
Evolution—Theory Or Fact
Intro: “In the beginning was matter, which begat the ameba, which begat the worm, which begat the fish,
which begat the amphibian, which begat the reptile, which begat the lower mammal, which begat the
lemur, which begat the monkey, which begat man, who imagined God. This is the genealogy of man.”
(Charles Smith, former president of American Association for the Advancement of Atheism in Godless
Evolution, p. 2, 1929).

I. WHAT IS EVOLUTION?
A. Definition of evolution is simply change.

1. It is the process of gradual development.
2. It is applied in two ways (these two ways are separate and distinct and must not be

confused).
B. Some use evolution to mean variation within the kinds God created (Special evolution,

or microevolution).
C. General theory of evolution.

1. Also known as the Darwinian theory, organic evolution, or macroevolution (large
and sudden changes).

2. This basically says that all the living forms in the world have arisen from a single
source which itself came from inorganic form.

II. SOME SCIENTISTS CLAIM EVOLUTION IS A FACT.
A. Examples.

1. “In fact, the theory of evolution is supported by such massive evidence that most
biologists view repudiation of evolution as tantamount to repudiation of reality.
Nonetheless, evolution, along with other theories in science, has not been proved
in a mathematical sense but is testable, tentative, and falsifiable. It has been tested
for more than 120 years, and to date there is no scientific evidence that it is false;
indeed, organic evolution is accepted as the cornerstone of biology.” (Biology science
book, “Biology of Animals” by Cleveland P. Hickman, Jr., Larry S. Roberts, Frances M. Hickman;
Times Mirror/Mosby College Publishing, 1990).

2. “Facts are the world’s data; theories are explanations proposed to interpret and
coordinate facts. The fact of evolution is as well established as anything in science
(as secure as the revolution of the earth about the sun), though absolute certainty
has no place in our lexicon. Theories, or statements about the causes of documented
evolutionary change, are now in a period of intense debate—a good mark of
science in its healthiest state. Facts don’t disappear while scientists debate
theories.” (Dr. Stephen Jay Gould, “Darwinism Defined: The Difference Between Fact and
Theory” Discover Jan. 1987, p.64). In other words, Evolution is a fact, even though how
evolution occurred may be theory.

3. A manifesto written by Nobel laureate, Dr. H. J. Muller in May of 1966 signed by
177 of the world’s most eminent evolutionary scientists. “There are no hypotheses,
alternative to the principle of evolution with its ‘tree of life,’ that any competent
biologist of today takes seriously. Moreover, the principle is so important for an
understanding of the world we live in and of ourselves that the public in general
including students taking biology in high school, should be made aware of it, and
of the fact that it is firmly established, even as the rotundity of the earth is firmly
established.”
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4. These types of statements could be multiplied many times over.
B. What science involves.

1. The field of science deals with what is observable, repeatable, timeless, and
universal.

2. The scientific method.
a. Certain natural phenomenon observed.
b. Observations compiled and data studied.
c. Formulating a scientific hypothesis (generalized explanation of data in

summary form).
d. Further observations and tests to determine if the predicted results do occur.
e. If proved false, then a new hypothesis is formed.
f. If the experiments prove true, then the hypothesis is considered verified.
g. After repeated confirmations, the hypothesis obtains the status of a theory.
h. The theory, after repeated testings, eventually reaches the status of a law

(laws are regularities in nature with no known exceptions).
3. Thus, the origin of the universe (and the existence of God) does not fall into the

category of science.

III. EVOLUTIONARY RATIONALE
A. Uniformitarianism.

1. What it is:
a. It is the belief that “present processes, acting essentially as at present,

suffice to explain the past history of the cosmos, including its assumed
evolutionary development from primeval chaos into its present form.”

b. It sees past and present processes as a uniform operation sufficient to
explain the origin and development of all things.

c. It denies catastrophic events taking place in the past (which is what one
sees in the geologic record).

d. Known by the phrase, “The present is the key to the past” and “Everything
is as it was.”

2. Popularized by Charles Lyell in Principles of Geology in 1830.
3. Dr. Normal Newell wrote, “Geology suffers from a great lack of data and in such

a situation any attractive theory that comes along is taken as gospel. That is the case
with uniformitarianism. Geology students are taught that ‘the present is the key to
the past,’ and they too often take it to mean that nothing ever happened that isn’t
happening now. But since the end of World War ll, when a new generation moved
in, we have gathered more data, and we have begun to realize that there were many
catastrophic events in the past, some of which happened just once.” (“God, Man &
Geology” Newsweek. LXII, Dec. 23, 1963, p. 48).

B. Examining Available Data.
1. Since present processes are suppose to explain all things, a scientific study of

currently available data should lead to a clear understanding of the mechanisms and
sequences of earth’s evolutionary history.

2. This simply does not hold true.
a. Notice this argument.

(1) The evolutionary process has occurred in the past.
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(2) The processes of the past are the same as they are now (uni-
formitarianism).

(3) Therefore, the evolutionary process is occurring today.
b. If the above is true, then we should be able to predict what is occurring

today and test such predictions by experimentation (the scientific method).

IV. MECHANISM FOR EVOLUTION.
A. Natural Selection.

1. Also known as “survival of the fittest.”
a. This is classic Darwinism.
b. It is the belief:

(1) That creatures could acquire characteristics as their environment
demanded it.

(2) These acquired features could then be transferred to their offsprings
(although this is now repudiated).

2. A claimed example is the giraffe.
a. Supposedly, due to re-occurring and severe droughts, the lower leaves of

trees died, thus only those giraffes with the longest necks survived.
b. These long necked giraffes mated and passed the trait on to their offspring,

thus the long necks of giraffes today.
c. Some questions:

(1) Why didn’t they leave the drought area along with other animals?
(2) Why didn’t other animals also develop (evolve) long necks?
(3) Why didn’t the females die under the same conditions since she has

a neck 2 feet shorter than the male?
(4) The baby giraffes do not have the height of the adult and would

have died out in the drought.
3. Problems:

a. “No one has ever produced a species by mechanisms of natural selection.
No one has ever gotten near it and most of the current argument in neo-
Darwinism is about this question.” (Dr. Colin Patterson, senior paleontologist at the
British Museum of Natural History in London on a radio interview, March 4, 1982).

b. Even if there is some validity to natural selection, it would not prove there
have been changes from one “kind” of animal to another; it might eliminate
but not create.

c. Hugo de Vries said, “Natural selection may explain the survival of the
fittest, but it cannot explain the arrival of the fittest.” (Species & Varieties, pp.
825-826).

B. Random Genetic Mutations.
1. Also called Punctuated Equilibrium, Quantum evolution, or the “hopeful monster

theory.”
2. What are mutations?

a. A change in the genetic code (the DNA) resulting in a change in the
organism itself.

b. Mutations do occur within limits.
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3. Some facts concerning mutations.
a. They are random.

(1) There is no way to control them to make them produce the
characteristics needed.

(2) You must take what comes.
b. They rarely occur.
c. They are generally harmful.

(1) Good mutations are very, very rare.
(2) Professor Theodosius Dobzhansky admitted that favorable

mutations are less than 1% of all that occur.
(3) Sir Julian Huxley said, “A proportion of favorable mutations of one

in a thousand does not sound like much, but it is probably generous,
since so many mutations are lethal, preventing the organism living
at all, and the great majority of the rest throw the machinery slightly
out of gear.” (Evolution in Action, Harper & Brothers, New York, 1953, p. 45).

d. The ones that are good must, in many cases, be protected and preserved or
they will fade into extinction.

e. Mutations are unable to create anything only change existing structures.
4. Dr. Stephen Jay Gould said at a speech at Hobart College, Feb. 14, 1980, “A

mutation doesn’t produce major new raw material. You don’t make a new species
by mutating the species....That’s a common idea people have; that evolution is due
to random mutations. A mutation is not the cause of evolutionary change.”

C. Without any mechanism of evolution, the theory of evolution itself falls.

V. FUNDAMENTAL “PROOFS” FOR EVOLUTION.
A. Paleontology (fossil record).

1. It is only in the area of paleontology that evolution can be  established.
a. If evolution did occur, we would expect to find a substantially complete

record in the crust of the earth in successive layers corresponding to the
supposed evolutionary development of the various kinds of creatures from
the beginning to the present time.

b. “That evolution actually did occur can only be scientifically established by
the discovery of the fossilized remains of representative samples of those
intermediate types which have been postulated on the basis of the indirect
evidence. In other words, the really crucial evidence for evolution must be
provided by the paleontologist whose business it is to study the evidence of
the fossil record.” (Dr. W. LeGros Clark, Discovery, Jan. 1955, p. 7).

2. Some difficulties.
a. The absence of pre-Cambrian fossils.

(1) Not a single fossil has ever been found in them.
(2) In the rocks of the Cambrian period are found millions of fossils of

highly complex forms of life (every one of the major invertebrate
forms of life; every major form of life except the vertebrates).

(3) “All the animal phyla are represented already in the Cambrian
period expect two minor soft-bodied phyla (which may have been
present without leaving any fossil evidence), and the chordates.
Even the chordates may have been present, since an object which
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looks like a fish has been discovered in Cambrian rock. It is hardly
conceivable that all these forms should have originated in this
period; and yet there is no evidence for the existence of many of
them prior to the Cambrian period.” (Dr. John Klotz, Genes, Genesis, and
Evolution 1972, pp. 193-194).

(4) Dr. George Gaylord Simpson has stated concerning the absence of
pre-Cambrian fossils, “This major mystery of the history of life.”
(The Meaning of Evolution, 1949, p. 18).

b. The absence of intermediate forms.
(1) “There is no one link missing—there are hundreds of links miss-

ing.” (Antropologist Louis B. Leakey, Stockton [CA] Record, Feb. 18, 1967).
(2) Professor Alfred S. Romer of Harvard said, “‘Links’ are missing

just where we most fervently desire them, and it is all too probable
that many ‘links’ will continue to be missing.” (Jepsen, Mayr, Simpson,
Genetics, Paleontology, and Evolution, 1963, p. 114).

(3) “The missing link between man and the apes, whose absence has
comforted religious fundamentalists since the days of Darwin, is
merely the most glamorous of a whole hierarchy of phantom
creatures. In the fossil record, missing links are the rule.” (“Is Man A
Subtle Accident?” IN: Newsweek, Nov. 3, 1980, p. 95).

(4) “All paleontologist know that the fossil record contains precious
little in the way of intermediate forms: transitions between major
groups are characteristically abrupt.” (Stephen J. Gould, “The Return of
Hopeful Monsters,” In: Natural History, Vol. 86, June-July 1977, p. 24).

c. Confusion of the geologic record.
(1) Dr. Ernst Mayr, the evolutionary taxonomist of Harvard called

attention to “the fact that mammals appear in the fossil record
before the birds, and that primates appeared in the Eocene
considerably earlier than some of the orders of lower mammals”
(Science, June 2, 1972, p. 986).

3. “No real evolutionist, whether gradualist or punctuationist, uses the fossil record
as evidence in favor of the theory of evolution as opposed to special creation.” (Dr.
Mark Ridley, zoologist, Oxford University in New Scientist, June, 1981, pp. 830,831).

B. Comparative Arguments (Homology).
1. Divided into three subcategories.

a. Anatomy.
b. Physiology.
c. Biochemistry.

2. The evolutionists contention.
a. There are certain similarities common to both human and animal forms.
b. An example: there is a resemblance between the wing of a bat, forefoot of

a turtle, forefoot of a frog, and the arm of a man.
c. Evolutionists assumes that this similarity proves they are related; one

descended from the other.
3. What the creationists contend:

a. There was a Designer who made living organisms after a common plan.
b. Since we inhabit the same earth, it is necessary that there be some

similarities.
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C. Embryology.
1. Also known as Embryonic Recapitulation, Haeckel’s biogenetic law (since it was

enunciated by Ernst Haeckel in 1866), or ontogeny (development of the individual)
recapitulates (repeats) phylogeny (development of the races).

2. It was alleged that the embryo of man passes through all of the evolutionary stages
characteristic of the race.

3. It is a false theory.
a. “It is now firmly established that ontogeny does not repeat

phylogeny....You may well ask why we bother you with principles that
turned out to be wrong. There are two reasons. In the first place, belief in
recapitulation became so widespread that it is still evident in some writings
about biology and evolution. You should therefore know what recapi-
tulation is suppose to be and you should know that it does not really occur.”
(George Simpson, Life, An Introduction to Biology, 1957 p.352, 353).

b. “The biogenetic law has become so deeply rooted in biological thought that
it cannot be weeded out in spite of its having been demonstrated to be
wrong by numerous subsequent scholars.” (Professor Walter J. Bock then of
Columbia University, Science May 9,1969, p. 684).

c. Haeckel fabricated drawings of embryos to support his theory. “When the
‘convergence’ of embryos was not entirely satisfactory, Haeckel altered the
illustration of them to fit his theory. The alterations were slight but
significant. The ‘biogenetic law’ as a proof of evolution is valueless.” (W.
R. Thompson, “Introduction” Origin of Species, 1956, p. xvi).

D. Acquired Characteristics (Lamarckian theory).
1. This view was that characteristics which had been acquired by habit, use, disuse,

or adaptation to change in environment may be inherited.
2. After years of fruitless research this idea has been abandoned.
3. “Artificially acquired characters are simply not inherited no matter what the trait

may be that is in question.” (Ashley Montague, Human Heredity, 1960, p. 232).
E. Vestigial Organs.

1. This is organs within the body which are useless.
a. They claim that they are remnants from a former phase of animal ancestry

which now serve no purpose.
b. Some of these included:

(1) Thyroid gland.
(2) Pituitary gland.
(3) The Thymus.
(4) The Appendix.
(5) The Tonsils.

2. Most have been found to be of great value to the human body, thus this “proof” if
not used very often today.

3. Simply because we do not now understand the function of an organ does not mean
it is useless.

4. The problem with evolution is to prove that living creatures acquire new organs,
not that they lose old ones.
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VI. LAWS EVOLUTION CONTRADICTS.
A. Law Of Biogenesis.

1. This law states that life comes only from preceding life and perpetuates itself by
reproducing only its own kind or type.
a. “By the end of the nineteenth century there was general agreement that life

cannot arise from the nonliving under conditions that now exist upon our
planet. The dictum ‘All life from preexisting life’ became the dogma of
modern biology, from which no reasonable man could be expected to
dissent.” (Dr. David Kirk, Biology Today, 1975, p. 7).

b. Experiments carried out by Francesco Redi (1688) and Lazarro Spallanzani
(1799) in Italy, Louis Pasteur (1860) in France, and Rudolph Virchow
(1858) in Germany established this law.

c. “Historically the point of view that life comes only from life has been so
well established through the facts revealed by experiment that it is called
the Law of Biogenesis....Some philosophers call this a principle instead of
a law, but this is a matter of definition, and definitions are arbitrary. Some
scientist call this a superlaw, or a law about laws. Regardless of the
terminology, biogenesis has the highest rank in these levels of gen-
eralization.” (Moore & Slusher, Biology: A Search for Order in Complexity, 1974, p. 74
[emphasis in original]).

2. Evolution demands spontaneous generation to occur.
a. This is the doctrine that life arose from nonliving matter.
b. Louis Pasteur’s work proved that spontaneous generation does not occur.
c. Nobel laureate George Wald noted: “As for spontaneous generation, it

continued to find acceptance until finally disposed of by the work of Louis
Pasteur—it is a curious thing that until quite recently professors of biology
habitually told this story as part of their introductions of students to
biology. They would finish this account glowing with the conviction that
they had given a telling demonstration of the overthrow of mystical notion
by clean, scientific experimentation. Their students were usually so
bemused as to forget to ask the professor how he accounted for the origin
of life. This would have been an embarrassing question, because there are
only two possibilities: either life arose by spontaneous generation, which
the professor had just refuted; or it arose by supernatural creation, which he
probably regarded as anti-scientific.” (Frontiers of Modern Biology in
Theories of Origin of Life, 1972, p. 187).

3. Scriptures confirm this law.
a. Gen. 1:11-12 “And God said, Let the earth bring forth grass, the herb yielding seed, and

the fruit tree yielding fruit after his kind, whose seed is in itself, upon the earth: and it was
so. 12 And the earth brought forth grass, and herb yielding seed after his kind, and the tree
yielding fruit, whose seed was in itself, after his kind: and God saw that it was good.”

b. Gen. 1:24-25 “And God said, Let the earth bring forth the living creature after his kind,
cattle, and creeping thing, and beast of the earth after his kind: and it was so. 25 And God
made the beast of the earth after his kind, and cattle after their kind, and every thing that
creepeth upon the earth after his kind: and God saw that it was good.”
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B. The Laws of Thermodynamics.
1. What is Thermodynamics.

a. From two Greek words, therme meaning heat and dyamis meaning power;
thus the study of heat power.

b. Currently it involves the movement of energy and the conversion of one
form of energy into another.

c. Thermodynamics is important because it acts as a unifying factor for all the
exact sciences since energy is required for all natural processes.

d. The process of evolution (even biological evolution) requires energy in
various forms, thermodynamics the study of energy movement and trans-
formation. Scientific laws that govern thermodynamics must also govern
evolution.

2. The First Law of Thermodynamics (or the Law of Conservation of Energy {and/or
Mass}).
a. Robert Mayer (the first scientist to suggest the general principle) stated, “I

therefore hope that I may reckon on the reader’s assent when I day down
as an axiomatic truth that, just as in the case of matter, so also in the case
of force [the then current term for energy], only a transformation but never
a creation takes place.”

b. Simply means that naturally speaking neither energy nor matter can be
created or destroyed, but can only be converted from one form to another.
The total amount of energy in the universe remains constant.

c. The first law and evolution.
(1) The three options concerning the origin of the universe.

(a) Energy/matter is eternal.
(b) Energy/matter is not eternal but created itself out of nothing.
(c) It was created.

(2) Evolutionist deny the third for that implies a Creator; and we know
that the first is not true.

(3) Their position is that energy/mater was created spontaneously from
nothing.

d. Evolution is directly contradictory to the First Law which states that
energy/matter cannot be created from nothing through purely natural forces.

3. The Second Law of Thermodynamics or Law of Increasing Entropy (which means
randomness, disorderliness).
a. What it means:

(1) Systems will tend toward the most probable state.
(2) Systems will tend toward the most random state.
(3) Systems will increase in entropy, where entropy is a measure of the

availability of energy to do useful work.
(4) Professor E. S. Greene stated, “It is a very broad and very general

law, and because its applications are so varied it may be stated in a
great variety of ways. (Principles of Physics, 1962, p. 310).

(5) Evolutionist Isaac Asimov wrote, “Another way of stating the
second law then is ‘the universe is constantly getting more
disorderly!’”
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(6) It simply means that useful energy is becoming less and less
available; or as we sometimes put it, the world is running down (the
universe will experience a “heat death,” a point where no more
energy available for use).

(7) The Bible states this law.
(a) Psa. 102:26 “They shall perish, but thou shalt endure: yea, all of them

shall wax old like a garment; as a vesture shalt thou change them, and
they shall be changed:”

(b) Heb. 1:11 “They shall perish; but thou remainest; and they all shall
wax old as doth a garment;”

b. Evolution demands the opposite, that instead of going to disorder or
randomness, the world was moving to order and organization.
(1) Sir Julian Huxley wanted us to believe that evolution is an

“irreversible process occurring in time, which inn its course gives
rise to an increase in variety and an increasingly high level of
organization in its products.”

(2) Evolution asks us to believe that on the one hand nature moved just
one way—toward stagnation—yet on the other hand that our
universe moved toward a high level of organization.

(3) Sir Arthur Eddington noted, “if your theory is found to be against
the second law of thermodynamics, I can give you no hope; there is
nothing for it but to collapse in deepest humiliation.” (The Nature of
the Physical World, 1930, p. 74).

C. Law of Causality.
1. This law states that every material effect must have an adequate cause.

a. The effect is never quantitatively greater than, or qualitatively superior to,
the cause.

b. This law effects other disciplines (theological and/or metaphysical).
2. If every material effect has an adequate cause, and if the universe is a material

effect, then the universe had a cause.
a. Robert Jastrow (founder and former director of the Goddard Institute of

Space Studies at NASA) wrote: “The Universe, and everything that has
happened in it since the beginning of time, are a grand effect without a
known cause. An effect without a cause? That is not the world of science;
it is a world of witchcraft, of wild events and the whims of demons, a
medieval world that science has tried to banish. As scientist, what are we
to make of this picture? I do not know. I would only like to present the
evidence for the statement that the Universe, and man himself, originated
in a moment when time began.” (Until the Sun Dies 1977, p. 21). What he means
by “without a known cause” is without an known natural cause.

b. Dr. R. L. Wysong states: “Everyone concludes naturally and comfortably
that highly ordered and designed items (machines, houses, etc.) owe
existence to a designer. It is unnatural to conclude otherwise. But evolution
asks us to break stride from what is natural to believe and then believe in
that which is unnatural, unreasonable, and...unbelievable. We are told by
some that all of reality—the universe, life, etc.—is without an initial cause.
But, since the universe operates by cause and effect relationships, how can
it be argued from science—which is a study of that very universe—that the
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universe is without an initial cause? Or, if the evolutionist cites a cause, he
cites either eternal matter or energy. Then he has suggested a cause far less
than the effect. The basis for this departure from what is natural and
reasonable to believe is not fact, observation, or experience but rather
unreasonable extrapolations from abstract probabilities, mathematics, and
philosophy.” (The Creation-Evolution Controversy, 1976, p. 412, ellipsis in original).

3. Evolution asks us to believe that the universe (a material effect) had no adequate
cause (evolution, blind chance, is not an adequate cause).

4. Heb. 3:4 “For every house is builded by some man; but he that built all things is God.”
5. Rom. 1:20 “For the invisible things of him from the creation of the world are clearly seen, being

understood by the things that are made, even his eternal power and Godhead; so that they are without
excuse:”

6. Mat. 7:17-18 “Even so every good tree bringeth forth good fruit; but a corrupt tree bringeth forth
evil fruit. 18 A good tree cannot bring forth evil fruit, neither can a corrupt tree bring forth good
fruit.”

D. Law of Genetics.

Conclusion: Fairy tale: of the frog turning into a prince; evolution says give it enough time and it is
science. Thus, in answer to the question: Evolution, theory or fact, the answer is neither. It is at best an
hypothesis. Dr. G. A. Kerkut in The Implications Of Evolution wrote, “the evidence that supports it is not
sufficiently strong to allow us to consider it anything more than a working hypothesis” (p. 157). It is the
fanciful imagination of individuals who refuse to accept the evidence because they refuse to have God in
their knowledge.


