Holy Hallucinations 4
This is a response to mysticalforest's video, "Atheist admit (sic) there Is No Proof Of Evolution."
In it, you make a number of assertions about the limits of science and the relative likelihoods of creation and evolution. Unfortunately, your video was marred by an ignorance of science and the scientific method so large that it is in danger of generating its own gravitational field.
I am therefore taking this opportunity to call you out on your bullshit.
Firstly, you claim that evolution cannot be proven to be true. I call bullshit. 
The fact of evolution has been observed innumerable times, and while creationists might flatly deny these in the face of all sanity, this does not make the observations disappear. The theory of evolution, on the other hand, is supported by the largest body of evidence in the whole of science.
The same science whose other theories have brought you this (pause), and this (pause) and this. Can all that be wrong too? 
All scientific theories are technically falsifiable and so cannot be proven absolutely. But being unable to prove something absolutely doesn't mean that you can't be very, very confident that it's true. Evolutionary theory has stood the test of 150 years of the most intense scrutiny. It is the strongest theory in all of science. Period.
So if you want to deny it, you might as well deny all of this too…
You also claim that since there is evidence for both evolution and creation either could be true. I call bullshit.
Firstly, although no theory can be proven absolutely, they can all be falsified. And since creation and evolution are diametrically opposed and mutually exclusive the overwhelming evidence for evolution destroyed creationism a long, long time ago. While the so-called creationist 'evidence' you refer to has been shown to be nothing but a stream of half-truths, distortions, and downright lies time, after time, after time. So even if you insist on criticizing evolution on a technicality creationism is still dead.
Secondly, the strength of any theory is based on the amount of evidence that supports it. Remember this? Compare it to the evidence for your, or any other, god. I know which I'd bet on.
You also say that all evidence is subjective, it's interpretation based on your 'world view.' I call bullshit.
You clearly have no concept of how science is really conducted. New data aren't shoe-horned to fit theory. Nor simply ignored. That's the domain of biblical apologetics. Data are collected and analyzed to account for all possible explanations, not just those that conform to personal bias. Rigorous methods have been developed to ensure that this is the case. You may have heard of them. They're called statistics and peer review.
You also whine about those who 'believe in evolution,' and are pissed-off when they proclaim it true, even though you say it cannot be 'proved.' I call bullshit.
One more time: although nothing can be proven absolutely, evolutionary theory has been proven beyond all reasonable doubt. Furthermore, science accepts evolution as the best explanationof the available facts. Belief has nothing to do with it. Just as for all its current theories.
Evolution, gravitation, QED, the Big Bang and all the others are not belief systems. If new evidence emerges that contradicts a current theory the theory will be discarded or modified to conform to the new view of reality. In this way Science continues to refine and improve.
Now take a moment to compare this to your own 'world view’ where you just know you are right no matter how much evidence stands against you. So that even if you're wrong you will never know it and nothing will ever change, or improve, or progress. Nothing but stagnation.
Presumably you can't understand all this because your own 'world view' is rooted in blind faith, and not rationality. And, by the way, the chances of the negation of evolutionary theory by new data are now almost infinitesimally small. And if it does happen, the new theory will not be creation, which has already been disproved beyond all doubt.
Finally you pompously proclaim that real scientists would not teach that evolution was true. real scientists would admit that either evolution or creation could be true. Real scientists would admit that their claims are based on subjective evidence. And that pissed me off. So I call bullshit.
Where do you get the balls to presume that you know what real scientists should say, do or think? Is your arrogance really as great as your ignorance? How much science education have you had to feel that you are qualified to validly make these assertions?
Perhaps you are assuming that having a pulse automatically means you can think? If so, you are very much mistaken. Because, from all I've seen, if it were up to idiots like you we'd all still be living in mud huts and picking lice off each other’s private parts.
Your kind were unable to keep us in the stone ages but are now more than happy to live in the castle that Science built and to enjoy all of the gifts it has bestowed. And yet, when you take a stroll along the parapets, instead of just enjoying the beautiful vistas it has revealed you occupy yourself by haughtily claiming that you know better and by pissing into the moat.
So, I'm sorry that it turned out that reality is very different to the delusion that you cling to. But if you will not, or cannot, accept that, then at least read a few books. And maybe even take a course or two. You may not end up thinking any differently but at least your videos might contain a little less… ignorance.

