
Family Concerns
“Bridging the Information Gap”

A Publication of Concerned Women for America of Kansas    2004-35 December 23, 2004

DON’T FIRE UNTIL YOU SEE THE WHITES OF
THEIR EYES

Kansas Science Standards: Round One

Four years ago, the Kansas State Board of Education was put in
the national spotlight with the erroneous claim that the Board had
banned the teaching of evolution.  Since 2000, several states
have addressed evolution/creating debate in different ways, with
at least one challenge in the courts.  Nationally, No Child Left
Behind Act contains an explanatory statement by Sen. Rick
Santorum (R-Pennsylvania) that was agreed upon by the
conferees: the conferees “recognize that a quality education
should prepare students to distinguish the data and testable
theories of science from the religious or philosophical claims that
are made in the name of science.  Where topics are taught that
may generate controversy (such as biological evolution), the
curriculum should help students to understand the full range of
scientific views that exist, why such topics may generate
controversy, and how scientific discoveries can profoundly affect
society.”

This philosophy sounds reasonable to most people, but not to
those who are adherents to naturalism, which claims that the
earth’s origin and the origin of mankind can ONLY be explained
by naturalistic means.  Thus, evolution, which is the random
process by which nature evolved by undirected naturalistic
means, has become to some scientists THE unifying concept in
biology.  Some argue that proponents of naturalism as the only
theory that has credence in the science of origins are themselves
practicing a non-theistic religion that demands “faith” to believe
their theory.  No scientific test as to how life began has been
devised, nor can evolutionary theory be falsified as is normally
required in science.

The new battle
The newest campaign in the battle for children’s minds began this
week at the December State Board of Education (SBOE)
meeting.  The members of the retiring Board sat and listened to
the first draft of the revised Science Standards submitted by the
co-leaders of the Science Writing Committee.  They brought new
focus to the controversy that has divided the science community
and patrons and parents of children in Kansas schools.  The first
draft did not contain the recommendations of proponents to allow
Kansas school children to understand the controversy, to
encourage the teaching of all scientific theories about the origin of
humankind, to critically analyze the theory of biological evolution,
and to reinstate a traditional definition of science that excludes
particular philosophies.  The traditional definition of science is “a
systematic method of continuing investigation that uses
observation, hypothesis testing, measurement, experimentation,
logical argument and theory building, to lead to more adequate
explanations of natural phenomena.”

Members of this latter group made repeated requests for
consideration of their proposals, beginning in August.  Another
comprehensive written submission was made to the Science
Writing Committee on September 15, 2004.  According to Steve

Case, co-leader of the committee, in his presentation to the
SBOE on Tuesday, the first draft, which excluded the proponents’
recommendations, had “consensus” of the entire writing
committee.  He also stated that no vote had been taken.  My
question at this point was:  How can they reach consensus
without taking a vote?  The decision was made to post the first
draft without the recommendations by the “naughty nine”
members of the writing committee on the Department of
Education Web site.  E-mails were sent to the committee
objecting to the posting without the recommendations from the
dissenting group, but were ignored.  On December 10, 2004, the
dissenting members of the writing committee posted their
proposals on www.kansasscience2005.com, along with a press
statement and explanatory letter.  Dr. Harris, one of the
dissenters, asked for a vote by the committee as whole and was
ruled out of order.

Obfuscation
At the presentation to the SBOE, Case repeatedly claimed that
the first draft had reached “consensus” and that the first draft
without dissenting comments would be sent to the field for public
review.  Obviously, the public will have NO chance of reviewing
the real issue here, which is how Kansas school children will view
science.  In fact, when two members of the SBOE asked why
they were presenting a draft that in all likelihood would not be the
final draft to the public for review, Case could give no reason
other than he was following ”policy,” although no one seemed to
know from where or from whom the “policy” came.

When queried about whether they had meeting minutes for the
Science Writing Committee, Case stated that the woman who had
that assignment broke her wrist and could not complete her job.
However, they did assure the Board that they had “summaries” of
the committee’s meetings.  In a subsequent article by the Kansas
City Star, the Board members who had raised significant
questions about the policies and procedures, John Bacon and
Ken Willard, were labeled “divisive.”  As a viewer, I was about to
explode; wanting to ask those questions myself, but then, I guess
I am not “scientific” enough to understand what appeared to be
old-fashioned “pulling the wool over the public’s eyes.”

More obfuscation
There were three of us attending this meeting and all of us came
away confused and frustrated, wondering whether the leaders of
the writing committee were incompetent or if it truly was a ploy to
keep the truth from the public.  The fact that the Board stated
over and over again that there was no dissent to Draft One struck
me as incredible.  It remains to be seen if “the hidden things will
be revealed” in subsequent meetings.  The State Board of
Education meets monthly on the second Tuesday and
Wednesday of the month.  You can see their schedule at
www.ksde.org.

Something to think about
A comment made during the meeting was that, in science, fact
equals observation.  Here’s a scientific fact, according to that
definition: Jesus rose from the dead, as witnessed by more than
5000 people.   
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