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z 4
e 1 COURT REPCRTER: Any
) STEPHEN (L HARVEY, ESCIARE, 2 shpulations?
wmmm' i MR. HOWARD: Al objections
4 000
w‘xw : ?Wmﬁmmm
5 P, - queston, and there are o
1-:0:11}_ _ 7 MEB. THOMPSON:
: ol for Platifly % JEFFREY QUTLAW SHALLIT,
THOMAS MORE LAW CENTER, & PhD, havr affrmmed
. Wmfﬁhm 10 mmi,mdsznédte?liﬁadasfoﬂzx:
. Eﬁ:‘ka%mﬂ‘ﬁh#rtm 11 EXAMINATION
Pyt - iz BY]'»RTHDMPSDT?I:
11 TRLETI.ah0N 13 Q. PT[IRSSDTS]]EHILTII}"HHIE
s Cetnss fox Defendas 14 isRi:ImlT}mrwpn V' one of the
:3 ﬁmﬁmm :g ;It{mﬂjsmpmsmmng the Dover Awcs
: . chool Digtrict and the Pover Area
yg oo Aasisiul, Pepper Homiten 1P 17 Schoo] District Board of Directors in
N (Frement fromn 1446 ta 224 pm ) L8  this lawsuit that has been filed in
% 19 the Federal Court in Harrisburg, ‘The
:; 20 lawsnit has been filed by several
b 2] patents who atiend the Dover Arez
7 22 Bchool District,
zz;. bk Twill just ask vou, first
o 24 ol al, are you familiar with amy of
3 5
;mm“‘ﬁm ; the plaintiffs, the pastics tha heve
biought 1he lawsmt against the Dgver
: ! el 2 3 Area School District?
Te| L
mﬁmmgﬁmmﬂ 4 MR, HARVEY Before be
; :?ﬁ,}m 5 qusﬂl&tqussﬂmfﬂjustm
mm:xgﬁ&n % 6 you misspoke, Dick. Tt's oot the
7 of Brpat Testimam of I 7 parents who attend the School
Wedkam 4. D b iziyi i
S PaD e b &  Disirict, you meant the children of
. Ay G E}Epﬂmﬂs.
b aﬁﬁmﬁiﬁi = :? f'ﬂuEMRITH SON: o childeen
- 35 . of the parents, comrect
0 e e d 12 MR HARVEY: It's a minor
tH J&ww 13 13 clarification, but, please.

15 Aatren o T W 14 _ THEWITNESS: Conid you
1 ;&E‘:Fﬁ&ﬁg iz m}fﬁnpﬁ]ﬁ?ﬁa}h r'ﬂ'lf-'ilﬂ
. " ms_

:: - :; B‘J{E}I‘HIE};HDWSGN:

:: %ﬁ{ﬂ?ﬁﬁiﬂm y ;g A TW]MM
* mames in or =

g 21 ). Doy knny them on a

2L 22 personal basis?

z 23 A No,ldonot

24 4 Q. Do yon know any of the
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8

atlomevs representing the
Plaintiffs, the parties who have
brought the lawsmit?

A, Again, you're asking do [
henve personal knowledge of ther?
Have | mat them in person?

Q2 Yes

A Fieve Harvey Tve met in

feslili!
10 Q@ Okay

i1 A Your colleapue — remited e
12 his mame,

W SR ) oh LA el B e

13 WR. HARVEY: Enc
14 Rothschild
15 THE WITNESS. Edc

16 Rothschiid Tse et in person, )

17 would - [ don't know thet T knerw arry
18 of the others. 1 woshd have 1o

1% refrech my memoty by locking at the
20 Complaint with the List of lawvers

21" justtobe absohmely sure.

22 BY MR, THOMPSON:

23 Q. Dd you know these lawyes
14 priorio the lawsnit being fled?

B

1 A Mo _

2 Q. Doyouloow Witold Walczk?
3 A Mo

4 ME. HARVEY: Also poesty
5 Vic

& EY MR THOMPSON:

7 Q. Vic Walceak?

E A HNo.

9 (3. Okay. Do vouknow a Paala
10 Kmdsen?
11 A No
12 Q. Doyeuknow 2 Richard B,
13 Katshes?
14 A Ho

5 Q. Alex] Luchemtser? 1
16 spell that, L-uc-h-g-nit-s-e1.

17 A Mo,
1% MR HARVEY: Premeamced
1%  Tachermser

20 BY MR, THOMPSOM:

21 Q. Luchemitser, Okay. And
1} there are several other atomeyvs

23 amyobved in this lawson, and [ don't
24 have their names readily available.

2

A Steve Harvey angd Eoc
Fothschild?

Q Right

A Mo, 1 did oot

Q. Okzy. Do you know any of
ihe lawyers that are imvelved m this
lamwsuit, to the besl of your
knowledpe?

A Could I'lock at the 31557
Wy I along list Idomt
11  lerve a list of everyone.
12 A Well, 1 can't answer —
12 0 Okay.
14 A - affirmativelyor
15 megatively withont secing the list.
B Q Dovon know - vou already
¥?  mentioned Enc Rothschild, and you
18 also mentioned Mr. Hareey, Droyon
19 know 2 Joseph Farber?
20 A No, 1do o,
J 21 0. A Bengamin Mather?
2 A No
23 2 Okay. Do vou know a Thamas
24 Schmedt?

T OB Wl BN LA ke W b e

3

Have you ever participated
in 3 deposition before?
A Mo, | hive not participated
in a deposmoon before,

(3. Ukay Hawvc you ever been
depased in amy kind of proceedings?
A VThave served as a witness

in a quasi-judicial hearing
regarding — al the University of
1} Watetloo.

11 Q. And could vou deseribe th
12 hearing?

13 A Ii wagaheanng to

14  determine whether ancther professor
15 should be fired,

16 @ And vou were 3 wimess in
17 that case?

I8 A Twas serving as (he

19 professor's [aculty colleague, and &
20 alst served as o wimess i that

21 case

11 . Howlong ago was thai?

23 A Appromately thies years
24  ago, bt Twould have to chedk i be

WO OB ] DN Lh L ek b e
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190 12
I sure 1 reporter who s in the rootn with s,
2 ). Doyoa recall the 2 Do you wnderstand that?
3 opllegations thatl were 3t issoe? A Ve
4 A Theywer allepations of 4 Q) Oksy. And you've already
5  somal mistonduct 5 taken an affinretion that you will
6 (). Thal case was hawlled at &  1ell the truth, the wheole tuth, and
7 theuniversity level, it didn't go 7 nothing bt the tnh, Yen
B irpthe cominal justice system? E  wnderstand than?
e A Thet comect It was oo 9 A Absolmely, ves.
10 arbization. 1 0 And youn onderstand that s
11 ¢ Okay. Professor Shaltit, 11 some point in this csse, your
12 Pm going to ask you a scrics of 12 testimeony here may be infraduced at
13 questioms dealing with your testinwry 13 wmal? Doyoo understand tha?
¥ as an expert withess, and also ag 3 14 A Yes
15 witress in the case, 15 (3 And you understand that
14 If a1 any time you don't if  it's imponant that you do (he best
17 umderstand the guestion or don't bear ¥ vou can to el the wheole trath and
18 the question, please let me know and 1% nothing bt the tnoth? Do you
1% 1will repeat it And ]wart you to 19 wnderstand that?
20 undersiand (% question befors you M OA Y=
21 attemnpt to answer it Do you 21 Q. Andthan if at soume point
22  imdcrstand that? 23 your testimony at trial is dufferen
3 A ldo 23 thanyour testimomy hete wodisy m
4 Q Ckay. ¥yourspondtoa 24 this deposition, (he deposition may
11 t3
1 question, it's importzt that your } beused at e irial. Doyon
2 mesponse be verhal, not merely a 2 understand that?
3 shmg of the shoulders, becanse the 3 A Yes
4 reporter has 1o take down verbal 4 1), Oleay, Sothat you
5 mesponses. Do you undersand thar? 5 understand that if vou respond 1o 3
6 A ldo 6 question that T ask thay T will
7 Q Okay And ifyou don't 7 assume that yvou heard the question,
&  know the angwer 1o a question, simply & undcrstood the question, and me
&  stateyou don'l knew the answer & mspording 10 (he question, Do yon
10 mther than attenpt w0 Foess o 10 unwdersizme that?
It speculae as trihe arswer, Do you 11 A Yes
12 understand that? 12 (3. Dwoyou know amrone in the
13 A ldo 13 Dover School District?
14 Q IFatany time you need o 14 A Toihe best of miy
Y5 take 2 break, please let us know and 15 koowledge o,
l6  welltry i amange fora break st a 16 (3 Okay. Heve you discossed
17 muimally cotverdens fime, bul 17 this case with amy of the comen
18  hopefully ot in the nuddic of a 12  school board members?
19 (mesticn. Do you vnderstand that? 9 A Ne
20 A Yes Thank wom, 20 Hereyon discussed this
1 @ OCkay. Sothet yoo 2} case with ary of (he parents who have
22 ynderstand, all of the guestions that 22 surd the Digver School Distrigt?
23 ask and all of the :mewers thal you 1A Ne
24 prve ate being tanscribed by the 24 3 Have you disrussed this
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14

la

1 cage with any of the individizals who 1 m?
2 arecurently ranning for the school 2 A, They ate — they hawe just
3 diswrict boand? 3 finished Gfth and thind prade.
4 MR, HARVEY: Chyjection Mo 4 Q COkay. Inoted onyour
5 foundation the he knows of any sach 5 ttport that you indicated vou are 2
6 election & United States citizen but a
7 BY MR THOMPSON: 7 permanend residend of Canada?
2 Q. v knaw, B A That is correct
9 A T dent't ktwrwr wh is 9 Q. Could you define what that
It currendy running, 1) being 3 penmanctn residend means?
Il Q Okay, Now, wonld you give 11 MR HARVEY: Tothebest of
12 meyour full rame for the record? 12 his understanding?
13 A Feffrey Cutlaw Shallin 13 MP_ THOMPSON: Yes,
14 Q. Okay. How do you spell 14 ME. HARVEY, As opposed to
15 OCmlaw? 15 the legal definition of permunent
16 A It's spelled exacily the 16 mesidem?
17 same a3 the Erglish word omtlaw. 7 BY ME. THOMPSON:
12 Q. Andyow dae of binh? 13 0 Yes,
12 A Ccywober 171h, 1957, 18 A Yes, Iwiml 1o emphasize
20 . And where were you bom? 20 that 1 hene o qual ifications in
21" A HercinPhi ' 21 Canadian law and cammot describe
2 2. Have you ever besn 22  amything other than my personal
23 comvicted or anested fir 3 fistewny? 23 unlerslanding,
24 A No 24 Q. Okay
15 17
1 (). Am there any physical 1 A, Tothe best of my
2 problems thet vou have today Tl 2 kmrwledge, 3 permancnt resident of
3 would prevent you from understanding 3 Canada means somioone wh has passed
4 and recalling your expert repo, of 4 cerain ests dealing with beconimng
5 recalling the facts sumounding bew 5 an inmiprant in which ter
& (hat expent repon was doveloped ! £ backpground has been checked, and 1hiat
7 A No 7 they hanve many of the rights, bt ot
g ). Arevou married? 8 &l of Conndian citizens.
L A Yes. 9 Q. Is il your mieni @ some
100 And what is your wife's 10 point to become 2 Canadian Giizen,
11 name? 11 as we @t her 1oday?
12 A My wilc's name is Arma 12 A Thats a question which
13 Lobnw — L-peb<i-w, 13 does not lene & ves or 00 answer, i'm
14 Q. And howw long have yom besn 14 afaid, 1would happily become 3
13 mamed? 15 Camadian citieen if T could retain my
16 A We'veheen marmed since 16 U5 citizenship, and if it did oot
17 1984, 17 rmoquire swearing allegiance to the
13 ) Dwoyouhave any children as 18 Quoeen, ber heits and successors.
19 A result of (vn mamiage? 1% ME, HABVEY: Off the
A A Ida 20 mecord
21 Q. And ar they going to 21 {Discssion off the
22 schonl? 22 recorl}
21 A Theyam. 13 BY MR. THOMPSON:
4 0 Okay, What grades are they 4 Q. Could vou describe your

X

James DeCrescenzo Reporting, Lo

215,564 3905

Innovating LRigation

1880 JFK, B, 8" Floor, Philadelphia, PA 19103

www JORaporting, com

Page 6 of 53

FAX 215.767.DEE1



Case 4:04-cv-02688-JEJ

Document 229

Filed 09/29/2005

& {Pages 1% to 21)

ORAL DEPOSITION OF JEFFREY Q. SHALLIT - 06~-28-05

18

20

1 present etvployment for os, please? 1 such as formal langmges, algorithms,
I A University of Waterloo, the 2 cormplexity-related comrses. v

3 Bchool of Compuier Science, 3 taught grodhate comrses, Sothese

4 0 Andwhat is vour job thers? 4 wonld be for masier's and doctoral

5 A I'maprofesser 3 studerts. SpTyve taught ai afl

& 1) Andhow long have you held o lewvels,

7 that tifle &t the University of 7 ME., THOMPSON: I'm going to
% Wialerloo? 3 mocuce a cory of your capert

9 A Well, ] was hired as an 9 report that you've prepared under

10 associate professor n 1990, and 1 10 Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 6.

11 was promoted to professor, T will 11 I might ask, Steve, doyou

12 have o Jock A woy vitze 10 komw i 12 have a clean copry with you? Ive gt
13 hopefilly it says. In Ry 2000 1 13 one that has fast a few rerks on it
14 was promated 1o full professor, 14 tat -

13 Q. What's the difference 15 ME_ HARNVEY: Toould geta
16 berween the tile associste professor 16 clean copy.

17 and fll professor? i7 MR THOMPSON, Could you do
13 A Wdl, there — in Natth 18 that, pleass?

19 Angmica typically there are three 1% ME. HARVEY: Sure. Offihe
20 rarks of professors; assistam, 20 mcond :

21 associate, and foll. A professaris 2] {Dnscussion off the

22 hired as an assistam professor, 22 recond)

23 newly statting out, typically. 23 MR, HARVEY: DMck, ! dont
4 Afier a pericd of typically 24 have a probiem with you using this.

113 21

1 sixio seven years they can be T et me just note the marks,

2 promoted to avsociale and, again, 2 MR, THOMESON: The marks
3 typieally with tetmare, 3 canbe comsidered redacted as far as
4 And then after angther 4 the imtmduction: of the evidenre,

5 petiod of time in which they have 5 inwoduction at time of tdal.

6 passed certain qualifications such as [ MR, HARVEY: There's some
7 having praduate stodents, jrodacing a 7 highlighting i page one, the word

& Iotof sesearch that is well thought 8 "mahematical " Om page 13, the

2 of then they cin be promoted 10 fll 9 flems noed 20, 21 mmd 22 and 23 have
10 professor. Mot everyone is promoted 10 highlighying cm themn,

11 ip full professor. 11 On page 20, vnder Articles

L2 Q. And you mdicate vou are 2 12 Sobméded, jtem monber 1 js

13 full professor in the Schaol of 13 highlighted and the words "scbmitiad
14 Computer Science, What kind of 14  where? are wrinen -

13 courses do vou teach? 15 - Umpage 23, iten mitber 10
16 A Iveimaght awidevariety 16 55 highlightrd, On page 25, under
¥?  of courses starting with the basic - 17 Book Reviews, ilern mumber onc, the
I3 courses such as comurses in 18 words "Paul Gross" is highlighted,
13 programming, and then procesding 1o 19 and nutaber five is highlighted

A sccond-year conrses such as dara 20 vomplersly,

21 structimes, 21 COrher than that, there ars
A2 1've taught third-vear 22 momarks mil, and { have no

23 cowrses suchas theory of 23 dbjection to using this copy.
24 computation, and fourth-year courses 24 ME. THOMPSON: Please mark
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2

1 it Shelift Fxhebit 1. i A Intheaeas of ooy
2 {Exhibin Shadlit-1 weas 2 ence.
3 marked for identification,} 3 Q Andwhat is that?
4 BY MR. THOMPSON: 4 A Mathematics, generally.
5  Q Pmfessor Shallit — 5 Mare precisely, conpledty theory,
8 A Yes 6 “Kalmoporov complexity, the wark of
7 Q —Iyvehad Shallil Exhibit 7 Dembski, since T've writien papers n
B 1 marked, which pumparts to be the §  that work, and psendoscience and
&  expert repott that o provided in Y peendomathematics,
10 this case, Wonld vou please take a ¥ MR_HARVEY; Mr, Shallii,
11 look gt it and sce if tha is 11 for the benefii of the conn
12 acoumate? 12 mporter, perhaps yoo cruld spell
13 MR, HARVEY: Accurate with 13 Kvhmagomry,
14 the exceptioms that ] noted 14 THE WITKESS: Yes,
15 THE WITHESS: {Wiiness 15 Kolmoporoy - K-o-1-tmro-g-0-1-0=v.
16  reviews document) Yes, itis 16 EY ME. THOMMPSON;
17 accumae. 17 0. Whenvou wer conbacted by
13 BY MR THOMESON: 18 e-mail, how long did it take yor to
1% Q. Thank you, "When were you 19 respond in an affirmative way?
20, first contacted reganiing the 20 A 1responded very guickly.
21 poteitial nfbmngdnewmmm:ss 21 Didyou ol that ime
22  intlus cags? 23 discuss (ht remunerstion as being an
23 A 1 dour't recall the exact 23 oped?
24 date. Thelieve i was within the 24 A, Tdani recal} thar we

23 25
1 last two or three monthe. 1 discussed it 2 that vme,
2 Q. The rpent that yom filed, 2 O Ohaay, Dhd you ever make a
3 Tbelieve il was dated in May, May 3 decision thal you were not going to
4 16, 2005 Do yoo know if that helps 4 be paid to be an expent?
3 youtry lo pinpoint the dae? 3 A Yes
[ A [don't remember the exact 6 Q. And what wus the easen for
7 date, It'wasa comtact by e-mail, ! 7 ol asking for expen wimess faes?
& Tbelieve, and T deav's have thar in 8 A Ihelieve—
8 fromtof i, so— bt it was —toa 9 ME. HARVEY: I'm going 1
10 first apporoedimation, withii the past 10 object to ihe: form of the question
11 two or three mcomths. 11 Yoo cm answer. (3o ghead
12 ¢ Okay. Doyou know who 12 THE WITNESS: 1helieve the
13 comiscted you? - 13 case is @ imponant one, and that 1
14 A [bclieve it was Steve M have semething to nffer
15 . 15 BY MR THOMPSON:
16 Q. Anddovourccall whatthe 16 Q And how mach of your time
17 comversation was? 17 did it take to prepare the exper
18 A Heaskedif T would be 12 witness report, which s Exchibit 17
19 willing 1 scrve a5 an expert witness 19 A Pmbablyabcrnﬂﬂh:ru:sl
20 in this case. 206 woold say.
21 Q. And did be indicate inio 11 Q. MNow, when you apreed i
22 wha areps? 22  become an expert did vou ask for
23 A The amwss of my connpetence, 23 information regarding the lawsuit?
24 Q. Fardonme? 24 A Could you — conld yom

15 564 1508
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28 zH
1 maybe rephrase i 1o make it mome 1 had when you prepared your report.
2 precise? 2 A Bomy Okay,
3G Moy Athetimethe 3 ) Amyhing else?
4 disenssion of whether you were going 4 A Tbelieve that's all
5 tobe an expert of ot ocoumed, and 5 Q. Didyou have 3 copy of the
& then you agreed that you wers poing 6 Complzim that was fled in the
T lobeanexpert, did vou ask for 7 laws?
& infoomation mgardmyg the lawsa 3 A Mo ldidngt
% thatwas at ivsue here? % Q Okay. Did you heve 3 copy
10 A 1asked for pethaps prneral 10 efhe policy of the Schoal Bosard
11 information, what I wonld be expecied 11 thal was at issue in (he lawsuit?
12 10 do, who would be testifying. 12 A Tbelieve T had read shout
13 {} Wem you awarm that 13 itin news repons.
14 Prfessor Willtam Depthski wonld 14 Q Whatyou had read aboat in
13 become an expert in this case — 15 the mews reports was all that you
16 A Yes 16 knew about the policy of the Schoal
17 Q —atthat lime? 17 Board a1 the titme you prepared your
I A Yes 12 expert teport?
19 ) Was hal one of (he reasons 19 A That's cormecl
20 why you wanied to estify as an 20 ) Were there any other
21 expen? 21 docurnents that you had at the dme
22 A 1w 1do-Thne 12 you prepared your expert repont?
I3 epoot --yes. 23 A Could you'be morc precise?
4 Q. Whal documeris did yoo ask 24 Amy doouments —

27 23
1 for of reccive prios (6 preparing 1 (). Arny doommeTys at all?
4 ¥our expen reponl? 2 Ateihing in wiiting?
3 A 1otived ~ letme 3 A, The2 a house filled with
4 thirde T hawe to think about exactly 4 thovsands of bogks, so could you be a
3 whatTreceived T believe 3 liule more precise aboul wheat yvoa
6 received Oos docvment, which is &  wam?
7 Distlosure of Exper Testineemy by 7 ). Any doouments that rlated
8 Willizm Dembeki % particularty 16 the Jawsnit at jssue
§ Q. Ohkay. 9 hee
10 A Thenas the wstimony — as 10 MR HARVEY: I'm paing to
11 Iprepared my tesamony, ather 11 ohjoct myself You wart 1o know,
12 docaments were sent 1o meg, incloding 12 Dick, just o be clear, you wanl to
13 this document, Rebnttal 1o Reports By 13 know docments (hat were provided to
14 Oppasing Expent Witnegses, 14 him, or documents that he altcady had
13 Q. By Professor Denbeda? 15 in his possession?
15 A By Professor Dembskd, 16 And when you say inthe
17 comrect 17 Jawsnit, relaled to the lawsnit, do
18 Q Chay. 18 you fmean relaed 1o ielipen
B A Andafier T comnpleted my 13 design, of related specifically to
20 repon — 20 the lawsiil such as a pleading or
21 Q. Well, rigly now I'm just 21  somehing of a deposthon?
22 interested fn - 22 BY MR, THOMPSON:
3 A Okay. 23 Q. Any domment, anything n
24 0. —yoor report, what yoo 24 wring that dealt with —
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30 az
® | particularly dealt with the lrwsuit, } ordid yon bresk for hmgh?
2 A Mo 2 A Webmcke for och
3 Q. Okay. Did vou meerive any 3 Q. How long did vou take for
4 information from aticrmeys reganting 4 hnch?
5 e factuz] basic of the lawsnir? 5 A Appreximstely half an howr
(i ME HARNVEY: Objection 6 1045 femes,
'y 7 Youmean in comersation o in 7 MB_HARVEY, Farihe
i wting? & mocemd, if it ivolves me, we always
9 BY MR THOMPSON: 9 bregk for luch
10 (). Enher way. 10 BY MRE. THOMPSON:
11 A We had a3 mesting here whae 11 3 1would like you to be as
12 we discussed aspects of Dembski's 12 detailed as possible as to the
13 clains, B comersation that took place dusing
® 14 (3. Okay. Who was at the 4 thal meshing.
15 i 15 A Could yom 12} me what you
16 &, Mysell, Sieve Harvey, 16 wounld Tike me to be clear —
17 Wesley Elshenry, Exic Rottischild from 17 . I'dlike what were the
13 time 0 time. 18  specibe lopics addressed, what were
1% Q. Whe's Wesley Elsberry? 19 the-
20 A Heis my coagthar ¢m a 20 A, Dbelieve I abrendy said
) 21 papcr, two papers that ['ve woitien 21 thal We discussed Dembski's
21 abo Demrbeki's work, one enritled 22 tesumony, we discussed —
23 Information Theory, Evolutionary 23 . Okay. Well stop right
24 Compaation, and Dembela's Complex 24 there. What part of Prerieki's
® 2z 33
1 Specified Inforrmtion. And the 1 testimomy?
2 gther, a chapter in this boak, Why 2 A HisFoderal Rule of Civil
3 Intelligent Design Fails, 3  Pocodue Disclosire of Expent
4 @ Now, who had imvited 4 Testimemy docomeni
3 ¥ Elsberry to the mecting? 5 0 Okay. Did vou po through
6 A, | have 1o persongl 6 the documem page by page?
& 7 knowledpe who omvited him 1 could 7 A Yes wedid
£ speculale. B Q. Okay, And was your
% Q Sowhatwas distussed at 9 coaulvr — what was his name again?
I the meeting? 11 A, Wesley Eisberry.
11 MR BARVEY: You can answer n ). Was he itvodved in that
12 rhe gquestion, ' 12 discussion as well?
13 THE WITNESS: We discnssed 13 A, Yes hewas.
| 14 Derhsla's reporl. We discnseed what 14 Q. What did he add 10 the
15 should go in an expent report, since 15 discwssion?
16 T'd pever writien one hefore, 16 A, He's abiologs and '
17 BY MR THOMPSON: 17 o
18 How long did the meeting 18 MHE. HARVEY: I'm goingto
19 last? 19 objed to the formn of the question
20 A ltstanedal10:00am, | 20 BY MR THOMPSON:
¢ 21 cantell you that with certainty, ane 21 Q. ‘Wha did he say dbout
22 1 ended probably approdmanzly 22 Dembgki’s repont?
3 4Mpm 3 A Hetook isse with varicns
24 O Did it go straight through 24 aspects of the repon.
L
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Q. What aspects?

A Twill have 1o ok at the
repet to tedl vone,

Q Be;rurgwm

MR HARVEY; Just tobe

clear, vou're asking him tg tell to
¥ everything that he cam recall
that Wesley Elsberry said a1 tha
meeting sbout Mr, Derrbski's reports?
10 BY MR THOMPSON:

11 43 Wllhmgardlnﬂlgrqu.;,
12 A Were goingtobe here a
13 long time then, I yuess,

14 Q. Well you stan amd  will
13 1ry to mavbe make it mote condise,
16 MR HARVEY: T'm going to
17 hin= 1o instract you, Mr. Shallit,
18  becanse you've been asked to —
19 obvipusiy you can answer this

20 guestion and you need to previde
21 muihfied testimony, 1ake the tine you
22 nced 10 read the repon and provide
23 this testimony, and 1o go throngh it
24 carefilly,

o O LA Fa L R

Tl i iR R N T

3E

MB. THOMPSON: Td like
this moearked.

MR, HARVEY: Tm goitg 1
fave to get you a copy o that
That's his copy of that. and T'd be
happy 1o get you a copy of that,

MR, THOMPSON: Suee. Leat's
mark i right oorw as an exhibis, and
then we can switch

ME HARVEY: Swee, vnless
you have any particular altegiance 10
that copy.

THE WITHWESS: Idon't

MR. HARVEY: Ckay.

{Exhibit Shallit-2 was
moarked for jdertification,)

EY MR, THOMPE(MN;

Q. Aside from your writings an
Shalln Extabit 2, did ¥ou tnake any
other rotes of thar

A T dem't beligve 5o

Q. Did Mr. Elsberry make amy
1wMess, thet ¥ou're aware of, in that
meeting?

5

THE WITMESS: I will have
to thmk ghow it Tt was —the
meeting was a while ago, and il was a
sri-hour meeting, g —

BY MR, THOMPSON:
Q. Did you make any notes?
A Tdd make some notes,
Q. Do you ferve thise niotes?
A, The noles arc just
10 annotations t this document
11 Q. Do vou have those notes?
12 A Yes, they am right here,
I3 They're not very informuative,
14 Q Conlseethem?
15 A {Docoment provided
16 Q. Were these rudes made in
17 vour handwiting?
18 A Yes
I% Q. And these nivtes were triade
20 duting the meeting 1hat we've been
21  disoussing?
2I- A No, some of them were made
23 priorie e mesting, and sume of
24 them were made afier the AlEcting,

OO0 O e Ll Rl

DS - S A e el Bad

A, [ 'don't know,

Q. Do ¥eo know if Mr, Flsbemry
was intending to be 2 withess in this
case af the time of the mecting?

A can'i speak shan his
irient I'm sorry.

2. Did vou discnss the
preparation of vour report, Your
gxpert report, with Mr, Elsbery?

A We dismassed aspocts of
Dembski's testimony that would go in
TIEY Feport, yes,

. What aspects were they'

A, Well again, TI) have to
T a1t

Q Chay. Goahead,

A I tememher one thing that
we lalked abot, which was on page
theee, *Design theorists take these
methads And apply them 10 natoralty
ocourming systems, When they do,"
cllip=es, this means tha -- I'in
insenting now ~ this mecans tha,
“they are the result o intelligence

AR
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1  and highly utikely 10 have come 1 thet would be addreszed, yog mean, in
2 about by purely material forces " 2 his epont?
3 And Wesley Elsherry potmied 3 BY MR THOMPSON:
4 oul that Ded Ratzech said that as 4 . Ripght, that he disussed
5 opposed to'inelligence, God must 5 with Elsbemy.
& héve had a hapd — moost have had o 6 A 1think # would be more
7 doit 7 accurate to say poimbially o in the
] I remember — again, I'm 8 rcpor, s
8 sappesed to be talking dhout 9 O Ohay
10 evervthing we dhscussed during that 0 A We disoussed various papers
11 meeting? 11  in Dembseki's vitae thao we did nx
2 0. Wl I asked vou a 1ore 12 have copies of, and that we wonld get
13 specific question — 13 copies of. Wr discussed Demnbski's
14 A Chay, 14 winming the Tromer Prize.
15 Q. —touy o fomes your 15 Q. Letme stop vou nght there
16  amemtion on it 16 fora momemnt. ‘What kind of
17 A Okay. Do you wan me to FY  discussion did yon have aboat Dembald
18 continme iy to — 18 winnimg the Tromer Prze?
1 Q. Yes. 19 A, We were aumious sbout how
0 ME. HARVEY: Andihe 20 ithappened, and who was onthe
217 question is whal da you remember 2]  comumtice.
21 Wl Elsberry saying a1 that meeting, 22 (. This was a surprisc io you,
23 lsthat— do T understand? 23 was it not?
24 MR THOMPSCON: Right But 24 MR, HARVEY: Chjection
38 41
1  mzh now Mve focused in on the 1 What was a surprise to him?
2 motations. 2 BY MR THOMPROQN:
3 THE WITNESS: We 3 ), That he had won the Trotiet
4 dizmssed — 4 Prize?
5 MR HARYEY: Pmvery 5 A Yes
& unclear as 10 what the guestion is 6} RBecavse thal is a pore
7 hem, T thats given to renowned scientists,
g MR THOMPSON: Why don't B 150 hot?
9 you goback and please read he ¥ A Tdon't have a daailed
10 gucstion that sianed this. 10 history of who the Troticr Prize has
1 {The courl repanier read 11  been grven to in front of me. ]
12 back the following: 12 coaldn't el voo.
13 *2 Did you disoass the 13 . Do yoo know some of the
14  preparztion of your Teport, your 14  people who have recefved the Troter
15 expent repart, with Mr. Elshemy? 15 Prize?
16 “A. We discussed aspects 16 A Icanl—Icould not ree]
17 of Deinbski's testimany that would go 17 them off now, no.
18 in my report, yes." 18 . But it becarne somcthing
19 "), What aspects were 15 that yom disoussed?
20 they™ 20 A Ubhoh yes.
21 MR THOMPSON: 5o we're | 2 Ao what did Mr. Elsberry
22 talling about now the aspects that 22 say dhool that?
23 wonld po n vour report. 23 A We wers corous as o e
4 kIR HARVEY: The aspecis 24 makeup of the commities who had
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2 44

1 decided it 1 you sent, vor had three ar foar

2 Q Why would you be cumious 2 peopic vespond 10 you, is (hat nght?
3 about the commmitice? 3 A That's corect,

4 A We--whensver a tmize is 4 . Have you ever done that

5 awarded you're inerested inwhe 5 boox?

£ mgakes the decisivn of the prize. And & A Done what?

7 this wasn't information that was 7 Q) Regarding a prize, that you
& mwailabde 10us. §  sent, you know, e-rnails out

9 3. Were you of the apinion 9 questioning why an ndividhal

10 that he didn't deserve the pmize? 10 mcerved 4 prize?

11 A lam of that opinicn Ho A Tdidn't question why he

1z {) Did Mr. Elsberry express 12 had received (e piize. I didnt say
13 that opitdon as well? 13 thert Thad, 1said ] sent e-mnail

14 A Ibelieve he did 14 asking them i they knew that Dexnbedc
15 0 Did voo express that 15  had won the prize.

1t opindon o amyone else? l& Q) ‘Whal was the purpose of

17 A Yes 17 that?

12 {J. Who? 18 MR HARVEY: Object tothes
19 A Dsente-mail to people at 19 form of (he question. Relevance.
20 the wiversity wherme the Tiotter 20 What does this have o do with his
1. Prize was weearded, and asked them if 21 expart testimony?

32 theyknew that this prize had been ) MR THOMPSON: We'll tie it
3 gwanded to Dembskd, 231 alu,

24 ). Did you get 2 response 4 BY MR THORPSON;

43 45

1 back? 1 ). What was the purpose of

2 A 1did fim some people, 2 ihat?

3 yes 3 MR_HARVEY: Perbops vou
4 Q. What did they say? 4  could help me by articalating the

5 A Some wene eyrbarrassed by 5 theory of relevance for this line of

6 i 6 inguity?

7 Whe? 7 MR THOMPSON: Mot tigha
2 A 1can — | can't produce £ now.

2 names froon ey head righs now, 9 MR, HARVEY: Ii's not

10 £ Okay, Do veu recall how 10 addressed in his expent epan.

11 many people expressed embarrassment? 1 MR THOMPSON: I's all

12 A Abom three o four people 12 over lis expert report,

13 meplied to me. 13 MR, HARVEY: Them's

14 0. And how numy e-mails did 14 scthing, T don't believe, thal savs a
15 yow send ool? 15 word in there aboul the Trotter

14 A 1sent e-mail 16 -~ T'm 16 Prze Coumsel Tmean—

17 trying to think exactly who I sent it 17 BY MR, THOMPSON:

18 1. ] think o everyose in the 12 Q. Answer the guestion

12 Computer Stientee Departrnent, 19 MR HARVEY: -~ serigusly,
20 0. How many people wonld that 20 there 1ias 10 be same ling of stme
21 havebesn? 21  mlevance to this line of inquiry,
22 A I'mna sure. Probahly 22 MR THOMPSON: We'll tic it
23 abon ), 23 uplater,
24 0 So ont of the 20 e-mails 24 BY MR THOMPSON:
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1]

(). Please ansvrer the questicn,
A Could ymu rermind me what it
18?

MR, HARVEY: Mr. Shallit,
you don'l riced to answer that,
Coansel, serionsty, 1 don'i ~ym
kmow, broad-ranging inquiries into
Mr. Shallit's activities qutside of
ihis Iawsuit and his expent repert
10 have rwo relevance her, and T don't
11 lmow of any melevamce
12 Atd I'm going to
13 reloctantly insirect the wikness nol
14 10 answer the question unless YAl can
15  amioulate soame relevance 1o this
16  JEne — this frepminy,

17 MR, THOMPSON: The whole
1% meport is an atlack om Ball Diegrbskt,
15 Hhs whole repor is an stack on Bil
20 Dembsld, That's his whele renzital,
21 7 Andthat's the relevancs.

22 MR HARVEY, T'm somy, I
23 domtunderstand that ©inean he's

24 sobmitied an expert report in this

VR0 - AT L B L D

43

hdn't say that Thad. Tsaid T sen
-1l aslang them if they denew that
Dembski had won the prize, ™

") What was (e purpose
of that?"?}

THE WITNESS: And I'd like
1o add something to that Mow that T
mnk abemt 1, T also remeniber that
T asked them did they knew that
10 Derobsld was giving 2 talk in ther
11 depariment with s pamicadar title.
12 BY MR, THOMPSON:
13 (. Ckay Thenwhal was the
14 purpose of sending that e-mail with
13 that message?
16 A Twamsadto make suve that
17 pecple knew at this unversity wha
18 -was poing on, |t was — it — the
19 anncuncement inplied that the Troter
20 Prize was being co-sponsored by (heir
21  depanmnent, and T wasn' sure that
12 everyome inthe departmerd knew abaut
23 It and I waned to inform them. 1
2 did net, in my message, attack

W m) Ok e W R e

L7

case that at least indtially was to
mebut Mr. Drembski's wor

He's hext 1o answer
yuesiions aboul tha n Ay respect.
Arnd communications (hat he may have
had with poaple on the subject of
tios Traer Prize, T dow't believe
the Totter Prize is addressed
amywhere in his iepen. And what he
10 may have dome on that at some
11 wndetermined time, st don'l see
12 of any rddevance hene.
13 I'D tell you what, T
4 permit you  litde tatinode hore to
153 poforward with (s line of ingquiry,
16  but N oot going 1o let it 2o very
17 long at all becanse 1 dan't see the
1% relevance. Please comtipee.
12 MR, THOMPSON: Would you
20 vead the question back,
21 {The court reporier read
22 back the following:
23 "A. [didn't guestion
24 why b had reccived the pries. 1

NS ] LA B Lk B e

L1

Mr. Dervibski in any way,

). And then iz this semething
that vour've done in olher instances?

ME. HARVEY: I'm poing oo

object to the frmn of the question
and imsimuct the wimess ot @
answer, That has no refation
whatsoever 1o (his, 1o these
procecdings, and Fm going o

10 instmct him not 10 answer that,

11 uniess you can arfienlate some groand
11 ofmlevance here,

13 ME. THOMPSON: 11hnk it's
14 1he other way aromd. Hyou'me
15  poing 10 mstnact him 6 10 answer
16 the question, you have Lo establish a
17 ptinciple of privilege here.

18 MR, HARVEY: 1 disapree, I
1% disagre. There's Do relevance
20 whatsoever to just general inguiries
21 &bout Mr Shallit's activities as
22 they may relate to Mr. Desnbski,
23 Ymu'r cerlainby entitled 10 ask Jom
M any quesiions abow his rcport or his

WD g Th Lhode Ll by

Z15.6564 X508
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50
testimmomy in this matter,
BY MR THOMESON:

Q. Were there any other, going
an with the guestions, wete there any
ctfier aspects that yon and Bleberry
discussed?

A, We discussed the phrasing
of the press release which said Two
of the nation's top scientists will
visit the Texas A & M University
camprss. And we dispirted the
chameterization of Denibski as a top
sClentist,

. You'te sware that Professor
Derabski didnY — that press release

=

MR. HARVEY: Whick book of

Dresnbsld's or his?
BY MR THOMPSOMN:

Q. CfDembeld's,

A Dermnbski's tonk, The Design
Inference.

. Who published thar?

A Cambridge Umiversity Press.

Q. Weuld ym say Canibridge
10 University Press is 2 prestigious
11 mblishing house?
12 A Twwld
13 Q Chkay, andvou doot know
14 whether they had amyome peer view

that?

OO ] BN L L L R e

16 did not come freen Profiessor Detabaki? 16 A Tcantspeak o personal
17 Yow're aware of that, ame you nol? 17 knowledge of their intemal review
I3 A lam 18 process with regand te anvthing
17 0 What else did you disouss 19 excepl my own book.
20 mihat repont on the aspocts? 20 Q Isthere any resson for yo
21 A T'tncontinuing to page 2] 1o dowbt that it was peer reviewed in
22 thrangh it and look. 22 some pense?
23 Q. Okay 23 A Thvem
M4 A We disoussed whether or nol 24 knowledge of the Canibrid e University
£l 53
1 the lamcenzation by Professor 1 Press's puidelines for roviewing
2 Dcmbskithat]ﬁshmk’ﬂmﬂesign 1 'bocks other than in oy ¢wit book.
3 Inference was peer tevicwed was 3 0. Aside from the two reports
4 acoorate. 4 that you indicated vou looked at in
5 Q. And what was your position 5 preparing your report, and that was
& anthar? 6 ofthe Dermbski report, the Dembski
7 A IWsacomplex position T  mepan and the Derrbski rebuttal
B Ii's that peer meview is ot a % mpon, did you lock at the repons
% yos-orno thing, it's & continumm, 9 of any other expens? Thisis —
10 And that papers typically receive the 10 A Inprepanng my report?
11 highest level of peer noview; 11 (3. Inprparng, yes,
12 whereas, bopks often do not recerve 12 A Tdor know the
13 the same scruliny. And so my view is 13 clomology, 1will toll you that 1
14 that claiming that the book i5 peer 14 was sent the other repons at some
15 rewiewed in the same sense 1het 2 15 tite,
16 paperis is not comect 16 Q. You did what?
17 Q. Bul ymwould agree thal it 17 A Tvessent e other
18 i peer reviewed? 18 repons,
19 A 1have no persongl 19 ) Youden't kntew when?
20 knowledge thal Drembski's bpok was 20 A, 1don't emember the
21 poer reviewed by anyore, 1 only can 21 cmnology of whether # was before T
22 speak shom oty cwn ok 22 prepared my report, during, or afier.
3 . Which book are you 21 . And who senl yon those
24 referrimg o7 24 other reports?

A
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54 56
1 A 1t was Mr. Harver, 1 A No
2 Q. And which repons did yom 2 0 Why don't we contimme or
3 recenve? 3 with the other agpects vou discnssed
4 A Do lhave then with me? 4 witk Eisberry,
5 Nuo, } don't have them withme. I 5 A Wedsoussed the ten pect-
&  recerved the veport of Kevin Fadian, 6 myvicwed ID anticles onpage 28, And
7 Tremenher thal 1 recerved the 7 we discussed e paper of Axe, And 1
& repon of Bathara Fomrest 1 £ mmember Wes Elsberry, by secing ey
9 recerved the report of Michael Behe, 9 nole lere, mentioned thet Tan
10 That's all T cam remermber ey, 10 Musgrave had something 1o say about
11 ‘but I did receive gthers. 11 "The probabilides imphcit in such
12 3. Okay, But yon don't kmow 12 exireme fimctional sensitivity
13 whether it was before of after you 13 analyses ae precisely those teeded
14 had prepared the repart? 14 for a design inference.
15 A 1can'tremember. I conld 15 Q. What's the sipmficance of
16 probably deducs it by lookmg 21 16  tha?
17 motes, 17 A 1belicve Mo Elsberry was
13 Q Doyou lave yom notes 13 skeptical of the claim that the
19 hem? 1% probabilities wers precisely those
A0 A Thave no nodes hae, 20 needed for a design mference,
21 0. Byiheway, did vou Jock at 21 Q. Ohkay, And what else?
22 amy potes before Yoo came for thas 2 A We discussed the paper of
23 deposiion? 23 Chin and Lod, Inteprated Use of
24 A Notes that ] took nivself, 24 Multiple Indepensdent Patlems for
55 aT
1 perscmally? 1 Biomolecdar Sequence Anatysts, T
2 ). Yes 2 brought —1just wanted 1o clarify
3 A Ye. 3 that 'm expectad 1o 18l evervthing
4 0} When are they? 4 1 remenbet about thal mecting o vog?
5 A, Fdon't kave them here. 5 . Well, right now you're
& Q. Where did you put them, or & answering specific questions,
7 where do you have them, 1 shotd say? 7 A Okay.
B A Well, ther's 3 vadety of g (3. This iz the aspects that
9 differem ngtes. Some are mia 9 you discussed with Elsberty.
10 compuer, some are handwritien nales A With Flsbety,
1 momy hotel roomL 13 ME_HARVEY: For puposes
12 Q. And whal do those notes 12 mght morw, that question about
13 mlate 10?7 13 answering everylhing vou remember has
14 A What ! should be — what I 14 been withdmwn, or is et on the
15 shmild have knowledge of for the 15 table
16 deposition, oe whan 1 thought, 14 THE WITHESS: Okay. I'm
17  guestions you might ask 17 just—
12 3 Okay. Were thesc notes 18 ME. HARVEY: He may agk vou
19 preparcd by you or — 13 abaut it later. fust your
W A Byme 20 comversations with Eisberry.
21 Q. Okay. Incomersation — 21 BY MR, THOMPEON;
12 A N 2 Q0 Ves
A O —asamsultofa 23 A Sowe thscussed that paper
24 comversation you had with someons? 24 and aspects of (hat paper, and the
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1 clam thet Dembslg - thal Dembski 1 MR HARVEY, Just note for
2 said thiz was using his work, 1 the record he was reading off of
3 Q. Olary, And what other 3 Appendix 4 on page 31 of Dembgld's
4 aspects of that paper did you 4 mport,
5 disenes? 5 THE WITNESS: Ithitk
& A With Elsbery? 6  you'll have 1o ask Professor Denbek
7T Q. Yes T whal he meant by a thane,
B A Wediscussed whether, in & EY hMB THOMPSCN:
& fact, it was aoourate that hr - ) (3 1think you uscd the word
10 Professor Chin used Dernhsld's 10 theme, did vou no?
11 methodology. il A Noits—Imreading
12 Q. Oy, Continue on. Amny 12 from page 31
13 pther aspects of the repon that you 13 Q. Chkay. Any oher aspects
14 dscussed with Mt Elsbemy? 14 that you discussed with Mr. Elsherry?
15 A Tmaoe we discossed nmch 15 A Yes Wedscussed nem
16 mare, bat it was — il was a long b number 11 on page 34, Steganographic
17 mesting and il was a while ago. Fm 17 Layeting of Biological Information,
18 doing nay best 10 renweniber cxmcily 18 and we wondered what esulis there
19 wlhat we discussed, 1% were in steganngraphy that Professor
20 Ok veah we discussed los 20 Dombsks had achieved
21 imellipent design research themes, 23 We discussed 1he daint @
23 and we discussed in particular points 31 fiem 13 onpage 34, *The intelligent
23 one, two and four. 23 design conumunity is at the forefont
24 Q. And why did you discuss 24 inmaising angd answering such
54 61
1 twise poings in partioular? 1 qucstions," and "soch questions”
2 A Well, pont ome js Methods 2 wefermed 1o astwbiology, and we
3 of Design Detection, whichis an 3 disputed that this was comect.
4 aspeot of his — Professor Dernbala's 4 We discussed Dembski's
5 work that Bve criticized 5 testiunory on page 36 whers be
o We discnesed Biological 6  discusses A paper of Murmay Eden that
7 Informatien, which is clesc to my 7 appeared in the Wistar Symiposimm
8 areas of imterest, And we disqussed B And both Wesley and I provided the
¥ Evolulionaty Conyputation, which is 4 comed of that symposium for
10 semcthong that I'm familiar with 10 Mr. Harvey, explained when jt was,
1} Other aspects I am - you know, 11 and what il was aboyt,
12 Psychelogy of Besign Detection, 12 Again, on page 41, we
13 that's ned my ficddd 13 discussed the paper of Chiv 1 think
14 Q. Okay. Thesc wem researh 14 wemeny — since we wein thugh 1t
15 pmjects that he mentioned that 15 page by page, we probably brislly
16 intellipem design was imobved with? 16 1wwhed on il again
17 A 1wouddnh charmoterize 17 We discussed the claim al
1% themas research projects. They're 13 the1op of page 42 with reference to
13 imeliger design research themes. 19 she articke of Cliv "Not onty does
20 Idomt believe that there s been 20 this anticke cite my work favorably,
21 any progress an these that woald 21 but it makes ooy work in The Design
22 menl the wond yiojoct, 21 Trference the basis for the e
3 Q. Whal's the difference 23 aticle." We disputed that
24 botwezn a theme and & project? 24 characierizarion,

2B, 564.3506
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1 We discussed the peer 1 A Okay

2 review in the secend paragraph on 2 Q. And that is inclgded in

3 pagedZ Tt did not wndepo peer 3 your Expen Repon, T belicve on page
4 review in the sense, research, 4 14,

5 sciemific résearch articles are peer 5 A That's righ it beping on

i reviewed. And both Prefessor - both 6 page 14

7 D Elsherry and T clagified for 7 1 Okay, Wold vou pleass

& M Harvey what the difference was B tahealock althat Isthat an

% between a review of a beok and an 9 acoutate demiction of your cormicuhim
10 article. 10 +itae?

11 I'm serw trying 1o emember 11 A his

12 what other things we nay have 12 Chkay Is # coment?

13 discussed that arc ncl in these 13 A Some papers have —]

14 notes. We discussed — [ liad 14 attempted to lst all my scientifie

15 prepared, when T came 1o the roeeting, 1% research papers, and some papers, Tor
16 Thad prepared a draft of this 16 cxample, Anticles Submited,

17 . 17 Ernmernion of contexi-free languages
1% We discussed my draft, and 18 anpage 2t} that's wrw been acoopted,
1% therc were some changes, T wmild 19 Q. Ulay

20 say -1 would charactenize them ac 20 A Bow's not entircly

21" mostly editoria? and minor changes to 21 current, bt [ weuld szy it's fairdy

22 waording, spelling, punciaation, 22 accurate.

23 We disonssed, sinee 1t was 23 Q) Okay. Wonld you update it
24 o draft, T had nol written section 24 then, right now? Can you update your

£3 E5

1  sixor seven at that ime, and we ! comicuhom vitze tight pow?

2 discussed the fac that I was going 2 A Yo mean oralty?

3 toadd sectoms six and seven 3 Q. Tes

4 And that's all ] can 4 A Well, T mentioned oac

5 cmemtly remember. 5 iny

6 Q. Iid Mr. Flsbery assist wem 6 . Right

7 inwiting your repomn? 7 A Tveatsp, becoming an

B A Mo ¥ rnited speaker at e Wonds

8 Q. Did be previde you any of 5 Copference in Montread in Sepiember
13 the wording for your repart? 10 of 2005

11 A Wo .11 Q. And what is the topic

12 Q. Didyou get any assistance 12 them?

13 from anyone in preparing vour report? 13 A Words, By this I mean

M A AsTsaid, Steve Harvey 14 combinaiorial amangements of
13 gmems - 15 leuers

16 Q. Othorthan that? Other 16 Q. Okay. Isthata

17" "than that? 17 muthemnatical theory?

I8 A - minoreditarial I8 A lis

19 assistamce, Ng. 12 Q. Chaay.

0 Qo Someone cutside of your 20 A Yes Iwould also, had I

21 lawyers, some other indivichea)? 21 beco writing it now, [ would have

2 A W 22 also inciuded 1he fact thae {

23 Q0 1want toaddress your 23 wrganized a special seesion of the

24 curmicuhem vitae tight now:, 24 Canlian Mathematical Society
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1 entitled Aulomatic Sequences and 1 this whole concept of peer eview
2 Pelated Topics. And that was held ar 2 take hold of American science? Do
3 the University of Waterioo at the 3 you have amy idea?
¢  beginming of hume, ) 4 MR, HARVEY: I'm going to
5 3. And that's mathematical as 5 obect 10 the form of the question.
& well? 6 What do you mean when vou say “lake
T A Mathematical and comypuier T hald"?
§ scienoe, 8 BY MR THOWMPSOMN:
g Okay. Anvotber updates? D O Whenpeople started to mlk
10 A T'mirying tothink 10 about peer review as 4 pant of the
1} Thar's a8 ] can think of Hight now, 11 sciertific commmnniy.
12 Q Ohkay Areyoucurenty 12 A AlthoughI hevs an interest
13 engaped in writing amy books? 13 in history of methematics and history
M A Tvejust fGmshed afiss 14 of science, 1 can't say that Ive
15 draft of & manuscript which has been 15 ever ivestigated that question
16 accepled for publication by Cambridge 15 . MNew, you've listed yoor
17 University Press. 17 education and your awards in your
18 . And who is the name of 13 cumicuhen vitee?
19 that? 19 A Thawve.
20 A Thenameof it is Advanoesd 20 Q. And v received, ag 1
2Y  Tepics in Fonnal Languapes, an 2}  understand it, your FhD, in
22 Autcmnaia Themy. 22 mathematics from the University of
73 Q. Andapain thats i the 23 California —
4%  mathematics area or compuler scence? 24 A 1did
& g8
1 & s between mathematics 1 2 - Berkeley, 19837
2 and compuler science, it combines 2 A Idid
3 both aspects, And that, 7t will be 3 0 And your dissestation was
¢ revised Theywve asked ine to add 4 onMetic Theory of Piewe
§  sometopics ta it, 1 will be working 5 Expansions. Coutd you give me a very
& omthat 6 Eyman's explanation of what that is7
7 Q. Andthatis in mennscript 7 A Bam A real number, which
¥  foon right now? £ racams a pumber like pi or the square
9 A I's in manuscript form, 8 oot of twe, can be expanded a5 a sum
10 that's ight, 10 of terms.
11 Q. s thae 3 pesr moview 11 So probabhy the most Famous
12 going on? 12 example of this is i over four is
13 A Them was a roview of the 13 onc minns & third plus & fifth smins
14 original 1ex by tve authors, g 14 the seventh, and so forth. It's an
15 referees, 15  infimils series,
6 Q Ckay 14 And ihe particalar
17 A Posgibly fhree.. ] cant 17 expansioms ! was looking af were
12 remember. 18 developed by Pieree in the begimming
19 Q. Is thal considersd peer 15 of the 20(h Certnry,
20 revicw? 20 And the metric theoty of
21 A Ttis considered peer 21 these treats — nonmally when yoa
22 review, but oo to the exient 1hat an 22 discuss an algarithm, of ofion when
23 anticle would be. 23 wou discyss an alporithm you're
¥ Q. Iininterested, when did 23  dealing with a finfte chject
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1 Fieree expansiom is gn 1 tutas an exper] in the philosophy of

2 infinfte object, and the space of 1 adocation?

3 inputtis the set of 4l vea) mumbers 3 A Thats comect.

4 which, again, is an infinite chject 4 Q. You're nof holding yourself

5 Which medns ¥ou can it a measrs on 5 out as s expent in biokogy?

& thal, and then you can talk about how & A Thats comect

7 ihe expansions can be characierized 7 Q You'renst holding yoursetd

B interms of this measure. And that's 8 ol as an edpenl m ricobiolngy

% what I dig. § A That's comect

10 Q You gl yews mathematics W @ Yeu're not holding vourself
11  degses from Princeton University i 1} owt a5 an expert in biochermstry?

12 hume of 1979; is that comect? 12 A That's comect,

13 A That's orect 13 Q. You're not holding yoamrssif
M Ckay, Haveyo mecerved 14 ot a3 o expert in palecmiology?

15  emy other degrees Lthat you have ot 15 A That's comect

16  mentigned in ymr corroalom vitze? e Q Yoo'rs nol helding yourself
17 A No 17 out a5 am expert in theology?

13 Q Dovorhave any gther 18 A That's carrect

1% credemtials which would qualify vou 17 Q. You'm not holding yourseld
21 1o render am opivdon o 1his case .20 it as an expert in evolulonary

21  wioch is not reflecied in your i | !

22 purmicyim vitae? 22 A That's comocL

3 A No 23 . And yov're ol holding

24 . Hmveyou ever tauphn, m 24 yoursel ful a8 an expert in Amefican

21 12

1 vour career as an edncator, have von 1 Comstitutional lw?

2 evertanght any chasscs in biology? 2 A Tha's comect

3 A No, 3 Q. Eeepang m mind the

4 3 Cenetics? 4  crtdentials than you have, how Ao vz

5 A Mo 5 belicve those credentials would give

& ) Hmeyouever faught any 6 you the expertise 10 tebol Dernhak('s
7 classes on evohotion? T report, e two Toports that you

8 A Noo 3 menbioned, his expert report and los
9 Havevou ever tavght any 9 relnmtal repont?

10 classes on the philosophy of 0 A Ionly addressed aspects of
11  ejucmion? 11 the report that were in oy
13 A Ne 12 prefessional competence.

13 Q Haveyomtaught aoy classes 13 MB_ THOMPSOM: Ohay, Let's
14 on philosophy? 14 gowp Dembski's intrial neport, and
15 A No 15 I meark his as an cxhibit,

16 Q Have voo taugh any classes. 16 MR HARVEY; Dvyoa have an
17 on constituional law? 17 extra copy, Counsel? '
18 A MNp 1% MR THOMESON, Ves,

19 3 Okay. Itwonldbe 19 {Eochibit Shallit-3 was

20  aciurate, then, t¢ mdicate thel you 20 marked for identification )

21  am not holding yourself o as an 21 MR. HARVEY: 1 can lock on
22 cxpenl mthe philosophy of science? 11 witl the witness, I'm fimiliar,

23 A, That's correct, 13 pererally.

24 Q. You're ek holding yourself 24 BY MR, THOMPSON,

IR
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1 that the delicars balatwe of 1 complexity?
2 cosmological constants (knrem as 2 A Well, the concery, s
3 cosmolegical fine-wmng) and the 3 incohererd, so 1l do my best, But
4 machine-Fike malities of cotan 4 Professor Detnbiskd says that an event
3 tightly imeprated biochemical 5 possesses specified complexdiy if il
& sgysiems (Known 25 ireducibly complex &  is improbable, which be calls
7 mcletar machines) are the result of 7 complex, and specified, by which it
& intelligence and Iighly unlikely to ¥  means — he means it malches an
% have come abowt by porely materal 9 indeperkently given patiern,
10 formes." 10 However, both these ooncepts ane
11 5o 1 won't say that my 1T provlematic as be has formmulaed
17 competence addresses evary single 12 them,
12 word it every single semence, bt 12 Q. And what do vom think is
14 certainly the claims, the implied ¥4 wrong with that?
15 mabematical claims dhout specified 15 A Ive said exactly in oy
16 complexity and the fact that it was 16  Expsn Repon, I believe,
17 foorulated exacthy, that it canbe i7 Q. Twant1o hearit onthe
18 siwwdbied npomisty and 18 recomd
1% scieniifically, that the scquence of 12 A We're poing1obe hetea
A ymime maiers is complex, these ac 20 long tiree. So the fitst problem is
217 all aspects that are within ny 21  complexity. Dembeld misuses the om
22 compeience. 22 complexiiy.
3 3 A these mathematical 3 When a mathenarician or
24 formulations that he fs making Tight 24 compler scicrmist talks abom
TE 81
I hem? ! complexity, they're typicafly talking
2 A, Specified complexdty is 3 2 about cornputational conplexity, which
3 mathematical foormlaon 3 1 the study of how comphicated a
4 Q Okay, BExouse e Go ¢ problemn ig in terms of the available
5 ahead Tosormy. 5 resowrces o soive it
& A, Prime numbers are 3 & O descriptional
7 mathemeatical formmlation, 7 complexty, and a particular examplz
& Cryptography {5 an ares that T am 2 of descriptional conplexity is
8  Lammliar with Random nomiber 2 Kelmogorov compledty.
10 peneration is an area that T 10 Thal measmres the
11 famdliar with 11 complexity of the finite
12 Q. Now, going to specified 12 combinmorial object in tenme of its
13 complexity, is that somettinyg that 13 description siam
14 you've studied? 14 So to use the tenn
15 A, ]have studied the concept 15  complexity as Dembski has done is
16 as descaibed inhis work, yes, 16 miisleading and contragy 1o scientific
17 Q. Okay. Now, based upa your 17  jwactice, So that's smmber one.
18 credemials, doyou feel vou are 18 Nurrher twe js that he
12 qualified to act a8 an expernt in 19 evalwates the complexity, m qotes,
20 discussing specified conplexity? 20 of an event bascd on a probability
21 A ldo 21 diswibrston, bt be gives no
2 Q. Okay. Whal is vour 22 coberent meduwd for determining what
23 wnderstanding of what Professor 23 the camreat probability distribution
24 Dembsld means by specihcd 24 1s,
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1 In particular, for the very

2 zame evend such as in his book Mo
3 Tree Lumch, he aredyzes Dawhins'
4 weasel program, he gives two

5 different prohability distibutions
£ inonder 10 analyze and never says
7 which e i5 1he comed one 10 se,
S S0 because he chooses his

9 probability distribotions at whim, in
10 some semse, he is abie to 5oy this is
11 complex and tiss jsn', without any
12 raticmal basis.

WOOBE LA R W) R e

Hd

the term exscthy the opposite of wha
statiard sciemific practice would

5. :

Q. Well can he define
cottplendly the wary he wants 10?

A, He cemainly can

Q. And has he done thar?

A Mo, he hasnt done 1t ina
ceherent wiy,

2. Has he attempted to?

MB. HARVEY; Object o the

form of the question. Calls for

13 Q. Andyou've taken him o 13 speculation
14 task for that, have yon pot? 14 BY MR THOMPSON:
I3 A Irave 15 % Inhis writings has he
16 . Mot only inyoor expert 16 artenyped w?
17 zepam, bt yon've taken ham 10 task 17 A He has made an attempt
18 in other publications that you've 13 witch | don't consider 1o be very
19 done? 19 pood
A That's comect, 20 3 Youstl dispmpe his
21 Q. Okay. Comimpe on with hig 21 thecuy on thal complexity?
27 wpom, 2 A ) woaldet — wouldnt
23 A Okay, And intermns of - 23 dipnify it with the temm theory, It
24 MR. HARVEY: Just to be 24 offers no predictions. 3 makes —

B2 B5
1 dlear, the question is what does he 1 it makes — it is nol applicabls
2 see wiong with the concepts of 2 empirically, and it doeso't have any
3 coomplexity and specification? 3 datain sopport of it Twould call
4 BY MBE. THOMPSON; 4 itnol even wally & hypothesis at
5 Q. Right 1fyou - 1lihough 5  this perm
&  Youansweted that, 6 Q. Contitne on with your —~
7 A Well, P i done ver, 7 A, Yes, I'm et done yer
3 no Sooy, § O Yes
? Q Ckay 9 A Sothat, rerw I addressed
10 A Sothar's 3 brief sumimery 10 the concept of complexity. Now, the
11 of what's wrong with his claims abeuy 11 sectmd — the secomd part of his ideg
12 copmilexity. 1 would slso point o 12 is specification 5o specification
I3 that when Denbski says a sequence of 13 s again vary vaguely defined,
14 prime marmbers i complex, this is 14 Be szys thal it maiches an
13 completely contrary 1o what a 15 independently given paitcm, It he
16 mathematician or a coimmiler scientist 16 doesn't say specifically whersthe
17 wonld understand as complex, namely, 17 dlass of patterns is supposed tobe ™ ™
18 that it — it wineld be very difficalt 18 dravwn from, and he also does not
19 10 generate prime mimmbers, I3 ulfer any cohercnt way of separating
20 O the contrary, a very 20 what — the valid patitmns from the
21 Slmﬂpmgmmwﬂigmateasnﬁ:g 21  mralid patems, which he cills
22 prime momhers as vou like. Soin 22  {abncations,
23 tenms of Kolmogoron complexity, 23 Mew, Kulmogorey himsel was
34 they're nol complex 50 he is using 2 one of the first peaplc to give a
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1 ripowens dofnition of panem. And 1 lenger than the ity itself. And
2 for Keimogorov, a patlem was 2 that crestes problems. Becamse he
3 samething that is specifisble by a 3 allows nanmal langurage
4 cottipscr program 4 specifications, he nms imoa
5 Soa string, X haca 5 parsdox called the Bexey parador,
6 descripiion in Eolmegorney's sense if & which is a paraderc in ogic which
7 ther exdsis a conyatex progran, F, 7 wodd create self-contradicting
8 andanimput, Y, soch thal when yoy & specifications. He has noway of
2 nnPon’Y, you pet X 9 mmoving those,
10 &0 the adhvaniagr to this 10 So there are 3 lot of
11 defimtion is there's absolulcly no 11 problems. Thar's a brief swranary of
12 way to conlest whenyoe have a 12 e problems.
13 description of the string X anyone 13 Q. And as lindicated, you
14 cannm the computer program and see 14 have discossed those problems in
15 thet X j5 produced, 15 writing —
16 Wheras, Pembskd allows 16 A, T have,
17 natorl langusge specifications. His 17 Q. - comect? Now, have you
18 motion of specification is tied to 12 rad his ~ one of his most recent
19 the background knenvledpe of an 12 papers entitled Specification, The
20 | imellipend agent, which means it can 20 Patern That Signifies Entelligence?
21 e differen from persom 16 person. 21 A Tt-ionlycame o, I
22 5o a specification for you might be 22 thank — what's loday, Tuesday? I
23 different from a specification for 23 believe: it came o either Sunday or
24 me 24 Morday night. 1'% had 2 chance to
87 B3
1 He says thal specifications 1 skim it bl 1 haven't wead it in
2 are helistic in the sense that they 2 greal delail
3 only apply to the string as a whole, 3 Q. Omhisweb site be claims
4 and that vou can't take 2 4 tha he answers a laot of yonr
5 spectfication for one thing and hook 3 crticisms, Skimming it, kit vou
6 it onnest 10 & specification of 6 scenamy atlempt 1o resporsd ta your
7 another thing, T criticisms?
& And vet ip one of his 8 A No. Mo, he doesn't refier
g  examples, he akes a list of prime g 1o me, 1o the besl of niy kmowledge,
10 mambers encoded, and that is a 10 0. Well, whother he r=fers 1o
11 eemcateration of differsm 11 you by nerme, has he respanded to the
12 specifications, ene for each prime 12 izsues that voo've raised with his
13 pember. 13 specified conmpledty?
14 Hz - the read breskitoough M A Typical sclentific practics
15 of Eolmogeaoy, which Dembski fast I35 when one is addressing a criticism is
16 discards, i5 that these specification 16 torefer to the person by name. Sol
17 orihess - Kolmogorew wouldn' call 17 would expect that if he addressed i,
12 them specifications, ng these 18 e would have memtioned me,
19  descipions ar measured in 12yms of 19 Tao the best of oy
20 the Jength of (he description. That 20 knowledge, he docsn'l adequately
21  was iz big breakthrouph  And 21 address those, But { would suy that
2% Demibeki just throws that away. L that —1hae that is ondy based ona
23 A specification can be ag 23 very, very corsory rading.
14 long as you bike. Tt com be even 24 0. You used the word
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1 adequatcly,” but does — om your 1 ) Ckay, Getit,
2 cursory review of it, do you get 2 2 A "It meaning imelligent
3 feeling that there is an attempt to 3 desipn ~ "simply argaes that cenain
4 respond o the criticismes that you 4 fimte matenial ohjects exhibi
5 rabsed? 4 patterns thet corvincingly point 1o
6 A Twonld I woud say that 6 animellipent cose,
¥ o appears that he's abandoned his T Q. How do your credentials as
% previews description of 8 an experl give yin the expertiss to
9 specification, % respond 10 that statemen?
10 Q Okay 10 A Becanse the comvincingly
11 A Soifsbandoning the 11 poitt is supported through
12 previqus o is a response to my 12 mathematicat arpurment, which 1
13 criticism, 1 suppose you could 13 dispme,
14 characterize it thet way. 14 0 Is that the only kind of
15 Q. When you say yeo gave jta 15 arpument that can be nsed to come to
16 cursory Joak, did you read the whele 16 the conchusion comvincingly point?
17 thing over? 17 A T'msomy, could you
18 A ]didnY read every word, I8 restare?
12 no. 13 Q. Is mathematics the only
Q. Okay. Have you studied it 20 basis upem which you can come to the
21, in any way? 21 conclusion that it comvitkingty
22 A Aslsay, fl was only 22 points?
23 relcased tmihe Intemet two mights 23 A Well, | wonid say
24 ago Tmestnom—-togiveita 24 muthematics and aspects of computer
51 33
1 carefol reading, 1 would 1eed 1o 1 science, which include complexity
2 spend meme time than that 2 theoty, for example, And that -
3 Q Okay Comtirue on going 3 there may be ciher aspects, but I
4 thmugh vour review of Professor 4 dont-
5 Dembski's book - excuse me, report 5 Q. What ahout biviogy?
a MR HARVEY: You say & A |domt—I'moctan
T going —~ oh, the question now is back 7 expertmbidlegy, Jdm't—]
B 1othe question, to idemtify those & don't offer expert testimony in that
9 aspecis of the reparl which be feels % ama
10 gualified to respond to? 10 G Oly, And what in comgnter
11 MR, THOMFSON: Coooct, 11 science would relate to that comment?
12 MR, HARVEY: Goback, 12 A, Theclaim that pattemns
13 THE WITNESS: Fage four, 13 that comvincingly point Lo
14 "4 — referring to intelligent 4 intelligent causs has been comvincing
15 design — "simmply argues thar certai 15 through Denibeld's mathomatical
16 finite material ohiects cxhibil 16  arpumems.
17 pattemg" — 17 (. Andthat's 2 matier of
18 EY MR THOMPSON: 18 opinion, thetr comect? He
1 Could you - excuse me, 19 believes — in other wonds, he
20 whers are you on that page? 20 believes it's comvincing and vou do
21 A The fisst compiete 21 naot?
22 parsgraph on page four. 22 A Twould say that if his
B Q Oy 23 matherntical annuments are intended
24 A Thesecomd sentene, 24 1obe the evidence that it is
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1 comvincing, then he has fiiled on 1 Harvey. So-
2 then ~ ihe mantesnatical aspects of 2 . Have you read datl?
I i 3 A, Thaverad i, ves.
4 ), In acoardance with your 4 Q. Okay.
5 opmion? 5 A Andihere are — thers ate
6 A Yes 6 some aspects of the book which tomch
7 1) Cotirme Whal pape s 7 onspecified complexdty, methernatics,
&  wmom right now, Professor Shallit? B probabilicy, and I can serve as an
o A, Tmomrently on page ¢ gxpen in those areas,
10 seven | would say "One indicator iy 10 Q. Okay Combime.
that design theotists are 11 A Icanaddress the claim
mrreasingly publishing research 12 thet "This is because both the” —
supporting ineligen design in the 13 somy, page ten, third parsgraph,
peer-reviewed Mainsteam scienfic 14  sccomd sendence. "This 13 becanse
lierature, especially in the 15 ‘toththe criticisms il offers against
16  biclogical literature. " 16 neo-Darwinian theory and the
Q. And where is thal an that 17  evidences it provides in v of
18 page? 18 ineelliperu design contimee to
19 A, Sorry, it's the second 1% stard — the book is accurate " Sol
20  pamgraph of sccion e “A 20 dispute the claims of socarecy with
reiated indicator 35 that their werk 21 respeed to (he mathematical comemt
27 15 increasingly being subjected to 22 ofthe book,
criticizm within mzinsiream 23 Q. Okay. Yoo dispue all of
sciemific literatre, " 24 it or pans af the mathematical
%5 q7
1 Soto the exter the 1his 1 comtent?
2 refers to Dembski's mathematical 2 A Tdispote paris of the
3 publications, and the ability that 1 3 mathemnatical coment
4  havelo search datshases for such 4 Q). Onher pars vou pgree with?
5 publications, T can address thase. 5 A Dwoaddn't say that, no.
& O, Okay. o 2. How would you —
7 A 1cnaddress some aspects 7 A Tmay-lmayheldmo
&  of the supplernenial biolegy textbook. £ opinion on some aspects of it
9 . Excuse me, what page ars 9 Q. Oh Isee Do you recall
¥ou ont? 10 what parts you hold na opindon on?
A Mmsorty. [ apolopize, 11 A, Itsa 200 - g 30-page
Fageten — 12 book We can go through it il you
Q. Okay, . 13 wish
A -~ section severy, first 14 . Wher is the book?
paragraph 1 can address some 15 A FRighthae
aspedds of the book The Design Of 16 2. May Isez 1t
Life; Discovening Sipns of 17 MP_ HARVEY: Dick, I assmne
Inielligence in Biological Systems. 18 you've signed o confidentiality
{ was sent a oopy of this, and have 19 onder?
signed an agresmerd to maintain jtg 20 ME, THOMPSON: Mo,
confidentiality, 21 MR HARVEY: Well, then, I
2. Who sent you a vopy of 22 mst ask that won give that back,
1has? 23 MR THOMPSON: Okay.
A Tthink il was Seeve 24 MRE. HARVEY: Because

T1E B4 3905
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think there's 3 stct
Confideryistity Order from the Court
o thal

MR, THOMPSCN: Oh, is that
nght? -

THE WITNESS: Yes,

MP_ HARVEY: Yes Tdont
have it in frond of me. [ would
assume jt might cover counsed inthis
10 case

OO ) O L e D Pl ke

11 ME. THOMPSON: Okay,
12 That's fine.
13 MR HARVEY: But we need o

14 becarcfal of that. bir, Shailit,

15 that's -

16 THE WITNESS: I apologize.
7 BY MR. THOMPSON:

18 0 Okay. Let's forgel aboat

19 (hmbook Contirne om,

20 A Onpage 11, the second full
21- pamgrpl, “Morcover, it —

22 refermiug to imelligent design -

I3 "provides a scientific explanation
24 for the origin and diversification of

io¢

vitae, 1 am — 1 do have some
expertise in the journals in which he
bess published, for example, the
quality of the journals, the impact
of the journals 55 nicasured by
deabases.

And 50 1 can speak with
respestl to some papers of the valus
in the mathernatical and scicntific
10 commmumity of those papers. Would you
11 ke me 1o st all of them or —

12 Q. No,not-—

13 A Okay

4 @ Therepor ends on page 12,
15 and then he has these appendix —
16 A Yes

17 (. - starting from 13 all the
1% way through 50, T goess.

19 A Right I'mhappy io go
20 thromgh thoss, too, if vou Jike,

21 Q. 1dont need to do that

22 mght now. B I do have a question
231 foryom. Did you ever read the book
24 Of Pandas and People?

SEOBE -] S Lh o Lk R

23
liﬁ:ll
Sor to the exgent (hat his

explanation is based in mathematics,
1 can dispute the acouracy of the
claim that — and if (he chim is
Inacoorate, then i can't be
scieptific.

). What pan of thm siatement
do o believe is mathermatical?

A, "It" refeming (o the
11 theory ef imelligent design.
12 Q Okay Andsoif]

g A R

15 1mc]hgﬁmdmgm,}‘mamm‘mg
16 ihat any aspect of the theory of

17 imelligent desipn which touches an
18 meherrlics you are qualified to
19  speak?

20 A ]wulh'tsa}fmqraspect_
21 Twould say the aspects that ae
22 addressed inmy Fxipert Repom
23 Q. Okay. Fime, Contine on
24 A, 5o inProfessor Demrbski's

111

A Mo, 1 did not. Pye only
read the follow-up vemsion

0. Okay, Going back to vour
Teport TRy, on page two of your
report, headline one, yon say
"Detibals is not & scientist"

A, That's varect.

€2 O the other hatwd, you
consider yarrself a compuier
Scicmmist?

A, 1 amboth 3 machammtician
ol & compiter Bcicitist,

). What is the distinction
between being a matherratician, in
whichyen say it is i science,
VETEIE Cotrgner science?

A 1 would say that the
distinction is thit computer
sciertizts deal with campaters;
whemeas, malthematicians often do e
deal with — 4 pure mathematician,
for example, does not deal with
actual ohriects in the physical word,
baz with comecepis,

AR e R R E O e S cw o min i b
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102 104
1 Corpuler sciermises, 1 ancther field docsn't s2em ke a
2 typically their work is Telated, 2 masonable crticlsm tore. [ rnem,
3 however anpentially, to a physical 3 when a field branches off, by
4 comper. 4  definition there were no
5 9 Couldyou clarify that by 5 practidoners of that field before.
& ust giving us a definition of what 6  Q Well, when you were
7 soence is, then? 7 swdying mathematics, what department
& A I'mnotaphilosopher of 8  inthe umiversity was that in?
9 science, althcugh 1 do have interest 9 A AtPonecon University, it
10 in pecudoscience and 10 was m1he Department of Mathemarics.
1T psendomathematics, and | have 13 2. Ohay, And it was notin
12 comonenied on them So I'm ol sure 12 the Science Depatiment?
13 hat gy defrmition of science would 13 A No, it waso'ht, it was jn
14  be usefil, 14 the Faculty of Arts, actaallty.
15 1 can say that there ac 15 @ Ohoy, What shout
16  cenan characteristics of 16 Unnersity of Watetdoo?
17 scientists, cenlain charactetistics 17 A TheFarulty of Mathemnatics
18 that scienuists have, inmy 18 iz its own faculty, separaie from (e
19 understanding, that Dembski doesn’t 19 faraties of Science and Ans.
20  have, 15 that what vou're driving 20 €). Chkay. Daes commuoter
21 a? 21 scicnce fall under the branch of
2 Q. Well, you were the one that 12 mathennatical bogic, a brah of
23 zaid in vour repert "Dembski is not a 23 mathcmatical bgic called recursion
24 scientisL” 24 theory?

103 105
1 A Yes. Andby— 1 A Mo, I'd say aspects of
pJ ). And then down below in yoer 2 cobguter science we redated 10
3 foomaie you say "I do not consider 3  recursion theory. Computer scicnee
4 mathematics 1o be" — 4 isavery broad field
5 A That's ight 53 Q. Welk would you call Afhen
& Q. -—“ascemce" Tmirying & Einsiein a sciemist?
7 1w understand that. T A Twoidd
g A, Allright. Sotethe best 8 Q Okay Wasnihea
9 of my wndersianding, science deals 9  mathcmatician as well?
10 with aspects of the natim] world. 10 A Mo, @would call o a

1 11 And mathematics canbe —is a 11  runhermtical physicist,

12 langvage, its nsuatly rofered to a5 12 Q. Okav. Youused obe m
13 the langnage of science, for 13 the faculty of the University of
14 example And sciencs it a process, 14 Chicapn?
15 alse. H's 2 way that claims are 13 A Tdid
16 imvestigated. 16 @ Okay. And didntyou teach
17 3. Ismiit o, thongh, that 17 Professor Dembski at one poing?
13 compuer science was developed by I8 A WhenTmet Brofessor
19  mathematicians fike Kun Godel, Alan 19 Dembski at a comference, he informed
20 Tudng? 20 me that he had been 3 stdent in ome
21 A Toanswer that, ] mean, 21  of mey clasges, Whether he took the
22 il —if a Feld docan't exist, then 227 course for credil or not, 1 acheally
23 theiad that il is initiated by 23 do'tremember. And I have very
24 people who were onginally from 24 linte memory of lim bemg oy
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1 class, 1 (. Right We siopped at the
2 2 Chay. 2 appendiz We did not go threugh the
3 A Hemay have simplvbeen 3 appendix
4 =itting in onibe class, 4 A Right
5 Q. Well, then, vouwouldni 5 0. Now, you've given me all of
% Know whether he was a good stodent or 6 1he areas in the repost op 1o the
7 mot; is thal correet? 7 appendicwhere vou fee! your
B A, Mo, 1 dom't know anything & credentials aliow vou 1o discues?
8 abowl his recomd, ¥ A Yes
10 ME.HARVEY: {oumse], it's 10 @ Onpage two of your report
it 1, 1 made a statement earlier 11 you mention fly fact {hat Dembsld has
12 1oday sbaut kinch and me, which is 12 beco viewed a5 the Isaac Newion of
13 that ] always mke it 1 assyme 13 information theery by a propovent of
14 vou're flving oot tonight <o you wan 14 inteligent design, Rob Koons,
1% Ao pet this conchaded 1oday? 15 A Right
16 MR. THOMPSON, Well, if we 16 Q. And youiake issue with
17 &m Hn, ITE stay, But, yes, 17 ihat; is that cormect?
18 Td like to see i we can conchede it 18 A Ida
19 . 1% Q. Andwhy?
20 MR. HARVEY: Wt can go off 20 A Well, Isaac Newton was
21 the rocoml 21 probably the greatest physicist or
. {A Tuncheon recess was 22  ome of the greatesi phywicists of afl
23 taken from L0210 1239 pm ) 23 time, and — sorry, mathemnaticians of
24 BY MR THOMPSON: M Al time,

107 T
1 Q. Now, your repon, expert 1 And he — o call somecne
2 yeport. this i5 the sum iodal of the 2 an Isanc Wewten of informution theory
3  opimons that You arc giving in the 3 would inply, Tor exmmple, Isaae
4 case; is that sommect? ¢ Newton was the founder of the
5 A I's 8 summmagy, yos. 5 calculns independenily of LiveNet,
G Q ¥Yes. Y:maremumendm,g f 50 10 say sonweme is the
7 to give opimions on @y other aspect 7 Tsaac Newton of infermation ihoory,
¢  ofthis case? £ your would think this is scmeoms who
9 A No _ ?  founded the field or st Jeast was a
0 Q. Chay. You'r ool imending 10 hmge, iowering fipure with dozens of
11 Ao write army kitd of supplemenial 11 published papers or published wodks,
12 reports in vour expert opindon 12 wiewed by everyonc as ejther the
13 roport? 13 foonder of the field infoonation
14 A Ne 'ﬂ'usmm;,r::qmt 14 iheory, or cenlainly & very well
13 opimicn report. . - 15 recognired cxpert nthe ficdd. And
16 Q. Okay. Now,Iwml through 16 I Lake exception 1o that becanse |
17 mthvmﬂu:Deni:nslumpmmﬁasked 17 doof see that any of those things
13 tou to mdicale what portions of the 18 aretne
19 report relaitd to the sprcific 1% Q. You briefly mentioned the
20 credentials that yoo had, Do you 20 definiticon of vheory, 1 think when
21 recail that? 2] you were talking sbout Dembski's
22 A Yes. We only -- we dhidn't 22 refetring to something as a theory,
23 gothrvogh the entive dorument | bt 13 you said that's not = theozy, I's
24 jus|— 24 mot even 3 hypothesis. Do you
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112

1 remember that - 1 . Youindicated that vou read
2 A Right 2 the expen repon by Michael Behe?
3 0~ comment by your? 3 A 1did
4 A Yes nhr-huh 4 ). Ckay. Dayouconsider
5 . Wt is vour definition of 5  Micha] Behe 2 credible soiemtist?
& atheory? 6 A Twoald say ooy opirdom, i
7 A, Well, ] want to preface my 7 docsnl maticr becanse F'mnot a
8 remarks by saying that 't a 8  biclogist, and [ don't offer any
9 istonan of — I'm somy, 'mnot a ¢ opmnion on biclogy throagh my expert
W philosopher of science, T g 10 1estinoy.
1l you my layman's understandmyp of the 11 ) Inhis report he talks
12 word theory, To me, a theory 12  about differenl defmitions of
13 tneans — 1% theory. Dhoyou recall —
14 MR. HARVEY: I'm going 1o 14 A Notwell enoughto—to
15 object 1o the form of the question, 15 raitle them off, oo,
1 You're refaring now toa scientific 15 Q. Ckay. Alsom his Tepor
17 theory as opposed o the Setiorory 17 ke talks abot the vanioue claims
18 definition of — 18 that are made under (e wmbrella of
19 BY MR, THOMPSON: 19 the theary of evalution. Da you
20, . The definition of theory be 20 recall that?
21 was wsing when he was crivicizing 21 A Mo
22 Dembski's use of the word. ) MR, THOMPSON: Tark this as
23 A Yes, S0l would undersiand 23 Shallit Exhibit 4,
24 u theary tobe a description based on 24 (Exfobit Shallit~ was

111 113
1 alarge arnount of evidence, empinical 1 mawked foridotification )
2 evidence, eperimiental evidence 10 2 (Mr. Rothschild emered the
3 ehuidite some aspect of the phyzical 3 deposition roam at 1:46 p)
4 world. 4 BY MR. THCMPSON:
5 Q. Is thore & distmetion, in 5 Q. 1show you Shaflit Extbabrit
&  your mind, between fact ang theory? 6 4 enlilted Psoudoscienoe for Amatcurs
7 A, Yes A facl is someahing 7 or Ten Ways to Tell Real Scientsis
B tharis — Ilike 10 use — well, 8 from Fake Ones. Doyoo recognin:
% apain, il's my koymoan's 9 that documnent?
10 understanding, that it's Stephen 10 A ldo,
11 Jay Gould's description of & fact 1s 11 Q. lsthat a docuneent that you
12 something that Yas been confirmed so 12 preparcd?
13 mooch then 3t would be absumd 1o 13 A Ttis,
¥ withhold provisionsl assent; whereas, 14 MR HARVEY: I'm going to
I5  athecry, theories ave constantdy . 15 sk the witness 1o read this
16 being revised, changed through ime. - 16 document, and I'd like just a second
I7 Q. Andwhen scientists use ihe 17 1o tead it as well
128 word theary, they're nsing ftin a 18 THE WITNESS: All right.
19 sense that it is revisable over 1ime? 19 ME HARVEY: II's nol long,
20 A Idsay that's typically 20 bt -
21 thecase. Scientisis aren't 21 I recogrdze the tite on
22 philosophers of schence, and aten't 22 the first — yon know, and the
23  ahways complerely cireful shout how 23  oxcllent witing. {Winess roviews
24 theyuse the lerm theory, 24 docvment.)
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118

1 Yes, 1 recognize the, and 1 Q. I'mgoing o take you back
1 Pdidwrte it 2 1o your days om (he faoulty of
3 BY ME. THOMPSON: 3 Univemsity of Clizgo, Youwerea
4 Q. Yes. And doyou still 4  tcacher there; cotrect? Yo were an
5 standd by the claime yon make on the 5 imstrocior there?
6 ten ways ol 1elling real scientsts 6 A 1wasaprofessor thene.
7 froun fake ones? 7 Q. Aprofessor them,
S A Well, ke me logk 5 A, 1wasnt an instnacior,
2 carefully, T'd say I stand by 9 Q. Chay. Do vou reczll that
10 probahly most of 1, yeah 10 by had the graduate school dndded
11 . Which parts woald vou not 11 into different divisions?
12 sand by? 12 A No [ don't acrually
I3 A, Tthink mavbe ] might bea 13 rememba the stactes of the
14 lirfle more camions abat saying 14 graduate school
15 bocks poblished by them go through a 15 Q. Oy, Let me jost atlempt
16 peer review process that psually W6 torefrech vour recollection. A
17 +weeds ol the bad ones. When 1wimte 17 Drivision of Bidlogical Sciences, a
1% this 18 Division of Phiysical Sciences, 3
19 ) What page are vou looking 19 Division of Humamitics, and Divigion
2 a? 10 of Sooial Bciences. Do you meall
21 A Pape on=, Kemn bwo, last 21 thar a all? Does that ring 3 bell?
21 sentenoe, "These presses hove a 22 A Ho oo temibly well T
23 mouiation to medmtain and books 23 wmember the Division of Plysical
24 published by them 2o through a pesr 24 Bciemces, yos.

115 117
! moview pracess that nsmally weeds mar 1 Q. Okay, Is it acoarae to
2  thebad ones " 2 gay that imathemnatics was pnder the
3 T think, fiow having 1 Division of Physical Sciences?
4 published two books, I would be less d A Twooldn't know. 1didmh
5 sanguine ahout this ability. Bt~ 5 teach b (he Mathematics Department,
4 2. What was your expericnce [ {J. What were you teaching
7 that would roake you change? T there?
8 A Well mybooks were 3 A 1tmught in the Cornpmier
8 oviewsst, bt ot — notby any means 9 Science Department.
10 adequate review to the length of the 16 Q. Okay. We did briefly
1 book, 1mctived privale peer review 1t eidion the Troter Prize awanded by
12 of ome of my books that went an for 12 Texas A & M Universiy. Arven
13 55 papes, and compare that to g 13, farriliar with Francs Kock and
14 twopape prer review From the 14 Chadit Townes?
15 Uhniversity Press, 1l st doesnt 15 - A TI'mfamiliar wih Francis
16 compate. 16 Krick, yes.
17 .. Which University Press was 17 G Okay
18 that? 1% A Ard Charlie Townes is — 1
1% A Cambiidge University Press, 1% know the pame. | doo't know as nmch
20 Q Anyothers? Any other 20 about him, ves.
21 clanges you would make in that 21 Q. Ckay. Wereyou sware that
a2 dooument? 22 they had received the Tromter Prise
2 A Tthink it's acoumgte other 21 1hc Grs year it was grven n HKI7
24 {hanthat H A Yes
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3% 1z
i . Chay, And when the Trotier b asked did [ ever -~
2 Prize was awarded 1o William Denbsekd, 2 £ Butdoes he evercall
3 there was a press nelesse that 3 humeelf a mathematical researcher?
4 started mat with, Two of The nabiom's 4 A Thatwas —that's a
5 topscientists will visht Toms A & 5 different guestion; ngid? Yoo
6 M. Doyon recall thai? 6 realize thot?
7 A 1do 7 Q0 Well-
% . Okay Andyondisagres 8 A The ooginal question was
9 with thel charmcterization of Bill % does he ever state thal he is doing
18 Derbeki? 10 mathematical msearch,
I A Ido 11 Q. Letme poback to see what
12 Q Okay, On page four of your 12 my exact question was here. Yo
13 expert report, I ihink vou say 13 said “Denibski arpues that his bopks
14 that — Yt me see if 1 can find it, 14 mepresent origital mathematical
15 Chary, battom of the page, “Dembsl 15 research®; right?
16 angnes that his books represent I8 A Youread that, nrt then you
17 cmiping mathermnatical research.” 17 asked -
1% Ckay. Canyou provide us with 13 ). Mo, c2nyou provide an,
19 exact quote whene Drnbsld says thay 18 exact quote where Dendbski says —
20 e is conducting mathematical 20 A Where Dembeld says he is
21 research? 21  doing mathematical research?
22 A Yos. Onpage 14 of his 2 COURTREPORTER: Cmeata
23 Disclosure of Experl Testimony, be 23 tine, please.
2§ says, sboul 2 thind of the way down 4 THE WITNESS: Sorry, 1
1i% 121
1  ihe page, under Acadentic Experience, 1 apdagiz.
2 Fostdoctoral Visiting Fellenw, MIT, 2 BY MR. THOMPSON:
3 Departmen of Mathematics, reseanch 3 Q Okay. Goahead Ang
4 in probability theory, 1988, 4 that's what vou're responding 107
5 Abowve that, Tesearch in 5 A T'mrmesponding lo yomr
& chaos and probability, 1989, Above 6  quostion does Dembski ever say be was
7 that, research in cryplography and T doing mathematicat research, and (he
8 complexity-theory, 1990, Above that, 3 answer is yus, acoonding 1o his
9  Independem Scholar, Fascal Centre, 9 vitag
10 Hamilton, Ordario, research in 10 Q. Okay, Cmdifferent
11  complexity, information, and design, 11  occasions by differeni people, thome
12 1993 to 1996, 12 has been criticisme of Dembski's book
13 Above that, Felbow, 13 Mo Free Lunch, and specificalty
14 Discovery Insitde, Cerder for the 14 chapier four in that book, Do you
15 Renewal of Seience and Critture, 15 understand thar? Do you —
16  roecarch in complexaty, ifbmmation, 16 A 1know there'sbeen
17 and design 17  cmticism of many aspects of his
1% ). You ane reading on the 18 hook, ves.
19 Appendix? 19 O Righ
20 A Page 14 of his docoomen 20 A Icouldlock at chapmer
21 W's Appendic 1, Comicylum Vitae. 21 four
22 Q. Okay. Youar lookng o 1 (. Wear specifically looking
23 his Academic Fxperience? 23 atchapter for.
24 A Yes, that's comed, Yom 24 A MayIlook at chapter
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1 four? 1 don't know hos book well 1 Q. Okay. Isit accumate 1o
2 enough to know i1 — the number of 2 =ay that al some poimt thal you had
3 the chapter. Bvoluticnary 3 i e-voail comnhrdcation with
4 Alporithms, yes. 4 FProfessor Dembski tndicating that you
5 Q And imthat book, orin 3 WeR N0l pemp to wasle your time
6 thal chapier, refering to tha & finding more errors in his works?
7 chapter, 2 person by the name of 7 A Yes Laimeexglain the
B David Wolpert said it was, } think, & romext of e somence — of this,
% wrinenin Jel-O. Cheay. Arcyon % He scot me a copy of the paper, I
10 gware that Dembsla has claimed that a 10 think he sert it to many peopls, and
11 few momths back that be has filled in 11 asked me 1o give my comments, And my
12 what was considersd mathematical gaps 12 respomsc o him was, | don't intend
13 inthat chaper? 13 to waste mors time finding e
4 A T'mavare of his daim, 14 emoas in more work of yous,
15 ymg, 15 (3. Is there an acpdemic code
16 Q. Okay. Have vou looked at 16 of conduct in professors dealing with
17 that? 17  cach ather?
12 A lhnwe 18 A Identthink there's a
1% Q. And that was inthe paper 13 fmmal code. There ~ my University
20 emitled Searching Targe Spaces? 20 has a code of conduct abont how
21 A 1hnw, yes, 21 professors should treat cach aiher
22 (. Okay. Is that acoumate? 21 Hhink it vamies from umiversity 1o
23 Isthat an accurmte claim that he's 23 university, and many utiversities may
29 mmade? 24 have — may have o such onde,

123 125
1 A Nel in my opirian, no. I Q. Okay. Your University has
2 Q. Has he attermqaed 10 fill in 2 awriten oogle of condurct?
3 scmeof the gaps? 3 A, ledoes.
4 ME. HARVEY: Ohiject to the 4 Q). Ohay, And where is that
3 form of the qoestion, 5 fomnd?
& THE WITNESE: He's filled 2 & A Indoconents onthe
7 lot ol pages, 7 University of Waterloo web sile, for
8 EYMR, THOMPSON: §  example, canbe fourd a code of
2 Q. Okay. Has he addrcssed amy 9 condoct
1% of the eniticisms? 16 (¢ Soitisvourclaim thea
1 A Mo, he hasn't addicssed, 1l Dembsld's paper that Pve refened to
12 forexample, any of my criticisms. 12 does not address vour criticisme of
13 Q. Ckay, When did you read 13 Jis—
14 that paper? 14 A Idoesmot
15 A Tthink i was posied 1o 15 (1 Areyon concemed that when
16 (e Imernet something like two 16 you raise a criticisi, poblicly or
18 Tremember comecily, 18 1o your coticism by name?
19 Q. And vou read it 21 the 1% A Tmsomy, could you
0 ume? 20 rephrase the question?
N A Tlooked at it at tha 21 ). Sure. When von raise 2
22 vine, and | read it again more 22 criticism to bis work, privately o
23 carefully in propaning for today's I3 publicly, are you concermed that he
24 gvenl 24 does not yespond fo your criticisme

245.664,2905%
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1 by name, rfemng o voo and your ) A, 1tiank he's trying to do
2 criticism? 2 that
3 A I somy, it's the wond 3 Q. Soyen would give him a
4  concemned that I don't kaow how o 4 pocd grade for effort?
5 deal with, 5 MR HARVEY: Chiject tp the
6 0 Okay & form of the question.
7 A Can vou use another wond? 7 BY MBE. THOMPSON
8 G Upse? 8 (1 Goazhead, if you can
¢ A Mo 9 answer,
10 Q. Well, why dom't vou 1ell me 10 MR. BARVEY: If vou zan
11 how you feel ghout that? 11 answer, yan can answer, i yon
12 A Tthink that he has an 12 understated the question.
13 obligation to address valid 13 THE WITNESS: Asa
14 rmticisms, and [ think he hasn't 14 professor, we dont pive prades for
15 dome that 153 effort, we give grades for
16 . Okay. Now, does he have to 16 accomplishrment
17 o that by refeming to the person 17 BY MR. THOMPSON:
12 wha eapressed the criticizm? 13 Okay. Yoo don't ok he's
19 A That would be standard 19 accomydiched it7
20 scientific or mathemstical practice, 20 A Jdoot
217 yes, 21 £ Exenthough be's atempted?
22 Q. Okay. Would yoo say that 2 A Ddot
23 that's a part of the academic code of 23 ) Okay. Dovou recall in
24 conduct? 24 that same phone comversation that you
127 123
1 MR HARVEY Ohject 1o the 1 told hiro you were cn the phone with
2 form of the question. He hasn't 2 Wesley Elsberry several times 2 week
3 testified thet (hore's any code of 3 abesnt his book?
4  conduct that applies 1o this 4 A That's true o that time,
5 sitomdon 5 yes,
¢ EY ME THOWMPSON; 6 Q) Okay. How pwch time do you
7 0} Is thew 3 code of conduct 7 fexd vou spent in analyzing his book
B that wmild apply 10 this situation? E  NoFree Lunch]
% A Not afornal written ome 9 A Ithink by the estimate
10 that T ean think of. 10 that T gave in the expert 1estimemy
11 Q Doyoo recal calling 11 was three months, i | remember
12 Professor Debski back in 2002 — 12 comectly.
13 A Tdn 13 Q. Isthal wmsnal, for
M Q- ahoul his book No Free 14 professors to spend their sabbaticals
15 Lunch? 15 reviewing abook?
16 A Ido, 16 A 1 didnt review the book,
17 Doyoorecall encowaging 17 precissly. Tread it and ided to
I8 humto write up his results in the 18 undersiand ns arpuments. Then after
19 hook in a methematically tgoroms 19 doing so, 1 thought il would be
0 way? 20 worthwhile (o write a Teview of i
21 A Tde, 1 ). Isn't it tue that during
22 0. Okzy. Don'lyouthink he's 212  sabbaticals, maberudicians typically
23 dping tha now with 1hese vanons 131 devote their tims 1o primary
24 papers that he's issned? 24 msearch?
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132

b A Your question dossn't have 1 arise, the bacteriat — he says the

2 ancasy answer with a yes ot ano, 2 bactenal fagellum

3 Q. Answer it and explain it 3 Thedt's an error, bt Jet's

4 A A sdbbatical is granted 4 say 2 bacterial flagellum  He docs

5 typically every six vears, every — 3 50 interms of & caloalation

6 the seventh year is the sabbatical 6 imvolving binomial coefficients and
T year. And this is a time for 7 powers, and he assets the mumber

& professors o pursue many differem 3 comresponds toien 1o the mirs 288th
9 aotivities that they nomally 9 power, that means 00000 with 287
10 weniddn't be able to do, 10 zeroes and then 2 one,

1t Druring yoy sstbaticat, I 11 Q@ Okay. Could vow io a

12 fim:hed a book, namely, the bock 12 layman, could you explain what thay
13 Anlomatic Sequences thet was 13 means, what the significance of that
14 published by Cambridge Uriversity 13 &7

15 Presg, 15 A Jt'sanextromely smgll

16 I also wrede mamy papers. l& p ility.

17 And in addition, something that T 17 Q. And how would that relate
18 would typicaily not have the ability 18 1o the theory of melligert design?
19 1o do duning teaching and oiher 19 A You're askitg me o rmke
20 duties, is I sperd three months 20 Demnbski's argument for him, Dembsld
21 amabveing the srpumens in Professor 21 would say such a simall probability
22 Demibska's book 22 mdicates that the flagelbomn could

23 Q. Why did vou &l it was 23 mt have arisen naturlly,

24 mecessary 0 take three imemhs oml of 24 Q. Olkgy, MNow, with his mumber

131 133

1 your professional Life to amatyze I offby 65 orders of magnimde, what
2 that bock? 2 does that mezn?

3 A Nbought that — T wanted 3 A Thatmeans he's offby a

4 tounderstand his argumenis, and | 4 thousand thousand thousand thoasand
5 didn' amicipate it would take as 5 thowsand thoneand thausand fhopsand
& lomg as it did 10 read them and & thonsand thousand thousand

7 consider them carefully. 7 thousand — I said thovsand 22 times
& Q. Boirsa [ skiement 1o & thers — a factor that large.,

9 say you tock his bock seriousky? 9 Q. How docs that affect the

10 A Tdid take it serigusly, as 1% validity of the theory?

13 Ic - he challenged people to do. it A, I'd say that when you have
12 Q. Onpage six of your repent, 12 3 calcudation tn a book that's off by
13 you talk about in Mo Free Lunch, 13 65 onders of mapnimde, it indicaies
14 Dembski reoorded 2 number that is 65 14 sloppiness, certairly, and that the

15 orders of magnimde off. Could you 15 figme should be retracted or

16 coxplain that for me, please? 16 aherwise mublicized as wrong, and
17 A Yes Let'sseeif] can 1T the comrect figime should be given-
15 get the exact page here for vou, On 18 O My question was, hiw does
19 page 297 of No Free Lunch, there's a 1% that inplicate his theory?

] ca]nﬂaﬁmwher&heumsmmﬂﬁng 20 A Tiimplies thet the
2t heca]]sapmmhaﬁanpmbahiﬁty 21 flageltnm js fir more improbable them
22 10 approuitnate peobabiiity, one of 22 his own ealoulation actoally says,
23 several tha he nses in computing the 23 Q. Soitacwally beips his
24 probability that the flageitum would 24 theory, does it not?
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1 A The emror helps his theory, 1 comeotiom, changed the gure?
2 ibats rght. The ermor makes 1t 2 A Iwasnat sowiae of T, He
3 ook mome impreibable. 3 cemainty didn't inform me.
4 Q. Oh, it does? 4 Q. Chkay, Doyoo kpow an
5 A Ye. 5 individual by the name of Robert
6 Thm had he comecied the 6 Marks, or knone of him, 1 sheld say?
T 65 magiitode? 7 A Foben Marks?
8 A PRight Soitshaldbe 10 3 Q. Ubtwh
% toihe mims 323 power, so he's made % A Thename is pot famliar,
10 it 1010 the £5 muore times ingrobabls oo
11  than it shonld be. 11 Q. Okay. Ave yoo faomliar
12 . Okay. Inihe scheme of }2  with the exped wport of Scott
13 things, would it make mmich 13 Mlipick?
14 difference, T mear, even the rmomber 14 A Wo }woolde't say [ could
i5  thatis acourale, how waonld yon 15  say anything abool i1, realty.
16 descobe (hat? As hiphly impmobable? 14 ). As [undersiand the
17 A 1would desctibe that if 17 position that you've taken
18 the caloulation wers done commely, 18 thremphout, that, vou koww, yon'me
19 it wenld be improbable, 19 Jimming yoar expert opinions Lo the
2, @ Oy Vinually 20 areas thal you lave credertisls n,
21 inprbable? 21 and that is, mathematics and compater
22 A Tdon't know what that 22 science; i that comect?
23 mems Somy. 23 A Mathernalics, compuiter
24 Inlgyman's terms, what 24  scence, and also psowdormathematics
135 137
1 wouldbe (e chances? 1 and psendoscience 10 same extent
2 A Bul the entine calcul=stion 2 ) Ckay. Isthat 3 Geld,
1 iz hased on a nonsensical model, so I 3 psedomahematics and psendoscience?
4 think it has to nterpretation 4 A Thestudyof it is a field,
5 My only poind in pointing 5 gy
4 ¢l that this was wrong 15 that & . Whe studies that?
T Dembski has made a calculaion whero 7 A, Thers have been marmy, mamy
8 he's made 10 to the 65th axor, and £ books and papers on pseudosciornes and
9 romine sciemific pracice world be 0  peendomathemnatics.
10 1o issue an enratom 1 this, and he 10 ). Isitadepanment in amy
11 hasnt 11  urdversity?
12 Q. Wew, ckay, other 12 A, No
13 mathematicians have made emors? 13 . Arethere sy —
14 A Yes, 14 A No,if'sa—~itwould be 5
13 Q. Andilis not something 15 sob feld
16 (hatis tremendously womisaal, 18 187 16 0 Okay Are (e any
17 A Mo itsoet 17 prodessers wio claim 1o be experts in
12 Q. Okay. And vour objection 15 pseodomathematics and pseadoscience?
1% iz then when 1he error was presemied 19 A Yeah T ihark there woald
20w kim, he should have issued some 20 beseveral, y=ah
21 kind of cormection? 21 0} Okay. How would ym define
2 A Althe very least, yes. 22  apeendomathematiciany?
23 Q. Ckay, Wouldil help o 73 A Well, let me stant with
24 know that he has issoed some 23 peeodoscience a8 a prelindoary.
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1 Q. Okay, X ). Wonld vou comsider or Ao
2 A, Pseudoscence is a sociaj 2 you consider, cxense me, doyou
3 activity which has the troppings of 3 consider William Dembsld a
4  sclence, mimmicy science in several 4 prendoscientist?
5 ways, bun i5 not achua) science in 5 A, Tthirk pseuds — yes, ]
& many respects. & think 1t's 3 conbiratiom of
7 And Marim Gardner, the T peendoscicnce and pseudomathematics,
8 popular science writer and editor of 3 1was restricting rryself 1o the
9 the mathematical games columm of 9 psendomatheratics.
10 Scientific American wiote 2 book 10 Q. Okay. Would vou consider
11  entiled In the Name of Science where 11 Mhchael Behe 2 psendoscientist?
12 I kistz some of the characteristics 17 A T—aithis peint, if' |
13 of pseidoscience. 13 answer, I wonld say that it's ooly
14 So he says that 14 with a lavman's understanding of the
15  psendoscieniiets make praycdiose 15 biology involved, and net atry
16 clafms. Psendnscientists attack the 16 professional credentizls. So with
17 best-koown scientisis and the best- 17 that preface, [ would say thal, yes,
18 kzwram theories, 18 his work does exhibit some of the
19 Pseudosciemtists develop 19 aspects of pseudoscionce,
20 their own jarpom, 3 forrn of discoutse 20 Q. Youwlnow he's a professor
21, that's omique 1o them and which is 21 of microbiology at Lebigh Tniversity?
22 yun shared by the darger sciendific 2 A ldo
23 commuity, 3 £ And that he has published 2
24 Pseudoscientists believe 24 ot of works in the aca of
138 141
T ihey are — oflen believe they are 1 microbiology?
Z  unjusity persecuted or prevented from X A Tdidnt say all his work
3 dhsseminating (heir resalis. 3 ). Which work do vou think i5
4 Psendoscientists do not 4 psenduoscience?
3 respond o crilics. So thess are 5 A Darwin's Black Box
6 some of the things that he taid o & (3. What part of that?
7 a5 characteristics of pseadoscionoe, 7 A Tihink, again Y'monly
B Apd peeodomathernatics is % speaking a5 a layman's nnderstanding,
9 similarly the practice of mathenatics 2 and | dom't intend 10 offir this as
10 whereil looks, perhape to the 10 experl testimony.
11 unirained eve, as if someonc is doing 1 I think (he fzc1 that he
12 matheratics, bul the person is not 1?7 docan't — he doesn't champe his
13 following the penerally accepicd 13 arguments and respord 10 good
14 stamdards of presorting, for exaimple, 14 criticisms. So, for example, the
15  theoremns together with proofs, of 15  mumse trap analogy 1 fhank has bem
16 rspomding to aniticisr, focusing 16 decisively reivted, but he comtinpes
17 aacks om, you koow, on the very 1T 1o pive thar,
18 hest known mathematical thearies that 18 Q. Where do yme believe it's
1% arc accepied by overyone, 19 been decishvely refined” Whao's
20 S0 Iwould say it's very 20 decisively refuted it?
2] similar to that, just the focus has 21 A, Inhinkthercarea
22 shified from —very siodlar 1o 2 -
23 pseudescience, but the focas has 3 ME. HARVEY: I'm going to
24 shifted from science 1o mathernatics. 24 ahject to the linc of questicting,
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1 Its uside his arca of expenise. 1  opimon on ihat
2 I Aot ke why we're prrsning this, 2 Q. Okay. Canyon offer any
3 what relevance this has o this 3 exper| opimion on the policy that was
4 litigation He can answer the 4  adopted by the Dever Area Schodd
5 muestior, bt I'n not going to let 5 Board which is the sobject matter of
6 ihis go om for too kg ¢  this lawsi?
7 - THE WITNESS: I would say, 7 A Tmnotquaified to
8 agmpwﬁcmgﬂlatﬂuswunl}'m 8 discuss science education in the high
9 iayman's mderstanding, 1 believe % schools, porse. T don't know the
10 it's been decisively refited by many 10 Yegal issnes, and [ conddn' offer
11 people whose critiques Ive read, 11  ampihing of valpe shoy their
12 such as Kermeth Miller, for example. 12 particular policy.
13 BY MR, THOMPSON: 13~ Q. What do you mdorstand as
14 Q. What abowt Professor Scott 14 the theory of an intellipent design?
15 Mimick, do yom thirk h's a 15 A, Tthinkthat based on myy
I6 peevdoscientist? 16 understanding of Dembski's sommery,
17 A I demtt know emoogh of is 7 that o as the behief thal oz
18 work 1o be able w pive you am 1% aspects of nanae edobita
1% answer. 1%  complexity which could not be reduced
20 Q. Did yon rad the repont of 20 1o chance o nocessaty amd,
21 Stephen Meyer? 21  therefore, according 10 Denibski, st
22 A 1344 read it, yes. 22 e assgned o an ineligen
23 Q. Doyoutonk hesa 23  designer, a supcraatural bring,
24 pseudoscientst! 24 Q) Dovom agree tha
nua 145
1 A Apam, prefacing my remarks 1 scaentists Lke Michael Behe look 5t
2 that it's cmby a Jayorem's, I 2  abacterial flagellion and see degign’?
3 wouldn'l — I wouldn't call him a 3 MR HARVEY: Object tothe
4  psendpscientist becanse 1 don't think 4 form of the question
5 he's even mincking science, so 1 5 THE WITNESS: Yoar're asking
6 don't — he's a philosopher, as far & me totalk abom Michael Behe's
T asicantedl - T irdemal se, and T don —
R Q. Isit't it e many times 8 EBY MR THOMPSON:
% new theories, before thiy're scoepied 9 €} Well, o, his report, his
10 by the general scientific commonity, 10 expen opinion.
<11 are considered psendoscience? 11 A Dhevent—Idm'tfedd]
12 A Mo, I don't thirk sa. 1 12 have been gualified to answer
13 dem'tthink that's tae, But — no, 13 anyihing aboul baciesal flagellum
14 [would zay no. 14 other than the calculation in No Free
15 . Wha about the Big Bang 15 Dunchby Denbeki
16 theory? 16 . Your report fomses ma
17 A I'mmot— 17  retatal of Demibskd; is that comect?
12 R HARVEY: Um poing to 15 A 1think there are several
17 object to the form of the question. 19  aspecis of my report. [ addvess hig
20 What sht it? 20 gualifications, e ! address his
21 BY ME THOMPSON: 21 mathematical claims.
22 Q. Wasn'tit at one paint 22 Q. Aldotof your repor,
23 considered pecudoscicnos ¥ 23 though, really deals with an attack
24 A. T couldn's offer any expent 24  onDenbski, does il ned?
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® 1 MR, HARVEY: Chjecttothe 1 objecion
2 form of the question. Attacking 2 THE WITNESS: T say
3 Dembsid personally, or on his work? 3 merberis — oot accepled by the
4 MR, THCBPSON: An attack an 4 zciemtific commummity at large is a
5 Dembski, ifyon can mewer the 5 fact, and ot useful 16 science is my
& ouestion & opinion
7 MR. HARVEY: Chiject tothe 7 BY MR. THOMPSON;
® 8 form of the question. & 0 Now, whenyou say Dembsld
g9 THE WITNESE: Cam vou % 15 pot a sciendin, how js that
10 quatify whet vou mean by the word 10 rlevant 10 the question of whether
11  amack? 11 his (heary js valid?
12 BY MR, THOMPSON: 12 A s ascparie isme,
13 3 Welk vounake a claim 13 Q. Okay. S0 when v make 5
14  Denbeki iz o o scienist, Ts that 14 matement Derrbskd is ot a scienist,
¢ 13 an atack on Demibsls? 15 you are not in any way impugning the
16 A lthinkits - 16 ~alidity of his theory —
17 ME, HARVEY: Object to the 17 MR HARVEY: Dbject
13 fomm of the qoestion. 18 BY MR. THOMPSON;
19 THE WITNESES: 1 think it's 19 Q. —isthal comreni?
20 a factnal swtement, by ny 20 MR, HARVEY: You may
21 ymderstanding of the wond sciencs, 21 answer,
Y 21 BY MR, THOMPSON: 2 THE WITHESS: Yes, that's
23 Q. Vou say in your eport thet 13 correct,
24 Dermbsld is nd 8 enowned 24 BY MR THOMEPSON:
j 147 140
® 1 mathermatician, s tut an attack on 1 Q. Okar. Sowhen yon make a
2  Dembgki? 2 statement thar Dembeki is tt a
3 MR HARVEY: Chiect 1o the 3 rentrwoed mathematician, you are oot
4 form of the question. 4 many way impuging the validity of
5 THE WITHESS: I think it's 3 his theory; i= tha comect?
& a factual statemen, G ME. HARVEY: I'm going to
7 BY MR, THOMPSON: 7 et o the fomn of the question.
® 8 Q. Yousay Dembski's work is g THE WITHESS: Yes, that's
% extensively criticized in the 9 oomect
10 hteratore, bl be rarcely responds. 10 BY MR THOMPSON:
il I that an attack om Dembski? 11 €} Yoo make the sizernem
12 MR. HARVEY: Object tothe L2 Dembski's work is exiensively
13 form of the question. Yoo may 13 mticized in the literanire, bt he
14 answer 14 ety respands, That is nol in any
® 15 THE WITNESS: I thirk it's 15 way impugning the validity of his
16 afacmal stytement, 6 theory, is ii?
17 BY MR, THOMPSON: 17 MR, HARVEY: Same
18 Q. Youmakea 13 ohjection
1% Pembuki's method for inferring desipn 19 THE WITNESS: Idom' third
20 iz meither accepted by the scientifip 20 1l has 3 yes of mo answer, again,
21 commmunity at larpe noy wefal 1o 21 BY MR THCOMPSON:
@ | 22 science. Is that an attack on 22 Q. Youncanthe validity of a
23 Denbeki? 43 theory depends tm wiicther someone
24 MR BARVEY: Same 24 respomds 1o criticism”
L]
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1 A, Mthe coiGeism sn 1 . Sommch of the clams that
2 addressed and it's corect, then, 2 yonr are iesbing amd that T juost
3 . 3 refemed 10 have no relevancy =t atl
4 Q. Well hat's — ] didn't 4 1o the validity of whether Dermhaki's
5 ask —you nserted "and it's 5 theory of mielligen design isa
6 comect ™ I'mjust tallkamg abou the & valid theory; is thal comeet?
7 claim self 7 MR, HARVEY: Thjection,
8 A Okay. Could you rephrase, 8 Mischarsterizes 1he testinooy.
9 them? 9 THE WITHNESS: Dy you wan
10 G Okay, Y ndicated 10 10 — cowld you rephrase it7
11 Dembski's work is extensively 11 MR THOMFPSON: [Ty 10
12 crilicized in the literature, but he 12 tophmase it, Would vou please opeal
13 rely responds. Does (hat claim in 13 whan I asked
14 amy wary impuym the validity of his 14 (The court mpotter rad
15 (weonyT 15 back the following:
16 A Inalopical scose, no, 16 ") Sonrochof the
7 . Well, aren't soentists 17  clarms that yoo ar making and that |
18 suppased to be logical? 1% just referred 1o have 1o relevancy at
1% A Well, ina sociological 1% all ta the validity of whether
20, sense, yes, so I tind it hard ~ 20 Dembekt's theary of inelligent
21 Q. Wsa- 21 design is avalid theory, is that
2 A T'mamethermtician and 22 comectT
23 sclentist and §dom't it well img g 33 EY MR THOMPSON;
24 legal community, and for that, | 4 Q Doymunderstand the

151 153
1 apologize. 1 guestion now?
2 Q W, oo, I'm tafking about 2 A Twould say some of what
31 logicinthe sense ofis it a 3 I~vesaid is oo direclly addressing
4 fallacious arpument to make that st 4  that question, yes.
5 becmge he does ot respond 1o 5 2. Well, the various
6 literatore - excuse me, ost 6 allegations that [ referred 1o
T becanse he does nod respond 1o 7 earlier, Dembska is not 2 scientist,
8 cnlcsm in the literature, that £ Dembski s pot A encwmed
5 that impuyns the validity of his 9  mathematician, Denbsli's work is
10 theery? 10 exensively crlicized inthe
1] A, That wonld be fallacious i 11  literanere bt he: rarely responds,
12 I had made thal srpument, yes, 12 Demibski's imethod for infeming design
1 Q Right Andwould it in any 13 is neither accepted by scentific
14 way impagn the validity of his theory 14 commumity at large nor usefil to
15 by daiming Demhsld's method for 15 science, none of hose allegations
16 inferring design is neither acoopied 16 really melate to whether Dembski's
17 by the scicmific cornmmmity at laree, 17 theory of imelligers designis a
18 mornsefl to science? 18 vahd theory, 15 tha comect?
19 A Ticould be cormenl even 19 A It's just hard becanse it
20 50 20 doesn'l have 3 yes o no answer.
21 Q Comect 21 It's a — wevse mamy methods for
2 {r. Rethechuid exited the 22 detenmining e validity of heories.
33 deposition mom al 2:24 pom) n We nse methods where we
24 BY MR, THOMPSON: 24  pxaming the claoms, which I ateo have
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done. Bol we afso evehiae theories
every day on the basis of appeal 1o
appeopoate mthonty. So —
Q. Well, isn't — even -

MR HARVEY: T'm gring 1o
cbjecl T don't believe, 1'm nm
sure that 7i's clear that he was
finished.

ME. THOMPSON: Oly.
10 ME. HARVEY:; Wereyou
11 fmished with yoar answer?
12 THE WITNESS: Ithink I was
}3  finished
4 BY ME. THOMPSON:
15 Q. Okay. Well, appeal o
16  appoprale anthorty, that's a
17 fallacious argument miself, jsn't
18 it?
19 A Mo, appeal to muthorny is
20 afaliacions arpumern,
21, (). Buleven appeal o
22 apprupriate authority, the authority
23 might be wrong, isn that tae?
24 Tsn'tthat ane of the fallacious

SO 00 ) N LA b e B e

W ] ThoLh e L Rl e
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yau've alleged, does not affect the
validity of ¥is theory, does it?

A Mo

Q. Ckay. And the fact fhat
Drembski is ngt 3 renowned
mathematician does not affect the
validity of his theeny, does it?

A Mo

3. Okay. And the fact tha
Dermbski's wink 15 extenchaedy
criticized in the Literanre i he
rpely responds does nul affect the
validity of his theory, does it?

A, Tthink we're back 1o he
Same point again

. Arewe stk om that one?

A T geess to make it clear,
ihat alone, with nothing: clse, would
Tt affect the validity,

Q. Okay. And then the fact
that Derbski's method for inferring
design is noither scepted by the
SCicntific comnnnity at larpe, aor
useful 10 scence, tocs that affect

155

arpuments dismssed nbooks in
logic, appeal to authority?

A Nu, I think appeal to
amthanty is a fallacions arpument.
But appeal 1o appropriste anthority
1s ool ahways fallacious. H could
be faltaripns, bul i's not
necessarity fallarions,

Q When yon prove your
10 arpmment, when you're attempting to
11 prove the validity of your atgomen,
17 how docs thevalidity of your
13 arpument depend upon the amhotity
14 that you'ne appealing to?

15 A Yo didn't — vou didn't

16 mally follow what ] said, ? chink.

17 I said that we — we, as people, use
18 ooy different rcthods for asscssing
19 the cotrectness of claims. Andin

20 areas here one is mot an expent, the
21 opinions of experts are usefirl.

22 Q. Okay. Now Il ask ooy

23 questivragain The fact that

24 Dembski is ret a schenutist, which

WOAD - T LA etk b e

W Gl O LR e L R e
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e validity of his thenry?

A That alne, no.

Q. Okay. Onpage ten, you
refor to — and hat's pavagraph
nuniher six, Dembsia's Taw of
Conservation of Information’ is ool a
law." Can you explain what you mean
by than?

A Yes. Dembski makes a
ccriain claim that his version of
comiplexity, which he ealls specified

* complexdty, hes the propenty thal if

i funcrion, a delemmunistic function,
is applied 1o a particular fem of
informetion with a panticular
specified coamplexdty, then the new
ttem of information that you g by
applying the function, lot's call it
F, 10 the itcm of information X, how
piece of inforratien F of 20, has no
more infoomerion in the Dendbski
sense, specified complexity, than the
original X,

Ard he makes a similar

218 554, 3506
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1 claim to Fs that are ool suictly i ). Ceramic, is it? Okay.

2 determmnistic tut imvelve a 2 A Tbcheve thet's what it

1 stochastic element. This he ills 3 saye. May | corsult ihe book?

4 iz Law of Conservation of 4  (} Surme

5 Informmeaton 5 A Biocerame enpincening, |

6 ). Andyoo're saying it's not 6 don't parpon to be an expent in

T alaw? 7 engimearmg, by bic means 1ife, and

8 A Tt's pot alaw. 8 cetamic, 1 think we knomy what

9 Q Could you define what yon 9 ceramcs arg, 5o [ magine it bas o

19 mean by law? 10 dowith (e properties of mategals

11 A Henunses the term b, and 11  that imvobve organic substances

12 when!say it's not a law, [ mean 12  1ogether with ceramics, That would

13 s not comect. “The claim, the Law 13 bt ooy poess.

14 of Cotservation of Infonnation, is 14 Dovonrecall criticizing

15  not oamect 15 PBays -

16 Q. Areyon apame of the 16 A Idn

17 endorsements of Dembski's book Mo 17 (. - for endorsing Dembski's

18  Free Lunch? 13 work ~

19 A Tm famibiar with mamy of 19 A Tda

20 therm, yes, 20 Q. —onethical grounds?

21 ° Q. Okay Are you failiar 21 A I criticized him on the

22 with the endorscmcnt he received by 2% basis that grving your opinion where

23 John C. Lenmox? 23 you're not an expert for the

24 A Iam 24 codorsement of a bagk might be
150 161

1 ). Doyon consider Joln C, 1 mmethical

2 Lermo a credible scienist, i (3. And you cited the Code of

3 mathcrerdicin?] 3  Canzdian Fitdes — cxonse me, 1he

4 A, He's 3 mathemanician, yes. 4 Canpdian Code of Fabics for

5 (). Credible inathematician? 5 Engineers?

& A Yeg, & A Idd

7 Q. Do vom congider him 7 (). Wag there a specific

§  iwvolved in pesndoraitematics? & provision in there?

o A No 9 A leried - T quoted 4 Jim

10 Okay. Whalahom Andrew 10  something along those nes, K was

11 Ry, are you aware of his 11 thoeee years ago. 1 don't rememiber

12 enderseroend of — 12 the cxact

13 A lem 13 Q. Well, why did you do that?

14 . And dovow consider Limself 14 A, Becanse he insisted that it

15 & crodible scicmtist? 15 was perfecily fine for him o endorse

16 A Ihahwehe'sanenghﬁer 16 it And —bual e didnt respond to

17 & matenials engineer. 17 oy question shout whether he fedt he

11 Q. Hcrwwmld}rml;hﬁmthat 18  had the qualifications o understand

19 inthe different deparimends of 19 it

20 acadeoma? 20 Q. Andsoymr-

21 A He's anengineer. 21 A Thiswas private

2 ) Engimeer Olory, Whatisa 22 comrespondence, 1 want 10 emphasize.

23 biochromatic enginesr? 23 Q. Ckay Sowhat yonwers

24 A Binceramcs? 24 saviog is youo don't have the
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1 qualifications 10 endorse the book, 1 (hore's g small amont of animosity,
2 thorefore, vou should nol hsve 2 wes,
3 endorsed the book? 3 BY MR THOMPSOWN:
4 A Yes ¢ Q. Whyistha?
5 {} Haveyou contacted amy 5 A Well, ig1ake the most
6 other scholars who have endorsed -- & mecent extanple, he — he alleged that
T A Thawm 7 1engaged inuntical comduct, and
3 Q- Dembald's bogk? &  hiz surmmary of the events was
2 A Ukluh 9 incorrect, and he did so by posting
10 Q. How mamy? 10 it on the Imernet,
11 A Tcoudn't sav becanse the 11 Was (hat with reference 1w
12 book came ot in 2002, bt I weemld 12 the book that he was co-cditing
13 goess it was bebweon e and ien 13 with—
14 Q. lsihis ausoal practios of 4 A Tiwas
15 yoms? 15 Q. —Frofessor Mictael Rpse?
16 A Please eplmase the 6 A& Jtwas
17 quostion 17 Q Andym, mfact,
18 Isit a vsual practice of 18 spologized for what you did; is tha
19 yours 10 Jook a1 bock reviews and 19 toe?
20  cncize individuals who ame ¥ A Tiisa— yow surrenary of
21 endorsing abook? 21 ile cvents is misleading.
27 A lkeve on ococasion, yos. 22 Q. Okay. Why don't vou give
23 What other occasions? 13 e the sunmmarny of evers.
24 A lhmewthink, 1heliove M A The samunary of events was
163 185
1 Tome anticized someome far 1  that Elsberry and 1 considercd (he
2 endorsing a pro-cvohation, 2 possibility of subrmithing oar paper
3 anliereationist book whicl was poordy 3 1eavolume cdited by Ruse and
4  written. 4 Dembsld,
5 Q Arndym criticized it on 5 Tote to Ruse and asked
¢ what prounds? & him 1o keep my congem cotifidendial,
7 A, That the endorsenerd wasn't 7 that i T semt the papet 1o Ruse and
3 acoumate, 8 Dembsk, Dembsla wold Snd some
o 0. And do vou remember what 9 reason 1o noinclode it in the
18 the fitle of that book was? 10 volume. And then he would not only
1l Ao Mt was ~ it was - just a 11 know our atpunenis, but also have
12 second Tcan'tremenber. T was by 12 kept vur paper ont. Thar was the
13 an Anstralian sticreationtsl, and 1 13 context,
14 could coore up with the tille and pive 14 And ~ however, Ruse
15 itine wrmpe, b — 15 nustakenly foreearded this
16 (3 Okay. 153t a fair 5 comfidential e-mual, which 1 asked
-¥?  maternent 10 make that (here js 17 him to keep confidential, (o Dembsld
I8 ammosity betwoen you and Bill 18 by accident, which he was monified
19 Dembslg? 19 todo, and he apologized — Ruse
20 MR, HARVEY: Chject to the 20 apalogized 10 me profusely,
21 form of the question. 1 believe he 21 And 1 called vp Dembski and
22 camonly testify about his end of 22 Isaid - ] explained 1o him, becanss
23 that 23 Dembski thought in his c-mail to me
4 THE WITHESS: I'd say 24 that this meant I was trving to sneak

218 . 564.35%06
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L 1 the paper it behind his back 1 Q. Contimuing on with this, I
2 Iwasn't. ] was simphy 2 dont know how to characierize this,
3 expressmg oy concemn We hadnt 3 but this exchange that you're having
4  sobinitisd a paper. 'We hadn'| asked 4  with Professor Derbaki, you midicated
5 the paper o be included. We had 5 1o him just recentty, acalty in
& oever asked it o be inchoded behind 6  DMMarch, that von were it poing to
7 hisback 7 wasie any more time looking at papers
® 3 1 sinmply asked ~ 1 8 of his; is that comect?
2 expressed my concermn o Fuse, and E A Noo 1behieve what 1 said
10 Rusermeplied And that wasit The 10 was — well, you can read what 1
11 paper was never submitted, or Rose 11 smd Iihirk you have it in front
12 never saw the paper. 12 ofvou. I said something io the
13 ﬁmdlapolnglzﬂdtuDembsh 13 omder of T dom't plan to wasle any
® 14 becayss I thought T shoeld nod have 14 mume tirre finding istakes in papers
1% denigrated him to his comathor, That 15 of yours,
16 wasmde And ] apologized for oy 16 Q. Ripht
17 rmodeness, and Pembsk acceped iy 17 A That's differem fron
18 apology. J& reading. Finding mistaloes 15 4 mome
19 . Well, isn'it troe the 19 dhorongh reading.
20 actual e-mont that you sent said the 20 Q. Tiquote sothed 1's
® 21 “foligwing; "T am somewhat worried 21 accurate, "I already told you thet
12 thet if you send the ME" — is tha 22 sinoe you hene never publicly
13 Uw mamscopt — 23 acknowledged even onc of the mary
4 A Uhhuh 24 errors § have poirded oot in your
° 167 1589
1 Q. - "o him," meaning 1 wonrle, 1 do now inzend to wasts noy
2 Debeki, 'he will find some reason {o 2 time finding mare errors In more wok
3 pmthe lghosh mit" And then 3 ofyours"
4 yo've gon in parentheses, "Too 4 A That's comect.
5 techmical, too lang,* "And then he 5 Q. 'Then 1he next paragraph
&  wiil winboth ways. 1t dossn’t p=t & "] find your failere 10 ackmowledge
Y 7 published m vour anthalogy, and he 7 the crmors T have pointed ot
§ alrcady knows the conterd before it & completely indefensible, both
9 appears" Ign't thal what you wiote % ethically and sclentifically.”
1t inyoor e-mait? 10 A Yes
il & That's what Twmte, and J 11 3. Pedod. That's what the
12 beliove | made n Accomle smvimary of 12 lefter was, or Qe e-niail yoo sent
13 it just now, 13 A Uhloh e
Y 14 ¢ Well, you wanled o keep 4 {3 Inthsl e-mail you wem
15 your manuscripl away from Dembski; 15 saying, and cormect me i Tio wrong,
16 isn't that moe? 16 thal you were net going o rcad any
17 A 14id—1expessed my 17 mome of his papes?
18 worry that if he saw it, he wonld 18 A A the time that £-mail was
19 unfaidy rject iU That was my 1% written, | had the Imention that I
20 womy, 20 would nat scarch for ermors in his
] 21 Q. Ok 21 papem.
22 A Inever sebrmitted the 22 (3 Andthat was a espomse,
23 mamsenipl to Buse. He never saw 23 your e-munl that [ just read was a
4 1 Andit --well— 24 response 0 an e-mnail that he had
®
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1 sert vou, among other critics, and 1 "), Are you aware of the
2 that e-mail basically indicated that 2 rligious implications m the batile
3 hewss attaching a paper 1o fill in 3 betwesn the theory of iricfligent
4 the details of chamer four of No 4 design and the thesry of evolution?™)
5  Free Lunch which, vou know, Drhnid 5 THE WITNESSE: 1don't knorw
6 Walpent had referred o as, quote, 6 what I'msupposed iodo. M F domt
T wrinen in Jel]-0, 7 think then irvefligeri desipn 35
E A That's cormect, 2 theory, them how should T answer the
Q. Ckay. And he wamed veu 9 question? H seems tobe like dowms
10 al] totake alook at it oghe? 10 beat your wife? When did yon stop
11 A Yes 1l  beating your wife?
12 Q. Okay, And he weloomed ymm 12 BY MR THOMPSON;
13 comments; commect? 13 Q. Youodon't scknowledge that
14 A He said he welcomed my 14 propomeris of intelligent desizm view
153 cotmerns, 15 it as a theory?
16 Q. Right. And yomr respoigs 18 A Yes, butIdon't view it as
17 was the e-mail thal yoo sert himn that 17 atheory, and 50 1 can't answer the
13 we st rdemed 107 1% question witheat betraying iy own
% A That's tue. 19 understanding of it
20 3 Well, isn't that an 20 Q. Do you acknowledge reading
21 indication thar o Jeast he was 21 thabook by Barhara Forrest and Pyl
22 willmg 10 Listen 1o critics and Fad 22 Gross emitled Creationism's Trojan
23 already rsponded 1o clitics? 23 Horsz, I heticw?
24 A Mo, it's not snchan 24 A Ido,

173 173
1 indication 1 Q. Inthere they discuss the
2 Q. Now, are you aware that 2 theery of intclligem design, do they
3 theeis a dispuie between 3 net?
4 imelligernt design theory and the 4 A lthink they discussed
5 theory of evolotion the has 5 imeliigent desipn. I'm oot sume
6 mehigivas implications to it? 6 they used the word theory,
7 MR, HARVEY: Cbject 1o the 7 Q. Are yin having a problem
& useof the word theory, & with the word theory that I pat in
L THE WITNESS: Could you & fom of intelligent design?
M reploase? 10 A, Thatis procisely the
11 BYMR, THOMPSON: i1 FEE,
12 Q. Are vouawam of the 12 €} Clay. I tock (he word
I3 reliptous implicarions in the hatike 13 1heory out, woutd you answer Lhe
14 between the theory of inellipent 14 gqueshon?
15 design amd the theory of cvoheion? 15 A Twould :
16 A I'maware - 16 Q) Okay. Iizke the word
17 ME. HARVEY . (hjecttothe - - ¥7  theory qut, Ave you familiar with
18 fomm of the question 18  the religious implications in the
19 BY MR THOMPSON: 1% comflict between the theory of
20 O Okay, Continne, 20 evelution s meligent design?
21 A Sorry. Coudd you read back 21 A Pmaware thal some believe
21  the guestion? 22 there are wligious conflicts, yos.,
3 {The court repanier pead ) Q). Does that in awy way affect
24 back the following; 24 your view of iniel)igent design as

215 EE4. 3405
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1 propounded by Wiliam Deypbski and 1 Q. Andbasicatly it went
2 Michae] Behe? 2 though the Wedge domament. Have you
3 A Tcan ooy speak abowt 3 ever scen the Wedge document?
¢ Willian Dembski 4 A lhewe
5 Q Okay 5 Q Ckay Baveyoutcad it?
& A, That's what I'm offering my 6 A Thawe
T expent lestmony. My expert 7 . And Barhara Frmest
&  (estimimy has nething o do with the 8 discusses that; is that comect?
9  mhmous implications, 2 A Yes
10 Q) Ckay. Bave yonread the 10 . Andlerbook slso discnsses
11 bictogy texibook that the Dover ninih 11  the various srateging atd ways m
12 jrade hoph echool studems use? 12 which imeRipent design proponents
13 A Thavennt 13 art moving their intelligent design
14 Q. Haveyon consubied with Ken 14 along; iz that comect?
15 Millerat all, who is the author of 15 A That's comec
16 that book? 16 Q. Okay Now, that book was
17 A Codld you be more precise? 17  pot a seience book, was it?
18 With respect 1o this issue? 13 A Twould say it'e & mome —
1% 2. Yes. 19 7t had aspects of scienoe in f1, but
23 A No 20 1'd say pnmarily a political and
2t Q. Haveyoo comsulted lam with 21  sociclogical anatysis.
21 respect (o any issoe? 22 4. Right Hdidn'tdiscuss
23 A e sent lim e~-mail on 23 muathematics, did it?
24 pccasion 24 A 1 think it was boefly

175 177
1 2. Dealing with what? 1 discussed, yes.
2 A Somcthing he said, ? Q. Whchpan?
3 somethiog [ read of his. 3 A Without having —
4  Q Dealing withthe batle 4 Q. You dont remember, okay.
5 berween the theory of evolutiom amd 5 A Mot having it in front of
6 intelligent design? 6 ma ] conkdn't say.
T A Prbably, bt it'sbeen a 7 ) Trreally was a book about
8 while since - | acmally don't B theimelligem design tovaent?
9  mmember the precise deiails of my 9 A Yeg, it was.
10 e-mail message. [ correspond with 10 . Okay, Bowas ool suppoged
11 many people. 11 1tobe 3 science book?
12 Q. Oleay, New, when voo ead 12 A That's comrect.
13 Barbara Forrest's book, Creabonism's 13 0 Okay. Hiveyou taken sides
14 Trejan Horse, you pave ita very 14 inthis batde between (he theory of
15 steding mview, did yon not? 15 evolution and ntellipend design?
16 A ldd 16 MR HARVEY: Object tothe
17 Q  And would you describe, if 17 formn of the question.
18  youcan, thebook. Wit was the book 1.3 THE WITHESS: Could v
19 ahont? 1% rtphrase it, make it more precise?
10 A Thebook was dbom the 20 BY MR. THOMPSON:
21 politicat and sociobopical arpacts, 21 Q. Yes. Hoe vow decided
22 Targely about 1he politca! and 22 whach is cotreet, the theory of
23  cociclopical aspects of the — of the 23  cvolunom or imelliperd desipn?
24 imeMigent design forvemom. 24 MR_HARVEY: Object tothe

24E 664 3806
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form of the guestion:
BY MR THOMPSON:

Q. Ifyon understand the
question, o MEy answer,

A, Thaie a personal belief,

]

expertise. Yo cananswer,

THE WITMESS: Yes, it's
outside my srea of expertise, rEally.
BY MR, THOMFPSON:

Q. You don't fedd competent ko

i 1

z 2

3 3

4 4

5 5

6 ) Yes 6 answer tha question as 3 —

T A WhichI am not offering as T A TcouMonly answeritasa
B experl testimony — I L

9 Q. Comect, 9 Q. Oy

W A —aboot this dohate, 10 A —andTdon'tthink it

il Q. Junderstand. You have 11 would be of any valoe.

12 limited, quite righily, your ares of 12 Q) Well ' imgerested,

13 expertise in muthematics and cornputer 13 A Tdon' think that moy

14 science, and so 'm asking you some M answer would be of any value,

13 questions that are ouside of vour 15 Q. Well, I'mirtevested in

16 copentise. And if you heve an 16  yomar answer.

17 opimdon, P asking for vour persontal 17 A Tthink Hke — ] think it

158 opinion 13 has changed, yes,

1% A Ttwould onbybe — I 19 Q. Okay. Aw you aware thay
20 amswer it with the understanding it's 20 researchers still debate important
21 only my persomal opimion. Yes, | - 21 questioms in the theory of evohation,
21 Taccem the theory of evelation as 2 22 guchoas how new spocies arisc?
23 good oplaration for biotogical 23 ME. HARVEY: Same

14 diversity. 24 objection,

178 181

1 ). Ckay. Do you also accept 1 THE WITNESS: Now we're
2 the fari that the theory of evolwtion 2 rally heading out of anvthing whers
3 does have paps init? 3 1have mmch ctmmpoience,

4 ME. HARVEY: Object to the 4  BY MR, THOMPSON:

5 fotm of that gquestion, 5 Q. Dlay, What dbout how life
& THE WITNESS: Flease define G bepgan, are you awie thal there —
7 the word gap. 7 A Evenless competence,

8 BY ML THOMPSON: g8 Q Okay

2 Q. Them are things that it 9 MR. HARVEY: Counsel, I'g
10 canll explain? 10 liketouse the men's room, if this
11 A, Yes, it does 1ot cplain 11 15 a pood time,

12 why objects fal? at 32 feet per 12 MFR. THOMEPSON: Olary, sure.
13 second per sccond accelersrion, for 13 (A roess was taken fmom
14 exanple. - 4 2501025 p.m)

IS5 Q. Well, things that i 15 BYME. THOMPSON:

16 encompassed in the theary that it 16 (. Do ym believe that

17 dossnt explain? 17 intelligem design and creationism
I3 A Notheoryis complets, 1% arethe samc thing?

1% Q Okay. Andyou would agree ig MR, HARVEY: Ohbiject 1o the
20 that the theory of cvolation 20 form of the (uestion. Dutside the
21 comtinges 1o change as new data are 2] seope of his expent report.
2T pathered? 12 THE WITHESS: Yeah, |
i MR HARVEY: Object 23 really, T think that's ootside the
24 Again, this is muside bis area of 24 scope of moy Eeporl
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BY ME. THOMPSON:

Q. Okay. Soyom would not
wanl {0 venlure ar opirion on that
question?

A No’

Q. Youindicaled that
miellipend design posits a
supematiral creator or being; is
0 that comeat? Is that what you—
A, You asked for oy
11 wderstanding of what the theory was

LIt I BRI LR ]

el wiark gV R T Ay

184

1he: Last chopte?

A Well, the word God appears
Trany times in chapter six.
"Likewise, the design theorist is
Likely to pesit a generic desipner or
specified complexity or imrrinent
teleclogy or God as the fina] resting
place of explaration "

Q. Well, Ut —

A, The desipn thoorists,

Q. Pagit, That could be what

12 acconding to Denibski I believe thay some thearists may ulimately defme

13 wasthe qmiginal comtext, God as; correct? B thal does et

14 Q. Would it be more accurate neceesmily mean that that's what

13 tosay an muellipent canse? inteliligent design theory o concept

16 A Iihink his wiitings refers 1?7

£7  definitely sugpest & supernetural 17 A Wnhrespeo tothe fwst

13  being in several 18 pari of your sentence whent you said

19 Q. 'Well, I'm aware thal scame 19  comeda, [ don't agree. o) cant

20 of his wrilings are religitus and 20 answer the st

21  some of his writings are sciemific, 21 (. Well, what characteristics

22 1want you 1o foons on his scientific 22 efthe mietligen cause does the

23 writings. Do you thik et in his 23 comoepl of inellipent design posnl?

24 sciemific writngs he posits a pL MR, HARVEY: Chieciwaihe
183 185

1 supematural crealor? 1 foom of the question. Intelligent

2 MR HARVEY: Objectioihe 2 cmeeis nol a defined 1esm

3 fomm of the question. Asks him to ] THE WITNESS: You asked me

4 assumie that his work is sciensific, 4 does Dk refer o the intellipest

5 PY MR THOMPSON, 5 desigp bmebigence as God, and |

o Q. Yo cam answer it & gave you an cxample in the book where

T A Which scientific writings? 7 hesays -

§ Which writings m panicular would g BY MR, THOMPSON:

S vyou like me 1o — 9 . Some lheomsis?

i Q. Weli, you can start with 1 A —the design theotists.

1} his epor, okay, his expen opinion 11 The design theorists. [ urwharstand

12 repon, or you can loak atihe book 12 that 1o mean the typicel design

17 that you have ot in front of you, 13  theomis 2= Likely ... to posit God

14 1he books that you've potin from of 14 asthe final sesting place. So thig

15 you 15 15 a possibility, 5o T think 1

16 A | think No Free Limch does, 16 anowered your questionthers.

17 infact, have suppestions about 17 Q) Again understanding that

18 supcmatural design, and | goess 1 18  you're il holding voursel out 1o be

19 would — I would - 1would poin (o 19 anexpert in this area, £0 are you

20 ihe Jast chapter as places whene 20 saying by that answer thar the

21  snpernanmal design might be 21 concapt of intellipent design posits

22  mentioned. I tbcimelligence as being God?

13 Q. Okay Dovorhmea 23 A ]derstand that claim to

24 specific paragraph o5 scrience there, 24  bemade by people who represent

215 554 3906
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1 thernsches as proponents of 1 part was written by Wesley Elsberry,
2 intellipert design 2 . 3o you have pulled back
3 G Are (e atheiss who 3 e Wesley Flsherry's claiims?
4 suppert the concept of mitclligent 4 A Whenyou wiite a joim
5 design? 5 Taper, Dt CVETYCNE WHles every
& A !couddn't 1l you, & single — oot — bath of you don't
7 Q Doyon know a David T wite every single word, There are
8 Berineki? 3 some pans that are doe 1o his
9 A Tknow him, yeah, 9 exportise, and some parts that ae
10 . Isot he an atheist? 1 e 10 mime.
11 A 1domi know, 11 Q. Okay. Sovonare not
12 Q. What about Amhomy Flew? 12 takihg a positicn one wav o the
I3 A He's afamous Brtish 13 other on the guestion of whether
14 philesopher. What about bim? 14 itueDligent desipn is an argument
15 Q. Beis anathest, uotil the 15 foym ignomance?
16 comcept of intellipent desig came 16 A T have o think abont
17 aleng. And are vou sware that he is 7 that Tthirk that the methodology
18 now a supporter of the concept of 18 ifor inferming design thed T have
19 intelligent desipn? 19 critiqued in this Tong paper with
20 A 1don't think T can speak 20 Elsberry does imvolve deducing design
21- mtclligentty of as an expert on 21 through a nepative means mather than
22 mespedt o Anthary Flew's beliefs, 21  aposiive assertion of evidence,
23 I'mota —T'mnot a philosopher of A3 Q. Okay. Sovou wonld ot
24 rligion or — veah 24 apree wilh the siement that

167 10
1 Q. And [ wasait meaning for 1 imeducible complexity — have you
2 ¥ toventore a gucss on that, bat 2 lward of that phrase, medocible
3 merly 1o comment, on whether to be a 3 complexity?
4 proponer of intelligent desigmn you 4 A, [have,
5 have 1o believe in God? 5 ). That's MMichael Behe's
& A ] can't answer the & phmase?
7 quesiion. Somy, 7 A Yes
% Q. Haveyom heard of the . Q. Youdo not agres with the
?  amack omineelligent desipn as being 9 phrase Lhed irreducible complexity i
10 an argument from ignomnce? 10 ot evobvable by Darwinian evoltion?
11 A Ves, I've heard of that 11 A, You'r asldng me to vomment
12 Q. Okay. Doy apee with 12 onwhat is and what is nol evoheable,
13 thar? 13 and I'm not a biologist, and 1 leve
4 A 1tdrk n oy expen M mwm-
13 testimony — maybe — M'm not some 15 . Chay,
16 whether it's in the expert testimaony 6 A it culside miy area of
17 orpot. Let'ssee. Let me—no, 17 ite.
18 it's mot — 1 don's think jt's 1% Q. Wonld you agree that the
1% memtoned m cur expert - in my 19 concepd of intellipent desipn really
20 expert testimenty. 20 addresses omly one of the claims of
2 Bt there 15 some 2} the theory of evolution, and tha is
12 discussion of (e arpument from 22 the complex biolngical systems conld
23 ignomance in my lomger paper with 23 notbe estahlished by ratural
24  Elsberry, However, Thelieve that 24 sclection?
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1 A, Well, | don't agree with i attnbutable i Anbur Schopenbumer,

2 the premise of the question, so — 2 did vou net?

3 ) Which premise? 3 A Canyoorephrass the

4 A Youszy that complex 4 o

5 bickgical systems could not be 5 Q. Tdonthmow i} cam. The

6 formed by mtural selection, B & (oote that Dembsla cited and T fust

T evnhution is much mone than naboral 7 mtad was ot a statement made by the

8 sclection, as I understand it, in my 8  Germem philosopher Arthar

T Taymans understandimg, 8 B !

10 @ Yes, iis. We o poback 10 A Testahlished that to the

11 and say evolation encompasses several 1T Tbest abiliey that 1 hirve, ves,

12 cluime. But what Prit aclang you js, 12 . And many, many pecple wene

13 isml it troe that the concept of 13 attrbuting that quote w Arnther

14 imtellipern design only addresses one 14 Schopenhaner, coreect?

I3 of those claimes, and that claim e 15 A Some people have, yes.

16 thal complex systenis can be cremted 16 Q. And ihat was not ust

17 by natural selection? 17 William Dembski?

12 A Tikink you're —you're 18 A Tha's moe

18 skl moving a little bit awsy from 1% Q. And ther i many times

20y area of expertise. [was rmally 20 whete somehow quotes get started and

21 1rving to restnict my expert report 21  are camied from one person to

22 0 Dembski’s mahemnatical background 22 amother, one pereratiom 1o another,

23 and mathemnatical claims, and now 23 and ultimately ng one can really

24 we'te wundening off o — 24 aunthenticate the person who allegadty
191 143

i Q. I'you canl answer jt or § made that stalerment, is that correct?

1 1i's beyond your expentise ~ 2 A That's e,

3 A Yeah yesh 3 ). Y was sezrching vonr web

4 (J. —1thet's a pood answer. 4 site, and in your web sie you 1alk

5 A Ol 5wt — or you link to some

6 Q. Okay, There was a lot of 6 organizations thal are of imeres:,

7 comtroversy enver a proposad — I 7 Oneis the ACLY, and one is Americans

B shouldnt say a proposed — alleped &  Umted for Separation of Chaech and

Y cuote by Anthir Schopenhaner, that % Siate. 1s that an acoumte

10 quote being, "All truth passes 10 statement?

11 through {heee stapes: First, il is 11 A Tbelieve po.

12 ridiculed; second, it is vickently 12 Q. Was there any particular

13 opposed; thind, it i5 accepted as 13 reason why vou listed those

14  being self evident " WNow, 14  orgamizations on your web site and

15 you took William Dembsld to task for 15  not the Thoiras Mo Law Center?

16 using that goote; i= that comect? 14 ME. HARVEY: If yom cam

17 A Idid 17 answerit. ! domt see ihe relevance

12 Q. Andyoudid alot of 18 ofit, bot -

19 research to uy 1o discover the 19 THE WITNESS: I admire the

20 genesis of that quoie; is that 20 goals of both crganizations,

21 comect? 21 BY MR, THOMPSON:

22 A Idid 22 . Andyou suppost those

23 Q. And youultimately 23 poals?

24 uncrvered that that qoote was not 24 A Ido
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i Q. Ckay. Areyou - 1 don't have aoy opertise in theay of

2 A Fowmild oot say all - 1) 1 education, other than bejng a

3 goats of the rryarization, but in 3 pmofessor, which may tale it oot

4  general, 4 BY MR, THOMPSON;

5 Q. Fon soppornt the poals 5 Q. Whenyou talk sbadt

& both of the ACLTT and Americans United 6 shepticism as being 2 pood quality,

T for Separation of Chuoch and Stae; 7 whal are you referring 1o thens?

8 comect? : & A lthink that truth is best

g A ldo g arrived at by free insquiry.

Hy 0 Andboth of those 10 0. And would that also apply

11  orgamzadons are imvolved in this i1 o science?

12 lowsimt, Areyon gware of that? 12 A TVes,

13 A lamaware of that 13 . And would you agree that

14 Q. Okay Duoesthat affect 14 seence many thmes basically deals

15 your ability 1o give an dhjective 15 with argumentatiom?

16 view of Dembeki and imelligent 16 A Yes, I woukd agme with

17 design? 17 that.

18 A Idom't believe zo. 18 O Thu scientisie ook a the

1% Q. Youalso— I'murying o 19 same empizical data and come o

20 find il here, Yom also nefomed to 20 different conclusions; is that

21- some sites dealing with skepticism? 2] comoct?

2 A Yes 22 A 1 think that thst does

23 Q. Apdinone of yoer - ] 23 happen yrs,

24 think aleter to the editor, you 24 Q. And ihen as stiontists, it
185 137

1 preised micligent sheplicism Do 1 iz argoed oul inthe scientific

1 yourceatl — 2 comymamity —

3 A, 1don't cemember, 3 A Yes

4 ) - phrasing that? 4 Q- untfl some consends i

5 A, 1dont emember that 5 ammved; is thal cosrect?

& phrase, no, & A4 Ye

7 Q. Butis that someihing thal T Q. Andis it also tue tha

&  you dobdicve in? & the conssnsns in one grncration noght

¢ A Ithink skepticismis a 9 be the theory that's om the junk pile

1} peod thing, ves, in gencral, 0 inthe necd?

11 Q. And would that also apply 11 A Tt does happen, yes.

12 1o sciencc? 12 0. And sodo you think that

13 A Absolmeby, yos. 13 1ihis disparte berween the theory of

14 Q Ohay Doyofind it 14 evolution and e conoept of

15 appropriste 10 allow students 1o 15 intellipent design serves science m

16  critically evafuste the theory of 16 any way?

17  evohmion? 17 MR, HARVEY: I'a gomy io

18 ME. BARVEY: Chiecttothe 18 ohject as outside the scape of his

19 form of the question. Ontside the 1% exment testimony,

M scope. 20 THE WITNESS: Yeah, |

21 THE WITNESS: Yeah, it's - 21 really don't know if I could say with

23 it's pretty vague, and 1 don'l even 22 amy kmowledpe whel would serve

23 know what curdionihum you're referting 23 science Tihick that's for maybe a

24 to, what year stodent, You kaew, 1 24 spriotogisl of science or, yon know.
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® 1 EBEY MR THOMPSOK: 1 MR HARVEY: (hject to the
2 Q. Would you agree that the 2 fomm of the question, T don't koow
3 sClence commmmity a lot of tmes 3 what this kas to do with hiz expert
4 defendds the partiolar consereus that 4 testimony, b I allow him 10
5 it hae apningt some newly amived at 5 mnswerit
6 L ] THE WITNESS: Yim'e asking
7 ME. HARVEY: Same 7 gbout oy persomal religious belisfs?
* 8 cbjection. 8 BY MR. THOMPSON:
G THE WITNESS: I'm not sme 9 0 Yes
10 I have any perscnal, ¥ knos, 100 A Thave —Ihold o belief
11 expenise in this anes, 11 im the existence of the Tudeo-
13 BY MR THOMPSON: 12 Christian God, that's comect.
13 Q. Okay. And as 3 persom that 13 Q. Well you consider yonrself
14 deals in science, ar there disputes 14 an alhedst 25 well?
¢ 15 thal £o on in the area that von're 15 A Twould say a provisional
16 involved with, compater science? 16 atheist yes
7 A Wsquite e 17 . Whatis a provisional
18 ). Is(hotbecase i deals 13 aiheist?
19 with mathematics s¢ much? 19 A Well Tthink the 1enn
20 A, Tthink it's mome - it's 20 atheism js poody understood by many
21" more difficull. Mathematica? claims 21 people. Mty people believe it's -
o 22 are mare susceptible 10 abselle 27 11 rweeds the assendon that God docs
23 proof and, therefore, less 23 Dot exdisL
24 disputable, 24 1 ihink jn my case, if's
134 Z01
. 1 Q. Okay. Inoted from your 1 nvne that T personalty held no sech
2 web sie that you've taken Princeton 2 'beliefin the existence of God, angd
3 University to task sover) times for 3 that [ would be — and the word
4 promoting religion over atheizm; is 4 provisiomal means that 1 would be
5 ihat comreet? 5 willing o revise my beliefs inthe
6 A Tthink, po, that's not 6 case (hat new evidence is provided.
@ T comect. 11hank il was the — it 7 ). Ewidencs like intellipert
& wus not Princeton University, per se, & design?
5 ). The Princeton Alurird 9 MB_ HARVEY: Same
10 Weskly, [ goess, more scourmety? 10 chjtction,
11 A, Princeton Al Weekly, I 11 BY ME. THOMPSON:
12 wouldn't say the word promate is i? ). Yo oconsider-if 1 can
13 precisely commedt, no. 1 lenve 13 find 3t - vou consider people who
9 14 objected totheir conerage of 14 belisve in God are less =lligent
15 relipious stodents o of proportion 15  than people who don't?
16 to the momber of sch students at 16 MR HARVEY: Chiect1othe
17 Princeton 17 fomm of that question, T don't knonw
13 Q. Tnother words, you clzim 18 what that hag to do with amything,
19 that the Princeton Alumni Weekly has 19 THE WITHNESS: Onan
20 v seen it 1w give nonbelicvers 20 indnviduzl basis, ro.
"] 21 equal treatme? 21 BY ME. THOMPEON:
2 A Bacdly. 22 Bt haven't vou iade
23 Q. Deyoubdieve Godisa 23 comunents tha studies show?
24 fcton? 24 A There iz a study that
»
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1  sopgests thel people wha believe in 1 You never saw the policy of
2 God have, 1 think lower marks or 2 ihe Dover Azea School District that
3 lower grades, Troonot e 1 3 is the cerer of the dispute here?
4 refened iobeing more swpid. 4 A Thazveseen the statement
5 Perhaps. Maybe i you wart to read 5 of the School Board,
& 1o me the particular goole and 6 Q. When dig you see that?
7 tefresh my memory, 7 A, This memving,
B Q. I'mpoing o find that 3  {) Fothefirst time?
9 quete for you in 3 minute. 9 A TForhe frst e, | may
10 A Ohay 10 have read popular glosses of #in
11 Q. Butlfound this other 11 the newspapa,
12 Jetter that vou wrote 1o the i2 Q. That policy is i the
13 Prnceton Alumni Weekly where you 13 concem of your expert opinion,
14 =3y, "Yot instead of covering the 14 thoogh, is ic?
15  comfonting fac that twe-thinds of 15 A Moitsm
16  studems at ooe of Amency's best 16 2 And you do not intend 1o
1T universities have ncd been swiyed by 17 give an exped opinion in Coust o
18 the propaganda of crganized religion, 18 that policy?
19y instead choose to forus on the 19 A ldomot
20 ore-third who have. " 20 Q. I jost wart vou to think
2t - What do you mcan by 21 back, and this is a gerwral question,
21 “propagands of organized religion'? 22 VI give you an opportunity 1o
23 A Areyou asking me1o define 13 comect any staemeds that on
24 he word propagandat 24 hindsigli, you think were naccimae,
703 zpe
1 ). Yes, what you meant by 1 and if you have any, this is a ime
2 that? 2 that you can cottect those
3 A, ['think it's thetoric pith 3 stalermerds,
4 the artenmpt to persuade soineonc of a 4 MR HARVEY: Are vou asking
5 particolar position. 5 hivg ifle has provided amy 1estamsy
[ . Hoe's whore I was & tocliry that, vpon reflection, was
7 rcfeming w, You indicate, "Why is 7 inaccurate?
& 1 that sdies show that lack of k| ME_ THOMPSOM:. Yea.
§  mhigions bedier is cottelated with El THE WITHNESS: Maybe I would
1 imtelligence and education™ ‘That's 10 like to, when vou asked mc are these
11 1he queac that T was Yooking for. 11 thearcas that you're compeien in
12 A Vthink that's a Gacmal 12 and we went through & long bst, T
13 =tatemeni based on studies of I3 wonid like 10 say (hat T believe that
‘14 soctology that ['ve read. 14 1 competerd in the areas of
I3 Q) That say whe? 15 psendoscience snd peendomathematics.
18 A That lack of religions 16 I'believe T 2manciated that
17 behief is conelated with education, 17 elsewhere. Bl ITheliove 1 do have
13 (3 And o if you are more 1% some knowledpe of that area.
19 cducated, vou will have less I BY MR. THOMPSON:
20 rEiligious belef? 20 ). Yes, I (hink you said
21 A Youtend 1o have asa 27 thal—
22 probability stasoe. 2 A (Ohay
23 Q. Give meaminte We'rs 3 - if my recolloction js
24 almost done. 24 cooect, yes,
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A Oy
Q. Amything else?
A Nothing that I can think
of, no.
MR THOMPSON: Ckay, That
will do it for me.
ME_HARVEY: Thank you very
much This depositing i conchded.
THE WITHESS: Thank yon
ME THOMPSON: Thank ymw
{(Wrness excused )

(The deposttion concloded a1 3:24 pam)
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have read the forepoing transceript of
tmy depeenticn testimony, and that my
answers to the questions propaunded,
with the ettached coprections or
changes, i any, are troe 2nd
oo,
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