Teach Science not Secular Dogma!—

[What is our science really saying to us?] 

Recently, the Education Secretary announced that the new revision of the National Curriculum will now include teaching neo-Darwinian-evolution in our primary schools.

We may at first wonder what is wrong with that given that the scientific establishment regards this process of evolution as a ‘fact.’ As I see it, there are two problems, firstly, every scientific theory is tentative and subject to revision as fresh evidence is uncovered. We can I think be sure that the growing body of evidence against the all-pervasive theory of Darwinian-evolution will not be considered in the new curriculum. 

And secondly, the ever growing voice of the many Scientists who oppose neo-Darwinian- evolution will not be heard.

Our children and grandchildren won’t be told the following about neo-Darwinian evolution. (from now I will call it just Darwinian-evolution):-
1. Darwinian-evolution has no explanation in it for the origin of life in the first place

 .   However, it is implied in the theory that it does’, which only highlights its

     deficiencies.
2. Random-mutations and natural-selection are the foundation stones of this theory, but they cannot explain the synthesis of the hundreds of complex bio-molecules, like proteins, which are necessary for life in the first place
3. The mechanism of evolution –‘natural selection acting on random mutations’, has been shown to be unequal to the task of creating new organisms.

4. For many decades now vast sections of our DNA have been considered to be ‘Junk-DNA’ and claimed to be the remnants of countless failed random mutations in our DNA, thereby showing that life was essentially a random happening with no design. This has now been proven to be incorrect and  it is now thought that our entire DNA has a functional purpose.
5. Darwin’s much – vaunted tree of life is being increasingly shown to be highly speculative and now at odds with the latest evidence. The concept of a tree of life should be replaced by the analogy of a lawn and the appearance of the phyla as separate blades of grass, because they appeared virtually overnight. Also, the fossil records are not consistent with there having been the process of ‘numerous, slight, successive changes’, which Darwin himself recognised was essential for his theory to stand firm.

6. Darwinian evolution is also completely unable to explain the existence of the complex coded ‘genetic-information’ that is carried in every living cell in its DNA. This ‘information’ is the computer coding that is built into the cells of all living things. 


Bill Gates of Microsoft has said that this information is the same as the computer 
codes that his ‘software engineer’s produce, only far, far more complex. The only
      way information can be produced is by an intelligent mind, random-mutations and
      natural-selection won’t do it.

7. Darwinian-evolution has no explanation for – Mind & Consciousness, other than 
      they are accidental by-products of chemistry and physics.

We have to admit that any other scientific hypothesis with such glaring deficiencies would certainly not be taught as ‘fact’ in our schools. So, why are we allowing this to be done? 

Behind all of this is science’s own definition which is that, science can only deal with natural-processes and therefore cannot contemplate any explanation about origins which suggest a non-material explanation such as mind and consciousness. 
Since the very early days of our science it was Socrates who claimed that the first principle  in our investigations was to follow the evidence wherever it led and not to rule-out any possible explanation before it was given due consideration. This principle is what Professor Anthony Flew said he followed, when after a whole life time of being known as the ‘world’s most notorious atheist,’ he changed his opinion and claimed that a supreme intelligence [or God] was  now a much better answer than his atheism.

It is clear that neo-Darwinian-evolution is essentially a materialistic, dogmatic-world view and not science. It persists for ideological reasons despite the evidence against it.

So, what is going to be taught in our primary schools is the- secular, humanistic, naturalistic world view which by definition rules out any possibility of purpose or deliberate design in nature, even before the evidence is considered. 

It is in fact a form of secular indoctrination and is diametrically opposite to the existence of God.

Now a true scientific study of ‘Origins’ is unlike any other, because it has to consider the possibility of design in nature. That is why the arguments of the Centre for Intelligent Design (of which I am now a member) should also be considered in any true scientific study of origins.

Sir David Attenborough stated a few years ago that – “The problems Darwin never solved was how one inorganic molecule became a living one. We are still struggling with that one.” That’s the kind of honesty science needs, even though it is less apparent in some of his later programmes.


Richard Dawkins when interviewed by Ben Stein in the film ‘Expelled’, gave some validation to intelligent design by admitting that the intricacies of cellular biology could lead us to detect the existence of a higher ‘intelligence’ or a ‘designer’.[his words]
So the question begs, - ‘Why would we not wish to explore that with our children and students?’ It has to be their dogma!
 
It’s high time we stopped indoctrinating our children with the philosophy of dogmatic naturalism dressed up as the scientific consensus. It is incorrect to claim that it is the opinion of Science, it is ‘the opinion of some scientists,’ which is not the same. 

We should do what all  honest scientists do, which is to go wherever the evidence leads or we will miss the obvious signs of design in nature.
If our children are not going to be allowed at school to explore all the dimensions and possibilities for our Origins, then perhaps it is time that parents and churches did so.
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