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accomplishment of the Los Angeles-based 
Moody Institute of Science (MIS) in infiltrating 
the armed services, especially the air force, in 
the years after World War II. As part of its effort 
to develop character among servicemen, the U.S. 
government beefed up its chaplaincy program 
and began actively exposing recruits to nonde- 
nominational religious values associated with 
the so-called Judeo-Christian tradition. This un- 
dertaking provided an opening for the Moody 
Institute of Science to combat the forces of god- 
less science with a series of eye-catching films 
and laboratory demonstrations that purported to 
show the role of God in the natural world. 
Founded by the flamboyant fundamentalist 
preacher Irwin Moon, who had been making a 
name for himself with his spectacular Sermons 
from Science, the institute served as a western 
outpost of the Moody Bible Institute in Chicago 
and functioned more as a movie studio than as a 
research center. Its films, featuring an unchar- 
acteristically "weak" theistic message rather than 
the typically dogmatic message of fundamental- 
ism, proved a stunning success. One film alone, 
God of Creation, was seen by 1.4 million view- 
ers in the year 1947-1948, nearly 4,000 of whom 
subsequently converted to Christianity. 

Moon's scientific sermons and the Moody 
films, claims Gilbert, "constitute one of the most 
crucial elements in a developing religious pop- 
ular culture, something that never quite made it 
into the pages of Variety magazine but that none- 
theless became part of the texture of American 
culture in these remarkable years after the war" 
(p. 144). He may be right-and his findings are 
compelling-but I would like to know more 
about the other ingredients making up the post- 
war religious popular culture before attributing 
so much work to the Moody message, which Gil- 
bert somewhat misleadingly dubs "creationist 
science." Moon and most of his associates were 
no doubt creationists of one kind or another, but 
their views should not be confused with the dis- 
tinctive "creation science" of our own time. 

I would also resist Gilbert's characterization 
of the Scopes trial in 1925 as a turning point in 
relations between science and religion, which 
created a situation the actors in this book tried 
to repair. The trial in Dayton, Tennessee, may 
later have come to symbolize a rupture between 
science and religion, but in the 1920s it did not 
even slow down the antievolution movement, 
and lawyers for both sides argued for the com- 
patibility of science and religion, rightly under- 
stood. Besides, Gilbert seems neither to under- 
stand the views of William Jennings Bryan and 
his fellow fundamentalists nor to recognize the 
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organization that sent him to Dayton (the 
World's Christian Fundamentals Association, 
not the Christian Fundamentalist Association). 

Gilbert contributes admirably to broadening 
the historiography of science and religion in the 
twentieth century and to identifying previously 
unrecognized agents in the popularization of sci- 
ence. But in the end he leaves us with a large 
unanswered question: Why did the Reverend 
Moon enjoy such success in repairing the alleged 
breach between science and religion while other 
efforts-from Velikovsky's catastrophism of 
the 1950s and Capra's television shows of the 
late 1950s to the Christian Witness movement at 
the 1962 Seattle World's Fair-all failed to do 
so? 

RONALD L. NUMBERS 

Edward J. Larson. Summer for the Gods: The 
Scopes Trial and America's Continuing Debate 
over Science and Religion. x + 318 pp., illus., 
index. New York: Basic Books, 1997. $25. 

The celebrated Scopes trial of 1925 had almost 
nothing to do with the history of science consid- 
ered as the study of hypotheses and conclusions 
about the nature of the physical world. To be 
sure, the scientific questions at issue were to re- 
emerge years later in the neo-Darwinian synthe- 
sis of the 1940s and reevaluations of the evolu- 
tionary teleology that had been popular during 
the half-century before the trial. Yet even at the 
time such questions were submerged far beneath 
the waves of publicity generated by the event; 
and since 1925, at least in the popular mind, they 
have been entirely lost in the trial's accretions of 
symbol, myth, legend, and moralistic shorthand. 

On the other hand, the Scopes trial continues 
to have everything to do with the history of sci- 
ence as related to the struggle for intellectual he- 
gemony in American society at large. Edward 
Larson's Summer for the Gods provides a mas- 
terly example of this kind of history. Larson does 
consider the more narrowly scientific back- 
ground of the trial and its sequel-for instance, 
he supplies a useful synopsis of what the text- 
book used by John Scopes, George Hunter's 
Civic Biology, actually said in its various edi- 
tions. But the strength of this book lies in Lar- 
son's careful construction of the trial's timeline, 
his expert treatment of the case's legal dimen- 
sions, and his painstaking analysis of how the 
Scopes legend grew. 

In taking this broader historical perspective, 
Larson makes several notable contributions. He 
shows that the American Civil Liberties Union 
(ACLU), which took up Scopes's defense as one 
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of its first ambitious cases, had very little con- 
cern for the issue of evolution as such. The 
ACLU's interest was, rather, in protecting the 
rights of minorities at the time of the "Red 
Scare" that swept the country just after the end 
of World War I and into the 1920s. Such infor- 
mation makes it entirely clear why the politically 
progressive William Jennings Bryan remained a 
respected figure for several of the individuals 
who stage-managed the ACLU's defense of 
Scopes. On the subject of Bryan, Larson (like 
Lawrence Levine and Paolo Coletta before him) 
demonstrates how thoroughly consistent Bryan's 
support of Tennessee's antievolution law was 
with his lifelong defense of America's workers, 
farmers, women, children, and the poor. Larson 
also underscores a reality that even casual stu- 
dents of the trial already know too well: the un- 
reliability of Inherit the Wind, the popular play 
and movie, as a historical record of what actually 
happened at Dayton in July 1925. And although 
again he is not the first to do so, Larson describes 
the extent to which the image of the Scopes trial, 
though hardly its historical reality, shapes con- 
temporary debates between creationists and their 
opponents over the control of publicly financed 
scientific education. 

These achievements fully justify the prizes 
this volume has received. The book's greatest 
contribution, however, is in revealing how easily 
the public disputants arguing about evolution in 
1925 and since could slide from considering nat- 
ural phenomena to making grandiose statements 
about "the nature of things." For the antievolu- 
tionists the shift was from evolution to a plot that 
would, in Bryan's words, "rob [society of its 
moral] compass" and that, accordingly, "endan- 
gers" humanity (quoted on p. 198). On the other 
side the shift was equally intuitive, from evolu- 
tion to "the progress of the world," as the pretrial 
edition of Hunter's Civic Biology put it (quoted 
on p. 23), or the struggle between American "lib- 
erty" and "narrow, mean, intolerable and brain- 
less prejudice of soulless religio-maniacs," as 
Clarence Darrow put it (quoted on p. 146). With 
the Scopes trial firmly fixed in the national con- 
sciousness and continuing to generate so much 
obscurantist nonsense even today, the dismaying 
evidence Larson presents with such skill helps 
explain why our public discourse on evolution 
and related matters in both religion and science 
has so rarely been marked by logic, reason, and 
restraint. 

MARK A. NOLL 

of its first ambitious cases, had very little con- 
cern for the issue of evolution as such. The 
ACLU's interest was, rather, in protecting the 
rights of minorities at the time of the "Red 
Scare" that swept the country just after the end 
of World War I and into the 1920s. Such infor- 
mation makes it entirely clear why the politically 
progressive William Jennings Bryan remained a 
respected figure for several of the individuals 
who stage-managed the ACLU's defense of 
Scopes. On the subject of Bryan, Larson (like 
Lawrence Levine and Paolo Coletta before him) 
demonstrates how thoroughly consistent Bryan's 
support of Tennessee's antievolution law was 
with his lifelong defense of America's workers, 
farmers, women, children, and the poor. Larson 
also underscores a reality that even casual stu- 
dents of the trial already know too well: the un- 
reliability of Inherit the Wind, the popular play 
and movie, as a historical record of what actually 
happened at Dayton in July 1925. And although 
again he is not the first to do so, Larson describes 
the extent to which the image of the Scopes trial, 
though hardly its historical reality, shapes con- 
temporary debates between creationists and their 
opponents over the control of publicly financed 
scientific education. 

These achievements fully justify the prizes 
this volume has received. The book's greatest 
contribution, however, is in revealing how easily 
the public disputants arguing about evolution in 
1925 and since could slide from considering nat- 
ural phenomena to making grandiose statements 
about "the nature of things." For the antievolu- 
tionists the shift was from evolution to a plot that 
would, in Bryan's words, "rob [society of its 
moral] compass" and that, accordingly, "endan- 
gers" humanity (quoted on p. 198). On the other 
side the shift was equally intuitive, from evolu- 
tion to "the progress of the world," as the pretrial 
edition of Hunter's Civic Biology put it (quoted 
on p. 23), or the struggle between American "lib- 
erty" and "narrow, mean, intolerable and brain- 
less prejudice of soulless religio-maniacs," as 
Clarence Darrow put it (quoted on p. 146). With 
the Scopes trial firmly fixed in the national con- 
sciousness and continuing to generate so much 
obscurantist nonsense even today, the dismaying 
evidence Larson presents with such skill helps 
explain why our public discourse on evolution 
and related matters in both religion and science 
has so rarely been marked by logic, reason, and 
restraint. 

MARK A. NOLL 

Paul Boyer. Fallout: A Historian Reflects on 
America's Half-Century Encounter with Nuclear 
Paul Boyer. Fallout: A Historian Reflects on 
America's Half-Century Encounter with Nuclear 

Weapons. xx + 280 pp., index. Columbus: Ohio 
State University Press, 1998. $39.95 (cloth); 
$17.95 (paper). 

Paul Boyer is an extraordinary historian. First, 
unlike most of us, Boyer does not specialize in 
one topic or time period: seventeenth-century 
Salem (Salem Possessed), nineteenth-century 
middle-class order (Urban Masses and Moral 
Order in America, 1820-1920), and twentieth- 
century catastrophists (By the Bomb's Early 
Light and When Time Shall Be No More) all fall 
within his broad scope. Second, unlike many of 
us, he writes clear, elegant prose, free of both 
purple passion and colorless jargon. Third, his 
work embodies the thoughtfulness (in both 
senses of the word) that is supposed to be the 
primary product of academic life. He uses the 
historian's hindsight to come up with insights 
that occasionally offer foresight about our con- 
tinuing relationship with the past. Finally, Boyer 
believes that history is not just for historians but 
for the public as well. Thus a collection of his 
essays is a genuine treat for readers. 

Even more than Boyer's monographs, Fallout 
exhibits all these characteristics. It is the story 
both of America's half-century dalliance with 
the atomic bomb and of a historian's encounter 
with the fallout of nuclear power. Nuclear 
power, in Boyer's telling, is not just a matter of 
fission or fusion; it's a matter of metaphors, of 
the way that we tell ourselves who we are and 
what we mean. From the very beginning, we 
have used this technological artifact not just to 
win wars and deter aggression but also to de- 
scribe and analyze ourselves. The bomb, Boyer 
suggests, has been a boon to thinkers. 

In these essays Boyer ranges from postwar nu- 
clear strategy to the nuclear menace in the pop- 
ular culture of the 1990s, from professional doc- 
tors to Dr. Teller and Dr. Strangelove, from the 
politics of the peaceful atom to the peace politics 
of the 1960s and the 1980s, from secular cele- 
brations of science to religious prophecies of Ar- 
mageddon. All the essays are attentive to the 
complex contexts of atomic events, including the 
rise and fall of public concern with nuclear is- 
sues. Although no single essay focuses on the 
science of the bomb, or the history of science in 
the atomic age, readers of Isis will appreciate 
Boyer's recurrent consideration of the social im- 
pact of atomic science. President Truman, for ex- 
ample, heralded the bomb as "the greatest 
achievement of organized science in history." 
But if that was the case, Dwight Macdonald re- 
torted, "so much the worse for science." 
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