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Let me say at the outset that I do not claim to have all the truth. When you have finished reading this article you will be free to make up your own mind and that is how it should be. 

I am keenly interested in truth when it comes to what people live their lives by and what our children are taught in schools and universities. I do not mean I want to put over “my truth” as opposed to “your truth”. I mean the simple truth. Evolution is taught as truth in our schools and universities. Are they right to do so? Even prominent evolutionists have doubts. They say things like they ‘hope it is true’ or that they ‘believe in it’. Neither statement is scientific. What I propose to do is examine the facts as honestly and scientifically as I can.

The Theory

First, we need to know just what evolution says:

The theory of evolution is the process by which different kinds of living organism are believed to have developed from earlier forms during the history of the earth.

Evolution could be defined as change in heritable traits of biological organisms over generations due to natural selection, mutation, gene flow, and genetic drift. Also known as descent with modification. Over time these evolutionary processes lead to formation of new species (speciation), changes within lineages (anagenesis), and loss of species (extinction). "Evolution" is also another name for evolutionary biology, the subfield of biology concerned with studying evolutionary processes that produced the diversity of life on Earth.

Living creatures "differ from one another, and those variations arise at random, without a plan or purpose."

Its core tenet is the natural selection of the fittest, produced by random copying errors called mutations.

Darwin imagined it might be possible that all life is descended from an original species from ancient times: 

“Probably all organic beings which have ever lived on this earth have descended from one primordial life form. There is grandeur in this view of life that, whilst this planet has gone cycling on according to the fixed law of gravity, from so simple a beginning endless forms most beautiful and most wonderful have been, and are being evolved.” (Charles Darwin, The Origin of Species).

Summary of Darwin's theory

To summarise Darwin's theory of evolution:

1. There is Variation in Every Population.

2. Organisms Compete for limited resources.

3. Organisms produce more Offspring than can survive.

4. Organisms pass Genetic traits on to their offspring.

5. Those organisms with the most beneficial traits are more likely to survive and reproduce.

Darwin proposed that evolution of one species into another happened slowly and gradually by natural selection and mutation.

The definition of natural selection: (Page 20 - 21 of On Natural Selection) is:

The ‘preservation of favourable variations and the rejection of injurious variations’.

According to the theory we are all descended from that first single celled ancestor. From starfish came fish. From fish came amphibians. From amphibians came reptiles. From reptiles came birds and mammals.

A theory

Firstly, because evolution is a theory it is wrong to treat it as fact.

As a theory it must be subject to the scientific method to be given the title of “scientific theory”.

The scientific method is simple:

1 Observe some aspect of the universe

2 Invent a hypothesis or description of what you have observed

3 Use the hypothesis to make predictions

4 Test those predictions by experiments or further observations and modify the hypothesis in the light of those results.

5 Repeat 3 and 4 until there are no discrepancies between theory and experiment and / or observation.

STEP 1. Observe.

Darwin observed variations within species. He also observed that some species were interdependent. For example, clover needs bees. Without them it would die out. He also observed that fossils were found in different strata with the simpler animals and plants being in the lower strata.

STEP 2. Construct a hypothesis that is consistent with the observation.

From this he concluded that every animal and plant that now exists had come from a less developed common ancestor and had developed to their present state through mutation and natural selection (evolution). He did not know about genetics and DNA and, as we shall see, how impossible evolution by mutation is. Here he fails because his hypothesis is not justified by his observations.

If he had stopped at natural selection that would have been consistent with his observations, but he went beyond his observations to propose evolution.

STEP 3. Use the hypothesis to make predictions.

He concluded that evolution had happened though he had no observations to support this. He had not observed a gradual evolution of one species to another in the fossil record. The lack of fossil evidence for transitions and consequent missing links bothered him and he says so. 

However, he contented himself with the consolation that they had not been found yet and all would be well when more fossils had been unearthed. Quite an optimist, but it is not science! It is as well to note that the language and the reasoning of evolution is all in the vein of a faith or a belief system. This is not science. Also, the fossil record has now been fully explored and there are still no transitional fossils or missing links. The evidence disproves evolution.

STEP 4. Test those predictions by experiments or further observations and modify the hypothesis in the light of your results.

If he were employing the scientific method, he would have gone to step 4 and made further observations to support his theory, but he did not do that. He had already made a great deal of observations and the calibre of his raw data is excellent. That is not the problem. His conclusions go beyond his observations. He needed observations that would support his theory.

STEP 5. Repeat steps 3 and 4 until there are no discrepancies between theory and experiment and/or observation. (A hypothesis becomes a theory when there is consistency). He did not do that.

So, we see that Darwin failed to follow the Scientific Method. Evolution is therefore not a scientific theory. 

Darwin wrote, "...Natural selection acts only by taking advantage of slight successive variations; she can never take a great and sudden leap, but must advance by short and sure, though slow steps.”

Darwin's theory of evolution is a slow gradual process. However, Darwin conceded that, "If it could be demonstrated that any complex organ existed, which could not possibly have been formed by numerous, successive, slight modifications, my theory would absolutely break down." 

Such a complex organ would be known as an "irreducibly complex system". An irreducibly complex system is one composed of multiple parts, all of which are necessary for the system to function. If even one part is missing, the entire system will fail to function. Every individual part is integral. Thus, such a system could not have evolved slowly, piece by piece. 

There are tens of thousands of irreducibly complex systems on the cellular level. Molecular biologist Michael Denton wrote, "Although the tiniest bacterial cells are incredibly small, weighing less than 10-12 grams, each is in effect a veritable micro-miniaturized factory containing thousands of exquisitely designed pieces of intricate molecular machinery, made up altogether of one hundred thousand million atoms, far more complicated than any machinery built by man and absolutely without parallel in the non-living world." 

The eye, the ear and the heart are all examples of irreducible complexity. Darwin confessed, "To suppose that the eye with all its inimitable contrivances for adjusting the focus to different distances, for admitting different amounts of light, and for the correction of spherical and chromatic aberration, could have been formed by natural selection, seems, I freely confess, absurd in the highest degree." So even by his own words Darwin has said his theory of evolution is untrue.

There are some fundamental problems with evidence for evolution. Let us look at some of them:

Evidence 

Darwin thought that natural selection was one of the mechanisms of evolution. He made extensive observations then concluded that natural selection happened. If he had stopped there then his work would have been scientific, but he went on to speculate about evolution without the evidence to support it. It was quite literally a leap of faith. Natural selection is surely evidence of adaptation, not evolution, because species do not change but they do adapt to their environment. (For examples of species that have not changed see below). 

When examining fossils even with the best will in the world what you are expecting or wanting to find is liable to affect your findings and conclusions. This was so with the horse. Four types of fossils were said to be evidence of the horse’s evolution, and proof of the theory of evolution. It was claimed that Eohippus was the ancestor of the modern horse. Eohippus, which was claimed to have become extinct millions of years ago, is nearly identical to the hyrax, a small rabbit-like animal which still lives in Africa and has nothing whatsoever to do with the horse. According to the textbooks, the Eohippus was the size of a fox, was a meat eater and had 18 pairs of ribs. What they fail to mention is that the next horse had 15 ribs, the next 19 ribs then back to 18. This is clearly not the same animal evolving. In north-eastern Oregon, the three-toed Neohipparion and one-toed Pliohippus were found in the same layer. This indicates that they were living at the same time, and provides no evidence that one evolved from the other. The fact that most of the horses lived almost at the same time undermines their proposed evolution. Also, modern horses were found in layers supposed to be ‘older’ than their supposed ancestors. Furthermore, fossils of modern horse species (Equus nevadensis and Equus occidentalis) have been discovered in the same layer as Eohippus. This is an indication that the modern horse and its so-called ancestor lived at the same time.

Evolution claims a hundred or more million years for the evolution of, say a reptile into a mammal. According to the theory this is a slow, gradual process. If this is so there must be thousands of intermediate fossils on the way to the new life form. There aren’t any. All we find is fossils of distinct species. This contradicts evolution.

An amazingly well-preserved woolly mammoth was found frozen in Siberia in an ice cave. The creature was identified as female and went on display in Tokyo. Scientists think she got stuck in a swamp and died over 39,000 years ago. A Russian pathologist who examined the flesh said it was better preserved than a human corpse left in the permafrost.

Samples of the blood and muscle have already been taken back to Korea by a company called Sooam Biotech Research Foundation that hopes to use them to clone the mammoth. If the flesh was so well preserved doesn’t this cast doubt on a predicted age of 39,000 years old?

The most important question is if this mammoth got caught in a swamp where did all the extra water come from? Why did the water then freeze with the mammoth enveloped in it? If the mammoth was thousands of years old would it not seem likely that the freezing happened rapidly or else it would not have been so well preserved, nor would the blood found nearby. Evolution is based on uniformitarianism which says that everything in the past is the same as today. Uniformitarianism and evolution do not explain what happened to this mammoth.

Archaeopteryx was once thought to be an ancestor to modern birds. It is now known to have more in common with the dinosaurs. It stands alone, uniquely, with no fossil between it and either birds or reptiles. The evolutionist Barbara Stahl, in her book Vertebrate History: Problems in Evolution (McGraw-Hill 1941) writes: ‘Since Archaeopteryx occupies an isolated position in the fossil record, it is impossible to tell whether the animal gave rise to more advanced fliers ...’ 

The evolutionist A.J. Marshall writing in Biology and Comparative Physiology of Birds (Academic Press 1960 p
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