C. S. LEWIS AND EVOLUTION
Dear Editor,

Some time ago in Creation
magazine there was a reference to C. S.
Lewis’ view on evolution.t | would like
to add my views on the question of
whether he was on the side of creation
or evolution. It seems to me that where
he was touching on science, for which
he was not qualified, he sided with
evolution. He wrote, ‘We infer
evolution from fossils’.2 But we need
to understand what ‘evolution” meant 50
years ago to someone who was removed
from the scientific arena.

On the other hand, where C. S.
Lewis was speaking in the area of
philosophy, which was his home
territory, it is clear that he argued
strongly against the possibility that Man
could have come about as a result of
random natural processes. He wrote:—

‘The  naturalists have been

engaged in thinking about Nature.

They have not attended to the fact

that they were thinking. The

moment one attends to this it is
obvious that one’s own thinking
cannot be merely a natural event,
and that therefore something other

than Nature exists. "3
In this chapter he reasons that a
supernatural (or metaphysical) reality,
identified as the mind of man, must exist.
In this area then, he was certainly on
the same side as creationists.

He perhaps made his views on
evolution clearer in an essay entitled
‘The Funeral of a Great Myth’, which
was published in 1967:—

‘But we must sharply distinguish

between evolution as a biological

theorem and population
evolutionism or developmentalism
which is certainly a myth.’4

‘In the science, evolution is a

theory about changes: in the myth

it is a fact about improvements. ’5

‘To those brought up on the myth

nothing seems more normal, more

natural, more plausible, than that
chaos should turn into order, death
into life, ignorance into

knowledge. ’6
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The point of the essay is that he
rejects this myth of evolutionism. His
justification is simple. You need to treat
reason as absolute to deduce anything
about the world,;

‘But at the same time the myth asks
me to believe that reason is simply
the unforeseen and unintended
byproduct of a mindless process at
one stage of its endless and aimless
becoming. The content of the myth
thus knocks from under me the only
ground on which | could possibly
believe the myth to be true.’”

He concludes with the thought:

‘For my own part, though | believe

it no longer, | shall always enjoy it

as | enjoy other myths. ’8
So perhaps his views changed.

David Malcolm,
Newcastle, New South Wales,
AUSTRALLIA.
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CONTINENTAL DRIFT
Dear Editor,
In his otherwise excellent review of
continental  drift,! Snelling omits

important ‘minor opinions’ concerning
continental drift. For example, many
secular (and some creationist) natural
scientists believe in continental drift by
earth expansion,2 and many American
and most European natural scientists
seem to prefer a post-Flood continental
drift.3

Of course, no one knows what the

inner earth really looks like, so all
continental drift theories have to build
on a large part of speculation compared
to observation. One model of
continental drift suggested by the
present writer,4 takes into account both
compressional and extensional
tectonics, and magnetic reversals, and
to the best of my knowledge may explain
all other observations connected to
continental drift. It solves the problem
of why there are so little sediments on
the ocean floor, and, for example, the
heat problem (the whole ocean would
have boiled away) in the model by
Austin et al.,5 but incorporates at the
same time part of the runaway
subduction suggested by Baumgardner.5
The runaway subduction will work in
lesser amounts than suggested by
Baumgardner, when properly taking into
account the higher density of the inner
earth.

In my model it is numerically shown
that the mechanism for initiating
catastrophic continental drift may be the
vertical rising of large diapirs, as the
only needed horizontal and vertical
forces. If the continents started to drift
during the initiation of the Flood (as
suggested by Austin et al.),? it is hard
to understand why there are so many
similarities between, for example, north-
eastern United States, Britain and
Scandinavia. A post-Flood continental
drift would explain the similarities more
easily.

As a final short note, many
scientists suggested continental drift
before Antonio Snider-Pellegrini in
1859.8 For example, Sir Francis Bacon
recorded the similarity of shape of
opposing African and South American
coasts in 1620 (even though he did not
suggest continental drift), R. P. Francois
Placet suggested in 1688 that America
was not separated from other parts of
the world before the Flood, and
suggestions of continental drift were
independently made by Professor
Richard Owen and William Lowthian
Green in 1857.9

Mats Molén,
Umea,
SWEDEN.
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