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Your Excellencies: 
 
 Greetings! We, Alianta Familiilor din Romania (“The Alliance of Families of 
Romania”) address this Open Letter to the Council of Europe (“Council”) to express in good 
faith our deep concerns over the adoption, on October 4, 2007, by the Council, of a 
Resolution urging the Member States of the European Union (“EU”) to “firmly oppose,” 
restrict, or out-rightly ban the teaching of “creationism as a scientific subject” in the Member 
States. We believe and respectfully submit that the Council has overstepped its bounds and 
set a slippery precedent which is alarming and worrisome to millions of Romanians, millions 
of citizens of the former communist states of Europe, and millions of other Europeans. We 
have been appalled by the adoption of this Resolution and must speak out.  
 
What Is the Alliance of Romania’s Families? 
 
 The Alliance of Romania’s Families (“Alliance”) is the successor to the 
Constitutional Committee and the civic movement underway in Romania in 2006 and 2007 
for the protection of the family. This civic movement encompasses more than 650.000 
Romanian citizens with the right to vote, and all of us are survivors of the totalitarian regime 
which held sway over Romania for 45 years. The Alliance is a civic movement for the 
protection and promotion of family values and religious liberties in Romania and within the 
European Union. 
 
Our Concerns 
 
 First, we are concerned by the lack of authority of the Council to pass the Resolution. 
The Council seeks to seemingly arrogate to itself a fundamental role in the upbringing and 
education of children which until now was the exclusive province of parents and families. 
The Resolution further evinces an intent to suppress parental rights with respect to the 
education of children. We unequivocally state that this is not allowed. 



 
 Second, the Council has not acted as an honest broker in adopting the Resolution. It 
has thrown its weight behind evolutionism and darwinism. It is not the province of the 
Council to side with, adopt, or use its limitless resources to promote one idea or theory at the 
expense of others. Evolutionism, and its many nuances, is one explanation among many 
theories about the origins and development of the universe. In this respect the Resolution and 
the Council have not exhibited inclusion but exclusion, not tolerance but intolerance. The 
Council has violated one of the main pillars of the EU, “unity in diversity.” These comments 
are not mere words or empty rhetoric and are not made in jest. They reflect our state of mind 
as citizens who less than a generation ago shook-off the yoke of totalitarianism. We vividly 
recall the horrors of the 70s and 80s when Nicolae Ceausescu, the totalitarian ruler of 
Romania, passionately advocated against creationism and religion. His antireligion diatribes 
were frequent, lengthy, and vicious, just like the Report which underpins the Council’s 
Resolution. Ceausescu called for the atheisation of Romania and the abolition of religion and 
creationism. His tirades were published in their entirety in the newspapers of the Romanian 
Communist Party and we, those who now identify with this Open Letter, had to read them, 
know them, study them, and embrace them under pain of punishment. Thus, we justifiably 
ask ourselves: is history repeating itself? Are we witnessing the early stages of a European-
wide attempt to impose uniformity of thought throughout the continent? Has any thought 
been given to the repercussions of the Council’s actions, in particular whether good-will or 
ill-will may result from the adoption of the Resolution? If we continue to educate our 
children in creationism and faith in God, will the Council or the EU adopt a resolution 
equating such education with “child abuse?” Will the next step be the separation of children 
from their parents and the indoctrination of children in the only ideology sanctioned by the 
Council, namely evolutionism and darwinism? 
 
 A third and related grave concern is the attempt, now evidenced in the Resolution, to 
seemingly push for an official and common ideology for all members of the European Union. 
This official ideology would be evolutionism and darwinism. This is totalitarianism at its 
worst and is unacceptable. Neither the Council nor any other supra-statal European institution 
has been given this authority. The people of Europe have not given it to the Council or to 
anyone. It is also doubtful that the people of Europe would willingly surrender to the Council 
one of their most fundamental freedoms, mainly the right to educate their children as they 
choose without governmental interference. It seems that rather than learn from its recent 
totalitarian past, Europe seeks to repeat it. In this respect the Council seems to make 
significant headway, whether deliberately or through indifference to the past. Quite frankly, 
the Council’s action in seemingly adopting one ideology over others, and in elevating one 
explanation for the origins of the universe to the exclusion of others, is not different from 
Hitler’s Germany, Stalin’s Russia, and Ceausescu’s Romania. The adoption by the state of 
one ideology and the exclusion of others is a major feature of totalitarianism. Rather than 
backing one ideology and shaming others, the Council should foster competition of ideas and 
the free market of ideas.  
 
 Fourth, we are concerned because the Resolution further institutionalizes bias and 
hostility against religion. So much for hate-speech legislation. Though the Resolution is 
carefully tailored to address “creationism as a scientific subject,” the implications are clear: 
there is no room for religion in the future of the European Union. Our feelings are reinforced 
by the rejection, pressed by an elitist and atheist minority within the EU, of any reference to 
God or Christianity in the proposed European Constitution. This is unacceptable and quite 
appalling. We resent any public authority telling its citizens how to think, and what to teach, 



or not to teach, their children, within reason. This is not one of the prerogatives of a lawful 
government. It is inappropriate, wrong, elitist, and unbecoming of a political body whose 
constitutionally mandated authority is to protect and promote human rights. The right to think 
freely, to choose, embrace or reject ideas and theories, to promote and disseminate them, are 
at the very core of a free and democratic society. It is quite unbelievable then that the Council 
would adopt a Resolution that clearly tramples over these freedoms as a matter of political 
convenience. Caving in to one constituency, in this case to a tiny and elitist group of 
academics, is unbecoming of a democratic body and an affront to the concept of pluralism in 
Europe.  
 
 Fifth, the Resolution further is an affront to the Romanian nation as a whole. A 2002 
poll revealed that 99% of Romania’s inhabitants believe in God. Arguably then, 99% of them 
have embraced creationism and have rejected evolutionism and darwinism. What 
communism has not succeeded in Romania in 45 years, the Council now seeks to accomplish 
through the passage of an unwise and not well thought-out Resolution. However, we doubt 
the Council will succeed. Creationism has been around for millennia, and evolutionism and 
darwinism for not even 200 years. An ideology or theory that is indeed true and accurate does 
not need the protection of the state to survive or strive. On the other hand, creationism and 
religion have flourished precisely because secular governments have oppressed them and 
sought to eradicate them. Our totalitarian experience gives us the confidence that we are right 
in this respect and the Council wrong. Religion and creationism feed the soul and elate the 
intellect. Evolutionism and darwinism do neither. Creationism and religion will still be 
around many centuries from now, but evolutionism and darwinism just a tiny footnote in the 
history books. See, in this regard, Dinesh D’Souza’s What’s So Great About Christianity 
(USA 2007). We are equally confident that the freudian and marxist dreams that science will 
replace religion will never come to pass. The most scientifically advanced country in the 
world, and the most democratic also, the United States of America, remains a solidly 
religious country. China, which is well on its way to fashion the destiny of mankind in the 
near future, is rapidly becoming a religious country. Each day 10.000 people become 
Christians there. 
 
 Nor do we find compelling the argument that the teaching of creationism is a threat to 
human rights. This false premise is particularly worrisome because the Resolution seemingly 
singles out creationism and religion as scape goats and labels them threats to human rights. 
History teaches just the reverse. Religious pluralism predates political pluralism and religious 
pluralism paved the way for the development of political pluralism. Hegel, a deeply religious 
man, eloquently proved this in his Philosophy of History. The Reformation of the Sixteenth 
Century brought about religious pluralism to Europe. Hugo Grotius likewise demonstrated, in 
the Seventeenth Century, equally persuasively, that human rights are a grant of the Creator. 
One need not be a believer, however, to see the accuracy of the argument that religious 
pluralism spawned political pluralism. The American Declaration of Independence reflected 
the prevailing state of the mind of the Nation when it was adopted on July 4, 1776 stating, 
prominently and emphatically, that “All men are created equal and are endowed by their 
Creator with certain inalienable rights.” The French Revolution of 1789 echoed this belief as 
well, although without referencing God. It further is notable that nations which believed that 
human rights are a grant of the Creator have protected and treasured them. In contrast, 
political regimes which adopted atheism, evolutionism, and darwinism as official ideologies, 
to the exclusion of others, have suppressed human rights to the point of near extinction. The 
practice of all totalitarian regimes of the Twentieth Century proves this point. 
 



 And we, the undersigned, too, witnessed this for ourselves. Totalitarianism in 
Romania collapsed precisely because religious people petitioned their government for 
religious freedom in December 1989. Evolutionism and darwinism had nothing to do with 
this. On the contrary, evolutionism and darwinism deprived the citizens of Romania of 
human rights and chained them to the whims of a totalitarian regime. Both were the pillars of 
communism, along with marxism-leninism and atheism. Respectfully, we do not want to 
relive this horrific episode in the history of humanity and call on the people of Europe to 
embrace the ideologies and beliefs which have ensured their multimillennial survival, namely 
religion and belief in God. Evolutionism and darwinism as ideologies have underpinned all 
major totalitarian systems of the Twentieth Century, whether in Europe or Asia. We also note 
here, with deep respect and not out of a spirit of sarcasm, that the authors of the Report which 
underpins the Resolution come from European countries which, unlike us, have never 
experienced totalitarianism. 
 
 Equally unworthy is the argument that the teaching of creationism confuses the minds 
of children. Evolutionism and darwinism do. In recent decades evolutionism and darwinism 
have generated rather odd ideological systems, among them painism, transhumanism, and 
trans-specism. Further evolutionism and darwinism have no soul. They do not teach any 
positive values. The doctrines of social darwinism and the survival of the fittest prove this. 
Evolutionary psychology likewise lacks the ability to endow evolutionism and darwinism 
with a soul, in spite of its significant attempts to the contrary in recent decades. Evolutionism 
and darwinism likewise lack a conscience, that most important mechanism with which our 
Creator has endowed us to differentiate between right and wrong and to choose right over 
wrong. It is the conscience which equilibrates humans, not evolutionism or darwinism. It is 
the conscience which prevents confusion in humans. Religion and creationism create moral 
citizens, of the type any secular society needs in order to prosper. Evolutionism and 
darwinism cannot create moral citizens, for these theories are morality-neutral. The values 
which religion and creationism have taught over the millennia have been consistent and 
strong and have ensured the survival of civilization. Evolutionism and darwinism are 
incapable of accomplishing this. Precisely because religion and creationism feed the soul they 
are popular. The Report describes, with much anxiety, the rise and popularity of creationism 
in some European countries and Turkey. The same is true in Romania where in 2002 
Firmilian Gherasim and Ion Vladuca published Ortodoxismul si eroarea evolutionista 
(Orthodoxy and the Evolutionist Error), a book much more popular in Romania, even among 
the younger generation, than Charles Darwin’s dry and hard to read The Origin of Species. 
 
 Please also note that we are not content with or naively accept the Resolution’s 
assurances that religion and creationism may still be taught in private settings, but still be 
banned in the public sphere. This is a totalitarian practice. We experienced it for ourselves for 
45 years. Religious expression and belief were banned in the public sphere and privately in 
communist Romania. Religion and creationism is our identity. We as believers do not want or 
accept a second-class status, especially when our status and the status of our children is 
defined by others according to their inaccurate perception of, or outright hostility toward, our 
values and beliefs. The Council is not authorized to confer such a status upon us. We have 
not given it such authority. We want freedom of expression for our beliefs in all settings and 
on an equal footing with other ideologies, including evolutionism and darwinism. We want 
equal access to the market of ideas. We want to compete freely in the market of ideas. We 
want equal access to the resources of the European Union and of the Council to promote our 
beliefs and spiritual welfare.  
 



Our Plea 
 
 We assert our rights as citizens of the European Union and respectfully request the 
following: 
 
 1. The Council abrogate the Resolution condemning creationism. 
 
 2. Should the Council be unwilling to do so, then, in the interests of fairness and 
balance, the Council adopt a Resolution outlining the positive aspects and contributions of 
creationism and religion to humanity and Europe. 
 
 3. We also call on the God-fearing people of Europe to join in our plea.  
 
 In closing, we express our respect toward the Council as citizens and loyal members 
of the European Family. At the same time, however, we also remain true to our beliefs and 
earnestly pray for the spiritual welfare of the European Family. For what will profit 
Europeans to embrace evolutionism and darwinism and lose their soul? We also assure your 
Excellencies of our most distinguished sentiments and prayers and greet you with a fitting 
verse from the Bible, Jude 1:24-25. 
 
 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 Executive Board of the Alliance of Families of Romania 
 Liviu Axinte 
 Petre Costea 
 Bogdan Mateciuc 
 Viorel Pop 
 Mihai Simon 
 
  
 BY:___________________________________ 
 Petre Costea, On Behalf of the Executive Board 
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