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Ghapter 12 ———

FOSSILS
AND STRATA

Why the fossil/strata theory
is a remarkable hoax

This chapter is based on pp. 497-605 of Origin of Life (Volume
Two of our three-volume Evolution Disproved Series). Not included
in this chapter are at least 472 statements by scientists. You will
find them, plus much more, on our website: evolution-facts.org.

Thisisthelargest and one of the most important chapters
in this book. Fossil remains provide evolutionists with their
only real hope of finding evidence that evolution might have
occurred in thepadt. If thefossilsdo not witnessto evolution in
the past, then it could not be occurring now either.

Theonly substantial evidencethat evolution hastaken placein
past ages, if there is such evidence, is to be found, in the fossils.
Theonly definite evidence from the present, that thereisamecha
nism by which evolution could occur—past or present—if thereis
such evidence, isto be found in natural selection and mutations.
There is a chapter dealing with each of these three topics in this
book (chapters 9, 10, and 12).

The subject may seem to be complicated, but it isnot. Wewill
begin this present chapter with an introduction and overview
of some of the fossil problems. Then we shall give enough at-
tention to each of those problems—and morebesides—to pro-
vide you with a clear under standing of principlesand conclu-
sions.

Andwhenyou obtainit, youwill be astounded at the amount of
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overwhelming evidence supporting thefact that thereisabsolutely
no indication, from the fossil record, that evolution has ever
occurred on our planet!

“We still do not know the mechanics of evolution in spite of the
over-confident claims in some quarters, nor are we likely to make
further progressin thisby the classical methods of paleontology or
biology; and we shall certainly not advance matters by jumping up
and down shrilling, Darwin is god and I, So-and-so, am his
prophet.”—*Errol White, Proceedings of the Linnean Society, Lon-
don, 177:8 (1966).

1 -INTRODUCTION

DEFINITIONS—(*#1/9 Introduction*) Most people know very
little about any aspect of geology. Here are some of the major
areas of geologic study. Of the geologic terms defined below,
you will want to give special attention to thosein bold italic:

Here are several of the major branches of Physical Geol-
ogy: (1) Geochemistry isthe study of the substances in the earth
and the chemical changesthey undergo. (2) Petrology isthe study
of rocks, in general. (3) Mineralogy isthe study of minerals, such
asiron ore and uranium. (4) Geophysics is the study of the struc-
ture, composition, and devel opment of the earth. (5) Structural ge-
ology isthe study of positions and shapes of rocksvery deepwithin
the earth.

Both physical and historical geology include three areas:
(1) Geochronology isthe study of geologic time. (2) Earth Pro-
cesses isthe study of the forcesthat produce changesin the earth.
(3) Sedimentology is the study of sediment and the waysit is de-
posited.

Historical geology hasat least four main fields: (1) Paleon-
tology is the study of fossils, and paleontologists are those who
study them. (2) Stratigraphy isthe study of therock stratainwhich
the fossils are found. (3) Paleogeography is the study of the past
geography of the earth. (4) Paleoecology isthe study of therelation-
ships between prehistoric plants and animals and their surround-
ings.

Fossils aretheremainsof living creatures, both plantsand
animals, or their tracks. These arefound in sedimentary rock.
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Sedimentary rock is composed of strata, which are layers of
stone piled up like a layer cake. (Strata is the plural of stra-

tum.) Sedimentary rock isfossil-bearing or fossiliferous rock.
Fossil hunters use the word taxa (taxon, singular) to describe
the basic, different types of plants and animals found in the fossil
record. By thisthey generally mean species, but sometimesgenera
or more composite classifications, such asfamilies or even phyla.
Taxa isthus something of alooseterm; it will be found in some of
the quotationsin this chapter. Higher taxa would mean the larger
creatures, such as vertebrates (animals with backbones).

“The part of geology that deals with the tracing of the geologic
record of the past is called historic geology. Historic geology relies
chiefly on paleontology, the study of fossil evolution, as preserved
in the fossil record, to identify and correlate the lithic records of
ancient time.”—*0O.D. von Engeln and *K.E. Caster, Geology
(1952), p. 423.

These fossil remains may be shells, teeth, bones, or entire

skeletons. A fossil may also be a footprint, bird track, or tail
marks of apassinglizard. It can even includerain drops. Many

fossilsno longer contain their original material, but are com-
posed of mineral depositsthat haveinfiltrated them and taken
on their shapes.

Fossilsareextremely important to evolutionary theory, for
they provide our only record of plantsand animalsin ancient
times. Thefossil record isof the highest importanceasa proof
for evolution. In these fossils, scientists should be ableto find
all the evidence needed to prove that one species has evolved
out of another.

“ Although the comparative study of living animals and plants
may give very convincing circumstantial evidence, fossils provide
theonly historical documentary evidencethat life hasevolved from
simpler to more complex forms.”—*Carl O. Dunbar, Historical
Geology (1949), p. 52.

“Fortunately there is a science which is able to observe the
progressof evolution through the history of our earth. Geology traces
therocky strataof our earth, deposited one upon another in the past
geological epochsthrough hundreds of millionsof years, and finds
out their order and timing and reveals organismswhich lived in all
these periods. Paleontology, which studies the fossil remains, is
thus enabled to present organic evolution as avisible fact.”—*Ri-
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chard B. Goldschmidt, ““An Introduction to a Popularized Sympo-
sium on Evolution,” in Scientific Monthly, Vol. 77, October 1953,
p. 184.

PALEONTOLOGISTS KNOW THE FACTS—(*#3/25 The Ex-
perts Speak*) The study of fossils and mutations ranks asthe
two key evidences of evolution: The fossil evidence proves or
disproves whether evolution has occurred in the past; mutational
facts prove or disprove whether it can occur at all.

Thisis probably why, of all scientists, paleontologists and

geneticists arethe most likely to publicly repudiate evolution-
ary theory in disgust (*A.H. Clark, *Richard Goldschmidt,

*Seven Gould, *Seven Sanley, *Colin Patter son, etc.). They
have spent their livesfruitlessly working, handson, with one of the
two main factorsinthevery center of evolution: the evidence (fos-
sils) or the mechanism by which it occurs (mutations) and that part
of the body withinwhich it must occur (DNA).

THE FOSSIL HUNTERS—(*#2 The Fossil Hunters”). For over
a century, thousands of men have dedicated their livesto finding,
cleaning, cataloguing, and storing millionsof fossils. Thework they
do istime-consuming and exhausting; yet it has not provided the
evidencethey sought.

NO EVOLUTION TODAY—Evolutionists admit that evolu-
tion (one type of animal changing into another; that is, one
true species changing into a different true species) never oc-
curstoday.

“No biologist has actually seen the origin by evolution of ama:
jor group of organisms.”—*G. Ledyard Stebbins, Process of Or-
ganic Evolution, p. 1. [Stebbins is a geneticist.]

EVERYTHING HINGESON FOSSIL S—Clearly, then, because
no evolution isoccurring now, all that the evolutionistshaveto
provetheir theory isfossil evidence of lifeformswhich lived in
the past. If evolution is the cause of life on earth, then there
ought tobethousandsof variouspartly evolved fossil lifeforms.
For evolution to occur, this had to occur in great abundance.
The fossils should reveal large numbers of transmuted spe-
cies—creatureswhich are half fish/half animal, etc.
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Throughout these studies, we shall refer to the basic types or
kindsof plantsand animalsas* species.” However, asdiscussed in
chapter 11, Animal and Plant Species, biologists frequently clas-
sify plantsand animals as “ species,” which are sub-species.

UNIFORMITARIANISM—(*#4/29 Uniformitarianism vs.
Catastrophism*) A basic postulate of evolution isthe concept of
uniformitarianism. According to thistheory, theway everything
is occurring today is the way it has always occurred on our
planet. This point has strong bearing on the rock strata. Since no
more than an inch or so of sediment is presently being laid
down each year in most non-alluvial areas, thereforeno more
than this amount could have been deposited yearly in those
placesin the past. Since there are thick sections of rock con-
taining fossils, therefore those rocks and their contents must
have required millions of yearsto be laid down. That is how
thetheory goes.

The opposite viewpoint is known as catastrophism, and
teaches that there has been a great catastrophe in the past—
the Flood—which within a few monthslaid down all the sedi-
mentary rock strata, entombing the animals contained within
them, which became fossils.

THE THEORY THAT STARTED IT—Naturalists, working in
Parisafew years before * Charles Lyell was born, discovered fos-
sil-bearing rock strata. * Lyell used thisinformation in hisimportant
book, Principles of Geology, and divided the stratainto three divi-
sions. He dated one as youngest, another as older, and the third as
very ancient.

*Lyell and other sworked out thosestrata datesin theearly
19th century, before very much was known about the rock
strata and their fossils! Some strata in England, Scotland, and
Francewerethe primary onesstudied. * Lyell based hisage-theory
on the number of still-living species represented by fossilsin each
stratum. If agiven stratum had few fossils represented by species
alivetoday, then *Lyell dated it more anciently.

It has since been established that *Lyell’stheory does not
agree with reality; the percentage of still-living speciesis very,
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THAT CENTURY-OLD THEORY

The following chart will provide you with an overview of the development of most of the long-
antiquated fossil/strata theory. The foundations of it were developed over a hundred years ago when
comparatively little was known about geology. paleontology. biology. or most any other modern science.

You will note that most of the theory was completed by 1880. Relatively few innovations came after
that time.
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very high throughout all the strata, and variesfrom
placeto placefor each stratumin different localities.
Nevertheless, after quarrelingover details, Lyel’s
follower sextended hisscheme; and, though they
changed hisinitial major stratanames, they held
on to hismistake and elaborated on it. Although
some of the strata names changed later in the
19th century, scientistsin the 20th century have
been stuck with thisrelic of early 19th-century
error. It iswhat they are taught in the colleges
and universities.

THE ERAS—The fossil-bearing rock strata are
saidtofall into threemajor divisions, called “eras.”

At the top are the Cenozoic Era rocks. Below
that comesthe Mesozoic Era levels. Next comesthe
Paleozoic Era strata. At the bottom we find the Cam-
brian, which containsthelowest fossil-bearing rocks.
Beneath that is the Precambrian. (Cenozoic means
“recent life,” mesozoic means “middle life,” and
pal eozoic means“ancient life.”)

DATES WHEN GEOLOGICAL TIMESCALES
ORIGINATED—Thisfossil/strata theory is genu-
inely archaic. The basics of the theory were de-
vised when very littlewasknown about strataor
fossils. But geology and paleontology have been
saddled with it ever since. Here are the dates
when thevariousgeological timescaleswer efir st

developed:

THE PERIODS:

Quaternary - 1829
Tertiary - 1759
Cretaceous -1822
Jurassic - 1795
Triassic - 1834
Permian - 1841
Carboniferous - 1822
Devonian - 1837
Silurian - 1835

Ordovician - 1879
Cambrian - 1835

THE ERAS:
Cenozoic - 1841
M esozoic - 1841

Paleozoic - 1838

CENozoIC

MESozolcC

FALEOZOIC
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Perhaps the most ridiculous part of thisis that radiodating of
rocks, which did not exist when the 19th-century theorieswere de-
vised, isforced to fit those 19th-century strata dates! It isdone by
using only afew test sampleswhich fit the 19th-century dates. The
rest are discarded. (See chapter 6, Inaccurate Dating Methods, for
moreonthis.)

EVIDENCE OF EVOLUTION—If evolution was a fact, we
should find in present events and past recor ds abundant evi-
denceof one specieschanginginto another species. But, through-
out all past history and in present observations, no one has ever
seen this happen. Prior to written history, we only havefossil evi-
dence. Scientistsall over theworld have been collecting and study-
ing fossils for over a hundred years. Literaly millions have been
collected!

Inall their research, thisiswhat they discovered: (1) There
isno evidence of one specieshaving changed into another one.
(2) Our modern species are what we find there, plus some ex-
tinct ones. (3) There are no transitional or_halfway forms be-
tween species.

Yes, there are extinct creatures among the fossils. These are
plants and animalswhich no longer live on the earth. But even sci-
entists agree that extinct species would not be an evidence of
evolution.

Yet evolutionists parade dinosaur bones as a grand proof
of evolution—when they are no proof at all! Extinction is not
evolution!

Before proceeding further in this study, we should mention two
points that will help clarify the problem:

WHY SO VERY COMPLEX AT THE BOTTOM?—As we al-
ready mentioned, thelowest stratalevel iscalled the Cambrian.
Below this lowest of the fossil-bearing strata lies the Precam-
brian.

The Cambrian hasinvertebrate (non-backbone) animals, such
as trilobites and brachiopods. These are both very complex little
animals. In addition, many of our modern animalsand plantsarein
that lowest level, just abovethe Precambrian. How could such com-




Fossils and Strata 413

plex, multicelled creatures be there in the bottom of the Cambrian
strata? But therethey are. Suddenly, in thevery lowest fossil stra-
tum, we find complex plants and animals—and lots of them,
with no evidencethat they evolved from anything lower.

“It remains true, as every paleontologist knows, that most new
species, genera and families, and that nearly all categories above
thelevel of families, appear in the [fossil] record suddenly and are
not led up to by known, gradual, completely continuoustransitional
sequences.”—*George G. Simpson, The Major Features of Ev-
olution, p. 360.

Paleontologists (thefossil hunters) call thisimmense prob-
lem “the Cambrian Explosion,” because vast numbers of com-
plex creatures suddenly appear in the fossil strata—with no evi-
dencethat they evolved from any less complicated creatures!

We will discuss the Precambrian/Cambrian problem later in
thischapter.

What caused this sudden, massive appearance of life forms?
What caused the strata? Why are all those fossils in the strata?
What is the solution to all this?

THE GENESISFLOOD—Theanswer isthat agreat Flood,—
the one described in the Bible in Genesis 6 to 9—rapidly cov-
ered the earth with water. When it did, sediments of pebbles,
gravel, clay, and sand werelaid down in successive strata, cov-
ering animal and plant life. Under great pressure, these sedi-
mentsturned intowhat wetoday call “‘sedimentary rock.” (Clay
became shale; sand turned into sandstone; mixturesof gravel, clay,
and sand formed conglomerate rock.) All that massof water-laid
material successively covered millionsof living creatures. The
result isfossils, which today areonly found in the sedimentary
rock strata.

When the Flood overwhelmed the world, the first to be
cover ed wer eslow-moving animals, thenext to becovered were
somewhat lar ger, somewhat faster-moving animals, and so it
went. Today we can dig into these rock strata and find that the
lowest stratum tends to have the slowest-moving creatures; above
them are faster ones. Evolutionary scientists declare these lowest
strataare many millionsof yearsold (570 million for the oldest, the




THE GEOLOGIC COLUMN—Much of this famous “geological column,” especially the dates,
are imaginary. The complete column exists almost nowhere. Yet it does reflect what hap-

pened during, and just after the Genesis Flood. The fastest-running animals are in the high-
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tary rock. Immediate post-Flood events occurred during the Pliocene. Then came the ice

est Flood stratum (early Tertiary), and then buried by mud which later turned into sedimen-
age for a couple hundred years (Pleistocene; see chapter on Effects of the Flood).
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Cambrian, and the topmost to be the most recent (the Pliocene at
10 million, and the Pleistocene at 2 million years).

But, in actuality, we will discover that the evidence indicates
that all the sedimentary stratawith their hoards of fossilswerelaid
down within avery short time.

IS ENOUGH EVIDENCE AVAILABLE?—Before we proceed
further, it isvital that we know whether there is enough evi-
dence available to decide the fossil problem? Can we at the
present timereally know for surewhether or not, accordingto
thefossil record, evolution hasor has not occurred?

Yes, we CAN know! Men have worked ear nestly, sincethe
beginning of the 19th century, to find evidences of evolutionin
thefossil strata.

“The adequacy of the fossil record for conclusive evidence is
supported by the observation that 79.1 percent of the living fami-
lies of terrestrial vertebrates have been found asfossils (87.7 per-
cent if birds are excluded).”—R.H. Brown, “The Great Twentieth-
Century Myth,” in Origins, January 1986, p. 40.

“Geology and paleontology held great expectationsfor Charles
Darwin, although in 1859 [when he published his book, Origin of
the Species] he admitted that they [already] presented the strongest
single evidence against histheory. Fossilswere aperplexing puzzle-
ment to him because they did not reveal any evidence of agradual
and continuous evolution of life from a common ancestor, proof
which he needed to support his theory. Although fossils were an
enigmato Darwin, heignored the problem and found comfort in the
faith that future explorations would reverse the situation and ulti-
mately prove histheory correct.

“Hestated in hisbook, The Origin of the Species, ‘ The geologi-
cal record isextremely imperfect and thisfact will to alarge extent
explain why we do not find intermediate varieties, connecting to-
gether all the extinct and existing forms of life by the finest gradu-
ated steps. Hewho rejectsthese views, on the nature of the geol ogi-
cal record, will rightly reject my whole theory’ [quoting from the
sixth (1901) edition of Darwin’'s book, pages 341-342].

“Now, after over 120 years of the most extensive and painstak-
ing geological exploration of every continent and ocean bottom, the
picture isinfinitely more vivid and complete than it was in 18509.
Formations have been discovered containing hundreds of billions
of fossils and our museums now are filled with over 100 million
fossils of 250,000 different species. The availability of this profu-
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sion of hard scientific data should permit objective investigatorsto
determineif Darwinwasontheright track.”—Luther D. Sunderland,
Darwin’s Enigma (1988), p. 9 [italics ours].

“There are ahundred million fossils, all catalogued and identi-
fied, in museumsaround theworld.”—*Porter Kier, quoted in New
Scientist, January 15, 1981, p. 129.

Thereareonehundred million fossils housed in museums
and other collections! That ought to be enough to locate the
missing links and prove evolutionary theory!

Yes, enough information isnow availablethat we can have cer-
tainty, from the fossil record, whether evolution ever did occur in
our world! The present chapter will provide you with abrief sum-
mary of thosefacts.

“The reason for abrupt appearances and gaps can no longer be
attributed to theimperfection of thefossil record asit was by Dar-
winwhen pal eontology wasayoung science. With over 200,000,000
catalogued specimens of about 250,000 fossil species, many evo-
lutionary pal eontol ogists such as Stanley argue that thefossil record
issufficient.”—W.R. Bird, The Origin of Species Revisited (1954),
p. 48 [italics ours].

“In part, the role of paleontology in evolutionary research has
been defined narrowly because of a false belief, tracing back to
Darwin and his early followers, that the fossil record is woefully
incomplete. Actually, the record is of sufficiently high quality to
allow usto undertake certain kinds of analysis meaningfully at the
level of the species.” —*S. Stanley, “Macroevolution,” p. 1 (1979).

“Over ten thousand fossil species of insects have been identi-
fied, over thirty thousand species of spiders, and similar numbers
for many sea-living creatures. Yet so far the evidence for step-by-
step changes leading to major evolutionary transitions looks ex-
tremely thin. The supposed transition from winglessto winged in-
sects still hasto found, as has the transition between the two main
types of winged insects, the pal eoptera (mayflies, dragonflies) and
the neoptera (ordinary flies, beetles, ants, bees).”—*Fred Hoyle,
“The Intelligent Universe: A New View of Creation and Evolu-
tion,”” 1983, p. 43.

150 YEARS OF COLLECTED EVIDENCE—In spite of such
an immenseamount of fossil evidence, * Heribert-Nilsson of Lund
University in Sweden, after 40 yearsof study in paleontology and bot-
any, said thedeficiencies—themissinglinks—will never befound.

“Itis not even possible to make a caricature [hazy sketch] of an
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evolution out of paleobiological facts. Thefossil material isnow so
completethat . . the lack of transitional series cannot be explained
asdueto the scarcity of thematerial. The deficienciesarerea; they
will never be filled.”—*N. Heribert-Nilsson, Synthetische Art-
bildung (The Synthetic Origin of Species), 1953, p. 1212.

M orethan a century ago, enough evidence had been gath-

ered from the study of fossilsthat it was already clear that the
fossil gapsbetween Genesiskindswasunfillable. Even * Charles

Darwin admitted the problem in hisbook.

“. . intermediate links? Geology assuredly does not reveal any
such finely graduated organic change, and thisis perhaps the most
obvious and serious obj ection which can be urged against the theory
[of evolution].”—*Charles Darwin, Origin of the Species, quoted
in *David Raup, “Conflicts Between Darwin and Paleontology,”
in Field Museum Bulletin, January 1979.

For over a century, hundreds of men have dedicated their
lives, in an attempt to find those missing links! If the transitional
forms, connecting one specieswith another, arereally there—they
should have been found by now!

Sunderland, quoted above, said “ Our museumsnow ar efilled
with over 100 million fossilsof 250,000 different species.” Here,
intwo brief paragraphs, isaclear description of the enormity of this
missing link problem:

“Thetimerequired for one of theseinvertebratesto evolveinto
the vertebrates, or fishes, has been estimated at about 100 million
years, and it is believed that the evolution of the fish into an am-
phibian required about 30 million years. The essence of the new
Darwinian view isthe slow gradual evolution of one plant or ani-

mal into another by the gradual accumulation of micro-mutations
through natural selection of favored variants.

“If this view of evolution is true, the fossil record should pro-
duce an enormous number of transitional forms. Natural history
museums should be overflowing with undoubted intermediateforms.
About 250,000 fossil species have been collected and classified.
These fossils have been collected at random from rocks that are
supposed to represent al of the geological periods of earth’s his-
tory. Applying evolution theory and the laws of probability, most of
these 250,000 species should represent transitional forms. Thus, if
evolutionistrue, there should be no doubt, question, or debate asto
thefact of evolution.”—Duane T. Gish, “The Origin of Mammals™
in Creation: the Cutting Edge (1982), p. 76.

The above quotation provides an excellent summary of thefos-
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sil gap problem. Thefossil record pur portedly containsarecord
of all thebillionsof yearsof lifeon earth. If it takes* 100 mil-
lion years’ for an invertebrate to evolve through transitional
formsintoafish, thefossil strata should show vast number s of
thein-between forms. But it never does! Scientistsdiscussthese
facts among themselves; they have aresponsibility to tell themto
the public.

The evidence supports the information given in the oldest ex-
tant book intheworld: the book of Genesis.

2 - DATING THE STRATA AND FOSSILS

HOW ARE ROCK SDATED?—There are vast quantities of fos-
sils, scattered in various sedimentary strata throughout the world.
Yet how aretherocksand thefossilsdated? | n thissection weare
goingtolearn that therocksaredated from theoriesabout the
dating of fossils—and thefossilsaredated from theoriesabout
the dating of the rocks!

“We can hardly pick up acopy of anewspaper or magazine nowa
days without being informed exactly how many million years ago
some remarkable event in the history of the earth occurred.”—
*Adolph Knopf, quoted in Isaac Asimov’s Book of Science and
Nature Quotations, p. 62. [Knopf was an American geologist.]

Let us examine this dating process more closely:

REAL HISTORY—Real history only goes back about 4,500
years. TheFirst Dynasty in Egypt hasleft usrecordsthat date

back to about 2200 B.C. (That isthe corrected date as determined
by scholars; Manetho's account reaches to 3500 B.C. See chapter
21, Archaeological Dating. [Dueto alack of space, we had to omit
nearly al of the chapter from thisbook, but it ison our website]).
M osesbegan writing part of theBibleabout 1480 B.C. Hewrote
of events going back to about 4000 B.C.

Yet evolutionists claim that they can datethisrock or that rock—
going back into themillionsof years! The entire geol ogic column—
from bottom to top—is supposed to havetaken 2 billion years, with
millions of years being assigned to each level of strata. On what
basis do they presume to think they can assign such ancient
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datestotheorigin of variousrocks? With the exception of some
recently erupted volcanic lava, no onewas present when any rocks
were laid down. A man picks up a piece of rock from the distant
past and, although he himself may be only half a century old, he
claimsto be able to date that rock asbeing 110 billion years old!

NOT DATED BY APPEARANCE—Rocks are not dated by
their appearance; for rocks of all types (limestones, shales, gab-
bro, etc.) may befoundin all evolutionary ““ages.” Rocksar e not
dated by their mineral, metallic, or petroleum content; for any
type of mineral may befoundin practically any “age.”

NOT DATED BY LOCATION—Rocks are not dated by the
rocks they are near. The rocks above them in one sedimentary
sequence may be the rocks below them in the next. The *““oldest
rocks” may lie above so-called “younger rocks.” Rocks are not
dated by their structure, breaks, faults, or folds. None of this
has any bearing on the dating that evol utionistsapply to rocks. Text-
books, magazines, and museum displays give the impression
that it isthelocation of the strata that decides the dating, but
thisisnot true.

“It is, indeed, a well-established fact that the (physical-strati-
graphical) rock unitsand their boundaries often transgress geologic
time planesin most irregular fashion even within the shortest dis-
tances.”—*J.A. Jeletzsky, “Paleontology, Basis of Practical Geo-
chronology,” in Bulletin of the American Association of Pe-
troleum Geologists, April 1956, p. 685.

NOT DATED BY VERTICAL LOCATION—RoOCks are not
dated by their height or depth in the strata, or which rocks are
““at the top,” which are “at the bottom,” or which are ““in the
middle.” Their vertical placement and sequence haslittlebear-
ing on the matter. This would have to be so, since the arrange-
ment of the strata shows little hint of uniformity anywhere in the
world. (Much more on thislater in this chapter.)

NOT DATED BY RADIOACTIVITY—Therock strataarenot
dated by theradioactive mineralswithin them. Thedatingwas
all worked out decades before anyone heard or thought of ra-
dioactivedating. In addition, welearned in the chapter on Dating
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Methods, that there are so many waysin which radiometric dating
can beincorrect, that we dare not rely on uranium and similar min-
eralsasreliable dating methods.

Thefact isthat rocks are not dated by any physical char-
acteristic at all. What then ARE they dated by?

DATED BY FOSSILS>—The strata are said to be dated by
FOSSILS! WEell, now we have arrived at something concrete.
The strata are all mixed up, piled on top, under where they
should go, or totally missing. But at least we can date by all the
fossilsin them.

But wait a minute! We cannot even use 99 percent of the
fossilsto date them by, since we can find the same type of fos-
silsin one stratum asin many others! And in each stratum are
millions of fossils, representing hundreds and even thousands of
different species of plant and/or animal life. The result is a be-
wildering maze of mixed-up or missing strata, each with fossil
printsfrom awide variety of ancient plants and animalsthat
we can find in still other rock strata.

Yet, amid all thisconfusion, evolutioniststell usthat fossil dat-
ing is of extreme importance. That is very true, for without it the
evolutionary scientist would have no way totry to theorize® earlier
ages’ on the earth. Fossil dating iscrucial to their entire theo-
retical house of cards.

But if rocks cannot be dated by most of the fossils they
contain,—how are the rocks dated?

ROCKSARE DATED BY INDEX FOSSIL S—(*#5/6 Index Fos-
sils*) The strata are dated by what the evolutionists call “in-
dex fossils.” In each stratum there are a few fossilswhich are
not observed quite as often in the other strata. As a pretext,
thesearethefossilswhich areused to“ date’ that stratum and
all the other fossilswithin it!

It may sound ridiculous, but that is the way it is done. What
arethese magical fossilsthat have the power to tell men find-
ing them the DATE—so0 many millionsof year sago—when they
lived? These special “index” fossilsaregenerally small marine
inver tebr ates—backboneless sea animalsthat could not climb
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INDEX FOSSILS—Are you able to pick up a seashell, and know
it died 5272 months earlier? Evolutionists can pick up a fossil
shell and tell you it died 525 million years ago!

INDEX FOSSILS

Walking out over the fields, you pick up an old bone. Can you date when the animal died? No, you
cannot. Nearby you see a large tree. Without cutting it down, can you date when, many decades ago.
it first sprouted? No. Yet evolutionists claim to approximately date to MILLIONS of years in the past—
solely on the basis of certain ocean fossils! Here are some of those fossils:
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INDEX FOSSILS

Here are eight index fossils. Can you date any-
thing by looking at them? Neither can anyone
else. Men date the index fossils by a century-
old theory of what they thought the dates should
be. It is something like pulling numbers out of
a hat. Once they date the index fossils. then they
date the strata by the index fossils. and then date
the rest of the fossils by the strata. That is the
official way it is done. But it all starts with a the-
ory, not with any real dates or dating evidence.

Each of the six fossils, below, are various fam-
ilies of trilobites. They are numbered as follows:
(1) Redlichiida; (2) Asphidea; (3) Uanidae: (4) Pro-
etidae; (5) Trinucleidae; (6) Agnostida; (7) Odon-
topleurida; (8) Lichida.

PERMIAN

CARBONIFERIOUS

DEVONIAN
SILURIAN

ORDOVICIAN

CAMBRIAN
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to higher ground when the Flood came! Their presencein asedi-
mentary stratum is supposed to provide absolutely certain proof
that that stratum is just so many millions of years “younger” or
millionsof years“older” than other stratal

But then, just as oddly, the magic disappears when the index
fossil isfound aive:

“Most of the speciesof maidenhair are extinct; indeed they served
as index fossils for their strata until one was found alive.” “The
youngest fossil coelacanth is about sixty million years old. Since
one was rediscovered off Madagascar, they are no longer claimed
as ‘index fossils —fossils which tell you that all other fossils in
that layer are the sameripe old age.”—Michael Pitman, Adam and
Evolution (1984), pp. 186, 198.

Inreality, within each stratumisto be found an utter confusion
of thousands of different types of plantsand/or animals. The evo-
lutionistsmaintain that if just one of acertain typeof creature
(an “index fossil”) isfound anywherein that stratum, it must
automatically be given a certain name,—and more: a certain
date millions of years ago when all the creaturesin that stra-
tum are supposed to have lived. Yet, just by examining that
particular index fossil, thereisno way to tell that it lived just
so many millions of years ago! It is all part of a marvelous
theory, which isactually nothing morethan agrand evolution-
ary hoax. Experienced scientists denounceit as untrue.

Any rock containing fossilsof onetypeof trilobite (Paradoxides)
iscaled a“Cambrian” rock, thus supposedly dating all the crea-
turesin that rock to atime period 600 million yearsin the past. But
rocks containing another type of trilobite (Bathyurus) arearbitrarily
classified as “Ordovician,” which is claimed to have spanned 45
million years and begun 480 million years ago.

—But how can anyone come up with such ancient dates sim-

ply by examining two different varieties of trilobite? The truth is
that it cannot be done. It is science fiction to even pretend to do

S0.

Add to thisthe problem of mixed-up index fossils—when
“index fossils’ from different levelsarefound together! Thatis
a problem which paleontologists do not publicly discuss. As we
analyze one aspect after another of evolution (stellar, geologic, bio-
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logic, genetic, etc.), wefind it all to belittle more than a carefully
contrived sciencefiction storybook.

FOSSILS ARE DATED BY A THEORY—But now comes the
catch: How can evolutionary geologistsknow what datesto ap-
ply to thoseindex fossils? Theanswer to thisquestion isathe-
ory! Here is how they do it:

Darwinists theorize which animals came fir st—and when
they appeared on the scene. And then they date the rocks ac-
cording to their theory—not according to the wide mixture of
fossil creaturesin it—but by assigning dates—based on their
theory—to certain “index” fossils.

—That isa gigantic, circular-reasoning hoax!

“Fossils provide the only historical, documentary evidence that
life has evolved from simpler to more and more complex forms.” —
*Carl O. Dunbar, Historical Geology, 2nd edition (1960), p. 47.

The conclusionsabout which fossilscamefirst are based onthe
assumptions of evolution. Rock strataare studied, afew index fos-
silsarelocated (when they can befound at all), and each stratumis
then given a name. Since the strata are above, below, and in-
between one another, with most of the strata missing in any
onelocation,—just how can thetheoristspossibly “date” each
stratum? They do it by applying evolutionary speculation to
what they imagine those dates should be.

Thistypeof activity classifiesasinteresting fiction, but it surely
should not be regarded as science. The truth is this: 1t was the
evolutionary theory that wasused to datethefossils; it wasnot
thestrata and it was not “index fossils.”

“Vertebrate pal eontol ogists have relied upon * stage of evolution’
asthecriterion for determining the chronol ogic rel ationships of fau-
nas. Before establishment of physical dates, evolutionary progres-
sion was the best method for dating fossiliferous strata.” —*J.F.
Evernden, *O.E. Savage, *GH. Curtis, and *G.T. James, “K/A
Dates and the Cenozoic Mammalian Chronology of North
America,” in American Journal of Science, February 1964, p.
166.

“Fossiliferous strata” meansfossil-bearing strata. Keepinmind
that only the sedimentary rocks havefossils; for they werethe
sedimentslaid down at thetime of the Flood, which hardened




426 Science vs. Evolution

under pressure and dried into rock. You will find no fossilsin
granite, basalt, etc.

“The dating of each stratum—and all the fossilsin it—is sup-
posedly based on index fossils, when it is actually based on evolu-
tionary speculations, and nothing more.

“The more one studies paleontology, the more certain one be-
comes that evolution is based on faith alone.”—Randy Wysong,
The Creation-Evolution Controversy (1976), p. 31.

The"index fossils’ aredated by thetheory. Amid all the confu-
sion of mixed up and missing strata, there would be no possible
way to “date” rocks—or fossils—by the catastrophic conditions
found in sedimentary strata. It isall utter confusion. So the evolu-
tionistsapply atheory to the strata.

They decided that certain water wormsin onestratum are
80,000 yearsolder than certain water wormsin another stra-
tum,—and then they date all the other fossils in those same
strata accordingly! (That isalittlefoolish, isit not? How can
you dateawater wor m asbeing so many hundred million years
ago?)

“Because of the sterility of itsconcepts, historical geology, which
includes paleontology [the study of fossils] and stratigraphy [the
study of rock strata], has become static and unreproductive. Cur-
rent methods of delimiting intervals of time, which are the funda-
mental units of historical geology, and of establishing chronology
areof dubiousvalidity. Worse than that, the criteriaof correlation—
the attempt to equateintime, or synchronize, the geological history
of oneareawith that of another—arelogically vulnerable. Thefind-
ings of historical geology are suspect because the principles upon
whichthey are based are either inadequate, in which casethey should
be reformulated, or false, in which case they should be discarded.
Most of us [geologists] refuse to discard or reformulate, and the
result isthe present deplorable state of our discipline.”—*Robin S.
Allen, “Geological Correlation and Paleoecology,”” Bulletin of
the Geological Society of America, January 1984, p. 2.

Big namesand big number shave been assigned to various
strata, thus imparting an air of scientific authority to them.
Common people, lacking expertisein the nomenclature of pa eontol -
ogy, when faced with theselists of big wordstend to give up. It al
looks too awesome to be understood, much less challenged. But
the big words and big numbers just cover over an empty theory
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which lacks substantial evidenceto support it.

CIRCULAR REASONING—(*#6/10 Circular Reasoning*)
When we examine it, we find that the strata-dating theory is
based on circular reasoning.

“Circular reasoning” is a method of false logic, by which
“this is used to prove that, and that is used to prove this.” It isalso
called “reasoning in a circle.” Over a hundred years ago, it was
described by the phrase, circulus in probando, whichis Latin for
“acircleinaproof.”

There are several types of circular reasoning found in support
of evolutionary theory. One of these isthe geological dating posi-
tion that ““fossils are dated by the type of stratum they are in while
at the same time the stratum is dated by the fossils found init.”” An
alternative evolutionary statement isthat “thefossilsand rocksare
interpreted by the theory of evolution, and the theory is proven by
theinterpretation given to thefossilsand rocks.”

Evolutionists (1) usetheir theory of rock stratato datethe
fossils, (2) and then usetheir theory of fossilsto date the rock
strata!

A number of scientists have commented on this problem of cir-
cularity.

“The charge that the construction of the geologic scaleinvolves
circularity has a certain amount of validity.”—*David M. Raup,
“Geology and Creationism,” Field Museum of Natural History
Bulletin, March 1983, p. 21.

“Theintelligent layman haslong suspected circular reasoningin
the use of rocksto date fossils and fossilsto date rocks. The geolo-
gist has never bothered to think of agood reply, feeling the expla-
nations are not worth the trouble aslong asthework bringsresults.
Thisissupposed to be hard-headed pragmatism.”—*J.E. O’Rourke,
“Pragmatism versus Materialism and Stratigraphy,” American
Journal of Science, January 1976, p. 48.

“ Arethe authorities maintaining, on the one hand, that evolution
is documented by geology and on the other hand, that geology is
documented by evolution?lsn’'t thisacircular argument?’—*Larry
Azar, “Biologists, Help!”” BioScience, November 1978, p. 714.

The professor of paleobiology at Kansas State University wrote
this:
“Contrary to what most scientists write, the fossil record does
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not support the Darwinian theory of evolution, because it is this
theory (there are several) which we use to interpret the fossil re-
cord. By doing so, we are guilty of circular reasoning if wethen say
the fossil record supports this theory.”—*Ronald R. West, “Pale-
ontology and Uniformitarianism,” in Compass, May 1968, p. 216.

*Niles Eldredge, head of the Paleontology Department at the
American Museum of Natural History, in Chicago, madethiscom-
ment:

“ And this poses something of aproblem. If we datetherocksby
their fossils, how can wethen turn around and talk about patterns of
evolutionary change through time in the fossil record?’—*Niles
Eldredge, Time Frames: The Rethinking of Darwinian Evolution,
1985, p. 52.

Thecurator of zoologica collectionsat Oxford University wrote
this:

“A circular argument arises: Interpret the fossil record in the
termsof aparticular theory of evolution, inspect theinterpretation,
and notethat it confirmsthe theory. Well, it would, wouldn't it?'—

*Tom Kemp, ““A Fresh Look at the Fossil Record,” New Scientist
108, December 5, 1985, p. 66.

A DOUBLE CIRCLE—Circular reasoning is the basis, not
only of thefossil theory,—but of thewholetheory of evolution!

First, reasoning in acircle is the basis of the “evidence” that
evolution has occurred in the past. (The fossils are dated by the
theory of strata dating; the strata are then dated by the fossils).

Second, reasoning in acircle isthe basis of the “mechanism”
by which evolution is supposed to have occurred any time. (The
survivors survive. The fittest survive because they are fittest;—
yet, according to that, all they dois survive! not evolve into some-
thing better!) (See chapter 9, Natural Selection).

Throughout this book, we shall find many other examples of
strange logic on the part of the evolutionists: (1) Matter had to
come from something; thereforeit somehow camefrom noth-
ing (chapter 2, The Big Bang and Stellar Evolution). (2) Living
creatures had to come from something, therefore they some-
how came from dirt that is not alive (chapter 7, The Primitive
Environment).

By the use of circular reasoning, evolutionary theory at-
temptsto separateitself from thelawsof nature! Limiting fac-
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torsof chemical, biological, and physical law forbid matter or liv-
ing creaturesfrom originating or evolving.

Actually, theentiretheory of evolution isbased on onevast
circularity in reasoning! Because they accept thetheory, evo-
lutionistsaccept all thefoolish ideaswhich attempt to proveit.

“But thedanger of circularity isstill present. For most biol ogists
the strongest reason for accepting the evolutionary hypothesis is
their acceptance of sometheory that entailsit. Thereisanother diffi-
culty. The temporal ordering of biological events beyond the local
section may critically involve paleontological correlation, which
necessarily presupposes the nonrepeatability of organic eventsin
geologic history. There are various justifications for this assump-
tion but for amost al contemporary paleontologists it rests upon
the acceptance of the evolutionary hypothesis.”—* David G. Kitts,
“Paleontology and Evolutionary Theory,” in Evolution, Septem-
ber 1974, p. 466.

FUNDAMENTAL PROBL EMS—Aswe study thefossil record,
we come upon avariety of very serious problemswhich undermine
the strata/fossil theory. Three of the most important are these: (1)
At thevery bottom of all thestrata (thegeologic column) isthe
Cambrian strata, which isfilled with complex, multi-celled life.
Thisistermed the ““Cambrian explosion” of sudden life formsall
at once. (2) There are no transitional species throughout the
column. Thisproblem isalso called fossil gaps or missing links.
(3) Mixed-up and out-of-order strataareregularly found. Sin-
gly or together, they destroy the evolutionary argument from the
rock strata. But there are many more problems.

3 - COVIPLEXITY AT THE BEGININING

SIMPLEST JUST AS COMPLEX—Because the water s of the
Flood first covered the creatures which were not able to rap-
idly escape to higher ground, some of the “simplest animals’
are found in the lowest of the sedimentary strata. Yet those
creatures have complicated internal structures.

One of the most common creatures found in the lowest—the
Cambrian—strata, are thetrilobites. These were small swimming
creatures bel onging to the same group asthe insects (the arthropods).
Yet careful study revealsthat they had extremely complex eyes.
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Themathematicsneeded towork out thelensstructureof these
little creaturesisso complicated, that it wasnot developed until
the middle of the last century!

Here is how an expert describes it. *Norman Macbeth, in a
speech at Harvard University in 1983, said this:

“1 have dealt with biologists over the last twenty years now. |
have found that, in away, they are hampered by having too much
education. They have been steeped from their childhood in the Dar-
winianviews, and, asaresult, it hastaken possession of their minds
to such an extent that they are almost unable to see many factsthat
arenot in harmony with Darwinism. Thesefactssimply aren't there
for them often, and other ones are sort of suppressed or distorted.
I’ll give you some exampl es.

“First, and perhaps most important, is the first appearance of
fossils. This occurs at a time called the ‘Cambrian,” 600 million
yearsago by thefossil reckoning. Thefossilsappear at that time[in
the Cambrian] in a pretty highly developed form. They don’t start
very low and evolve bit by bit over long periods of time. In the
lowest fossil-bearing strata of all [the Cambrian], they are already

TRILOBITE

Here is a picture of that most common of crea-
tures found in the lowest strata of all —the Cam-
brian. Yet its marvelously complex eyes are the
wonder of modern scientists who have studied
the optics system it uses.
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there, and are pretty complicated in more-or-less modern form.

“Oneexampleof thisisthelittleanimal called thetrilobite. There
areagreat many fossils of thetrilobite right there at the beginning
with no builduptoit [no evolution of lifeformsleading toit]. And,
if you examine them closely, you will find that they are not smple
animals. They are small, but they have an eye that has been dis-
cussed a great deal in recent years—an eye that is simply incred-
ible.

“It ismade up of dozens of little tubes which are all at dlightly
different angles so that it covers the entire field of vision, with a
different tube pointing at each spot on the horizon. But these tubes
areall more complicated than that, by far. They havealensonthem
that isoptically arranged in avery complicated way, anditisbound
into another layer that has to be just exactly right for them to see
anything . . But the more complicated it is, the less likely it is sim-
ply to have grown up out of nothing.

“ And thissituation hastroubled everybody from the beginning—
to have everything at the very opening of the drama. The curtain
goes up [life forms first appear in the Cambrian strata] and you
have the players on the stage already, entirely in modern cos-
tumes.”—*Norman Macbeth, Speech at Harvard University, Sep-
tember 24, 1983, quoted in L.D. Sunderland, Darwin’s Enigma
(1988), p. 150.

Remember, we are here discussing one of the most common
creatures at the very bottom of the fossil strata. Science News de-
clared that the trilobite had “the most sophisticated eye lenses
ever produced by nature.” (*Science News 105, February 2, 1974,
p. 72). Each eye of thetrilobite had two lenses! Hereiswhat one of
theworld’sleading trilobite researcherswrote:

“In fact, this optical doublet is adevice so typically associated
with human invention that itsdiscovery intrilobites comes as some-
thing of ashock. Therealization that trilobites devel oped and used
such devices half abillion years ago makesthe shock even greater.
And afinal discovery—that the refracting interface between the
two lenselementsin atrilobite’'seyewas designed [“designed”] in
accordance with optical constructionsworked out by Descartesand
Huygensin the mid-seventeenth century—borders on sheer science
fiction.. Thedesign of thetrilobite'seyelenscould well qualify for
a patent disclosure.”—*Riccardo Levi-Setti, Trilobites, 2nd ed.,
University of Chicago Press, 1993, pp. 54, 57.

Extremely complicated creatures at the very beginning,

with nothing leading up to them; that is the testimony of the
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strata. The rocks cry out; they have a message to tell us. Are we
listening?

THOSE MARVELOUS TRILOBITES—There are enormous
numbers of complex trilobitesin the Cambrian strata, yet below the
Cambrian thereishardly anything that resemblesafossil. Asmen-
tioned above, these little creatures had marvelously compli-
cated eyes. But they also had other very advanced features:
(1) Jointed legs and appendages, which indicate that they had a
complex system of muscles. (2) Chitinous exoskeleton (horny sub-
stance as their outer covering), which indicates that they grew by
periodic ecdysis, avery complicated process of molting. (3) Com-
pound eyes and antennae, which indicate a complex nervous sys-
tem. (4) Special respiratory organs, which indicateablood circula-
tion system. (5) Complex mouth parts, which indicate specialized
food requirements.

(Another of the many types of creatures, found in great num-
bersin the Cambrian strata, are segmented marine worms. Aswith
trilobites, we find that they also had a complex muscul ature, spe-
cialized food habits and requirements, blood circulatory system,
and advanced nervous system.)

NOT SIMPLE TO COMPLEX—The evolutionists maintain
that thefossil record goesfrom thesimpleto the complex. But
resear cher shavediscover ed that thesimplecreatureswerealso
complex. In fact, there are actually few examplesin the fossil
record of anything like“from simpleto complex” progression.
This is partly due to the fact that the fossils suddenly appear in
great numbers and variety,—too much so for much simple-to-com-
plex progression to be sorted out.

Included herearecomplex or gans, such asintestines, stom-
achs, bristles and spines. Eyes and feelers show the presence of
nervous systems. For example, consider the specialized sting cells
(nematocysts) in the bodies of jellyfish, with their coiled, thread-
like harpoons which are explosively triggered. How could this
evolve?

Let no one say that the Cambrian level only has“simple,
primitive,” or “half-formed” creatures.
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4 - SUDDEN APPEARANCE OF LIFE

CAMBRIAN EXPLOSION—(*#7/52 The Cambrian and Pre-
cambrian Problem*) The lowest stratathat hasfossilsisthe Cam-
brian. Below that is the Precambrian which has no fossils, other
than an occasional algae on its surface. Paleontologists call that
amazing situation the “Cambrian explosion.”

Beginning with the very lowest of the fossil strata—the Cam-
brian,—wefind awealth of fossi| types. But each type—each spe-
cies—of fossil in the Cambrian is different from the others.
There is no blending between them! It requires evolving—
blending acr oss species—to produce evolution; but this never
occurstoday, and it never occurred earlier. Look at thefossils:
In the ancient world there were only distinct species. Look at the
world around you: Inthe modern world there are only distinct spe-
cies.

There are vast numbers—nbillions—of fossils of thousands of
different species of complex creaturesin the Cambrian,—and be-
low it is next to nothing. The vast host of transitional species
leading up to the complex Cambrian species aretotally miss-
ing!

EVERY MAJOR LIFE GROUP HAS BEEN FOUND IN THE
CAMBRIAN—InN the Cambrian we find sponges, corals, jelly-
fish, mollusks, trilobites, crustaceansand, infact, every oneof the
major invertebrateformsof life. In 1961, * Kai Peterson wrote:

“Theinvertebrate animal phylaareall represented in Cambrian
deposits.”—*Kai Peterson, Prehistoric Life on Earth, p. 56.

That meansthere, in the Cambrian fossil strata, isto be found
at least one speciesfrom every phylaof back-bonelessanimal. Only
one phylum had been missing: the vertebrates.

At thetimewhen Peterson wrote, it was believed that no verte-
brates (animal s with backbones) appeared until the Lower Ordovi-
cian (just above the Cambrian). But in 1977 that belief was shat-
tered, when fully devel oped fish (heterostracan vertebrate fish fos-
sils) were discovered in the Upper Cambrian strata of WWyoming.
Reported in Science magazine for May 5, 1978,—this discovery



Fossils and Strata 435

placed every major animal phylum group in the Cambrian
rocks! Although never discussed in school textbooks, this news
came as a distinct shock to the professional world. For evolu-
tionists, the situation continuesto get worse.

With the“ Cambrian Explosion” suddenly appears every major
typeof living thing. Thisfact totally devastates the basis of evolu-
tionary theory. Plantsand every type of animal have been found
in the Cambrian strata. Although evolutionists prefer not to dis-
cuss it, the truth is that at least one representative of EVERY
PHYLUM has been found in the Cambrian!

“Until recently, the oldest fishfossIsknown werefromtheMiddle
Ordovician Harding Sandstone of Colorado. Thesewere of * primi-
tive' heterostracan fishes (Class Agnatha) which are jawless. The
Vertebrates were the only major animal group not found asfossils
in Cambrian rocks.

“[The 1976 discovery of heterostracan fish fossilsin Cambrian
isdiscussed in detail] . . This discovery of fishes (vertebrates) in
the Cambrian is without question the most significant fossil dis-
covery intheperiod 1958-1979. The evidenceis now compl etethat
all of the major categories of animal and plant life are found in the
Cambrian.”—Marvin L. Lubenow, “Significant Fossil Discover-
ies Since 1958, in Creation Research Society Quarterly, Decem-
ber 1980, p. 157.

Not only complex animal life, but complex plant lifeisrepre-
sented in the Cambrian! Flowering plantsare generally consid-
ered to be one of the most advanced forms of lifein the plant
kingdom. Spores from flowering plants have also been found
in Cambrian strata.

“Spores attributed to terrestrial plants have been found in Pre-
cambrian and Cambrian rocksin the Baltic. Whether some of these
arefrom bryophytesisuncertain.”—*Robert F. Scagel, et al., Plant
Diversity: an Evolutionary Approach (1969), p. 25.

During the Genesis Flood, plants would tend to have washed
into higher strata, but their pollen could easily have been carried
into theearliest alluvial layers: the Cambrian and even the Precam-
brian.

“Just as fossils of most of the other land plants have been dis-
covered in Cambrian deposits, so it iswith the flowering plants. In
1947, Ghosh and Bosereported discovering angiosperm vesselswith
alternate pitting and libriform fibres of higher dicotyledons from




436 Science vs. Evolution

the Salt Pseudomorph Beds and the Dandot overfold, Salt Range,
Punjab, India. These are Cambrian deposits. They later confirmed
that further investigation confirmed their original report, and the
same results were obtained from the Cambrian Vindbyan System,
and the Cambrian of Kashmir—these Kashmir beds also contained
several types of trilobites. The review articles of Axelrod and
L eclercq acknowledgethesefindings.”—Marvin L. Lubenow, “Sig-
nificant Fossil Discoveries Since 1958,” in Creation Research So-
ciety Quarterly, December 1980, p. 154.

5 - NO LIFE BELOW THE CAMVIBRIAN

PRECAMBRIAN—IN contrast, thereis next to nothing answer-
ing to lifeforms beneath the Cambrian!

The Cambrian rocks contain literally billions of the little
trilobites, plus many, many other complex species. Yet below
the Cambrian—called the “Precambrian.”—we find almost
nothingin theway of lifefor ms. The message of therock stratais
“SUDDENLY abundant life; below that, NO LIFE!” Where this
terrific explosion of abundance of life begins—in the Cambrian,—
wefind complexity, not simplicity of lifeforms.

Multicellular animals appear suddenly and inrich profusionin
the Cambrian, and none are ever found beneath it in the Precam-
brian (*Preston Cloud, ““Pseudofossils: A Plea for Caution,” in
Geology, November 1973, pp. 123-127).

Itistruethat, in avery few disputed instances, there may bea
few itemsin the Precambrian, which some suggest to belifeforms.
But amajority of scientistsrecognizethat, at best, thisisonly algae.
Blue-green algae, although small plants, are biochemically quite
complex; for they utilize an el aborate solar-to-chemical energy trans-
formation, or photosynthesis. Such organisms could have been
growing on the ground when the water s of the Flood first in-
undated it.

STROMATOLITES—Theonly macrofossilsthat areof wide-
spread occurrencein the Precambrian arestromatolites. These
are reef-like remnants usually thought to have been formed from
precipitated mineral matter on microbial communities, primarily
blue-green agae, growing by photosynthesis. So stromatolites are
remnants of chemical formations—and never were alive!
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The*“3.8 billion-year-old” Isua outcrop in Greenland was pre-
vioudy believed to contain the oldest evidence of life. Thenin 1981
it was discovered that the evidence was nothing more than weath-
ered crystalsof calcium magnesium carbonates:

“Further analysis of theworld’s oldest rocks has confirmed that
microscopic inclusionsare not thefossilized remainsof living cells;
instead they are crystal s of dolomite-type carbonates, rusted by water
that has seeped into the rock.”—*Nigel Henbest, ““‘Oldest Cells’
are Only Weathered Crystals,” in New Scientist, October 15, 1981,
p. 164.

Two yearslater, an updatereport in New Scientist on“theworld's
oldest (Precambrian) rocks” in Greenland said this:

“Geologists have found no conclusive evidence of lifein these
Greenland rocks.”—* Chris Peat and *Will Diver, ““First Signs of
Life on Earth,” in New Scientist, September 16, 1983, pp. 776-
781.

Scientists have remarked on how there seems to be a sudden
vast quantity of living creatures as soon as the Cambrian begins.
All this favors the concept of Creation and a Genesis Flood,
not that of slowly occurring evolution over millionsof years.

6 - NO TRANSITIONAL SPECIES

THE GAP PROBLEM—(*#8/55 No Transitions, Only Gaps*)
In this section we will deal with four specific problems, but we will
frequently intermingle them in the discussion:

(1) Therearenotransitional species preceding or leading
up to thefirst multi-celled creaturesthat appear in the Cam-
brian, thelowest stratum level.

(2) Therearenotransitional specieselsewherein thefossil
record.

(3) The species that appear in the fossils are frequently
found in many different strata.

(4) The great majority of the species found in the fossils

arealivetoday.

NO TRANSITIONS—The Cambrian explosion is the first
major problem with the fossil record. The lack of transitions
isthe second. But of all the problems, thislack of transitional
creatures—halfway between different species—is, for theevolu-
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tionist, probably the biggest single crisis in the geologic col-
umn. Indeed, it is one of the biggest of the many crisesin evolu-
tionary theory!

“Evolution requiresintermediate forms between species, and pa

leontology does not providethem.”—*D.B. Kitts, Paleontology and
Evolutionary Theory (1974), p. 467.

Throughout thefossils, wefind notransitionsfrom onekind
of creaturetoanother. Instead, only individual, distinctive plant
or animal kinds.

“It isafeature of the known fossil record that most taxa appear
abruptly. They are not, asarule, led up to by a sequence of almost
imperceptible changing forerunners such as Darwin believed should
be usual in evolution.”—*G.G. Simpson, in The Evolution of Life,
p. 149.

To make mattersworse, in thefossil record wefind thevery
same creatures that we have today, plus a few extinct types
which died out before our time! Neither now nor earlier are
theretransitional forms, halfway between true species.

“When we examine a series of fossils of any age we may pick
out one and say with confidence, ‘ This is a crustacean’—or star-
fish, or abrachiopod, or annelid, or any other type of creature asthe
case may be.”—*A.H. Clark, The New Evolution: Zoogenesis, p.
100.

In the rock strata, we find horses, tigers, fish, insects, but no
transitional forms. For example, we find large horses and small
horses, but nothing that is part horse and part something else.

After giving yearsto acareful examination of thefossil record,
comparing it with that of speciesalivetoday, afamousbiologist on
the staff of the Smithsonian I nstitute wrote these words:

“All the major groups of animals have maintained the samerela
tionship to each other fromthevery first [from thevery lowest level
of the geologic column]. Crustaceans have always been crustaceans,
echinoderms have always been echinoderms, and mollusks have
always been mollusks. There is not the dlightest evidence which

supportsany other viewpoint.”—*A.H. Clark, The New Evolution:
Zoogenesis (1930), p. 114.

“From the tangible evidence that we now have been ableto dis-
cover, we are forced to the conclusion that all the major groups of
animals at the very first held just about the same relation to each
other that they do today.”—*Op. cit., p. 211.
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FOSSIL GAPS—Thisglaring fact isarepudiation of evolution-
ary theory. Evolutionists even have aname for the problem: They
call it “fossil gaps.” No creatures that are half fish and half
bird, or half pig and half cow are to be found—only distinct
animal and plant types such aswe know today.

Arelated problem isthefact that great number s of fossils
Span acrossmany strata, supposedly covering millionsof years.
This means that, throughout the fossil record, those species
made no changes during those “millions of years.”

THE OCTOPUS—Hereisan excellent example of what we are
talking about: The squid and octopus are the most complex of
the invertebrates (animals without backbones). The eye of the
octopus is extremely complicated, and equal to the human eye!
Checking carefully through thefossil record, youwill find only squid
and octopi, nothing else. Therewasnothing evolved or evolving
about them; they were alwaysjust squid and octopi. (Youwill al'so
find an extinct species, called the nautiloids. But they seemto have
been even more complex!)

Checkinginto thismore carefully, youwill find that octopi fir st
appear quiteearlyinthefossil strata. Thereason for that would
be simple enough: When an octopusisfrightened, it may curl|
up in acave or corner someplace, or it may shoot out quickly
using jetsof water. For thisreason, some octopi would be bur-
ied early while other swould beburied in higher strata.

Checkingstill further, you will find that theoctopusisfound
in nearly every stratum, from bottom to top! Many octopi con-
tinued to jet their way to the top of the waters asthey rose.

(Later, after the Flood wasfinished, the balance of nature worked
against the nautiloid and they were devoured by their enemies. To-
day there are none. Darwin’s “survival of the fittest” [the fittest
will survive better than the others] apparently did not apply to the
nautiloids, which weredistinctly different from the octopi and squid,
but apparently more capabl e than either.)

Checking still further, you will find that octopi and squid in
all strata areidentical to octopi and squid today.

MISSING LINKS—(*#11/133 Searching for Transitions [over
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a hundred quotations!]*) [It should be mentioned herethat Appen-
dix 11, at the back of our Fossils and Strata chapter on our website
(evolution-facts.org), isthelargest quotation appendix of all. It has
25 categoriesand 133 quotations. There are enough quotations here
to form the basisfor amajor thesis.]

The links are missing. Nearly all the fossils are just our
present animals, and thelinksbetween them arejust not there.
Few scientists today are still looking for fossil links between
themajor vertebrateor invertebrate groups. They havegiven
up! Thelinksjust do not exist and have never existed.

Evolutionists know exactly what those transitional forms
should look like, but they cannot find them in the fossil record!
They are not to be found, even though thousands of men have
searched for them since the beginning of the 19th century! Every-
where they turn, the paleontologists (the fossil hunters) find the
same regular, distinct species that exist today, plus some that are
extinct. The extinct ones are obviously not transitional forms be-
tween the regular species. For example, the large dinosaursare
not transitional forms, but are just definite species which be-
came extinct in ancient times—probably by the water s of the
Flood.

(Contrary to thelurid paintings of dinosaurswhich evolution-
ists like to display as proof of their theory—extinction of a dis-
tinct speciesisnot evolution and provides no evidence of it.)

The search to find the missing links and fill the gaps between
the distinct kinds has resulted in enormous collections of fossils.
Recall to mind the earlier statements by Sunderland and * Kier, that
100 million fossils have been examined by pal eontol ogists around
theworld.

“Thereisno need to apologize any longer for the poverty of the
fossil record. In some ways it has become almost unmanageably
rich, and discovery is outpacing integration . . The fossil record
neverthel ess continuesto be composed mainly of gaps.”—*T. Neville
George, “Fossils in Evolutionary Perspective,” in Science Pro-
gress, January 1960, pp. 1, 3.

If therearenotransitional formsin thefossil record, there
has been no evolution!
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ABRUPT APPEARANCE
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Abrupt appearance is something the evolutionists would rather not talk about. Hundreds of thou-
sands of species have been found in the sedimentary strata, yet not one of those species ever evolved
from anything else! They all suddenly appear in strata, with no precursors, no ancestors, or transitional
species leading up to them. They may continue on down to the present, or they may become extinct.

MILLIONS OF YEARS AGO
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Here is a list of when the main
categories of life forms initially
appear in the fossil record.

fwerIvg TLANTS
CONIFERS, CYCAVS
FERNS

Mosses

CLUB Mo55g5, HORSE TAILS

PACTERIA, ALGAE , LICHENS,
FUNGI, SPONGES, ' JELLY FISH,
CoRALS, SINGLE CELLS

FLATWORMS
BRACHIOPODS

SINGLE- SHELLED MOLLUSCS
BIVALVE MOLLUSCS
AMMONITES, SQUID, OCTOPUS
SEGMENTED WORMS
SPIDERS, SCORPIONS
CRUSTACEANS

CENTIPEDES, MILLIPEDES
INSECTS

ECHINODERMS , SEA SQUIRTS
LAMPREYS

FISH

TRILOBITES

AMPHIBIANS

REPTILES

BIRPS

MAMMALS





