B N ER 22T
€ STS IRABRZE

[RIE SRIBE"
BT ETIAS BB

B =

EELEREERPRER MEHAEFETRSUE - FTEARNERAEEEEFZH R
R E - SRR ERE FmR R A AN 2R FIRGE Z M EH > STS
(science, technology and society) FHEZAFEM AL - R ALIKE E K iwE G E G ER SR
HOHBERE - (HEZFRVEE T EEEH IR BRI WILIFGENVHEHER > M
FEREEER B T RV E RS » 280 > ARt T — RO A > 2R ST R E R
STS (g HEMAMEREF BLEEEMNERENBZENT THEZENLARMERE-
R& - ERBEEBASA NG ENEE > FHTRMEERE LA RER -
BREEE - BEastw - FAMCORENR BETERFER » STSHEE - MERH

falt

- R BB LRET S - E R R
PR R MBI - AR RENE
fd Ty 71 3% 28 5 A9t 7 1B (Dembski, 2002;
Taskin, 2014)= 2R » $ 5 — LE L 57 AR
W IR A AR R 5 - TR Al

F 20 =1 55 (Intelligent Design, 1ID)2
BAREH > HMmx KRB Aot
TR B ET B Em AT 0 Y B 1R Y AR YRR

FE H P A% 22 8 I H AR BRI A IR AL T SR FseEte

2008; Forrest, 2008; Homchick, 2012;
Sarkar, 2011; Woodill, 2015) » HZEZEHY
FEFRHEEN 7 2 (Jones 111, 2005) -

RGBS B B et m i AR R
EHYEIAT Y ALAE STS At E&HEHC
HEE -

(Behe, 1996; Dembski, 2002; Johnson, 1991;
Meyer, 2009, 2013) - & 3% at o 1Y HU2 F
AL &M GBS i 0 a2 B R
(Binder, 2007; Scott & Branch, 2003) ~ J%
(Reiss, 2011) ~ BtM (Blancke, 2010)--- 55 o

* Ry RS EAE
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A HEHFANMERCIER

B EE R T Ew Y L [F] TR AE Y AR dr AR
HHE N R E - AEREYEARE
oA ZHYEEESEK S BHE
seEtam Y E R R TR R By T EE R
Al | (intelligent cause) F] DL B 47 M fif F% 4=
7 B JE - Dembski(2002)3%  H %5 [ (R B 2
B AR R EAE & oy o B R R AT 2
"EE L PR R o R
EXBBRESNESR - JLMERGIEAN
RIS  MEBHEWmATMS @ &et&ES
TTEARFAEY o AWYBHRSTTLLFEE TREE A
FBREJ ) EARERGE S F&ER - sEtE
MR ARENEELEHRL DNA EFE
(Meyer, 2009) - B Y E R akat A
(5] 5 » AR SRR WA 18 A R0 B G
PUNRFF/r4d -

- 3T A R (0)

"R H{E 49 M ) (Irreducible
Complexity, PLTf§f# IC)Z HAEYLER
HARE - fthAE 1996 FH AR (22 /SO 2
) 8 f IC Bk " &8 HH B 1F YT
IR — R4 B — (g

O FEEG R WUE (E ) (Behe, 1996) ©

IC BliER L " R EEf , (descent with
modification) fy 5 2 U FEVEAH ¥ - 205
—H Z & Z MR BN > bRl oy Tl
T EH LGRS - B R R
FEVE o B R R AUE R B T > &
ol T R 5 AR R R R A SR o IR EE SR
F AL [ G HY B 26 (Meyer, 2009) - 22 B SCHY

-10 -

SRR LA S E BN Mayr,
1992) » 25 5% 1] % 4 R MR 9 » 3 JE T 551
T Bl 5 22 77 R 2 9 2 O O 0 0
(Gregory, 2009)+ £ %4 2 i 18 49t 3 2 %
R o B R R BT &
B AR -

HAELUMEAS IC KME2 AL 2%
BB RFEN BT

(—) BEERE NGRS
Greenberg(1951)F1 Buchanan(1960)#¢
MEfir 2B " B4 H , (Adenosine
DLUN fEi il AMP)HY [ fi% 72
YR I » 535 HIE 5 38 (Purine Nucleotide)
Y & B IR 73 Bl B H B2 B (Glycine) ~ K[
A Bz (Aspartate) ~ 3% & i f# (Glutamine) »
—EAEBR(CO) A — bk B AL (Formyl unknit)
(& 1) - AMP 1 BH & Bk 1% & (de novo
biosynthesis) 7y 5% [ {8 P B © 45 55 — & Bz
¥ 4 -5-15 i RSP(Ribose 5-phosphate)4% i
— &Y & FE E E WL H B& IMP(inosine
monophosphate) » IMP 3 3 F i & & AMP
(Ben-Sahra, Asara, &
Manning, 2016) - & @R A 73 g 13 {525
BR o R 12 1R - A EEREERE
A AL B R R DA By 7 & AR IS
A DU AMP 1 4B o 28 Bl Y 182
AL - > AMP RERF A BT e 0 I
B Y 1R R R AR R R S ) 1 A 4 R
oo Hh RS R BEEBRAY /N0 5 [ B A5 DA
Blig - HEEZEWEIATRE - AU - %
W{A] A A AR T AR e 2 A HA E5R

monophosphate >

Hoxhaj, Ricoult,



ER W P R HF 7 F-STSAR & &

AMP JEEHARKEH EHE " 8E ) mk
(Behe, 1996) -

Purine Nucleotide

||
A\ /\C YN
1 ¥
C.
Form{I’ \N/ >N F‘érmyl

GIn

Ribose-5-P

B 1~ ket R

Asp: Aspartate; Formyl unit; Gln: Glutam
ine; Gly: Glycine; Ribose-5-P: Ribose 5-
phosphate

BRI FJE ¢ 5/H” mTORCI1 induces purine
synthesis through control of  the
mitochondrial tetrahydrofolate cycle,” by I.
Ben-Sahra, et al., 2016, Science, 351(6274),
728-733.

(D) HEEHH
R ELENERES - Jeziadiiga] Ll
7oF O IS A e A T o Ui A
EERHE T R R - (B R
s HE G DE R —E o TRYEM > 5
AR - B R A REE /KO
ZEDENVRHEEHEGAREE - A
1177 328 A 6 8 il 58 = HY L 52 &5 B (Darwin,
1859) « 2R » H 7 38 Ky 2 B SCH A R V)
Z A E R BRI R A E A
HAER THRENEK  2EEXHEE
T A5 HEE T O ERKS ) (photot

-11 -

ransduction) HYHF5E > L EE FE&#IT
i T (Behe, 1996) - fE 5t B HI o - ST
i T O o D TR i Y )
o LA A RO R
i &L & (rhodopsin) A (Y 17 = B (retinal) £
HAER 248 11-NE =05 5 B 8 e S =X
el o by RIS SIS T EIEE
AE 11T 8 b BT AT B Bk B — B
B> i cGMP K& 77 % » 4+ 48 1B BE B
FREEfr TNIE - S < > Bl —HEPBrE
Bt - 52 8 4 RE T DURE S I R Rl
I 4E @ F (nerve impulse) » Jit # 7 (i 4L H1E
BRI R E - £y FEEF - R
SR DAl — (o RV - R (A
Rk RS " AN LSRR M - Bl
HR/KRERFAIERAE R - AL
BB G & OLEEEH(G protein-

mediated

(photoreceptor cell) »

H (transducin) >

phototransduction cascade)

(Arshavsky, Lamb, & Pugh Jr, 2002) - L%
il o B AH R R oy R B B B A REE AR
TER - R - SR AR 95 222 B SR 2 B
(SR

fRIZ H A YT B 1C R T 1R 58
FALZ G (B0 SRS - AMP Ry ETH

GRS F)RAE A " ERET ) R - 8%E
BWE TRETEEEEN > At EIM Lk

GHE TR o (EHAH B fE A DL 3 [E 58 iR E
fHdm o 280 M iEHEP —HE S 2%
B ICFEBEAB S LARBEH TH
02 5~ I BEFE AR B FF AV 2 S 1T E (Behe,
1996) -
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-~ AF P 4 (CSI)
Dembski(1997)$2 Hi " R EE & |
(Complex Specified Information, AT fifj f%
CSH Rifeim =i (B -V &ES
E st AYERZE o fth R Y B et A % 88
DHEH LT =ZH R E(E 2) ¢

(—) {871 (contingency) :

18 ZRME B 28 1 (necessity) FH S - 0 2R
MR R E R B AR AT 20 2838 AR YRR R -
Dembski 50 Fy 0 A MEfEIAEE 42 CST - fif £
R E KA R RN ERER AN
AOrEY CSI - REZRER » EFFREE A
FANEZE - B XA 25 8 AR AT H 4T
A fE Z R B 28 - Bl B EEE =
BRAY I 7 o f N B D &R i E AR
b BANBRE A - EHET A HES
A Z 2P BAL 20 B AR AT &) » 28
1+ 3 725 B8 B A8 28 M I BE 8 L 3 s st
& 7R A] BE J2 P 1% Y 2 (chance) -

(Z) BHEtE (complexity)

R ME LB R ORIV B EE - HRE AR HY
RV A > R H SR A AR SR A AR - 4
P BRI A 2 K > HIE SO PRSI R AR
FE o DR HH IR BB R AR o AR AT
323 Je DLk B T 1% SR By o] RE T - BB
A EE > BE TR A B BE 1000 AT 22 AR MY IE 2
&SR o HE AR R > B B FH RS
R PR A HER L O B B SET - R
W At 8 E - THE B AR R e

-12 -

(=) 15T M (specificity)

5 E M2 FR AR B AT L B A AR A B
TR E AR E S IRER - fla - EEER
B T HEYI T (2 RE R EFEE -
i a AR E TR, (B -

AR ? = WhIRTE
Contingency Necessity

RN 2
Complexity

izt
=

7t
=

al

RrE M ?
Specificity

Bl 2~ K

T4 kiRt 51 p 7 Intelligent design: the
bridge between science & theology,” by W.
A. Dembski, 2002.

PRI > &AM HE R R R IR O H &G
p > HAERAEZ A ESER - EZ > R D
TR EE o AT A 5 R B A A
FRECET Iz



TEXVH T R KT 7 FHE-CSTS A& L

A. REFBYLURPHDAM
et E] LU (7 IR B 280 R T o0h 28 3%
AHIEM - Bl TRRMER > — @A
AR A BEELE MR AR - f£8
WMREE LT - HARURIVIE IR E B A —f% o
{EATE Y B AR % & J T A R agste

B. &A%
SR
— {1 R 35 A i FE — 18] %% B85 5O AR
TR At A SR 2 400 T B 2 At T fag 3 A D5 B
P25 85 Za 80 - TN A 8 S O A Y A T 5
SRR A AT B R
fRIZ Dembski(2002)HY 55 7% - HFY Ll
WA fE SR A - 3R PR A I 5 M RS I TR
Hagat o S50h o B H 3R By & 88 ] DL
4 r%ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ'*‘h s T HEMEIERTOE 5 RIS
B Bl s — S0 E R AT A AR
AREHFR M EM A BERNEEE - B2 T
H-E; 8% it il gEmfT Il RE=ZME
FAYTLSL@ELES - BEAD - Dembski(1997)42
"ERSFIER ) WA E RHA BN
W E &G S MARESE CSI it FIRE AR
AT BE IR S E R B E - A I Y
CSI- B 2w DU A= # R FE R aE 2"

SETREXBRMAARENS

EAARERE ) EE - BF R e EEE
RFEREE - Wit > B " s EEE R

JE JHIE B (CSDHE 2 E ) B 8% &f - Dembski
#—HAE S B IC FE EHEE L AR
INFFE CSIFRME - 4% BHHFZ & EME
B o538 H Ry Thee LAT A FREY T AR4H L - 7F
GEEN - B4 WEELLRKEFHERE

-13 -

DIRE > AL - A o T U
SHEAH IC AL 2GR
5t o

= \,J.

“'JH-

C HIRFHE AL R GHT o T 1
HAEEH Taxat ) BERE S CSI RIRIHEAE
AR~ AR > DU E MRV AR 0 2R
H "Eat - #RRER o T Al B EGET
BORE THEERK, 2N TEE, B
VB R P R ERE SRS
H MR & 7§y % £k 4 a5 ((Behe, 1996;
Dembski, 2002) -

2 EENEWRAUEASTSIHEE

BAEMBREPHS
-~ HERTHE S TS STS (&

Ak ¢ TR AL

STS(Science, Technology and Society)
IS IR FEAETES TR
Pt G, 2ROk > HHEREE
it gk Ee DR EHRRE S
i 5 2 (Aikenhead, 2009)° STS 2 2 56 5 2
B HLAE Z R R > BB AT E A
Kt &G R AR SRR BLE A
BB G B HE &S (Yager, 1993)°STS
SNHNEREEEANBEHENERE
i/ B (Aikenhead, 2009) » {22 4= T fZ 40
] 6 o B2 1 3 BB RO R RS B R AR TS
(Akcay & Akcay, 2015) » (JLFE—EHRE
G - HABATE RS E ) 28
TR A R A R R B il Y 8 e A
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ATERYR R o B AR B B Bl
Dl ER A Eavit & £7E L, (BFE
2010) - STS BREZIETT & L ACAY 2 H AT -
DUN 5 STS BRIEZMY BB A ~ STS 22
HWEAMNBERNLE Dk STS &RiEH
PRI A - M E Gt G IE R STS
BERENHEE -

(—) STS REHHBEN

STS FH 2B HGEHE AR - HmP g
ah B DURF E 2 RN (F a7~ B8~ &£
Py )R BOE R ER B E @l (Mansour,
2009) - EfE Sy R ACEI R T R A e B Ay £
ETESE - STS fE BRI 2 HF A - &
AL G E R AR o DB AR I 1 e B

01 B AKE RN STS K H 5 et i

A E R B R R 2 RSO R R E A S
(Yager, 1993) o i a8 jf 3 i B2 35 5 4= V& Ik
B B BB A PR ST RRE SRR ER R
R H A TER B (Akcay & Akcay, 2015) -
B4 LLBRE Ry Ty s AR AR - BB
AR AERA RS - 28T 0 1E STS #H 2
o N R R B E Bh Y 3% 5T & (Mansour,
2009) > 5% Fh 52 AR 07 bt A B 5 [ E B A
5 G HY 5 R (Akcay & Yager, 2010) » {#H47
R AR Y O E R (B S R B B O R
STS HIJ3& 55 A1 R B2 0 38k B (A B 14 & R R
Z [EJHY B % (Aikenhead, 2009) - fR % A [H]
EEHER > AR STS #2214
AL B 41 1 (Akcay & Akcay,
2015; Yager, Yager, & Akcay, 2009) -

BEENX HHEHEE STS 2% R
HEHN HESANSHERE HBRSARAARNERE  Alkenhead (2009)
Mansour (2009) ~
EOF/ANES
SEEHE BOUREIEFIENS REETEMAERIME Aikenhead (2009)
SR EED DL A o0 DUEE 4= By o0 Mansour (2009) ~ Yager
% AN (2009)
WEREE  (H M E R B 4EREN R ES mEE Yager % A(2009)
MEANE DERENEEG AT FOEFH R A A B. Akcay Bi H. Akcay
= (2015)
MRETE FEAEREEHEMR EETMHERAEEHRE B. Akcay 81 H. Akcay
(201 5) - Aikenhead

R 2 e

LR & R B A

DA [F] B2 4= iy e R B 4 B

Ry E 1]

NEEE EIEE SRR D B

P13 R B B A

(2009) ~ Yager (1993)

B. Akcay Bi H. Akcay
(2015),

Akcay B Yager (2010)

- 14 -



FER % A KF v 7 STS i & L

STS FE2IE DU T SR AV B Gy 2L B
(Akcay & Yager, 2010; Amirshokoohi,
2010) > FH(Z 82 A= FE (8 N &8 B L 58 10 E BB
e R Z R E AR SRS - T
805 E I BT 22 3k 2 O B BT Ak 4% P
(Akcay & Akcay, 2015) « STS {2 )5 %
DL AE Rty R HH ERAR 5 B Y 5 R
B2 25 3o V8 A ] RELIL 2 HH A% R T 2K (Yager
et al., 2009) - > &AL B2 AY RIS E &
&) - A H ] RE B R 7 SNt A A E
I » STS BM A RIREAFIES - KiM
g 22 AR B2 1 = A B Y AR E B R (Akcay
& Akcay, 2015) - STS HEHHHF A E
i Rem o~ N ET R o~ EOIRTIT > Dok
PH B [HI ) 5 -+ 55 (Heath, 1992) -

(D) STSHBHBAERBEBHNXE
STS SR HY & i ok B v 35 A [F] B2 7
HELTHRMNEEYENEa T > HY
FEREITEENMERE R ARSH - R
BAFSEER LR E R - STS HEE
HEAMBEFNWEELEIEWT ¢

LR E MBI EERE

BRI R B R EER B T E

B e B PR A U5 A B 45 (Akcay & Akcay,

2015) - STS FEH K H A5 HYAH BE sk -

EEAHRE BT RS B
TS (Amirshokoohi, 2010) » Yoruk -
Morgil Bl Secken (2009):% B i&E# STS #Y
B BA T DIE MM E 13
B E A4S S B - HEV R RTR

-15-

R > DLERAE Ty PO HY STS HU2 H] DU &
BAFERMAHERE  BEENERE
HYREE DL R R AR BE R R B2 o — TR I 5%
(Akcay & Akcay, 2015; Akcay & Yager,
2010; Yoruk et al., 2009) - FH L =] H1 » STS
FrE ] LAk g B2 AR SR ER A BUER - AT
BEFE R 2 A BE <H I MF Ry AR EMLE -

2. BB 4 S BN LEE

BARRKAR - FEREHLET > &
R T E LB RBRA A ERE -
Mansour(2009) 45 t T} 22 £ &5 & 5% 8 B 22
4 R RFERAR B B9 11 & s RBUE LR SR - SR
B A EE A SRBUEEH - STS BEEBHRE
FREL AR E AL G R E SR R
REAREERENRELE Z A BT
(Yager, 1993) o B2 4= & 5l gt 38 B Y [ E
> ARG R A RS (At (Yageretal,
2009) - (AL - STS A2 0] IH B 2478 T
tEEAE A FEEN R RS 8
(Amirshokoohi, 2010) s &E A B B 21 1t
CMBEEAR -

3. BB AENA A 4

fR¥#% Ennis(201 1)AYEES - #HLHIMEE
BEWREEHEEDE > WIEARER £
B3 A7 S — R > TR R [E R R A R
SEELAL ] > W ERETRAEEIT AT o B
EHEATREFZ A FH AR =
A H R S A FE R S T A AR R
Barak i Dori(2009)75 i > #It 214 & = & I
=8RG RIRE ST - o R A SR Y o A
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A6 E A P SERTER TS o STS sRAEEH By 2 4 2
Bkl o ISR B R PR AR R T
(Yoriik, Morgil, & Secken, 2010) - 35 Z Lk
FEAVARE W ER G - A HE
B =4k 8] FAYER S (Yager et al., 2009) »
B8 B oy AH PR HUAT B AR R R E IR M
(Mansour, 2009; Yager, 1993)- A ;> BL STS
SR Ry B N ] DGR ER A SRR R B vt
G AR (& MRS B AR Y A
BEEGRNZE ~ B2 ~ SulliE > 2011) -

4. $RFTER A BRI A Y TR R

Akcay Bl Akcay(2015){F 55 B 52 »
P ST'S 25058 0 25 5T L5 4 5 3 LB 2
401 ] B B T 8 4~ b SOAB R PR R A
ShEs R R A o LA AL D R (5
PRI AR BB B2E A R o A
B G R B R STS 2458 W s e
4 R R R A A < SRS SR A (2011)
RFEH > DARHR 5 fF B STS %58 £ wT 1)
S AR R R B TR AR T R
HIRRS > M TR EL SR 2 A Y303 -

(=) STS BFENHKRRA
RIEA R 2 Z AV B > 2K STS &

R Pl SR AR 40 T (GRS FE A 0 2011

== MEF] > 2002 5 Heath, 1992) :

1. B4 REIE S

DLER A (N 47 &7 K B VIV ) Ry B2
BHE O DSR2 ANETEHK > HEH
TEHREMEAIRETS -

-16 -

2. EETHEREFTEE

AR 2 A REZEEE T DE
Gt aR o WS BN E AR S E -l
BEMNERENE - REWE - SRR
vg -~ AKER - 2B FSENHTEAF
P ERENESEEYER - UKER
T F2 AH B (Y 5% B (Bybee & Mau, 1986 ) °

3. BEALEMHMETERELET
Rt S ek AR SR > BB
A Ae G EEEAE W EE TR N
KIS AE W7 I 15 52 ' (Akcay & Akcay, 2015) -
BRERRY ~ GJE e AL 1 AH R Y 338 R ] DLE B
BAFREEEERTEERE - fla -
BRI G I - H A U i Y
B mr IR AR R R B R A BER > DL
KRR 5 e 2 B - S5 (288 > 2001) -

4. FERBENHERAENRAERE -

Wellington(1993) 2 2 & & 5% & ) 78
ER2EGHEGEN o BN DRIBEZ AN
OEEE R BIEY STS SHEN S E - 824
FTHE AR E AT RE IR W 02 - BN ERZ
B 5 o o] DUYE 3 0 A 1 1 £ BA
S BA (PR ST 3 - 1997) » 2 17 {8 B2 4 3% e
7 B [ RE Y 43 A e

5. RAERMEAKENS

FaR MERY (P - R 5 B - 5%
B G s AR SR - H) A DA R A
H#E A BT SR YA B o T E AR R R HEEE
e R EER > BEHBIIES REE



FER T A5 KF oV 7 STS AR & L ¥

FIBTHIRE 7 (GRIBZFEE > 2011) « B2 4R 7 1]
HEEENFEEEEEEARNEER - DL
R BB M BE 77 (Eisen & Westmoreland,
2009) -

(0) BERETHESIER STSHENTLE
fRIZ LALH SO T 1T » EH EREE

st am A o Ry STS FUERERVEL T

1. HERITSWTUEDELARRIEGEX
b SR B2 AR B 2 Fa] B B (4
HREEZ T U & > Witda

LR % B A K [E 8 B (BouJaoude, Asghar,

Wiles, Jaber, Sarieddine, & Alters, 2011;

Hanley, & Ratcliffe, 2014,

Nadelson & Southerland, 2012; Yasri &

Mancy, 2014) B 55 55T i o2 BB 7 4 am it

Ry AR o BLER AR (AR 4K B R H A A B

Bennett,

#: M Bl (Barnes, Truong, & Brownell, 2017) -

PR 2 5 R T D YR 4 1
ZIBCA R R TR S
Sk S SR RO e -

2. FHEstw I URTZ2EZEH L

EHEERE

R Zigler(2009)HY 5 25 45 SR 4 5 - #
PR A A AT IR B AT ae R B akEt o
HURIE RS T2 AR - A Esatim
ATELAE YRR B - (FEERREM S
A B Ay 3 5 55 (Hofman, 2012; Warnick,
2014) - RIEFREANE A dimiE - 24 AEE

-17-

A A8 A% of 0 B T o B R AR B DA it
AT SEHY Em R 0 S S 2R LIRS & R B AR AR an
BLABHENR - WIS S EERTHE
U 3 22 Rl B2 4 3% (Passmore & Stewart,
2002) -

3. BERGRERFREIETURE

BEKE

5% [ T 4R 4R AT 7 8 B RO B E Y — D
TR A E R SRR - FEET
i FERE TR A - B R ERGET Ew ABUR Bk
BREE R B4 - RESERHF NS
J & 1% FiT B2 j&k 69 77 & (Baker & Slevin,
2005) - 5 EE B 5T s B U A b A Y 5% 5 T DA
BB EHIE T (Taskin, 2014) BIERERE
AL R B AR R — (E R SR 2= [ - e B AR
HAH EzeayBiEs - SR ERER - 7]
DAE Bh B2 A4 B 2 T Y R85 [ R~ PRECA[E]
HYAS 2 o #E L O30 3% b ) 1 JE 4 (Carter &
Welsh, 2010; Costley & Killins, 2010;
Fishman, 2009; Hoodman, 2010; Kelley,
2009; Verhey, 2005) - fRIEE AN » B2 4 2 [
= & 4. B A] DAsC ) [E LR AY ¥ 5h 0 B
B4 8 E % tWEEB (Esen &
Westmoreland, 2009) -

SRRV REE Y PR
W (F B STS 1L @ B4 AT
BB AR B ER 2 OFL B E A B 3
IEL 5 T 205 77 5% 0 E o 35 B g €
Bt T AR LR ¢
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(—) F2ERBRNEBNFE

BEN R LA EE L E G T
Zastim o M AR 22 G M B8 L
& IE E oy BFERERIT Y #i B (Hickey, 2013) -
Reiss (2011) F o5& /R & ZakatamE /Ry " IRRE
Syt SUE  DIRIBAR SRV E D5 =0 0 W
POE B A W] DL RS 1 R M B e 5 R 1
A6y FEAH o Carter 81 Welsh (2010) 54
AL Rt VB E R T DIE B2
A BTG RN (A Gm BEAR AR AR AR - g (R
SECE B - FEILE R E AHME
#[E - Binder (2007) EiR A LLFEH A HE
ot a7 H B A A R S BUB R IR 22 T B Y
BE - BENTLIAMEL T a0 i HE B
Kigkgpism , - " —(EE K EES —
HimSEs, DRk "THRERERWERA
AR AR E M, - FHE -
BB AR B BB B o i 0 Ry iR A A & B
B W) N RRETM R £ &6 0] DU 21 B 47
HIERE R - 4% Eam @ BB B e
B2 BAEURKENZERNEHEE
(Thomas, 2009) -

C) BRIEMORBRE

FE 1% Binns 1 Bloom (2017)FJ#H %5 >
B B m BT RE & B AR AL R
B E2E - HIL > fEAHETE

5 55 5l AT DAtk B 2Bl 4 ] 2 TE M BOE SR
Bt B o BYA R E R S (R

5 A S T ) LB (B R R SRR

(=) RRFAMNEIET

-18 -

E T im{E B STS SRfEMt e s iE
HEAMSREENEEILRSTHAE
R B FRERRE ] - B EBME
Z P AE - 3l 2 B A B 3RS AT (S (Eisen
& Westmoreland, 2009) - [ it » 25 20T
NHEEEHBERER  UiRFHERAR
G Z FHE 5 (Kelley, 2009) = 5540 - STS #
BEGEEBE AR B o FEh AT
DATin B 22 A 58 58 S8 5 FE AR vh m] gE 45 AR Y 88
b & AN RS T E M o i B S B
B ARE - B2 SsE N aEFpRE
Ho B EMFBEILEFIRE
(Heath, 1992) - 78 F| fl7 2€ (Y B 7A NG » Zhl A]
DRl A= O AMHTE - BEN[EER - 2
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Exploring the Feasibility of Teaching Intelligent
Design Theory in Science Classrooms
--from STS Perspective

Hsin-Chuch Chen and Chun-Yen Chang*

Graduate Institute of Science Education, National Taiwan Normal University

Abstract

Whether intelligent design theory is suitable for teaching in the science classroom has long been a
controversial issue. Many scholars argue that intelligent design theory is not a legitimate scientific theory
and does not qualify for teaching in science courses. However, with the social change and the development
of science and technology, science education has made many reforms. Different from traditional teaching,
which focuses on the knowledge orientation of scientific theory, the reformed science education emphasizes
more on letting students understand the interaction between science and social context. In view of this, this
paper provides a new perspective which advocates the integration of intelligent design theory into science
education as a social issue. This will enrich the science curriculum and cultivate students' civic scientific
literacy. Finally, taking the teaching feasibility and the expected learning outcomes of students into
consideration, the author also provides specific suggestions for science teachers’ implementation on teaching
intelligent design theory in science classrooms.

Keywords: intelligent design theory, irreducible complexity, complex specified information, STS
teaching, science education
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