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G
A

S
 P

resident’s C
om

m
ents and

R
ep

ort from
 the A

cadem
y C

ouncil

In m
y previous set of com

m
ents, I addressed the issue of w

hat w
e try to

teach the children of the State of G
eorgia. A

t that tim
e I w

as w
riting in connec-

tion w
ith low

 SA
T

 scores and changes in the Q
uality C

ore C
urriculum

 for grades
K

 through 12. T
he issue appears in a different form

 w
hen w

e look at the actions
of the C

obb C
ounty B

oard of Education regarding the teaching of evolution. To
rem

ind you, the C
obb C

ounty B
oard of Education has placed disclaim

ers in biol-
ogy textbooks stating that evolution is “a theory, not a fact, regarding the origin
of living things” and recently voted to allow

 the teaching of alternatives to evolu-
tion. T

he actions taken by the C
obb C

ounty B
oard of Education should not be

taken as an isolated incident. T
hey are sym

ptom
atic of a w

idespread antagonism
to D

arw
inian evolution, as evidenced by the num

ber of letters of support received
by the m

em
bers of the B

oard, including letters from
 a group called the G

eorgia
Scientists for A

cadem
ic Freedom

. In light of this controversy I think it is appropri-
ate to reiterate the A

cadem
y’s opposition to w

atering dow
n the teaching of evo-

lution and the introduction of religious view
s under the guise of science. T

here-
fore, I have appended copies of tw

o docum
ents approved by the A

cadem
y over

tw
enty years ago. I should point out that battlefield has changed som

ew
hat in the

past tw
o decades. T

he creation science referred to in the docum
ents has been

repackaged and relabeled as intelligent design theory. A
ccording to the new

 theory,
the com

plexity and diversity of life can only be explained by the actions of an
extra-natural intelligent agent, w

ith the nature of the extra-natural agent left vague.
T

he new
 form

ulation is apparently m
ore palatable than the old and is gaining

som
e m

easure of support in the country. H
ow

ever, the B
oard of D

irectors of the
A

m
erican A

ssociation for the A
dvancem

ent of Science has concluded that this
theory, like its predecessor, is not based on science and its inclusion in the sci-
ence curriculum

 w
ould underm

ine the integrity of science education. T
hey are

urging policy-m
akers to keep intelligent design out of the classroom

. W
e should

do the sam
e.

Jam
es A

. N
ienow

V
aldosta State U

niversity
jnienow

@
valdosta.edu

Text of a resolution p
assed unanim

ously by p
lenary session

of the G
eorgia A

cadem
y of S

cience on 1
9
 A

p
ril 1

9
8
0

W
hereas m

em
bers of the G

eorgia A
cadem

y of Science are duly trained in
their respective scientific disciplines by years of education and experience, and

W
hereas m

em
bers of the G

eorgia A
cadem

y of Science have considered cre-
ationism

 in light of their scientific experience and religious beliefs, and

W
hereas m

em
bers of the G

eorgia A
cadem

y of Science have the follow
ing

concerns about creationism
:

1. P
hilosophically, “scientific creationism

” or “divine creationism
” is not based

upon objectively gathered data and testing of the m
odel as required by science.

2. Legally, the required teaching of “creationism
” m

ight violate the separa-
tion of religion and state. It w

ould definitely establish precedent for the legal
inclusion of creation narratives of m

any religions into the science curriculum
.

T
he precedent w

ould also be set for other groups to m
ake dem

ands for m
odifica-

tions in the curriculum
 of disciplines other than science.

3. P
edagogically, problem

s could result by requiring science teachers to teach
as science a m

odel of divine creationism
 in w

hich they have not been trained.
M

oreover, various local groups m
ight dem

and that divine creation be taught ac-
cording to their ow

n religious beliefs.

B
e it, therefore, resolved that the m

em
bers of the G

eorgia A
cadem

y of
Science oppose the teaching of “creationism

” in the science curriculum
.

P
assed unanim

ously by plenary session of the G
eorgia A

cadem
y of Science

on 19 A
pril 1980.

S
ynop

tic P
osition S

tatem
ent of the G

eorgia A
cadem

y of S
cience

w
ith R

esp
ect to the Forced Teaching of C

reation-S
cience

in P
ublic S

chool S
cience E

ducation

T
he great m

ajority of scientists and teachers of science in the prim
ary schools,

high schools, colleges, and universities of G
eorgia are both evolutionists and

C
hristians, or Jew

s, or adherents to som
e other religious preference. A

 few
 m

ay
adhere to no religion. In a pluralistic society students represent a com

parable
religious spectrum

.

B
ased upon overw

helm
ing scientifically verifiable evidence to date, m

ost sci-
entists, regardless of religious preference, think that the earth and all form

s of life
evolved over a period of several billion years. Evolution can be view

ed as a cre-
ative process continuing over long periods of tim

e. T
he extensive evidence of

evolution is not in opposition to the variety of religious concepts or creation by a
suprem

e being. T
he causative beginning of prim

eval appearance of m
atter or life

in our universe is not at issue. T
he evidence of evolution does not claim

 to reveal
the prim

al source of energy, m
atter, or life. T

he latter is a question w
hich is

addressed by the various religions outside the w
alls of our publicly funded educa-

tional institutions.

O
n January 5, 1982, U

.S. C
ircuit C

ourt Judge W
illiam

 R
. O

verton ruled
A

rkansas’ “B
alanced Treatm

ent for C
reation Science and Evolution Science”

A
ct to be a violation of the constitutional separation of church and state. T

he A
ct

had the advancem
ent of religion as its prim

ary goal, in his opinion. A
 m

onth
later, the attorney general of A

rkansas announced his decision not to appeal
O

verton’s opinion because the state had little chance of w
inning in higher federal

court. T
he plaintiffs in this landm

ark case included com
ponents of the Southern

B
aptist, P

resbyterian, U
nited M

ethodist, Episcopal, and R
om

an C
atholic churches,

in addition to the A
m

erican Jew
ish C

ongress, and the U
nion of H

ebrew
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E
xcerp

ts From
 a Letter by B

ruce A
lberts, P

resident of the N
ational

A
cadem

y of S
ciences, to m

em
bers w

ho live in G
eorgia.

A
 R

equest to H
elp

 C
ounter the C

obb C
ounty, G

a.,
S

chool B
oard’s A

ctions on the Teaching of E
volution

in P
ublic S

chools

S
eptem

ber 18, 2002

D
ear C

olleagues:

You m
ay be aw

are of the recent decision by the C
obb C

ounty School B
oard

to place disclaim
ers about biological evolution in biology textbooks and the re-

cent efforts of som
e m

em
bers of that B

oard to approve a policy that states that
“discussion of disputed view

s of academ
ic subjects is a necessary elem

ent of
providing a balanced education.” A

lthough w
e know

 that there are num
erous

controversies in science and technology, the policy includes the “origin of the
species” as its only exam

ple.

T
hese kinds of actions by m

em
bers of the school board are classic approaches

to introduce Intelligent D
esign theory into the biology curriculum

. Intelligent D
e-

sign is a recent perm
utation of “creation science” that is being touted as an

alternative to the m
odern theory of evolution. It is argued that m

olecular biology
has now

 revealed that cells are form
ed from

 such a com
plex netw

ork of proteins
and protein-generating processes that they could not have evolved w

ithout the
intervention of a special outside intelligence. P

roponents of Intelligent D
esign

claim
 that their approach does not involve religious tenets and therefore does not

violate the separation of church and state principle on w
hich the U

.S. Suprem
e

C
ourt has ruled in a num

ber of cases involving attem
pts to teach som

e form
 of

“creation science” in public school science classes. School board m
em

bers and
the public are bom

barded w
ith argum

ents that including m
ore than one approach

to origins of life in science curricula prom
otes fairness, academ

ic freedom
, and

intellectual openness.

A
 num

ber of people in G
eorgia have brought these activities in C

obb C
ounty

to our attention…
 O

f course, our greatest resource is our m
em

bership of distin-
guished scientists, engineers, and health professionals. A

s a m
em

ber of the N
a-

tional A
cadem

y of Sciences or the Institute of M
edicine, and as a citizen of G

eor-
gia, your help could be particularly effective in reversing these actions.

I am
 w

riting to ask that you consider contributing to this effort through one
or m

ore of the follow
ing actions:

•
Send e-m

ails or letters to m
em

bers of the School B
oard that state your

position.
•

W
rite an op-ed piece for local and statew

ide new
spapers spelling out your

position on this issue. Such articles need to present the issues in w
ays that

C
ongregations. O

ther plaintiffs included the A
rkansas Education A

ssociation,
the N

ational A
ssociation of B

iology Teachers, and the N
ational C

oalition for
P

ublic Education and R
eligious Liberty.

T
he G

eorgia A
cadem

y of S
cience concurs w

ith the follow
ing resolution

adopted in January of 1982 by the A
m

erican A
ssociation for the A

dvancem
ent

of Science (A
A

A
S) pertaining to the Forced Teaching of C

reationist B
eliefs in

public school science education: (see S
cience 215:1072 for the text of the A

A
A

S
resolution; the full text can also be found on the w

eb at  http://w
w

w
.aaas.org/

spp/dser/evolution/perspectives/voices/science/aaas82.htm
 )

T
he above statem

ent, including the A
A

A
S

 resolution, w
as adopted by

the G
eorgia A

cadem
y of S

cience at its plenary session on 24 A
pril 1982 and

published in the G
eorgia Journal of Science 40:91-92, 1982.


