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We are currently in a series looking at Evidence for a Creator

Questions about:

How we got here?

Are we alone in the universe?

The idea of a Creator or designer has implications on how people live life.

Implications:

· Accountability

· Will people have to answer to someone after they die

· Life and death

· Conception and termination

· Gender /sex/sexuality

· How we treat others

· Care of the planet

· Afterlife

· Justice 

Since no one was there at the beginning 

What we must do is look at evidence

Is there evidence for a creator or not?

Is there more evidence for or against the existence of a creator? 

I hope to give you enough evidence that you’ll conclude for the existence of a Creator

“The chief aim of all investigations of the external world should be to discover the rational order and harmony which has been imposed on it by God.” Johannes Kepler

The first week we looked at the Big Bang, the Universe, and the Law of Probability

· The Law of Probability is that if any random chance act is outside of 1 – 1050 power – it’s not going to happen, no matter how many chances are take or conditions change


· The Big Bang or any random actions created the universe are way outside 1 – 1050 power

The second week we looked at the Milky Way Galaxy and our solar system
· Each component is exactly what it needs to be – right kind of galaxy, our system in the right place in the galaxy, Earth in the right location in the solar system, the moon is the right size, Jupiter and Saturn located exactly where they need to be

· 515,000 mph – 230 million years
Last week we looked at First Cause, and what is called The Anthropic Principle and the planet Earth 

· The right size of earth, the ozone layer, the speed of Earth’s rotation and water – all perfect for life 
Today I want to talk about evolution and “Irreducible Complexity.”

Let’s start with evolution

Microevolution – evolutionary changes within a species

Macroevolution – evolutionary changes from one species to another

Britannica for Kids

Evolution is the theory that all the kinds of living things that exist today developed from earlier types. The differences between them resulted from changes that happened over many years. 

That portion of Britannica’s explanation of Evolution is the definition/description of microevolution or macroevolution
The entire definition/description 

Evolution is the theory that all the kinds of living things that exist today developed from earlier types. The differences between them resulted from changes that happened over many years.  The simplest forms of life arose at least 3.5 billion years ago. Over time they evolved into the millions of species, or types, of living things alive today.

Macroevolution – The full definition is the definition of Macro-evolution 
Britannica uses a visual to illustrate the evolution of a horse

Illustration – Eohippus – dawn horse
Over millions of years horses grew in size.  At the same time they lost all but one of their toes.

The illustration – if they are honest is of microevolution not macroevolution

54 million years ago – it was a horse

The modern Thoroughbred – is a horse

When someone asks you “Do you believe in evolution?” – you must answer YES!

You can’t answer any other way …
But the qualifier is: Do you believe in Macroevolution or Microevolution?
How many of you have dogs?

How many of you have cats?

Dogs and Cats are a product of Micro-Evolution
3 Dog Pictures

Bergamasco 600 – Puli – Panda Dog (Chow Chow)

3 Cat Pictures 

Lykoi (Werewolf) – Levkoy - Caracal
Look at the person next to you – they are the product of microevolution!

Bacteria, plants, animals, birds, bugs, fish, snakes, etc. etc. etc. – Microevolution
Microevolution is everywhere around you --- All day – everyday

When it comes to Macroevolution the picture is much less in focus than many evolutionists would like you to believe
Macroevolution is a big idea – lots of twists, turns, nuances

For macroevolution to be true the universe must be multi-billions of years old to even have a chance of working – Law of Probability

There’s always the question of first cause – how does life come from non-life
Evidence suggests life on Earth started after meteorites splashed into warm little ponds
Pdf
Notice what the article doesn’t answer?  
How did life start from the leaching of essential elements into warm little ponds?
How did life start from non-life?

Evolution process looks from 30,000 ft.

Water - Single cell – Oxygen – Single cells with a variety of internal structures – multicellular life – land life – dinosaurs – mammals – flowers – humanoids
The theory of evolution uses microevolution to make macroevolution work
1000s and 1000s of minute changes (microevolution) eventually mutates into completely new/different species

“None of the ‘proofs’ [for natural selection] provides any persuasive reason for believing that natural selection can produce new species, new organs, or other major changes, or even minor changes that are permanent.” Phillip Johnson, Berkeley Law School, Darwin on Trial
Johnson and countless other biologist, physicists, etc. make those kinds of statements partially because of what is called: 
Irreducible Complexity
Any system of interacting parts where removal of one part destroys the function of the entire system.
http://www.ideacenter.org/contentmgr/showdetails.php/id/840
“If it could be demonstrated that any complex organ existed which could not possibly have been formed by numerous, successive, slight modifications, my theory would absolutely break down.”  Charles Darwin, Origin of Species

Mouse Trap
Bat
Evolutionist theorize that bats evolved from a small mouse like mammal

The creature’s front limbs gradually developed into wings 

Imagine: 

As the front toes grow longer and skin grows between the toe

Somehow this mutation is advantageous to the creature
Generation after generation the toes grow and the skin between the toes
At some point the mutations cause the creature to become unable to avoid predators 

The creature is eaten to distinction 
MUTATION THAT SURVIVE ARE TO THE ADVANTAGE OF THE CREATURE and retained through reproduction
Survival of the fittest 

Fish

“Scientist still puzzle over exactly how the transition from sea to land took place.” C. Zimmer – NYT March 24, 

2016

11 Systems

Sensory System 

Excretory System - Digestion

Muscular/Skeletal

Nervous System
Buoyancy System 

Respiratory System

Circulation System

Reproduction

Respiratory system – water based

Gills
Water continuously passes over the gills and there is an exchange of oxygen and carbon dioxide

Entirely different than the respiratory system of tetrapods
Buoyancy System

Fish have a “Swim Bladder/Gas Bladder” that is filled with gasses.

That bladder allows the fish to float

Fish are heavier than water

Increasing and decreasing the oxygen in the bladder makes the fish more buoyant

You’d be better off if you held the oxygen in that bladder area back there

You can’t use it for breathing but you could store it there.

Optics are part of Sensory System – water based
Vision of a fish is similar to birds and fish but their lens are more round shaped

Birds and mammals focus by changing the shape of their lens 

Fish focus by moving their lenses closer to further from the retina.

I can’t see … I can’t see

Hearing – part of the Sensory System – water based
Sound travels faster underwater than it is in the air.

Fish have a “specialized hearing apparatus” that is effective for underwater hearing.

I can’t hear … I can’t hear

Muscular/Skeletal – water based
Fish to tetrapod 

Problem with muscular/skeletal fish do not have anything closely resembling a “pelvic girdle”

A fish’s pectoral fins supposedly evolved into the hindlimbs.
The fish’s fins are not connected via bone, muscle, ligament, or nerves to the spinal column of a fish.

“The transitional path between fin structural elements in fish and limbs in tetrapod’s [four-limbed vertebrate Animals] remains elusive.” University of Geneva Press – January 21, 2014, How the genetic blueprints for Limbs came from fish. 
“Even in the earliest known tetrapods, the pelvic girdle had become far different in structure from that of a fish.” J.A. Clark, 2012, Gaining Ground: The Origen and Evolution of Tetrapods
Reproduction – water based

Female fish lays eggs

Male fish fertilizes the eggs

Lay those same eggs on dry land – they dry up
How does a fish fertilize eggs made to be fertilized in water?

I can’t reproduce myself
Point being - All the fish’s systems must change – not just one

Something is telling that fish that he/she would be better if could:

Move on land
See on land

Digest on land

Breath on land

Reproduce on land

If the respiratory system changed – it could breathe on land but not move, digest, see, hear …

The theory of evolution proposes that, through the survival of the fittest, life went from simple to complex through random actions down through eons of time.

For instance, using the example of the mousetrap, maybe first there was just the platform, which evolved over time into a platform with a hammer, then a platform with a hammer and a spring, and so on. 

Darwin’s theory of natural selection, or “survival of the fittest,” says that the systems that work the best are the ones that survive and develop further.
How is the hammer on the platform any better than the platform?
How is the hammer and the spring/lever any better than the platform?
You remove or change one part of the system and you don’t have a system

Here’s one explanation of the “Flaw in the Mousetrap” analogy 

The thought being that just because parts of the mousetrap are taken away doesn’t mean that you don’t have something useful for evolution or biological advancement.

“Take away two parts (the catch and the metal bar), and you may not have a mousetrap but you do have a three-part machine that makes a fully functional tie clip or paper clip. Take away the spring, and you have a two-part key chain. The catch of some mousetraps could be used as a fishhook, and the wooden base as a paperweight; useful applications of other parts include everything from toothpicks to nutcrackers and clipboard holders. The point, which science has long understood, is that bits and pieces of supposedly irreducibly complex machines may have different—but still useful—functions.”

Kenneth R. Miller, “The Flaw in the Mousetrap,” Natural History, April 2002.

That is totally avoiding the question

To say that removing parts and that the removed parts still have useful function doesn’t answer Irreducible Complexity.
Because something has a part that isn’t necessary and can be removed doesn’t have any effect on the rest of the complexity of the rest of the system.

Just because a surgeon can remove a gallbladder, or an appendix doesn’t lessen the irreducible complexity of the human body.

Try removing the lungs, heart, brain or ….

Human Tears

“Tears aren’t simple. They’re complex creations of water, mucins, oils, and electrolytes; they also possess some protective bacteria-fighting substances that help reduce our risk of getting eye infections. Their functions are many and essential. For the cornea, they provide a smoother optical surface, so that our vision remains clear; they also help keep the cornea properly moisturized and rich in oxygen. For the eye in general, tears also act as “wiper fluid”, allowing the eyelids to wash the eye free of debris with every blink.” Johns Hopkins Research Team
This is how King David described the complexity of the human body

You made all the delicate, inner parts of my body and knit me together in my mother’s womb. Thank you for making me so wonderfully complex! Your workmanship is marvelous—how well I know it. You watched me as I was being formed in utter seclusion, as I was woven together in the dark of the womb. You saw me before I was born. Every day of my life was recorded in your book. Every moment was laid out before a single day had passed. (Psalms 139:13-16 NLT)

You have a maker!
He knows your name!

