
Evolution under Fire 

 

Session One: Foundations Formed 

Introduction 

In almost every science class (especially biology), students are taught about the origin of 

humanity through the concept of evolution. Here are the shakers involved in making sure 

evolution is taught: 

 Atheists 

 Materialists 

 Racists 

Now if you know anything about these groups of people, you know that they are not science 

fields but philosophy fields. Why do we have philosophers telling us which scientific models to 

teach? 

Not only do we have to decide whether evolution is an actual science or a philosophy, we also 

need to decide whether evolution is a scientifically proven law or a simple theory. This makes all 

the difference in the world when we present it. You see, if evolution had the equal status of law 

with say gravity and was a proven fact, then we could teach it as a law (something we know to 

be true). But if evolution is a theory, then we cannot prove it, and it is only a possibility for 

explaining how we got here. But it is not a fact of life, it’s a suggestion. 

  

Definitions and Backgrounds 

 

What is Evolution? 

We must distinguish between microevolution and macroevolution. 

 Microevolution – change within a species. For instance, frogs grow green spots to hide 

in grass so they are harder to find. 

 Macroevolution – change from species to species. For instance, an ape and a man are 

closely related, so the man must be an evolved form of the ape. 



Evolution is a way to explain how species change so that they can survive in their surroundings. 

Evolution is a study of the ways living things adapt to make life easier or better, or often to keep 

their hunters from finding them as quickly so their species can grow and thrive. 

  

 

Where Did Evolution Come From? 

Charles Darwin made up the theory of Evolution in the 1830s. In his book Origin of Species, 

Darwin actually tells us that he is not sure if his theory is even accurate or possible. The whole 

theory of Evolution is based on a premonition, a suggestion, not science! 

The Theory Proposed 

The theory of Evolution is based on some major essential doctrines: 

 Common Ancestry – every from of life and every species came from one beginning 

species. 

 Genetic mutation – the parts of systems needed to advance a species developed little by 

little over time. Each part affected the system, making it better. 

 Survival of the fittest – Because better systems are developed, the species that make 

advances gain strength over less advanced species and become the dominant species. 

 Natural selection – some of the species have the natural ability to advance faster than 

others. This natural ability makes such species the chosen ones in a group of like species. 

Nature seems to help them along. Those who adapt survive. Those who don’t weren’t 

naturally selected. 

 From simple life to complex life – Life evolved from a few gasses and went from 

simple, single-celled organisms to complex organisms with multiple cells. This led to 

even larger, more advanced and evolved systems. 

 Chance – Chance helped in producing the proper conditions for life. Outside of time, 

nature could adapt with certain elements available. It would take a long time for them to 

develop, so thank chance that the proper elements came together not only to create life, 

but also advanced life forms. 

 Recapitulation – in the womb, the fetus undergoes the evolutionary process again! 

The Advantages of Evolution and the Big Bang Theory 

 No God in the process or origin 

 Survival of the fittest – explains extinction of certain species 

 Big Bang offers an explanation of the expanding universe and something from nothing 

 Chance explains the way life became complex. 

 Common Ancestry shows why some animals and humans appear to look so similar. 



  

  



Relationship Between Evolution and the Big Bang Theory 

Evolution only explains how the world developed. It does not explain the actual beginning of the 

process. For this, the scientist has suggested that there was a big bang. The theory is that out of 

nothing something, a combination of gasses ignited a giant surge of exploding power and our 

universe was born. Evolution picks up the story and explains how this incredibly hot universe 

cooled and condensed to form planets, stars, and other pieces of matter. 

The Big Bang begins the process, but is rather unstable. You cannot get something out of 

nothing. The law of causality demands a cause for effects. The atheist and the evolutionist have 

no feasible explanation for this cause of the Big Bang. But in Christianity, God existed outside of 

time and creation, and was the initiator of the universe. He spoke it into existence. 

Edwin Hubble in 1929 discovered that the universe is currently expanding. Taking this model 

back through history shows that at one time, the universe was more condensed and came from a 

singularity. This singularity at one point did not exist at all! The universe came from nothing. 

The only way scientists can explain this is through the Big Bang theory. 

  

Is Evolution a Theory or a Law? 

 Laws are provable and reproducible happenings. 

 Theories are suggestions about how things work. 

Although schools have been teaching Evolution as a law for many years now, it is only a theory. 

The reason for this is that it takes so long to see a species change into another species that no one 

has ever been able to produce this in a lab, so it is not a law. Not only is it not reproducible, but it 

is also not provable. No one has ever found any proof, aside from the resemblance of apes and 

men, that Darwin’s missing links have been found, or that systems were created over time by 

chance. Even by not using chance, scientists cannot reproduce this theory. 

On top of all of this, other proven and reproducible scientific laws go against the theory of 

evolution, such as the two laws of thermodynamics. When laws go against other theories, the 

theories are abandoned, but evolution is still around. The reason for this is that people want to 

believe it. That is not science; that is religion!Laws are provable and reproducible happenings. 

  



Session Two: Foundations Fallen 

The Disadvantages of Evolution 

 Problem with transitional links and forms. Can’t find them. Supposedly millions but we can’t find 

even one link. 

 Problem: Second law of Thermodynamics 

 Systems cannot develop from parts. The parts have to be specially designed and all working at the 

same time together for any system to work at all. 

 Recapitulation has been scientifically proven inaccurate with sonograms and ultrasound. 

 The probability of chance’s ability to create life is numerically and logically impossible. The 

window of possibility is so small no one would come close to betting on it. 

 The time factor of billions of years is not a scientific reality. 

o  

 Radiation limits the amount of time the universe has been expanding. 

 Reversing the rate of the universe’s expansion gives less than 50 million years. 

 Scientists cannot produce life in a laboratory with the help of intelligence 

and tools. How could chance do it given any time period. 

 The philosophical folly of denied theism taints the “science” of 

evolution. 

 

Evidence: Missing Links 

Darwin’s theory demands that many bones or fossils which link one species to another should be 

numerous. But this is not true at all. In fact, out of the hundreds of thousands of fossils man has 

dug up 120 years after Darwin, not one transitional fossil has been found. But there should be 

millions of them. This goes to show how much of Darwin’s theory was a pure guess. Without 

transitional bones, how would a fish become a frog, or a reptile become a bird? How would 

scales for sea travel turn into feathers for air travel? According to the fossil record, magic. 

Is Evolution a Science or a Philosophy? 

Evolution is a Philosophy or a religion that uses science as a backdrop for making bold claims on 

how to live. Without God in the picture, an evolutionist 

 Does not have a moral system 

 Does not care about his origins 

 Does not need a purpose 

 Does not care what his future will be. 

  



The Debate Between Science and Faith 

StellaMany think science and faith are incompatible. They think they are two different types of 

studies which do not work together. But faith and science have often been found to help one 

another. Many scientists are also Christians, and many Christians go into scientific fields to learn 

more about how God makes the world work. In fact, it is out of the monasteries that the scientific 

method was born and science began! 

People think that faith means you can’t see it but it’s there and that science means you examine 

only what’s there. But that’s not true at all! Faith is based on fact as much as on intuition or 

belief. Jesus really did exist, die, and rise again! We know these are facts. Our faith comes from 

the Bible, written by men, not from some unseen spiritual quest. And science does not just deal 

with observable data. What about metaphysics, the study of unusual “law-breaking 

circumstances”? 

We need both science and faith. For instance, the Bible tells us that God created the universe and 

that He did it purposefully. But only science will show us how He did it, how perfectly and 

orderly creation really is. We will see this in a little bit when we talk about the 

“Anthropomorphic Principles.” 

 

Defeating Evolution with Science (Intelligent Design) 

Anthropic Principles – white balls and black balls illustration. 

 Oxygen level – 21%. If higher, fires, if lower, suffocation. Also enables water and electricity. 

 Atmosphere transparency – any more – not enough sun, any less – too much sun 

 Gravity between earth and moon. 

Over 100 other anthropic principles to support life on earth. If changed even a little, life would 

not be possible at all. Coincidence? I think not, and almost every scientist out there agrees with 

me. 

  



Defeating Evolution with Philosophy 

Cosmological Argument – look at the world and nature. Everything is too well designed and 

defined to be here by chance. There seems to be a planned order to the world and a design which 

must have a designer. 

1. Everything that had a beginning had a cause 

2. The universe had a beginning 

3. Therefore, the universe had a Cause 

 

Teleological Argument 

1. Every design had a designer 

2. Because of the anthropic principles, we know beyond a shadow of a doubt that the universe was 

designed. 

3. Therefore, the universe had a Designer 

 

Moral Argument 

Everyone has a wired or built-in sense of right and wrong at its core. For instance, Hitler vs. 

Mother Teresa? Who would you suggest goes to heaven? 

Any correction one might give to another suggests an overall moral standard or correctness! 

 

Defeating Evolution with the Bible 

 Because Evolution is a God-less process, the first four words of the Bible immediately show the 

differences. 

 The Cosmological Argument is appealed to in Psalm 19. 

 Romans 1:19-21 affirms the moral and cosmological arguments. 

 Job Chapters 38-41 specifically give the credit of not only creation, but also the sustaining power 

of God to the Lord. 

  



The Four Tests for Coherence (Ravi Zacharias) 

 Origin – where did I come from? For evolution, there is no start to the process, unless one 

considers the Big Bang, which is scientifically unexplainable. 

 Meaning – what’s my purpose? If there are no rules from a greater being, I do not have to live a 

certain way to please the superior being. I do not have to have ethics, morals, or even be nice to 

people. I don’t have a reward like heaven. At the end of life, death awaits and then nothing. My 

life can hold no significance. There is no meaning to life. Refer to Ecclesiastes. 

 Morality – how do I live? However I wish. Everyone can decide for themselves what is right and 

wrong. Postmoderns and relativists. Problems with no overall moral standard. Refer to the book 

of Judges. 

 Destiny – what’s my future or end? I don’t have one. I am alone in the world from the moment 

I’m born, which serves no purpose if my life is meaningless, to the time that I die, which is 

simply the end with no afterlife or immortality at all. 

 

Dealing with the Proponents of Evolution 

Materialists – people who don’t believe in the metaphysical or the unseen things. Purely 

physical. 

Materialists think that if something is not measurable, it does not exist. If this is true, then how 

do we measure things like thought, emotion, and soul? We know these things exist. They are 

immeasurable qualities. The materialist would say they don’t exist. But they have to have a mind 

and a thought to speak this statement, and just ask any of them and they’ll get rather emotional 

about their position. Poor souls! 

Atheists – people who don’t believe in God. 

Atheists love the philosophical outlook of evolution. Without God in the picture, they are free 

from moral restraints. They do not have to have a purpose in life and they don’t have to care 

about people who are worse off than them. This system is almost custom built just for them! 

Racists – people who think that physical differences mean that people are different. 

Racists embrace evolution because it gives them a reason to think they are better than another 

part of the human race. Changes in skin tone or ability/traits give them cause to suggest that 

other humans of the same caliber (if not better than them) are the “weaker species.” If evolution 

opens humans up to such thoughts, I don’t want to be a part of it. 


