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DUST-UP

Teach the controversy?

The Ben Stein documentary ‘Expelled’ posits a consp iracy to keep ‘intelligent design’ out of the class room. Even if that case is exaggerated, is there an ~ argument for
considering some alternative theories that seem far ~ -fetched?

April 16, 2008

Today, Shermer and Lukianoff discuss efforts tlude"intelligent design" and other such hypothaeedassroom curricula. Previously, they
weighedallegations of instructor bias in college classne®anddebatedwhat roles a school might have in the expressafrits students. Thursday
and Friday, they'll discuss the extent to whictcteas should accommodate ideological diversity whdther professors should get lifetime tenure.

If you've got science, we'll talk
By Michael Shermer

Will anyone have the courage to stand up to Beim&t&d his money? Anyone? Anyone?

I will. I was interviewed by Stein in my office, af@atured in his film "Expelled: No Intelligencel@ived," saw a screening of it last month at the
National Religious Broadcasters' convention (tglima film allegedly about science education imgenarketed to religious groups), and have
written a thorough critique of it akeptic.comandsciam.con(see als@xpelledexposed.cgmHere | know of what | speak, and as such | cauie
you of two things: First, the film is wrong in virdlly every one of its factual claims about evalntand the alleged persecutions of those who
challenge the theory, and second, viewers willdediwinked into believing all the lies for the sareason they were taken in by Michael Moore's
films -- the power of filmic propaganda to trumgt&and reason. Leni Riefenstahl and Joseph Gaebloelld have praised "Expelled.”

The facts are these: No one has ever been firddroed tenure (or "expelled” from school) for cealing Darwinism or for promoting "intelligent
design," or ID creationism. The details of eackgdll case of persecution presented in the filnbedbund at the aforementioned websites, but take
it from a former creationist (when | was an evaigélChristian) and current evolutionary theorlge@ch a course in the subject at Claremont
Graduate University) that Darwinism always has kegh continues to be challenged by scientists harlés Darwin's own time, of course,
numerous books and articles were published critigjhis theory, and through the turn of the centbeye was still no underlying mechanism to
explain how natural selection works and why so malapticism remained. From the 1930s through & e neo-Darwinian synthesis and its
many variants seriously revised many aspects ofviDar original theory. In the '70s, Stephen Jayl@aumd Niles Eldredge successfully remodeled
Darwinian gradualism with their theory of punctuhgeguilibrium.

In the 1980s, Lynn Margulis overthrew neo-Darwinisnthe microscopic world with her theory of symipmesis, demonstrating that random
changes in DNA and natural selection alone doewsad ko speciation (at a science conference | atesle said, "It was like confessing a murder
when | discovered | was not a neo-Darwinist").Ha 190s, sociobiologists and evolutionary psychistedattled Gould's and Richard Lewontin's
belief that Darwinism cannot account for much ofriam psychology and culture. Currently, David Sl@édiison's theory of group selection is
making inroads into seriously modifying modelsmadividual selection, and | even heard the highgpested evolutionary theorist William Provine
(featured in "Expelled") tell an audience of sdtist "Natural selection does not shape an adaptati cause a gene to spread over a population or
really do anything at all."

What? How can this be? According to Stein, no sralowed to doubt Darwinism, and yet scientifinf@ences, papers and books are full of
challenges to the theory, all of which are taugtiiology classes. What gives? Creationism, thdtat. Despite the best efforts of the proponents of
intelligent design to present their theory as maience having nothing to do with religion, Steas lunwittingly debunked that myth in a film with a
central thesis that intelligent design is a religialoctrine and that is why it is not taught. Beesof that pesky establishment clause in the 1st
Amendment to the Constitution, religion has beestiesyatically expelled from classrooms to culturas ?

Of course not. Is there anyone in America who h&sard of intelligent design? These guys havetedeane of the most successful PR campaigns in
the history of ideas, duping shills like Stein ttz their case to the American public in hopes tlaone will notice that their isn't a drop ofesuie

in ID. The reason ID isn't taught in science clagséecause there is nothing to teach. SerioNslthing. Not a single experiment. No data. Not even
a theory. As the ID proponent Paul Nelson (alstufed in "Expelled") confessed: "Easily the bigggstllenge facing the ID community is to

develop a full-fledged theory of biological desige don't have such a theory right now, and tlgpsoblem. Without a theory, it's very hard to

know where to direct your research focus. Right ne@/ve got a bag of powerful intuitions, and adfahof notions such as 'irreducible complexity'
and 'specified complexity' -- but, as yet, no gehtireory of biological design."

So, Mr. Stein, and all you erstwhile ID proponemteen you have some actual science to present,autghioe only too happy to consider it. We
await your data.

Michael Shermer is the publisher of Skeptic magaikeptic.corj) a monthly columnist for Scientific American,ajunct professor at the School
of Economics and Politics at Claremont Graduateugnsity and the author of 10 books.

How Ben Stein could really help students
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By Greg Lukianoff
Don't hold back, Michael -- tell us what you redlynk!

| contacted the producers of "Expelled" on Wedngsofal told them about this Dust-Up. They set malope in a Park Avenue theater in New
York for an exclusive night screening of the filnfielt very fancy, indeed, but sat down wonderirigatvit was going to be about. After all, having
reviewed thousands of free-speech claims by colag#ents over the years, | cannot remember otemices of a student being expelled for arguing
for ID or against Darwinism.

| will try to sort through what | saw. The moviexds with images of the Berlin Wall and a stringsien of "All Along the Watchtower," followed
closely by Johnny Cash's version of "Personal JeKuken highlights the cases of a research#teaSmithsonian Institution and professors at lowa
State University, Baylor University and George Masiiversity who Stein alleges got in trouble iffelient ways for mentioning or defending ID.
Next came interviews with scientists and represeesof the Discovery Institute, both for and ag&ilD. The main "villain" of the film is

introduced here: Richard Dawkins, an evolutiondojdgist, ardent atheist and author of "The GoduBigln."

The film then goes in a pretty disturbing directiaith images of the Berlin Wall and tanks turningmages of Adolf Hitler and his scientists
exterminating the physically or mentally handicagp@tein meets with the author of "From Darwin itéd’ and then discusses how Planned
Parenthood founder Margaret Sanger and other Aer&iwere leading proponents of eugenics. Next §gknow, Stein is at Dachau, where he
says, "Evil can sometimes be rationalized by s&grand strongly implies all this could happen agail guess if we don't reject Darwinism?

Stein leaves out the fact that there is quite afhilifference between Social Darwinism (which beftates throughout the movie with Darwinism)
and current evolutionary theory. He also compleighpres that the other major faction of mass nmerdan Europe -- the communists -- during the
time of the Nazis rejected Darwinism and subscriioethe genetic theories @fofim Lysenko Lysenko's theories (for instance, that environadgn
acquired characteristics could be passed down ghrganetics) were distinct from Darwin's, which toenmunists explicitly rejected as
"capitalistic.” And yet communists managed to Killlions without Darwin's help. "Expelled" then aes that Darwinism is bad because it devalues
human life and that the rejection of ID is a thieafAmerica itself.

The last major field trip of the film is to the reamts of the Berlin Wall. Stein once again equttesalleged conspiracy against ID to the buildifig o
the Berlin Wall and part of President Reagan's fasritear down this wall." The ending of the filmsispposed to be inspirational, with Stein
arguing that "no lie can live forever" and endsw8tein repeating his famous "Anyone, anyone?"fliom "Ferris Bueller's Day Off."

After one hour and 40 minutes, | was left a lifterplexed as to what Stein was actually tryingayp &\merica is heading toward death camps?
Evolution is a lie? Dawkins does not believe in €smnor Allah?

But no matter what the point of the film was, mingary reaction to it was personal. Despite all @&i18s talk about honoring academic freedom and
free speech, | had to wonder, where has he betmeak years? As part of the Foundation for IndiaidRights in Education, or FIRE, | have been
fighting abuses of free speech on campuses anatiaios of academic freedom for most of this dechtave seen literally thousands of examples of
such abuses. And although FIRE has successfulgghtduwindreds of cases on behalf of wronged studertgaculty, serious abuses persist. If Stein
really cares about this fight, he needs to jofoiitreal and not just on behalf of one allegediyofdden argument.

If you are reading this, Mr. Stein, | ask you tegse take a look at the cases | cjtesterdayPlease take a look at the violations agailgjious
students' right§includingbanning"The Passion of the Christ"), the gross violatiohdue procesghe crazy indoctrination of students, and the
actual ideological litmus tests at schools as giests as Columbia University's Teachers Collegd.y@u know that most colleges that FIRE
surveysmaintain oppressive speech cd?iEsd you know that many colleges maintain tiny anttof-the-way free speech quarantines calledcspee
zones? We could use some high-profile help hene, B&th your power and influence you really coukdghbring a missing dose of liberty back to
campuses. But if you only care about ID educatisaspect that you will only be preaching to peaple already agree with you.

Greg Lukianoff is a constitutional lawyer and thegident of the Foundation for Individual RightsHducation thefire.org. He is a frequent guest
on national TV news programs and a blogger at thfiligton Post.

<< Previous day's Dust-Up | Main Page
Day1l | Day2 | Day3

If you want other stories on this topic, searchAhehives atatimes.com/archives
TMSReprints
Article licensing and reprint options

Copyright 2008 Los Angeles TimeBijivacy Policy] Terms of Service
Home Delivery] Advertise| Archives| Contact| Site Map| Help

partners :
keSS m

2 of 2 4/17/2008 10:05 Al



