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Who does this newsletter?

This newsletter is produced by
Wayne Spencer on a Quarterly basis. Its
purpose is to bring creation research within
the reach of Christians and provide up-to-
date reliable information on creation issues.
Wayne Spencer is a creation author and
formerteacherwho has presented papers at
the International Conference on Creationism
and has published in various creation
publications, such as the Creation Research
Society Quarterly, Creation magazine, the
Journal of Creation (TJ), and Origins (from
the Biblical Creation Society, UK).

This newsletter is meant to help
people plug into creation resources and get
informed about creation and evolution. ltis
provided free of charge on request. Using
the free Adobe Acrobat Readeris necessary
for viewing the newsletter. There are no
restrictions in copying this newsletter or
passing it on to others. To request to be
placed on the e-mail list, send a request to
wspencer@creationanswers.net.

More information on Wayne
Spencer’s education and publications can
be found on the creationanswers.net web
site. You'll also find many other resources.
http://creationanswers.net
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A Personal Note from Wayne Spencer
Greetings,

Merry Christmas, and thank you all for
your interest in my newsletter. This
completes the ninth year of the Creation
Answers newsletter.

In this issue | have an extensive
review of an important new book, Slaughter
of the Dissidents by Dr. Jerry Bergman. You
may have seen the movie “Expelled: No
Intelligence Allowed” which told about
discrimination against people in science, the
media, and education who question
evolution. Jerry Bergman has done a great
deal of research to document these cases of
discrimination. He himself was discriminated
against in being denied tenure at Bowling
Green State University a number of years
ago. Jerry asked me to review his new book
and so | was glad to do that. Though | have
been familiar with various legal and school
board cases over evolution, | have found this
book very enlightening and insightful.
Christians should be very concerned about
how we are losing our freedoms in America.
| think this is perhaps clearest in the way
people are mistreated in science and
education just because they question
evolution. Slaughter of the Dissidents is
volume 1 of a three volume set that will be
published about these issues. | really think
people should be more aware of this
discrimination. The problem has gone farther
than people realize.

Wayne Spencer, M.S., Physics
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The Mistreatment of Darwin
Doubters

A Review of the book, Slaughter of the
Dissidents (2008)

The book from Dr. Jerry Bergman,
"Slaughter of the Dissidents" is an excellent
resource regarding discrimination of people
that question Darwinism in science and
education. Not only does the book delve
into case details to show clearly that there
was discrimination, but it also gives great
insight into the mindset motivating such
discrimination. As the first to be released of
a three volume set, "Slaughter of the
Dissidents" is a thorough treatment of the
issue of the unfair treatment of individuals
who doubt or speak out against evolution.
The release of the movie, "Expelled: No
Intelligence Allowed" has led to many
evolutionists questioning the claim that there
is discrimination occurring in cases of
people losing jobs or degrees because of
taking an anti-evolution point of view. Such
evolutionists deny that there is unfair
treatment in such cases and claim instead
that there were legitimate reasons for what
happened in these cases. But there are
many examples of highly regarded
individuals who had impeccable
qualifications and yet were not treated fairly
but rather were denied their rights over their
beliefs and over questioning evolution. The
unfair discriminatory nature of these cases
is clear because of the significant detail
provided in Slaughter of the Dissidents.
There are also other examples in the book
that provide only limited details in order to
protect the identity and the career of the
individual involved. This book series is
needed to present a thorough
well-documented argument for
discrimination and increase general
awareness of the problem.

Slaughter of the Dissidents includes
some significant contributors in addition to
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Jerry Bergman. Introductions were written by
both the late Dr. D. James Kennedy and Dr.
John Eidsmoe. Eidsmoe's Introduction gives
a strong endorsement of the book from
someone with very extensive legal
qualifications. Eidsmoe also commented on
what happened to Jerry Bergman, in his
tenure denial case. Jerry Bergman writes the
Preface. Kevin Wirth wrote the first chapter
in the book, titled, "A Context for
Discrimination Against Darwin Skeptics."
Wirth is associated with the Access
Research Network and has written
extensively on the Dover, Pennsylvania
School Board case. In my judgement
Bergman's Preface and Wirth's chapteralone
are worth the price of the book. Both of
these sections are very insightful on the
nature of the discrimination and the
disrespect of those who question
evolutionary ideas. They list many different
means used to discriminate against skeptics
of Darwinism. Wirth addresses the common
misconception that creationist organizations
and Intelligent Design advocates have
worked with the deliberate goal of getting
their religious views taught in public schools.
Wirth rightly points out that the Answers in
Genesis organization has never actively
sought to get creation taught in public
schools. This is actually the perspective
taken by most creation and Intelligent Design
(1.D.) organizations. | would like to see the
Institute for Creation Research (ICR)
mentioned as well since ICR has maintained
a similar position for many years. However
the ICR position on this is not addressed in
the book.

The book uses the term "Darwin
Doubters" as a generic term to refer to both
biblical scientific creationists and people of
the Intelligent Design movement. Yet, it most
certainly does not confuse the two groups. It
actually is very clear on the differences
between biblical creationists and those of the
I.D. persuasion. Discrimination does affect
both groups in similar ways and the book
gives example individuals representing both



groups. The many case examples detailed
in the book include cases of well known
individuals mentioned by name, as well as
some individuals whose are not revealed.
The cases include graduate students being
denied degrees, students receiving grades
lower than they deserved, students being
denied admission to graduate programs,
teachers not being allowed to teach the
problems of evolution, and professors or
teachers being dismissed from their jobs.
Even though | have been aware of these
type of situations over the years, | have
been surprised at the harsh and brazen
nature of some of the mistreatment.

How far will it go?

There are so many cases where well
qualified people have been mistreated,
often with very difficult negative
consequences for their careers and
livelihoods. In a few cases there has even
been arson, or death threats, or other
violence perpetrated either against "Darwin
Doubters" or against people who aided them
in some way. There are also individual
evolutionists who have set out on a
campaign to convince others that even
people who obtain degrees, who later are
found to be creationists, should have their
degrees retracted by the universities after
the fact! Some of the extreme reactions
and mistreatment of creationists and I.D.
advocates should really be considered hate
crimes. But in our society these cases are
not usually thought of as hate crimes. It
seems courts do not uphold the freedom of
students, scientists, teachers, professors,
and others to doubt Darwinism and remain
in a scientific career. Some have remained
in their scientific careers, thankfully. The
book also makes the point that schools and
universities tend to allow evolution to be
taught only from an atheistic point of view.
Persons who believe in a Creator and also
accept the mechanism of evolution are often
treated the same as a young-age creationist
who believes the Bible. When
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discrimination occurs and the victim seeks
legal recourse, the courts rarely rule in favor
of Darwin Doubters.

It is clear that many in the scientific
community feel that college students should
not be allowed to complete degrees or have
a scientific career if they do not believe in
Darwinistic evolution. The issue is not
whether they are able to understand
evolution and demonstrate competence in
their discipline. Bergman shows clearly that
in a number of cases the issue came down to
what the student believed, not their
knowledge of their field. Bergman gives a
few examples of college students that earned
high grades and received much support from
their major professor while believing in
evolution but later after their point of view on
evolution changed or they became a
Christian, the professor who had supported
them turned against them. These cases
demonstrate that the issue is a conflict of
beliefs and fundamental values and also how
institutions enforce beliefs, and not matters
of the technical competence of the individual
in question. The entire problem
demonstrates a need for changes in the
academic world to prevent unfair treatment in
graduate admissions as well as teaching
positions and tenure decisions. Freedom of
speech is important to Americans, but
universities are effectively enforcing certain
beliefs (Darwinism and naturalism) as part of
scientific training. Consideration of , or even
mention of, alternative ideas opposing the
accepted evolutionary thinking in practical
terms can lead to a loss of legal rights to
pursue the career of one's own choice.
When this discrimination takes place the
priorities of freedom of speech and religious
expression are totally set aside, and the
scientific community often believes that
setting these freedoms aside is justified in
science.

Though many examples of
discrimination in the book involve science
teachers, a very interesting case is that of
Ray Webster, a junior-high public school



social studies teacher in lllinois. This case
is particularly interesting to me because it
involved a social studies teacher wanting to
discuss information critical of evolution in a
social studies class. A number of
evolutionist scientists and educators have
said that creationism should be discussed in
social studies courses, rather than in
science courses. This has even been the
official position of the California State Board
of Education, for example. However, for a
teacher to actually attempt this is risky, in
spite of it being endorsed by the California
Board of Education. In the Webster case,
not only did a public school district not allow
presentation of information critical of
Darwinism in a non-science class, but a
U.S. District Court in Northern lllinois ruled
Ray Webster could not teach the
information in a social studies class. This
case illustrates not only the unreasonable
actions of the school district but that the US
District court actually acted inconsistent with
a United States Supreme Court's opinion
and inconsistent with other cases that
defended the freedoms of teachers
supporting evolution. There is clear
viewpoint discrimination in education and
the Webster case demonstrates this starkly.
Note that what happened to Ray Webster
does not happen to all teachers in all public
schools in all communities. | think the book
could be clearer that there are exceptions in
some schools to this discrimination problem.

On the other hand, the schools that
do not suppress criticism of evolution could
become sites of a legal battle at any time.
In the Ray Webster case, after Webster had
taught social studies for years, one day a
particular student claimed that he violated
the separation of church and state. The
student contacted the American Civil
Liberties Union (ACLU) and the Americans
United for Separation of Church and State.
School district leaders are often very
intimidated by organizations such as the
ACLU because a legal battle against the
ACLU can cost a school district a great deal
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of money, and such battles againstthe ACLU
are often lost in court. The involvement of
the ACLU is brought out especially well in
Slaughter of the Dissidents by the case of
Roger DeHart, a high school science teacher
in Washington state. He went from being a
very well-regarded teacher to being severely
restricted in what he could teach and
eventually was pressured out of his job by
dishonest means. The ACLU has often
turned the will of a school district against the
popular opinion of citizens in the community
regarding teaching origins and other issues
of religious expression.

In public schools and on many college
campuses, it is not acceptable to present
both sides in a balanced way, avoiding trying
to persuade students of any particular
religious view. The reason it is not
acceptable is that only a naturalistic atheistic
view of origins is allowed. Thus an
evolutionist teacher would be able to present
information about both evolution and
creationism if they put creationism in a
negative light and attempted to persuade
students of atheistic evolution. But a
teacher believing creation or I.D. would not
be allowed to do the same in a neutral
manner that does not take sides regarding
origins or particular religious views. Multiple
examples of this are provided in the book.

Returning to the Ray Webster case,
in 1987 Webster had taught in a junior high
school in New Lenox, lllinois, near Chicago.
After his student went to the ACLU the
district Superintendent sent Webster a letter
saying he was only allowed to teach
information in favor of evolution and he could
not teach about both sides. It seems that
Webster was attempting to teach in a very
careful balanced way that acknowledged
most scientists believed evolution and did not
pressure students toward any particular
religious ideas. But the Superintendent told
him he could not cover both sides on origins.
He could not teach even a theistic evolution
perspective (only a non-theistic evolutionary
view was acceptable), and was told not to



bring up Christian viewpoints on any social
issues!

The following list is from Kevin
Wirth's chapter in Slaughter of the
Dissidents (Chapter 1). | have paraphrased
to explain each issue and put them into a
fairly brief list. Wirth provides significant
detail on all these points. This summarizes
the various dimensions of the environment
in science and education that leads to unfair
mistreatment of individuals questioning
evolutionary concepts.

Factors determining the climate of
discrimination in academia and beyond

1) General intolerance of religious views in
academia

2) The establishment clause of the
constitution is used to justify the loss of
freedom to challenge Darwinism. This is not
appropriate because it misunderstands the
intent of the Darwin Doubters and neglects
their rights to freedom of speech and
expression.

3) Critics (of Darwin Doubters) claim that
any dissent is religious, even if dissent from
the prevailing views is based on scientific
arguments.

4) Darwinists claim or imply that religious
people are not qualified to teach or practice
science.

5) There is a prevailing view that any
mention of or allusion to religious ideas
amounts to promoting a certain religion,
therefore it is neutral only to not allow
mention of religion. This is the myth of
religious neutrality. Far from being neutral,
this actually results in enforced atheism.

6) The tenure review process is broken.
Tenure review and approval in academia
today facilitates discrimination without
accountability. A tenure candidate is often
rejected in practical terms based on his
religious beliefs, in spite of excellent
academic qualifications.
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7) The courts have often allowed
organizations hostile to religious faith to set
the agenda and define what is orthodox
science. The courts have also allowed
antireligious entities to define what
constitutes religious practice in the context of
court cases. This ignores the legitimate legal
rights of the Darwin Doubters. Related to
this, in academia and in the courts, there is a
failure to recognize that an idea presented in
a classroom setting can come from a
religious source and still not have the effect
of promoting religion.

8) Critics of Darwin Doubters have tended to
lump all of those questioning evolution into
one category. But, creationists have different
views on origins than those of the Intelligent
Design persuasion.

9) Most people base their understanding of
evolution on an extensively promoted
reputation of the evidence and speculative
interpretations of it, not on an actual
knowledge of the evidence.

10) Evolution is a concept that "coasts on its
own reputation" so that inappropriate
extrapolations from limited evidence are
often allowed or glossed over.

11) Students are often singled out and are
victims of inappropriate discriminatory
comments by professors or teachers who
write letters of recommendation for them or
make notes on their transcripts regarding
their possible religious views.

12) Scientific journals consistently practice
viewpoint discrimination and censorship by
not allowing publication of worthy scholarly
papers by qualified authors who question
Darwinism. Often the rejection of the paper
is justified with a statement to the effect that
"the paper did not meet scientific standards."
In actuality, other papers that do not meet
reasonable standards are sometimes
published when they support evolution. It is
the negative implications for Darwinism that
is the real reason for the rejection of the
paper, not how the paper is written or the
nature of the evidence.



13) The scientific community, the courts, and
the media are hypocritical in that they
engage in a campaign to convince the
public there is no conflict between science
and religion while at the same time, harsh
measures are taken to eliminate Darwin
Doubters from science and academia.
Kevin Wirth describes these harsh
measures as "extremely predatory."

14) Critics of Darwin Doubters charge that
leading creationists and |.D. advocates are
trying to force the teaching of their religious
views in public science classrooms.
Creationists and |.D. advocates have
differing views on how origins concepts
should be taught, but neither group want to
force public science classes to teach
creation or intelligent design or any
particular religious views. | would add my
own comment (not in Bergman's book) that
it is primarily public school parents and
certain doubters of Darwinism in state and
local governments who have pushed to
force by law changes in how science is
taught.

15) Critics of Darwin Doubters tend to
present a case as if the Darwin Doubters
completely reject everything about
evolution. This is not accurate at all. Even
Biblical creationists allow for some biological
change. Darwin Doubters vary on what
mechanisms they accept and what they do
not accept of evolutionary theory.

16) Many Darwinists are extremely unwilling
to question accepted evolutionary ideas,
regardless of where the evidence comes
from or the credentials of the person
questioning Darwinism.

17) Scientists, professors, and science
teachers not only must demonstrate
competence in their field, they must believe
accepted ideas regarding origins and
worldview, or there are often adverse
consequences for their career.
Demonstrating competence in their field is
not enough if they question accepted ideas
about Darwinism or if what they verbalize
could be taken to allow for theism.

Volume 9, Issue 4, Dec. 2008

18) Darwinists are often guilty of
"confirmation bias." This is where the
researcher unwittingly comes to biased
conclusions or inappropriately selects the
data so as to arrive at a desired result that
supports Darwinism. The lack of willingness
to consider non-evolutionary ideas makes
scientists see what they want to see and only
come to conclusions other Darwinists will
accept.

There are many case studies in
Slaughter of the Dissidents that deserve
mention but are not discussed in this brief
review. Professors, tenure-track college
instructors, college students, research
scientists, and secondary teachers are all
represented. These individuals deserve to
be commended for the excellent work they
have done and for how they have stood up
under unfair treatment. | suspect that many
in the general public would not approve of
how they were treated if they really
understood what happened.

The Slaughter of the Dissidents book
is a very enlightening expose' of the
discrimination taking place in America
against individuals questioning evolution. It
details cases where good educators and
scientists have been treated very harshly and
unfairly. Americans need to be more aware
of this problem. It should not be illegal to
question a concept such as evolution in
science education, yet this seems to be the
current state of affairs in the United States
based on the information in this book.
Slaughter of the Dissidents is a harsh
sounding title yet it is appropriate because of
the harsh treatment many good people have
received just because they have questioned
evolution concepts or allowed students to
qguestion evolution. This is the firstin a three
volume set of books that documents clearly
what happens to individuals in science and
other fields who have stood for honesty and
integrity in education regarding evolution,
often with great cost to their careers.



To find out more about this book go to
http://slaughterofthedissidents.com

New Species Discoveries and God’s
Design

The Mekong River Delta region near
Vietham has recently been in the news
because of many previously unknown
animal species discovered there. Thisis a
large region where many battles took place
in the Vietnam war. Scientific research by
biologists has taken place there in the deep
jungles bordering Vietnam, Laos, Myanmar,
Thailand, and the Yunnan Province of the
People’s Republic of China. From 1997 to
2007 1,068 new species were identified.
This area may be one of the least
scientifically studied parts of the world until
recent years.

It is interesting how even in this day
and age there are so many new species
being discovered. The Mekong region has
many species that are unique to that region.
The new discoveries include many plants, a
new striped rabbit, a hot-pink millepede that
can inject poison containing cyanide, and
giant spiders with a legspan of about one
foot. There’s also a number of reptiles and
amphibians, including a frog that has gold-

green eyes, a frog that is green in the
daytime and brown at night, and a number
of lizards and snakes.
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Evolutionists stress how such unique
creatures have adapted to their environment.
This is true but the ability of animals to adapt
to a changing environment is not evidence
that living things can evolve from nonliving
matter or from other living things. These
creatures in Mekong are the same Kind of
creature they always were since creation, but
they have adapted special characteristics for
the jungles where they live. This means
God’s design is adaptive. This makes great
variety possible and demonstrates design in
many ways.

There are concerns some of the
unique species in Mekong could go extinct
because, like in the Amazon, they are losing
their habitat sometimes from the removal of
the forests by man. To find out more about
the creatures of Mekong and to see more

photos, go to this Fox News page:
http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,467144,00.html

Ganymede’s Magnetic Field

A recent research paper was
published that examined the problem of how
Jupiter's moon Ganymede could still have a
magnetic field. Ganymede is the largest
moon in our solar system. OIld age
evolutionary theories rely on the theory of
what is called dynamos to explain planetary
magnetic fields. Dynamos are a kind of
generator concept that depend on the body
having a liquid metal core and there being a
lot of heat that causes a special type of
convection motion in the core. If there is an
electrical current in a moving fluid such as
this it can generate a magnetic field.

Ganymede has a very small core and
rotates slowly and thus scientists have great
difficulty applying dynamo theory. However,
the magnetic model of creationist Dr. D.
Russell Humphreys, seems to work well for
Ganymede, from a young age perspective.
Humphreys model is explained on my
website in the Presentations area.
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