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Darwigin of Species

Introduction to my Introduction of

Comfort’s Introduction

In 1859, Charles Darwin originally published Origin of Species.
The year is now 2009, so by the not-as-of-yet disputed rules
of mathematics, the book is now 150 years old.
Coincidentally, this year also marks Darwin's 200th birthday.
There is much fanfare celebrating both the man and his book,
and many books, lectures, and Darwinpalooza concerts are
commemorating the event.

I have written this article to address one specific
commemoration of book and man, a special edition of Origin
published by Bridge—Logos.1 You may have heard about this
edition - it is the one that has been promoted on YouTube by
ex-sitcom actor Kirk Cameron® If you have seen the video,
then you will know that this edition contains a 50 page
creationist introduction, written by Ray Comfort of Living
Waters ministries, and that the ministry plans to give away
100,000+ copies on the campuses of America's top
universities. (If you haven't seen the video, it features a very
grave and serious-looking Cameron straddling a backwards
chair. He tallies "God-given rights" that are being stripped
away as the Christians are being attacked by shadowy forces.
It was very scary. | think there may have also been lightning.)
The ministry hopes that college students will be hooked by
the introduction (it is over 10% pictures - what college
student can resist that?) and learn all of the facts about
Darwinism that the shadowy panel of science illuminati have
been trying to suppress.

My article is an introduction to their introduction, and |
intend to debunk their debunkery.3 Like Comfort's
introduction, mine is being freely distributed. This text is
available for download, so if you spot people distributing the
Comfort edition on your campus and wish to offer the
counter arguments, please feel free to print this out and
satisfy your intent to distribute. You may wish to re-format
the text to fit your media, but | do ask to please not change
the content.

Please - | also ask that you don't block or discourage the folks
handing out the Comfort books. The students at your campus

! Comfort, Ray. Intrduction toOrigin of SpeciesAlachua:
Bridge-Logos 2009

2 < http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GN9zpf5cTOM

% Since Comfort's attempt is to debunk the origi@ébin,

which, in turn, was written to debunk Creationist notions,
readers should prepare themsslf@ more recursive
debunkery than one can safely be exposed to. You may wish
to consult your physician before proceeding.

have the right to learn about all of the creationist objections
to Darwin's theories, poke holes in them, and then discard
them - just like scientists have done for the past 150 years.
But you should respect Ray Comfort for his right to distribute
these ideas. And you should respect Kirk Cameron as well,
because he is one of the few American celebrities that has
not succumbed to the ravages of Scientology.

My introduction to the Comfort introduction is in three parts:
The first part addresses Charles Darwin himself, and it
contains never-before-published-let-alone-even-uttered-by-
decent-members-of-society revelations that are so shocking,
you will be absolutely spell-bound and unable to put this
paper down. (So it's best to pause here and brew a nice pot
of tea before you become enthralled. It's almost tea-time,
and if you try to put the kettle on the middle of your
enthrallment, you risk getting a nasty burn. Seriously - part 1
is that enthralling, and | bear no liability for consequences.
Make tea now.)

The second part is a step-by-step, blow-for-blow debunkage
of Comfort's introduction. While not as enthralling as the
first part, it will be very convincing. With a bit of editorial
sprucing up, it may even work its way up to also being
somewhat enchanting.

The last part will contain various verbal flotsam and jetsam
that did not fit neatly into the first two chapters. It may
contain, but will not be limited to, more global discussions on
Intelligent Design, Religion, Cameron's acting career, and the
like. As this part will be done way at the end of my writing,
and as | am only currently working on the beginning parts
now, | have not the foggiest idea what | will be finishing up
with. Most likely, it shall all be thrown together the night
before publication during a manic, caffeine-soaked jag of
stream-of-consciousness blather session. As such, | expect
that the final section will be utter crap, and not worth reading
at all.

That's about it. Happy distributing, reading, and thinking.

Chapter 1: Origin of Darwin

Charles Robert Tiberius Darwin® was born in 1809, flitted
around a bit in school, took a boat ride around South

“Editords Note: Darwinés mi
author apologizes for the error. If he had copied Dr. Stan
Gu f f l@ography of Darwin, as Ray Comfort did in his
introduction to OOS, this mistake would not have been made.
(http://eeb.bio.utk.edu/darwin/images/Handout_History Darw
in.pdf)
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Darwigin of Species

America, then went back home to England and worked out
his theory of natural selection. This bare-bones biography
represents most of the knowledge that the general public
possesses.5 But there is a darker truth to the Darwin story -
an astounding truth, an unbelievable truth, and a never
before revealed truth. Stand backcL QY | 6 2 dzi G 2
Darwin was a deep-cover agent for a vast underground
Creationist conspiracy. It's true - this gentleman naturalist,
barnacle fancier, and family man had been secretly aligned
with the Creationist Christian Takfiri for most of his life, and
he faithfully carried out their bidding. Does this sound crazy?
2 SNBYy Qi 5FNBAyQa (GKS2NASaA
assure you that it is not and that it makes perfect sense. To
understand how, first consider the conditions in the time that
Darwin lived.

Dogmatic religion started taking a beating in the 1600s, and
0e 51 NBAYyQa
smackdown. Never before in the history of the church had so
many people started questioning literalist doctrines. What
caused this piledriver to piety? Coffee.

Before coffee, the only things that were safe to drink in
Europe were distilled beverages. (Boiling water had not yet
been invented) Beer and wine were served with breakfast,
lunch, and dinner. In medieval Spanish culture, they were
also served with fourthmeal. The whole of Western society
spent the dark ages drunk off of their keisters. This changed
when the Ottoman Empire tried expanding into Eastern
Europe. They got as far as the Battle of Vienna, where they
introduced coffee to the locals. In return, they themselves
were introduced to cheap Austrian wine. The Europeans
immediately perked up and repelled the attack; the
Ottomans immediately entered their 200 year stagnation and
decline.

¢tKS ySEG pn &SINB 2N a2 ¢6SNB
ONJ ¢ & 9dz2NRPLIS &20SNBR dzLJ=
headacheand RA Ry Qi TS St

right into The Age of Enlightenment. Soon, scholars were
experiencing their first bouts of lucidity in 300 years. After
flushing their bodies with gallons of coffee,® their brains

®> American middleschool students also know the story of his
untimely death, aftebeing viciously attacked by wild Scopes
monkeys.

®Yes, | know. Tea was also introducedgaropeat about this
time. But | didn't want to mention tea in the main body of the
text. | was afraid that anyone who did not take my advice in
the introductiorand brew some up before becoming engrossed
with this chapter might get the hankering for a cup now, and
scald themselves while reading. The author would like you to
know that he bears no responsibility for such injuries.

NBadhSdmb"
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kicked in and they started asking difficult religious questions
like

b2 KSNE RAR (KS az2ya 27 !
Jesus spend so much time with the fishermen? What about
theml 32y aKé YR bhK Y& D2RZ
AdY

The learned men also started taking note of the scientific
phenomena that had always surrounded them, but they had
previously been too schnockered to notice.” Natural laws
wereRA 2402 OSNBR GKI {
versions of how things worked. The church was still trying to

when it heard about more changes. Secretly, it wished that it
KFEFRY QG 3IAGSY I N adz2aGtS |f¢
had stayed out of this infernal science business altogether.
.dzi 2y S OFyQil OKFy3S (GKS
GKAE ySo aaOASyOS:é
offénkivé enclzgh RoSlibbkliéve. Fhdzibdgan the next great rift
between the church and the laboratory.

To make matters even worse, the Thirty Years War (1618-
1648) had just ended, and it had left a horrible taste in
SOSNE 2 y S @K | aadmiok tdthe ode left by the
Austrian wine) After it ended, people reflected on how they
had come to be involved in one of the most destructive fights
AY 9dzNRLISIY KAalG2NEO® ¢ KSe
started, but they had hazy memories of this Catholic fellow
and this Protestant fellow getting into an argument over a bit
of religious some-such down at the local pub, and it just
getting way out of hand. Parties that got sucked into the fray
vowed to not let it happen again.

The combination of questioning biblical literalism,
(re)discovery of science, frustration with religious conflict,
and the desire to get a few more winks of sleep in on Sunday
mornings spelled bad news for the major religions. By the

1700 Radiythad Yaybediyagnbsticisniiodaheidnl | y 32 &
0 dzeisnd Bebklidizeh& soednbidddr i Go& didiexist; butflik f €
f they sBentkj dlid 1 A Y &F thé pbyRicdréind datiliral laws held true, came into

existence and immediately became popular. Thomas
Jefferson, Thomas Paine, and Ethan Allen were Deists.
Preachers responded to this exodus from the scriptural
fortitude by becoming even more dogmatic and declaring
there to be an ongoing crisis in faith. They devised a system
to measure and report the threat level of this crisis, and
although it had been designed to cover a whole spectrum of
levels of threats to faith, the church elders seemed to never
set it to anything but orange or yellow.

" Johnson, SteveiThe Invention bAir. Riverhead Hardcover
2009
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Darwigin of Species

And if those church elders thought the 1700s were a crisis,
0KS mynna YdzadQ@dS NBIffe
Questioning and rejection of dogma were still on the rise, and
religious tensions were heating up across the sea. America
was descending into a deep division and fell into civil war
shortly after the release of Origin of Species. While we
remember that war to be chiefly over slaves and sovereignty,
the Methodist, Baptist, and Presbyterian churches divided
themselves up over these issues turning a secular battle into
a theistic one.® As historian James P. Moore Jr. putit, "The
Civil War had become nothing less than a religious event in
the minds of many Americans and in turn stood as a virtual
laboratory in probing the depths of American Spirituality."9
One wonders if the people in Darwin's England watched the
Christian infighting in America with the same incredulity and
tsk-ialAy3d GKI G
conflict in the recent Iraqi war.

And the Enlightenment continued to enlighten. Scripture-
conflicting scientific theories were building up. James Hutton
FYR [/ KFNI Sa [ &S faftQdibe ard2ridf
magnitude older than described in the Bible, giving ample
time for erosion and sediments to build the world into its
present form, and attacked the notion that our landscapes
were set through a catastrophic flood. Bad news for Noah.
Leagues of gentleman naturalists were identifying thousands
of new species across the globe, which also pushed the
question, "Exactly how big was that ark, sir?"

No doubt about it, the literalist Takfiri were in big trouble.
Enough trouble to light a holy fire under the posterior of a
certain young Bible-extremist. Enter Charles Darwin. Early in
life, he took up the cause, vowing to slay those
Enlightenment bastards by wielding that very same damnable
science that they had wrought. He knew he had to do work
quickly if he were to prevent scientists from learning

SOSNRBGKAY3TI YR adGSFHtAy3 ol @

following dogma.

Although deeply steeped in his own faith, Darwin proved
willing to learn from other, lesser faiths. During his 4 year
voyage on the Beagle, he had the fortune to meet all
manners of intriguing heathens in South America. He also
encountered other social moirés such as oppression, slavery,
and general misery. Now being that Darwin was a brilliant
observer,10 he couldn't help but notice how these oppressed

8 Goen CCBroken Churches, Broken NatioBeorgia: Macon
University Press, 1985

® James P. Moorér...One Nation Under GadDoubleday,
2005

19 Ref: Every damn book, article and paper written about
Darwin.

heathens clung to their quaint, mythological beliefs with the
inflatable cheeseburger.

This was where the seeds for his plan were first sown.

Darwin realized that while quarrels existed within
Christianity, it wasn't exactly oppressed. It was the dominant
religion in all of the properly civilized nations, and all of the
important Christian cities had at least a decent, if not stellar,
golf course. This level of comfort afforded people the
freedom to think about how the rationalities of science and
the brutalities of war flew in the face of literalist belief in the
Bible.

Darwin stumbled upon a possible solution. All he needed to

6SQ0S 0SSy I LILX &ddwaskredie way #6 Soprésddte beop@ dvtb shiralizyfis/ A

strict and closed minded beliefs, then they would grab onto
those beliefs with a death-grip. Being that Darwin was also a
very nice fellow, he didn't wish to cause any actual suffering.
So he had to find a means of oppression that wouldn't

a K 2 ¢ &tidallyiaffe@ anone's well-being one whit. As a coup-de-

gras, he also needed to find an oppressive means that would
cast scientists as the enemy.

The realm of biology was the easiest staging ground for
Darwin to lay an assault. He had spent much of his youth
studying theology and holy covert operations at Christ's
College in Cambridge,™ and while there, he spent ample time
pursuing the field of natural history. In Victorian times,
naturalism was viewed as a spiritual venture, and was greatly
studied by the church as a means of forming bonds with
divine creations. Darwin figured that with a little push here
and there, he could use it to form a cult like environment. All
he had to do was find an angle that would make people really
hate science.

$0 DdrwinZdE budy. Ki\ile ktibs2illnd aS @A SouktBedica, y a

he started taking notes and mailing home all sorts of naturey
f221Ay3 (KAy3a GKI G
and was able to grab some really good stuff. The boys back

K2YS 6SNB AYLINBAASR ¢gA0GK KA

surprise, he achieved academic notoriety before he had
finished his trip.

dzi F OF RSYAO y2G2NRSGe
Darwin a plate of black pudding, and he knew it. If he was
going to get his message to the streets, he had to appeal to
the masses. So he wrote a travel narrative about his voyage,
and added in stories of wild-eyed natives, fearsome storms,
swashbuckling pirates, damsels in distress, and the like. He
also wrote a chapter about his touring the leper colonies of

UThat 6s naioMasdadhesetts.
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Darwigin of Species

South America on a motor-cycle, but wisely left it out,
figuring that it would just make him sound crazy.

The book was a boffo hit. Charles Darwin was now a
household name. Realizing his plan now had its foot in the
R22NE / KIF NI Sa
afresh in a second one. Init, he would put a brain dump of
the craziest, wildest, most twisted things he could imagine,
and see if he could squeak a theory out of any of it. He

nf YSR GKA& y208022]1 AGaKOKED

Nothing much came of it. But then one day, after drinking

way too much coffee, he was flipping through the pages and
Aa02LIISR G KAa LINRLRA
of his better ideas; the premise was that with enough

Y2O0AQBFGA2YyS Yy O2dZ R INRS

transfixed on the crude multiplef $3 & G A O
instead of legs, what if a man could will himself to grow into a
RATTSNBY
speciesgrS g Ay iG2 | YIyK L

h@dSN) KAa AffdzZAOINIdA2y 3>

Darwin expanded his theory to include monkeys so that he
g2dZ R 0SS &adaNB (2
prepared a draft,andwl & K2 4 (2
publish ¢ he held off for years.

hyS 2F GKS Y2ad AyaNKRIdzay3d oK VEERS WHTIng, s rage pugiels yein parontheses) 4 |

period of delay before publishing. It would take him twenty
G2 &SI NA
put Origin of Species on the market. Historians love to
speculate on the reasons for the delay, and among the
reasons offered were a fear of offending the public, his
obsessive-compulsive need for completeness, his severe
addiction to snuff, and his not wanting to offend his wife,
Emma, who had deep Christian ultraconservative beliefs.

I OQldzrttex Al o1 a
SOSNE2YS GKAYyla&®
ultraconservative views, and believed the scriptures more
literally tK ' y & KS ®
facial hair. You see, if you wanted to peddle science, cigars,
or cough drops in Victorian England, you had to sport a Beard
of Great Acclaim (BOGA). Emma detested beards and refused
to let Charles grow one. This was the cause of many fights in
the Darwin household, and they always ended the same way:
Emma would suggest that he put off the beard-growing and
do some more research. Charles would acquiesce and delve
into a different field.

9YYIl Qa

This went on for years. As a result of what was perhaps their
worst fight, Charles spent eight years researching barnacles.
He also studied biogeology, taxology, embryology, and

TAYAEAKSR KAa

SR WYdzA GALX S f S13
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morphology. When he was tinkering on experiments, the
couple was very happy. When he contemplated whiskers,
things got explosive.

Then, after 22 years, another man came very close to

F A puBlishingtoritkh Aabhe/topk. THis@éuld YadebeBro 2 2 | G 2

RA&AlFI&A0GNRdzAa F2NI5FNBAyQa O2yalL
g2dzf RyQii 0SS 02y OSNY SR rdigiolisk OK
rifts. He would just be paying attention to the science. Being

a man capable of great things, Darwin quickly produces one

of the greatest books and one of the greatest beards science

had ever seen. And this, my friends, is how the war between
creationists and Darwin began.

GKS2NEQO® LG ¢l ayQi

fS3ao0 5F NbAyQa SeSa

rff |ntrc|dlx:tlon to the schisms and schemes of

y\g‘ter th
win eady gve on to |s writin
a§ fé?%{% ?cﬁnz'a.g }eg él ﬁultb '{/
Ra alL K
new y pered ver5| rlgln | respect Com ort's rlght to

teach his controversy, and hope the reader will consider both

PSR e o EETESTRESEPLESSTRN 5

LJdzo f A a K ®

avoi any controversy aboEjft [} 7\ O K O2yGNROSNHEE
conversing about, as it will allow readers to match his

ax

fATS 602N fS83a0

¥ Jl'h ’ dﬁiA C@odgpasge é)T
Comfort starts his first argument with a warning shot through
the hull. He attacks a fairly standard metaphor about DNA,
specifically quoting a description from a GlaxoSmithKline web
page. On this page, Gene et. al. likens a DNA strand to a book
written with words from a four letter alphabet. The four
letters correspond to the four nucleotides that determine the

Fhdf (P2RsdBTYRBLRSTEN SKS2 WP RBY &I ¢ ¢
5F NBAY aSONBEstaRs thathnk DR R a @l dlld Sbfbe equivalent to

one book, but to 1000 books of encyclopedla size". He

ay @ yhig3rdes 3K $85 8§ X kA LDSQ/'SQ’)a' qj 282

thebook-Y2 RSf Qa Ayl RS dzr Oé o
After this attack, GlaxoSmithKline removed not just this page,
but all of Professor U. Gene's "Kids Genetics" pages. Inquiries
have revealed that Gene is also no longer employed at GSK.
My defense of Gene may be too late, but the world should
know that he did not make an understatement. Anyone that
read his short DNA article in its entirety would have seen his
expansion of the book example:

12 Comfort, RayOrigin of Specie$ 150" Anniversary
Edition. Alachua: BridgeLogos 2009
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Darwigin of Species

We have a huge amount of DNA in each of our cells. If the
DNA from just one of your cells was typed in books, a list of
the 3 billion base pairs would fill 200 telephone books. ™

Gene made no omissions in the article that he wrote for small
children and illustrated with bright, colorful drawings. It was
only selective editing that made Gene sound as if there was
an understatement. Now, | have worked with Professor Gene
personally, and have found him to be a competent and
thoughtful cartoon person. | sincerely hope that Comfort's
slander has nothing to do with his absence from Gsk.*

But Comfort's main point here is that DNA is incredibly
complex. He quotes another website™ * Y’ saying that it
would take a person typing 60 words per minute, eight hours
a day, around 50 years to type the human genome.
Comfort's point here is obvious: God is the most patient
typist ever.

hliltez y2o ¢CKIGUa y20 KAA
cornerstone argument of Intelligent Design: DNA is incredibly
complex. It is like complex times infinity, and it would boggle
your mind to think of any way it could have come into being,
except by the hand of some greater being. Some greater
being that types way more than 60 words per minute.

Another internet-researched example is given to drive this
LRAYG K2YSe® LG IABSE |
enough time, rain, wind, erosion, <sic> and pure chance,
Mount Rushmore could naturally spring into existence.
Obviously, no evolutionist says this. There would be no
NEFaz2zy F2NJ SAGKSNI yI §dzNT €
God to carve the heads of Washington, Jefferson, Roosevelt,
and Lincoln into the side of a mountain. Now, the head of
Ozzy Osbourne? Maybe. And definitely the head of James
Brown if the deity was sufficiently funky. But no science or
NBf A3aAzy SELISOGA
in geology.

13 Kids Genetics, GlaxoSmithKline
<www.genetics.gsk.com/kids/dna02htm>

14 Editor's note: GSK did not dismiss Professor Gene. He left
on his own vétion, citing intellectual differences and an
inability to comply with the company's draconian anti
smoking policy.

5"Genome Facts", Nova Online
<www.pbs.org/wgbh/nova/genomefacts.html>
®About half of Comfortos
interre t . But thatds OK; most
days get theiinformation by surfing the welvather than by
checking original source material.

7 Not.

LJ2 A widitabdiggefs En8 dirl.d@riery. Yiou dénSeQd the C¥hhl ak y 3
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The argument goes that since some things that are really,
really complex turn out to be designed by man, things that
are really, really, really, really complex could only have been
designed by a higher being. This theory has been around
longer than the theory of natural design. The naturalist and
theologian William Paley first posed it with the example of a
watch, rather than gargantuan mountain-statues. In an
attempt to prove a lack of God, scientist and atheist Richard
Dawl Aya oNRGS | 0221 6KAOK
title: The Blind Watchmaker. This book, like many other
publications on evolution, disproves intelligent design by
describing logical mechanisms that could create complex
mechanisms. Intelligent design is completely dependent on
the process of elimination ¢ if no other options exist, then
God must have made it. But once viable options are found,
this theory turns into theology - as Paley would undoubtedly
have agreed.

02 NS

Jumping back to geology, the Panama Canal was created by
some mortal intelligent designers along with about 100,000

man-made by looking at it. Impressive - sure, but man-made.
The Grand Canyon is over five times as long as that canal and
is infinitely more complex. Yet it was carved out by erosion
(which includes wind and rain) through a set of well
understood and well accepted set of geological rules. If a

man were to ignore these rules and instead believe that the
canyon was directly carved by God, that would be his
LINR2FY A
Of course, finding the mechanical process by which

something is created no more disproves the existence of a

BigheS tNihglodifoicéi tBaNdériying2hbldxisteyicd of Batzf ( dzNB Q
process proves that there is one. Millions of people believe

that life flows on through these natural laws, but with a

higher being gently steering the rudder. Natural laws were

aS0 dzLJ a2 GKIG GKA& 0SAy3a 62 dz
i @rring Git8rallLINS & A R&iyhd) @edtingledery fa&nip 2nd every muskrat with a big
W oNF OF RFONI Q YANI Of So wSOSy

2 GOKYI 1SN D2R¢ KI &
an atheist like Dawkins really hates that.

0SSy dzaSR

{LSF1TAYy3 2F WNBlIffe KFGSa GKI
Collins is too pleased about being quoted in this section of
[/ 2YFT2NIQa AYUNRBRdAzOGAZ2Y ®
more into that last category of faith, and is decidedly not a
ONBlFridAz2zyAraidd LQtt O2Lk [/ 2YTF2N
justtoshowyouhowO22f L 'YX LQY 3J2Ay13
from his book, The Language of God, and not from an

come from t
entific publications these
Young Earth Creationism does even more damage to faith, by
demanding that belief in God requires assent to fundamgntal

[ 2ttt
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Darwigin of Species

flawed claims about the natural world. Young people brought
up in homes and churches that insist on Creationism sooner or
later encounter the overwhelming scientific evidence in favor
of an ancient universe of all living things through the process
of ewlution and natural selection. What a terrible and
unnecessary choice they then face! To adhere to the faith of
their childhood, they are required to reject a broad and
rigorous body of scientific data, effectively committing
intellectual suicide. Presged with no other alternative than
Creationism, is it any wonder that many of these young people
turn away from faith, concluding that they simply cannot
believe in a God who would ask them to reject what science
has so compellingly taught us about théunal world?*®

DNA Similarities (Page 13)

review was documented in the 1983 film Bad Boys,20 which
stars Sean Penn as a delinquent at a juvenile detention

facility. In it, Penn follows the rules of the prison yard, and
becomes the new cell block alpha male after beating the tar
2dzi 2F GKS 2fR 2y Sd® ¢ KW vibRsi
G once a theory is proposed, other scientists challenge it. If
the challenger proves the theory wrong, he gains status. If he
challenges with a counter-theory that proves superior, that
theory becomes top dog. There is one small difference
between academia and juvenile detention, however
scientists also gain status by finding and replacing bad parts
2T dJ22R GKS2NRSao {2 S5FENBAYQ
not only survived 150 years of attacks, it has been tinkered

with and improved to near-perfection. Just like later

scientists corrected the heliocentrism of Copernicus and

w
me

] ] ? ! FTARRESR (G2 OtShy dzJ bSsid2yQa
/[ 2YF2NU adl Nba UKAa asSoOuAzy 2FF o60é aleAy3axr ahyS 0elLAOFT WL
given for ape-to-man evolution is that chimpanzees and Darwin understood the rigors necessary to have an
KdzYt ya KI @S @SMRBht-2H YAITS N 5kof! NBdeeBtdble theory. That is why, in his plot to scuttle science

made two errors.

CANB (I U &t5-NE idg. YokBow thdtFamous
evolutionary graphic that has a monkey on one side, then a
ONBI GdzNB GKIFGQa | ftAdGGE S
monkey, then it progresses a few more times so that the last
creatureis so not-a-Y 2 Y | S @aFtually $roba?

/| NBFiA2yArada R2y Qi o yi
bSAGKSNI RAR 5 NBAYy D CKFEGQa
Monkeys and men had a common ancestor a few million

years ago ¢ we did not morph from monkeys. Since everyone
wants you to stop believing in that silly graphic, how about

you cut it out and we move on?

The second semantic error is that Comfort's fictional version
of evolutionist offers DNA similarities as a "proof" of their
theory. Comfort is being very strategic by making DNA
evidence the first evidence he attacks. The study of DNA is
still very young, and not every geneticist is ready to call DNA
AAYAEFNRGASE Yy |oaz2fdzi$
DNA so far have agreed with evolution and the potential to
further decode the process is immense. But scientists are
very careful with their words, and DNA similarities are still
O2yaARSNBR (G2 o6S 4 GKS

l'Yy20KSNJ 62NR (KSe

in the name of biblical literalism, he was so astoundingly
thorough in building his "theory". He didn't just return from
South America and fling handfuls of finch feathers at
naturalists, yelling, "Ha-ha! This is how | shall destroy your

f S & & préiduySTIENEER? Niofh&thok @ploSs ndiek prdsedd, SOSY

and packed all manners of flora and fauna that he found on
his South American Beagle trip, and then distributed them to

g2dz i thnﬂfﬁ BfZ\pé\ci@}i&s in7\ErYgIa,na f6rifudciBr study. SjHév dKSNJ R
Y @elklopbdt@oriss ghhdwdadnbisAvire fermetidhing W

different species of animals and plants could have migrated
to them. He ensconced himself in the circles of pigeon
fanciers, and learned how the breeders used their own
selection factors to modify the physiology of their birds. He
spent eight years studying barnacles, exhaustively
researching how they functioned, the differences between
the barnacle species of the world, and how one barnacle may
vary from the barnacle next door. He reviewed and edited all
manners of naturalist papers, and he filled notebook after
notebook with his research. He employed all of this rigor just

G LINE 2 detep a thboby Delbuliekpyobf 8t ould KedbrbeNHE I U A 2 y &

obvious choice of subject material to be taught in 10th grade
biology classrooms in Kansas.

4 S OA RBwoldhéve nd dolibBdSlighted Darwin to know that

modern biologists and geneticists have continued finding

I NB OF NB T dzf eviiedcd tdzuppdrtéhis "éhéok'StReNBy dhtinuing theB + G A 2 y

have often criticizedevof dzG A 2y F2NJ 0 SAYy 3 2 dzéppression oft Hibfcsh [ReNasré, §hd kedlafig thle Creationist

scientific theory is much more rigorous than say, a theory
about the season finale of Lost. The academic culture ensures
that theories are rigorous. How so? The process of academic

18 Collins, FrancisThe Language of Gotllew York: Free
Press 2006
1 Ibid.

Christian Takfiri cause good and whipped up.

Speaking of evidence, we should get back to DNA similarities.
Comfort points out that humans and chimpanzees share 96%

“Bad BoysEMI Films, 1983
I n retrospect, Darwin didn't actually do this at all.
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Darwigin of Species

of the same DNA coding, and notes that the 4% of difference
represents about 120 million base pairs. And 120 million is a
very big number. A very, very big number. And as we all
know from mathematical theory, once numbers get big

Encino Man, but what he excludes is information about the

thousands of legitimate fossils that are discovered. He also
R2Say Qi YSydaAzy GKIG Y2ZRSNY R
exponentially more difficult to allow a fraud to go unexposed.

Sy2dzaks LISNDSyGl3Sa OSIHasS (2 SEA&aGP® {2 (GKSNBTF2NBTZ G(KSNB I N
GKIFG Yrye AAYAEFNRGASAD OLQY Indorhpletediéshillseds & Ahaher discrediting technique is to
pooh-pooh at incomplete fossils, as Comfort does. The
Why do creationist arguments almost always center around criticism is of the many conclusions drawn about a creature
the chimp-to-man connection? Would they have a problem when only a few pieces of it have been discovered. Obviously,
with evolution if we declared that it applied to every species Comfort has never watched CSI: Las Vegas, and fails to
but man? Anyway, current measurements find the variation appreciate the breadth of knowledge that can be learned
of DNA between humans to be about 1%.** That adds from small amounts of evidence. Actually, | never watched
perspective to a 4% variation. But don't be surprised if the that show either. But | did have the good fortune to work
chimp-to-human or the human-to-human numbers change - with one of the premiere forensic medical investigators a few
we're still relative novices at understanding genomes. years back, so | have a strong appreciation of what can be
Comfort also included British geneticist Steven Jones' gleaned from a few clues. Besides, even if a magazine
amusing quote about humans sharing 50% of our DNA with features a picture of a skull that is 10% bone and 90% plaster
bananas. (I have seen this number dip as low as 25%°°) This 2F t I NRA&Z énkhe grofeR&@ $Bat abr@tiucted i
number will also undoubtedly change. Mankind hasn't yet is 100% certain they got the puzzle right, and due to the
scratched the surface on the human-to-banana question. rigors of scientific scrutiny, that professor would be a fool to
overstate any of their speculations. The basements of
museums are teeming with fossilized bones that were
Transitional Forms (Page 15) AYLINRLISNI & O2ttSOGSRE FyR GKS
. . ) ) ) anything. Only the ones that give solid information make it to
Transitional forms are organisms and fossils are intermediate the showroom floor.
stages between an old and new species. Darwin himself
LINB Ot T AYSR GKE UG UKS SOARSYOS |a e fosdit nistdhy Negt MbPcRariboferddly R nQ > 2 d
Ay UKs .u NI ya A U A 2 yrt F¥2Nya Ay fc?\el'fosﬁi rrécgzrgis s&a%e?a@id"his toyf§a%%ome‘§tg) YR Y
What woul.{d be ,h's compl?te dismay, it was found,there. But demonstrate a complete continuity of evolution. The first
R2Yy QU 62 NNE ven thdllh the stoNjod y LI NI A& GNHS® ! yF2NIidzyldStes
concc?ctgd for your machlnat{ons Furned out t? be true, the thoughtful enough to vacuum-pack their dead friends. Hence
creationists found a way to disbelieve the fossil record. Four we can only find fossils in the very rare locations where plants
ways, actually. and animals could die, could resist degradation for a few
. o ) ) million years, then could be accessed later by the mammals
Hoax fossils - The first is by dravymg :?ttentlon to the hoaxes. that bothered to look for them. The fossil record is, and will
UnforFunater, paleontology'ls rife with fal.<e bones. .Many always be incomplete. Entire eras of species may not have
societies have had to deal with the hardships of I?cklng been laid in places where they could be preserved, and are
YouTube and 24 hou.r nfaws channels. The attention-starved therefore as lost as the $10 you lent to your roommate. But
maniacs of these societies had to work much harder to make 368 Y iK2dzaK 68 R2 v Q i KIF @8 | o)
asses of themselves in front of everyone. Claiming your son
61a Ay | Ftoliry3 RANRIAGES PRI OF e Lhaotss 1yR Yiye FIva
62t .a USR S?\ 3 K u 2N ,YZ NB OKAT RNB %gbgine%f\yfo\tﬂbundsal'pic'\{%e}\oyl.(%k Ce{m§r$n uﬁvi%a Q 6AFS
gave birth to ten. Having eight alt once might hvave put thve . through Greepsboro, NC in his sports car. You then find
mother on the radar, but fertilité R NXz34&4 KI Ry QU © §n§ﬁir oée£é§a\4el\'/v§a$s later of him driving by West

yet. Neither had radar. But a person with access to odd
bones, chromium, and iron oxide sulfate could cause enough
of a stir to sate their attention addiction.

Comfort can be completely factual when he reminds us of
frauds like the Piltdown Man, the Archaeoraptor, and the

22 Global Variation in Copy Number in the Human Genome
Redon R, Ishikawa S, Fitch KR, et.hture 2006; 44464
% 0n a FShirt.

Memphis, Arkansas, then another driving shot taken a few
days later in Albuquerque, New Mexico. Even though you
RARY QG 4 G§OK K Acyhndprpvs thdHe &
went west. You can even back a very strong theory that he

0 N
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took Interstate 40.%* A similar chain of sparse evidence shows
species evolving from one era to the next.

Transitional species/Missing links - Finally there are the holy
grails of paleontology: The one fossil to prove them all. One
person to find them. One discovery to justify them all and
through evolution bind them.

However, transitional species/missing link could also refer to

a mutant species that branches off the original, is too

incompatible with its environment to live very long or spread

very far, but still manages to spawn another, heartier species
0STF2NBE AG OdzNXI & dzLJ ' yR RASa®
through disco before becoming pop. This type of transitional

form may seem to fit into a less likely scenario than the one |

G¢KS araairyad [AYy1é NBTFTSNEB (2 KIKE @ISt $B AWE NI XA TA Bylat Q Ay
ancestor to both humans and monkeys. Creationists a2 F3AFAy>s 0]S OnedzakSdzak 2Q of dzi GAv0 6 ¢
frequently talk about it when they remind people that such a completely unfeasible. Troubleisg SQf f LINR O 6 f &
beast has never been found. The media frequently uses the the remains of such a creature. Of the jigzillions of creatures
term as a sound bite when they talk about evolution because that have roamed the Earth since day 1, only a handful have
it is splashy, well known, controversial, and therefore sells left us their fossils. What are the odds of finding the remains
papers. Scientists get rather peevish about this term because of some mutant fish-frog that only hung out for a few
it falsely oversimplifies the study of 2.5 billion years of hundred years in pre-historic Rhode Island? We would have a
biodiversity down into just one creature. But occasionally, a better chance of finding a coin that George Washington
scientist will use the term because it is splashy, well known, tossed into the Delaware River.
controversial, and therefore sells papers.

lyegles G§KS vy 2 kdnibybefauld pliydclly (i &
The missing link remains undiscovered because it is RAALINROSE A& 26y SEA&GSYyOSE
AYLI2aaArotS G2 RAaO2ISNW® I O 2 MadsRgybup kdNApYshirig. Sf | went & BwdddNd véy2 S a y Qi
mean that some mammalian mommy gave birth to Bonzo and a1SLIWGAOIE Fo2dzi lyez2yS gK2 1S
Claire, where Bonzo continued to hang from trees while ahdaadaAiayad [AYyl1ész 2NJ dzaSR GKS &S
Claire went off to Dartmouth. There were an unknown
number of transitional forms linking both Claire and the
chimp back to tha:c ancestor. There were also likely other The |\/||ss|rjg |_|nk (pagew 21 o
2FFTaK22Ga4 FNRBY G(KS aLlSOASa GKFG @SN z005aafdZ FyR RAS
out. Add to the muddle that before the different species With TV cameras ummlng, and reporters, a new b°°k anda
diverged significantly, there were nights where after a few documentary waltlng in the wmgs the professor strode into . oA
GAYS 022t SNBRT 2yS 4dzoaliSOA Sa @qr@@anaiﬁ Qi A SRS %/OBD%%FNIDV%AGS KSi
FYyR a8Giat SR F2NJ daNIP whi IK Y RAUKRRFYEABYY I oNEXREE 2 §KRY
2FGSYy R2® ¢ 18 Fif 2F fiHeAa '§aé'5§he’ﬂ~°‘ésﬁp§rﬁt%{‘§?\\’ﬁ““qn£ whilegher g 2 gzt Ry Q.

Y UNR RdzOU A 2 offatlit wasZairlR2 6y S

able to identify the missing link if she walked through the
front doors of the National Science Foundation.

GaArdaAiy3d [Ayl1é Aa I+ G§SNY
GKSNBE Aa y2 a¢KSéod CKA& A&
species in general ¢ not just to our famous hairy ancestor.

(Even though the term is still sometimes used to refer to her)
GENFYaAGAZ2Y L aLISOASaé¢ Aa
YSIy tAFS F2N¥ a. ¢ GKIF QG t)\S
¢/ ¢ YR 2)\mya IWS&‘Sfau“[zyl\lJ al eZ

close. Despite what | just said about harping on missing links,
L Ol nyj oflYS /2YF2NI F2N 32A

AAYARNRKEEUNG KSR FHUTYNE %%%‘Jzt %'
a Yot pasiee éfﬁ*;; fargny dey F-rk@r S0P 40, not UG R

LRIFIQa LJ B a a
|dent|fy|ng her as the penultlmate missing link, but they did

3 Bromgie hergs a i 'ngmkqﬁﬁh%ane&ymw h%ﬂlane f ®

LG
VR YIS S S S 02 b dzh R 7Y ¢ Napna LBz ¢ 5
& NMEtte %fgrwt\ﬁe pu@llc :g\nobn§@e)yvt ap wh|Ie itisa

at26s adSIRe G(N}yavdzil GAaz2 y S%P%dseéd it isgti)l firgy blagaptygyestising. /(I casgyoyy | ¢ o
GKAa AyaidlyoOSs a.¢ gs2df R 05 NRARERY aFR A eG4 ik faw haudysk 7Ig Y
KAY WGN}IyaAGA2ylFf Qs o680l dzaS KSRl B4 vy LINKREAY kE Xkl Hfdz%ﬂdz%% &t
£ SAAGAYFGS + HLISTHARS 3K SR 68/ dg3 2Sed bﬁér@?é‘%g'veea%’%z

quickly come up with some new letters between him and the

other two, if you knew what was good for you. The scientific community was immediately skeptical of their

findings, and Seiffert et. al. have just published results stating
that Ida is most likely an adapiform primate, and is therefore

% This theory may be challenged by the teleportationists that
believe that Mr. Cameron arrived thanks to an Intelligent
BeamerUpper.

> Tudge, ColinThe Link: Uncovering our Earliest Ancestor.
New York: Little, Brown and Company(d9
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closer to a lemur then she is to your grandma.26 Although the
LRI GSFYQa aL)lake

shrug this off as just another example of those wacky

LI £ S2yi2ft23rAada WONRAYS3
GFr1S Fgle FTNRY GKAAY
scientA FAO O2YYdzyAdGe gl a 2y

2. lda is still a remarkable fossil, and she will no doubt teach
us much about lemur ancestry. If you know any lemurs, be
sure to tell them. They will be very pleased.

¢ KSNB QA 2y S houbdNdBsiddt #bdut/fird arén S
where Ida was found. She was dug up in the Messel Pit, a
F2aaAf Kdzy i SNDa GNBI adz2NB
Messel Pit formed as a result of deep sediment at the bottom
of a volcanic lake. This particular lake, known as a maar hole,
challenges creationist theory with its large selection of fossils
that all stay within the realms of one evolutionary age27

Just as evolution uses the natural selection theory to arrive to
our present day existence, creationism uses the Need for
Speed/Burnout/Gran Turismo theory. That is, all manners of
creature took off together at the Genesis starting line, then
many of them crashed and burned along the way, and thus
were out of the race® dzi AT GKI GQa

g 2 dzft We)aléd find ducks, camels, emus or some other

YR SNNERY S &idki 40 @afslin Xhdpder 6Y Poat Koah.) i S Y LJi

iKS

been created in Genesis Chapter 1, only to be stuffed into an

hawker of atheism, Richard Dawkins. But heis also an
extremely talented biologist. In his book, Climbing Mount
Improbable, he does a very good job of describing exactly
how the complex eye can evolve from simple structures that
can be seen elsewhere in nature. It is, as they say, 'a
complete slam-dunk'. Check your local library.

Vestigial Organs - Leftovers Again? (p.29)

The vestigial structure argument is a favorite among
creationists. They point out many body parts that were once
thought to have no use, but have since been found to have
minor functions. The coccyx (tailbone) and the plica
semilunaris (pink bit in the corner of your eye) have become

cqubrgles Rfanat@n‘fy @s cr%agosmﬂs cqﬁtrzn%liy Qomt out

their minor functions of supporting muscle and collecting

Y2RSNY ONBI Gdz2NBQ& NBYIAya "-Pai‘aaﬂf"ﬁe ¢ K¢Sty spik digEyigbifanpey b“tl fﬁ?se

friends? If we all started together, those remains should also UQa Y2ZNb" UKleyerdone.NA &

be present. Can you think of any dig site where this is the < . .

OF a$K 2 dz (CK /NI 5A 20ySai diza §5 A 3 A df FhAgU G2 OtLFAY (KL

Ayl LAK2Ga 2F GKS Ff2NIF | yR § KEelegs Byt is notfajr to depvgheiryvpsiigiglity ¢ Regauses

include the modern seagulls, rats, or humans that have been those bits are vestigial. Remember, scientists are very

so efficient at spreading themselves worldwide. | would say L‘]S_ N‘ﬁi YA 01 Sié 6AlK 42NR&®

that the Need for Speed/Burnout/Gran Turismo creationist If slslentvlsts warlte;d torefertoa uselessAstruEtureZ 0 K S
Al a2YSGKAY3 Y2 NSB stORudNB Ol

myth has been completely busted.

Evolution's Difficult Questions (p. 22)

In this section, the question of whether incredibly complex
and interdependent biological systems could evolve from
simple systems is raised. lIs it possible for a cardio-vascular
system to evolve? What about an organ as complex as the
eye? These are perhaps the most non-intuitive aspects of
evolutionary theory, and Comfort is right for raising the issue.
(even if he does start by inadvertently raising a difficult
guestion of Biblical literalism - he reminds readers that there
are 6000 species of reptiles, 1000 of amphibians, 9000 of
birds, and 15000 species of mammals which would have all

®gseij ffert CéveRenewlution obahthropéid

like adaptations in Eocereed a pi f o r mNatpre4d6lmat e s 0 P i .
Back to vestigiality. Birds have wingstoflyU KS (1 A gA Q&

N

11181121 @Q009.

2" Not to be confused with aherhole, which challenges
religion with its large box office turkeReligulousthat stays
within the realm of snide commentary.

vestigial structure is a structure that is imperfectly developed
or degenerated from a comparable structure found
somewhere else.

This argument is an example of a great silliness that infects

GNP BS ySIFENICNIYy]FdzNIE DSNXIyeo

Mch~

Y2 RSNY R SThéy éais thatél KISS GK y A lj dzS @

announce something that your opponent said, then you
deftly blow holes into their argument. Then everyone tells
you how cool you are, and gives you high-fives. The only
problem is that the opponent never made that argument C
the speaker madeitupsotheyQR K| @S
squashable to attack. CreationistsarSy Qi (K S
use this technique; it is also employed by evolutionists,
liberals, conservatives, politicians, and salesmen. And your
classmates too, when they are talking about their significant
others.

vestigial. Fishhaveeyesci KS OF @S FTA&aKQa

Primates have tails ¢ we still have bones in our butts.
Evidence for devolution of these organs is found by
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Darwigin of Species

comparisons with similar species that have the working

models. . dzi G YI ONRB f S@Sftas (KAa
proof. Creationists who want to debate vestigiality would do

better if they started there. The current argument is useless.

The Key is in the Context(page 30)

The key really is context. Comfort refers to anonymous
WONRGAOAQ GKIG | OOdzaS 5F NBAY
misogynist. He also pulls a few odd Darwin quotes out to
provethSa S | y2y&yY2dza Ondifthdy@ére LI2
true, even if Darwin was hailed as the supreme king of the
royal bastard brigade as he kicked orphans down the street,
his personality still would have no bearing on the correctness
2F KA& 62N @ dzi & L 1y29
the work of racists, (which, thanks to Henry Ford and Charles
Lindbergh, is why they believe in neither cars nor airplanes) |

am glad to tell you that Darwin was not a racist. He was the
opposite of a racist ¢ he was an abolitionist of astounding

vigor. He was adamant about the commonality of all

mankind at a time when many considered slaves to be less

than human. Historians Adrian Desmond and James Moore

K @3S oNAGGSY |y SyYyGANB 06221
main reason for publishing Origin was to end this inequality
onceandforall®b 2 LIST 51 NBAY dtlevany Qi |
close.

5AR 5FNBAY NBlFffe GKAY]
possible. Or he may have mentioned that women were
superior in other areas in quotes that Comfort did not select.
But if he did feel men were superior, can we fault him for
holding a crusty Victorian view on women instead of our
modern one? For a man of his period in time, he was
considered an enormously ardent abolitionist, an enormously
respectful and loving husband, an enormously loving father,
and an enormously thorough and honorable man of nature.
Dang, exactly how much more of a saint does the guy need to
be?

Another Thought (page 31)

Did nothing create everything? This is perhaps the most
important question that Comfort asks in his whole
introduction. Comfort believes this question to be so
important, he has expanded it and written a 222 page book
about it. Out of respect for his concern, | have spent more
time thinking about this question than any other that he has
posed.

ZDesmond, A. & Moore, Dar wi n 6 sauSBastore d C

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 2009

i K fn g\e sé‘igﬁc@s,l't#ergarel'a *\éﬁ YI& {:hat FEobidvl toq!)(-.2

G KI G

62YSYy é;él\@rve(;_\

| wish | understood what the heck he was talking about.
AAYAEFNRGE AayQd | 3da NFyidsSSs
As near as | can figure, the principle of nothing creating
SOSNEGUKAY3I AayQil az2YSGKAy?3
that he believes that | believe. Comfort believes that
everything was created by God. (No surprise there) It seems
that he also believes that scientists believe that things can
appear spontaneously, like when Harry Potter magically
creates a Patronus, or when,Gleek, the blue space-monkey

fomn thQSﬁp?ér){rignds?pallyaf%ucltet olNbf ibduibid, wWhaf R I

confuses me is how he could believe that any of us would

/2

Ab&ié\/@tﬁ%t. Wﬁélé co§d he have gotten that idea? Even if

82dz 320 wWAOKINR 5F61AYya
KSQR yS@SNJI YIS + OflFAYy

af 2 LIL
aKI G

oSt
immutably true. Three of these immutable rules contradict
[/ 2YF2NIQa | O0dzaAl GA2Y X | yR
amongst scientists:
1. The law of conservation of mass ¢ Mass will
remain constant, regardless of any process acting
upon it.
2, The first law of theymodynamics ¢ Energy.is i
oBithio P8 hob dasroycd. e S dgtd 51 NB Ay
. transmuted into other forms of energy.
S '}‘h@ Ich%f conﬁ)ensations G Seminar attendance
cannot be spontaneously created. It is dependent
on the

iKS

NJ'&

uantity and quality of the refreshments .,
q)ngNJ\qiNJyUZ YSY K LGQa
Ly aK2NIX &2dz OFyQd 3SG a2vYSi

lucid scientist out there that believes differently.

There is another rule that is believed among scientists, only it

AayQli adNrAOilfe I aOASYdATAO N
theoNA &G alNEZ FYyR Al 3I2Sa A
YS 2 NJ &2 dzNJ hifeyie afe8tifl delkiré in

thoughts about creationism, intelligent design, evolution, and
YyIGdzNF £t asStSOlAaz2yr 6GKS NBai
with Darwin the person) | will play my trump card. Why do
scientists believe in evolution? Because we watch it happen

with our own eyes.

Experimental evolution is a popular means to study infectious
disease. Biologists take a virus culture and placeitina
specific environment. That environment could be a happy
one, full of yummy virus nummy-numes, or it could be a hostile
one where the virus struggles to survive. Because viral
generations pass so quickly, the biologists can actually watch
the organism evolve in ways that let the species feed more
and die less. Neat huh?

29 Marx, Chico.Duck SougParamount Pictures Corporation,
1933
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His Famous Student (page 32)

Towards the end of his life, Darwin started sounding like a big
meanie. He wrote about how our healing the sick and taking
care of the weak make the human race weaker, when the
theory of natural selection is applied. If this rule is applied
with a cold, clinical eye, and without regard for other factors,
itistrue.5F NB A Y Qa Missiagithatious spegiés &
governed by other factors.® L (i d\justyis@ tvould be silly
to wait for erosion to dig our tunnels or for rain to water our
crops, it is silly to think we still rely completely on natural
selection. So Darwin made a mistake. Let him who is without
sincast the firststone. 5 NBAY 61 ay Qi
compelled to believe everything he said.

Hitler used this one fallacious theory of Darwin to try to
convince Nazis that some races were less than human.
Comfort quotes a passage in Mein Kampf where Hitler talks
about this. He then quotes Mein Kampf five more times
where Hitler mentions evolution, hoping that the reader will
see a relationship between Darwin and Hitler. Comfort really
ySSRa G2 tSINYy 2y0S IyR F2NJ |
theory. Darwin was the natural selection guy. The theory of
evolution was around long before Darwin was born, and was
widely followed in the fifty or so years after his death by
naturalists before they came to accept Darwinism.>* Comfort
needs to learn this. If you run into Comfort, could you please
tell him?

lyeglexr | AGESNI g ayQi
extremely dead before Hitler was born, and that severely
limited any tutoring opportunities. For another, Hitler was a
lousy student. He took the bits of information that served his
purpose, then distorted them to make them fit into his plan.

2 KIFG SfasS RAR | AGESNI al ek
G¢CKAA KdzYly 62NIR 2F 2dz2NB 6

without the practical existence of a religious belief.
The great masses of a nation are not composed of
philosophers. For the masses of the people,
especially faith is absolutely the only basis of a moral
outlook on life. The various substitutes that have
been offered have not shown any results that might
warrant us in thinking that they might usefully
replace the existing denominations. There may be a
few hundreds of thousands of superior men who can
live wisely and intelligently without depending on
the general standards that prevail in everyday life,

%0 Beer, for example, helps ugly mengmpagate

1t wasnodt until Greawasr Mende
rediscoveredhat peoplestarted moving awaydm Lamarck

and towards natural selection.

8 & dza =

510 NBAYyQa

0dzi GKS YAftA2ya Melh 20KSNH&
Kampf, Adolf Hitler

GL 'Yy O2y@AyOSR GKFG L |
Creator. By fighting off the Jews, | am doing the
[ 2 NR U aMein Raiifif, Rdblf Hitler

Y |

daé FSStAYy3I & F /KNRAGALIY
Savior as a fighter. It points me to the man who once
in loneliness, surrounded only by a few followers,
recognized these Jews for what they were and
summoned men to fight against them and who,
Fe¥aR truth PwsTrRatest not as a sufferer but as a
fighter.
In boundless love as a Christian and as a man | read
through the passage which tells us how the Lord at
last rose in His might and seized the scourge to drive
out of the Temple the brood of vipers and adders.
How terrific was his fight against the Jewish poison.
Today, after two thousand years, with deepest
emaqtion | recognize more profoundly than ever P
£t berrgtheLI’act ﬁa@@v&a&& t}hi?t at H2 }lia@tg Qu
shed his blood upon the Cross. As a Christian | have
no duty to allow myself to be cheated, but | have the
duty to be a fighter for truth and justice.
And if there is anything which could demonstrate
that we are acting rightly, it is the distress that daily
grows. For as a Christian | have also a duty to my
own people. And when | look on my people | see i i
Peth GRS Y and o 00 16K, S at hd NB A Y 6
end of the week they have only for their wages
wretchedness and misery.
When | go out in the morning and see these men
standipg in their queues and look into their pinched

51 NB

[ Su QfgceS,(aw%nﬁ lg%ﬂe% I would be no Christian, but a

very devil, if | felt no pity for.them, if | did not, as did
2 dztgu?gtorcﬁ)t@o tﬁbt}éa oeyé(arga%g‘, t@rh a%af'mg those

by whom today this poor people are plundered and

SELX 2A08SRd¢ I R2fF | AGEf SNE A
12,1922.%

Was Hitler a student of Christianity? No. Was Hitler a student

of God? No. Was Hitler a sage practitioner of Christian

compassion? Oh, Lord, no! Hitler was just a master at
GoraldAiya GKAy3Ia (G2 YIS LIS2LH
believe that any race of man needed to be destroyed, just as
surelyasHitISNJ RARY Qi R2 D2RQa ¢2NJ] ¢

I 2 1
LR 2R WU T K U T

%2 published in "My New Order," and quoted in
Freethought Today (April 1990),
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The Hit List (page 35) agree about something that most of the rest of the world
doesn't believe. Comfort and | are like the only two guys to
find New Coke™ to be more tasty and refreshing than Coca-
Cola Classic’™. But aur mﬁverick shaer beilief is over,
gorqwne?hingufﬁ' Iesgvpllthty than seof¥ dorink Brefe‘regcreJ —'in}initely
less pithy. We agree over Darwin's faith in God.

In this section, Comfort continues his assertion that Hitler

was an evolutionist. (Have you seen Comfort yet? Have you
told him that Darwin didnoét c
probably did believe ievolution. Just as Osama Bin Laden
probably believes in planetary orbital theory, Pol Pot probably
believed in the theory of gravitation, and Idi Amin probably

Hi t |

believed that geese coul d | ayMapppeogebglievetgaybarwinwagleaningtgwgrdss not pr
these theories rightorwrong,can i t doesndt s h oAfheigmhinhis ealy fifey and then completely gave up on God
people who first posed these theories were evil. in 1851 when his adored daughter, Annie Elizabeth, perished

at age ten. These assertions are based on the gauzily thin
But in his hidden role as a covert fighter for the Creationist evidence of Darwin's not attending Church with his family,
Christian Takfiri, Darwin would be pleased to know that reports of his Atheism from his friends, and from his own
people like Comfort would connect him with a jerk like personal insistence about not believing in higher powers. But
Hitler.® In fact, part of his sneaky plan to make the world Comfort has found evidence that shows Darwin was actually
hate science was to make himself into a lightning rod for a devout man of God. In Origin of Species, he counted seven
KIFIdSao {LSOALE T3Syl 51 NBAyY ¢emaznglines that Bajwj yefarredite God a§ "Grratodrjus 2 dza
Hitler, either. He was trying to attract an evil trifecta. Hitler a bonus reference to creation as the "works of God".
was only the first of three. Referring to God as the Creator was not just some funny

slang that people threw around back then. When a Victorian
The second in his triumvirate was supposed to have been al A E? a2YSi KAy3 A1 S ¥, ordhbt fheys 2 NB
FGGONI OGSR G2 5FNBAYQa 20SNBKSENPG Ak &8 eéyfded 8y Bgnmend Grafartfor 5 v o
He, like the rest of his family, was completely opposed to KAa RAaO2@USNE 2T 51 NvAyQa KAR
slavery. But unlike the rest of his family, Darwin was hoping Darwin was also known to wish God's blessings upon people.
to harvest bushels of scorn from these beliefs. Remember Usually after they had sneezed.”’
GKIG RAZNAY3I 5FNBAyQa fAFST atlr @SNE gta adAftf NXrYLIydzZ IyR
sizeable population supported it. Getting associated with As | have mentioned numerous times, Darwin wasn't an
someone like Hitler was great for getting all of the good atheist. He was a special-ops Christian literalist deployed on
people to hate your guts, but Darwin needed to reach out to a lifelong mission to convince the faithful to hate science. Ask
the utter bastards as well. He thought abolition would be a any anti-religion nut™, and they'll tell you how obvious it was
good way to achieve that. How was he to know that that he was a Christian extremist: "Not only was he a rich,
everyone would oppose slavery in 100 years? white guy, but there's also conclusive proof that later in life,

he became an old, rich white guy. A Christian extremist,
139,

5 NBAYyQa FAYlLFE LIASOS 2F KAa (RRMHZYPGANI GS 61 &4 RSNAGSR FNRY K
first two ploys. By combining the callousness to the life of the

weak and the sick, (which, ironically, he was himself) with a But there's one fatal flaw to Darwin's connivance e 2 dz Ol y Q
humanitarianism that was unusually strong for his time, attack him for the theory of natural selection because it is not
Darwin created a logic that was unfathomable and really his theory. Just as Marie Curie didn't invent radiation,
completely disjointed. He turned himself into a character Albert Einstein didn't invent energy, and Isaac Newton didn't
that any study would find to be poorly constructed and invent the apple,”” * Charles Darwin didn't go into his
confusing to the masses. His goal here was chaos. Darwin
was successful in attracting a reviled follower of his choppy 3 [snarky criticism] directed at a setfiade man with a high
logic. You can see his disjointedness in the movies of Michael opinion of himself.
Bay.
% A bottle of whiskey given to the pilot as he left a ship.
% partridge. E. and Simpson,The Routledge Dictionary of
Darwin and Atheism (page 36) Historical SlangLondon: Routledge 1973 p. 82, 432
3"0Oh,bytheway | refer to Bruce Spri
Well, this is refreshing. We've hit a topic that Ray Comfort Bosso. Tnteantthat d kel h eotk for him.
and | agree upon completely. Not only do we agree, but we % Not to be confused with atheists. Atheists don't believe in
God. Antireligion nuts hate people of faith the same way the
Klan hates AfricaPAmericans, or a misogynist hates women.
#¥GODWI Nb& Si Lookivup on Wikipedia and see what 39 By the law of the shallow, pogriconstructed stereotype.
you get. 0 Steve Jobs invented the Apple.
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workshop one day like some Victorian spark and whip up the
mechanisms for species transmutations. He was just the first
to notice them and write them down.

He didn't even notice all of them. Sure, he noticed scads of
them, reams of them, possibly even oodles of them, but not
all of them. Generations of biologists, naturalists, geneticists,
paleontologists, immunologists, geologists, zoologists, etc.
have been testing the theories of evolution, discrediting the
pieces that don't work, and adding new theories that do
work. As science and nature writer David Quammen points
out, you can get a Ph.D. in evolutionary biology without ever
NB I RA y 3 Origih d3pécigs &3 B you could will Charles
Darwin out of existence, the theories behind evolution
wouldn't go away. If worshippers of Thor* had a problem
with claims that lightning bolts weren't their god's own
personal spears-o-smiting, discrediting Benjamin Franklin
wouldn't magically stop those bolts from being made of
electricity.

No, if you discredit Darwin, erase his name from the history
books, or go back in time and convince young Charles to take
up phrenology instead, there would still be a theory of
natural selection. It would just have someone else's name
attached to it. Most likely, that name would be Alfred Russell
Wallace, the Welsh explorer, cartographer, naturalist, and
curious fancier of Wensleydale cheeses.

Funny story - if it weren't for a particularly deft hand of fate,
Wallace would have introduced the theory. While working as
a commercial specimen collector in the Malay Archipelago,
Wallace noticed the differences between breeds on islands,
and independently came up with a similar theory of natural
selection. But since his occupation, his wealth, and his
birthright made him an outsider to the gentlemanly naturalist
class, Wallace didn't send his groundbreaking manuscript
directly to the leading journal. Instead, he sent it to a well
respected naturalist that could put the good word in for him.
He chose one he hardly knew, but seemed rather kind and
alsoRARY Qi KI @S Fye O2YLISGAy3 &
his manuscript to Charles Darwin.

If Mr. Comfort and his ilk actually liked Charles Darwin, they
would undoubtedly praise this as a miraculous act of divine
intervention. By the time the manuscript arrived in England,

41 __.and if you ask any longtime Mac users, they'll tell you that
Jobs also invented radiatiamd energy.

42 Quammen, DavidThe Reluctant MmDarwin. New York:

Atlas Books/Norton 2006

“3'm not sue what they call themselves think they might

be "Thortherors". A young initiate would then be a
"Thortheror's Apprentithe". (No one is forcing you to read all
of these footnotes, mate. You can stop at any time.)

Darwin had put in 21 years of secret and obsessive-
compulsive research into his theory of natural selection.
¢K2dZAaAK 5 NBAYyQa (GKS2NRSa
Wallace nearly grabbed the prize. Science doesn't normally
declare the back-breakingly thorough researcher the title of
"Legendary Big Baller of Science". That honorific usually goes
to the first theorist seen running butt-naked down Main
Street shrieking, "Eureka!" (with the condition that the
streakS ND&a (G KS2NEB & dzZNIDA O Seeakihgly LIS S
thorough researcher is awarded the title of "Post Doctoral

Fellow".

s SNB

Honorable fellow that he was, Darwin worked with his

colleagues to ensure that Wallace's discovery got full

exposure, without discrediting his own august and

preemptive research. The imminent surprise release of

21 ffF0SQa LI LISNI RARYyQlU 3IABS Y
as he threw together his own last-minute paper, so that the

two could be released together.44 History decided the rest,

and in a rare and shining moment, the quiet guy who did the

lion's share of the work got the credit, and did so without

inserting a knife between anyone's shoulder blades.

But the best deeds never do go unpunished, do they? If there
is some alternate reality Bizzarro-Earth out there where that
manuscript did go straight from Malay to the publisher,
Y2RSNY Rl & ONBlrdA2yAaGa ¢2dzZ R
tear down Wallace, be he evil or divine. There might not be a
creationist movement at all. Why not? By applying a wide
range of hijinx to get his theory accepted by the scholarly
community, Darwin hit upon the golden one - thoroughness.
If Wallace had been awarded the sciency big baller's crown
for his 20 page manuscript, the award would have been
followed by a mad rush of researchers staking their claims on
the fertile and unexplored parts of the theory. This would
have profoundly affected our abilities to accept and refute
the final work.

Consider this: It was long believed that a person's health was
EoGethddIbySalir adulstads huiaérsk IBdadpPphlegd, blxck bilef S R
and yellow bile. These fluids were created in different

proportions by the squishy innards that later became known

as organs.45 Western religions fully embraced the 'four

humors' theory of medicine, and considered research against

it to be sinful. Yet today, there is no rift between doctors and
humorists. The humor theory is only taught in 'History of

“I' think | knowvethadwbolta momthto f e

put this essay together after
YouTubery, so extreme apologies for any source material that

| may have fuddled or left out.

> Of these organs, ancient men believed the spleen to be the
most humorous. Ancient mdike Mel Brooks.
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Medicine' elective courses that nursing students take to prop
up their GPAs. How did the intelligent design theory survive
the extinction the humor theory suffered?

Quick! - Name the physician that disproved the 4 humor
theory. Got anything? No? Don't feel bad. Medicine's big
ballers aren't as iconic as some other sciences C there were
just too many people making too many discoveries to be able
to award one of them the bolus of glory for replacing
humorism. It probably started with one guy noticing another
bodily secretion (like ear wax) had some nifty anatomic
functionthatthefouNJ 0 A3 Ff dZA Ra RARY Qi
eye goo. Whatever. What mattered was that physicians
began looking past the old theory, and finding novel ways to
understand the human body.

Pretty soon, doctors were out prancing madly in the streets,
goingwilly-y Af f @ GAGK RAAZO2OSNASaD
them would cry, "It can only be ze louse. Ze dirty fever, it

comes by the body louse."* b, 2dz GKAY ] GKI (Ua
another would reply, "this lot over 'ere caught a case of the
AUAY1AYQ lbdhohoSvater gudip!"tzahknome
sloppy scientist started touting a mold he found on his dirty

lab dishes as the new miracle cure. The cacophony grew, and

the whole thing snowballed into a wanton profusion of sick-
healing and Iife—saving.48 The poor 4-humor loyalists woke up

one morning and found their theory buried by a mountain of
evidence piled up by an army of physicians. Sheer numbers

had won the day. It was too daunting to prove all of the

medics wrong, and even if they could prove that the eye goo

guy's theory was a bunch of pork-pucky, they knew that

another guy's theory would quickly take its place. The old

theory was completely defeated, and the mopey humor-

loyalists were driven into the dark nether regions, left with

only one of their beliefs unshattered - that childhood vaccines
caused scurvy.

The same fate was not true for evolutionary biology. Darwin,
in his completeness of researching every conceivable corner
of the theory, had set himself up as the ultimate assailable
figurehead. Don't like natural selection? Just lob some
criticism - any criticism, real or imagined - at him personally.
Call him an atheist. Or a theist that only thinks he's an
atheist. Or a misogynist. Or a racist. A terrorist for Satan. A
dual Nazi-Communist hybrid. A guy who likes to dress in a
fuzzy ocelot costume and attend creepy conventions. Call him

“® Dobson, MaryDiseasd The Extraordinary Stories Behind
Hi st ory6s DeJaid Kingder: Qleicus RGOTF s
" Ibid

“*8 The reader should, at this point, find it exceedingly obvious
that | never took the "History of Medicine" ela.

3RtYD fap

anything that strikes your fancy. Assail the man, and you're
assailing the theory by proxy. (But not really)

Atheist Penn and the Time Bomb (p. 39)

ThisisComT 2 NI Qa TFAYyIlIf aSOiGAz2y 2y 7
sections contain his arguments about Christianity being
adzZLISNA2NJ 2 | AYyRdzA AYXZ
those. But this last section is based on a quote by Penn
lillette,* (from the magic act of Penn& Teller) | Y R

hNJ YIF@o8 Al

dzZRRKA &

LQY 32

gl a

Many years ago, a very good friend of mine got to interview
Penn lJillette on our college radio station, WKDU. My friend
let me sit in the DJ booth, and I still remember the on-air
conversation they had: Mr. lillette told the story of how he
hq__sj ﬁe@@ntlwyurbgtgg ® ghlew York gtgtele?hpne
booth. Um...yuck.

a2YSUKAYQZbH , ,
So this begs the obvious question, "In his argument against
one of the most important books in science, why did Comfort
reference a Las Vegas magician with a seedy persona?"
Remember what | said about theories and proofs? Well, this
is an absolute proof that Comfort's motivations have nothing
to do with science, and are rooted completely in theology and
wishful thinking. Inserting Penn was the equivalent of a
mechanic replacing your catalytic convertor with a dream
catcher. Great mechanic, huh? He completely ighored how a
car works, and not only threw in something that obviously
doesn't do the job, it serves an esoteric purpose one hundred
thousand miles (or ten years, whatever comes first) from
what it was supposed to do.

Look, you don't win the Super Bowl by baking the best pie,50
you don't get a better health care plan by challenging Obama
to a dance contest, and you're not going to disprove any
science by fighting with theology.

Mr. Comfort, | hope you read this. Not because | wish to

AyadzZ G 82dzz 6FyR L Llt23A1S
keep my hits above the belt) but because you really need to
knowwhy@& 2 dzNJ YS&aal3S A& Ffl sSRo
2F S@2tdziA2yAadas odzi L R2yQi
advice from one. | am going to give you some sincere advice

right now.

“9To be fair, the section wasn't entirely devoted to Penn
Jillette. Comfort also somehow wrangled spoilers for the
Pixar movie "Up" in this section. I'm not going to go near
that, because | don't want to be a jerk and spoil the movie.
O Evenifitis a really, really delicious pie.

Page 15



Darwigin of Species

1. No minds are ever changed by people who are Creationists argue against evolution from the side of faith.
closed to having their own minds changed. If you They have tried using science in their argument, but they fail
FNBE Of 2ASR YAYRSRZI @&2dzQf t toXofidwany & the/rdei. YTRISSnakeXsiéhtisk afgry!
whose minds are closed in the same places. Scientist smash!) The academic response has been an

2. If you want respect in the prison yard, you have to astounding outpouring of solid science showing that
fight by prison yard rules. There are a lot of rules in evolution is true, often angrily hurled at creationists. Their
science. Some, like testing hypotheses before arguments are way more factual and complete than the ones
drawing conclusions, keep results impartial. Others, L LINBaSyGdSR Ay GKS flaid OKI LI
like not plagiarizing biographies or using tertiary on any mistakes | may have made) But there have been
scientific sources, are semantic. All rules need to be surprisingly few arguments for evolution that take faith into
followed if you wish to have credibility. account. Creationists have seized on this, and have declared

3. Beready to modify your theory when well evolution to be a tool of atheism.

established results conflict with it. The result might
not be what you originally envisioned, but it will be a
lot closer to the truth. It is tough for any scientist to Harken, O Ye Faithful Evolutionists
give up on parts of their theory, but they do it
because the goal is always truth.
4. Feel free to continue to experiment with established
results that make you suspicious. You might just find N . PR _
I OKAY1l Ay GKS | N¥2Nd®p . dziNotgegdeneyeh? Yomake 2o drg REWdsd digd 1 0
LINA &2y &F NR dzydAf @&2dz |y 2 ¢Mage?Ronigiloing ishpre Sk yess Yoy vagk sore.
you need to win the fight. Wevll, we h/.ave E)Ienty of evquElonlsts where | work, \thICh
AayQu adzNILINA aAy3Io L 62Ny AY
Mr. Comfort, | hope that you take my advice, even though | you may fipd surprising (E’Ut you sk 2 deA R )/ Q_U U\ A a u K
R2yQd 3aINBS 6AGK 82dNI GKS2NRASEFYOSNIZT REKRY Qi N nPEMEY  NREAZ
because | disagreed with your theories. | wrote because | ohext .NJ\ y3 Of N. S_N‘E L QQS 2N SR
KE @S | LINBGESY sAGK GKS waOx &SPE RIS BOs MM poarsianifis opsgrvation rasbeen | NE
GKSYd L GKAYIR Al RR yRAIGY H IRy 3 -_ﬁh%tlviﬁrgzwemeﬁprg proplof faith in genetics labs than the
how damaging it is. others. While not every aspect of genetic research involves
evolutionary study, a great portion does; enough of a portion
for me to assert that the majority of people in those labs
needed to follow evolution to do their work. Therefore, | can
attest that not all evolutionists are godless savages.

%Qﬁ AK2dzi Ay 3 A
S

| can prove that not all evolutionists are atheists. Ready?
*Ahem* - 1am not an atheist. Ta-RIF H 2 SQNS R2Yy S®

Between the media and internet chat rooms, every issue is
being turned into a for-or-against, black-or-white argument.
Your presentations pit religion against science. Not just your
religion ¢ all religi2 Yy ® ¢CKS LIS2LX S dKFG | NB K y (KAA .
SP2t dziA2yk ONBFGA2y RSIGKYI G0K: R gﬁ'ﬁe 38892 A ND R y@lpY U %2 PBK
result, fights like yours are most of what people see and learn ? Ff - a %‘]N? Gue NbE 7) 3 A 2 dza 2 0K S NJ?
i2 24420 AFiS sA0K NBgmmw2yo SRPUDNRYS GAY IbYip | kY24 Ke20t S
plenty of people who have felt snubbed by religion because Union for ReformJudaism, and the Dalai Lama. Those

they are liberal, gay, scientists, etc. and have given up on

faith because of it. | hope you will agree that religion should

ngt be in the business'ofpushing people away. Please be a S5After callin g the creation/e

bit more thoughtful with your message, and please stop Pope Benedict XVI stated that that evolution can coexist with

pushing people away. faith. From: MSNBC: A Pope: Creation \

6absurditydo, July 25, 2007

. i <http:/Mww.msnbc.msn.com/id/19956961/>

Chapter 3: Survival of the *2The URJ passed a resolution that denounced intelligent

Faithiest design along with other politicized, distorted research.

Hey, remember back in my introduction when | said that this From: Resolution: Politicization of Science in the United

section would stink? Well forget that. A month has passed, States, URJ, November 2005

and this section has become perhaps the most important A1 n Buddh nce and reasanmg comesirst, and

part. My biggest hope is that this essay will destroy thenscriptureé. This is what th

ONBI A2y AaYQa aA fofedt,Sraithast Y2 a i 2SR mederr sciangegresents good evidence that a

Buddhist idea is wrong, he wi
Quote from: Eisen, Arri.Creationism vs. Inggrationism
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are some pretty gosh-darn religious definitely-not-an-atheist
people right there. With people like that batting for
S@2tdziA2ys K2g O2dzZ R
domain?

Is Ignorance Divine?

L Ol ift&iany &d@thing and say that it is proof of a God.
But if you asked me what | thought the strongest indication of
I 3dzA RAYy 3 ¥ 2 N Sniraglé ohus notlblowing a | &
our damnfool selves off of the planet. One of the biggest
coincidences in history is that out of the 6 million year history
of mankind, we only managed to develop atomic weapons a
year or two after we developed the humanity not to use
them. True, America is guilty of dropping two. But the
majority of Americans were moral enough to cauterize our
nation from ever doing it again once they learned how
horrific and devastating those bombs were. Imagine if man
made those bombs in 1935 instead of 1945. Hitler would
have had the bomb, and once he learned how horrific and
devastating those bombs were, he would have done an
obnoxious little end zone dance and then look for more
targets. Science packs a big punch, and much of it is more
than humanity can handle.

The same is true for biology. Imagine if back in 1440 B.C.,
Godgave| S&@y20S I RRNBaa I i
where He explained variation mechanisms of species and the
St SySyida Ay 3Sy2YSao .
been much more advanced than it is now. Would that have
been a bad thing? Consider that the average person of the
RFe gl ayQd F yFrddz2NytAaGz
extend much further than sprucing up their garden. Intricate
planting designs for flower beds and the new ground cover
plant introduced at the Philadelphia Centennial Exposition
““““ LIS2 L)X SQa AyidSNBai
the persimmon. That new ground cover, by the way, was
later planted in Southern states, and it became known as
1 dzRT dz @

Oops. (You Southern states should have listened to South
Carolina when he told you not to trust anything imported by
a Yankee) Imagine what horrific Cthulian topiary might have
been unleashed upon the world if those gardeners had access
(2 3ISYSGAO Y2RAFAOLGAZY ®
diddlingwithgey Sa s> FTyR A0Qa 2yf e
balance has become a world concern. Say what you will
about ozone layer holes, global warming, and the depletion
of game preserves and fisheries, these issues have raised
international concerns that are advancingeco-S G KA 04 & 2
VSSR (KS4S 6KSY 6SQNB Fots 0

Religion Dispatches, June 24, 2008
<www.religiondispatches.org

0
@ 2dz S @S Nipiréath W4 are stiK cBildrénKabdavalBust heXeptlaway I (i K

51 NBAYQa

by R ?ké?NN%§§?§ﬁw$%z%f

Y dAYK2CteFizeq s 2 gkt sgm

monsters. If there is a supreme being watching over us, it
g2dz RYyQlid KIF@S 06SSy Ay 1 Aa

from the matches and the booze until we are mature enough.

(Auh (Auh 7A60A OEA -11
Religious opposition to evolution is based on the notion that

ik dontrddidts thke KivBnity of man. It does not. If you are a

true believer in the divinity of man, evolution just better

defines how man came to be divine. Was man created in the

image of God, or are we slowly and steadily approaching that

image? Genocide and murder were much more common a
FS6 G(GK2dzaltyR @SINE 323
Cannibalism is virtually extinct, and slavery is heading that
way. We are becoming more concerned with stewardship of
our planet. Our divinity is increasing. Also, we remain the
only species that can contemplate divinity, despite the
evolutionary opportunity for a similar species to develop in
areaswheretK S@ g2 dzf Ry Qi Ok tfddSah)S
We are the only species that is unraveling the miracles of life
and the universe. If you believe that man is divine, certainly
you recognize that man is becoming more so over the years.

Evolution just follows that trend back to the beginning. If you
0StASGS Ay YIyQa tAyla (2

FyR

B AL

RA @

1 KS DSwithévdludion2 NAGSNEQ { & YL} aAdzy

GAYSZ g2dAf R KI @8

Team Atheist!

oA2f23é

; b Bang! RERY
2YYdzyAueé dnist Méralute, suchyas O NB

I/ 2YF2NI Qa4 hh{ AYyiNRRdAZOGAZ2Yy D ¢

united individual atheists may be. But atheists are

eting. goty omethingi A 2y 2 7

Giving them world group status is like talking about the

@ Gthkhal Order of People who Dislike Hip-K 2 LJ® €

Shenanigans! ShenanigansH . 2dzQNB OF ft Ay 3
you caught me. There is a much stronger unity among

atheists than hip-hop-haters. Why do you think that is?

¢CKSAaS 3INRIzLIA R 2 ydhiders koReletRatel y Y dzt
what they disbelieve, nor do they sit in concert halls to not

L § o Bear Bypic tegethgrs YStahe gumber ofafhqisigroypson ¢ 5
NB O SYMRYS g s0afing pnd 8rogRs like theHrightsingt and

richarddawkins.net are picking up steam. The number of

G285 NBIFffe R24£Q03 NP dBa FA2aNJ aWil Aet
that?

Qf £ . . & o - y
L2920 REDOF REYEY §sPW3ABA2dza 3
banding together is a natural response to defend themselves

and their (dis)beliefs. The attacks from creationists are
particularly harsh, since they lump evolution together with
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atheism, then attack both. You have to wonder ¢ if biologist
Richard5F 61 AyaQ tAFS 62N]
vigorously by creationists, would he have become such an
ardent atheist? Certainlyheg 2 dzf Ry QG KI @S
Fo2dzi AG® I SQa | oAz2f23A4&
62N 2 KSQR aLISyR KAa fATS
G give lectures, write grant proposals, torture graduate
students, etc. But scientists can be a cranky bunch,54 and
Dawkins has been pushed into wasting much of his
microscope-peering time trying to find ways to combat
religion. When you make people feel oppressed, they cling
harder to their beliefs. Where have | heard that before?

54 Just wait until James Watson finds out that | left him out of

this essayé
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