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The dangers of creationism in education

Creationism in Europe ( )

38. Many people think that this phenomenon only affects the United States and that, even if it is not possible to be
indifferent to what is happening on the other side of the Atlantic, it is not the Council of Europe’ s role to deal with this
issue. That, however, is not the case. On the contrary, it would seem crucial for us to take the appropriate precautions in
our 47 member states.
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39. Alongside Christian creationism there is now Muslim creationism: the creationist arguments of Christian origin
became popular among the Muslims with the rise of the Islamist movements at the beginning of the 1980s.
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40. Today, creationists of several faiths are trying to get their ideas accepted in Europe. As a result, we have seen several
initiatives from these various movements on the Eurasian continent in the last few years, with schools apparently the
main target. The beginning of 2007 saw an offensive by the Turkish creationist Harun Yahya, who sent his last and very
lavish work, entitled “ The Atlas of Creation” , which claims to denounce the deception of the theory of evolution, to a
large number of French, Belgian, Spanish and Swiss schools. In France, the Ministry of Education, after consulting
specialists, immediately reacted by expressly calling for this work to be removed from the resource centres of the schools
concerned as the book met none of the quality requirements laid down for classroom teaching.
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41. The creationists are attacking on two fronts: they either deny the scientific nature of evolution or try to put the lack of
certainty at the centre of the debate that pits them against the supporters of the theory of evolution. To this end, they rely
on the fact that the science of evolution, like any science, is not “ closed” , ie it casts doubt on certain elements or
describes others in greater detail (without this calling into question the foundations on which it is based).



42. For the creationists of all persuasions, the element of uncertainty that surrounds scientific work on the subject of
creation and evolution is much too large to give this theory sufficient credence. Do they need to be reminded that this
applies to all science? It is only necessary to cite the example of the atom, which was considered indivisible and was then
split into its nucleus and electrons, after which quarks were discovered. However, these scientific discoveries have never
challenged the basis of atomic theory! A scientific theory produces new knowledge that it tries to interpret according to
the prevailing paradigms, which forces the theory to evolve in order to take account of these new data.[3] However,
reviewing and evolving a theory does not mean calling into question its basic principle, and the same applies to the
theory of evolution.

43. While the most radical creationists adhere to a crude denialism by completely denying the scientific advances and
discoveries concerning the evolution of species, other creationist movements proclaim themselves scientific, a claim that
is completely contradictory. So-called scientific creationism is in fact the desire to place the narrative of the holy books on
a scientific basis. However, as Guillaume Lecointre emphasises, just as the construction of a myth has nothing in
common with the construction of a scientific assertion, the statements made in the context of the two theories have very
little chance of tying up with one another. Other movements promote the idea that evolution has indeed taken place but is
the result of the act of a transcendent will, an “ intelligent design” .

Guillaume Lecointre

44 In the light of these assertions and other claims of scientific legitimacy emanating from various creationist
movements, it is justified to ask: How can the creationists claim to be able to provide scientific proof for what they are
saying? The scientific nature of an assertion depends to a large extent on the ability to verify its objectivity by reproducing
experiments or observations. As we shall show, the scientific character of the alternative ideas put forward by the
creationists can be seriously called into question, indeed totally refuted.

45. While the evolution sciences have evolved considerably since Darwin, the creationists have not gone beyond their
pitiful level of quibbling[4]. Evolution has not stopped “ evolving” since Darwin theorised it. Science is a body of
knowledge constantly being built and rebuilt. The scientific approach consists in continually questioning models, which
remain true unless and until they have been refuted. The creationist arguments have never evolved and are not based on
any scientific proof. Facts are presented without theory, or theoretical arguments are put forward without any facts to
confirm or refute them. Creationism appears more dogmatic than scientific.



46. Guillaume Lecointre has shown that they have been somewhat cavalier with regard to elementary rules of science.
The first breach of these rules is their lack of scepticism. In every creationist experiment, faith imposes a preconceived
idea of the expected result. Faith does not permit them objectively to accept the result of a scientific experiment if it does
not correspond to their beliefs, so it would seem impossible to reconcile faith and science. The second breach noted
concerns the fact that even if the creationists seem to comply with the principles of logic, that logic is based on false
premises, indeed on a tendentious selection of facts. Finally, mention may be made of a large number of breaches of the
principles of methodological materialism and experimentation. As G. Lecointre emphasises, scientific creationism is by
definition the very opposite of science because it denies the need for recourse [...] to material realities [...] in order to
establish truths. However, let us repeat: it is not possible to establish knowledge without scientific evidence and without
verifying its objectivity and scientific character by the reproduction of experiments and/or observations. The creationists
make a number of claims that cannot be scientifically tested and are thus not provable. It is therefore easy to see through
the deception of the creationists who claim to follow scientific principles. This deception is all the greater as, being aware
that it is impossible for them to prove scientifically what their dogma advocates, some creationists even go so far as to
fabricate facts and evidence. Thus, apart from the absurd interpretations put forward by some creationists, it would seem
that others do not hesitate to fabricate “ pseudo” evidence to try to prove the scientific nature of their statements.
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G. Lecointre

47. Thus the Turkish preacher Harun Yahya seems to employ both these methods. In his numerous anti-Darwin works, he
tries to prove the absurdity and unscientific nature of the theory of evolution, which is for him only one of Satan’ s
greatest deceptions. However, the pseudo-scientific method he uses in his work The Atlas of Creation cannot in any way
be considered scientific. The author tries to prove the non-scientific nature of the theory of evolution by taking and
challenging the evidence of evolution. He does not mention any prior questioning. Moreover, as he only compares
photographs of fossils to photographs of current species he provides no scientific proof for these statements. Even better,
as Pascal Picqg mentions by way of example, on page 60 of this work we see a superb photograph of a fossil of a perch
with a claim in the caption that this fish has not evolved over millions of years. That, however, is wrong: a detailed study of
the fossil and perches living today shows that, on the contrary, they have evolved a great deal. Unfortunately, Yahya' s
book is full of this type of falsehood. None of the arguments in this work are based on any scientific evidence, and the
book appears more like a primitive theological treatise that the scientific refutation of the theory of evolution. It may be
noted that Yahya says he has the support of major scientists. They would also have to be specialists in the biology of
evolution!

Harun Yahya 2 Harun Yahya
Harun Yahya Harun
Yahya "The Atlas of Creation" "The
Atlas of Creation"
"The Atlas of Creation" 60 Pascal picq
Harun Yahya
Harun Yahya

48. Similar criticism can be made about the “ pseudo” -scientific character of the intelligent design ideas. Its supporters
present the Darwinian theory of evolution not as a scientific theory but as an ideology or a “ natural philosophy” and



therefore think it either cannot be taught in schools as a “ science” or that the intelligent design ideas must be taught at
the same time. There is consequently a tendency to justify the inclusion of the intelligent design ideas, which are
presented as scientific because of the total lack of any reference to the Bible and God, in the school curricula. However,
as G. Lecointre has shown, the intelligent design ideas are anti-science: any activity involving blatant scientific fraud,
intellectual deception or communication that blurs the nature, objectives and limits of science may be called anti-science.
The intelligent design movement would seem to be anti-science for several reasons. Firstly, the nature of the science is
distorted. Secondly, the objectives of the science are distorted. The writings of the leaders of this movement show that
their motivations and objectives are not scientific but religious.

G. Lecointre

49. The intelligent design ideas annihilate any research process. It identifies difficulties and immediately jumps to the
conclusion that the only way to resolve them is to resort to an intelligent cause without looking for other explanations. It is
thus unacceptable to want to teach it in science courses. It is not enough to present it as an alternative theory in order to
have it included in the science syllabus. In order to claim to be scientific, it is only necessary to refer to natural causes in
one’ s explanations. The intelligent design ideas, however, only refers to supernatural causes.

50. In addition, the failure to publish the work done by the various creationist movements is merely a reflection of their
non-acceptance by the scientific community. Harun Yahya has his own publishing house, which enables him to publish his
works in large quantities. Without this, it would never have been possible to disseminate them to the same extent.
Moreover, there is no consensus on one creationist theory in particular. Each of the numerous creationist movements is
convinced it possesses the truth. The fact is that the theory of evolution is accepted virtually throughout the scientific
world, and the international scientific community’ s lack of recognition of the alternative ideas proves that the creationist
movements, whatever they may say, remain marginal and can accordingly not be given sufficient weight for them to be
included in the school curricula.

Harun Yahya

51. It therefore cannot be acceptable to teach alternative theories as science. That would constitute a danger in itself and
involve the risk of witnessing the development of many different theories, each as absurd as the next. Moreover, it would
only sow discord among pupils and students.

52. In this connection, in accordance with the principle of an open attitude to the alternative theories advocated by the
scientific creationists, and in order to show the illogicality of teaching intelligent design alongside the theory of evolution, a
movement has, ironically, developed in the United States. The so-called Pastafarian movement supports the theory of the



Flying Spaghetti Monster. Pastafarianism is a parody on religion created in response to the decision of the Kansas State
Board of Education to permit the teaching of intelligent design in science courses on an equal footing with the theory of
evolution. According to Pastafarianism, an invisible and omniscient being called the Flying Spaghetti Monster created the
universe in one day. The supporters of Pastafarianism are demanding the same place in the school curricula as intelligent
design. Full of irony, this pseudo-religion is setting a trend and the cult is spreading.
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