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The so-called Intelligent Design included in the curriculum besides Darwin’s theory
Ukraine has been a Christian country for 1000 years. The Preamble of the Constitution of Ukraine is connected with Christianity. However, the Ukrainian school curriculum has so far one-sidedly propagated Darwin’s theory which is built upon atheistic philosophy. Concerning its “scientific character”, it has been considerably violated in recent years. Even some of the Darwinians have started to abandon this theory. Genetic research and especially the discovery of DNA have provided arguments which practically completely refute this theory as unscientific. Numerous contemporary scientists incline to the theory of “Intelligent Design”. The wise laws incorporated in living as well as inanimate matter strongly confirm that there is an Intelligent Being behind creation and that this creation could absolutely not have been the product of inanimate matter and random chance. We propose that the Ministry of Education supplement the school curriculum. As part of zoology or biology, the young generation shall be presented not only an atheistic view of the origin of life and universe but also a theistic one. The atheistic view is based on Darwinian theory. The theistic view shall be based on the Bible. One has to take account of the fact that the problem of the origin and development of life is a matter of ideology and not merely biology or zoology. 
Enclosed herewith are some views which we present to You for a better grasp of the topic. This supplement to the curriculum which we propose, concerning the question of the origin of life, will enrich the young generation of Ukraine and clarify and strengthen moral and spiritual values essential for the formation of a sound personality!
Bishops of the UOGCC

+ Markian OSBMr
+ Metoděj OSBMr
+ Samuel OSBMr
+ Eliáš OSBMr

Lvov (Ukraine), 13th June 2010

Copies to: 

· President of Ukraine V. Yanukovych

· President of Russia D. Medvedev

· Prime Minister of Ukraine M. Azarov

· Members of the Parliament of Ukraine

Attachment: 6 pages on the given subject

ATTACHMENT:

A) Charles Darwin

Charles Darwin’s theory of evolution led modern scientists along long and crooked paths. On the basis of Darwin’s theory, natural science was exalted to the position of a modern “god” which can give an answer to all mysteries of the universe and of life. Charles Darwin brought into the world the evolutionary theory of random and aimless natural selection through ‘survival of the fittest’. This evolutionary theory is founded on philosophical materialism and teaches that development begins from nothing and then continues absolutely spontaneously on the basis of a medley of random chances and necessities. 

Charles Darwin studied medicine at the University of Edinburgh. Then he changed for theological studies at Cambridge University and wanted to become a priest. However, he studied theology only for three years. He was influenced by atheism and philosophical materialism. 

With Charles Lyell came a breakthrough of the so-called theory of uniformity which gradually prevailed over the dominating theory of catastrophes which up to that time had been used by scientists as evidence for the explanation of earth deposits and fossils. 

As a student of theology, Darwin completely lost faith in God and replaced it with philosophical materialism. His wife Emma still firmly believed in God and silently prayed for her husband. Lady Hope, who visited Darwin on the verge of his life, testifies that he said: “I was a young man with unformed ideas. And to my astonishment the ideas took like wildfire. People made a religion of them.”
In the first 25 years of the 20th century, the majority of scientists viewed Darwinism as dead and obsolete. After the bloom of Neo-Darwinism many started to doubt it too on the basis of a genetic research in the years 1940-1980.

At the same time a new powerful movement called scientific creationism arose among scientists and researchers. These believe in God the Creator as it is written in the first chapter of the Bible. Some of these scientists, adherents of creationism, suppose that the earth is not necessarily millions of years old and some of them drop hints that probably she is not older than 15.000 years. Key value is ascribed to the great world-wide deluge (some believe it to be the deluge in Noah’s time, whereas others think that it was waters which were covering the earth as described in Genesis 1:2). Geological layers and fossils are explained as a result of the deluge. George Gallup says that the mathematical probability of everything being allegedly formed from nothing by natural selection would fill a whole book with zeros, which might be followed by number 1. 

The age of a geological layer is proved by the age of fossils contained therein and vice versa, which gives rise to a tautological circle. In fact, there is no place on the earth where geological layers would lie on one another according to their presumed age, a layer on a layer. In this way we read about it only in our school textbooks which base on the theory of evolution. Geological sedimentary layers as well as the location of fossils in these layers can be explained far better by the Biblical deluge during which the waters stood above all the mountains. How great hydrodynamic pressure worked on the earth at that time, which buried in the upper layers, when waters were lifting up, plants and creatures from low organisms living on the sea bottom up to birds, mammals and people. “Trees of life” in school textbooks which are to illustrate the theory of evolution from the most primitive fossil records up to man are full of contradictions. Fossil material has many blank leaves with incredibly big gaps between individual species as we can see it in the present world. According to evolutionists, dinosaurs became extinct 66 million years ago, which they base on the fact that the fossil records of dinosaurs can be found in the Cretaceous system which is said to be about 100 million years old. However, there were many human footprints uncovered with in a few feet of dinosaur tracks – in Mexico, New Mexico, Arizona, Missouri, Kentucky, Illinois and in other places of USA. Dr. A. E. Wilder-Smith says: “Dinosaur or brontosaur footprints in the same place as human footprints are enough to literally tear whole Darwin’s theory to pieces.” 
In 1856, in the time of Darwin, Neanderthal man was found in Germany and declared to be a missing link. In 1962 another type of “apelike man” called Pithecanthropus erectus was found in Java and also declared to be a missing link – but, only until it was found out that the “skull of pithecanthropus” was the kneecap of an extinct species of elephant. 

In 1912, Charles Dawson discovered “Piltdown man” in the form of several bones, teeth and some other parts. More than 500 doctoral theses were written about this “man”. He was said to be 500.000 years old. However, in October 1956 the origin of “Piltdown man” was disclosed before the whole world. It came to light that it had all been a hoax. The maxillary bone of “Piltdown man” belonged to a monkey which died 50 years ago. The teeth were filed down and both teeth and bones were chemically modified in order to look old. In 1922, Harold Coop found “Nebraska man”. But what was the evidence of the whole Nebraska man? A single tooth! And from this single tooth American senior scientists managed to fabricate their proof of prehistoric man. Later on the skeleton was found and it was discovered that the tooth belonged to an extinct species of a pig. There was a similar situation with a man from south-west Colorado who likewise was constructed on the basis of a discovery of one tooth, which later on turned out to be horse’s. In 1925, Raymond Dart found “Taung child” which was declared to be one million years old. However, the great palaeontologist Sir Arthur Keith revealed that Dart’s Taung child was a young chimpanzee. A missing link between apes and men does not exist. 

Two most elementary laws of physics are: energy conservation law and entropy law. These two basic physical laws of the universe are in direct contradiction to the theory of evolution which is based on an opposite principle saying that everything evolves from the simplest forms. 

We know that within various species, e.g. dogs or horses, there is a great number of variations. A donkey is assigned to horses; nevertheless, in case we cross a donkey with a horse, a problem may arise. The result of such crossbreeding will be a mule but then nature will say: stop. A mule cannot reproduce itself. This is how it works in nature when we try to cross species in order to give rise to new species. “Mutations” which we acquire in nature are no new species but only variations within one species.

In the field of genetics, Mendel’s experiments with peas pointed out an elementary error in Darwin’s theory. Mendel cross-pollinated generations of yellow and green peas; however, the result was no peas of mixed colour, which according to Darwin should represent a new evolutionary step, but it continued to be yellow and green peas in the ratio of three to one. Mendel’s experiments showed that the new characteristic features were not at all new. All the time they were present in the “parental generation”, though for a certain period as a recessive feature which was suppressed by the dominant gene. 

Today we know that the information of hereditary dispositions is encoded on the DNA molecules in genes and that RNA carries the encoded genetic information out and the offspring become – as the Bible says – “each according to its kind”. Though billions have been invested in the laboratory genetic research in order to acquire mutations, the most prominent world scientists have not acquired any new species, just new variations within the species. 
If we are not able to create new species from a single-cell bacterium, how can we dream of being successful in doing so with higher organisms? Even if we managed in future to acquire some kind of mutations “contrary to nature”, on the basis of the second law of thermodynamics they will be detrimental. The majority of geneticists say that 99% of mutations are detrimental and their products are monsters which are unable to reproduce themselves and die after a short time. 

The DNA programme in the genes of the human body contains all characteristic features, e.g. as for hair, beard, skin, eye colour and body height. It establishes location of 206 bones, 600 muscles, 10.000 auditory nerves, 2 million optic nerves, 100 billion nerve cells, 400 billion blood corpuscles, capillaries etc. The human body contains from 50.000 to 100.000 genes and each of them is “stored” in 23 chromosomes. The length of DNA in one cell ranges from 182 to 213 cm, in case we take the undivided double helix. This means that the record of the DNA contained in our body could reach the moon and return back about 8.000 times. The only logical explanation of the miracle of DNA is not something that would have originated from nothing and developed by random chances and errors. The miracle of DNA must have been wrought by an intelligent being. Colin Patterson, Senior Palaeontologist at British Museum of Natural History, explained: “Just as pre-Darwinian biology was carried out by people whose faith was in the Creator and His plan, post-Darwinian biology is being carried out by people whose faith is in, almost, the deity of Darwin. In a way some aspects of Darwinism and of neo-Darwinism seem to me to have held back the progress of science.” Dr. Etheridge, another world-famous palaeontologist at British Museum, put it even more clearly: “Nine-tenths of the talk of evolutionists is sheer nonsense, not founded on observation and wholly unsupported by facts. This museum is full of proofs of the utter falsity of their views. In all this great museum, there is not a particle of evidence of the transmutation of species.”
Even though the British Museum has buried Darwin and many distinguished scientists do not believe in Darwin’s theory any more, the theory of evolution still has its adherents.

That which was new about Darwin’s evolutionary theory was the fact that Darwin was one of the first evolutionists who did not believe in God as the Creator. Darwin’s theory of evolution was built on philosophical materialism. In the time of Darwin, the belief in the theory of evolution was considered no heresy. Numerous prominent scientists believed in the theory of evolution, at the same time believing that everything was set in motion and governed by the Creator according to the predetermined plan. Philosophical materialism, by contrast, maintains that everything that exists derives ultimately from matter and all thoughts and spiritual phenomena are mere by-products of matter. This, however, is a philosophical opinion which by no means is scientific evidence. 

In this respect Karl Marx, who was working on his socialist philosophical materialism at the time, was spiritually closest to Darwin. 

Communist and Fascist dictators, who called themselves “reformers of the society”, received Darwin’s philosophical materialism with open arms. In consequence of this, Darwin’s theory of evolution developed into social evolution and the dictators took advantage of it in order to get rid of millions of “inferior people” and “members of the bourgeoisie”. 
“Darwin’s work is most important and suits my purpose in that it provides a basis in natural science for the historical class struggle,” wrote Marx. 
When he read through The Descent of Man, Marx praised this Darwin’s next book, another masterstroke which makes men forget their divine origin and divine purpose. For Darwin said that man springs from the animal world. 

During his theological studies in the Tbilisi theological seminary, Stalin came across Darwin’s book on the theory of evolution. When reading Darwin’s teaching that we were not creatures of God but the result of an evolution, in which reigns the right of the fittest, and that moral and religious criteria play no role in natural selection, the young intending priest lost faith in God. He became first a Darwinist, then a keen Marxist.

Darwin’s theory of evolution influenced even the German philosopher Friedrich Nietzsche. Darwin, the same as Nietzsche with his philosophy of a superman, strongly influenced Alfred Rosenberg, the major Nazi purveyor. 

The well-known evolutionist Sir Arthur Keith explains that in his liquidation of the Jews, Hitler was only thoroughgoing in the application of the principles of Darwin’s evolutionary philosophy.  

Hitler and Stalin exploited Darwin’s theory in a dreadful manner. 

The theory of evolution was a gift not only for political ideologists and dictators but also for some big capitalists who struggled for elimination of their weaker competitors. 

The theory of evolution brought consolation and strength to all who rejected God! Whether one believes in God or not has nothing to do with the question of intellect. The whole world knows that intellectuals as well as common people equally either believe or do not believe in God. Belief in God is therefore not a question of reason but of morals. Such belief requires that man should answer for his actions and behaviour before a superior power. That was why the theory of evolution came as a gift for all those who do not want to believe in God. Numerous scientists nowadays no longer believe in the theory of evolution in the way it was formulated by Darwin, and in spite of the fact that many of them believe in certain forms of evolution, they do believe in God as the Creator. Therefore it is necessary to qualify Darwin’s theory of evolution explicitly as a religion, i.e. “a specific system of beliefs”, “a cult” established around certain life philosophy. 

Biochemist Michael Behe calls Darwinists to acknowledge the role of “an intelligent designer”. Briefly, Behe draws a conclusion that modern theory of evolution applying on itself Darwin’s experiment on the molecular level completely falls through. It emerged, instead, that wherever researchers look inside a cell they find evidence that these systems were directly formed by an Intelligent Being. Behe not only confuted Darwinism on the molecular level but he also showed the path to a new reference frame in relation to the creation. Nowadays there is no more scientific evidence in support of Darwinism. Darwin did not know the structure of the cell nor its mysteries. 

Robert E. Clark, an expert in thermodynamics, says: “The origin of living organisms and their development from simple to complex forms cannot be brought into accord with the scientific principles.” 
Biochemist A. E. Wilder-Smith says: “More and more physicists, mathematicians and even biologists become concerned about the general ideological basis of Darwinism and Neo-Darwinism.”

Dr. Etheridge, Senior Palaeontologist at British Museum which was a “sanctuary” of Darwinism, says: “This museum is full of proofs of the utter falsity of evolutionistic views.”
Dr. Albert Fleischmann says: “The foundationless, fantastic edifice of the evolution doctrine would long ago have met with its long-deserved fate were it not that the love of fairy tales is so deep-rooted in the heart of man.”

The fairy tale about all scientists believing in the evolutionary theory is still served to children in schools. 

Scientific workers, like all people after all, can be divided into two groups: 

1) Those who believe in God as the Creator and Author of the whole universe and of all life, whether it happened by a momentary act of creation or by several demiurgic acts or by slow evolution. 

2) Those who do not believe in God but believe that everything originated from nothing by the instrumentality of evolutionary mechanisms and natural selection. However, since the theory of evolution has not been physically proved, it is, quite logically, a mere philosophical and religious faith. This must be understood by everyone. 

A Nobel laureate and keen evolutionist George Wald stated: “When it comes to the origin of life there are only two possibilities: Creation or spontaneous generation. There is no third way. Spontaneous generation (evolution) was disproved one hundred years ago, but that leads us to only one other conclusion, that of supernatural creation. We cannot accept that on philosophical grounds; therefore, we choose to believe the impossible: That life arose spontaneously by chance!” 

Modern natural science discovers that it is unable to give an answer to the most important questions of life: why do we live, what is the meaning of our life, where will we go after death etc. Natural science can answer these questions as little as a butcher or chimneysweep.

Prominent natural scientists today recognize that behind the physical universe there is spiritual reality. It means that beyond the physical and material world and above it there exists a spiritual world. 

Professor of physics Howard J. van Till says: “As whole people, the scientists have to include these elements from the immaterial worlds in their research so that they might be able to comprehend the sense hidden in the physical universe. These very elements, however, are not the aim of the scientific research...”

Astrophysicist Sir James Jeans wrote: “We start to feel that we should rather render homage to the Spirit as the Creator and Governor of the material world.”

Even if one managed to produce “life” in a laboratory, it would only be evidence that life did not originate spontaneously by chance, as taught by Darwinism, but must have arisen by an intelligent intervention. 

You or me are not just material carnal beings. The real “you” is your spirit in you. Our spirit was breathed into us by God. That is why we have in ourselves something from eternity, something that will never die. That which is spiritual is beyond time; it is eternal. Only that which is physical and material is limited by time and space.

In our spirit, through faith, we can come into communion with God through Jesus Christ. 

B) The creation of the world

God asked Job: “Where were you when I laid the foundations of the earth?” (Job 38:4)

“You are worthy, O Lord, to receive glory and honour and power; for You created all things, and by Your will they exist and were created.” (Rev 4:11)

In 1969 Wernher von Braun, a spacecraft designer, wrote: “Through a close look at creation, we ought to gain a better knowledge of the Creator, and a greater sense of man’s responsibility to God will come into focus. The truth about the Creator, as follows from the Book of Genesis, is: God is not some principle or some mysterious power, nor some product of the material world. God is a Person. A Person who created the world, who speaks, who gives commands, who sees and who gives names and value to the created things.”

The first verse of the Bible says: “In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.” So our planet and the whole universe had their beginning. Even modern cosmology, though confronted with a number of hypotheses concerning the origin of the universe, is in agreement with the Biblical account. The best known from among the diverse hypotheses at the present time is the Big Bang theory. The Big Bang has so far won many adherents but it has also met with opposition. Swedish physicist Hannes Alfven, a Nobel laureate in physics (1970), considers this theory unacceptable and asks: “Since the Big-Bang hypothesis is unacceptable, the question arises of what other hypothesis we should place in its stead. The answer is simple and straightforward: none! The Big Bang is a myth, a wonderful myth maybe… but nothing is gained if we try to place another myth in the place which the Big-Bang myth occupies now.” There is one more fundamental difference between the Big Bang hypothesis and the first verse of the Bible. The hypothesis begins with the presupposition about the existence of “primordial matter” but says nothing about its origin or source. However, from the first Bible verse it follows that matter, space and time came into being only at the creative command of God. And from the following text it is clear that the created world underwent further changes and was fine-tuned according to God’s programme and orders. One has to point out here that the theories of the origin of the universe can by no means be valued as scientific theories but as mere philosophical speculations in that from the point of view of natural science we can say nothing about the beginning of the world. 

American chemist Harold Urey, who was awarded the Nobel prize for the discovery of heavy hydrogen or deuterium, said on the subject of the origin-of-universe hypotheses and speculations: “Over all the myths from ancient times to the 20th century the first verse of the Bible keeps resounding with majesty: In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.”
In the Book of Genesis the term “create” is expressed by the Hebrew word “bara”, which means “a sudden supernatural bringing into existence of very complex things by the pronounced word of the Almighty God”. This means creation out of nothing – “creation ex nihilo”. 

The first verse of the Bible rejects even the idea that the universe came into being “spontaneously”. 

The famous English physicist Eddington wrote that the theory holding that the universe came into being by random chance undermines the foundations of science itself. Science allows of no random chance. 

The solar system and stars visible from the earth are part of a great galaxy which contains more than 100 billion stars. The universe consists of approximately as many galaxies as there are stars in one of them. It means that the universe has about 10 trillion stars. This is a number with 16 zeros. If you could count three million stars every second, it would take you about 100 million years to count all stars in the universe! Psalm 147 says about God: “He counts the number of the stars; He calls them all by name.”
Where do we come from? Who are we? Where are we going? These are three basic questions to which any student of a European or American school will give a prompt reply: Where do we come from? From chemicals which billions of years ago combined by random chance into something like jelly on the surface of the primordial oceans. Who are we? Human beings, that means, animals akin to monkeys and cats, the final progeny of amoeba. All students will say so because this is what they were taught in school. 

The evolution of the species is no fact; there is just the theory of evolution which maintains that the life on our planet arose spontaneously by chance billions of years ago. The evolution theory is a belief that different species gradually evolved from a kind of a primitive cell by change mutation into new species. This is presented as a scientific fact and many people believe it. They have not noticed that it is a mere model and no reality. This model has proved to be inadequate and self-contradictory. The mathematical odds of creating one protein molecule by chance are practically zero. Yet life cannot exist without proteins. Similarly, the probability of creating a relatively small protein molecule called insulin by linking together its component molecules by chance is infinitesimal. If you took all atoms of the essential elements present in the universe and allowed them to chemically react, the odds of creating just one molecule of insulin would be one chance in 10262 years. 

The formation of the strata of the earth’s crust did not necessarily take billions of years in a slow process of layer-arrangement, as taught by evolutionary geology. The layers could easily have been formed at a far more rapid rate if we take account of the major disasters such as the world-wide deluge, glacial periods, volcanic activity and other events that occurred on our planet. 

French scientists have recently managed to crystallize granite from clay in a laboratory within the span of a few days or practically within a few hours. The process was performed under conditions of high temperature and high pressures which are recorded at a depth of 8 to 10 kilometres under the earth. That which in terms of evolutionary geology is said to have lasted hundreds of thousands or millions of years in nature lasted a few days at the most under similar conditions in a laboratory! The conceptions of an old age of the earth, 4-5 billion years, were based on so-called absolute or radioisotope dating (i.e. comparing the occurrence of radioactive elements). Today we apply different methods of measurement both on earth and in the universe, according to which our planet could be much much younger. Its age is estimated to range from 10.000 to 15.000 years.

The evolutionists from anatomic and morphologic circles view evolution as development by leaps and bounds. For instance: a fin evolved by mutation into a limb or gill breathing into pulmonary breathing. Such conception is protested against by geneticists. 

Every plant, animal and human cell has to have a DNA molecule. Think of it as a little microprocessor that regulates everything. DNA works hand-in-glove with RNA to direct the correct sequencing of amino acids. It is able to do this through biochemical instructions – that is, information – that is encoded on the DNA. For instance, the synthesis of key building blocks for DNA and RNA has never been successfully done except under highly implausible conditions without any resemblance to those of the early earth. 

As the Nobel Prize-winner Sir Francis Crick said: “The origin of life appears to be almost a miracle, so many are the conditions which would have had to be satisfied to get it going.”
A single-cell organism can quite accurately be described as “a high-tech factory, complete with artificial languages and decoding systems; central memory banks that store and retrieve impressive amounts of information; precision control systems that regulate the automatic assembly of components; proofreading and quality control mechanisms that safeguard against errors; assembly systems that use principles of prefabrication and modular construction; and a complete replication system that allows the organism to duplicate itself at bewildering speeds”. 

The mathematical odds of assembling a living organism are so astronomical that nobody still believes that random chance accounts for the origin of life. Even if you optimized the conditions, it wouldn’t work.

Sir Frederick Hoyle put it colourfully when he said that this scenario is about as likely as a tornado whirling through a junkyard and accidentally assembling a fully functional Boeing 747. In other words, the odds for all practical purposes are zero. That’s why even though some people who aren’t educated in this field still believe life emerged by chance, scientists simply don’t believe it anymore.

The mood at the 1999 international conference on origin of life was described as grim-full of frustration, pessimism, and desperation. Nobody pretends that any alternative provides a reasonable path of how life went unguided from simple chemicals to proteins to basic life forms. 

Klaus Dose, the biochemist who is considered one of the foremost experts in this area, summed up the situation pretty well: “More than thirty years of experimentation on the origin of life in the fields of chemical and molecular evolution have led to a better perception of the immensity of the problem of the origin of life on Earth rather than to its solution. At present all discussions on principle theories and experiments in the field either end in stalemate or in a confession of ignorance.” 

People who believe that life emerged naturalistically need to have a great deal more faith than people who reasonably infer that there is an Intelligent Designer. What prevents more scientists from drawing that conclusion? Many have reached that conclusion. But for some, their philosophy gets in the way. If they are persuaded ahead of time that there isn’t a God, then no matter how compelling the evidence, they’ll always say: “Wait and we’ll find something better in the future.” But that is a metaphysical argument. Scientists are not more objective than anybody else. They all come to questions like this with their preconceived ideas.

To the question whether he thinks that the facts point convincingly toward a Creator, Dr. Walter Bradley, an expert on polymers and thermodynamics, replied: “Convincingly is too mild a term. The evidence is compelling. In other words, what is encoded on the DNA inside every cell of every living creature is purely and simply written information. Now, when we see written language, we can infer, based on our experience, that it has an intelligent cause. And we can legitimately use analogical reasoning to conclude that the remarkable information sequences in DNA also had an intelligent cause. Therefore, this means life on earth came from a ‘who’ instead of a ‘what’. Each cell in the human body contains more information than in all thirty volumes of the Encyclopaedia Britannica. It’s certainly reasonable to make the inference that this isn’t the random product of unguided nature, but it’s the unmistakable sign of an Intelligent Designer.”
Nothing can be said against such argument – the origin of life is the Achilles heel of evolution.

Walter Bradley: “Today it takes a great deal of faith to be an honest scientist who is an atheist. Only a rookie who knows nothing about science would say science takes away from faith. If you really study science, it will bring you closer to God.”
The evolutionary theory is, as microbiologist Michael Denton observed, “no more nor less than the great cosmogenic myth of our times”.
