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7 - ABRUPT APPEARANCE

ABRUPT APPEARANCE OF THE HIGHER TAXA—(*#9/22
Abrupt Appearance*) The smaller, slower-moving creatures ap-
pear suddenly inthe Cambrian. Abovethe Cambrian, thelarger,
faster creatures appear just assuddenly! And when theselife
formsdo appear—they appear by themillions! Tigers, salmon,
lions, pinetrees, gophers, hawks, squirrels, horses, and on and on!

Evolution cannot explain thissudden emer gence, and com-
petent scientists acknowledgethefact:

“The abrupt appearance of higher taxa in the fossil record has
been aperennial puzzle. Not only do characteristic and distinctive
remains of phyla appear suddenly, without known ancestors, but
several classesof aphylum, ordersof aclass, and so on, commonly
appear at approximately the same time, without known intermedi-
ates.”—*James W. Valentine and *Cathryn A. Campbell, “Ge-
netic Regulation and the Fossil Record,” in American Scientist,
November-December, 1975.

“In spite of these examples, it remainstrue, asevery paleontolo-
gist knows, that most new species, genera, and families, and that
nearly all categoriesabout thelevel of families, appear intherecord
suddenly and are not led up to by known, gradual, completely con-
tinuoustransitional sequences.”—* G.G. Simpson, The Major Fea-
tures of Evolution (1953), p. 360.

“The sudden emergence of major adaptive types as seen in the
abrupt appearance in the fossil record of families and orders, con-
tinued to givetrouble. The phenomenon lay inthe genetic no-man’s
land beyond the limits of experimentation. A few pal eontol ogists
eventoday clingto theideathat these gapswill be closed by further
collecting . . but most regard the observed discontinuities as rea
and have sought an explanation.”—*D. Dwight Davis, “Compara-
tive Anatomy and the Evolution of Vertebrates,” in Genetics, Pa-
leontology, and Evolution (1949), p. 74.

8 - STASIS

UNCHANGING SPECIES—(*#13/17 Stasis*) An important
principlenoted by every paleontologist who wor kswith fossils
is known as stasis. Stasis means to retain a certain form, to
remain unchanged; in other words, not to change from one
species to another! The problem for the evolutionists is the fact
that theanimalsin thefossil record did not change. Each creature
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DEVONIAN

PHYLOGENY OF THE FLYING INSECTS—The
word, “Phylogeny” means origin of the phylum.
It is another big word intended to give the im-
pression that evolution must be scientific.

The primary categories of insects with wings
are listed below. The lines in solid dark print (on
the right side) are the actual specimens found.
Carefully notice where the lines stop and start
again. The lines which start again on the right,
after the breaks, are the theoretical origins. Thus
we find here additional evidence that all there is
are separate species. All we have here are twigs,
without evidence of connecting branches nor
attachment to a main trunk.

From past to present, all that nature provides
us with are distinct species—and nothing else.

PHYLOGENY OF THE FLYING INSECTS
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first appearsin therecord with a certain shapeand structure.
It then continues on unchanged for “millionsof years’; and it
iseither identical to creaturesexisting now or becomes extinct
and disappear s. But al thewhilethat it lived, therewasno change
init; no evolution. Therewere no evidences of what pal eontol ogists
call gradualism, that is, gradual changes from one species to an-
other. There was only stasis. The gap problem (no transitional
forms between species) and the stasis problem (species do not
change) ruin evolutionary theories.

“The history of most fossil species includes two features par-
ticularly inconsistent with gradualism:

“Stasis: Most speciesexhibit no directional change during their
tenure on earth. They appear in thefossil record |ooking much the
same aswhen they disappear; morphological changeisusualy lim-
ited and directionless.

“Sudden appearance: Inany local area, aspeciesdoesnot arise
gradually by the steady transformation of its ancestors; it appears
all at onceand ‘fully formed.” ”—* Steven Jay Gould, ““Evolution’s
Erratic Pace,” in Natural History, May 1977, p. 14.

9 - NO CHANGE FROM PAST TO PRESENT

FOSSILS SAME AS THOSE NOW ALIVE—AII of the fossils
can be categorized into one of two groups: (1) plantsand ani-
mals which became extinct and (2) plants and animals which
arethe same as those living today. Neither category provides
any evidenceof evolution; for thereare no transitional formslead-
ing up to or away from any of them. All are only distinct species.

Some creatures becameextinct at thetime of the Flood or shortly
afterward. But all creatureswhich did not become extinct are
essentially identical—both in fossil form and in their living
counter partstoday! Thisisamajor point. No species evolution
hasoccurred! Thefossilsprovide no evidence of speciesevol ution!

10 - NOT ENOUGH SPECIES

SHOULD BE MORE SPECIES—According to evolutionary
theory, a massive number of species changes had to occur in an-
cient times, but we do not find evidence of this in the rocks. In
order for one species to change into another, we should find
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large numbers of transitional species, partway between one
speciesand another. But thisisnot found. A leading pal eontol o-
gistexplains:

“There are about 250,000 different species of fossil plants and
animalsknown . . In spite of thislarge quantity of information, itis
but a tiny fraction of the diversity that [according to the theory]
actually lived in the past. There are well over a million species
living today and . . [it is] possible to predict how many species
ought to be in our fossil record. That number is at least 100 times
the number we have found.”—*David M. Raup, “Conflicts be-
tween Darwin and Paleontology,” in the Field Museum of Natu-
ral History Bulletin, January 1979, p. 22.

(1) Thefossil evidence does not have enough different species,
and (2) it revealsno successively evolving speciesin ancient times.

But, in addition, the fossil expertsadmit that far too many
“new species’ names have been applied to fossils which have
been found. Consider this:

CONFUSION IN NAM ES—Just now we shall mention atechni-
cal point that only adds to the confusion as paleontologiststry to
search for the truth about thefossils. It also givestheimpression of
far more extinct speciesinthefossil record than there actually are.

Fossil hunters have the practice of giving different names
to the same speciesif it isfound in rocks of different periods!
*Dr. Raup, head paleontologist at the Field Museum of Natural
History in Chicago, says that as much as 70 percent of all the
“new” fossil speciesfound, are misnamed.

“Dr. Eldredge [ American Museum of Natural History, New York
City] was asked, ‘ Do pal eontol ogists name the same creatures dif-
ferently when they are found in different geological periods? He
replied that this happens, but they are mistakes. When asked the
same question, Dr. Patterson [British Museum, London] replied,
‘Oh, yes, that’svery widely done.” Next hewas asked, ‘ That doesn’t
seem quite honest. You wouldn’t do that, would you? He said that
he hoped hewouldn’t . .

“Would not this practice make alot more species? Dr. Raup [ Chi-
cago Museum] said it would; perhaps 70 percent of the species de-
scribed [in thefossil rocks] are later found to be the same as exist-
ing species. So 70 percent of the new species named should not
have been [given new names but were], either through ignorance or
because of the ground rules used by the taxonomists.”—L.D.




446 Science vs. Evolution

Sunderland, Darwin’s Enigma (1988), pp. 130-131.
Obvioudly, such apractice deepensthe problem for the experts.
In this chapter our concern will be with underlying factsand prin-
ciples; yet thedoubling and tripling of namesfor the samefos-
sil speciesonly makesit harder for theexpertsto extract them-
selvesfrom their Darwinian muddle.

“Anassistant of Dr. Eldredge, who was studying trilobitefossils
at the American Museum, explained to the author how he madethe
decision on naming anew species. ‘| look at afossil for about two
weeks and then if | think it looks different enough, | give it anew
name.’ So it issimply a mailer of judgment with no firm ground
rules.”—Op. cit., p. 131.

The experts tell us there are “millions of species,” when
there are not that many. Taxonomists are the men who classify
and give namesto plantsand animals. Among them, the ““splitters™
aretheoneswho find it easier to make up new namesthanto goto
thetrouble of properly identifying aspecimen in hand.

“We all know that many apparent evolutionary bursts are noth-
ing more than brainstorms on the part of particular paleontologists.
One splitter in alibrary can do far more than millions of years of
genetic mutation.”—*V. Ager, ““The Nature of the Fossil Record,”
Proceedings of the Geological Association, Vol. 87, No. 2, 1976,
p. 132 [Chairman of the Geology Department, Swansea Univer-

sity].

(Seechapter 11, Animal and Plant Species, for moreonthis.) It
iswell-known among the experts that there are far more splitters
out there than lumpers,—simply because applying a new name
for afossil iseasier and brings morefamethan going through
all thedrudgery of researchingintowho had earlier named it.

*Edward Cope and * Othniel Marsh were two major museum
fossil collectorsin Western U.S. They fiercely hated one another,
and for decades consi stently doubl e-named specimens—which had
already been named earlier. (See chapter 11, Animal and Plant
Species, for more.)

“Sadly, inthelater bitter rivalry between Copeand Marsh, Leidy
[an earlier fossil collector] was al but forgotten. Paleontologist
Henry Fairfield Osborn, director of the American Museum of Nat-
ural History, recalled that many of the Eocene and Oligocene ani-
mals had been given three names in the scientific literature: the
origina Leidy name and the Cope and Marsh names.”—* Milner,
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Encyclopedia of Evolution (1990), pp. 272-273.

11 - LARGER ANCIENTLY THAN TODAY

LARGER FOSSILSANCIENTLY—It isan intriguing fact that,
if the fossil evidence supported any species modification, it
would be devolution—not evolution! Ancient plants and ani-
mals were frequently much larger than any now living. Not
only dowefind no crossing over the specieslineamong fossils, but
we also discover that speciesarenot evolving, but degenerating
with the passing of time.

A cardinal principle of evolutionary theory is that crea-
tures must evolve into more complexity aswell asbigger size.
But the fossil record bears out neither theory. There is clear
evidence of the complexity to be found in invertebrates, the sup-
posedly “lowest” form of life. But there is a size differential as
well:

“[Edward Drinker] Cope is known to many students only for
‘Cope’s Law,” which asserts, roughly speaking, that everything goes
on getting bigger . . Alas, itisnot generally true. The modern tiger
is smaller than the sabre-toothed tiger of the last ice age . . The
horsetails of our ditches are tiny compared with the sixty-foot [18
m] horsetails of the Carboniferous. And where are the giant snails
of the early Cambrian or the giant oysters of the Tertiary?’—*G.R.
Taylor, Great Evolution Mystery (1983), p 122.

The Bible indicates that in ancient times, people lived longer
and weremuch larger. Soit should not besurprising that extinct
creatures were frequently larger than those alive today. They
probably lived longer too. Among the fossils we find the following:

Plants: (1) Enormous plants once existed, far exceeding anything aive to-
day. (2) Fifty-foot [152 dm] high ferns with 5-6 foot [15-18 dm)] fronds. (3)
Scouring rushesgrew to awidth of 12 inches[30.48 cm] in diameter. (4) One-
hundred-foot [30.4 dm] high scale trees, with trunks 4-6 feet [12-18 dm] in
diameter are found only in fossil form. None are alive today.

Small sea life: (5) Giant trilobites up to 18 inches [45.72 cm] long, with
none alivetoday, and the creatures now living and most similar to them are quite
small. (6) Fifteen-foot [457 cm] long straight-shelled cephal opods (Enckiceras
proteiforme) and 9-foot [1274 cm] sea scor pions (Euryprids) once lived. Noth-
ing of such immense sizes is found among them today. Those fossil Euryprids
were the largest arthropods that ever lived.
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Insects: (7) Some insects were 4 to 8 inches [10.16-20.32 cm] in length.
Dragonflies had a wingspread of 29 inches [73.66 cm], and some centipedes
were 12 inches [30.48 cm] in length.

Amphibians: (8) Today’s amphibians are small salamanders or frogs. But
in the past, there were the giants of Stegocephalia, of which Onychopus gigas
alone weighed 500 pounds [226.8 kg].

Larger marine life: (9) How would you like to meet a shark with jaws 6
feet [183 cm] across? That is what sharks were like in ancient times. (10)
Basilosaurus was a marine mammal with a 4-foot [12 dm] head, 10-foot [30
dm] long body, and 40-foot [12.2 m] tail.

Birds: (11) Diatiyma looked somewhat like an ostrich, but was 7 feet [21
dm] tall and had a head as big as a horse. (12) The Phororhacos was nearly 8
feet [24 dm] tall with a skull 23 inches [58.42 cm] across. (13) Dinornis was
10-feet [30.5 dm] tall, and was the largest bird that ever lived.

Larger mammals: (14) The Mongolian Andresarchus had a skull 2%
feet [76 dm] long, and was one of the largest carnivores ever to live. (15) Imag-
ine meeting along-horned r hinocer os 14 feet [4.3 m] tall. Another rhinoceros,
Baluchiterium, was 13 feet [40 dm] high and 25 feet [76 dm] long. (16) There
were huge woolly mammoths, gigantic hairy mastodons, and 14-foot [43 dm)]
tall imperial mammoths. (17) Giant armadillos once lived, and ground sloths
as big as elephants. (18) Pigs (Entelodonts) were 6 feet [18dm] high. (19) One
bison (Bison latifrons) had a 6-foot [18 dm] horn spread.

Reptiles: (20) Crocodile-like phytosaurs were 25 feet [76 dm] long, and
dolphin-like ichthyosaurs were 30 feet [91 dm] in length. (21) There were 35-
foot [171 dm] long marine reptiles (Mosasaurs) and 11-foot [34 dm] marine
turtles (Archelon). (22) The Pteranodon had a 25-foot [76 dm] wingspread.
(23) And then there were gigantic land reptiles, including the 45-foot [137 dm]
Tyrannosaurus Rex, the65-foot [189 dm] long Brontosaurus, the 10-ton [9,072
kg] Stegosaurus, and the 80-foot [244 dm] long Diplodocus. The Brachiosaurus
was 50 feet [152 dm] tall, 100 feet [305 dm] in length, and weighed 80 [72.5
mt] tons. That would make it approximately three times as large as the largest
dinosaur now known, and placeit in the range of size of the blue whale—called

the largest creature on earth.

INn 1971, three specimens of thelargest bird werefound in Texas
by * Douglas Lawson. The Pterosaur had an estimate wingspan of
51 feet [155 dm], twice as large as any flying reptile previously
discovered. By way of contrast, the bird with the largest wingspan,
thewandering a batross, measures 11 feet [33.5 dm]; and theMcDon-
nell Douglas F-15A jet fighter has awingspan of 43 feet [131 dm].

12 - REVIEWING THE BASIC FOSSIL EVIDENCE
THE MISSING TREE—T hefossil record does not present a
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“family tree”; for thereisnotrunk and no branches; only twigs!
If you remove the connecting links of a tree—the trunk and the

branches,—what will you have left? only twigs lying all over the
ground! That is the picture we find in plant and animal species
living today. That is the same picture we find in the geologic col-
umn. No trunk, no branches—only distinct twigs, each one
different from the others.

“So far aswe can judge from the geologic record, large changes
seem usually to have arisen rather suddenly, in terms of geologic
time. Fossil formsintermediate between large subdivisions of clas-
sification, such asordersand classes, are seldom seen.”—*Paul A.
Moody, Introduction to Evolution (1962), p. 503.

WOODMORAPPE’'S WORLD RESEARCH PROJECT—Since
early childhood, we have al been exposed to these charts of rock
strataand fossils, with theimpressive datesalongside. Itiscaled a
“Geologic Column” chart.

A corrédativescientificanalysis, remarkablefor itsin-depth
thoroughness and worldwide cover age, was published in the
December 1983 issue of Creation Research Society Quarterly.
Authored by John Woodmor appe, the 53-page article contains
807 references, 17 very detailed chartsand graphs, 35 world maps,
and 2 regiona maps.

Inthislengthy article, Woodmorappe validates several interest-
ing points, among which arethefollowing:

(1) Fossilsdo not tend to overlay oneanother in successive
strata; instead they tend to be mixed together in successive
strata. Onethird of them span three or more strata levels.

(2) Thereisnot an orderly progression of strata, from bot-
tom totop. Successively “ higher” index fossilsarenot found in
“higher” strata asthey are supposed to be. Index fossils do not
tend to overlay one another in successive strata; instead they are
generally found hereand thereon what approximatesa chance
arrangement! Suchfossilsare often clumped at agreat horizontal
distance from theindex fossilsthey are supposed to overlay. More
than 9500 global occurrences of major index fossils were marked
on 34 world mapsin order to analyze overlay occurrences. Great
care was taken to be sure that the data on these maps would be as
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accurate as possible. After preparing maps for each type of index
fossil, Woodmorappe overlaid them on alight tablein order to com-
pare and tabul ate instancesin which index fossilswere above each
other in harmony with classical evolutionary rock stratatheory.

Table 3 was then prepared to compare the 34 world maps of
index fossils. Using it, you can make xeroxes of these maps and
make your own overlay analyseson alight table. Or you can make
copiesonto overhead projector transparencies—and show themto
students and other audiences.

“Table 3 has been drafted to show the results of superposing
Maps 1-34 against each other. There are 479 cross-comparisons,
every fossil versusevery other that belongsto another geologic pe-
riod. It can be seen that only small percentagesof all localities of
any given fossil overlie, or are overlain by, any other single
fossil of another geologic period. Thusfossils of different geo-
logic periods invariably tend to shun each other geographi-
cally, and thisin itself may be taken as prima facie evidence
that all fossilsare ecological and/or biogeographic equivalents
of each other—negating all concepts of evolution, geologic pe-
riods, and geologic time. To the Diluviologist, this tendency of
any two different-‘age’ fossils to be geographically incompatible
allows an understanding of fossilsin light of the Universal Deluge
[the Genesis Flood].”—John Woodmorappe, “A Diluviological
Treatise on the Stratigraphic Separation of Fossils,” in Creation
Research Society Quarterly, December 1983, p. 150 [bold type
ours].

Table 4 was prepared to show possible multiplefossil overlays
rather than just two aswith Table 3. Theresults of this presentation
aredisastrousfor evolutionary theory.

“There does not appear to be any trend for individual fossilsto
be exceptionally commonly juxtaposed or non-juxtaposed with oth-
ers.”—Op. Cit., p. 151.

Aswe have earlier explained, it isthe“index fossils’ which
arerelied on asthe proof of the evolutionary theory of fossil
strata placement and dating. Here is Woodmorappe's conclu-
sioninregard to these so-called “index fossils’:

“A total of over 9500 global occurrences of major index fossils
have been plotted on 34 world mapsfor the purpose of determining
superpositional tendencies. 479 juxtapositional determinationshave

shown that only small percentages of index fossils are juxta-
posed one with another. Very rarely are more than one-third
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(and never more than half) of all 34 index fossils simultane-
ously present in any 200 mile (320 kilometer) diameter region
on earth.”—Op. cit., p. 133 [bold type ours].

(3) Beginning on page 151 of hisarticle he considers possible
causes and Flood mechanisms, as possible solutions to why these
fossilsareto be found in such aconfused pattern.

(4) Woodmorappe concludes with an extensive discussion, on
pages 167-171, of why so few mammal, bird, and human fossils
have been found.

You may wish to obtain acopy of hisarticleto read through and
make transparency charts to share with others. The Creation Re-
search Society Quarterly isone of the best publicationsinitsfield.

ASKING THE EXPERTS—Let us briefly pause in our exami-
nation of the strata/fossil evidence and what it reveals. We will

now journey to three of the largest paleontological museum hold-

ings in the world:
We will first go to the British Museum of Natural History.

*Dr. Colin Patter son, in charge of its large paleontology (fossil)
collection.

After publishing his 1978 book, Evolution, *Dr. Colin
Patter son of the British Museum of Natural History wasasked
why he did not include a single photograph of a transitional
fossil. In reply, Dr. Patterson said this:

“1 fully agree with your comments on the lack of direct illustra-
tion of evolutionary transitionsin my book. If | knew of any, fossil
or living, | would certainly haveincluded them. You suggest that an
artist should be used to visualise [portray] such transformations,
but wherewould he get theinformation from?| could not, honestly,
provideit.

“[Steven] Gould [of Harvard] and the American Museum people
are hard to contradict when they say there are no transitional fos-
sils. Asapal eontologist myself, | am much occupied with the philo-
sophical problemsof identifying ancestral formsinthefossil record.
You say that | should at |east * show aphoto of thefossil fromwhich
each type of organism was derived.” | will lay it on the line—there
isnot one such fossil for which one could make awatertight argu-
ment. The reason isthat statements about ancestry and descent are
not applicable in the fossil record. It is easy enough to make up
stories of how one form gave rise to another, and to find reasons
why the stages should be favoured by natural selection. But such
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storiesare not part of science, for thereisno way of putting themto
the test.”—*Dr. Colin Patterson, letter dated April 10, 1979 to
Luther Sunderland, quoted in L.D. Sunderland, Darwin’s Enigma,
p. 89.

Let us now leave *Dr. Colin Patterson in London, and go to
the Field Museum of Natural History in Chicago. Itisone of the
largest and oldest natural history museumsin America—and prob-
ably in the world, and houses 20 percent of all fossil species
known. Having had opportunity to carefully study these materials
for years, * Dr. David Raup wastheleading paleontologist at this
Field Museum; heisin aposition to speak with authority. He be-
ginsakey articlesummarizingwhat thefossil evidencereveals
by saying:

“Most people assume that fossils provide avery important part
of the general argument madein favor of Darwinian interpretations
of thehistory of life. Unfortunately, thisisnot strictly true.”—* David

Raup, “Conflicts between Darwin and Paleontology,” in the Field
Museum of Natural History Bulletin, January 1979.

*Dr. Raup then quotes a well-known statement by * Charles
Darwin that he (* Darwin) was“ embarrassed” by thelack of fossil
evidence for origins (the Cambrian problem) and transitions (the
gap problem) inhisday. Then * Raup declaresthat the situation
today is even worse—for we now have so much more fossil
evidencewhich tellsusthe samemessageit told * Darwin! Not-
ing that * Darwin wrote that he hoped that future discoverieswould
unearth fossils which would fill the gaps and provide the missing
links, * Raup then says:

“We are now about 120 years after Darwin, and knowledge of
thefossil record has been greatly expanded. We now have aquarter
of amillion fossil species but the situation hasn’'t changed much.
Therecord of evolutionisstill surprisingly jerky and, ironically, we
have even fewer examples of evolutionary transition thanwehadin
Darwin's time! By this | mean that some of the classic cases of
Darwinian changein the fossil record, such asthe evolution of the

horsein North America, have had to be discarded or modified asa
result of more detailed information.”—* Dr. David Raup, in op. cit.

We will now leave Chicago and journey to one of the largest
museums in the nation, the American Museum of Natural His-
tory in New York City, where*Dr. Niles Eldredgeisin charge of
itsmassivefossil collection.
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While attending a science writers' convention in Gatlinburg,
Tennessee in November 1978, *Dr. Eldridgewas asked by are-
porter for evidence from the fossil record of transitional
changes from one species to another. A report of hisreply was
printed shortly afterward in the Los Angeles Times:

“No onehasfound any suchin-between creatures. Thiswaslong
chalked up to ‘gaps’ in the fossil records, gaps that proponents of
gradualism [gradual evolutionary change from species to species)
confidently expected tofill in someday whenrock strataof the proper
antiquity wereeventualy located. But all thefossil evidenceto date
hasfailed to turn up any such missing links.

“Thereisagrowing conviction among many scientiststhat these
transitional formsnever existed.”—*Niles Eldredge, quoted in “Al-
ternate Theory of Evolution Considered,” in Los Angeles Times,
November 19, 1978.

Drs. *Patterson, *Raup, and *Eldredge spent alifetimein
fossil analysis before giving the above statements. Together,
they have been in charge of at least 50 percent of the major
fossil collections of the world. They have the evidence, they
know the evidence, they work with it day after day.

Figuratively, they sit on top of thelar gest pileof fossil bones
in the world! They know what they are talking about. Their
conclusion: “Thereareno transitional forms.”

But WITHOUT transitional forms there can be NO evolution—
for THAT IS what evolution is all about! Evolution is not copper
changing into sulphur, it isnot air changing into sunlight, nor isit
wolves changing into German shepherds. It would be a true spe-
cieschange.

Evolution is one basic type of plant or animal changing into
another basic type of plant or animal (appletreesinto oak trees
or goats into cows). There should be fossil evidence of those
changes. The evidence would be “transitional forms” filling the

“gaps” between the basic types. But such transitions are no-
whereto befound.

THE FISH THAT BECAME OUR ANCESTOR—(*#10 From
Fish to Amphibian*) According to one of the legends of evolu-
tionary theory, a critical point in our ancestry came one day,




454 Science vs. Evolution

when a fish decided to crawl out of the water and start walk-
ing. He found it all so exciting that he turned into aland animal.
Therest isevolutionary history: Amphibians, reptiles, birds, mam-
mals, and man resulted. So you have alot to thank that fish for.
Inthe 1980s, L uther Sunderland interviewed the head pa-
leontologists of five of thelargest natural history museumsin
the United States, overseeing at least 60 percent of the fossil
collectionsin the world. One of the questions he asked them
was about that fish that came out on land and began walking
around. Another question wasabout whether they knew of any
transitional species. Theanswer to both questions, by thefivemen,
was either studied silence or an embarrassed sidestepping of the
matter. For the story of hisinterviews, go to (*#10 From Fish to
Amphibian*), which means go to our website, evol ution-facts.org;
then to Appendix 10 at the back of thischapter (Fossils and Strata).

For more on this wonderful fairy tale, read chapter 22, Evo-
lutionary Science Fiction.

DARWIN’S GREAT CONCERN—Over a hundred years ago,
*CharlesDarwin recognized theimportance of the problem of
fossil gaps (lack of transitional halfway species) in the strata.
The gaps were already well-known in histime. Realizing that
those gapsimmensely weakened hisgeneral theory, hewrotethis:

“This, perhaps, isthe most obvious and serious objection which
can be urged against the theory. The explanation lies, as| believe,
in the extreme imperfection of the geological record.”—*Charles
Darwin, Origin of the Species, 6th edition (1956), pp. 292-293.

But * Darwin expressed hopethat the gapswould later, af-
ter hisdeath, befilled.

Since his time (*Darwin died in 1882), a mgor campaign has
been underway for over acentury to close up those “imperfections.”
But thehundredsupon thousandsof fossilswhich havebeen found
and examined only reveal, with deeper clarity and distinctness,
mer ely the specieswe now havetoday, plus some extinct ones.

WORSE THAN BEFORE—*Charles Darwin speculated that,
inour modernworld, natural selectionischanging speciesinto brand
new ones. But we find that * Darwin was wrong (see chapters 9,
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10, and 11, Natural Selection, Mutations, and Plant and Animal
Species).

*Darwin aso said that thefossi| record ought to show that natural
selection had been doing thisin the past, and that later discoveries
of additional fossilswould show hisideato betrue. But thefossils
show that * Darwin waswrong. * Raup saysthat thefossil situation
is now even worse than it was in the days of * Darwin. Other ex-
perts agree with him.

Thedesperatestraitsof theevolutionistsar e caused by their
frenzied search to proveevolution true! It hasonly brought to
view avast wealth of fossil dataableto bury thetheory. And it
would bury it too, IF weall knew thetruth of thesituation. But
the textbooks and popular magazines continue churning out
the statement, “Evolution has now been proven to be a fact,”
and then vindicating those statements by referring to the peppered
moth and recapitulation as proofs of evolution! (See chapter 9,
Natural Selection, for the peppered moth, and chapter 16, for Re-
capitulation. Also see chapter 17, Evolutionary Showcase. That
chapter isastounding.)

Whether it bethefossil past or the natural world around
ustoday, the only variations are within the true species, never
acrossthem. We can breed new varieties of roses, pigeons, or dogs,
but they remain roses, pigeons, and dogs. Genetic studies clearly
show that mutation and natural selection—working alone or to-
gether—cannot produce evol utionary change. Fossil evidence con-
firmsthis.

WHAT IT TAKES TO SURVIVE—Speak of “survival of the

fittest”! The long survival of evolutionary theory disproves the
phrase! Here we have survival of the weakest, most foolish,

and most easily disproved of “ scientific” concepts.

Evolution as a theory survives because (1) the public does
not know what is going on, (2) most scientists are working in

very narrow fields and do not see the overall picture that you
arelearning in thisbook, and (3) many conscientiousresearchers
darenot speak up lest they berelieved of their positionsand sala-
ries.
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Yes, the scientistsare working in narrow fields—

» The biologists and geneticists bemoan the lack of evolu-
tionary evidence in their fields (living species and genetic re-

search), but then comfort themselves that, perhaps. the fossil
evidence has established it.

» The paleontologists and stratigraphers bemoan the void
of evolutionary evidencein thefossil strata (specieswhich ear-

lier lived on the earth) but conclude that, surely, the startling

advances in species discoveries and genetics research upholds
it.

The scholarsand researchers attend their own narrowed scien-
tific meetings and rarely have time to check with those in other
fields of study. The expertsin each scientific specialty imagine
that other expertselsawherehavesolidly proven evolution, even
though in their field of study it is ready to fall through the
floor.

So much isknown about so littlein the sciencestoday that
few experts can seethe BIG picture. And the general publicis
given the WRONG picture. Evolutionisasdead asthe Dodo bird
of the Mascarene Islands that died nearly two hundred years ago,
and most people in the modern world are not aware of it.

SOME OF THE PROBLEM S—Here are a few of the key prob-
lems with the fossils in the strata. These problems are serious
enough that any one of them is enough to overthrow the evo-
[utionary theory inregard to paleontology and stratigraphy:

(1) Lifesuddenly appearsinthebottom fossil-stratalevel, the
Cambrian, with no precursors.

(2) Whentheselowest lifeforms appear (they are small slow-
moving, shallow-seacreatures), they are extremely abundant, num-
bered in the billions of specimens, and quite complex.

(3) Notransitional speciesareto befound at the bottom of the
strata, the Cambrian.

(4) Just below the Cambrian, inthe Precambrian, there are no
fossi| specimens.

(5) No transitional species are to be found below the lowest



Fossils and Strata

“There is GREAT confusion
among the rocks, because so
many strata are out of place, but
we know the dates of the fossils
because it is the rock strata that
dates the fossils within them.”

“There is GREAT confusion among the
index fossils because they are frequently
of place—and every so often turn up alive!
So our official list of index fossils keeps
shrinking in humber. Yes, we date both
strata and fossils by the index fossils.”

“There is GREAT confusion
among the fossils because they
are scattered in piles, but we
know the dates of the strata the
fossils are in, because the fossils
date each stratum they are in.”

“HOW THEN did we arrive at
our index fossil dates, you ask?
We just arbitararily assign them
dates to agree with our century-
old fossil dating theory.”

457
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stratum, in the Precambrian.

(6) No transitional species are to be found above the bottom
stratum, from the Ordovician on up.

(7) Higher taxa (forms of life) appear just as suddenly in the
stratafarther up. These higher types (such asbeavers, giraffes, etc.)
suddenly appear with no hint of transitional lifeformsleading upto
them.

(8) When they appear, vast numbers of these lifeformsareto
befound.

13 - THE FOSSILS

IMMENSE NUMBER OF FOSSIL S—One of the most startling
facts about the sedimentary strata around the world is the vast
guantitiesof fossilsthey contain. Without a worldwide Flood, it
would beimpossiblefor such hugeamounts of plantsand ani-
mals to have been rapidly buried. And without rapid burial
they could not havefossilized.

Yes, there are immense numbers of rapidly buried fossils; read
this:

About one-seventh of the earth’s surface is tundra—frozen
mud,—containing the fossil remains of millions of mammoths
and other large and smaller animals. Then there arethelog jams of
dinosaur bonesfound in many placesin theworld. Over 300 dif-
ferent kinds of dinosaur s have been excavated from one placein
Utah. Vast fossil beds of plantsexist in various places. We today
call them coal beds. In Geisdltal, Germany, were found the re-
mains of 6,000 vertebrates. Great masses of amphibians have
been found in the Permian beds of Texas. Elsewherein Texashuge
masses of fossil clams have been unearthed—yet never areliving
clams so tightly packed together aswefind here. Examining them,
we find clamshells that are closed! When a clam dies, its shell
opens—unlessbeforedeath it isquickly buried under thepres-
sure of many feet of soil and pebbles. In one areaaonein South
Africa, thereare about 800 billion fossilsof amphibiansand rep-
tilesin an area 200,000 miles square [517,980 km?.

Old Red Sandstone in England has billions upon billions of
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fish, spread over 10,000 square miles[25,899 km?], with as many
asathousand fish fossilsin one square yard. Trilobites are among
thesmallest of thefossils. They arefound at the bottom of the strata,
in the Cambrian. And the Cambrian—uwith its trilobites—is also
found 7,000 feet high in the mountains. Yet trilobites were small
shallow-sea creatures! What Flood of waters carried them up there?

Thesevast beds of sedimentary fossil-bearing strata cover
about three-fourths of the earth’s surface, and are as much as
40,000 feet thick.

COLLECTED HEAPS—There are heaps and heaps of fossil
specimensin the collections of paleontologists and museums.

Men have searched for fossils since the beginning of the 19th
century, and the facts are now available: There is no evidence of
evolutioninthefossil record.

Forty-three hundred years ago, a great catastrophe, the
Flood, over spread theworld.

In our own day, a great catastrophe has inundated ev-
olutionary theory. No less an authority than a Smithsonian pale-
ontol ogist describesthe basis of the problem:

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

*David Raup, head paleontol ogist of the Field Museum of Nat-
ural History in Chicago, describesthe heart of the problem:

“So the geological timescale and the basic facts of biological
change over timearetotally independent of evolutionary theory. In
theyearsafter Darwin, hisadvocates hoped to find predictable pro-
gressions. Ingeneral, these have not been found—yet the optimism
has died hard, and some pure fantasy has crept into textbooks.” —
*David M. Raup, “Evolution and the Fossil Record,” in Science,
July 17,1981, p. 289.

NOT MADE NOW—Several years ago, two scientists tried
to make some fossils. According to the school textbooks, it
should not be hard to do. *Rainer Zangerl and * Eugene S.
Richardson, Jr., placed dead fish in wire cages and dropped them
into several Louisianalagoonsand bayous. When the men returned
six and a half days later, they found that bacteria and scavengers
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had consumed all the soft parts of the fish and had scattered the
bonesin the cages.

Sedimentary strata are filled with fish fossils; yet when a
fish diestoday, it never fossilizes. It bloats, floats, and then is
eaten by scavengersand other small creatures.

“When afish diesits body floats on the surface or sinks to the
bottom and isdevoured rather quickly, actually in amatter of hours,
by other fish. However, thefossil fish foundin sedimentary rocksis
very often preserved with al its bonesintact. Entire shoals of fish
over large areas, numbering billions of specimens, are found in a
state of agony, but with no mark of a scavenger’s attack.”—
*Immanuel Velikovsky, Earth in Upheaval (1955), p. 222.

Thestrata havelotsof animalsin them. But, when an ani-
mal diestoday, it never fossilizes; it rotsif the buzzardsdo not
find it first. Dead animals do not normally producefossils.

“Thebuffalo carcasses strewn over the plainsin uncounted mil-
lionstwo generations ago haveleft hardly apresent trace. Theflesh
was devoured by wolvesor vultureswithin hours or days after death,
and even the skeletons have now largely disappeared, the bones
dissolving and crumbling into dust under the attack of weather.” —
*Carl O. Dunbar, Historical Geology (1949), p. 39.

Thereisan abundance of fossilized plant lifein thestrata;
yet, when a weed, bush, or tree dies, it turns back to soil. It
does not harden into a fossil.

It requires some very special conditions to produce fossils.
Those conditions occurred one time in history. The evidence is
clear that it was a worldwide phenomenon, and that it happened
very, very guickly.

RAPID BURIAL—A striking fact about the fossilsis that they
wereobvioudly all laid down at thesametime—and very, very
rapidly!

Where arethe bison today? Aswejust read, most were slain by
buffal o huntersin the Plains States of Americaover ahundred years
ago. But where aretheir fossils? None are to be found. Millions of
bison died, but thereare no fossil remains. They rotted, were eaten
by scavengers, decayed, and slowly returned back to the earth.

Thefact isthat fossils never form at the present time; yet,
in the sedimentary strata, we find literally billions of them!
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Examination of the strata bearing them reveals it was obvi-
ously laid down by a massive Flood of water.

The sheer immensity of these fossil graveyards is fantas-
tic. Andtothink that it never happenstoday! Speaking about sedi-
mentary depositsthat hefound inthe Geiseltal, in central Germany,
*Newell says:

“More than six thousand remains of vertebrate animals and a
great number of insects, molluscs, and plants were found in these
deposits. The compressed remains of soft tissues of many of these
animals showed details of cellular structure [with] well-preserved
bits of hair, feathersand scales. . The stomach contents of beetles,
amphibia, fishes, birdsand mammals provided direct evidence about

eating habits.”—*N.O. Newell ““Adequacy of the Fossil Record,”
in Journal of Paleontology, May 1959, p. 496.

It would beimpossiblefor vast numbers of plantsand animals
to be suddenly buried under normal circumstances. Yet we find
that the fossils were buried so quickly that the food could be
seen in many of their stomachs. Even the delicate soft parts of
their bodies are visible, so rapid had been the burial. Quick, high
compression addsto the evidence for extremely rapid burial.
All of thelife formswere suddenly flattened out. Sharks have
been found flattened to % inch [1.27 cm] in thickness with the
tail still upright, suggesting sudden catastrophicburial. It took
rapid action to do that.

“Raobert Broom, the South African pal eontologi <, estimated that
there are eight hundred thousand million skeletons of vertebrate
animalsin the Karro formation.”—*Op. cit., p. 492.

Describing herring fossilsin the Miocene shalesof California,
aU.S. Geological Survey expert tellsus:

“Morethan abillion fish, averaging 6 to 8 inches [15.24-20.32
cm] inlength, died on 4 square miles[10.36 km?] of bay bottom.” —
*Harry S. Ladd, “Ecology, Paleontology, and Stratigraphy,” in
Science, January 9, 1959, p. 72.

What happened? Someterriblecatastropheoccurred that
suddenly overwhelmed the earth! Fossil seashells have been
found in thehighest mountainsof theplanet, including the high-
est range of them all, the Himalayas, which reachesin an arc
acrosscentral Asia.

FISH SWALLOWING FISH—Princeton University scientists




462 Science vs. Evolution

wereworking in Fossil Lake, Wyoming, when they found afossil
fish that was swallowing another fish. Because both fish had
been pressed flat by thesudden burial, the paleontologists could
see one fish inside the other with only the tail sticking out of
thelarger one'sthroat. It was a perch swallowing a herring.

Obvioudly, thisrequired avery sudden event to captureand
kill afish swallowing afish! Nothing like this happenstoday.

IntheHall of Paleontology, at Kansas State University, can be
seen a 14-foot fish that has swallowed a 6-foot fish. The fish
that wasswallowed wasnot digested,—and then both had been
suddenly entombed.

FOSSIL FOOTPRINTS—Leonard Brand and James Florence
did some excellent research! They gathered together the great
majority of fossil footprint records from approximately 800
published papers, aswell asfrom datain five major paleonto-
logical museums. Thisinformation wasthen correlated with burial
recordson thefossilsthemselves.

Comparing it al, they came up with some surprising conclu-
sions.

(1) Birds and mammals were buried on about the same
levelsasthefootprintsof their specieswerefound. Thiswasin
the Quaternary and Tertiary at thevery end of the Flood.

(2) But, below these top strata, the footprints of amphib-
ians, non-dinosaur reptiles, and dinosaur swere made well be-
low the levels where the bulk of their bodies were buried!

That second discovery is rather astounding. | f long ages had
occurred during each strata, then the footprints and bodies
should be found together. But if a worldwide single Flood was
responsible for all the strata, then we would expect to find large
numbers of amphibians, reptiles, and dinosaurs walking around
earlier in the Flood, yet buried later in it!

You will find further dataand charts on the Brand and Florence
articlereferenced below:

“During the early to middle part of the Flood large numbers of
amphibians and reptiles were moving about, and thus producing
footprints. Later asthe Flood progressed (upper Jurassic and Cre-
taceous) therewere very few live amphibians or reptilesto produce
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footprints, except for the large dinosaurs. During the Cretaceous
when the only footprints preserved were the large dinosaur tracks,
there were many amphibian and reptile bodiesthat were being bur-
ied to produce the abundant Cretaceous body fossils. During the
Cenozoic amost no amphibian or reptile footprintswere preserved.

“. . During the Flood the birds and mammals were in the up-
lands, away from the depositional basins, because of ecological dif-
ferences and/or more adaptable behavioral responsesto the unusual
biological crisiscaused by the Flood.”—Leonard Brand and James
Florence, “Stratigraphic Distribution of Vertebrate Fossil Foot-
prints Compared with Body Fossils’ in Origins, Vol 9, No. 2 (1982),
p. 71.

PLANTSAND ANIMALSNOT TOGETHER—According to the
theory, over aperiod of millions of years, plantsand animalsdied,
dropped to the ground and changed into fossil s (even though such
fossilization never occurstoday). Gradualy, they were covered with
dirt as, over the centuries, falling leavesturned into dirt.

But in redlity, it isonly rarely that we find plants and ani-
mals together in the fossil beds! That is why “Minium’s Dead
Cow Quarry” in Kansasis so very much appreciated by paleontolo-
gists: It isan exception to the rule and does have plants and plant
seeds in the same rock with animals (*R. Milner, Encyclopedia of
Evolution 1990, p. 307).

Why would plants and animals normally not be found to-
gether in thefossil strata? Thereason issimple enough. They
wereall washed into place by theworldwide Flood. The water
tended to sort them out, resulting in rafts of vegetation being
floated into place, which became our present coal beds, while
other pocketsin the strata became filled with “fossil grave-
yards’ asanimalswerewashed into other locations.

INWHAT FORM ARE THE FOSSIL S?>—Thereare millionsupon
millions of fossils. You may wonder what those fossils are like.
Here are the seven primary types of fossils:

(1) Hard parts (the bones and shells) of some plants and ani-
mals were preserved.

(2) Carbon aone was preserved. Thisiswhere our coal beds
came from.

(3) Theoriginal formispreserved only in casts and molds. The
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original material dissolved away and a cast of its shape was pre-
served. Thiswould also require sudden burial.

(4) Sometimes petrification of wood occurred. An excellent
example of thiswould bethe Petrified Forest in Arizona, wherewe
find entiretreetrunksthat have turned to stone. After sudden burial,
each cell in thewood was gradually replaced by mineralsfrom an
underground flow of water.

(5) There are prints of animal tracks. Thousands of animal
tracks have been found preserved in stone, and the printsareal-
ways shown running away from something. In Glen Rose, Texas,
and several other places, prints of giant humans have been found.
In the same bed with the human footprints have been found
dinosaur tracks! Thisshowsthat thedinosaur slived when man
did, and not millionsof yearsearlier, asthe evolutionistsclaim.
(Much more information on thiswill be found in chapter 13, An-
cient Man.)

(6) Ripple marks and rain drop splashes. Ancient hail im-
prints (which are quite different from raindrops) have never
been found. The weather must have been consistently warm
when the Flood began (*W.H. Twenhofel, Principles of Sedi-
mentation, 1950, p. 621).

(7) Worm trails, droppings, feathers, chemicals, and evenfish
odor were preserved by sudden burial!

CAMBRIAN FOSSILS IN FINE DETAIL—Before concluding
thissection onwhat isincludedin“fossils,” we should mention that
the soft parts of the plants and animals are at times clearly
traced in therocks. One excellent example of thisisthe Burgess
Passfossils.

In 1910, apack train loaded with supplies was struggling over
amountain path highin the Rocky Mountains of British Columbia,
near the Burgess Pass, when a horse kicked a dark rock and
stumbled. One of the men examined the rock and found that it had
fine, exquisitely detailed fossil markings. Later, the Smithsonian
Institute sent out pal eontol ogists and workmen who quarried out
tons of rock from the side of that and nearby mountains, and sent
35,000 fossiIsto be analyzed and housed in our national museumin
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Washington, D.C.

These specimenswere primarily bottom-dwellersfrom ancient
seas, such asworms, trilobites, brachiopods, |lampshells, and more.
Here, in these very high mountains, the soft partsof thesecrea-
tures from Cambrian deposits (the lowest of all strata) were
clearly visible. Even delicate internal organs were traced on the
stone. The transitional species leading up to those common
Cambrian specimensought to have been found, but they were
not. Yet Burgess Pass, and nearby digging sites (such as Mount
Stephen), ultimately yielded almost copious amounts of fossils of
nearly every major typeof lifeform.

“Thesewent further [than merely including fossil bones|—with
the outline of the body, even the soft internal organs were often
traceablelike miniature X-ray films. Among the many fossilsfound
are awide range of major kinds. | aready referred to three main
kinds—brachiopods, worms and arthropods (thetril obites). Almost
every major kind of animal has been found there, except thosewith
backbones.”—Harold O. Coffin, “Famous Fossils from a
Mountaintop,” in Origins, January 1, 1974, p. 46.

BURIED FORESTS—Another dramatic evidence of a cata-
strophic Flood of massive propor tions—asthe cause of the sedi-
mentary strata—isthe buried forests.

Coal beds, of course, are one such example of buried forests.
They will be discussed in more detail later in this chapter.

One of the best placesto see buried forestsis Specimen Ridge
inYellowstone Park, in Montana. You will therefind a succession
of petrified treelayer s. Theuniformitarian evolutionists claim that
the trees grew there, died, and were gradually covered by soil de-
positsover oncoming ages asthe dead trees stood there. Gradually,
after tensof thousands of years, additional trees died and were cov-
ered over by more millenniaof soil deposits!

But careful analysis of the entire ridge reveals a unity of
age, burial conditions, and surrounding deposits. A succession
of strong currents, interspersed with flows and volcanic showers
from another direction, washed the sedimentary stratainto place.

(Bothlater inthischapter, in chapter 14, and somewhat in chap-
ter 6, we give more attention to the implications of these fossil
upright trees, also called polystrate trees.)
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Polystrate trees, each one extending through many strata lay-
ers of solid rock, could not possibly occur if the strata were slowly

POLYSTRATE TREES—Here are two views of upright, fossilized
trees in sedimentary strata. One is a drawing; the other a photo-
laid down over millions of years, as the evolutionists claim.

graph.
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Stop and think of it aminute: Would a vertical tree die and
stand therefor half amillion year swhilerock strata gradually
covered it? Yet wefind polystratetreesin the strata and even
in coal beds.

NON-EXTINCT FOSSIL S—The great majority of animals and
plantsthat lived long ago were just like those alive today, with the
exception of some extinct species. Here is a sampling of what
you will find in thecomplete strata of the* geologic column” —
but remember that this“complete” strataisto befound inits
entirety nowherein theworld. Beginning at the bottom, and pro-
ceeding to thetop, thisiswhat we find:

Precambrian . .. . .. algae, bacteria, fungi
Cambrian........ sponges, snails, jellyfish
Ordovician . ... .... clams, starfish, worms
Silurian . .......... scorpions, corals
Devonian......... sharks, lungfish
Carboniferous . . . .. ferns, cockroaches
Permian.......... beetles, dragonflies
Triassic .......... pines, palms

Jurassic . ......... crocodiles, turtles
Cretaceous . ... .... ducks, pelicans
Paleocene . ........ rats, hedgehogs
Eocene........... lemurs, rhinoceroses
Oligocene . .. ...... beavers, squirrels, ants
Miocene . . ........ camels, birds

Pliocene ... ....... horses, elephants
Pleistocene . ... .. .. man

(Later in this chapter, under the section, “Mixed-up Fos-
sils,” we will learn that the fossils are not neatly contained in
certain strata; they areoften far aboveor below their assigned
strata.)

It is obvious from the above list, that the species we had
before, we have now. Those fossilsarejust like their counter-
partslivingtoday. Yes, thereare someextinct species, for some
kindshavedied out. But it isof interest that even a number of
theanciently extinct species—havein recent year sbeen found
to be still living!
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Here are some of the thousands of creatures alive today
that aretotally identical to what they supposedly looked like
“millionsof years’” ago: Cockroach (250 million years), starfish
(500 millionyears), shark (181 million years), sea urchin (100 mil-
lionyears), ginkgo tree (200 million years), dragonfly (170 million
years), bacteria (600 million years).

Consider the bat: All thefossil batslook just like the ones that
fly around now. It was reported that * Jepsen had found the oldest
fossil bat ever! (*G.L. Jepsen reported in Science, for December 9,
1966). A photograph of its skeleton, plus an accompanying sketch
are shown in the article. That oldest-known bat is supposedly 50
millionyearsold, and yet it isjust like amodern bat skeleton. And
below it? not one transitional fossil anywhere that leads us from
“lower forms of life”” to the bat. When the bat first appears, itisall
bat, and nothing but bat!

LIVING FOSSIL S—(*#17 Living Fossils [coelacanth and ple-
siosaur]*) [Appendix 17 on our website has stories, four photo-
graphs, and more, but no quotations.]

There are species found only in rock strata, and suppos-
edly millions of years old, which have been declared “ extinct
for millionsof years.” This has been considered another “proof”
of evolution, although extinction isno evidence of evolution; evolv-
ing into new lifeformsis.

Yet in recent decades a number of these “extinct for mil-
lions of years’ species have been found to not be extinct after
all!

The BIG question is this: Where then were they all those

“millions of years” they were missing from the upper rock strata?
“Long before | began to research the subject in any detail, | had
brooded about anumber of puzzling features—thingswhich didn’t
seemtofit the[evolutionary] argument—which thetextbookslargely
ignored.

“Thereis, for example, the fact that some creaturesfail to evolve
yet continue on quite successfully as‘living fossils.” Bees preserved
in amber from the Tertiary period are amost identical with living
bees. And everyone has heard of the coel acanth, supposed to have
been extinct sincethe beginning of the Cretaceous period. The plant
world also offersliving fossils, such as the gingko, with aleaf un-




Fossils and Strata 469

likethat of any moderntree.”—*G.R. Taylor, Great Evolution Mys-
tery (1983), pp. 25-26.

So many of these “living fossils” have been found that scien-
tists have given a name to the study: Cryptozoology, the study of
“hidden animals.” According to evolutionary theory, they were
once alive, then got hidden for millions of years, and continue
livingtoday. Herearesomeof these“livingfossils,” all of which
arealivetoday:

(1) Coelacanth fish: The crossopterygian fish—"extinct” since
Cretaceous. It hasnot been found in the stratafor the past “ 50
million years’—yet is alive today.

(2) Metasequoia: The“dawn redwood”—" extinct” since Mi-
ocene; not in thestratafor thepast “60 million years,” yet itis
alivetoday.

(3) Tuatara: A beakheaded reptile—"extinct” since Cretaceous,
not found in the strata for the past “ 135 million years’—but
today it isalive.

(4) Neopilina: A segmented deep-seamollusk— “extinct” since
Devonian. Although missing from the strata for the past “ 500
million years,” it isalive now.

(5) Lingula: A brachiopod shellfish—"extinct” since Ordovi-
cian; not in thestratafor the past “500 million years,” yet it is
happily living today.

The now-famous Coelacanth wasalargefish known only from
itsfossil and allegedly extinct for 50 million years. Extinct, that
is, until several specimens were found in the ocean! The first
wasfound in afisherman’s net off the coast of Madagascar on De-
cember 25, 1938. Sincethen eight more specimens have been found
aive.

It only requiresamoment’sthought to arrive at astartling fact:
How could the Coelacanth have becomeextinct 50 million years
ago, and then befound now? I n order to bedeclared “ extinct”
such alongtimeago, thecreaturewould obviously have had to
have been found by paleontologistsin older strata—and then
not found at all in morerecent strata. Why isthe Coelacanth
not in those morerecent strata? Did it decideto hiber nate for
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THE COELACANTH

The coelacanth was once an ‘‘index fossil’’' —
but on December 25 1938 all that changed. On
that date, a trawler fishing off South Africa
brought up an odd fish about 5 feet long. Its fins
were attached to fleshy lobes rather than directly
to the body. Fortunately, a South-African zoo-
logist, *J.L.B. Smith, was able to examine it—
and discovered it was the coelacanth, a ‘‘prim-
itive fish’’ which evolutionists said had been
dead and gone for 70 million years! Here was a
living specimen of a creature that was supposed
to have disappeared from the earth before the
dinosaurs reached their prime!

World War Il halted the search for more co-
elacanths, but in 1952 another one was found,
and since then many more. Because it is a deep
water fish, it dies soon after being brought to the
surface.

The coelacanth is an outstanding demonstra-
tion of the fact that the long-age theory of sed-
imentary rock strata cannot be true.
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50 million years?

Thisisclear-cut evidencethat the sedimentary strata was
the result of a rapid laying down of sediments during the
Flood,—rather than the tortuously slow “one hundred years per
inch” deposition pattern theorized by the evolutionists.

I nterestingly enough, someof these* livingfossils’ formerly
wer e used by evolutionists as “index fossils’ to prove the an-
cientness of certain rock strata! Asyou will recall, most index
fossilsare small marine organisms. They live so deep in the ocean
that many of them (trilobites, graptolites, ammonites, etc.) may
still haveliving representativesalive today, since we have but only
slightly explored the ocean bottoms.

Thereare scientistswho believe they will find living trilo-
bites before long (see “Start Search for Living Trilobites,” Sci-
ence Digest, September 1959); and oneliving fossil, very closeto
the trilobite has already been discovered (see ““Living Fossil Re-
sembles Long-extinct Trilobite,”” Science Digest, December 1957).

Many other examples could be cited. Here are two:

“In the 19th century, hunters reported talesamong Congo tribes-
men of alarge, cloven-hoofed animal with a giraffe-like head and
zebrastripesonitshindquartersand legs. Most zool ogi sts di smissed
itasalocal legend, but Sir Harry H. Johnston was fascinated when
he read about this unknown beast of the deep forest. Yearslater, he
launched an expedition in search of the creature, which the natives
called okapi (0-CAP-ee).

“After a nearly disastrous series of misadventures, he finaly
captured an okapi in 1906. One of the few large mammal s discov-
ered in the 20th century, the okapi turned out to be a living rep-
resentative of a genus (Palaeofragus) known from fossils and be-
lieved by zoologists to have been extinct for 30 million years.” —
*R. Milner, Encyclopedia of Evolution (1990), p. 102.

“According to Science News (June 9, 1990, p. 359), a species
of dogwood tree, the Diplopanax stachyanthus, was believed by
botanists to have died out about 4 million years ago. Apparently
only fossil records remained of thistree.

“But now a botanist at Washington State University has exam-
ined the fossil fruit of trees believed to be 15 million yearsold and
found them to be essentially identical to the fruit of a dogwood
family discovered in Chinain 1928.

“But wait aminute. If evolution isdriven by the survival of the
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fittest, then | would expect older and inferior speciesto dieout and
be replaced by newer and better evolved species. I that bethe case,
what isa 15 million year old tree doing hanging around today? It
should have died out long ago. Or elsethefigureof 15 millionyears
isgrossly wrong. In either case, something isevidently wrong with
the theory of evolution.”—Bob Vun Kannon, “A Living Fossil,”
The Adventure, September 1990.

Theexistence of “living fossils’ isaseriousonefor the evolu-
tionist. Evolutionary theory is based on several concepts, two
of which areviolated here: (1) If a species becomes extinct, it
cannot come back to life. (2) Species evolve upward, and can
never return back to an earlier form. If that particular species
hasnot existed for the past 15 million years, how then could it exist
today?

THE EXTINCT DINOSAUR—EVer since*CharlesLyell, the
extinct dinosaur hasbeen considered an outstanding example
of evolution. Yet all that it proves is that animals can become
extinct; thereareno factsrelated to dinosaur swhich proveevo-
lution (species change) in life forms. That which extinct dino-
saursdo proveisthat the uniformitarian theory (whichisthebasis
of evolution) isincorrect. Some massive catastrophe overwhel med
and destroyed the dinosaurs.

In order for the dinosaur to prove evolution, there would
haveto betransitional formsleading up tothem. But thedino-
saursarelikeeverything else: distinct species.

LIVING DINOSAURS—EVolutionists are anxious that it be
thought that no dinosaurs are alive today. According to their
theory, dinosaurs lived during the M esozoic era—from about 225
million years ago to 65 million years ago. If some of them wereto
be found alive today, then evolutionists think this would weaken
their theory. But actually that would neither prove nor weaken their
theory, since dinosaurs—past or present—present no evidence of
the evolutionary process.

In museumsall over theworld, dinosaur-bonedisplaysare
exhibited as a proof of evolution. Their very extinction issup-
posed to establish it. —But did you know that a living din-
osaur hasbeen found?




Fossils and Strata 473

InApril 1977, a Japanese fishing vessel caught a4,000 pound
[1814 kg] dead creatureinitsnetsoff the east coast of New Zealand.
It was photographed, sketched, carefully measured, and flipper
sampleswerekept for tissueanalysis. It hasevery appear ance of
being a Plesiosaur, or sea-dwelling dinosaur—which prior to
1977 had only been found in fossil form! Japanese scientistsare
convinced it wasindeed a Plesiosaur. Japan even printed apostage
stamp of the creature, in honor of thefind. (A photograph and sketch
of oneisshown on page 107 of lan Taylor’s excellent book, In the
Minds of Men.)

But there are other living creatures which answer to the de-
scription of “dinosaurs.” What isadinosaur ? Very simply, itisa
largereptile. Crocodiles, alligators, and caiman arelargereptiles.

“ Although they are now 99 percent extinct and seldom exceed
twelvefeetinlength, theAmerican dligator attained lengths of nearly
twenty feet asrecently astheturn of the century (see National Geo-
graphic Magazine, January 1967, p. 137). Only about 500 years
ago the aepyornis, adinosaur bird nearly ten feet [30 cm] tall and
weighing half aton [456 kg], till lived on theisland of Madagas-
car (see National Geographic Magazine, October 1967, p. 493)."—
John C. Whitcomb, World that Perished (1988), p. 30.

“Because the huge skel etons that were built up out of fossilized
remnantswereclearly reptilianin nature, they were called ‘terrible
lizards,” which in Greek is dinosauria, by the nineteenth-century
zoologist Sir Richard Owen. But the ancient giant reptilesare more
closely related to aligators than to lizards, and should have been
named dinocrocodilia.”—*Asimov’s Book of Facts (1979), p. 136.

Wehaveboth small and largealligator-typecreaturesalive
today. Someextinct dinosaurswere assmall asachicken, but some
modern alligator-type creatures are quite large. Some crocodiles
alive today (Crocodylus porosus) can reach a length of 33 feet
[100.6 dm]; all arelarge, heavy, fiercereptiles.

The komodo dragon (Varanus komodoensis) is another large
reptile and looks very much like a dinosaur. It was discovered in
1912; and, although evolutioniststried to explainit away by calling
the komodo a “lizard,” it surely is more than that! Consider the
following description:

“Thebody iscovered with small scales; the neck isthick and the

head broad and elongated. The huge mouth contains teeth ¥2in [1
cm] long and deeply cleft tongue 12-16 in [30-40 cm] long. The
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legs are well developed and there are long claws on the toes. The
muscular tail hasno fracture planesand is somewhat |aterally com-
pressed.

“The Komodo dragon is the biggest predator on the islands[in
Indonesia] where it lives. It hunts hog, deer, wild pig, macaques,
and rats, and digs up the eggs of mound birds. . It canrun asfast as
a man for short stretches. Smaller specimens are said to lurk in
trees abovetracks used by game and jump onto the backs of deer or
pigs.”—* Great Book of the Animal Kingdom (1988), p. 152.

The komodo dragon (truly a reptilian giant) attacks and
Kills large hogs, has a life span of 25 years, is 10 feet [30 dm]
long, and has a weight of 350 pounds[158.76 kg]! It is decid-
edly larger than someof theextinct reptiles, called “ dinosaurs.”
(Therewasawidevariety of extinct dinosaurs: Some of the extinct
ones were quite small; someran rapidly like ostriches and caught
birdswith their front paws, and someflew like birds.)

The komodo dragon is the biggest of the monitors, of which
thereare 31 species. Some are quite large. Most livein theislands
north of Australia. One of these, the Papua monitor (Varanus
salvadori) islonger than the komodo dragon—over 13 feet in
length—althoughiit isnot as bulky.

A number of prominent scientists, including *Myer, con-
sider crocodiles and alligatorsto be“living fossils.”

“Nile crocodiles and American alligators belong to a group of
reptiles called broad-nosed crocodilians. Inthe warmer parts of the
world, broad-nosed crocodilians are the largest predators to walk
on land. They areliving fossilsin the sense that they resemble an-
cient forms in the shapes and the ruggedness of their heads and
bodies.”—*Ernst Myer, ““Crocodilians as Living Fossils,” in Liv-
ing Fossils (1984), p. 105.

UNFOSSILIZED DINOSAUR BONES—ANd others with red
blood cells! For more on these astounding discoveries, turn to
page 816.

EXTINCT FOSSILS—What about the fossilized creatures
which are now extinct? All that extinct fossils—such as dino-
saurs—proveisthat animalscan dieout. Extinction isnot evo-
lution and provides no evidence of evolution.

In addition to the dinosaurs, anumber of other animal and plant
species became extinct al so. Interestingly enough, the extinct spe-
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cieswer egener ally morecomplex than plantsand animalsnow
living!

NONE OF THE FOSSILSOR STRATAARE ANCIENT—Fossils
fromevery level of sedimentary stratahave been analyzed by amino
acid dating methods. (See chapter 6, Inaccurate Dating Methods.)

Scientists have been shocked to discover that both the
“youngest” as well as the “oldest” fossils (even those of the
Cambrian!) reveal traces of amino acids! This is astounding
news, and runs counter to evolutionary theory. This meansthat,
instead of being hundreds of millions of years apart, ALL of
thefossil-bearing stratawerelaid down fairly recently at about
thesametime! Inorder to “save the fossils™ asatrophy of evolu-
tion, there has been speculation that amino acids in the “oldest”
fossils are merely contaminants that somehow got there at some
recent time.

Shells from as far back as the Jurassic strata, which is sup-
posed to be 135-180 million years old, have been found to have
amino acids still locked into protein structures. The amino acid
residuescamefrom insidethose shells—so the shellscannot be
more than a few thousand year s old!

Amino acid studiesin the fossil-bearing sedimentsreveal that
thereare no ancient fossi| stratal

HUMAN REMAINSINANCIENT DEPOSITS—Near the end of
chapter 13, Ancient Man, wewill describe anumber of instancesin
which evidences of human beings have been found in what ev-
olutionists consider to be extremely ancient rocks and coal.
That information clearly disprovesthegeologic column dating theo-
ries; sowewill summarize some of that information here. For more
detailed coverage, we refer you to the chapter on Ancient Man.

Modern men and women are supposed to have existed on
thisearth for only the past 2 million years; whereasthe great
majority of thesedimentary strata are supposed to extend from
25 million to 570 million yearsin the past. But there are evi-
dences that people were alive at the time when those strata
were laid down. Thiswould either mean that people are bil-
lions of yearsold or that the strata is quite young.

Evidence from chapter 4, Age of the Earth, and thelast part of
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chapter 13, Ancient Man, reveal sthat both the planet and mankind
are quite young—and have not been here over 6,000-10,000 years.

Here is a summary of some of the data found near the end of
the Ancient Man chapter:

(1) Guadaloupe Woman: The almost-complete skeleton of
awoman was found in limestone which is supposed to be 28
million year saold. The limestone sheet, in which the skeleton was
encased, was hard, thick, and over amile[1.609 km] in length.

(2) Calaveras Skull: A completely mineralized human skull
wasfound in Pliocene stratum which supposedly datesto“ over
2million yearsold.”

(3) Human footprints: Human footprints have been found in
varioussitesinthe United States, aswell asin Laetoli, Africa. These
would include:

[1] Glen Rose tracks: Children’sand adult footprints, up
to 15 and 21% inches[38-54.6 cm] in length, have been regu-
larly found in Early Cretaceous rock throughout most of this
century on the former riverbed of the Pulaxy River in Texas.
Children’s tracks always accompany those of adults, tracks go
acrossvery largedinosaur tracks and have been found above
them, and all tracksarerunning. Thesetracksarein Early Cre-
taceous formations, which dateto “ 120 million” year s ago.

[2] Antelope Springs tracks: William Meister and others
have found sandaled human tracks stepping on trilobites in
Cambrian strata (570 million yearsold), in Utah.

(4) Evidence in coal: Human remainsand relics of various
kinds have been found in coal, dating to millions of years ago.
Thisincludes ahuman skull, two giant human teeth, agold chain,
gold thread, steel nail, metal screw, wedge-shaped object, and an
iron pot.

14 - COAL

WHY ISIT NOT BEING MADE NOW?—(*#20-21/13 Consid-
ering Coal / Making Petroleum and Coal*)

A related puzzle is the great amount of petroleum and coal in
our world. It is generally acknowledged by experts that petroleum
comes from ancient animals, and coal from ancient plants. Rap-
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idly buried plant and animal life at some earlier time in earth’s

history produced both petroleum and coal. But neither of them
is being formed today. This is a great mystery to the scientists.

Coal formslessthan one percent of the sedimentary rock strata,
yetitisof specia significance to those seeking to understand the
geologic record.

Therock strataknown as Carboniferous containsthe most coal,
but it is also found in other strata. Coal results when plant re-
mains are compressed and heated by the weight of overlying
sediments. Around the edges of coal seamsis frequently seen
the identifiable plants it came from. Enormous forests must
have been rapidly buried in order to produce coal.

The uniformitarian theory (called the autochthonous
theory), held by evolutionists, teachesthat coal has been regularly
made for millions of years (even though it isadmitted that it is not
being made now). Accor ding to thistheory, peat bogswerethe
sour ce of the immense coal beds we now have. It is said that
plants which compose the coal accumulated in large freshwater
swamps or peat bogs during many thousands of years.

But thistheory doesnot squarewith thefacts: (1) Much of
the coal is obviously from types of plants and trees (such as the
pine) which do not grow in swampy areas. (2) No coal is being
made today in swamps. (3) No locality isknown, anywherein the
world, where the bottoms of peat beds are forming typical coal
beds. (4) Some coal seams are up to 30 or 40 feet [91-122 dm]
in thickness, representing 300 to 400 feet [122 m] of plant re-
mainsfor oneseam, thereforesomeastounding conditionswere
required to produce all that coal!

“Though apeat-bog may serveto demonstrate how vegetal mat-
ter accumulates in considerable quantities, it isin no way compa-
rable in extent to the great bodies of vegetation which must have
given rise to our important coal seams . . No single bog or marsh
[today] would supply sufficient peat to make alarge coal seam.” —
*E.S. Moore, “Coal: Its Properties, Analysis, Classification, Geo-
logy, Extraction, Uses and Distribution (1940), p. 146.

The second theory is called the allochthonous theory, and
suggests that coal strata accumulated from plants which had
been rapidly transported and laid down duringamassive Flood
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that inundated entire continents and suddenly stripped them of their
trees.

Hereis some evidence favoring thissecond view: (1) Theim-
mense quantity of vegetation that was buried to produce this
cod. (2) The way that vegetation was so suddenly laid down
and buried. (3) The fact that marine fossils such as fish, mol-
lusks, and brachiopods are commonly found in coal.

“The small marine tubeworm Spirobis is commonly attached to
plantsin Carboniferous coals of Europe and North America. Since
thereislittle anatomical evidence suggesting that coal plantswere
adapted to marine swamps, the occurrence of marine animalswith
nonmarine plants suggests mixing during transport, thus favoring
theallochthonousmoddl.” —Stuart E. Nevins, ““The Origin of Coal,”
in Up With Creation (1978), p. 241.

Onedoctoral thesisdetailed how coal could have been rapidly
formed as, under conditionsimposed by aworldwide Flood, float-
ing mats of trees and vegetation sank, producing our present coal
beds (S.A. Austin, “Depositional Environment of the Kentucky No.
12 Coal Bed, et al.,”” Geology Ph.D. dissertation, Pennsylvania
State University, 1979).

(4) Upright tree trunks (polystrate trees), 10 to 30 feet
[30.5-91.4 dm] or morein height, are often found in the strata
associated with coal or in the coal itself. The sediments form-
ing the coal had to form rapidly in order to solidify beforethe
treetrunkscould rot and fall over.

“Figure 24 shows atree that was buried to adepth of 4.6 m [15
ft]. Becausethetreeisin growth position and shows no root regen-
eration, it probably wasburied very quickly, certainly beforeit could
decay.”—*R.C. Milici, et al., ““The Mississippian and Pennsylva-
nian [Carboniferous] Systems in the United States: Tennessee,”
United States Geological Survey Professional Paper 1110-G32-
4

(5) Sometimes these upright trees are upside down and
sometimes so much vegetation was poured in by the Flood waters,
that treetrunkswill befound inter spersed at different levelsin
relation to one another. (Just after the big vol canic explosion of
Mount . Helens occurred in May 1980, analysis of nearby Spirit
L akerevealed large amounts of vegetation with many vertical float-
ing trees among them. The weight of their roots and girth of
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“When they ask me for proof of
evolution, | just point them to the
dinosaur bones, and they seem to
think that is good enough.”

“In class today, Professor Twitch
said that some paleontologist thinks
he may have found the footprint of that
first fish which is supposed to have
crawled out of water onto the land.”

Science vs. Evolution

“We always think better when we
go in circles. That’s what makes evo-
lutionary theory so intriguing.”

“We’ve been searching for at
least one transitional species for
over a hundred years. It must be
out there somewhere.”
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their lower trunkscaused someof themtofloat in avertical or
near-vertical position. Yet, even then, conditions in Spirit Lake
still did not match those of the worldwide Flood, for rapid burial
did not take place—so fossils and coal were not formed.)

(6) The hollow trunks of treesin coal scams will befilled
with material not nativeto the coal—showing that thetreesor
the coal were carried therefrom somewhereelse.

(7) Stigmaria isthenamegiventotherootsof thesetrees. Studies
by *Rupke, in 1969, revealed that these tree roots were carried in
from elsewhere (*N.A. Rupke, ““Sedimentary Evidence for the
Allochthonous Origin of Stigmaria,” in Geological Society of
America Bulletin, Vol. 80, 1969, pp. 2109-2114.)

(8) Coal isfound in layers, called cyclothem. Between each
layer of coal will besomewashed-in material: sandstone, shale,
limestone, clay, etc.

Each of these layers of coal may be thin,—but it can be
amazingly widein area. Modern stratigraphic research has shown
that just one of these coal seamsreachesfrom Oklahoma, Mis-
souri, and lowa, eastward through Indiana to Ohio to Penn-
sylvania, and southwar d through Kentucky. Thisonecoal seam
alone comprises 100,000 square miles 258,990 km?] in central
and eastern United States. Thereareno moder n conditionsthat
could duplicate such coal production, yet evolutionary geolo-
gistsroutinely tell usthat “the present isthe key to the past”; i.e.,
theway things are happening now istheway they happened in past
ages.

(9) Under_and over the coal seams is frequently found
underclays which are not natural soil for swamps or forests.
In addition, there is an absence of the necessary soil for the
luxuriant vegetation which turned to coal. It isclear that the
clay waswashed in, then the vegetation, and then more clay.

(10) Large rocks, not native to the area, have frequently
been found in coal beds all over the world for over a hundred
years. Their average weight is 12 pounds [5 kg], with the largest
161 pounds[73kg]. (See *P.H. Price, “Erratic Boulders in Sewell
Coal of West Virginia,” in Journal of Geology, Vol. 40, 1932, pp.
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62-73.)

(12) Lastly, analysis of the structure of coal itself reveals
particle orientation, sorted texture, and microlamination,—
all of which indicatetransportation tothesiterather than growth-
in-place.

Coal and petroleum areonly found in sedimentary strata.
Fossilsareonly found in sedimentary strata. All the evidence
for a careful study of coal pointsto a worldwide Flood asthe
event that laid down those strata!

(12) Both petroleum and coal can be madein a compar a-
tively short period of time. Research scientists find that it is not
difficult to make, and could be made by naturejust asquickly. The
key isimmense pressure.

15 - PROBLEMVMIS WITH THE PHYSICAL STRATA

The sedimentary rock strata are frequently not arranged as
they ought to be—if they had been quietly laid down over mil-
lions of years.

Five primary problems are (1) fossils in wrong places, (2)

missing strata, (3) geosynclines, (4) megabreccias, and (5)
overthrusts. We will discuss all five in this concluding section.

ONGOING STRATA CONTROVERSIES—The strata charts in
the textbooks and popular magazines look so very complete and
organized. Yet, intruth, itisnot so. The problemsare so serious
that running controversieswerecarried on for yearsbetween
feuding strata experts. Because the evidence was so confused,
nooneknew whowasright. Finally, they arbitrarily settled on
patternswhich are on the strata charts as we see them today.

For example, thereis the Sedgwick-Murchison-la Beche con-
troversy, which wasfought over the Cambrian, Silurian and Devo-
nian stratasystems:

“Sedgwick was the first to describe the fossils of the lower
Graywacke Strata, which he named the Cambrian system, after an
ancient namefor Wales. Eventually their studiesled them to differ-
ent levels of the Graywacke, where the mercuria and territoria
Murchison claimed much of Sedgwick’sdomainfor hisnewly founded
Silurian system.
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“Inevitably, aimost all of the members of the Geological Society
were drawn into the fray, and, when another geologist of the time,
Sir Henry Thomas de laBoche, claimed part of the Graywacke for
his Devonian period, the battle lines were drawn. For nearly a de-
cadethe Great Devonian Controversy, asit wascalled, raged onin
thescientific journals. The political maneuvering behind the scenes
was almost as convoluted as the Graywacke itself.”—*R. Milner,
Encyclopedia of Evolution (1990), p. 401.

Elsewhere, *Milner explains how Murchison solved the con-
troversy.

“The men were compl etely unable to agree on where the natural
boundaries occurred. Murchison, however, found away to resolve
the dispute. He got himself appointed director of the National Geo-
logical Survey and simply ordered that the name ‘ Cambrian’ be
deleted from all government books and geological maps.”—*R.
Milner, Encyclopedia of Evolution (1990), p. 69.

L ater, after both men were dead, part of Murchison’s Silurian
was renamed “ Cambrian.”

MIXED-UP FOSSIL S—(*#14/27*) Have you ever noticed that,
on the standard strata time charts, certain fossils will always
bein certain strata? That is another generalization in the evolu-
tionary theory that does not prove to be correct. In reality, fossils
arefrequently found in thewrong place—especially far below
thestratawherethey arefir st supposed to have* evolved” into
existence.

There are three ways that the experts deal with this problem:
(2) Ignoretheevidence. (2) When large number s of fossilsare

found in solid rock below their proper strata, they are said to
have been “downwashed” through the solid rock into lower
strata. (3) When they arefound abovetheir theoretical strata,
they aresaid to have‘“reworked” themselvesinto a higher strata.
That is, they slipped, dlid, or fell up through solid rock into
higher levels.

REWORKING AND DOWNWASH—AS noted in the above
paragraph, “Reworking” and “downwash” are used to explain
fossils which, by their location, disprove the theory.
(““Overthrusts,” to be discussed shortly, are used to explain much
larger numbers of such fossils.)
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“Fossils frequently occur wherethey are not ‘ supposed’ to. Itis
then claimed that either the fauna [animals] or flora[plants] have
livedlonger than previoudly known (simpleextension of stratigraphic
range) or that the fossil has been reworked.

“In ‘reworking,” it is claimed that the fossil has been eroded
away from amuch older host rock and has thus been incorporated
into arock of more recent age.

“Thereciprocal situationis ‘downwash,” whereitisclaimed that
an organism has been washed down into rock much older than the
time it lived and has become fossilized.”—John Woodmorappe,
“An Anthology of Matters Significant to Creationism and Di-
luviology: Report 2,” in Creation Research Society Quarterly,
March 1982, p. 209.

POLLEN AND SPORES IN THE CAMBRIAN—(*#15/4*) A re-
lated problem concerns the fact that pollen from flowering plants has
been found in Cambrian and even on top of Precambrian rock! This,
of coursg, isintotal disagreement with evolutionary theory, which main-
tainsthat flowering plantsdid not exist until many millions of yearslater.
Thiswould mean that the“ Cambrian explosion” included flowering
plants!

(For alisting of over 200 out-of -placefossils, see John Woodmorappe,
“An Anthology of Matters Significant to Creationism and Diluviology:
Report 2, in Creation Research Society Quarterly, March 1982, pp.
210-214.)

SKIPPING—(*#16/7 Problems with Skipping*) Still another prob-
lem in the fossil record has been given the name “skipping.” A species
will bein a stratum, and totally disappear from the next stratum or
two above that, and then reappear again. As mentioned earlier, in
some cases a species disappears, never again to be seen until our own
time when—thereit is—alive and well on planet earth!

MIXED-UP STRATA—(*#19/34 Mixed Strata and Overthrusts*)
The problemswith the “geologic column” of strataand fossils keep get-
ting worse! We have been discussing problemswith thefossils—but
now wewill turn our attention tothe strata itself, and welearn that
thesituation becomestotally unmanageable! Evolutionary theory falls
helplessin the process of trying to reconciletheseinsoluble hurdlestoits
SuCCess.

MISSING STRATA—Surprising as it may seem, the only evi-
dencefor the geologic succession of lifeisfound in the strata charts
of the geologistsand in their imagination.
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Nowherein geological formations can wefind (1) all the strata
in order, (2) all the strata—even out of order, (3) most of the strata,
in order or out of it. Instead we only find little bits here and there,
and frequently they aremixed up (out of their theoretical sequence).

Never are all the strata in the theoretical “ geologic column” to
be found in one complete sandwich—anywhere in the world! Most
of thetimeonly twoto eight of the 21 theoretical strata can befound.
Even that classic example of rock strata, Grand Canyon, only has
about half of them. But the missing strata should bethere!

How can strata be missing? Yet thisis the way it is everywhere on
earth. In the Southwest United States, in order to find Paleozoic strata,
we would need to go to the Grand Canyon. To find Mesozoic requires a
trip to eastern Arizona. To find Tertiary, off wewould haveto go to New
Mexico. Nowhere—anywhere—is the entire geologic column of the
evolutioniststo befound, for it isan imaginary column.

“Practically nowhere on the earth can onefind the so-called * geo-
logic column.” In fact, at most places on the continents, over half
the* geologic periods aremissing! Only 15-20 percent of theearth’'s
land surface has even one-third of these periodsin the correct con-
secutive order. Even within the Grand Canyon, over 150 million
yearsof thisimaginary column are missing. Using the assumed geo-
logic column to date fossils and rocks is fallacious.”—Walter T.
Brown, In the Beginning (1989), p. 15.

“Datafrom continents and ocean basins show that theten [strata]
systems are poorly represented on a global scale: approximately
77% of the earth’s surface areaon land and under the seahasseven
or more (70% or more) of the strata system missing beneath; 94%
of the earth’s surface has three or more systems missing beneath;
and an estimated 99.6% has at least one missing system. Only a
few locations on earth (about 0.4% of itsarea) have been described
with the succession of the ten systems beneath (west Nepal, west
Bolivia, and central Poland) . . The entire geologic column, com-
posed of complete strata systems, existsonly in thediagramsdrawn
by geologists!”—S.A. Austin, Impact 137, November 1984, p. 2
[emphasis his].

The next few quotations contain startling admissions. We do
well to carefully consider what they tell us:

“If a pile were to be made by using the greatest thickness of
sedimentary beds of each geological age, it would be at least 100
miles [161 km] high . . It is of course, impossible to have even a
considerable fraction of this at any one place.”—*0O. von Englen
and *K. Caster, Geology (1952), pp. 417-418.
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“Whatever hismethod of approach, the geol ogist must take cog-
nizance of thefollowing facts: Thereisno place on the earth where
acomplete record of therocksispresent . . To reconstruct the his-
tory of the earth, scattered bits of information from thousands of
locations all over the world must be pieced together. The results
will be at best only avery incomplete record.

“1f the complete story of the earth is compared to an encyclope-
dia of thirty volumes, then we can seldom hope to find even one
complete volume in agiven area. Sometimes only afew chapters,
perhapsonly aparagraph or two, will bethetotal geological contri-
bution of aregion; indeed, we are often reduced to studying scat-
tered bitsof information more nearly comparableto afew wordsor
letters.”—*H. Brown, *V. Monnett, and *J. Stovall, Introduction
to Geology (1958), p. 11.

“We are only kidding ourselves if we think that we have any-
thing like a complete succession for any part of the stratigraphical
column in any one place.”—*Derek V. Ager, Nature of the
Stratigraphical Record (1981), p. 32.

Evolutionists explain that the proper word for them are
“unconformities”; it would not dofor scientiststousethephrase
“missing strata,”—for if they aremissing, then wheredid they
go? Did billions of yearsof life on earth suddenly vanish?

“Potentially more important to geological thinking are those
unconformities that signal large chunks of geological history are
missing, even though the strata on either side of the unconformity
are perfectly parallel and show no evidence of erosion. Did mil-
lions of years fly by with no discernible effect? A possible though
controversid inferenceisthat our geological clocksand stratigraphic
concepts need working on.”—*William R. Corliss, Unknown Earth
(1980), p. 219.

How can it be that the geologic column is so incomplete,
when evolutionary theory teaches that it was quietly, sSlowly
laid down uniformly over millionsof year s? Thetruthisthat the
rock strata point us back to a terrible worldwide catastrophe—a
Flood,—not to millions of years of gradual soil depositsfrom dead
plants and windblown soil.

THE GRAND CANYON—A visitor tothe Grand Canyon gazes
down upon amajor fisureintheearth’ssurfacethatisamile[1.609
km] deep. The Colorado River windsitsway for 200 miles[231.8
km] at thebottom of thiscanyon. By thetimethevisitor departs,
hishead spinswith U.S. Park Servicelectures, diagrams, and films
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“Dr. Whimpy, why are you so tired today?”
“l usually count sheep at night, but last night | decided to count transitional
species. And | laid awake all night trying to get up to one.”
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about names such as Kaibab, Toroweap, Devonian, Permian, and
Cambrian, and numbersranging through millions of years.

But what the tourists are not told isthat the Grand Can-
yon—which hasmorestratathan most areas—only hasFIVE
of theTWELVE major strata systems (thefirst, fifth, sixth, and
seventh, with small portions here and there of the fourth). Totally
missing are the second, third, eighth, ninth, tenth, eleventh, and
twelfth!

Listed below arethe 12 major strata systems—from top to bot-
tom—as they are given in the schoolbook charts of the so-called
*““geologic column.” Those stratawhich arefound in the Grand
Canyon areshown in larger type. The Devonian, which isonly
found in part here and there in Grand Canyon strata, isin
italic:

12 — QUATERNARY
11 — TERTIARY
10 — CRETACEOUS
9 — JURASSIC
8 — TRISSSIC
7 — PERMIAN
6 — PENNSYLVANIAN
5 — MISSISSIPPIAN
4 — DEVONIAN
3 — SILURIAN
2 — ORDOVICIAN
1 — CAMBRIAN

The Grand Canyon wasformed rapidly:

“The plain fact of the great number of para-conformities found
inthe Canyon isstrong evidencein favor of short-term deposition.
If many millions of years separated these various strata, how do
evolutionists explain the anomaly of ariver [the Colorado] taking
‘only afew million’ yearsto cut through some 8,000 feet 2,438 m]
of sediments which supposedly took up to 500 million yearsto be
laid down, when those same strata exhibit no sign of erosion them-
selves.

“The obvious and simplest explanation is that these sediments
were laid down in too brief atime span to allow erosion, and then
scoured out by alarge body of moving water much bigger than the
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present-day Colorado, and not very long ago.”—A.W. Mehlert, Cre-
ation Research Society Quarterly, June 1987, p. 28.

Allin all, the Grand Canyon isan outstanding evidence of
the Genesis Flood.

“One of the most spectacular evidences of what a year-long,
worldwide Flood would accomplish may be seenin Grand Canyon
of Arizona. This gigantic formation is in some places more than
5,000 feet [1,524 m] deep, 25,000 feet [7,620 m] across, and ex-
tendsfor more than 100 miles[160.9 km] to the east and west.” —
John C. Whitcomb, World that Perished (1988), pp. 74-75.

The Colorado River liesat the bottom of the Grand Can-
yon; yet it isatypical winding river—thetypefound in fairly
flat terrain. Windingriver sdo not cut deeply! Itisthestraighter,
steeper rivers with swiftly rushing water, which deeply erode soil
and hurl loose rocks along its side downstream.

The Colorado is a serpentine river in flatter country. It could
not possibly have carved out the Grand Canyon, unless. (1) a
colossal amount of water was flowing; (2) the sediments com-
prising the canyon walls through which it was cutting were
soft; that is, they had only recently been laid down by Flood
water sand had not yet solidified into solid rock, and (3) arather
sudden event caused that flowage of water!

These are exactly the conditions which the Flood would have
provided. TheColorado River drained animmenseareain Utah
and eastern Nevada. A lake covered that entire area, and an
uplift caused thewater torather suddenly drain out. See chap-
ter 14, Effects of the Flood, for more on eventsduring and just after
the Flood.

Shortly after the Flood, while volcanism was at its height and
the stratawas still soft, the ground heaved upward over avast area,
which emptied Lake Bonneville. That flowing water drained to-
ward the southwest, forming Grand Canyon. Great Salt Lakeisall
that remains of theancient lake. If you ever visit the area, you will
seetheformer shoreline of thelake, high on the surrounding moun-
tains.

Notice that the Colorado did little in the way of hurling rocks
downstream. Thisis because the Grand Canyon had not yet hard-
ened into rock when it was cut through. | f the Colorado had carved
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the Grand Canyon out of solid rock, we would find huge
tumbled bouldersin and alongside of the streambed. But such
isnot seen. In contrast, later glacial action, after therocks had hard-
ened, did movelarge bouldersin other areas; for example, they are
to be seen in the Merced River below Yosemite.

STRATA GAPS—Wearelearningthat therearenot only fos-
sil gaps, there are strata gaps aswell! Together, they spell the
doom of the evolutionary theory, asit is applied to sedimentary
strataand thefossil evidence.

The earth is supposed to have gradually been covered by
oneafter another of the 12 major strata systems, listed above,
over a period of millions of years. If that is true, why are a
majority of those 12 strata systems missing from any given
locality in the world? Why then are less than half present in that
great classic of them all: the Grand Canyon?

If the sedimentary rock strata was slowly formed over
millionsof yearsin auniformitarian manner, then all thestrata
should befound throughout theworld. Keep in mind that evolu-
tion teaches that ““each strata represents the accumulated sedi-
ment from a span of millions of years at a certain earlier epoch in
earth’s history.” If thistheory weretrue, then ALL the stratawould
haveto befound evenly, everywhere on the globe.

Hereisastatement in scientific jargon:

“Many unconformity bounded units are considered to be
chronostratigraphic unitsin spite of the fact that unconformity sur-
facesinevitably cut acrossisochronous horizons and hence cannot
be true chronostratigraphic boundaries.”—*C. Hong Chang,
“Unconformity-Bounded Stratigraphic Units,” in Bulletin of the
Geological Society of America, November 1975, p. 1544.

Here, in everyday English, isthe meaning of that statement: Many of
thetilted, folded, and mixed-up fossil strataaretheoretically supposed to
measure long ages of time, but in reality thereissuch confusionthat itis
impossiblefor such stratato measure anything!

THE EVIDENCE IN THE ROCK S—If it was the Genesis Flood
which suddenly for med therock strata, then wewould expect to find
thestratajust asit now is.

This is what we would expect to find:
(1) Pockets of inundated, covered animals here, and othersthere.
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(2) Mixed-up and missing strata everywherewelook. (3) Geosynclines
(twisted and folded strata) frequently found. (4) Megabreccias (giant
boulders) asaregular occurrencein thestrata. (5) Upside-down strata.
(6) Overthrusts, in which “more recent” strata lie buried deep be-
neath “older” strata. (7) Vertical treetrunks(polystrate trees) in place,
from bottom to top spanning through various “ages’ of strata. (8) The
slowest marine creaturesin the lowest strata, slowest land animals
higher up. (9) Birdsless frequently found since they could fly to the
higher points. (10) Apesvery difficult tofind, and man almost impos-
sible to find—since both would know how to reach the highest points
and cling there. Their bodies would then float and decay without being
covered by sediment. (11) Complex lifeformswould befound in rich
profusion at thevery bottom of thefossil-bearing rock strata (the Cam-
brian “explosion”), with next to nothing beneath it. (12) And, amid all
thefossil strata,—only the same separ ate, distinct specieswe now see
on earth and in the sea, plus some which have become extinct—with
no transitional formsto be found anywherein the rock strata.

GEOSYNCLINES—In many places, layer sof sedimentary rocks
have been buckled into folds. Some of these folded rock strata are

small, othersaremassiveand cover milesin area (folded mountains).
In some places the strata angles itself downward into the earth, or up-
ward, breaking off asthe sharp edge of high mountains (fault block moun-
tains).

In still other placesit formsagigantic “U” shape; in still others, an
upside down “U.” Geologists call the upward, dome-like crests of the
folds anticlines, and the downward trough-like ones synclines. Rocks

are at times bent into right angles by such buckling!

“Itiscausefor somewonder that strong brittle rocks can be bent
into sharp folds.”—*C.R. Longwell, *A. Kropf, and *R.F. Flint,
Outlines of Physical Geology (1950), 2nd ed., p. 246.

The general name for all of thisis geosynclines. In an anti-
cline, the bent, outside layers of rock are in tension but are gener-
ally unfractured and in many places not even cracked. Two facts
areobvious. (1) Immenseforces caused thisbuckling! (2) The
buckling occurred while therock was still fairly soft.

(What actually happened was that still-soft layers, laid
down by the Flood, were then bent by convulsive movements
of theearth. Afterward, in their twisted shape, they dried into
hard rock.)

“The rocks were bent in the early stages when the sediments
were pliable and before metamorphosistook place. Thiswould eas-
ily satisfy all thefacts, but would require the processto have taken
place over ashort period of time, say afew months; but, of course,
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THE MATTERHORN—The evolutionists tell us this mountain climbed 30 to
60 miles over other mountains, to its present location. GEOSYNCLINES—
Here is a description of the different types and parts of folded mountains.

ROCK MOVEMENTS

THE MATTERHORN —Here is the mountain
that shoved and pushed its way past scores
of other Alpine mountains, and then de-
cided to stop where it is now located in
Switzerland.

AMERICA IN CROSS SECTION—On the
bottom of this and the next page is a cross
section of the United States, extending
from the Pacific on the left to the Atlantic
on the right. Going from west to east: the
Coast Range, Sierra Nevada, and Rocky
Mountains tend to be voicanic or fault
block, the Appalachian, folded mountains.
The horizontal areas in-between consist, for
the most part, of washed-in fill.

FOLDED MOUNTAINS —On the right

is a typical cross section of a folded
mountain. These were caused by im-
mense pressures induced by moun-
tain building at the close of the Flood.
The major mountain ranges in central
and eastern U.S.A. tend to be folded
mountains. The top part of their
wrinkles are called ‘‘anticlines,’’ and
the troughs are called “‘synclines.””

FAULT
FAULT
BLOCK  surFace

N

ANTICLINE
~
SYNCLINE

FAULT
BLOCK

FAULT BLOCK MOUNTAINS—On
the left is a cross section of a fauit
block mountain. As the Flood ended,
under intense pressure during moun-
tain building, blocks cracked apart
and some sections rose higher than
others. The third major type of moun-
tain is not shown: volcanic moun-
tains.

COLORADO PLATE\AU _~ROcKY MOUNTAINS
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it would be difficult to escape the conclusion that amajor catastro-
phe was involved.”—Ilan Taylor, in the Minds of Men (1987), p.
105.

MEGABRECCIAS—T hesear egigantic boulders, which were
moved into place by the waters of an immense Flood. On all
sides will be found rock strata, with some of these boulders
impacted into its midst.

A rock equivalent to one cubic meter may weigh three metric
tons [6,614 Ib], and most megabreccia clasts are larger than this.
Yet such gigantic boulders were obviously transported to their
present sitein therock strata.

In Peru, blocks weighing up to 5,000 metric tons [11 million
Ibs] occur in Eocene strata far from the place where they origi-
nated. Each boulder is 10-15 meters[32.8-49.2 ft] across. In Texas,
rock slabs 30 meters [98.4 ft] in diameter are found in Paleozoic
mudstones. No rocks of similar composition areto befound nearby.
Other examples could be given.

The strata are caving in on evolutionary theory. But, as
they say in the vernacular: “You haven’t seen anything yet!”—
Now look at overthrusts!

16 - OVERTHRUSTS

Overthrusts constitute part of the problem of physical strata,

yet it is such a major issue that it deserves a section all to itself.
When we consider the implications of this astonishing obstacle to

evolutionary theory, we wonder why anyone can claim that rock
strata can be dating tools, and that each stratum is millions of
years ““younger” or ““older’ than another one.

OVERTHRUSTS—(*#19/34 Mixed-up Strata and Over-
thrusts*) Thisisthe most shocking of the evidencesdisproving
oneof themost basic of evolutionary theories, thestratatheory.

APPALACHIAN MOUNTAINS
/
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William “ Strata” Smith (1769-1839), of England, was one of
the very first people in the world to begin analyzing sedimentary
rock strata. Hewas also one of thefirst to assumethat most basic
of evolutionary stratatheories: “the older strata must be under
the younger strata.” He called that theory the “doctrine of super-
position.”

Evolution teaches that some plants and animals are long ages
“older” than others and were here on earth millions of years be-
fore the ““younger’ ones evolved into existence. Applying this
theory totherock strataisthe means of dating the strata, but
it requires that each stratum have an agethat is millions of years
older than the next stratum above it.

“Thebasic chronology of Earth history was established by iden-
tifying different strataor layersin geologic formationsand rel ating
them to other layers. It is based on the assumption that lower beds
were laid down first and are therefore older, while higher (later)
bedsareyounger.”—*R. Milner, Encyclopedia of Evolution (1990),
p. 421.

If the theory is correct, then the OLDER strata should al-
ways be BELOW the MORE RECENT strata. If the theory isin-
correct, then the two will often be confused—and that is what we
find outinthefield.

We go to the mountains to study the strata, for there we find
them most clearly exposed. Yet in every mountainousregion on
every continent on the globe, ther e are numer ous examples of
supposedly “old” strata superimposed ON TOP OF “younger”
strata! (Anextensivelisting of such areasisto befoundin*Bulle-
tin of Geological Society of America, February 1959, pp. 115-116.)

This contradiction to the evol utionary theory of rock strataand
fossils is so common that it has been given a variety of names:
overthrust, thrust-fault, low-angle fault, nappe, detachment thrust,
etc. We will here refer to them by their most common name,
overthrusts.

Rather than admit thetruth, evolutionistshavewor ked out
afantastic explanation for overthrusts.

At some time in past ages—the lower strata (which are
supposedly “older”) are supposed to have slid sideways for
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many miles—and then jour neyed up and over (werethrust over)

the“younger” strataon top!

“The only explanation for the [younger] buried strataisthat the
[older] overlying crystalline rocks were emplaced along a major
subhorizontal thrust fault.”—*F.A. Cook, *L.D. Brown, and *J.E.
Olwer, “The Southern Appalachians and the Growth of the Conti-
nent,” in Scientific American, October 1980, p. 161.

Such an explanation isincredible!

Many of the great overthrust areas occupy hundreds and
even thousands of square miles! In desperation at the prob-
lems, men aretrying to move mountainsin order to support a
crumbling theory!

“We may even demonstrate that strata have turned completely
upside down if we can show that fossilsin what are the uppermost
layers ought properly to lie underneath those in the beds below
them.”—*A. Geikie, Textbook of Geology (1963), p. 387.

“Sincetheir earliest recognition, the existence of large overthrusts
has presented amechanical paradox that has never been satisfacto-
rily resolved.”—*M.K. Hubbert and *W.W. Riley, “Role of Fluid
Pressure in Mechanics of Over-thrusting Faulting,” in Bulletin of
Geological Society of America, February 1959, pp. 115-117.

If evolutionary geologists cannot maintain the truth of their
overthrust theory, they will lose the foundation proof for evolution:
thefossilsasdatable evidencefor long agesof time. Fossils consti-
tute a proof of evolution only because more recent strata are
supposed belying on top of older strata.

“Fossilshave furnished, through their record of the evolution of
life on this planet, an amazingly effective key to the relative posi-
tioning of stratain widely separated regions and from continent to
continent.”—*H.D. Hedberg, in Bioscience, September 1979.

HEART MOUNTAIN—Here is one of many examples of an
overthrust: The Heart Mountain Thrust in Wyomingisatrian-
gular area, 30 miles[48.2 km] wideby 60 miles[96.5 km] long.
One apex presses against the northeast corner of Yellowstone Park.
Within thisgigantic overthrust are 50 separate blocks of Paleozoic
strata (Ordovician, Devonian, and Mississippian). They arerest-
ing horizontally and as though they belonged there—but ON
TOPOF Eocenebedswhich aresupposed to be 250 million years
younger! Photographs of the fault line, separating the Paleo-
zoic strata from the Eocene, reveal it to be perfectly snug and
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HEART MOUNTAIN—Here is a sketch of part of
this massive “older” 30 x 60 mile formation which,
the evolutionists explain, traveled hundreds of
miles—and climbed up on top of “younger” strata.

HEART MOUNTAIN
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normal. No evidence of massive crushing of rock beneath thefault
lineisto be seen (aswould be seen if the upper “older” strataslid
up and over the lower “younger” strata).

Searching for the areafrom which thisgigantic overthrust hori-
zontally slid—the scientists could not locate it. They could not
find any place wherethetop layer dlid from!

“The Heart Mountain thrust has long been structurally perplex-
ing becausethereare no known structural rootsor source fromwhich
it could have been derived. Furthermore, thereisno known surface
fault or fault zone within or adjoining from which the thrust sheet
could have been derived.”—* Op. cit, p. 592.

Oneexpert, * Pierce said the solution was*“ gravity” (op. cit., p.
598). But, aswith many others, this particular overthrust isan en-
tire mountain! Heart Mountain isa high mountain, not a plain
nor alow valley. It is a horizontal bed of hundreds of feet of
rock resting high abovethe Wyoming plains, overlooking them.
It would require some special type of gravity to put those billions
upon billions of pounds of rock up there—and doit all so carefully
that it reststhere, fitted perfectly together. This30 x 60 mile[48.8-
96.6 km] triangle of very thick rock is supposed to have wan-
dered there (“gravitated there” ishow some expertsdescribeit) in
some miraculous way from somewhere else—and then climbed
up on top of all the other rocksin the plainsbeneath it!

LEWISOVERTHRUST—TheL ewisoverthrust in Montana,
first discovered in 1901, is massive in size. It is another ex-
ample of the overthrust problem.

“TheLewisoverthrust of Montanahasalength of approximately
135 miles[217.25 km] and a horizontal displacement of about 15
miles (24 km). Its fault plane dips to the southwest at an angle of
about 3 degrees.”—*William D. Thornbury, Principles of Geo-
morphology (1954), p. 268.

Since * Thornbury wrote the above lines, additional research
has disclosed that the L ewis overthrust is 3 miles [4.8279 km]
deep, 135 miles [217 km] long, and 35 to 40 miles [56.3-64.4
km] wide! (See *C.P. Ross and *Richard Rezak, ““The Rocks and
Fossils of Glacier National Park,”” in U.S. Geological Survey Pro-
fessional Paper, 294-K, 1959, pp. 422, 424.)

That is a lot of rock! In order to protect their fossi| stratatheory,
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the evolutionists soberly tell usthat ALL THAT ROCK moved
sideways many miles from somewhere else.

This massive overthrust is truly vast in size. Here is how to
locate it: On amap of North America, (1) placeapenciled “X” on
apoint alittle north of Crowsnest Mountain on Highway 3 on the
border of British Columbia and Alberta, Canada. (2) Place a sec-
ond “X” alittle below Cut Bank, Montana. (3) Then go west from
that second ““X”” to the southern border of Glacier National Park,
and include all of it to its southwestern border; place athird “X.”
(4) Now go north and include al of Glacier National Park to its
northwest border; place afourth “X.” Now draw lines connecting
al the*Xs.” All that territory in the Pacific Northwest—with athick-
ness up to 3 miles [4.8 km] deep—is supposed to have traveled
therefrom somewhere el se!

Not only doesthe Lewis Overthrust include all of Glacier Na-
tional Park and Chief Mountain, but what do you think is be-
neath it? undisturbed shale, which is hardened clay that has
never been disturbed. Shale crumbles easily when shattered or
placed under grinding sideways pressure. That immense ar ea of
nearly horizontal rock is supposed to have did siddewaysfor a
great distanceover fragileshale, without ever having distur bed
it!

“Thefault plane[asviewed from the Bow Valley] isnearly hori-
zontal and the two formations, viewed from the valley, appear to
succeed one another conformably. The cretaceous shal es[hardened
clay beneath the Lewis overthrust] are bent sharply toward the east
inanumber of places, but with thisexception have suffered little by
the dliding of thelimestone over them, and their comparatively un-
disturbed condition seemshardly compatible with the extremefault-
ing [horizontal sliding] which was necessary to bring them into
their present position.”—*J.L. Kuip, “Flood Geology,” in Jour-
nal of the American Scientific Affiliation, January 1950, pp. 1-15,
quoting *R.G. McConnell, a Canadian geologist.

Thel ewisoverthrust should have pushed a great mass of
broken rock (rubble or breccia) along in front of it and on its
sides as it traveled sideways overland. But it did not do this;
thereisnonethere That initsalf isaproof that the Lewisoverthrust
did not move sideways!

Commenting on the fact that there is an “ absence of rubble or
breccia’ pushed up by the Lewisfault whenit supposedly slid side-
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ways for miles, *Ross and * Rezak, two experienced geologists,
then expresstheir own doubts:

“Such a slab moving over ground, as is now believed to have
existed, should have scarred and broken the hills and have itself
been broken to a greater or less extent, depending on local condi-
tions. No evidence of either of thesethingshasbeen found.”—*C.P.
Ross and *Richard Rezak, Op. cit., p. 424.

A University of Caiforniascientist personally examined the point
of contact where the Lewis fault rests on the rock beneath it, and
made thefollowing statement.

“ At the actual contact line, very thin layersof shalewereaways
present . . A thin band of soft shale sticks to the upper block of
Altynlimestone. Thisseemsto clearly indicate that, just beforethe
Altyn limestone was deposited . . a thin water-like one-eighth to
one-sixteenth inch layer of shalewasdeposited . . Careful study of
the various|locations showed no evidence of any grinding or diding
action or slicken-sides such as one would expect to find on the
hypothesis of avast overthrust.

“ Another amazing fact wasthe occurrence of two four-inch lay-
ers of Altyn limestone intercalated with [inserted between] Creta-
ceous shale. . Furthermore these were cemented both to the upper
Altynlimestone and shale. Likewise careful study of theseinterca-
lations showed not the slightest evidence of abrasive action such as
one would expect to find if these were shoved forward in between
layers of shale as the overthrust theory demands.”—Walter E.
Lammerts, personal letter dated November 27, 1957 to H.M.
Morris, quoted in J.C. Whitcomb and H.M. Morris, The Genesis
Flood (1961), pp. 189-191.

Fantastically largefrictional forceswould haveto beover-
comein diding these mountainous massesof rock horizontally.
No one has figured out how it could have been done. It is far
beyond the laws of physics. But, undaunted, some evolutionists
said it could happen if its undersurface was wet! One scientist
(* Terzaghi) did sometesting and found that water would actually
increase frictional drag. not lessen it.

The Lewis Overthrust consists of six layers of rock which
aresupposed tohavedid sidewaysover “younger” strata. Those

overthrust layers are three miles thick!

“This strata mix-up was first identified by Willisin 1901, who
named it the Lewis Overthrust. Let usnow consider the overriding
rock strata which forms the supposed thrust sheet. Starting at the
bottom of the belt strata, the Altyn Limestone has an average thick-
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ness of 2300 feet [701 m]. The Appekunny above it is 3000 feet
[914 m] thick. Thiscontinues on up until therock column reachesa
minimum height of three miles. These overriding rocks form what
is called the ‘Belt Series.’ "—John W. Read, Fossils, Strata, and
Evolution (1979), p. 30.

The Lewis Overthrust is 135 miles[217 km] long, and its
maximum thicknessis 3 miles [4.8 km]!

Thisiswhat wefind inthe**belt strata” of the LewisOverthrust,
asviewed in Glacier National Park. The following list is from top
to bottom of the Lewis Overthrust:

Kintla Argillite. This is found on some mountai ntops.

Shepard Limestone. This limestone is 600 feet [183 m] in thickness.

Siyeh Limestone. This second layer of limestone is nearly amile [1.6
km] thick, and generally over 4,000 feet [1,219 m] from top to bottom!

Grinnell Argillite. Argil is a type of clay; argillite is a fragile shale.
This stratum is over half a mile [1.609 km] in thickness: 3,000 feet [914
m].

Appekunny Argillite. This second layer of shale is over 3,000 feet
[914 m] in thickness.

Altyn Limestone. Limestone is composed primarily of calcium car-
bonate which is not as strong as many other rocks. This layer averages
nearly half-a-mile [8045 km] in thickness: 2,300 feet [701 m].

We have provided you with a detailed description of the
Lewis Overthrust, in order to demonstrate the impossibility
of the overthrust theory. But there are many other overthrusts
elsewhereintheworld. If the overthrust theory isincorrect—then
the entire concept of the “ geological column” iswrong,—and the
rock strata, with their enclosed fossils, were NOT laid down over a
period of long ages!

THE MATTERHORN—EVeryone has seen photographs of the
triangular shaped Matterhorn. It lies in the Pennine Alps, on the
border between Vaais, Switzerland, and the Piedmont region of
Italy. Located 40 miles [64.4 km] east of Mount Blanc, the
M atter hornisone of most spectacular mountainsin thewor|d.
It lookslikeagigantic, steeply pointed pyramid, and is 14,685
feet (4,476 m] in height.

Did you know that all of the M atter hor n—from bottom to
top—is a gigantic overthrust! Evolutionary geologists tell us
that the entire mountain moved there—horizontally—from
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many miles away!

Enormous mountains have to be moved in order to bolster up
theflimsy theory of evolution.

TheMatterhorn is supposed to have pushed its way side-
ways from some 30 to 60 miles[48.2-96.6 km] away. Traveling
overland those long distances (probably stopping onceinawhileto
catch its breath), it successfully arrived without leaving any evi-
dence of the grinding crunch it ought to have left in itswake. Yet
the Matterhornisonly one of anumber of Swissmountainsthat are
out of the standard geological order. They all had to be muscled
into position from leagues away.

THE MY THEN—AnNother massive mountain inthe SwissAlps
isthe Mythen Peak. Thisoneisreally amarathon runner. Did you
know that, accordingto evolutionary theorists, theMythen ran
all the way from Africa into Switzerland! (It probably got wet
as it went through the Mediterranean Sea.) In this mountain, you
will find the Eocene strata (55 million yearsold) lying under Tri-
assic (225 million), Jurassic (180 million), and Cretaceous (130
million). According to the theory, the Eoceneis supposed to be on
top of the Cretaceous, Jurassic, and Triassic,—but instead it is
under all three!

THE APPALACHIANS—AS with many mountain ranges, ge-
ologists alwaysthought that the Appal achians (which include most
of the mountainsin Eastern America) were upthrust mountains—
pushed up from below. But then they made a shocking discovery:
Underneath the entire Appalachians is some supposedly
“younger” strata. The experts say that the entire Appalachian
rangeran sdewaysunder theAtlantic Ocean, climbed out onto
shore, and jour neyed on over toitspresent location. If youwill
look on aphysical map of the United States, you will find that the
Appalachians extend from above Maineto Birmingham, Alabama.
Itistruly immense—yet, supposedly, it jumped out of Atlantic Ocean
and ranto its present location.

“TheAppalachians, which run from Newfoundland to Alabama,
were probably formed not by upward thrusting, as previously be-
lieved, but by athick conglomerate of oceanic and continental rock
that was shoved horizontally at least 250 kilometers [155.3 mi]
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over existing sediments. .

“Beneath that jumble [of the Appal achiang], liesayounger, flat,
thin 1-5km[.62-3.1 mi] thick layer of sedimentsthat ‘ no onethought
existed.” The unbroken, wide extent of thelayer . . and itssimilarity
to sediments found on the East Coast indicate that the mountains
“could not have been pushed up.” "—*Science News, 1979.

A small but excellent 64-page booklet, that isfilled with pic-
turesand diagramsthat focus on the “ mixed-up strata’ problem, is
Fossils, Strata, and Evolution (1979), by John G. Read.

Walter Lammerts spent years collecting geological articlesdeal -
ing with the problem of overthrusts. He has published eight lists
documenting 198 wrong-or der formationsin theUnited States
alone. (W.E. Lammerts, ““Recorded Instances of Wrong-Order
Formations of Presumed Overthrusts in the United States: Part 1-
8,” Creation Research Society Quarterly, eight issues between Sep-
tember 1984 and June 1987.)

OVERTHRUSTS DI SPROVED—Common sense disprovesthe
evolutionary theory of overthrusts (sidewaysmovement of immense
rock masses from miles away), but three researchers decided in
1980 to check it out scientifically. They disproved the entire over-
thrust theory, as they showed that the terrific lateral pressures
involved in moving thesegreat massesof rock sideways—would
produce so many fractures in the overthrust rock as to en-
tirely crumbleit!

Such abnormally high pressures would be involved, that
the process of sideways movements of these great rock masses
would beimpossible. In scientific language, hereis how they de-
scribed the problem:

“1f we assume that rocks have no tensile strength . . then when
the pore fluid pressure exceeds the least compressive stress, frac-
tureswill form normal to that stressdirection. Thesefractureslimit
pore pressure . . We suggest that pore pressure may never get high
enough to allow gravity gliding . . the rocks might fail in vertical
hydrofracture first.”—*J.H. Willemin, *P.L. Guth, and *K.V.
Hodges, “High Fluid Pressure, Isothermal Surfaces, and the Ini-
tiation of Nappe Movement,” in Geology, September 1980, p. 406.

“It seemsmechanically implausiblethat great sheetsof rock could
have moved across nearly flat surfacesfor appreciable distances.” —
*Philip B. King, “The Anatomy and Habitat of Low-Angle Thrust
Faults,”” in American Journal of Science, Vol. 258-A, 1960, p. 115.
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“It's called ‘overthrusts.” The
theory must be getting sorta
weak when they have to make
the mountains walk around to
avoid the evidence.”

‘Just think of it! Seven and a half of
the twelve Grand Canyon strata are
missing! | can understand how it could
vertically erode,—but how could all that
horizontal part disappear?”
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“I'm beginning to figure how to
do this. Just use the word ‘down-
wash’ or ‘reworked’ whenever | run
into a fossil in the wrong place. —It
also works fine on exams when you
don’t know the answer.”

“Overthrusts are a big joke
among the geology students, but
no one laughs when one of the
prof’s is around.”
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Asnoted earlier, “thrust faults’ isanother namefor overthrusts.

17 - CONCLUSION

WHY DO THEY DO IT?Inview of such facts, why ar e evolu-
tionists willing to go to such extremes to defend their beloved
strataage theory?

They do it because they are desperate. The fossil-strata
age dating theory isthe bedrock foundation of evolution!

“Fossils provide the only historical, documentary evidence that
life has evolved from simpler to more and more complex forms.” —
*C.0. Dunbar, Historical Geology (1960), p. 47.

CLINGING TO A CRUMBLING ERROR—(*#22/4 The Geo-
logical Clock*) Reporting on amajor evolutionary conferencein
late 1980, Newsweek magazine described some of the discussion
as men argued among themsel ves to find some reason for holding
onto thefoolishnessthey inherited from Darwin:

“Evidence from fossils now points overwhelmingly away from
the classical Darwinism which most Americans learned in high
school . . The missing link between man and the apes . . ismerely
the most glamorous of awhole hierarchy of phantom creatures. In
the fossil record, missing links are the rule . . The more scientists
have searched for thetransitional forms between species, the more
they have been frustrated.” —* Newsweek, November 3, 1980.

I s evolution beginning to look hopeless? It not only is hopeless,
it is useless. When * Charles Darwin published his book, Origin of the
Species, back in 1859, no one knew what discoveries would be made
later. But in our day avast wealth of knowledge has been amassed, and
evolution stands condemned as meaningless and worthless.

SCIENTISTSARE WAKING UP—Many scientists are becoming
aware of the factsand are beginning to speak out more boldly,—but only
among themselvesor intheir scientific journals. The general public con-
tinues to hear only the usual ““the fossils prove evolution” claim.

Hereis how a professor of zoology at Oxford University, putsit:

“In any case, no rea evolutionist, whether gradualist or punc-
tuationist, uses the fossil record as evidence in favor of the theory of
evolution as opposed to special creation.”—*Mark Ridley, “Who
Doubts Evolution?”” in New Scientist, June 25, 1981, p. 831.

*Colin Patterson spent alifetime, first searching for fossilsand later
managing thefossil (paleontology) department of one of thelargest fossil
museums in the world, the British Museum of Natural History. Eventu-
aly, he admitted to himself that he had been self-deceived al his life.
During a 1981 keynote address at a convention of fossil experts at the
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American Museum of Natural History, in New York City, he said this:

“One of thereasons | started taking this anti-evolutionary view, or
let's call it a non-evolutionary view, was last year | had a sudden
realization for over twenty years | had thought | was working on
evolution in some way. One morning | woke up and something had
happened in the night, and it struck me that | had been working on
this stuff for twenty years and there was not one thing | knew about
it. That's quite ashock to learn that one can be misled so long. Either
there was something wrong with me or there was something wrong
with evolutionary theory. Naturaly, | knew there was nothing wrong
with me, so for the last few years I’ ve tried putting a simple question
to various people and groups of people.

“Question is: Can you tell me anything you know about evolution,
any one thing, any one thing that is true? | tried that question on the
geology staff at the Field Museum of Natural History [in Chicago],
and the only answer | got was silence. | tried it on the members of the
Evolutionary Morphology seminar in the University of Chicago, a
very prestigious body of evolutionists, and all | got there was silence
for along time; and eventually one person said, ‘| do know onething—
that it ought not to be taught in high school.” ”—*Colin Patterson,
address at American Museum of Natural History, November 5, 1981.

Phillip Johnson, a Berkeley professor, later wrote:

“1 discussed evolution with Patterson for several hoursin London
in 1988. He did not retract any of the specific skeptical statements he
has made.”—Phillip E. Johnson, Darwin on Trial, 1991, p. 157.

THE EMPEROR’'S NEW CLOTHES—Once upon a time, some-
one wrote a story about a proud king who was fooled by some fly-by-
night tailors. They told him they could provide him with the finest of
clothing, extremely delicate and sheer. He commissioned them to begin
thetask of preparing him anew outfit. Upon seeing it, hefound it to be so
sheer—he could not even seeit! But since the king is never supposed to
be second to any man in understanding of amatter, he dared say nothing.

Finally, the great day came and he paraded through town in his new
clothes. Everyone stood silently as he passed in pride and great majesty
on hisnoble steed, clad (according to two variations of the story) only in
hislong underwear, or less.

No one dared say anything, for surely the king ought to be able to
see this delicate clothing better than they. Finally a child spoke up, and
said to his mother, ““But he has no clothes on!”” At this the crowd awak-
ened as from sleep, and word passed from mouth to mouth amid roars of
understanding laughter.

We in the 20th century bow low before the theories of “science,”
littlerealizing that asmall group maintainsastrict control over what will
be researched and concluded while the majority of scientists stand si-
lently aside, fearful to speak lest they lose their jobs.
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Theemperor wastold, “ Anyonewho isunfit for hisposition, will not
be able to see this sheer clothing.” Science students are today told in
school that anyone who does not believe in evolution is unfit for a posi-
tion asascientist.

We arewaiting for aloud voiceto cry out: “The emperor has no
clothes; evolution is a myth and not science.”

To a great degree, that loud voice will have to come from the
common people; for far too many scientists fear to say much.

“If we insist on maintaining and supporting the theory of evolu-
tion, we are then forced to eliminate and disavow mathematical prob-
ability concepts. If we are convinced that mathematics is correct,
then we have to discard the present concepts of evolution. The two
teachings do not seem to be compatible with each other.

“As objective scientists, which shall we support?

“Remember the story of the Emperor’s New Clothes? Not asingle
vassal dared point out the obvious fact that the emperor was naked,;
instead they competed with each other to vociferously prai sethewon-
derful tailoring of the new suit. They even described in detail the fine
and exquisite stitching to be found in the lower left corner of the
imaginary coat. They were al gratified—to their own satisfaction—
to hear themselves describe the virtue and beauty of the coat.

“It was | eft to the simplistic mind of anaive child to exclaim: ‘but
thisis not so—the Emperor is naked!’ ”

“Doesthissound familiar? History hasaway of repeating itself.”—
I.L. Cohen, Darwin Was Wrong—A Study in Probabilities (1984), pp.
217-218.

“It isindeed, a very curious state of affairs, | think, that paleon-
tologists have been insisting that their record is consistent with slow,
steady, gradual evolution where | think that privately, they’ ve known
for over a hundred years that such is not the case. | view stasis and
the trumpeting of stasis to the whole world that the fossil record
shows slow, steady, continuous change (as opposed to jerky patterns
of change) as akin to the ‘Emperor’s new clothes.” Paleontologists
have known this for over a hundred years.”—*Norman Eldredge,
“Did Darwin Get it Wrong?”” November 1, 1981, p. 6 [head paleon-
tologist, American Museum of Natural History, New York City].

“We have had enough of the Darwinian fallacy. It is time that we
cry: “The emperor has no clothes!””—*Kenneth Hsu, “Darwin’s Three
Mistakes,” in Geology 14 (1986), p. 534.

SPECIAL NOTE—This chapter did not fully explain how the
factsrelating to strataand fossils apply to the Flood. That informa-
tionwill begivenin chapter 13.
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EVOLUTION COULD NOT DO THIS

Eels from North American and European rivers travel out into
the Atlantic and swim south, to the Sargasso Sea. It is an immense
patch of water in the tropical Atlantic Ocean, between Bermuda and
the West Indies, which is filled with a variety of seaweed and small
creatures. Arriving there, the eels know exactly what to do. Going to
adepth of 1300 to 2500 feet, they lay their eggs and then leave. The
parents soon die, without ever seeing their young. Because of where
the eggs were laid, the young are gradually carried eastward at a
depth of 700 feet into the Gulf Stream. Northward it takes them, and
on and on they go. Arriving at the northeastern U.S., half the eels
head west and journey up American rivers into the Great Lakes to
localities where their parents formerly resided. The others continue
swimming with the Gulf Current until they are off the coast of Eu-
rope. As do the American eels, when they arrive at the edge of the
continental shelf, which may be several hundred milesfrom the coast,
their bodies begin changing. Until now, they have not needed com-
plicated swimming gear; for they were carried along by the Gulf
Current. But now, at just the right time, their bodies change—nar-
rowing, shrinking alittle, and growing pectoral fins. Soon they look
like their parents, but a little smaller and more transparent. As soon
asthis change is completed, the eels stop eating and head directly to
the European rivers. Some go into Britain, others into the Baltic,
still others up the rivers of France, and others go through the Straits
of Gibraltar into the Mediterranean. Some go al the way to the Black
Sea. These saltwater fish now swim up freshwater rivers unnoticed
by most predators, because they are almost transparent. After several
months, they have arrived at their parents home, and they begin
feeding again. Now they grow to full size and opaque appearance,
with yellow backs and sides. After several years (3 for males, 8 or 9
for females), their eyes enlarge, for they will now need sharper vi-
sion as they head back to the sea. If necessary, they are known to
crawl on the ground, around waterfalls, and across dew-drenched
fields. Tracked by scientists, reaching the ocean they swim at adepth
of 200 feet toward the northwest until they reach the continental
shelf. Then they quickly dive to about 1400 feet. Six months later,
attached radios show that they have arrived back at the Sargasso
Sea—3500 miles from their river streams.
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CHAPTER 12 - STUDY AND REVIEW QUESTIONS
FOSSILS AND STRATA

GRADES 5 TO 12 ON A GRADUATED SCALE

1 - Define the following: fossils, sedimentary strata, paleon-
tologist.

2 - Why isit so extremely important whether or not fossil evi-
dence supportsthe claims of evolution?

3 - What isthe basic teaching of uniformitarianism?

4 - The fossil/strata dating theory was made in the middle of
the 19th century, before al our modern discoveries were made.
Why do evolutioniststwist all later discoveriesintotrying to agree
with that 150-year-old theory?

5 - Darwin believed that later fossil discoveries would prove
evolution true. Is there enough evidence now? Has it shown the
theory to betrue?

6 - How did theevolutionistsreally get those stratadates? from
the strataor from the fossils? If not, from what?

7 - Why has it been said, “The strata prove the fossils, the
fossils provethe strata, and the theory proves both”?

8 - In what way does the remarkable little trilobite witness
against evolutionary theory?

9- Thegreat complexity at the very bottom of thefossil strata,
the Cambrian, disproves evolutionary theory and supportsthe fact
that the Flood occurred. Why isthat true?

10 - The sudden appearance of life at the very bottom of the
strata, the Cambrian, disproves evolutionary theory and supports
Creation and/or the Flood. Why isthat true?

11 - Thefact that, for practical purposes, thereisno fossilized
life below the Cambrian disproves evolutionary theory and sup-
ports Creation and/or the Flood. Why?

12 - The fact that there are no transitional fossil species any-
wherein the strata, only gaps between species and missing links,
disproves evolutionary theory and supports Creation and/or the
Flood. Why isthat true?

13 - The fact that every major phylum has been found at the
bottom, in the Cambrian, disproves evolutionary theory and sup-
ports Creation and/or the Flood. Why isthat true?





