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“In the long search for truth, we have often reached wrong conclusions both in science and religion.... Life demands that we keep learning. Otherwise, we become shunted off into dark pockets of error.” ​[1]

The scientific method entails supposition and conjecture. Without exception, these always encompass the probability of error. History chronicles numerous scientific concepts developed on incorrect and erroneous assumptions. Most of us can, without difficulty, bring to mind so-called “scientific facts” which have now been demonstrated to be faulty, inaccurate, or flawed. 

Some of the obvious assumptions include: The world is flat. Earth is the center of the universe. Chemical elements cannot be divided into smaller particles. Newton’s laws explain all forms of motion. Outer space is filled with ether. Less dramatic assumptions in science have led to even larger mistakes than those mentioned above.

“Science is not a body of indisputable and immutable truth,” wrote Anthony Standen in his book Science is a Sacred Cow. “It is a body of well-supported probable opinion only, and its ideas may be exploded at any time.” ​[2] 

When our opinions are based on false assumptions, we can defend all kinds of lies as true and accurate. Incorrect suppositions can seem plausible and even appear correct. History has shown that hypotheses built on false assumptions will eventually fall apart, but assertions based on true and accurate assumptions will endure.

Suppositions play a significant role in both science and religion. Some religious principles can be based on false beliefs and still seem truthful and reasonable. It is just as easy and quite common in religion to hold a false idea as it is in science, perhaps even more so. Generally, science is better at identifying and eliminating false premises. When a scientific theory is proven wrong, it is usually revised or abandoned. Religion is somewhat less likely to challenge false concepts and traditions within its beliefs and teachings.

As Franklin S. Harris stated earlier, we should never stop learning. This applies equally to religion and science. Most people’s views on religion are formed in childhood. Much of the world’s opinion about religion is based on kindergarten-level concepts. When our religious understanding lags, religion appears irrational. Many people have abandoned religion simply because they did not develop their spiritual knowledge in tandem with their worldly wisdom. This disconnect can cause skepticism and disillusionment as people struggle to reconcile ancient beliefs with modern knowledge. In this situation, many may doubt the validity of doctrines that no longer align with current values or scientific understanding. 

When faith isn’t based on a thorough understanding of its principles, it can be easily manipulated or misrepresented. This highlights the significance of education and critical thinking in religion, fostering a deeper understanding of one’s beliefs. 

Only immature religion is unintelligent.

Some individuals believe that, in this Age of Enlightenment, established religion cannot withstand the onslaught of scientific discovery. This can create a divide between traditionalists who cling to long-standing beliefs and progressives who seek a more enlightened approach to spirituality. In his book, Issues in Evolution, Sir Julian Huxley wrote. “In the evolutionary pattern of thought, there is no longer either need or room for the supernatural. The Earth was not created; it evolved. So did all the animals and plants that inhabit it, including our human selves, mind, and soul, as well as brain and body. So did religion.” ​[3]

Contrary to this view, others argue that there is abundant evidence supporting the existence of God, which parallels and even exceeds the rise of scientific progress.

Any rational, thinking person would be compelled to examine the evidence for God's existence. Unfortunately, average minds are reluctant to consider questions that threaten their comfortable and convenient lives. Engaging with theology, philosophy, and science can foster a harmonious coexistence between faith and reason, rather than a contentious rivalry. By promoting open dialogue and exploration, we can develop a more nuanced understanding of spirituality — one that acknowledges the complexities of life while embracing the wisdom found in various religious traditions.

“Come now,” counsels the prophet Isaiah, “and let us reason together.” ​[4] On one side of the argument, there are people who allege to be atheists or agnostics; on the other are those who affirm that they “know” God lives. 

Is either being misled or deceived?

Seven significant statements to consider when examining “The Demise of Darwinism” are the following:

1. When they abandon their false ideologies, there will be no conflict between science and true religion. The disagreement is not between science and religion, but between two different philosophies—one of which hides behind a facade of scientific legitimacy. 

2. Both faith and reason have shown their importance in human experiences. Faith is crucial in both science and religion, while reason is equally necessary in both areas.

3. Science and logic can never conclusively prove the core principles of faith, which include the existence of a living God, the divine nature of our Savior Jesus Christ, and our own immortal life.

4. Thanks to science, we live in an astonishingly better world than our ancestors. Science and religion can both thrive as abundant sources of life. 

5. Although science and religion mainly operate in separate areas of life, they are not mutually exclusive but work together toward a shared goal—the search for truth.

6. Ongoing revelation enables religion to continually support and guide modern humanity. It provides the answers and reassurance we seek. 

7. Obedience to eternal, unchanging law, whether scientific or spiritual, leads to true freedom and happiness. 

There is plenty of “evidence of things not seen” (Hebrews 11:1), and there is plenty of hope for a better world. Ultimately, a deeper understanding of both science and religion has the potential to transform them from a source of division into a force for unity and personal growth. It challenges us to continually reflect on our beliefs, ensuring they are grounded in love, empathy, and a genuine quest for truth.
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In today’s world, technology is king. It governs nearly every aspect of our daily lives, shaping how we communicate, work, and even think. The remarkable advances in technology over the past century are astounding. From the smartphones in our pockets to the advanced algorithms that power our favorite apps, technology has become an inseparable part of the human experience.

The rise of artificial intelligence and machine learning has transformed industries. Businesses are leveraging data analytics to make informed decisions, while healthcare is being revolutionized by telemedicine and diagnostic tools that harness the power of AI.

More progress has been made in the last hundred years that enhances human comfort and convenience than in all of human history. Things once unimaginable a hundred years ago are now children’s toys. All this has led today’s generation, especially the youth, to believe that science is infallible, and it creates an accurate and true portrayal of the world around us.

This perception can lead to an overreliance on scientific authority, resulting in the dismissal of alternative viewpoints or traditional knowledge systems. The glorification of science as the ultimate source of truth often overshadows the complexities and nuances inherent in understanding our universe. 

The emphasis on empirical evidence can sometimes stifle creativity and critical thinking. Young minds may become conditioned to accept findings without questioning the methodologies or potential biases behind them. This blind faith in science can create a false dichotomy between what is deemed “scientific” and what is considered “unscientific,” marginalizing valuable insights from fields such as philosophy, art, and spirituality.

Comparing science to religion, a common argument in today’s world is that if historical accounts in the Bible conflict with scientific findings, the biblical stories are dismissed as allegory or mythology. Furthermore, the validity of religious doctrines is often judged based on how well they align with current scientific theories. These topics include the concepts of time and light, including the nature and speed of light.  

Perhaps nowhere is the conflict between science and religion more intense than in the fields of archeology, anthropology, and paleontology, because they address the conflicting biblical timelines of Earth's creation, the order of life forms on Earth, the emergence of humans, and humanity's expulsion from the Garden of Eden. At the heart of these debates is the scientific idea of the spontaneous generation of life from primordial ooze and the religious belief that life was created by a Supreme Being.  Furthermore, the principles of science are so deeply ingrained in the minds of academia that any evidence conflicting with current theories is often dismissed. It takes a true revolution in scientific thinking to replace existing theories with a new worldview. Such revolutions have occurred repeatedly and continue to happen even now.

This process often faces resistance because established paradigms tend to create a comfort zone for both researchers and educators. New ideas must not only provide compelling evidence but also develop a coherent framework that explains phenomena more effectively than existing theories.

The history of science is filled with examples of this struggle. For example, the shift from Newtonian physics to Einstein's theory of relativity required not only new data but also a fundamental change in how we understood time and space. Likewise, the acceptance of plate tectonics took many years, even though mounting evidence eventually transformed our understanding of geology and the Earth sciences.

The scientific community often depends on peer review as a gatekeeping tool, which, while vital for upholding standards, can also hinder innovation. Researchers might fear backlash or ridicule when suggesting radical ideas that challenge the status quo, fostering a culture of conformity. Sometimes, valuable insights are overlooked just because they don't fit neatly into existing frameworks.

To promote genuine progress in science, it is essential to cultivate open-mindedness and critical thinking. This means not only encouraging interdisciplinary teamwork but also creating an environment where questioning established norms is considered a necessary part of the scientific process. It also involves being open to the idea that our current knowledge might be incomplete or even wrong.

In this era of rapid technological progress and information sharing, the pace of scientific development has accelerated significantly. As new discoveries emerge in fields like quantum mechanics, genetics, and artificial intelligence, the potential for revolutionary ideas is greater than ever. Embracing this potential involves understanding that the path to progress is often unpredictable and filled with obstacles.

Ultimately, the future of science relies on our ability to stay curious and adaptable. By appreciating diverse perspectives and embracing change, we can unlock breakthroughs that not only expand our knowledge but also deepen our understanding of the universe and our place within it.

The purpose of this small book is to highlight several key inconsistencies within the theory of uniformitarianism. This theory, which posits that the Earth’s geological processes operate in the same manner today as they did in the past, underpins many contemporary scientific discussions. Central to this theory are Charles Darwin’s ideas of natural selection and the survival of the fittest. Darwin suggested that species gradually evolve over vast periods, adapting to their environments through small, incremental changes.

However, a closer look reveals contradictions in this framework. For example, there are sudden shifts in the fossil record that indicate rapid evolutionary changes, which challenge the idea of gradualism. Additionally, the assumption that current processes can explain all past events overlooks possible catastrophic events that may have significantly shaped life on Earth.

This book aims to encourage readers to critically evaluate the foundations of uniformitarianism and consider alternative explanations for the complexity of life and its history. 

Another purpose is to identify some of the compelling evidence supporting the theory of catastrophism, which claims that catastrophic events have shaped the Earth’s present form, consistent with biblical accounts. This perspective suggests that significant geological and biological changes mainly occurred through sudden, short-lived, and intense events rather than gradual processes. Proponents of catastrophism often cite several lines of evidence to support their claims.

First, the fossil record provides numerous examples of dramatic shifts in biodiversity, which can be seen as evidence of rapid and catastrophic changes in Earth’s history.

Second, geological formations such as the Grand Canyon and specific sedimentary layers show signs of rapid deposition during catastrophic flooding events. The discovery of fossilized marine life at high altitudes further supports the idea of large-scale flooding, similar to the accounts in biblical texts, such as those of Noah’s Ark. 

Additionally, volcanic eruptions and tectonic shifts have led to widespread destruction and landscape changes. The eruption of Mount St. Helens in 1980, for example, demonstrated how a single event can reshape an entire region in a matter of hours, providing a modern-day example of past catastrophic events.

Some researchers argue that the Earth’s geological features, such as canyons, mountains, and valleys, can be better explained by catastrophic models rather than uniformitarianism — the idea that the same processes we observe today have been operating consistently throughout history. They maintain that significant geological formations can result from episodic events rather than the slow accumulation of material over millions of years.

Evidence supporting catastrophism comes from various scientific observations in geology, paleontology, and ecology. While mainstream science mainly supports gradualism and uniformitarian principles, catastrophism offers an alternative view that aligns with certain historical accounts and helps explain some of Earth’s most significant changes.

Our goal in publishing this book is to help today’s youth and other critical thinkers develop a discerning eye toward human theories and see them for what they truly are—merely hypotheses, not absolute truth. Additionally, we hope that the material presented here will foster a deeper understanding of and trust in the Holy Scriptures and the teachings of God’s prophets, both ancient and modern.
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Tempest in a Teapot

The clash between creation and uniformitarian evolution has raged for centuries, a battle of worldviews ignited in the Age of Enlightenment and still burning today. What began as an intellectual dispute among scholars has repeatedly spilled into the public arena, capturing headlines, swaying politics, and shaping the very way generations are taught to see themselves and their place in the universe.

One of the most iconic flashpoints erupted in Tennessee in 1925, when a young schoolteacher, John T. Scopes, stood trial for the “crime” of teaching evolution in a public school. The courtroom became a theater of ideologies, with the legendary orator William Jennings Bryan defending the Biblical account of creation and famed defense attorney Clarence Darrow challenging it with evolutionary science. Dubbed the “Monkey Trial,” the spectacle drew nationwide attention and symbolized a nation at war with itself over the origins of humanity. The jury’s verdict upheld a Tennessee statute forbidding the teaching of “any theory that denies the story of the Divine Creation of man as taught in the Bible, and to teach instead that man has descended from a lower order of animals” in state-funded schools. For decades thereafter, this trial was held up as evidence of religious narrow-mindedness—but the underlying issue was far from settled.

Eighty years later, the pendulum had swung violently in the opposite direction. In 2005, Utah State Senator Chris Buttars sought to restore balance by introducing legislation permitting the teaching of “Divine Design” in public schools—a framework that dared to question whether life’s astonishing complexity might imply a Creator. Yet, this modest proposal met with ferocious opposition. The American Civil Liberties Union of Utah, clinging to a distorted interpretation of the U.S. Constitution’s Establishment Clause, thundered that such teaching would amount to state-sponsored religion. Academia closed ranks, portraying evolution not as a theory subject to scrutiny but as an unassailable fact beyond question. Under relentless pressure, Buttars withdrew his bill, and once again, an alternative viewpoint was silenced in the very forum that should have encouraged open inquiry.

This was no isolated incident. Just a year earlier, in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, a legal battle erupted that would become one of the most consequential confrontations since Scopes. The Dover Area School Board had dared to include “intelligent design” in its biology curriculum—a cautious acknowledgment that Darwinian evolution might not fully explain life’s origin and diversity. The response was swift and unforgiving. U.S. District Judge John E. Jones struck down the initiative, condemning intelligent design as “disguised creationism” and declaring its inclusion in public education unconstitutional. The decision sent a chilling message: questioning the dogma of evolution in state classrooms is not merely controversial—it is forbidden.

Thus, in less than a century, America had journeyed from outlawing evolution to outlawing its most prominent alternative. The debate, far from extinguished, continues to roil beneath the surface. For what is at stake is not merely curriculum—it is worldview. Is humanity a cosmic accident, adrift on a purposeless planet? Or are we the deliberate creation of a higher intelligence, endowed with meaning and destiny?

What many fail to see is that the tempest still raging over this “teapot” is anything but trivial. It is a struggle for the soul of science and faith alike—a contest between those who insist that truth must be bound by materialism and those who dare to believe that ultimate truth encompasses the material and transcends it.

The Combatants

The struggle over whether the concept of Divine Design should be allowed a place in public education is not a contest of equals. It is an asymmetric war between a unified, entrenched establishment and a scattered, often disorganized opposition. This conflict extends far beyond biology textbooks, striking at the very foundation of how humanity understands itself.

The Evolutionist Bloc: Unified and Powerful
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