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Three years later, the creationists are still trying to salvage irreducible complexity. This generally involves a
bait-and-switch game. Today, for example, the Discovery Institute tells us that the evidence of dolphins does
not touch the argument for irreducible complexity. See, what you have here are two different irreducibly
complex systems, with one that just happens to have an extra part. Just think about bicycles...
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Bicycles have two wheels. Unicycles, having only one wheel, are missing an obvious
component found on bicycles. Does this imply that you can remove one wheel from a bicycle
and it will still function? Of course not. Try removing a wheel from a bike and you’ Il quickly
see that it requires two wheels to function. The fact that a unicycle lacks certain components
of a bicycle does not mean that the bicycle is therefore not irreducibly complex.

[ Casey Luskin, 2008/12/30 ]

Of course not. No. It' s not as if five seconds of googling could turn up a bicycle that still functioned without
both wheels...

[ Carl Zimmer:"Oh No! I’ ve Seen the Impossible! My Eyes!" (2008/12/30) on The Loom ]
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... let me point you to Abercrombie Fitch’ s discovery on YouTube. (What' s with these commenter handles
these days, you may wonder? Don’ t ask me.) Behold:

[ Carl Zimmer:"Oh No! I’ ve Seen the Impossible! My Eyes!" (2008/12/30) on The Loom ]

"Oh No! I' ve Seen the Impossible! My Eyes!"(
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