I thought you may enjoy these quotes: I start with this fascinating quote:
"I am an atheist, out and out. It took me a long time to say it. I've been an atheist for years and years, but somehow I felt it was intellectually un-respectable to say one was an atheist, because it assumed knowledge that one didn't have. Somehow it was better to say one was a humanist or an agnostic. I finally decided that I'm a creature of emotion as well as of reason. Emotionally I am an atheist. I don't have the evidence to prove that God doesn't exist, but I so strongly suspect he doesn't that I don't want to waste my time." 

Isaac Asimov (a leading evolutionist), "Free Inquiry", Spring 1982, Vol 2, No.2, p 9 

Rational and scientific isn’t he? “I don't have the evidence to prove that God doesn't exist, but I so strongly suspect he doesn't that I don't want to waste my time …”. I thought scientists were supposed to gather evidence and then form their opinions or conclusions from it, not the other way around.
The only actual historical evidence that we have that evolution may have occurred is in the fossils. What is the nature of the fossil record?

· 95% of the fossils (by number) consist of shallow marine organisms (eg, corals, shellfish)

· Of the remaining 5%, 95% are all the algae and plant/tree fossils (including the coal) and all the other invertebrate fossils (eg, insects)

· 5% of the 5% (or 0.25% of the entire fossil record) are the vertebrate fossils (fish, amphibians, reptiles, birds and mammals)

· Only 1% of this 0.25% (or 0.0025% of the entire fossil record) are vertebrate fossils that consist of more than a single bone! (Eg, there are only about 2,100 complete or near complete dinosaur skeletons in all the world's museums.) 

These statistics are not from one source, but a compilation from many. What it is saying, and what is true, is that complete or near complete fossilised dinosaur skeletons are in fact very, very rare.
So what do fossils tell us?

"Everybody knows fossils are fickle; bones will sing any song you want to hear." 

J Shreeve, "Argument over a Woman", 1990, Discover magazine, Vol 11 (8), p58 

How true. So:

"Why has it taken 100 years to learn that one of the largest of all dinosaurs Apatosaurus (Brontosaurus of the school textbooks) has been wearing the wrong head? That seems rather basic. How did this mix-up occur; and where has the old fellow's head been all of this time? The answer to the last question is, of course, that its true head has been in the museum's research collection for all these many years, patiently waiting for research to catch up to reality." 

Taken from the display notebook at Dinosaur National Park Museum, Vernal, Utah
Why indeed. What is the reality of man’s ancestors?

"Imaginations run riot in conjuring up an image of our most ancient ancestor, the creature that gave rise to both apes and humans. This ancestor is not apparent in ape or human anatomy nor in the fossil record … anatomy and the fossil record cannot be relied upon for evolutionary lineages. Yet palaeontologists persist in doing just this." 

J Lowenstein and A Zihlman, "The Invisible Ape", New Scientist, Vol 120 (1641), 1988, pp 56-57

I guess "bones will sing any song you want to hear”. What then of the proposed whale ancestors?

"The hind limbs of Basilosaurus (a supposed whale ancestor) appear to have been too small relative to body size … to have assisted in swimming, and they could not possibly have supported the body on land. However, maintenance of some function is likely … The pelvis of modern whales serves to anchor reproductive organs, even though functional hind limbs are lacking. Thus hind limbs of Basilosaurus are most plausibly interpreted as accessories facilitating reproduction." 

Philip D Gingerich, B Holly Smith, Elwyn L Simons, "Hind Limbs of Eocene Basilosaurus: Evidence of Feet in Whales", Science, Vol 249, 13 July 1990, p156 

"In the early 1980's, teeth were found that gave better evidence of its (Pakicetus, another supposed whale ancestor) being intermediate between land dwelling and marine." Thewissen said: "Those teeth, as well as the ear bones we found, were located in fossil deposits in beds of rivers too shallow for an animal of that size to have lived in the water. Also, the other bones found with them were certainly from land mammals". No Pakicetus leg or foot fossils have been reported". 

Hans Thewissen, Duke University Palaeontologist, "News Notes", Geotimes, April 1993, p9 

So, if no “whale” leg or foot fossils have been reported then where does the idea come from? Moving along. Are mistakes ever made when classifying fossils?

"Until last year Hallucigenia was one of the strangest animals that ever lived. This sausage-shaped sea creature, which died out half a billion years ago, early in the Cambrian Period, was said to have walked on seven pairs of spikes and to have sported a row of wavy tentacles along its back. But last year, in the Yunan province of China, palaeontologists dug up some new specimens closely related to Hallucigenia. Those fossils made clear the Hallucigenia researchers had known was a figment of their imagination: they had been looking at it upside down." 

Oops. That’s embarrassing…
"Yes, a bit embarrassing," concedes Simon Conway Morris, the British palaeontologist who described and named Hallucigenia back in 1977. "I always suspected we might be looking at it the wrong way, but until the Chinese fossils came along we couldn't be sure." If that were all there was to the Hallucigenia story, it would be worth a scholarly paper or two and no more. But the confusion surrounding Hallucigenia is emblematic of a much larger debate now going on in paleontological circles, one that opposes two radically different - indeed, inverted views of the history of life on Earth." 

Simon Morris, "Whose View of Life?" Discover, May 1993, p18 

Never mind. What about transitional fossils, the famous horse “sequence” for instance?
"The only way of escape, if it be a way of escape, from the conclusions which I have just indicated, is the supposition that all these different equine (horse) forms have been created separately at separate epochs of time; and, I repeat, that of such an hypothesis as this there neither is, nor can be, any scientific evidence; and, assuredly, so far as I know, there is none which is supported, or pretends to be supported, by evidence or authority of any other kind."

Thomas H Huxley (an evolutionist), "Science and Hebrew Tradition Essays", 1897, p133 

Nothing has changed in this area since 1897. What about “transitional” birds like Archaeopteryx?

"Palaeontologists have tried to turn Archaeopteryx into an earth-bound, feathered dinosaur," Feduccia says. "But it's not. It is a bird, a perching bird. And no amount of "paleo-babble" is going to change that." 

Allan Feduccia, Professor of Biology at University of North Carolina. "Archaeopteryx: Early Bird Catches a Can of Worms", Science, Vol 259, 5 February 1993, p764 

"When palaeontologists see Archaeopteryx, they see an earth-bound dinosaur that somehow mysteriously sprouted feathers for swatting insects or some other purpose, and they say flight originated from the ground up. However, when most ornithologists see Archaeopteryx, they see a flying bird because everything about feathers says flight to them. The conclusion we have drawn is that flight originated from trees down, which makes a lot more sense."

Alan Feduccia, Professor of Biology at University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, "News Notes". Geotimes. April, 1993: p6 

And so on. So, do their ideas come from the fossil record or are their ideas imposed on the fossils? Let’s move on to Cosmology. Perhaps there is some joy there. What of leading evolutionist and cosmologist Stephen Hawking’s theories?

"At any rate, almost everything in Hawking's book is based on his fertile imagination and logical speculation, with almost no visible evidence or proof. This appears to differentiate his work from fiction, which is almost always based on obvious, demonstrable fact. In another way, however, physics is a lot like fiction or income tax calculating, in that when there is a conflict between the world and an intellectual construct, the author adjusts the world to fit an imagined plot."
Roger L Welsch, Natural History, February 1994, pp 24-25 

Imagine that. Things are looking dark:

"Take black matter, for example. As fate would have it, the most recent and popular theories in physics just don't work. It's not as if there are some loose threads around the edges; the theories don't work at all. If they did, the universe would instantaneously fall in on itself or fly apart. Now those of us who are not astrophysicists would probably do something like discard the theories. Not astrophysicists. They readjust the un-cooperative universe to fit their theories, postulating a gigantic quantity of invisible gravity-producing stuff they call “black matter”, even though it's not black and maybe not even be matter. And there you are. Just like that, the modern, popular theories are back in business. I can imagine that readers new to physics and its way of doing things might be sceptical, but those of us who are higher up in the world of science feel nothing but anticipation in all this theorising. It could, after all, be a step toward newer and even sillier putty."
Roger L Welsch, Natural History, February 1994, p25 

So, do they get their ideas from their observations or are they imposed on their observations? How did the Big Bang occur?
"From historic Newberry, Michigan, comes more evidence in support of the Big Bang theory of creation. On July 12, an abandoned ranger headquarters at Tahquamenon Falls State Park blew sky-high, sending debris a hundred feet into the atmosphere and alarming campers upto fourteen miles away. The explosion now has been traced to bat manure that for decades had been generating methane gas until in mid-July it became highly volatile and … kaboom! Scientists believe that a similar cataclysm eight billion years ago gave us the beginnings of the universe, though even scientists cannot account for those early bats, and for those of a religious disposition a world created by bat dung is too depressing to contemplate." 

"The American Spectator", Sept, 1993, pp 8-9 

Just kidding … or were they? Good as any theory I have heard of. Of course, evolutionists are always honest and impeccable, aren’t they? Let’s see.
On the Theory of Embryonic Recapitulation: This theory was proposed by Haeckel and is now known to be totally fraudulent. Haeckel was found guilty of academic fraud. It has been well known for a long time now that he doctored the diagrams in his work to suit his theory, and yet it still appears in textbooks even to this day. So:
"In seeking to understand why the Haeckelian view persisted so long, we have also to consider the alternatives. We often are highly conservative and will hold to a viewpoint longer than is justified when there is no alternative or, worse, when the logical alternative upsets the rest of our world view." 

Keith Stewart Thomson, "Marginalia Ontogeny and Phylogeny Recapitulated", American Scientist Vol 76, May-June 1988, p 274. 
What he is saying is this: Hold on to your theory, no matter what, even if the evidence points another way, and even if it is fraudulent. In a similar line:
"In May, biology professor George Hunt of the University of California reported that an Irvine led a field trip to the Channel Islands near Oxnard, California, where he had originally spotted what he called "lesbian sea gulls" in the 1970's. Hunt had reported then that 14 percent of the 1,200 gull pairs he studied were lesbian. He admitted that he cannot tell males and females apart, but inferred because of the larger number of eggs in some nests that the hatching pair of gulls on those nests were both female." 

Chuck Shepherd, News of the Weird; Salt Lake Tribune, October 24, 1993

He “inferred” his beliefs onto the “observations”. That is just two of many. Let’s go one step further back: So how did life originate?
"Stanley Miller's glass-jar experiment 40 years ago suggested that the components of life were easily manufactured from gases in the atmosphere. The conditions he recreated in his laboratory faithfully reflected the prevailing wisdom of the time … “. It was", says Chyba, "a beautiful picture. Unfortunately", he adds “it is probably wrong." 

"One of these days, both Joyce and Szostak believe, when someone fills a test tube with just the right stuff, a self-replicating molecule will pop up. Some people will always hold to the belief that it is a divine spark, not clever chemistry, that brings matter to life, and for all their fancy equipment, scientists have yet to produce anything in a test tube that would shake a fundamentalist's faith." 

"Still unanswered is the riddle of how these molecules came to reproduce. Chemist A.G. Cairns-Smith of the University of Glasgow thinks the answer may lie not in glittery fool's gold but in ordinary clay … a number take very seriously the idea that clay or mineral crystals could have served as molecular moulds that incorporated life's building "blocks" and organised them in precise arrays." 

J Madeleine Nash, "How Life Began", Time, October 11, 1993, pp 73-74
Inanimate clay somehow organised molecules into life’s building blocks? And they believe this?
"Actually, there is super abundant evidence for animals evolving under our eyes: British moths becoming darker since the Industrial Revolution (industrial melanisation); insects evolving DDT resistance since World War II; malaria parasites evolving chloroquine resistance in the last two decades, and new strains of flu virus evolving every few years to infect us." 

Jared Diamond, "Who Are the Jews?” Natural History, Vol 102, No. 11, November 1993. p19
Really? The peppered moth/industrial melanisation example often cited as “proof” of evolution has now been shown to have been staged. Peppered moths usually hide during the day and only come out at night. The photos often shown in textbooks involved dead moths deliberately glued to tree bark for just the right effect. How many people have been mislead by this hoax? On the others generally:
"Insect resistance to a pesticide was first reported in 1947 for the Housefly (musca domestica) with respect to DDT. Since then resistance to one or more pesticides has been reported in at least 225 species of insects and other arthropods. The genetic variants required for resistance to the most diverse kinds of pesticides were apparently present in every one of the populations exposed to these man-made compounds." 

Francisco J. Ayala. "The Mechanisms of Evolution", Scientific American, Sept, 1978, p65 

"Scientists at the University of Alberta have revived bacteria from members of the historic Franklin expedition who mysteriously perished in the Arctic nearly 150 years ago. Not only are the six strains of bacteria almost certainly the oldest ever revived, says medical microbiologist Dr Kinga Kowalewska-Grochowska, three of them also happen to be resistant to antibiotics … in this case, the antibiotics clindamycin and cefoxitin, both of which developed more than a century after the men died, were among those used." 

Ed Struzik, on Dr Kinga Kowalewska-Grochowska, "Ancient bacteria revived", Sunday Herald, 16 Sept, 1990 

Working on genetic information already there is not evolution, and losing genetic information already there is not evolution. Evolution requires an information increase.
"At one level, of course, it must be: we really are more complex than that first cell, and we're not alone." … "Did natural selection drive organisms onward and steadily upward, toward ever greater complexity, because being more complex improved their chances of survival? Researchers have always assumed the answer was yes. But lately McShea and a few other researchers have been trying to test that unshakeable assumption with real data." 

"Everybody knows that organisms get better as they evolve. They get more advanced, more modern, and less primitive. And everybody knows, according to Dan McShea (who has written a paper called "Complexity and Evolution: What Everybody Knows") that organisms get more complex as they evolve." … "The only trouble with what everyone knows, says McShea, an evolutionary biologist at the University of Michigan, is that there is no evidence its true." 

Dan McShea, "Onward and Upward?" by Lori Oliwenstein, Discover, June 1993, p22 

Perhaps Pizza Hut has the answer…
"Forget bubbles, comets or ocean vents. Scientists should be looking at pizza for the answer. I can remember when my college room-mates and I routinely created life every week in our refrigerator. My theory is that around 4.5 billion years ago, the earth was bombarded by intergalactic pizzas. These then provided the ideal breeding ground in which early organisms could thrive and later evolve." 

Mark D Greene, "How Life Began," Time, 142:8, November 1, 1993

“The earth was bombarded by intergalactic pizzas”. Just kidding again, but it brings us to the question:
"What caused all these extinctions at one particular point in time approximately 65 million years ago? Dozens of reasons have been suggested, some serious and sensible, others quite crazy, and yet others merely as a joke. Every year people come up with new theories on this thorny problem. The trouble is that if we are to find just one reason to account for them all, it would have to explain the deaths all at the same time of animals living on land and of animals living in the sea: but, in both cases, of only some of those animals, for many of the land-dwellers and many of the sea-dwellers went on living quite happily into the following period. Alas, no such one explanation exists." 

"One interesting idea put forward in 1962 supposes that the evolution of those flowering plants was followed by the first appearance of the butterflies and moths … The caterpillars of butterflies and moths feed almost entirely on plants: today their numbers are kept down by natural enemies, notably birds, but when the caterpillars first appeared on the scene the birds had not yet realised how good they were to eat. For some time, therefore, the caterpillar population increased without check. They ate so much plant food that none remained for the plant-eating dinosaurs; the plant-eating dinosaurs died of starvation, and so the meat-eating dinosaurs which preyed on them also without food." 

"On the other hand, they may have eaten too much and died of overeating! A further possibility is that there were too many meat-eating dinosaurs; they ate all the plant-eaters and then they died of hunger. One popular idea is that the little mammals of the Cretaceous were very fond of dinosaur eggs and ate so many of them that the dinosaurs died out. It has sometimes been suggested that the dinosaurs were poisoned ..." 

"Other causes put forward include parasites, diseases, slipped discs, shrinking brain and greater stupidity, over-specialisation and inability to change ..." 

"The latest idea in 1982 is that the gradual warming of the earth led to premature cataract in the eyes of the dinosaurs; they eventually became blind and perished before they were old enough to reproduce." 

"Among the even less likely causes suggested for the death of the dinosaurs are poison gases, volcanic dust, meteorites, comets, sunspots, God's will, mass suicide (like lemmings) and wars. Utterly ridiculous is the idea that all the dinosaurs were killed off by cavemen …"

"The last three causes that we shall mention are raids by little green hunters in flying saucers, lack of even standing room for the dinosaurs in Noah's Ark, and sheer boredom with their prehistoric world." 

Alan Charig, "A New Look at the Dinosaurs", pp 150-151 

They left out eating left-over pizza; or maybe their dung exploded. The killing off of much life by a huge, worldwide flood (and subsequent fossilisation) is considered ridiculous despite the supporting fossil evidence, but many of the others here are considered serious despite their lack of evidence. 
Finally I ask: Is Atheism really a “religion”? Let’s see:
"I am convinced that the battle for humankind's future must be waged and won in the public school classroom by teachers who correctly perceive their role as the proselytisers of a new faith: a religion of humanity that recognises and respects the spark of what theologians call divinity in every human being. These teachers must embody the same selfless dedication as the most rabid fundamentalist preachers, for they will be ministers of another sort, utilising a classroom instead of a pulpit to convey humanist values in whatever subject they teach, regardless of the educational level - preschool day care or large state university. The classroom must and will become an arena of conflict between the old and the new - the rotting corpse of Christianity, together with all its adjacent evils and misery, and the new faith of humanism." 

John Dunphy, “A Religion for a New Age”, Humanist Magazine, Jan-Feb 1983, p26

Sounds like a fun guy, doesn’t he? Do such leading atheists have hidden agendas? Let’s see:
“American Atheists, today, has demanded that the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission modify its newly issued regulations and guidelines to include protection for Atheists against religious harassment in the workplace. These demands include the following: 

· The physical work place, itself, should be religion-free, that is, without religious radio programs, signs, framed mottos, pictures, poems, calendars, ornaments, jewellery, brochures, crucifixes, Bibles or religious literature, and religious notices (on shared communications boards).

· The milieu of the work place should be free of "god-talk," that is singing, humming, or whistling of religious songs or hymns, religious conversations, prayers, and overt meditations.

· "Holiday" celebrations should not be religion centred. Religious decorations, religious "carolling," and prayers should be eliminated during the Christmas, Hanukkah, Easter, Passover and Ramadan seasons. At most grouped "Winter" and "Spring" events should be recognised.

· Employees should not adorn themselves with religious paraphernalia (yarmulkes, crucifixes, earrings, head scarfs).

· Any or all oral or written proselytising for religion should be forbidden at interpersonal, supervisory, or executive relationship levels.

· Pay increments and promotions should be based strictly on job performance and not on association or affiliation with religious person or groups." 

"Religion is, or ought to be, a private matter. Even with eight hours of employment per day, religious persons still have sixteen hours of time, each day, to perform religious obligations and are, therefore, under no real restriction. Activities related to the religion of any employee should be anathema in any places of employment, government or private."

"It is now recognised that smoking can be injurious to the physical health of non-smokers and consequently it is being eliminated in work areas. Religion should also be eliminated as it is injurious to the emotional and psychological health of persons who are not religious as well as to adherents of minority religions. The problem can be solved by the application of the strict standard of No Religion in the work place."

"Now that all polling reveals that 10% (Comment: actually less than 4% in the USA) of the population is not religious, the right to their freedom from religion must be guarded by this regulatory agency, the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission." 

Extracts, "American Atheists" Press Release: May 2, 1994

But, what is conveniently left out here? 
The “religion” of atheism is not included above. They wish to stop all others from proselytising them, but it will be still OK for them to proselytise others to atheism or humanism. Very elitist indeed. Yes, a new religion is “evolving”… or is it that new?
"Satanism is based on a very sound philosophy" say the emancipated. "But why call it Satanism? Why not call it something like "Humanism" …"
Anton Szandor LaVey, "The Satanic Bible", p 50 

"Satanism is a blatantly selfish, brutal philosophy. It is based on the belief that human beings are inherently selfish, violent creatures, that life is a Darwinian struggle for survival of the fittest, that only the strong survive and the Earth will be ruled by those who fight to win the ceaseless competition that exists in all jungles - including those of urbanised society." 

Burton H Wolfe, author and priest in the Church of Satan. Introduction of "The Satanic Bible", San Francisco, December 25, 1976 

Also very elitist. Evolutionary theory (survival of the fittest through death and violence) and Satanism are remarkably similar in their philosophies, aren’t they? What is the natural progression of such philosophies?

"There is a ceaseless universal quest for entertainment, gourmet foods and wines, adventure, enjoyment of the here and now. Humanity is no longer willing to wait for any afterlife that promises to reward the clean, pure - (translate: ascetic, drab) - spirit. There is a mood of neo-paganism and hedonism, and from it there have emerged a wide variety of brilliant individuals - doctors, lawyers, engineers, teachers, writers, stockbrokers, real estate developers, actors and actresses, mass communications media people - to cite a few categories of Satanists - who are interested in formalising and perpetuating this all pervading religion and way of life." 

Burton H Wolfe, author and priest in the Church of Satan. Introduction of "The Satanic Bible", San Francisco, December 25, 1976

Yes, the evolutionary philosophy that atheists hold dear and the philosophies of Satanism are remarkably similar, aren’t they? 

Atheists claim to be “non-religious”, but that is nonsense; they are very “religious” indeed. They have their beliefs and as much “faith” in those beliefs as any other so-called “religious” person. In fact, in some cases, they clearly have even more faith. 
Trevor
