
Evolution and creationism have long been contrasted as mutually exclusive (irreconcilable) “theories” with respect to science and the origin of species, but the two do not necessarily address the same concepts.

When we speak of evolution, we may mean either microevolution or macro-evolution.  Microevolution refers to the small changes that occur in a given community of a given species due to environmental changes and stresses that favor certain traits (alleles) over others, shifting the equilibrium toward the more favorable traits.  Never does microevolution lend itself to speciation, the generation of new species.  Macro-evolution, on the other hand, is microevolution on a large scale in which one witnesses speciation; therefore, macroevolution deals with microevolution to the degree that such small changes eventually lead to speciation, the generation of new species.


However, evolution in no way addresses the issue of the origin of the first living organism.  In fact, when Darwin presents his On the Origin of Species, his arguments and observations begin with a living, self-replicating system.  Nowhere does he present a comprehensive theory of all life; he merely proposes that as populations of species are subjected to adverse conditions, certain traits will prevail.  This natural selection combined with chance gene mutations, according to evolution, provide the impetus for one species to morph into another, presumably more complex one over multiple generations.

Evolution does not address the origin of life, nor does it address the origin of the biomolecules necessary for life to exist, nor does it address the issue of where matter itself originated.


Creationism, when juxtaposed with evolution, can also mean one of two things.  All who refer to creationism refer to the generation of matter from non-matter and life from non-life by an immaterial, living being, namely God—I dub this designation essential creationism because it lies at the crux of any understanding of creation by a Creator.  It is here that creationism has a monopoly with respect to evolution because evolution, as stated above, simply does not address these issues.  And it is this reason that creationism is denied access into schools, for on these grounds it is not a science, i.e. it is not observable nor does it avail itself to us for experimentation.  That is, all forms of creationism include the watermark of essential creationism, and they posit an immaterial Creator, which is religiously charged.

Creationism may also refer to a more specific means of creation—one in which all species of life were created in their current forms thousands of years ago (millions of years ago to some) and have remained the same species.  This concept is known as the fixity of species, which upholds that animals do undergo microevolution but that species neither change nor diverge.  Below is a chart that categorizes evolution and creationism with regard to their topics of inquiry.
	
	Creationism
	Evolution

	Origin of matter
	All forms of creationism address this, as it is essential to any understanding of creation by a Creator
	Not addressed by evolution–macro or micro

	Origin of living systems
	All forms of creationism address this, as it is essential to any understanding of creation by a Creator
	Not addressed by evolution–macro or micro

	Origin of species
	Essential creationism does not address this; however, the brand of creationism espousing fixity of species teaches that they were created in their current state.
	The raison d’être of Darwin's On the Origin of Species



Upon consideration of this chart, one should glean readily the fact that essential creationism and evolution—either macro or micro—present no ideological battles.  Evolution simply does not address the origin of matter or living systems.  This is left to philosophers as well as physicists and biochemists working in extraordinarily speculative fields.  The contest between creationism and evolution exists solely with respect to the specific brand of creationism demanding fixity of species.  Did God create all animals in the current state or allow them to evolve?  This is the heart of the issue.


Proponents of evolution have never addressed an inescapable contradiction in their position for the undeniable reason that they have no suitable response.  That and no one has pressed them to respond to it.  Let us take the concept of the fixity of species, hose off it all hints of creationism, and contrast it with evolution.  Because we have never seen a species evolve into another, it is plausible that such an event has never occurred.  Allow this as an alternative to evolution.  “Oh, but the very fact that all species existed without an elaborate tree of evolution leads only to one conceivable conclusion—that a Creator created them as such.”  What this objection fails to realize is that taking evolution back to its most fundamental assumption—the living, self-replicating system—we are left with the same unavoidable conclusion—that a Creator had to create it.  In essence, evolutionists (almost exclusively atheistic ones) expect that the hocus pocus necessary to jump from non-life to a living one-celled organism is conceivable but that the hocus pocus necessary to jump from non-life to a multi-cellular organism is inconceivable.  What such a stance fails to accept is that neither has been observed nor has either been supported with any credible evidence. 

Or, entertain another speculative creationist scenario—one fully compatible with evolution.  Consider that God did create numerous species of animals at creation including humans (Homo erectus or such); however, over the years, speciation has occurred wherein certain species either evolved into something distinct from their original state or diverged into separable species.  In this scenario, there is no upward evolution but simply degradation of alleles as is expected with chance mutations.

Why won’t many creationists countenance this scenario?  1) Because evolution is as anti-Christian to some as was a heliocentric view to the Spanish Inquisition.  2) Because evolution is used by many ignorant, practical atheists and bona fide atheists alike as an alternative to creationism.  Most are ignorant because most don’t realize that evolution is no comprehensive theory addressing the origins of matter or of life; in fact, they have no way whatsoever to explain the origins of matter and of life, which are, again, left up to freelance theorists and philosophers.

