

When overall public opinion is steady despite opinion shifts among one subgroup, logically there must be at least one
other subgroup that shifts in the opposite direction and/or the size of the subgroups must be changing. When it comes
to party affiliation, there are four categories of respondents that could be shifting: Republicans, Democrats,

http://assets.pewresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/12/2014/01/FT_Aggregate_Shift1.png
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independents and those who volunteer that their party affiliation is either some other party, no party, or do not give a
response.

In this case, the shift among Republicans is balanced out by smaller changes in each of the other groups, resulting in
stable opinion about evolution in the public overall. For example, the share of independents grew seven points from
2009 to 2013. Even though the percentage of independents saying in 2013 that humans have evolved is two points
lower than in 2009, their share of the total sample grew over the four years, while that of the Republicans remained
about the same. As a result the share of all adults who say humans have evolved adds to a roughly similar number (60%
in 2013 and 61% in 2009).

What would explain the change in Republicans’ views on evolution? Are they different Republicans today?

A number of astute observers of public opinion have speculated about the possible reasons behind this change. One of
the most commonly talked about explanations is the idea that Republicans today must be different from Republicans in
the 2009 survey when it comes to characteristics that are particularly relevant to beliefs about evolution. In other
words, perhaps it isn’t that Republicans have changed their minds on this issue as much as that different people
identify as Republican today than in 2009.

http://assets.pewresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/12/2014/01/FT_Demo_Profile.png
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Republicans and Democrats are distinctive from each other on a number of characteristics that might be relevant to
beliefs about evolution. Compared with Democrats, the Republican Party has higher numbers of men, non-Hispanic
whites, and older people. But the demographic profile of Republicans is very similar in 2013 to what it was in the 2009
poll, with the exception that Republicans today are somewhat older, on average.

The same is true when it comes to the ideological and religious profile of Republicans and Democrats in the two
surveys. Republicans in the 2013 survey are a bit more likely to identify themselves as conservative than did those in
the 2009 survey (69% vs. 65% in 2009), and they are a bit more likely to say they attend worship services at least
weekly (51% today, 47% in 2009), but neither difference is statistically significant.

Nor are Republicans substantially more likely to be white evangelical Protestants today (37% compared with 35% in the
2009 poll).

Overall, while the GOP may be slightly older and more conservative today, there is no clear evidence that the
composition of the party has undergone a fundamental change over this period of time.

Are views on evolution different today among all Republicans, or only the most religious?

http://assets.pewresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/12/2014/01/FT_Repubs_Dems1.png
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The idea of a shifting party profile also raises the question of whether the changes in beliefs are occurring among just
some Republican subgroups or are broadly occurring among Republicans as a whole. Some observers have speculated
that the shift might be exclusively among the most religious Republicans, reflecting a change in the overall religiosity of
the party.

In fact, however, the surveys suggest that the change in views on evolution occurred especially among the less religious
segments of the GOP. Among Republicans who attend worship services monthly or less often, the share who say
humans have evolved over time is down 14 percentage points, from 71% in 2009 to 57% today. Among Republicans who
attend services at least weekly the share who believe in evolution has gone from 36% in 2009 to 31% today, a difference
that is not statistically significant.

Among Democrats, beliefs in evolution have remained about the same since 2009, irrespective of religiosity. Among
Democrats who attend services at least weekly, roughly half say that humans have evolved over time (52% in 2013 vs.
48% in 2009, which is not a statistically significant change). Among Democrats who attend services less often, roughly
three-quarters say humans have evolved (75% in 2013, 73% in 2009).

Are there differences between the two surveys that could explain the increased partisan gap?

http://assets.pewresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/12/2014/01/FT_Evolution_Views.png
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Another possibility that could explain some or all of the differences between the two surveys stems from what public
opinion researchers call survey context effects. The survey conducted in 2009 focused on a range of topics, with the
bulk of questions related to science or specific topics in science. The questions immediately preceding those on
evolution concerned views about the effects of scientific research for society in each of four topic areas. The 2013 survey
included a different set of topics with some overlapping questions on views of scientists and other occupational groups,
but also including a range of other questions more closely tied to biomedical issues. The questions just prior to asking
beliefs about evolution in 2013 were directly related to religion and religious beliefs.

It’s possible that the 2013 survey context “primed” a stronger underpinning of religious beliefs in how respondents
thought about evolution, compared with the 2009 survey. Would that kind of context effect influence Republicans
more than Democrats? If so, it could help explain the growth in the partisan gap. But we would need to conduct
experimental studies to test whether this was the case with views about evolution.

What would explain the change in Republicans’ views on evolution? Does it have to be just “one”
explanation?

The data on this question do not clearly point to any single explanation for the growing partisan gap in beliefs about
evolution, and it’s possible that a combination of factors underlies this pattern. For example, there could be modest
changes over time in who identifies as a Republican, in addition to modest changes in the views of people who were and
remain Republicans, together resulting in the rising partisan gap. The two surveys compare cross-sections of U.S.
adults over time, but they do not show whether the individuals surveyed in 2009 have changed their views. Future Pew
Research Center studies will study changing attitudes across a range of other topics so that we can better gauge
whether the pattern we observed here is specific to evolution or perhaps related to broader sets of science topics.

 

40 Comments

American • 2 ear ago (#comment-651343)

A wealth of material ha een written in recent ear  cientit, reearcher, cholar, and educator whom

converted to Chritianit and aligned with cientificall tetale creation model uch a the one developed  Dr.

Hugh Ro and Dr. Fazale Rana at RT with advocate uch a Dr. dgar Andrew and 1996 noel prize winning

geneticit and chemit Dr. Richard malle (who upon tuding the tetale model and reading ‘Origin of Life’ 

Rana converted to Chritianit and pulicl egan proclaiming upport for the tetale creation model). Additionall,

the were expoed to the cientific writing of intelligent deign author and non-cientific ociolog and hitor

cholar who converted to Chritianit uch a Dr. Rodne tark and man other during thi time a well. Old earth

progreive Chritian can oat ome of the ver et cientit and cholar on the planet, have a tetale model

that compete with Neo-Darwinim, and their poition with repect to God and Hi intervention in creating the

univere, origin of life on earth, and intervention i full defended and articulated in their literature. That’ wh.
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LLH • 3 ear ago (#comment-583976)

One oviou ut unmentioned poiilit: Repulican ma have read more of the o-called “New Atheit” ince

2009. The New Atheit like to init that anone who elieve in ANY kind of divine creation or guidance of evolution

doe not reall accept or undertand evolution at all. o perhap the Repulican who a that the don’t elieve in

evolution have merel taken the New Atheit at their word and have decided that ince the do elieve in God, and

elieve that God ha omehow guided or directed the evolutionar proce, the are not true eliever in evolution a

the Dawkin people would undertand it.

Alan LWI • 3 ear ago (#comment-649941)

I’m prett certain Repulican didn’t pend a lot of time reading the New Atheit. Or an time at all.

ill Thompon • 3 ear ago (#comment-551539)

Politic i aed on peculation, not cience. tatitic are not prof. The act of pointing out ome Repulican are

idiot i done a a ditraction and a preventative meaure to keep people from learning the the Lieral and

ocialitic principle of the Democratic part i demontrativel and incontrovertil deunked  hitor and

example. The fact that ome tupid people are Repulican doe not mean Repulican principle are tupid. It i

hameful that ou cannot tell the difference and want the pulic to ignore the fact that the ocialitic principle of the

Democratic part reall I tupid. Politic i not cience. o even putting iological theorie like evolution into a

political dicuion i itelf an act if ignorance.

Jane • 3 ear ago (#comment-514697)

I find it ver intereting that in the citie where II ha taken over in the Middle ae, the chool curriculum i eing

changed. All cientific clae are eing replaced with religiou tudie. One of the iue to e anned i the Theor

of volution. HMMMM

jack512 • 3 ear ago (#comment-492248)

The fact that it’ the NON-religiou Repulican whoe view have hifted upport Krugman’ theor in hi Jan 2

logpot that it’ due to trial groupthink: 

———- 

Trialim, iolog, and Macroeconomic 

JANUARY 2, 2014 8:37 AM 

I’m a it late to thi part, ut Pew ha a new report aout changing view on evolution. The ig takeawa i that a

pluralit of elf-identified Repulican now elieve that no evolution whatoever ha taken place ince the da of

creation — let alone that evolution i driven  natural election. The move i ig: an 11-point decline ince 2009.

Ovioul there han’t een an new cientific evidence driving thi rejection of Darwin. And Democrat are lightl

more likel to elieve in evolution than the were four ear ago.

o what happened after 2009 that might e driving Repulican view? The anwer i oviou, of coure: the election

of a Democratic preident

Wait — i the theor of evolution omehow related to Oama adminitration polic? Not that I’m aware of, ut that’

not the point. The point, intead, i that Repulican are eing driven to identif in all wa with their trie — and the

trial elief tem i dominated  anti-cience fundamentalit. For ome time now it ha een impoile to e a

good Repulican while elieving in the realit of climate change; now it’ impoile to e a good Repulican while

elieving in evolution…
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krugman.log.ntime.com/2014/0… (http://krugman.log.ntime.com/2014/01/02/trialim-iolog-and-

macroeconomic/)

NikM755 • 3 ear ago (#comment-339946)

Thi article i wrong. It how a majorit of American elieve in evolution when that ma not e the cae. When the

quetion i aked: Have human evolved over time? That i microevolution not evolution.

Apparentl, the people who come up with thee tatitic don’t undertand the difference etween microevolution,

macroevolution, and the 20,000 different theorie that make up evolution.

John • 2 ear ago (#comment-656437)

>Apparentl, the people who come up with thee tatitic don’t undertand the difference etween

microevolution, macroevolution, and the 20,000 different theorie that make up evolution.

In fairne, no one know what religiou people mean when the a “microevolution”, jut like the don’t

know what the mean when the a “theor”.

mooth dward • 4 ear ago (#comment-237401)

I think Repulican don’t elieve in evolution ecaue the look at their own repreentative and don’t ee an.

Loui Roccanova • 4 ear ago (#comment-231788)

A a practicing Catholic with a Ph.D. in iolog it appear to me that mot people who think there i a conflict

etween their religion and the Theor of volution are either ignorant regarding the theor or their religion.

marl • 4 ear ago (#comment-222996)

I have no idea, nor do I ee an explanation, aout what the column laelled N mean in our chart. Alo I find our

chart ver difficult to make ene of even with our printed comment in view. orr to e o critical ut I feel if I

can’t get much out of the chart, I’d e ver urpried if the majorit of our viewer are pleaed. I mut add that

toda i m firt expoure to an of our urve or report. I hope that m opinion ecome more favorale a time

goe !

Car Funk • 4 ear ago (#comment-227370)

orr for the confuion. N i commonl ued in tatitic to denote the “numer of oervation.” In thi cae,

and in mot Pew Reearch report, N i ued to denote the (unweighted) numer of repondent on which a

percentage i aed.

drumcircler • 4 ear ago (#comment-221324)

People aren’t all that tupid, ut the can e miled. Mot can learn and undertand evolution, ut the are eing

hielded from it. The prolem tem trictl from the contant anti-educational meage drummed out  religiou

nut and mth-lover. Not onl do thee zealot denounce evolution, the alo inult and demonize thoe who teach

it. 

http://krugman.blogs.nytimes.com/2014/01/02/tribalism-biology-and-macroeconomics/
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Political partie are the wrong metric to examine, there i ignorance and confuion acro man ‘partie’. Thi

regreion in human knowledge i attriutale olel to religion, making it great reaon #31 to e an atheit. Peace

to all.

Jaon Foron • 4 ear ago (#comment-211808)

o it look like it’ not o much that large numer of repulican are deciding againt evolution, a the repulican

that do accept evolution are aandoning hip and deciding to not e repulican anmore. A ver intereting trend.

Thank ou for thi article!

Nichola • 4 ear ago (#comment-209622)

If U.. Repulican can cling on to thi elief in the fact of overwhelming cientific evidence, then what hope i there

that the will ever accept that pumping more CO2 into the air will i cauing ignificant climate change?

Patrick Jone • 4 ear ago (#comment-209304)

Mae Repulican are getting etter educated aout the uject than the were efore.

Paula • 4 ear ago (#comment-207503)

While it appear there i quite a it of mall hift amongt the demographic, the numer of women moving

political alignment i intereting. I wondered if there were other hift where gender plaed a role in the changing

numer?

keptic4321 • 4 ear ago (#comment-207429)

“ignificantl fewer Repulican elieve in evolution”  

The word “elieve” i prolematic, imo. Do the “elieve” in gravit? 

volution i oervale and the evidence for evolution i indiputale (refer to On the Origin of pecie, Darwin’

Ghot, The Complete World of Human volution, the Geographic Project, erkele’ evolution weite, talk origin

weite, etc.). I am inclined to think the ai for the lack of undertanding of evolution i religiou in nature. The fact

that o man people in America appear not to undertand or “elieve” in evolution i, imo, quite emarraing on the

world tage. And thing will likel not improve if Repulican continue to write and pa law like thoe in Tenneee

related to cience education, evolution, and (un) intelligent deign (even againt the recommendation of major

cientific and educational organization).

Al • 4 ear ago (#comment-208096)

Give me our rock olid proof for evolution and explain to me how people who have not een on thi planet

except for a few “million” unintelligent ear and never aw a dinoaur can draw them all over the cave and

rock we CAN  AND DMONTRAT thi evidence our i olel aed on religion jut like the Chritian

keptic4321 • 4 ear ago (#comment-208187)

Did ou read m pot? I gave ou ome tarter – On the Origin of pecie, Darwin’ Ghot, The

Complete World of Human volution, the Geographic Project, erkele’ evolution weite, talk

origin weite – pleae, read thee and/or take ome clae in iolog, Genetic, Molecular
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iolog, etc., then get ack with me/u (and efore ou ak, e, I have taken uch coure and have

undergraduate and graduate degree in cientific field and work in a laorator). Or have ou alread

read thee and taken uch coure ut till jut don’t undertand? I am aware ome people ma not

e ale to undertand uch material, imilar to Calculu or Phic, and ou ma impl e in thi

group of people (like Repulican, apparentl). volution, in fact, predict a pectrum of human with

different capailitie to even comprehend evolution.

Al • 4 ear ago (#comment-208335)

You gave plent of great word and elitit attitude I aked for evidence and  the wa I have

had the education and I have een oth ide. Where i the evidence.

Al • 4 ear ago (#comment-208351)

I alo jut wanted to add I know all aout the Piltdown hoax, the Neraka man which wa

reall a pig, The Colorado river enter the grand canon at 2800 feet and the canon reache

a high a 8000 or more o it could not have carved the canon unle it carved up. Again I

ak where i our evidence?

keptic4321 • 4 ear ago (#comment-209113)

Again, I ak – have ou read the ook and looked at the link I poted? It appear

ou have not, a “evidence” i preented in thoe ook and the link. Your other

commentar i a relevant a Area 51 and Rowell. And although ou claimed to

have een educated and ee oth ide of the tor m gue i ou are not a

cientit nor where our tudie aed in cience – a I aid evolution predict a

pectrum of ailitie with repect to undertanding thing – inculding evolution.

keptic4321 • 4 ear ago (#comment-209156)

Reource:

Line of evidence: The cience of evolution 

The theor of evolution i roadl accepted  cientit — and for good reaon!

Learn aout the divere and numerou line of evidence that upport the theor of

evolution.

15 evolutionar gem 

Thi uccinct riefing decrie 15 example drawn from recent reearch that

demontrate evolutionar theor’ power to explain natural phenomena, along with

ome of their upporting line of evidence–from whale foil to the latet in

genetic. 

Thi reource i availale from Nature magazine.

Darwin’ “extreme” imperfection?   

Darwin ued the word “extreme imperfection” to decrie the gapp nature of the

foil record – ut i thi reall uch a prolem? Thi article delve into the topic of

tranitional foil and explore what we have learned aout them ince Darwin’

time. 

Thi article appear at pringerLink.
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Wecat: Foil, gene, and emro   

In lecture three of a four part erie, evolutionar iologit David Kingle examine

the original ojection to Darwin’ theor and how how modern evidence upport

the theor. 

Thi lecture i availale from Howard Hughe’ ioInteractive weite.

vo in the new: What ha the head of a crocodile and the gill of a fih? 

Thi new rief, from Ma 2006, review what i likel to e the mot important

foil find of the ear: Tiktaalik help u undertand how our own ancetor crawled

out of the water and egan to walk on dr land.

A cloer look at a claic ring pecie: The work of Tom Devitt 

The natina alamander ha een extenivel invetigated ecaue it i a ring

pecie — a pecie that demontrate how geograph and the gradual

accumulation of genetic difference factor into the proce of peciation. iologit

Tom Devitt continue the more than 50 ear of natina reearch  appling new

genetic technique and aking new quetion aout thi claic evolutionar

example.

Clair Patteron: Radiometric dating 

Clair Patteron ued radiometric dating to provide evidence that arth (and the life

on it) i ancient. 

Thi article i located within Hitor of volutionar Thought

Wallace and Wegener: iogeograph 

Alfred Ruel Wallace’ tudie of pecie range and Alfred Wegener’ conception

of continental drift provide compelling evidence that much of a pecie’ preent

ditriution can e explained  it evolutionar hitor. 

Thi article i located within Hitor of volutionar Thought

Thee are ome of the thing on the erkele ite:

keptic4321 • 4 ear ago (#comment-209163)

Line of evidence: The cience of evolution

At the heart of evolutionar theor i the aic idea that life ha exited for illion

of ear and ha changed over time.

Overwhelming evidence upport thi fact. cientit continue to argue aout

detail of evolution, ut the quetion of whether life ha a long hitor or not wa

anwered in the affirmative at leat two centurie ago.

The hitor of living thing i documented through multiple line of evidence that

converge to tell the tor of life through time. In thi ection, we will explore the

line of evidence that are ued to recontruct thi tor.

Thee line of evidence include:Foil evidence

Homologie

Ditriution in time and pace

vidence  example

More from the erkele weite – I will leave the ret for ou to explore/read.

Alencon • 4 ear ago (#comment-222893)

And all of thoe error were identified and corrected , wait for it, CINC.
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That’ the trength of the cientific Method; it tend to e elf-correcting.

You’re looking for evolutionar evidence? Here’ a mall lit:

1. DNA vidence – The fact that cloe relative in the animal kingdom have ver

imilar DNA. Human hare aout 98% of our DNA with our chimpanzee couin.

2. Human Chromoome #2 – If the 98% numer aove doen’t impre ou let’ tr

the fact that human 23 chromoome pair while all other memer of the

Hominidae famil have 24 pair. Long efore we could look cloel at individual

chromoome volutionar Theor PRDICTD that two human chromoome had

fued. When we could finall look cloel we found that human chromoome #2

wa in fact a fued chromoome.

3. The tud of the Rock Pocket moue  Dr. Michael Nachman of the Howard

Hughe Medical Intitute tracing the genetic adaptation to lack lava flow in the

NM deert.

4. The ream upon ream of imilar tructure from morpholog.

5. The geographic ditriution of pecie.

6. The ditriution of foil within the geologic oil laer.

7. The totalit of the foil record even given the rarit of foilization.

Now, we don’t KNOW what dinoaur looked like. We’re taking educated guee

aed upon our undertanding of the evidence that exit. Note how occaionall

omeone revamp that undertanding. There’ that correcting nature again.

If ou have a etter explanation of the evidence, feel free to preent it. erioul, we

would like to hear it.

Luca • 4 ear ago (#comment-203420)

Thank for the pot, ut making ar graph intead of tale that are aolutel horrile to interpret would a great

improvement. Pleae conider that when preenting quantitative value to the pulic..

Hrafn • 4 ear ago (#comment-202683)

The proportion of Repulican, who attend ervice le than once a week, and accept evolution ha tanked (71% to

57%).

Doe that mean that:

(i) Large numer of Repulican who attend ervice le than once a week have topped accepting evolution?

(ii) Or that large numer of (former) Repulican, who attend ervice le than once a week, and accept evolution

have aandoned the Repulican part?

The econd hpothei would eem to etter explain the conitent aggregate acceptance level (though there are

explanation conitent with (i)).

Alo, the group in quetion (thoe who attend ervice le than once a week, and accept evolution) would appear

likel to e (i) a minorit in the Repulican part & (ii) thoe with leat to loe  aandoning it.

What we reall need i information on an change in the proportion of Repulican  religioit over the time

period.

Car Funk • 4 ear ago (#comment-204135)



9/20/2017 Republicans’ views on evolution | Pew Research Center

http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2014/01/03/republican-views-on-evolution-tracking-how-its-changed/ 13/14

Thank for raiing thee quetion. I think the data ou are looking for on the profile of Repulican over time

 meaure of religioit i availale in the following tale: pewreearch.org/file/2014/01/FT…

Karate lf • 4 ear ago (#comment-202226)

It’ ecoming aolutel emarraing to e an American. A handful of crack pot “cientit” claim the have “proof”

that there’ no evolution or no climate change (in non-peer-reviewed journal, of coure) and 40% of American are

too ignorant to ee how tupid it i.

The Theor of Gravit doe not a “thing fall down when ou drop them”. It a that the force of attraction etween

two odie i proportional to the ma of the odie and inverel proportional to the ditance. cientit ma ome

da find utletie in the math, ut there i no argument that “tuff doen’t fall down when ou drop it”.

imilarl, the Theor of volution explain HOW man ha evolved over time. The fact that man HA evolved over time

i NOT in quetion (except  ignorant moron)

Jame F arr • 4 ear ago (#comment-199255)

“What would explain the change in Repulican’ view on evolution” 

Rememer there are two tpe of Repulican……Our parent (well educated upper middle cla White that live in

large cit’ or expenive leaf uur ) and the Regan Repulican…..America’ Peaant….. 

Thoe lower cla outhern/Wetern White who onl had Jim Crow going for them. Once it ended the egan to ink

out of view until the earl 80’……… 

Now let me explain thee Peaant aren’t defined  their wealth ut  their elief tem that keep them rapped

in a fog of religiou extremim that maked deepl held fear of the modern world and a trong view that there i

nothing wrong with pat igoted view which are now een a unacceptale to e aid in pulic (I’m thinking of the

Duck Dnat incident). Mix all that together and ou get the Tea Part……..The GOP ha made a pact with the Devil

and we all know how thi will pla out………..

DJ • 4 ear ago (#comment-201031)

To get a etter undertanding of the poile (even likel) caue for the hift, read cience author who

deunk evolution and whoe writing are eing read  conervative — for example, tephen C. Meer’

“ignature in the Cell” and “Darwin’ Dout.” Granted it will likel e ver difficult for narrow-minded lieral to

make themelve read uch ook, ut it could happen. Put impl, thoe who have hifted in their view are

realizing the truth of the matter. The molecule-to-man verion of evolution that evolutionit elieve and eek

to champion i an untenale notion that doe not even deerve the tatu of “theor.”

Zen Dog • 4 ear ago (#comment-207514)

The phrae “narrow-minded lieral” i an oxmoron. The term lieral mean “not narrow in opinion

or judgement” (Merriam Weter Dictionar). Conervative are the one oppoed to change and

cloed off from altering their view in the face of contradictor evidence. To merel tate that

omething i “an untenale notion” doe not make it o. There i plent of junk cience out there

tring to dipute evolution.

Al • 4 ear ago (#comment-208119)
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You honetl elieve ou came from a rock that omehow turned to oup and omehow

turned into a critter. Then omehow the critter find a mate ut even more atounding when

the mate the have omething totall different from themelve. how me thee thing

toda with the “empirical evidence for thi” or that it happen toda. Then over “illion of

ear” magical alchemical change occur and out pop a human. M advice for uch folk i

to keep on dreaming.

marl • 4 ear ago (#comment-222998)

Oh, and ou elieve that human were uddenl created out of thin air  a

mthological character in a ook written  human!!! Where i YOUR proof?

Donovan • 4 ear ago (#comment-223296)

Regarding Meer’ work: “In a review pulihed  The keptic ociet titled

tephen Meer’ Fumling umling Amateur Camrian Follie,[40] paleontologit

Donald Prothero point out the numer of error, cherr-picking, miinterpretation

and miinformation in Meer’ ook. The center of Meer’ argument for intelligent

deign, Camrian xploion, ha een deemed an outdated concept after recent

decade of foil dicover. ‘Camrian diverification’ i a more conenual term

now ued in paleontolog to decrie the 80 million ear time frame where the

foil record how the gradual and tepwie emergence of more and more

complicated animal life, jut a predicted in Darwin’ evolution.”

All of Meer’, and an advocate of ID, ue faith a evidence and jutification–a far

cr from jut eing “cloed off from altering [our] view in the face of [non]

contradictor evidence.

Ramon • 4 ear ago (#comment-199074)

Middle of the road centrit Repulican are fed up with the radicalization of the part and are now identifing

themelve a Independent. That leave more uper right wing part memer that elong to organized religion

that elieve in the literal tranlation of the ile. Thi eparation etween o called eliever and fact ha e an on

going attle for centurie.

Zen Dog • 4 ear ago (#comment-207529)

Agreed. I find it ver intereting that in a eparate Pew urve on knowledge of religion Atheit/Agnotic

generall cored higher than people who lited themelve a Catholic or Protetant. Draw our own

concluion. M gue would e level and qualit of education.

Gerhard Kratzer • 4 ear ago (#comment-194291)

Unelievale …

wat • 4 ear ago (#comment-194212)

it’ going the wrong wa? how’ that even poile?


