Taken and published in the public interest, this is a screenshot from the Wikipedia Patrick Matthew
Page taken on 28™ January 2018 at 15.27 GMT. This image has been captured and archived to record
just some of Wikipedia’s incredibly biased response to the independently verifiable New Data about
who Darwin and Wallace knew and were influenced by, and their influencer’s influencers were
influenced by, who really did read Patrick Matthew’s prior publication of the theory of macro
evolution by natural selection before Darwin and Wallace replicated it and claimed it as their own,
without citing Matthew. Further details are available on the relevant page on PatrickMatthew.com
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In response to Sutton's e-book, Darwin biographer James Moore said many people came towards a similar perception during the 19th century, but Darwin was the only one
who fully developed the idea

Patrick Matthew has always struck me as a non-issue. Many people understood the issue of natural selection but it was only Darwin who applied it to
everything on the planet, as an entire vision of life. That was his legacy. | would be extremely surprised if there was any new evidence had not been already
seen and interpreted in the opposite way.[8]

In response to Sutton (2015)122 Darwin and Wallace scholar, John van Wyhe commented,
This EBASPiracy theory is so silly and based on such forced and contorted imitations of historical method that no qualified historian could take it seriously.*!}
To coincide with Sutton's presentation to the Carse of Gowrie Sustainability Group, Darwin author, Julian F. Derry sent an open letter, saying.

contrary to what Dr Sutton has told you tonight, Patrick Matthew did not influence the course of evolutionary history in the way that is claimed [. ...] Dr Sutton is
not the myth-buster that he calls himself [and,] has been either, wrong, inaccurate or irrelevant in his conclusions [. ...] Darwin and Wallace were the first to
propose adaptive changes via incremental gradualism producing species better suited to their environment, making natural selection sufficiently novel in this
sense [. ...] The title of Darwin’s book could have been inspired by several sources|. ...] Chambers likely never saw Matthew’s book(, ... and, tjhis is how the
history will remain, despite Dr Sutton’s efforts to have it modified!32!

Biological concepts | edit]

The History of Science website Natural Histories has compiled a comprehensive series of blog posts on Patrick Matthew that have made a close study of his writings,
while importantly ensuring an appropriate historical context. The resulting pieces of evidence largely contradict Sutton's claims. This is especially so from a biological
context, one that compares and evaluates core differences between Matthew's and Darwin's concepts,*%] especially that relating to relative adaptation (Matthew's power of
occupancy), and diversification as an adaptive process (Darwin's principle of divergence),
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