EVOLUTION IS AN UNSCIENTIFIC THEORY
     Since the late 1960’s, and even before that in secular colleges, the theory of evolution has been taught as proven scientific fact.  That is the case in the 3 Nassau County science textbooks (1 middle school and 2 high school) I read.   All 3 textbooks, and almost all science textbooks at any level, begin with a faulty definition of evolution.  They define evolution as “micro-evolution.”  Micro-evolution explains the changes within a living species over time.   The middle school textbook defined evolution as simply change over time.  This is very unscientific as it could just as easily apply to refrigerators as to living organisms!
     The textbooks then give classic examples of the great varieties in  specific kinds of living things like dogs, cats, and birds.  However, these are examples of “micro-evolution” which is just the variety within the genetic code of certain kinds of living things being expressed.  You can have dogs of all different shapes, colors and sizes, but, at the end of the day, they are all dogs.  Nobody questions this type of evolution.  Those who have selectively bred plants and animals have used this principle for thousands of years.  

     The textbooks then quote from the writings of famous evolutionists past and present.  This is done in such a way that the reader is left to believe their conclusions must be true because opposing views are not included.  Then the reader is lead to make a leap of faith and believe that because all living things exhibit micro-evolution, it is highly probable, probable beyond a reasonable doubt, that, given enough time, “macro-evolution” also takes place.  Macro-evolution is the changing of one kind of living thing to a higher order, different kind of living thing over a long period of time.
     Two or three examples of modern day animals which leading evolutionists think evolved from prehistoric, extinct animals are given.  No direct evidence is provided for this because there is no scientific evidence.  There are no missing links in the plant or animal kingdom! These are just speculations made by very intelligent scientists.  The reader is expected to believe these speculations are true based on the credentials of the men and women referenced. 
     Finally, the chapter, which is usually very long and filled with pictures illustrating the speculations, concludes by saying that it is no longer a question of “if” evolution took place, only a question of exactly “how” it took place.  Unfortunately the “how” leaves a huge scientific gap in the argument.  Let’s examine things more closely from a purely scientific point of view.  This is of utmost importance because the belief of a boy or girl that he or she has an ape in his or her ancestral line has a profound impact on their worldview.  If evolutionary theory is, in fact, wrong it can do irreparable damage to a student’s self-image and moral code.
     To begin with, it should be stressed that if a living organism is going to progress to a higher order, more complex organism positive genetic information must be added.  All scientists agree on this fact.  So, what are the aspects of evolution that could, scientifically, add positive genetic information?  Evolution is moved forward one small step at a time, according to evolutionists, by natural selection (i.e. survival of the fittest), chance mutations, and lots and lots of time.  Since survival of the fittest and lots of time cannot add genetic information, only mutations are left to provide this essential step.

     Unfortunately for evolutionists, it has never been scientifically observed in the lab or in nature that mutations add positive genetic information resulting in a higher order species.  Fruit flies have, for decades, been bombarded with radiation to increase their rate of mutations.  The results have been “zillions” of mutated fruit flies, but not one formation of a new species.

     Mutations are random changes in DNA sequencing.  Although evolutionists would argue that some mutations can be positive (and powerful counterarguments can be made in each case), they all must admit that (1) mutations are very rare (2) negative mutations far, far exceed positive mutations and (3) no higher order species has ever been documented as the result of mutations.  Actually, mutations work against the improvement of a species.  Therefore, EVOLUTIONISTS LACK A MECHANISM FOR THEIR THEORY TO WORK! 
     There are other serious, scientific problems with evolution.  Evolutionary mechanisms cannot account for the appearance of the very first living cell.  A cell could not have been formed piecemeal in the primordial ooze because a cell, to be alive, must have a cell wall, protoplasm, a primitive nucleus and mechanisms to take in, store and process food into energy.  Also, that first cell must have the ability to replicate itself which is an extremely complex process.  All of this doesn’t happen by accident no matter how many lightning strikes hit the primordial ooze!
     Evolutionary processes cannot explain the simultaneous, full development of the sexual structures in plants and animals that reproduce sexually.  Let’s take the humble pollen grain as an example.  How does that pollen grain know when it is on the pestle of the right female flower?  How does the pollen grain know to send its pollen tube down the pestle toward the ovary of the flower?  How does the pollen tube know how to ingest nourishment from the ovary so it can continue on its pathway?  How does the pollen tube know when it has reached the ovary?  How does it know to dissolve its own nucleus at this point and release 2 sperm cells into the ovary?   How do the sperm cells recognize egg cells?  Talk about the ultimate blind dates!  How do they know how to unite with an egg cell?  How did all this happen the first time it happened without the pollen grain first attending a class on reproduction?
     The point is living things demonstrate intelligence.  And evolution has no scientific explanation for how that intelligence is transferred to the genes!  Evolution has no reasonable, scientific explanation (putting aside the astronomical improbability) of how male and female reproductive structures could develop separately and yet work in perfect harmony when fully formed. 
     And evolution cannot explain the complexity of life.  Even Charles Darwin, the father of modern evolutionary theory, stated, “To suppose that the eye with all its inimitable contrivances could have been formed by natural selection seems, I freely confess, absurd in the highest degree.”  (Origin of the Species by Natural Selection or The Preservation of Favored Races in the Struggle for Life    New York:  The Modern Library, 1993 p.227)

     According to the National Human Genome Research Institute, the human genome has 3 billion base pairs.   It is commonly accepted by scientists that the human brain does calculations at the rate of 20 million billion per second!  This kind of complexity leaves evolutionary science scientifically bankrupt!  We need to stop teaching a scientifically bankrupt theory which debases our self-worth and eliminates moral absolutes, as proven fact, to our children.  And we need to act as soon as possible!
