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Recently, a federal district court judge ruled that the attempts of a Dover Pennsylvania school board to promote the teaching of intelligent design in a high school science classroom violated the establishment clause. To the great relief of scientists and science educators across this country, the judge recognized ID as a religious view and not a scientific theory. Even before the judge’s ruling, the citizens of Dover Pa ousted the school board that got them into the lawsuit to begin with.  The outcome of the first ever court case on Intelligent Design in this country can be recorded as a confirmation of teaching science in the science classroom.  

Unfortunately, advocates of sound science education are still faced with the reality that nearly half of Americans do not accept that humans and other living things have evolved over time, intelligent design will continue to appeal to those looking for an alternative to evolution, and legislation continues to be introduced to “teach the weaknesses of evolution.”  Will this ever end? Perhaps not, at least not until the scientific community discovers new avenues for working with religious communities to sort out the appropriate roles and relationships between science and religion is this country.  I will discuss the ID movement from the context of both science and religion and possible relations between them, and suggest strategies for promoting sound science education. Good court decisions are a good start, now what? Astrobiology explores the origin, extent, and future of life, is there a role, especially, for astrobiologists to play in working with the public on this issue?

