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If the theory of evolution is true science it must be followed and taught in our schools. If, however, it is only a faith religion it should be neither.

I have never come across anyone who has proved evolution from facts based in observation, but I have come across a great many people who treat evolution as fact and say they believe in it.

According to Richard Dawkins, one of our most prominent evolutionists:

“Faith is the great cop-out, the great excuse to evade the need to think and evaluate evidence. Faith is belief in spite of, even perhaps because of, the lack of evidence.”

This is ironic because Richard has faith in evolution despite the lack of scientific evidence, and consequently, his faith, in his own words, is a cop out. There is no scientific evidence for evolution, if the evidence is evaluated without the bias and the belief that evolution must be true. Of course, what I just said is an unsupported statement, however, I will give evidence in support of it later in this article.
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If Darwin’s words are science they will contain facts from observations or conclusions supported by observations. Here are some quotes in no particular order:

“Thus, from the war of nature, from famine and death, the most exalted object which we are capable of conceiving, namely, the production of the higher animals, directly follows. There is grandeur in this view of life, with its several powers, having been originally breathed into a few forms or into one; and 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

His observations are of nature, famine, death, the law of gravity, endless forms most beautiful and most wonderful. None of these observations provide facts for evolution. This does, however, show us what Darwin believes.

“...But I own that I cannot see as plainly as others do, and as I should wish to do, evidence of design and beneficence on all sides of us. There seems to me too much misery in the world. I cannot persuade myself that a beneficent and omnipotent God would have designedly created the Ichneumonidæ with the express intention of their feeding within the living bodies of Caterpillars, or that a cat should play with mice... I feel most deeply that the whole subject is too profound for the human intellect. A dog might as well speculate on the mind of Newton. Let each man hope and believe what he can.” 

― Charles Darwin, The Life & Letters of Charles Darwin

In his final sentence Darwin sums up by talking about hope and belief, not science. If we want to see it there is design all around us and within us. DNA is a coded language, and we know that languages only come about from intelligence. The replication of DNA in cell division is far too complex and precise to have come about by random processes.

The illustration of the swimbladder in fishes is a good one, because it shows us clearly the highly important fact that an organ originally constructed for one purpose, namely flotation, may be converted into one for a wholly different purpose, namely respiration. (Darwin, Origin of Species, 1st edn, p 190)

“May be converted.” Where is the observation? Where is the evidence? Just saying it doesn’t make it so. This claim is unsupported, yet believed.

In 1859, Darwin observed 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. (Darwin, Origin of Species, 1st edn, p 189) 

But Darwin went on to say:

We should be extremely cautious in concluding that an organ could not have been formed by transitional gradations of some kind. (Darwin, Origin of Species, 1st edn, p 190)

The human body alone contains organs, such as the eyes, lungs and heart which would have to be fully formed to work. At the cellular level there are all sorts of ‘micro-machines’ which work more efficiently than the best we can do. Again, with use of words alone Darwin has made claims with no evidence.

“But just in proportion as this process of extermination has acted on an enormous scale, so must the number of intermediate varieties, which have formerly existed, be truly enormous. Why then is not every geological formation and every stratum full of such intermediate links? Geology assuredly does not reveal any such finely graduated organic chain; and this, perhaps, is the most obvious and serious objection which can be urged against the theory. The explanation lies, as I believe, in the extreme imperfection of the geological record.” 

― Charles Darwin, The Origin of Species 

Darwin believed that the geological record was imperfect when he observed it. He expected more extensive excavations of fossils would show these ‘enormous’ amounts of intermediates. Today we have excavated extensively. With respect, science should go with the evidence – that there are only discreet species in the fossil record, which does not support evolution. Any contradiction of this is an act of faith in evolution.

“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 confess, absurd in the highest degree...The difficulty of believing that a perfect and complex eye could be formed by natural selection, though insuperable by our imagination, should not be considered subversive of the theory.” 

― Charles Darwin 

“Should not be considered subversive” is not logical. He spent most of his words inferring it’s impossible then squelches it in the last sentence. He did not want to believe that the eye was totally improbable via evolution because he believed in evolution instead. Evolution had become his religion.
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“I do not feel obliged to believe that the same God who has endowed us with sense, reason, and intellect has intended us to forgo their use.” 

― Galileo Galilei, Letter to the Grand Duchess Christina.

I totally agree. We need to apply sense and reason to evolution and not just believe it because we don’t want the alternative.

“My religious convictions and scientific views cannot at present be more specifically defined than as those of a believer in creative evolution. I desire that no public monument or work of art or inscription or sermon or ritual service commemorating me shall suggest that I accepted the tenets peculiar to any established church or denomination nor take the form of a cross or any other instrument of torture or symbol of blood sacrifice.” 

― From the will of George Bernard Shaw

He claimed to be a believer in creative evolution. It could be said that evolution was his religion.

“The total amount of suffering per year in the natural world is beyond all decent contemplation. During the minute that it takes me to compose this sentence, thousands of animals are being eaten alive, many others are running for their lives, whimpering with fear, others are slowly being devoured from within by rasping parasites, thousands of all kinds are dying of starvation, thirst, and disease. It must be so. If there ever is a time of plenty, this very fact will automatically lead to an increase in the population until the natural state of starvation and misery is restored. In a universe of electrons and selfish genes, blind physical forces and genetic replication, some people are going to get hurt, other people are going to get lucky, and you won't find any rhyme or reason in it, nor any justice. The universe that we observe has precisely the properties we should expect if there is, at bottom, no design, no purpose, no evil, no good, nothing but pitiless indifference.” 

― Richard Dawkins, River Out of Eden: A Darwinian View of Life

Richard has observed correctly, but his conclusions are based on a belief in a universe without God. You can tell he feels it should be different and he is right. The universe was created different. The fall from grace caused the universe to be as it is now.

“And, you know, politics aside, the success of Sarah Palin and women like her is good for all women - except, of course —those who will end up, you know, like, paying for their own rape ‘kit ‘n’ stuff, But for everybody else, it’s a win-win. Unless you’re a gay woman who wants to marry your partner of 20 years - whatever. But for most women, the success of conservative women is good for all of us. Unless you believe in evolution. You know - actually, I take it back. The whole thing’s a disaster.” 

― Tina Fey an American actress, comedian, writer, and producer.

Tina is right it is a disaster. Her observation is correct. As she says, evolution is something that people believe in.

“Folks, it's time to evolve. That's why we're troubled. You know why our institutions are failing us, the church, the state, everything's failing? It's because, um – they're no longer relevant. We're supposed to keep evolving. Evolution did not end with us growing opposable thumbs. You do know that, right?” 

― Bill Hicks

Jesus offers a peace that is beyond understanding and beyond anything the world can give. Many churches are not failing. They’re thriving.

“The law of evolution is that the strongest survives!' 'Yes, and the strongest, in the existence of any social species, are those who are most social. In human terms, most ethical...There is no strength to be gained from hurting one another. Only weakness.” 

― Ursula K. Le Guin

Firstly, evolution is not a law. In the West we fortunately belong to a society where the weaker are cared for and protected by the law. This statement is evidence about ethics not evolution.

“And people who believe in God think God has put human beings on earth because they think human beings are the best animal, but human beings are just an animal and they will evolve into another animal, and that animal will be cleverer and it will put human beings into a zoo, like we put chimpanzees and gorillas into a zoo. Or human beings will all catch a disease and die out or they will make too much pollution and kill themselves, and then there will only be insects in the world and they will be the best animal.” 

― Mark Haddon, The Curious Incident of the Dog in the Night-Time

Mark has not given us any evidence to validate these views.

“Human beings are so destructive. I sometimes think we're a kind of plague, that will scrub the earth clean. We destroy things so well that I sometimes think, maybe that's our function. Maybe every few eons, some animal comes along that kills off the rest of the world, clears the decks, and lets evolution proceed to its next phase.” 

― Michael Crichton, The Lost World

The observation that we are destructive is correct, but we are also very constructive and creative. Michael doesn’t say what the next evolutionary phase would be and offers no evidence.

“Evolution could so easily be disproved if just a single fossil turned up in the wrong date order. Evolution has passed this test with flying colours.” 

― Richard Dawkins, The Greatest Show on Earth: 

Richard is wrong about evolution. 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, a terrier sized herbivore, according to evolution ‘the earliest known horse’. According to evolution’s interpretation of the fossil ‘record’, this is an indication that the modern horse and its so-called ancestor lived at the same time, so this is in the wrong
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