Please read the article from Time Magazine, “Vatican Thinking Evolves” and write a response using the journal

guidelines. For homework, read the Time article, “How Twitter Will Change the Way We Live”.

Response Journal Guidelines for Students
o Take time to write down anything in relation to the text. If certain statements intrigue you, or if you're attracted to
characters or issues or problems, write your response. Try to take at least five minutes to write when you've finished
an assignment or when you've put your book down for a break. You may want to write something that strikes you

then.

e Make connections with your own experience. What does the reading make you think of? Does it remind you of

anything or anyone?

e Make connections with other texts or concepts or events. Do you see any similarities between this text (concepts,
events) and other texts (concepts, events)? Does it bring to mind other related issues?

o Ask yourself questions about the text: What perplexes you about a particular passage? Try beginning, "l wonder
why..." or "I'm having trouble understanding how..." or "It perplexes me that..." or "I was surprised when ...."

e Try agreeing with the writer. Write down the supporting ideas. Try arguing with the writer. On what points, or about
what issues, do you disagree? Think of your journal as a place to carry on a dialogue with the writer or with the text in
which you actually speak with him or her. Ask questions; have the writer respond. What happens when you imagine

yourself in his/her shoes?

o Write down striking words, images, phrases, or details. Speculate about them. Why did the author choose them? What
do they add to the story? Why did you notice them? Divide your notebook page in half and copy words from the text
onto the left side; write your responses on the right. On a first reading you might put checks in the margin where the
passages intrigue you; on the second reading, choose the most interesting ideas, then write about them.

o Describe the author's point of view. How does the author’s attitude shape the way the writer presents the material?
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VATICAN THINKING EVOLVES

By James Collins; Greg Burke/Rome and Ratu Kamlani/New York

The relationship between faith and
science can be vexing, but one way the
Roman Catholic Church and mainstream
Protestant denominations reconcile the
two is to say they each deal with different
spheres of knowledge and so are not in
conflict. This is a sort of metaphysical
version of Christ's admonition to render to
Caesar what is Caesar's and to God what
is God's, and it is a position that Pope
John Paul Il reaffirmed last week when he
made a statement on evolution.
"Consideration of the method used in
diverse orders of knowledge allows for
the concordance of two points of view
which seem irreconcilable,” he wrote.
"The sciences of observation describe and
measure with ever greater precision the
multiple manifestations of life...while
theology extracts...the final meaning
according to the Creator's designs.”

In his message to a meeting of the
Pontifical Academy of Sciences, which
had taken the origin of life as its theme,
John Paul described the shift in the
church's view of evolution that has taken
place since Pope Pius XII issued his
encyclical Humani Generis in 1950.
"Humani Generis,” John Paul wrote,
"considered the doctrine of ‘evolutionism'
as a serious hypothesis, worthy of a more

deeply studied investigation...Today...new
knowledge leads us to recognize that the
theory of evolution is more than a
hypothesis." Pius was skeptical of
evolution but tolerated study and
discussion of it; the statement by John
Paul reflects the church's acceptance of
evolution. He did not, however, diverge at
all from Pius on the question of the origin
of man’s soul: that comes from God, even
if "the human body is sought in living
material which existed before it."

The statement is unlikely to influence the
curriculum of Catholic schools, where
evolution has been taught since the 1950s.
Indeed, reading the entire Bible literally
has not been a dominant practice among
Catholics through much of the 20th
century. Asked about the Pope's
statement, Father Peter Stravinskas, editor
of the 1991 Catholic Encyclopedia, said,
"It's essentially what Augustine was
writing. He tells us that we should not
interpret Genesis literally, and that it is
poetic and theological language.”

Creationists do not make the distinction
between faith and science that John Paul
does, and his statement will not
discourage them in their battles against
the teaching of evolution in states like
Tennessee and Alabama. "The Pope is

just an influential person; he's not a
scientist,” says Henry Morris, president
emeritus at the Institute for Creation
Research in Santee, California. "There is
no scientific evidence for evolution. All
the real solid evidence supports creation."
Bill Hoesch, a spokesman for the institute,
says, "[John Paul] would say that man's
dignity does not suffer even if God used
the process of evolving him from pond
scum through the apes to the present so-
called dignified position, and we would
differ with that."

John Paul stopped short of addressing a
point on which Pius was emphatic: that a
particular man named Adam must have
been our ancestor. Any other theory, Pius
maintained, was inconsistent with the
doctrine of original sin. But the teaching
about Adam has also been superseded,
says Father Richard P. McBrien, a liberal
theologian at the University of Notre
Dame. "No Scripture scholar today would
say we are literally descended from two
people.” To such scholars, and John Paul,
the evolution of our bodies matters much
less than the evolution of our souls.

--By James Collins. Reported by Greg
Burke/Rome and Ratu Kamlani/New
York



