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We are sure that many people will find the question posed as the title of this
chapter a little strange. Surely, evolution is about the origin and development of
life-forms on earth—what has this got to do with religion? Evolution is science,
isn’t it? And we are told that it has got to be separate from religious belief—at
least in the classroom! Well, let’s see if evolution fits the bill as a true science as
opposed to a religious belief. In order to do so, we must define some terms.

What Is Science?

Creationists are often accused of being unscientific or pseudoscientific, while at
the same time those who promote evolution assume the mantle of “real
scientist.” But what is science anyway? According to The American Heritage
Dictionary, science is “the observation, identification, description,
experimental investigation, and theoretical explanation of phenomena.” Or put
more simply, science involves observing things in the real world and trying to
explain how they work. The key word here is observation.

You see, creationists do, indeed, believe in real “observational science,”
sometimes called “operational science.” We enjoy the benefits of observational
science every day. Whether flying in an airplane, having our illness cured by the
wonders of modern medicine, or writing this book on a space-age laptop
computer, we are benefiting from the technology that applies genuine
observational science to real-world needs. These triumphs of science exist in the
present and can therefore be the subjects of examination and investigation.

Another type of science is known as “historical science,” sometimes called
“origins science.” Historical science is the process of using the methods of
science in the present to determine what happened in the past. Since the
physical world exists in the present, all the evidence a scientist has available to
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examine the physical world also exists in the present. The scientist has no
method to examine directly the past; thus, he must make assumptions in order
to come to conclusions. However, assumptions are unproven, and generally
unprovable, beliefs. Assumptions are no more than untestable guesses.

Things that happened in the past are just that, past. They cannot be observed or
tested in the present. They cannot be repeated or verified in the present. Then,
you ask, how do we know so much about the past?

Understanding the Past

Perhaps an example here would help illustrate this issue. If you were to ask a
roomful of people, “Do you think George Washington was a real person?” what
would you expect the response to be? Of course, everyone would say that he or
she believed George Washington actually existed.

George Washington

Now ask this question: “Can you give me a way to prove his existence
scientifically, that is, by some experimental procedure?” The usual responses
are “Test his DNA,” or “Dig up his bones.” But actually, these methods won’t
work. First of all, DNA testing would only work if you already had a valid
sample of his DNA to use as a comparison. If you dug up his bones, you still
could not prove they were his. In order to make any conclusions, you would
have to make some assumptions based on things you could not actually test.



Well then, if there is no scientific method to prove he lived, how do we know
George Washington existed? It’s easy! We have abundant historical
documentation of his life. These documents were held to be valid by the people
who lived in that day and are not disputed. Thus, we have reliable evidence that
he actually walked the earth. (Whether or not he actually chopped down a
cherry tree is still a matter of debate!)

What Does This Have to Do with Evolution?

Molecules-to-man evolution is based on the premise that, through mutation
and natural selection, organisms have, over the past three billion or so years,
become more complex. These organisms have then progressed into an ever-
increasing array of creatures until, ultimately, humans arrived on the scene.

When asked if anyone has ever seen one type of creature change into another,
the answer is always no. Confronted with this, the evolutionists will usually
counter that it happens too slowly to be seen. The claim is that it takes millions
of years for these painfully slow processes to occur. Well then, if the process is
too slow to be seen, how do we know it happened at all? After all, no one was
there to observe all these organisms slowly changing into more complex forms.
Also, there is no way in the present to test or repeat what happened in the past.
Any conclusions about things that are not testable in the present must be based
on improvable assumptions about the untestable past.

Ernst Mayr, who is considered by many to be one of the 20th century’s most
influential evolutionists, put it this way:

Evolutionary biology, in contrast with physics and chemistry, is
an historical science—the evolutionist attempts to explain
events and processes that have already taken place. Laws and
experiments areinappropriate techniques for the explication of
such events and processes. Instead one constructs a historical
narrative, consisting of a tentative reconstruction of the
particular scenario that led to the events one is trying to
explain® (emphasis added).

He then amazingly concludes, “No educated person any longer questions the

validity of the so-called theory of evolution, which we know now to be a simple
fact”™ (emphasis added).

So-called Evidence for Evolution
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What is so obvious in our world that Mayr can call goo-to-you evolution “a
simple fact,” which according to him no educated person would question? There
are many supposed evidences for evolution. We will now consider two of these
supposed evidences here and will examine them in the light of observational,
rather than historical, science.

Evolutionists often claim that the theory of evolution has nothing to do with the
origin of life. They argue that evolution only deals with issues of the changes in
organisms over time. They contend that life has progressed through purely
naturalistic means, without any supernatural intervention. However, if they
argue that life progresses by purely naturalistic mechanisms, then they must
also delineate a natural process by which life came into being.

One supposed evidence for evolution is that life began spontaneously in the
earth’s vast oceans approximately three billion years ago.* Textbooks,
magazines, and television documentaries constantly bombard us with this so-
called fact. Just what is the evidence for the evolution of life from nonliving
molecules? There isn’t any! There is no method to determine what the earth’s
“ancient atmosphere” was like or the composition of the oceans at that

time.* No one was there to test or examine that environment. No one can say
with certainty what the chemical makeup of the primordial oceans was. So how
can it be claimed that simple proteins and nucleic acids arose spontaneously?
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Based on our knowledge of these molecules using observational science in the
present, it is difficult to imagine these processes happening by naturalistic
processes. No scientific observation has ever shown how these complex
molecules could arise spontaneously, let alone evolve simultaneously and
assemble themselves in such a way as to become alive. One prominent
evolutionist, Leslie Orgel, notes, “And so, at first glance, one might have to
conclude that life could never, in fact, have originated by chemical means.”

One of the primary evidences used to support the theory of evolution is the
fossil record. Evolutionists have long proposed that the fossilized remains of
dead organisms, both plant and animal, found in the rock layers prove that life
has evolved on the earth over millions of years. Using observational science,
how can this conclusion be reached? There are only the fossils themselves to
examine. These fossils only exist in the present. There is no method to
determine directly what happened to these creatures; neither to determine how
they died, nor how they were buried in the sediment, nor how long it took for
them to fossilize. Although it is possible to make up a story to explain the fossil
record, this contrived story does not meet the criteria for true scientific
investigation. A story about the past cannot be scientifically tested in the
present.

The creationist looking at the fossil record reaches a far different conclusion
from the evolutionist. To the creationist, the fossils in the rocks represent the
result of a global cataclysm with massive sedimentation rapidly burying
millions upon millions of creatures. This catastrophic event would account not
only for the fossil record but also for the rock layers themselves. (Deposition of
sediment in layers would have resulted from sorting in the turbulent Flood and
post-Flood waters.) So which viewpoint is correct? Neither the creationist’s nor
the evolutionist’s explanation can be tested in the present.
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But in this regard the creationist does have evidence. Evidence is found in a
book called the Bible. The Bible claims to be the Word of God. It is a record of
what God did and when He did it. In the Bible we learn how life began—God
created it. The Bible helps us understand the fossil record—much of it is the
result of a worldwide flood as described in Genesis 6—8. Like the historical
documents that establish George Washington existed, we have a reliable
historical document called the Bible to give us answers about our origin and
about our world.

An evolutionist has no historical documentation for his viewpoint. He relies on
the assumptions of historical science for support. Herein lies a fundamental
misunderstanding of the purpose and potential of science. Scientific inquiry
properly involves the investigation of processes that are observable, testable,
and repeatable. The origin and development of life on earth cannot be observed,
tested, or repeated because it happened in the past.

So, is evolution observable science? No, evolution falls under the realm of
historical science; it is a belief system about the past. How can an evolutionist
believe these things without rigorous scientific proof? The answer is that

he wants to. Evolutionists are quite sincere in their beliefs, but ultimately these
beliefs are based on their view that the world originated by itself through totally
naturalistic processes. There is a term for this type of belief system—that term
is religion. Religion is “a cause, a principle, or an activity pursued with zeal or
conscientious devotion.” It should be pointed out that religion does not
necessarily involve the concept of God.

Perhaps a few observations from some of the world’s leading evolutionists will
now put the question posed in the title of this chapter into perspective.
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Evolution as a Religion

Dr. Michael Ruse, from the Department of Philosophy at the University of
Guelph in Ontario, is a philosopher of science, particularly of the evolutionary
sciences. He is the author of several books on Darwinism and evolutionary
theory and in an article in the National Post he wrote:”

Evolution is promoted by its practitioners as more than mere
science. Evolution is promulgated as an ideology, a secular
religion—a full-fledged alternative to Christianity, with meaning
and morality. . . . Evolution is a religion. This was true of
evolution in the beginning, and it is true of evolution still today.

This is an incredible admission: the study of the origin and development of life-
forms on earth is not “mere science,” but “a secular religion.”

However, this is also the view of William Provine, the Charles A. Alexander
Professor of Biological Sciences at the Department of Ecology and Evolutionary
Biology at Cornell University. Writing in Origins Research, he tells us, “Let me
summarize my views on what modern evolutionary biology tells us loud and
clear.”® Now you would expect this leading professor of biology to say that
modern evolutionary biology tells us something about the origin of life or
something about natural selection or something about the origin of species or
something about genetics. But, no! According to this leading evolutionary
biologist, modern evolutionary biology tells us loud and clear that:

There are no gods, no purposes, no goal-directed forces of any
kind. There is no life after death. When I die, I am absolutely
certain that I am going to be dead. That’s the end for me. There
is no ultimate foundation for ethics, no ultimate meaning to life,
and no free will for humans, either.®

It is obvious that these two influential biologists believe that evolution is a
religion—a religion of atheism where there are no end products and where
evolution reigns supreme.

Religion of Atheism

Writing a superb article about the rise of the Darwinian fundamentalism in The
Spectator, the journalist Paul Johnson sums up the belief system of atheistic
evolutionists with great insightfulness.
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Nature does not distinguish between a range of mountains, like
the Alps, or a stone or a clever scientist like Professor Dawkins,
because it is sightless, senseless and mindless, being a mere
process operating according to rules which have not been
designed but simply are.’

Although Paul Johnson uses the word nature, he actually is referring to
evolution. By this he means chance random processes honed by natural
selection over eons of time. This is the process by which everything has been
created, according to the evolutionists. The everything can be an inanimate
object like a range of mountains, or it can be incredibly complex creatures like
you and the authors of this book.

This belief in molecules-to-man evolution can and does cause people to become
atheists as admitted by leading atheist Dr. Richard Dawkins, the Charles
Simonyi Professor of the Public Understanding of Science at Oxford University.
In answer to the question “Is atheism the logical extension of believing
evolution?” Dawkins replied, “My personal feeling is that understanding
evolution led me to atheism.”"°

Evolution Contrasted with Christianity

The only true real religion is Christianity, and this can be used as the template
to explain what a religion is. A religion will therefore give an explanation for

A holy book—Christianity teaches that the Bible is the Word
of God and that this book teaches us what to believe
concerning God and what God requires of us. The holy book
of the evolutionists is Darwin’s Origin of Species. The
evolutionists believe that this book gives an explanation for
the origin and development of life on earth" without the need
of any God or supernatural agent.

The origin of everything—Christianity teaches that in the
beginning God created everything (that is, the entire universe
with all its stars and planets, all plant life and all animal and
human life) out of nothing over a period of six literal days. In
comparison, evolution teaches that in the beginning nothing
exploded and gradually evolved over billions of years into the
universe that we see today.

The origin of death and suffering—Christianity teaches that
when God created everything, it was perfect. As a result of the
sin of the first man, Adam, death, disease, and suffering
entered the scene. Evolution does not recognize the
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word sin but teaches that fish-to-philosopher evolution can
only proceed via death. Hence, death, disease, and suffering
are the necessary driving forces of evolution; from this
concept, we get the phrase survival of the fittest.

The reason why humans are here—Christianity teaches that
humans are the pinnacle of God’s creation and that they were
made in God’s image and likeness. In contrast, amoeba-to-
architect evolution teaches that humans have evolved from
some apelike ancestor, which in turn evolved from another
sort of animal.

The future of humans—Christianity teaches that one day the
Lord Jesus Christ will return to this earth and that He will
create a new heavens and earth where those people who
trusted Him as their Lord and Savior in this life will live with
God forever. Evolution, on the other hand, teaches that
humans are not the end product of evolution; evolution will
continue and humans will either become extinct or evolve
into some other species of creature that will definitely not be
human.

The future of the universe—Christianity teaches that the
present universe will be burned up by God, and He will then
create a new heavens and earth. Evolution, on the other
hand, teaches that one day the universe will reach what is
called a heat death, although it is in effect a cold death, for
the temperature of the universe will be just a fraction of a
degree above absolute zero. This will happen when all the
energy that is available to do work will have been used up,
and then nothing will happen—the universe will just “be.”
The time period for the universe to reach this state is almost
unimaginable. It is thought that it will take about a thousand
billion years for all the stars to use up all their fuel and fizzle
out. By then, of course, there will be no life in the universe;
every single life-form, including humans, will have become
extinct billions of years previously. There will still be,
however, occasional flashes of starlight in the dark universe
as very large stars collapse in on themselves to form black
holes. For the next 10*** (that is the figure 1 followed by 122
zeros!) years, this so-called Hawking radiation will be the
only thing happening in the universe. Then, when all the
black holes have evaporated, there will be darkness for

102° years, during which time the universe will simply “be”
and nothing will happen.



Evolution—an Attractive Religion

At first sight, believing in evolution may not seem an attractive proposition.
However, what makes it attractive is that there is no God to whom you have to
give an account of your actions. This is borne out by the following quote from
an atheist:

We no longer feel ourselves to be guests in someone else’s home
and therefore obliged to make our behavior conform with a set
of preexisting cosmic rules. It is our creation now. We make the
rules. We establish the parameters of reality. We create the
world, and because we do, we no longer feel beholden to outside
forces. We no longer have to justify our behavior, for we are
now the architects of the universe. We are responsible to
nothing outside ourselves, for we are the kingdom, the power,
and the glory forever and ever.”

Evolution therefore leads to the teaching that you can do as you please. You can
live your life just to please yourself. Many people today live such a life. They
have abandoned the faith of their forefathers and have embraced the doctrines
of evolution with its atheism. No wonder we are living in a “me, me, me”
hedonistic society where everything that you do is to try to please and bring
pleasure to yourself. This is more than “selfish ambition”; it is totally decadent
and is in total contrast to what Christianity teaches about what our ambition
should be—our chief end is to glorify God (not oneself ) and to enjoy Him (not
oneself ) forever.
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