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How did today’s multitudinous living creatures arrive ? Did humans really evolve from apes ? Or, are all creatures separately created by God’s energies ?  
 
Can any machine be ever like a human body ?  
Is there any machine more complex than a human body ? It integrates innumerable processes and mechanisms that are only imperfectly understood by science. Life processes like breathing, metabolism, locomotion, speech, etc; add to the awesome cognition and responses of the brain and body parts programmed and reprogrammable to perceive outside influences, use complex algorithms, and arrive at appropriate motor responses. A living protein is a chain of amino acid which under a microscope looks like a coiled ribbon. Several trillions of these coalesce in intricate webs and complex subsystems to form complete living beings such as a human body.
Today, for somebody nearing the end of his life span due to organ impairment or tissue deterioration, there are specific support machines for different critical organs, to obviate collapse or death. Technology aids somewhat in alleviating pain and extending, only marginally, anyone’s life. Inevitably, death comes soon after. Technology or medical intervention cannot prevent death, which is arranged by the Lord’s energies. Building a super machine incorporating all the organ support machines, so that it could think, emote, act, talk, eat, walk, run, climb, swim, consume organic food, and be of the same size as a human, is too far-fetched, though robots with limited abilities have been around.
On the flip side, as we become more technology driven, our working culture is becoming sanitized from emotional influence. Instead of asking, ‘can a robot behave like a human ?’ we might ask, ‘are humans acting more and more like robots’. Typically, a human errs occasionally due to emotional influence, whilst a robot performing repetitive functions is not expected to err. Frischmann and Alan Turing, in their forthcoming book, ‘Being Human in the 21st Century’, argue this case. They also hope that we do not actually reach there, as that would be the end of being human, and we might lose the freedom of free choice which is influenced by emotions. Will there come a time when the distinct lines between men and robots will blur ?
Could we see a robotic brain which runs at 0.022 watts power like a human brain, to mimic humans ? We will first need to move out from silicon based architecture in order to operate at that low power consumption level, to come closer to humans. Can robots of the future mimic humans to create contextual behaviour that is not logical or programmable, just like children of biologic species learning from parents ? Michael Ridley, an expert in parallel computing at New York says “I think this part will be very difficult to accomplish from a societal, religious, moral and ethical point of view.” Could a robot have a consciousness or emotions of its own, just like a human ? The Loebner Foundation of USA has formulated the Turing test to compare the performance of a computer vis-a-vis a human brain. It predicts that a computer could replace the human brain around 2029, in terms of cognition and logic. But will a computer ever have emotions, create literature or poetry ?   
Biomedical engineering keeps developing advanced machines that assist the functioning of one or two organs, when connected. But no amount of such engineering can replicate a complete living body. A rich man in future, nearing imminent death, could extend his lifespan somewhat in a private room, surrounded by and connected to various machines. In such a state he would be less human and more vegetative.    
  
Darwin’s theory of evolution
Jean-Baptiste Lamarck's evolutionary theory explained that an alchemical complexifying force drove organisms up a ladder of complexity, and a second environmental force adapted them to local conditions through use and disuse of characteristics, differentiating them from other organisms.
The English naturalist Charles Darwin (1809-1882) and others, said that all species of organisms arise and develop through the natural selection of small, inherited variations that increase the individual's ability to compete, survive, and reproduce. Though Darwinism refers strictly to biological evolution, creationists have appropriated it for the origin of life, and cosmic evolution, both of which are unrelated to Darwin's work.  The alternative to Darwinism is extraterrestrial influence, or divine actions.         
 
Aspects of evolution  
Let us consider the transformation of a simian (ape) into a human being. If transformation took place slowly and step wise, in ten thousand generations, at each step, a few cells altered themselves, transformed their relationships to neighbouring cells, established new relationships with morphed body parts, so that the modified entity could also carry out full life functions to survive in a presumably harsh environment. Simultaneously, there were also internal structural changes in bones, muscles and internal organs like the brain or liver. At each infinitesimal step of the change, the being continued to live a normal life. What if a change at any one of these steps proved detrimental, causing it’s untimely death ? What are the odds that in the development of modern man, each and every one of those thousands of generations managed to integrate beneficial mutations, enabling it to survive the changing environmental factors ? That a primitive brain transformed itself completely into a modern brain with sophisticated social, emotional, reasoning and language skills ? The odds of this random transformation move out of possibility into statistical impossibility.  
What did apes evolve from ? If we accept Darwinism unconditionally, and extrapolate it to its logical conclusion, humans must have evolved from bacteria. As bacteria began to develop into more sophisticated versions, characteristics, typically flagella, developed. These combined with a motor like device within the body, and a series of interconnections, enabling the bacterium to swirl and turn in water, for easy locomotion, forward or backward, enabling responses to environmental factors.     
An electron microscope shows several internal micro structures, which constitute even smaller sub structures and building materials, forming a complex web. Cell structures are amorphous rather than discrete. The cell wall is itself a complex web of coiled and pleated substances and threads, all living parts. During asexual bifurcation of a cell into two identical cells, it divides into two and each of the separate entities is then sewn together to form a new living entity. This reproductive procedure, though simple in explanation, is very complicated and indicates an intelligent and complex internal coding, worthy of an expert modern day surgeon, hypothetically working with micro robots and an electron microscope.  
 
Current scientific views and counterviews  
The atheist Richard Dawkins considers the gene as the fundamental building block of evolution, segregating and recombining, to form new organisms or beings. He further states that the gene combines with genes outside the organism, in the environment, which it also influences. Dawkins considers only the individual gene as predominant and other factors as insignificant. To counter this argument, a gene cannot survive on its own. It needs to combine with other genes for survival. A gene therefore cannot be a unit of intelligent selection, but a tiny unit of evolution. In other words, a gene is a small part of a big jigsaw and not the jigsaw itself. Lastly, how was the permanent coding program in genes initially loaded ? Was it an accidental occurrence  ? 
Harvard paleontologist George Gaylord Simpson taught, "Man is the result of a purposeless and natural process that did not have him in mind." The American naturalist and writer Chet Raymo states, “We too walk a fine line; not between skepticism and faith, but between skepticism and cynicism. We try to stay firmly on the side of skepticism, open to whatever winds of wisdom blow our way, and as for knowledge of the world, we cherish the scientific way of knowing -– tentative, partial, evolving." 
Darwinism is not an open and shut case since no one has ever observed it happening. If evolution is continuously occurring, there would be many transitional forms amidst us. What we see instead is an array of distinct flora and fauna, with many varieties within each kind, but with clear and distinct gaps between the kinds. For instance,  there are many varieties of dogs and many varieties of cats, but no "dats" or "cogs."
The fertility of hybrid big cat females is well documented across a number of incidents. According to Wild Cats of the World by Guggisberg, ligers and tigons were long thought to be sterile. If at all offspring are born, they are of fragile health and unlikely to withstand the rigours of evolutionary change with onward healthy offspring. There have been isolated incidents of successful motherhood of hybrid females, but these are rare and not widespread. Such microevolution is unrepetitive. 
Evolutionary geneticists have often experimented on fruit flies and other rapidly reproducing species to induce mutational changes hoping they would lead to new and better species, but these experiments have all failed. No truly new species or derivative has ever been produced. A current leading evolutionist, Jeffrey Schwartz, at the University of Pittsburgh, has acknowledged, “it was and still is the case that, with the exception of  Dobzhansky's claim about a new species of fruit fly, the formation of a new specie, by any mechanism, has never been observed.”
Darwinism proceeds backwards, tending to fit itself to some clues and ignoring  other clues. It says man evolved from apes since both man and ape have common characteristics. It does not explain where apes or other vertebrates came from. It caught the imagination of the scientific community, which had hitherto exhausted analytical studies about God for want of physical evidence. Darwinism fails to show the evolutionary process in current species, and to pinpoint original living beings on earth from which all other living beings evolved, the principle and crux of Darwinism.


Any good design starts with a designer
The physicist Albert Einstein had stated, “Quantum mechanics is very worthy of regard. But an inner voice tells me that this is not yet the right track. The theory yields much, but it hardly brings us closer to the Old One's secrets. I, in any case, am convinced that He does not play dice.” Niels Bohr replied, "Einstein, don't tell God what to do." Each in his inimitable way, underlined his acceptance of an intelligent Maker.   
Biologists say that consciousness can be studied by observing brain cell functioning thru chemistry. Chemistry relies heavily on the principles of physics. Some physicists say that matter originates from consciousness. For long, physicists have abstained from any discussion on consciousness, possibly for fear of ruining their careers. While the conundrum of consciousness is far from being solved, it is now being formulated mathematically as a set of problems that researchers can understand, explore and discuss. Max Tegmark of MIT explains how considering consciousness thus leads to precise questions about the nature of reality that the scientific process might help to unravel. He considers consciousness as a state of matter, like a solid, liquid or gas. 
The neuroscientist Guilio Tononi, at the University of Wisconsin, states that consciousness must have an efficient system of storing, processing and retrieving large volumes of information. This information must be unified into an integral whole, undividable into parts. Quantum mechanics describes the entire universe using mathematical models. When the universe is described in such terms, a whole gamut of outcomes is generated. The problem therefore, lies in why we perceive the universe as only three dimensional space. Tegmark is nonplussed here. Physicists await a new researcher for answers.      

The Vedic perspective  
“I am the source of all spiritual and material worlds. Everything emanates from Me (Gita10.8)”. “The Supreme Living Being, in His feature as the transcendental Purusa incarnation, Who is the Lord’s plenary expansion, impregnates the material nature of three modes, and thus by the influence of eternal time, the living entities appear (Bhagavatam 3.5.26)”. These are Vedic confirmations of the Lord’s role in creation of the material cosmos and origin of living beings. Any intricate or sophisticated design cannot come by accident. A design needs a designer for initiation and execution. Vedic scripture, without equivocation, informs us clearly about Creation and life.
The odds of random step changes introducing newer and more advanced species of life are the same as the Burj Khalifa building in Dubai or the Petronas Towers in Kuala Lumpur, evolving from a series of unplanned, random or haphazard moves, without an initial intent, blueprint, design or planning, and without professionals to oversee, protect and control the construction process.       

Will Vedanta and science converge ?
It will be quite some time before Vedanta and science converge, on the question of how creatures, including man, came to be. Science represents discipline and methodology. One appeals to scientists to dissect Darwinism and its dependence on random changes dispassionately, much like gas molecules in a jar colliding, as systematic activity, and a basis for evolution. Darwin negated the theistic views of scientists like Galileo and Newton who preceded him. What now prevents rationalists from upsetting Darwin’s hypothesis ?  Some scientists accept Darwinism, perhaps tentatively, to keep God out of the picture, as its rejection seemingly amounts to capitulation to sentimentalism. No new acceptable fashion has yet overtaken Darwinism.          
 
Rudyard Kipling appears to summarize this disunity in, The Ballad of East and West,  
 
“Oh, East is East and West is West,
And never the twain shall meet,
Till Earth and Sky stand presently
At God's great Judgment Seat.
But there is neither East nor West,
Border, nor breed, nor birth,
When two strong men stand face to face,
Though they come from the ends of the earth !”
 
Vedanta’s strengths are foresight, depth and range. Science relies on methodology and physical verification. Both are strong, seemingly facing off in a sparring match. If one could pool both resources, we might see convergence and a universal answer to the vexing issue of evolution.   
