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Is evolution more than a theory? Is evolution more of a faith based religion? We will explore these and other questions.
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More than a theory?
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Schools, universities and many scientists treat evolution as fact. Are they right to do so? There is no fossil evidence of evolution. Around fifty percent of fossils have living counterparts today that are very similar to their fossils. So there has been no evolution. Because of the half life of carbon 14 any fossils containing carbon 14 can only be as old as 50,000 years. To date fossils older than this a layer above or below the fossil has to be dated. Assumptions have to be made when dating and the results can be significantly in error depending on the assumptions. For example the amount of daughter elements of the original sample is known and none of the radioactive element or the daughter element has been added to, or taken away from, the sample. If indeed fossils are dated as millions of years old then these assumptions and the consequence dating are unlikely to be correct. Because evolution theory says it is a very slow, gradual process these vast timescales are needed but they are just as likely to be errors. For example a ten year old rock sample was analysed by a reputable laboratory that did not know the age of the sample. They got results in the thousands of years old. This was due to wrong assumptions. In the same way a rock sample a thousand years old could conceivably dated as a million years old with the wrong assumptions. The problem with radiometric dating such as the potassium / argon dating is the initial state of the sample is unknown so assumptions have to be made and as the daters are expecting millions of years age then they are likely to make the assumptions that give these dates. I’m not saying that they are being deceitful just that their expectations may affect their dating.
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A faith based religion
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Evolutionists will say that they believe that it is true or they hope it is true. This is more like a religion. This isn’t rational. One prominent evolutionist admitted that spontaneous generation of life was widely thought to be impossible and the only viable alternative was life came about through a Creator but he couldn’t accept that because it went against his philosophy. How irrational!

Because evolution can’t be proved it has to be believed in.

Some quotes:

“The theory of evolution, like the theory of gravity, is a scientific fact.”

Neil deGrasse Tyson.

There is no proof for this therefore it is irrational.

“If evolution really works, how come mothers only have two hands?” Milton Berle.

Interesting point.

“I believe in evolution. But I also believe, when I hike the Grand Canyon and see it at sunset, that the hand of God is there also.”

John McCain.

To believe in evolution is to use the words of religion which is irrational.

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.

Some Words from Darwin

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. This is not rational. 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.

“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
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