 

Hope you're all enjoying the last few weeks before the end of the year. Christmas time officially begins Tuesday night. Rudolph the Red nosed Reindeer is airing on CBS. I'm not certain when a Charlie Brown Christmas will be on. Rudolph and Charlie Brown are harbingers of Christmas for me. The first is purely fantasy. The second is a fantasy that is based on reality. 
 

For me, the harbinger of the holidays is the 8 degrees and 40 mph winds we're having right now!  Bitter cold but hey, the sun is shining!  Wind chills however are around -20 or so…
 

You should note the circular argument that introduces the example… 
 

I guess I missed the circularity.  Friend 1's question was "what was removed from the most “simple” supposed first replicating “something” that made it more “fit;” I didn't say that originally, something was removed from the very first organisms that made them more fit.  What I'm illustrating is that cells can be and are co-opted for other uses and as Dr. Ken Miller has illustrated so well, http://www.millerandlevine.com/km/evol/design2/article.html, even parts of cells can have parts added or taken away and they're still useable by the cell for certain purposes.  
 

Sort of like playing idiot's poker.  Those who end up with the best hand win but no one can see the cards they are holding…only the cards that someone else is carrying. The problem is that you're betting on your own hand to be the best. But even that is a simplistic answer, since the variables are much more complex than that.
 

Well, since I'm not much of a gambling man, I guess since I've already tipped my hand on this issue, I should get on to defending the shuffle of the deck...
 

Mark
 

 
-----Original Message-----
 Subject: Re: Behe Debunked...
 

Good question Friend 1.  Here's the answer. 
Evolution can not only add parts but modify (co-opt) or remove parts and favorable combinations of parts add to the 'fitness' of the organism.  Natural selections isn't 'blind chance' as some would think.  It favors the fit and novel.  
Here are some observable examples of how single cells link up to form complex cellular organisms.  It's some basic cell biology, dealing with micro-organisms like Volvox:  
 


You forgot to included this section which explains that this is how it could have taken      place…. Not that it did take place this way.

What I’m showing is that there are modern living examples of single cells forming colonies of up to 50,000 cells.  Let’s keep in mind that humans begin life as single celled organism as well, a fertilized egg.  I guess I left something out about how this ‘could have happened not did happen’.  Let me address this:  If we can show natural friend 1hways that could have happened, there’s a good chance that’s the way it could have happen.  Oh, I guess since I wasn’t there (circular reasoning) I can’t be 100% sure of how it happened.  Certainly but friend 1hways from single cell to multicellular organisms do exist, so much so that in “…the Volvox colony there is some division of labor among cells, with a small number of cells being specialized for reproduction and serving as precursors of new colonies. The other cells are so dependent on one another that they cannot live in isolation, and the organism dies if the colony is disrupted."  
http://evolutionofcomputing.org/Multicellular/EvolutionOfMulticellularity.html
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“From our current perspective it appears that multicellular life evolved from single cells in two stages.  First, single cell organisms evolved the ability to form loose cooperative communities, called biofilms, that can perhaps be thought of as “training wheels” for multicellular life.  Perhaps the earliest colony bacteria were the cyanobacteria that evolved more than three billion years ago. Their fossil remains are visible today because these colonies secreted a thick gel as protection from solar radiation unattenuated by (then nonexistent) atmospheric ozone. This gel, in turn, trapped sand and debris from the surf which, together with lime secreted by the bacteria, formed the beautiful friend 1terns of the Stromatolite fossil reefs visible in Australia (see image at left). These structures vary in size from twig-size to semi-truck size.  Biofilms remain common today.  Present-day examples of biofilms include slime mold, dental plaque, films on rocks in streams and many more.”
 
From one multicellular organism to another... 
Not precisely, It's a multi-cellular colony not a multi-cellular organism. Each cell is identical even though some may divide to form a entirely new colony.  
Not exactly.  Many of the cells become specialized and perform specific functions that are different that those performed by other cells.  To do that, they can’t all be ‘identical’.  “As the organism develops, the cells specialize by sequestering and permanently silencing much of their DNA according to developmental genetic programs.”  http://evolutionofcomputing.org/Multicellular/EvolutionOfMulticellularity.html  

Reread the literature Friend and you’ll see that scientists call these large collection of specialized cells ‘organisms’, not just ‘colonies’.  http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/bv.fcgi?db=Books&rid=cell.section.61 

From http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Volvox…"An asexual colony includes both somatic, or vegetative, cells, which do not reproduce, and gonidia near the posterior, which produces new colonies through repeated division. These daughter colonies are initially held within the parent and have their flagella directed inwards. Later, the parent disintegrates and the daughters invert. In sexual reproduction two types of gametes are produced. Volvox species can be monoecious or dioecious. (Male) colonies release numerous microgametes, or sperm, while in (female) colonies single cells enlarge to become oogametes, or eggs".
It's all in how you want to describe it. But in all actuality it is a colony not an organism…

Well, if it’s ‘all in how you describe it’ then it is a multicellular organism and note that in Volvex, certain species can reproduce either asexually or sexually.  Some of these ‘colonies’ release sperm, others contain the eggs, so here we have a colony of cells that operate as one ‘organism’, down to and including its gender;  certain cells specialize for either digestive, reproductive, and other functions.  “Specialization begins at the level of individual cells in multicellular organisms.  Bacterial cells capable of particifriend 1ing in biofilms (cooperative communities of single-cell organisms) can usually also live as isolated cells.  But when the single-cell organisms particifriend 1e in a cooperative biofilm, they temporarily specialize.  Metazoan cells, i.e., the cells in “true” multicellular organisms don’t just temporarily specialize, they permanently differentiate as the organism develops from a fertilized zygote to an adult.”  http://evolutionofcomputing.org/Multicellular/Specialization.html 
In that last part, you should understand cellular differentiation as it relates to stem cells in humans.  Embryonic stem cells can be harvested in ways that aren’t destructive to the embryo, plus there are ways to use skin cells that we can ‘differentiate’ into other types of stem cells that repair and re-grow body parts.  I’ve seen documents showing how muscular stem cells were injected into a friend 1ients’ damaged heart and the specific area re-grew new heart cells.  The possible lifesaving applications of stem cell research are far reaching but I digress… 
Sorry but this doesn’t sound like some loosely connected ‘colony’ of cells but rather a living organism made from cells that can live separate but specialize when the live cooperatively. Also keep in mind I’ve already shown in other emails how proto-cellular walls are formed by bi-lipids layers http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lipid_bilayer, and how RNA can form using certain clay surfaces http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sites/entrez?db=pubmed&uid=15716007&cmd=showdetailview&indexed=google , basically showing, yet again, natural friend 1hways for primitive cellular formation.  Add that I’ve shown modern examples of single cells bonding with other cells, then specializing their functions so much so that after some time, the cells are dependant on the larger colony/organism to keep them alive.  
 

It's wrong to admit only faith… It is equally erroneous to allow only reason. Have a nice day.. 
Friend
Thanks for the reply Friend and I hope I’ve answered both yours and Friend 1’s questions.  I’d continue with info on the pre-RNA world and the research that’s going on regarding RNA’s possible precursor but that’s another email.  Allow me this; Faith has yet to give the world a more detailed and better researched position on the issue of the origins of life than has science and reason.  It’s simply not enough to attempt to poke holes in another competing idea then use that as a basis for faith…  

Mark
The Mullerian Two-Step: Add a part, make it necessary (or, Why Behe's "Irreducible Complexity" is Silly)
A simple and concise explanation for why the anti-evolutionary argument from "irreducibly complexity" is flawed — gradual evolution by natural selection readily evolves "irreducibly complex" structures.
Darwin's Black Box: Irreducible Complexity or Irreproducible Irreducibility?
Keith Robison reviews Michael Behe's book Darwin's Black Box, which claims that many biological systems are "irreducibly complex" — that in order to evolve, multiple parts would have to arise simultaneously. But is it true?
Publish or Perish: Some Published Works on Biochemical Evolution
This list of papers has been collected in response to Michael Behe's claim that the scientific literature is virtually silent on the topic of molecular evolution.
Behe's Criticism of Evolution in Biochemistry Textbooks
In addition to claiming that the scientific literature devotes no time to questions of molecular evolution, Michael Behe has also said that the same is true of college biochemistry textbooks. Here, the author of some of the textbooks Behe has reviewed demonstrates this claim to be false.
Is the Complement System Irreducibly Complex?
One of the molecular assemblages that Michael Behe claims is "irreducibly complex" is the complement system, an arm of the vertebrate immune system so named because it "complements" the effect of antibodies. This essay outlines the functioning of the complement system and undercuts Behe's argument by showing that simpler yet still functional versions of it exist in nature.
