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Abstract 

In American Creationism, Creation Science, and Intelligent Design in the Evangelical Market, Benjamin Huskinson pre-
sents a close examination of the two main American sociopolitical movements launched in opposition to evolution 
during the second half of the twentieth century: creation science and intelligent design. Despite a failure of a central 
argument and a handful of errors, the book is a welcome and valuable interrogation of the stereotypes of American 
creationism.

Keywords:  Creationism, Creation science, Intelligent design

© The Author(s) 2021. Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which 
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or 
other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory 
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this 
licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://​creat​iveco​
mmons.​org/​publi​cdoma​in/​zero/1.​0/) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated in a credit line to the data.

Benjamin Huskinson’s book, apparently based on his 2018 
dissertation at Queen’s University Belfast, presents a close 
examination of the two main American sociopolitical 
movements launched in opposition to evolution during 
the second half of the twentieth century: creation science 
and intelligent design. “Creation science was developed as 
a response to perceived threats to evangelical orthodoxy” 
(p. 108), he emphasizes, not as a rival position to balance 
the teaching of evolution in the public schools—although 
it was so advanced in short order. In contrast, intelligent 
design was concocted as a supposedly scientific alter-
native to evolution, but in the wake of the Kitzmiller v. 
Dover  decision  of 2005, which dashed its political ambi-
tions, its proponents now often seem to be flailing about in 
the hope of finding a social function to perform.

Correspondingly, Huskinson also argues convincingly 
that the career of American creationism was, and contin-
ues to be, shaped by competition (as well as cooperation) 
among creationist organizations for the authority to per-
form the social functions demanded of creationism. In a 

particularly piquant discussion, he examines the federal 
tax returns for 1997–2015 of the largest creation science 
organizations, concluding that the Institute for Crea-
tion Research and Answers in Genesis are growing at the 
expense of their smaller rivals, with the latter, newer, 
organization experiencing the most growth, thanks to its 
multimillion-dollar tourist attractions. Owing to increas-
ing secularization and education, adverse judicial deci-
sions, and the rise of the internet, however, he suspects 
that anti-evolutionism is on the wane.

There is still plenty of anti-evolutionism around, and 
evolution educators are often on the receiving end of its 
political ambitions. In a 2019 national survey (discussed in 
Plutzer et al. 2020), about one in seven public high school 
biology teachers reported experiencing pressure to teach 
creationism, while in 2021, a bill to allow public school 
science teachers to present creationism passed the Arkan-
sas House of Representatives before dying in commit-
tee (Brantley 2021). Yet it would be helpful for evolution 
educators to understand Huskinson’s distinction between 
political ambitions and social functions in order to appre-
ciate that not all creationists are bent on undermining 
the integrity of public science education—although the 
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message is conveyed more adroitly by Adam Laats in his 
recent Creationism USA (2021).

A fair amount of American Creationism, Creation Sci-
ence, and Intelligent Design in the Evangelical Market use-
fully summarizes and synthesizes previous literature about 
antievolutionism in the United States, so it is convenient 
that Huskinson explicitly lists what he takes to be his origi-
nal contributions to the topic. Of these, the most interest-
ing is “that [intelligent design] does not perform the same 
function as American creationism, and is not a repack-
aged form of creationism” (p. 35). Indeed, in his endorse-
ment of the book, the historian of religion Randall Balmer 
(who cowrote and hosted the 1995 documentary In the 
Beginning: The Creationist Controversy) writes that he was 
prompted by Huskinson to rethink his conviction that intel-
ligent design “is merely the most recent evolutionary form 
of creationism.”

Unfortunately, however, nowhere in the book is there a 
cogent argument that intelligent design is anything but the 
most recent evolutionary form of creationism. In fact, Hus-
kinson concedes that, given a broad definition of creation-
ism that might be suitable in philosophy or the history of 
ideas, there is no obstacle to describing intelligent design as 
at least “of ‘creationist’ origin” (p. 76) or even as creationism 
tout court (p. 138). Why, then, insist on a narrower definition 
that excludes intelligent design? His main argument, pre-
sented repeatedly with variations, cites various differences 
in beliefs, aims, strategies, tactics, and audiences between 
intelligent design and creation science (identified, plausibly, 
with the views of the Institute for Creation Research) as evi-
dence that intelligent design is not creationism.

But the argument is invalid without the implicit premise 
that creation science and creationism are the same. Since 
Huskinson elsewhere in the book acknowledges the exist-
ence of creationists who do not accept creation science, it 
is hard to understand why he regards the implicit prem-
ise as plausible. Ironically, he complains that the decision 
in Kitzmiller v. Dover, in which the teaching of intelligent 
design in the public schools was ruled to be unconstitu-
tional, “used the term ‘creationism’ as being synonymous 
with ‘creation science’” (p. 148). Not so. In fact, the deci-
sion explicitly notes that although the defendants so used 
the term, “substantial evidence” from the philosopher 
Barbara Forrest on behalf of the plaintiffs “established that 
[creation science] is only one form of creationism.”

The confusion is only exacerbated when Huskinson 
recommends “American creationism” as a label for “the 
proximity [sic] and often overlapping areas of various 
theological positions with responses to mainstream sci-
entific consensus in the United States”—which, it turns 
out, would “often” include intelligent design, at least for 
“its theistic proponents” (p. 108). So is intelligent design 
more or less creationism as far as he is concerned after 

all? It is unclear. It is also unclear what is to be gained 
by adopting such a capacious definition of creationism, 
which would apply also to so-called theistic evolutionists 
and thus entail that the political struggles over the teach-
ing of evolution in the United States over the last century 
have typically involved creationists on both sides.

Huskinson’s book is overall well-researched, well-organ-
ized, and well-written, although there are ways in which it 
could have been strengthened. A firmer grasp of the issues 
involved in defining creationism, a deeper review of the lit-
erature (especially as regards the early history of intelligent 
design that surfaced during preparations for the Kitzmiller 
trial: Matzke 2009), and a more nuanced treatment of the 
often complex and shifting goals of creationist organiza-
tions would have been helpful. A further round of editing 
would also have been desirable: there are a handful of awk-
ward typos and simple errors of fact. Nevertheless, Ameri-
can Creationism, Creation Science, and Intelligent Design 
in the Evangelical Market serves as a welcome and valuable 
interrogation of the stereotypes of American creationism.
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