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Introduction

This eBook is
an extension of the podcast 
TruthFinder. The mission statement for
TruthFinder is to search for crucial answers to critical
questions about belief, non-belief, and everything in
between.[1] This search attempts to be as
objective as possible, since the real truth will always be true,
regardless of what a person knows, thinks he or she knows,
believes, or feels. Accordingly, in this edition, we’ll be
challenging a core foundation upon which a Godless worldview
rests—Darwinism, or the idea that the diversity of life can be
explained by the purely natural process of evolution by natural
selection. We’ll be exposing the foundation upon which Darwinian
evolution is based, and when we unearth said foundation, the
structures that are supported by it may shake. When we use modern
science to scrutinize a nineteenth-century theory, what will be the
ultimate conclusion? Will an objective assessment force us to
seriously reconsider Darwin’s theory of evolution? Will the
supporting structures that rest upon the theory of evolution
crumble and fall? In pursuit of the truth, we shall find out. Much
is at stake, because if a Godless worldview does not have a
plausible explanation for life, then the explanation is
insignificant, and the corresponding worldview is in vain.

• • •

Charles Darwin is best known for his
theory of evolution by natural selection. His theory was put forth
in his magnum opus, The Origin of Species, published in
1859. Origin had the potential to forever change the world
because it presumably described how the diversity in nature could
be explained by purely natural processes. Yet today, more than 150
years later, roughly three out of ten (34 percent) adults in the
United States reject evolution entirely. Even among the adults that
do believe in evolution (62 percent), roughly half are skeptical
that evolution happens exclusively due to natural
processes.[2] This means that more than six
out of every ten Americans doubt that evolution is true or deny how
it happens according to scientific consensus[3]--that is, solely by natural
means. The truth is never based on public opinion, but a nagging
question is evident: Why is there such resistance to accepting
evolution as true? Are the majority of Americans in the dark … or
just plain stupid? Does gross misinformation exist? Do scientists
have access to evidence that laypeople don’t? Are the people
biased? Are the scientists biased? Is the scientific community
involved in a grand hoax? Am I reading too much into this?
Could it be that (gasp) Darwin was wrong?

Some evolution skeptics dismiss the theory
without a thorough consideration of the facts, and others lack
conviction despite being cognizant of the full breadth of evidence.
To validate their position, many in both camps end up saying
similar things. What I hope to do in this episode is something new:
make a case for why Darwin’s theory of evolution by natural
selection is not true because natural selection does not
exist. Natural selection has little to do with real science and
much to do with a philosophical assumption. What I intend to
therefore demonstrate is that ultimately, evolution amounts to an
anemic hypothesis based on speculation and untestable
assumptions.

Indeed, the claim that evolution is not
true stands in opposition to the scientific consensus that
evolution is an all-embracing fact.[4] However, as I
shall validate, just because a person (or a group of people) is an
expert does not mean he or she is inerrant, nor does it mean his or
her reasoning is correct. For non-experts, it appears that many of
those who embrace Darwinian evolution by natural selection do so
out of ignorance, without ever having carefully scrutinized it or
investigating the “facts” for themselves.[5]
Michael Behe, the author of Darwin’s Black Box, discovered
that this assessment was true not only for public grade and high
school students but for people in the media, graduate students in
the biological sciences, and the teachers of those graduate
students.

At no point in this analysis will I make the
argument or draw the conclusion that “God did it.” What I intend to
show is that a person doesn’t need a speck of religious persuasion
to reject Darwin’s theory. All you need is logic, common sense, and
to actually examine the facts for yourself. God doesn’t need to
defeat Darwin because Darwin does an excellent job all by
himself—with an enormous amount of help from science. There is one
question that science always answers or seeks to answer well. That
question is how. If science doesn’t answer that question—or
isn’t actively pursuing an explanation for how—then it fails
to be science. Where Darwin’s theory fails is not the idea; it’s in
explaining how. And the more information we gain about life (and
how wonderfully complex it is), the more explaining Darwin’s theory
has to do.

In Part I, I will define what evolution is and
clarify terms. I will then explain how natural selection works and
what is at stake if Darwin is wrong. In Part II, I will present
seven reasons that explain why natural selection does not exist.
First, through analysis of Darwin’s Origin of Species and
using his own words, I will explain how Darwin never presented a
plausible explanation for natural selection in Origin, only
some vague theoretical conjectures. Here I will expose the
fraudulent logical and philosophical foundation upon which the
theory of evolution rests. Second, I will make a scientific case
and draw on contemporary knowledge in molecular biochemistry,
genetics, and medicine to further validate that natural selection
is not real. The foundation upon which I will make this argument is
that on a cellular level (where the building blocks of life work),
natural selection explains virtually nothing and therefore is not a
credible scientific theory. Third, I will explain how the
historical piece of evidence most cited as clear proof that
evolution happened—the fossil record—is actually a large reservoir
of evidence against natural selection. Finally, I will conclude by
making an inference about the scientific explanation and discern
what meaningful conclusions can be drawn because natural selection
is not real and, therefore, evolution is not true.

I do not believe that each reason natural
selection does not exist will be totally persuasive in and of
itself; rather, each reason will serve as some proof against it so
that the cumulative summation of evidence demands the verdict that
natural selection is not real. The seven reasons will analyze the
scientific facts and make the argument that natural selection does
not exist because of either of the following reasons:

(i) There is no sufficient explanation for how
natural selection actually works, as required for any plausible
scientific explanation.

(ii) Natural selection is redundant because of other
verifiable forces that act instead.



 Part I

Defining terms

Evolution and Science

Science answers the question of “How?” by
telling us what is. Science plays an invaluable part in helping
human beings to understand reality. What I do every day, for
example (medicine), is materially advanced by research and
empirical trials. True science is, therefore, not something to be
denigrated but to be championed. Accordingly, I am in no way
anti-science. I am a seasoned medical doctor, and while engaged in
my particular field of expertise, I consult scientific trials and
concrete data in order to guide treatment plans. In other words,
it’s all about what is true and where the facts lead.
Hence, this is why I must make an early distinction between
science and Darwin’s theory of evolution by natural
selection. It is simply because I champion science that
Darwinian pseudoscience cannot be tolerated. The reasons for this
distinction will be made clear in what follows. In the medical
world, there are real doctors who really graduate medical school
and go through real residences to make sure they are not only
credentialed but qualified. Then there are quack “doctors” who give
themselves an honorary title but shouldn’t be treating your enemy’s
dog. Just as quack MDs give real doctors a bad name, Darwinian
evolution by natural selection gives legitimate science a bad
name.

Real science can entertain intelligent dissent
because real science grows stronger after wrestling with competing
ideas. In fact, dissenters propel science forward by challenging
the status quo. If science refuses to at least consider competing
explanations, then that’s not real science, and blind acceptance of
the dictates of the establishment is not independent thought—in
fact, it exemplifies the absence of thought. Hence, we shall
embark to discover the scientific truth by fully understanding the
objections to that truth. Indeed, religion is perfectly capable of
suppressing intelligent thought when it begins to act like a
coercive tyrant with an ideology to uphold. Science acting like a
religion can also do the same thing.

 Biologists have
authority over questions of biology, but they have no authority to
impose a philosophy on society.[6]

Let us now begin our quest for the truth by
defining what evolution and natural selection are.

 Defining terms: What is evolution?[7]
What is natural selection?

So what is evolution exactly? The National
Academy of Sciences defines evolution as:

 [C]hanges in the
heritable traits of a population of organisms as successive
generations replace one another. It is populations of organisms
that evolve, not individual organisms.[8]

Dr. Jerry Coyne is a biologist and a specialist
in evolutionary genetics. In his book Why Evolution Is True,
he succinctly summarizes the modern theory of evolution in one
sentence. He writes:

 Life on earth
evolved gradually beginning with one primitive species—perhaps a
self-replicating molecule—that lived more than 3.5 billion years
ago; it then branched out over time, throwing off many new and
diverse species; and the mechanism for most (but not all) of
evolutionary change is natural selection.[9]

Coyne then
goes on to explain that this statement consists of six components:
“evolution, gradualism, speciation, common ancestry, natural
selection, and nonselective mechanisms of evolutionary
change.”[10]

Evolution[11] is defined as the
genetic change that a species undergoes over time. The idea is
that, as time goes on and species change genetically, over
generations, one species (e.g., an orangutan from the genus
Pongo; an orangutan is also a type of ape) can evolve into
another species (e.g., humans). This genetic change comes from
mutations. Evolutionary theory does not state that all
species must evolve.

We have to take a brief aside here for a moment
to realize that, by definition, evolution is a very broad term that
encompasses many diverse things. It is therefore necessary to
explicate what someone precisely means by it. “Big evolution” or
macroevolution is what most people think about when they
hear evolution—that is, hominids (apes) evolving into humans. But
according to definition, evolution also refers to in-species
variation—that is, the fact that the genes in a population change
over time, like the change in frequency of genes that control fur
color in a cohort of red foxes. What’s more, evolution can also
refer to cyclical genetic change in a species, where the
frequencies of some genes increase and decrease over the
generations. These situations illustrate “small evolution” or
microevolution. Microevolution does not refer to
orangutans evolving into humans. In microevolution, for example,
orangutans stay orangutans and bacteria stay bacteria (e.g.,
Staphylococcus aureus), but the allele (gene) frequencies in
the respective populations change over time.

Reality
tells us that nature is always changing. Reality also tells us that
if you give them time, species of animals and plants all
change. And here’s the thing: Of course species change over
time, and of course their gene frequencies change. Not
even Darwin skeptics deny this fact. The real question is
how they change—whether by natural selection or some other
explanation—which will be discussed later. Do you know what happens
if a village of Eskimos from the North pole moves South and marries
and has children with a village of people from Sub-Saharan Africa?
You will have a population that has undergone genetic change
over time.[12] Does this mean that the
human beings in this population have “evolved” into a different
species? Of course not. It simply means that new generations of
humans will have different gene frequencies than their parents. Yet
by definition, this example highlights microevolution,
though this does not mean that species are evolving in the
sense that one species evolves into another; it simply means that a
species is changing.

So, when
“evolution” is used to refer merely to microevolution this
tells us that American crows[13] will remain crows, but
those birds will not become dragons. By incorporating mere genetic
change into the definition of evolution, many will thus
champion the “fact” of microevolution and then subsume the
“fact” of macroevolution under a unified
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