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 Scientific Laws
     Charles Darwin’s Evolutionary Theory is in violation of numerous scientific laws. The 
theory fails to explain logically the origins of man, or give a rationale explanation to the 
beginning of the universe. The Evolutionary model is built on dogmatic assumptions, and 
blind speculation. This theory has a sufficient lack of evidence, and must be vehemently 
defended because the only alternative is the creator God. Here are a few examples of 
scientific laws that the Evolutionary Theory violates.
     The Evolutionary Big Bang theory states, first there was nothing, and then a 
primordial fireball exploded and created all of the ordered universe, and complex life on 
earth. Evolution violates this law of science while Creationism supports it. The law of 
causality, cause and effect states that every effect must have an equal or greater cause. 
Can something come from nothing? The answer is no, every effect has to have a cause. 
“Moreover, no scientist has ever witnessed or duplicated an explosion creating anything 
orderly especially a complex human being. In an explosion there is only destruction, 
chaos and random distribution of parts.” (Question of Origin)
     Imminent Astrologist Joseph Silk from the University of California at Berkeley states, 
“Our Big Bang Theory leads us through the evolution of the entire universe- from the 
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first microseconds of time to the formation of the earth and the development of life and 
the possible infinite future.” (Silk 8) Although, at the end of his book Silk states that the 
theory still hasn’t resolved where the initial matter came from called the singularity. 
It cannot be said even by enthusiastic proponents that the Big Bang cosmology   
explains all we need to know about the universe. The Big Bang theory has not yet 
resolved three fundamental issues: What happened prior to the initial instant, the 
nature of the singularity itself, and the origin of the galaxies. (Silk 395)

     Creationists and Evolutionists are both in agreement that there was an initial Big 
Bang and the universe had a beginning. Albert Einstein proved this fact with his Theory 
of Relativity. Creationists believe that first there was nothing, and God created the 
universe, and all complex life which is at least reasonable, logical, and doesn’t violate 
any natural laws. The Evolutionary model for the Big Bang Theory is not logical or 
sound, and violates law therefore it is bad science. “Science does include logic- 
statements that are not logically true cannot be scientifically true.” (Scott 5)

     Big Bang theory also violates the First Law of Thermodynamics. This principle of the 
conservation of energy states that energy can neither be created nor destroyed. How can 
the universe create itself? Well it can’t according to the First Law of Thermodynamics, 
which the Evolutionary theory violates. Dr. Isaac Asimov stated, “To express this, we can 
say that energy can be transferred from one place to another or transformed from one 
form to another, but it can neither be created nor destroyed.” 

     The law of Biogenesis is a fundamental law in Biology stating that life comes from 
preexisting life. This is what is observed worldwide in science, and rules out the 
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Evolutionary model of chemical evolution defined as the first man allegedly evolving 
from chemical molecules into complex life. The Evolutionary theory also violates this 
law, because it has never been witnessed, or duplicated in science. Therefore, this 
hypothesis should be omitted from credible science text books and put in a philosophy or 
humanities textbook where it belongs. Staunch Darwinist Steven Jay Gould testifies to 
the fact that no scientist has even come close to creating life.
Ever since the work of Stanley Miller during the 1950s. When he was a student at the 
University of Chicago, but neither he nor anyone else has created life in a test tube, 
and there is much we don’t know how organic molecules assembled into primitive life 
forms 4 Billion years ago. (Gould 42)

     Scientific Creationism on the other hand supports the law of Biogenesis. Creationists 
believe the Genesis account of the Bible that God created all living creatures according to 
their kind. This is what we see everyday in science, and since the beginning of history in 
every culture. The fossil record also supports that living creatures didn’t evolve, but were 
created according to their kind consistent with the Genesis account. Evolutionist Dr. 
Stephen Stanley an expert in Paleontology testifies to the lack of evidence of evolution in 
the fossil record. 
The known fossil record fails to document a single example of phyletic evolution 
accomplishing a major morphological transition. Hence, it offers no evidence that the 
gradualistic model can be valid. (Stanley 39)
Evolution is not verifiable; it explains few facts, and it contradicts several scientific 
laws. Further, there is a great deal of undeniable evidence against it. So, scientifically 
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it must be modified or discarded. It is inappropriate to apply the term scientific theory 
to evolution. Applied to evolution, the term actually fits the popular idea much better, 
e.g., “a hazy notion or undocumented hypothesis.” (Scott 240)
     Eugenie Scott in her book Evolution vs. Creationism states, “Science requires the 
explanations of the natural world against nature itself, and discarding those explanations 
that do not work.” (Scott 3) There isn’t much difference between the ignorant scientists 
identified in Stephen Jay Gould’s book the Mismeasure of Man, and the ignorant 
Evolutionary scientists of today. Gould spends a considerable amount of time identifying 
scientists that feel they can measure skulls of different races to justify why Caucasians 
are an intellectually superior race. When these theories are proven to be nonsense and all 
evidence is against them scientists like Samuel Morton, and Paul Broca still refuse to 
disregard their preconceived notions, dogmatic viewpoints and assumptions. Stephen Jay 
Gould should have put himself in his book before he passed away because he is guilty of 
also manipulating scientific data to reach a certain preconceived notion. Punctuated 
Equilibrium another Darwinian theory with lack of supporting facts had to be developed 
due to the lack of evidence of transitions in the fossil record. Today scientists and 
teachers like Richard Dawkins, and Eugenie Scott are classic examples acting in a similar 
manner like scientists in Gould’s book. Scientists who vainly hold on to their dogmatic, 
religious views with unsubstantial evidence to support their theories. A scientist in theory 
is a highly educated person and their intent should be to identify the truth regardless of 
where it leads them. To be open minded and honest, even if the data leads to a 
supernatural creator. Evidence should not be discarded because it doesn’t meet a 
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preconceived notion, or because it contradicts the current theory. These evolutionary 
scientists have failed miserably especially as teachers because they are biased and 
unwilling to see any evidence against their precious evolutionary theory. Whenever any 
contradicting evidence is published they vehemently defend their theory, even against 
observable evidence and make new theories and alternative hypotheses to explain their 
failing system. 
     In conclusion, Darwin’s theories offer no concrete scientific evidence that we evolved 
only hypothesis and blind speculation. Numerous natural laws are violated by the 
evolutionary theory. Spontaneous Generation and macroevolution between species has 
never been witnessed in the past or present and no scientist knows how it would work. 
Moreover, there is no evidence in the fossil record according to experts in paleontology. 
Therefore, the Evolutionary model should be discarded and not taught in any schools. 
Scientific Creationism is consistent with all laws of science, but it evokes a supernatural 
creator which classifies it as a religion and it cannot be duplicated in science. Therefore, 
it shouldn’t be taught in schools according to our Constitution. Either we should amend 
the Constitution to allow for the logical and rational Scientific Creationism to be taught in 
schools, or construct a new model that explains origins adequately, and doesn’t violate 
natural laws of science, logic, and reasoning like the Evolutionary model.
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