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Paging Sherlock Holmes
Missing Links

“To take a line of fossils and claim
that they represent a lineage is not scientific
hypothesis that can be tested, but an assertion
that carries the same validity as a bedtime story—

amusing, perhaps even instructive, but not scientific.”

Henry Gee !
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“Finally-graduated organic chain[s]”
of life, predicted by Darwin,

continue hiding in fossil cemeteries.

So let’s get this straight!

Since the living world is hardly awash with reliable examples of
evolution in action, it remains for the fossil record to deliver
conclusive proof of evolution in ancient times.

With more than a couple billion bits and pieces of fossil bone
fragments or imprints in the earth’s crust having already surfaced, it
should be a slam dunk to match theory with reality.

While bypassing explanation of the how, when, and where,
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Charles Darwin spun a tale of a “finely graduated organic chain”* of life
evolving gradually from the simple to the complex in a grandly
conjectured tree of life.

Not yet apparent in living systems, evolution’s last best hope for
evidence that such an “organic chain” is anything more than wishful
thinking, must be hiding in the dry bones of past lives.

Sorting through fossil collections, the quest has turned up little
but frustration’s heat.

According to Darwin, life originated by accident from non-living
matter in a “wamm little pond.”>

Supposedly, that first life then progressed gradually through an
evolutionary sequence: “Fish-like. ..animal,” “Aquatic animal,”

“Amphibian-like creature,” “Reptile-like,” “Higher mammals,” “Old World

division of the Simiadae;” and ultimately to “Man.”*
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Monument Valley radiates stunning geologic beauty
but is not a “show-and-tell” stage for “missing link” fossils.

According to Darwin, life originated by accident from non-living
matter in a “wamm little pond.”>

Supposedly, that first life then progressed gradually through an
evolutionary sequence: “Fish-like. ..animal,” “Aquatic animal,”
“Amphibian-like creature,” “Reptile-like,” “Higher mammals,” “Old World
division of the Simiadae;” and ultimately to “Man.”*

Darwin’s conjecture called for relentless shifting of unstable life
forms, in constant transit from the simple to the complex, en route to
an unpredictable “biologic transit stop.”

This imagined, taxonomic tree, required the accrual of millions of
miniscule increments of genetic change, evident in intermediates,

bound for some new and distinctly different organism.




In his initial burst of fervor to illustrate this extravagant notion,
Darwin postulated that given time, a bear might evolve into a marine
mammal “as monstrous as a whale.” This warm-blooded land animal-to-
whale fiction started as a figment of Darwin’s fertile imagination and
was published in the first edition of his Origin of Species.

“In North America the black bear was seen by Hearne swimming
Sor hours with widely open mouth, thus catching, like a whale, insects in the water.

“Even in so extreme a case as this, if the supply of insects were constant, and
if better adapted competitors did not already exist in the country, I can see no
difficulty in a race of bears being rendered, by natural selection, more and more
aquatic in their structure and habits, with larger and larger months, till a creature
was produced as monstrous as a whale.””

Such genetically preposterous mismatches not only exposes the
desperation of evolutionary make-believe, but also does nothing to
validate Darwin’s chain of organic life transiting up the down
staircase from species, to genus, to _family, to order, to class, to phylum, and
eventually to &ingdom.

As to the bear-to-whale fiction, even Darwin must have had
second thoughts since the assertion didn’t make it into subsequent
editions of his treatise.

No matter how its sliced and diced, several thousand years of
living history offer no demonstration of evolution in action! In fact,
evidence points in the opposite direction.

The “Most Obvious and Serious Objection”

As revised eatly in the twentieth century, the evolution formula
envisioned common descent within the animal kingdom as built on
natural selection’s arbitrary use of random mutations.

The paucity of fossil evidence corroborating his theory, troubled
Darwin He bemoaned the glaring gaps between theory and fact,
aware that “Geological research. . . does not yield the infinitely many fine
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gradations between past and present species required on the theory. ..



Spreading his cards on the table with an all-or-nothing gamble,
Darwin put the credibility of his “tree of life” conjecture on the line!
“If my theory be true, numberless intermediate varieties, linking closely together all
the species of the same group, must assuredly have existed”’

Darwin recognized fossil discoveries during his lifetime revealed
few if any “Such finely-graduated organic chain.” ® With bold realism he
confessed, “#his, perbaps, is the most obvious and serious objection which can be
nrged against the theory.”’

Fortified with a visionary’s optimism, Darwin shrugged off the
shortfall, ascribing the missing branches in his conjectured fossil
“tree of life” to the “extreme imperfection of the geological record.” "

The ignored alternative: those pesky intermediates never existed!

Darwin understood the dilemma, admitting “%f 7y theory be true,”
samples of each successive stage in the step-by-step, incremental
process should saturate the fossil record. Sensing his recipe for
species’ origin vulnerable to challenge, he tied his conjecture to a
high-stakes test with the chutzpah of a Mississippi gambler.

“If it could be demonstrated that any complex organ existed which conld not
possibly have been formed by numerons, successive, slight modification, my theory

» 11

wonld absolutely break down.

“Break down”t 1 me knocks! at | ogic’s door
Fast forward to century twenty-one and millions of fossil

discoveries later, the “wost obvious and serious objection. . .against the

theory,” lingers in academic shadows, an unresolved nemesis!
Evidence of radical transformation in life formats by drawn-out

whims of “gradualism” ranges from the suspiciously fragile to the

non-existent.
Take a look at the last several thousand years of living history.

Change has occurred.

Numerous species have gone extinct---no question about it.

Clearly, genomes possess genetic material, inherent from the



beginning, equipping ability to adjust when necessary to survive. But
thousand of generations after-the-fact, E. co// bacteria continue as E.
coli ad infinitum.

And of course hybrids assure diversity. While the size of
tomatoes may be increased and the taste of apples improved, this
capacity for genetic change has nothing to do with evolution.

That leaves pre-history as evolution’s last best chance to find
exoneration in fossil clues dug from the ground!

With today’s estimated 200,000,000 fossils displayed in museums
of the world, and millions more unearthed since Darwin’s day,
transitional links should abound---if Darwin’s “Zheory be true!”

The theory’s core claimed that“...natural selection acts only by taking
adpantage of slight successive variations; she can never take a great and sudden
leap, but must advance by short and sure, though slow, steps.”

And here’s the problem: with only “s/ght successive variations,”
and changes via “Short...slow steps:” the fossil record should be
overwhelmed with evidence of incremental changes---but its not!

This means, that much more than a search for a “missing link,” if
the naturalist’s “%heory be true,” tossil graveyards should overflow with
multi-millions of partially built transiting life forms, en route to quite
new and radically diversified organic formats.

Taken at face value, Darwin’s expectations of corroborating fossil
evidence reached a monumental, all-or-nothing dimension.

Think about it

Inquiring minds are conditioned to look for one or more missing
links. But if ancient-time evolution is real and life is nothing more
than an unstable accident, the fossil record should contain nothing
but transitionals, across-the-board!

Every fossil bone chip would necessarily represent a link in a
continuous chain of organic life. Each of the more than two billion
fossils known to exist would have to be a fragment of some life in

transit.



This is not the case!

Darwin predicted, given enough time, every parent species would
be wiped out by superior descendants. In passionate support of his
idea, Darwin stuck his neck out, speculating “...we may safely infer that
not one living species will transmit its unaltered likeness to a distant futurity.” "'

Ruling out stasis, he built on this inference, claiming “I%e
production of new forms has caused the extinction of about the same number of old
Sorms.” "

Choice rhetoric highlights unproven assumption. The naturalist
conjectured that chunks of deep time made anything possible---even

mathematically impossible leaps over vast chasms of biological

diversity.

This drawing of an allegedly 150-million-year-old squid,
challenges Darwin’s “extinction” message.



While Darwin imagined extinctions, 1840’s era excavators for
England’s Great Western Railway stumbled across a fossil cemetery
“where thousands of Jurassic fossils with preserved soft tissues were
found” and then lost until rediscovered by a team led by Phil Wilby.

“...Literally millions of these animals were dying out or being
killed in this precise area and we don’t know what that is.”

Not only did the ancient squid resemble its modern counterpart,
but also its inch-long ink sac delivered the formula for the ink used
by an artist to sketch its design and to sign its scientific name.

Wilby marveled!

“it is difficult to imagine how you can have something as soft and
sloppy as an ink sac fossilized in three dimension, still black, and
inside a rock that is 150 million years old. The structure is similar to
ink from a modern squid so we can write with it.” '°

Obviously, many plant and animal species have suffered
extinction. At the same time, close matches with descendant
organisms populating today’s world, emerge from ancient strata. A
cast of thousands thrive profusely, perpetuating virtual resemblance
to ancient ancestors.

Unlike the theory’s prediction that ancestor species would be
swept away genetically and be replaced by descendant generations of
new and improved life kinds, earth’s strata shouts “stasis.”

Discontinuity and stasis trump gradualistic evolution!

Evidence preserved in stone contradicts Darwin’s inference.

Rather than a reliable geologic column brimming with
transitionals, stasis intrudes, blowing the whistle, check-mating any
reliable evidence of a continuous organic chain of life building from
the “simple” to the “complex,” albeit by sheer accident of nature!

Neither Pre-Cambrian nor Cambrian Period strata support
Darwinian expectations. When scanning the computer for data
confirming evolution theory, think virtual blank screen!

It didn’t happen! Discontinuity reigns! Gaps dominate!



Animal Kingdom

Fully-formed, complex life appeared abruptly, without evidence of
prior ancestry. Instead of a reliable geologic column brimming with
transitionals, close matches with descendants emerge from strata

Multi-celled animal embryos, no bigger than a grain of sand, have
been discovered in China, preserved in calcium phosphate and dated
at the edge of the Cambrian/Precambrian time frame—marking the
prolific explosion of organic life during which “virtually all the major
animal body plans seen on Earth today blossomed in a sudden riotous
evolutionary springtime.” "’

The Pre-Cambrian landscape offers a  “paleontological  desert,”
virtually barren of identifiable fossil ancestors. A/ fossil roundworms
Sfound to date are indistinguishable from modern forms” Fossils conventionally
dated “wmore than 3 billion years old are virtually identical to organisms, called
cyanobacteria, living today.” '®
The “almost abrupt appearance of the major animal groups,” representing
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as many as 50 phyla during the Cambrian Period, ranks as “..one of

the most difficult problems in evolutionary paleontology...” "

At least 7,640 complex animal species appeared in a simultaneous
“sudden leap,” wotldwide and fully-formed, saturating the Cambrian
without a trace of prior ancestors. *

The Cambrian explosion of multi-celled organisms covers the
waterfront as to invertebrate animal phyla, both living and extinct.
Arthropods, mollusks, and echinoderms—there they are, without a
tossil clue as to ptior “numerons, successive, slight modifications.”

"Most orders, classes, and phyla appear abruptly, and commonly have already
acquired all the characters that distinguish them." *

“For all of the animal phyla to appear in one single, short burst of
diversification is not an obviously predicable outcome of evolution.” >
Ancestral alligators, oysters, sea urchins, horseshoe crabs,

bowfins, Australian lung fish, sturgeons, crinoids, bats, arrow worms,

opossums, star-fish, corals, and the platypus weave a pattern of



ancestral continuity with living descendants. After 425 million years
of conventional time before the present, the Ostracode, remains
unchanged.”

After 425 million conventional time years, the Ostracode, remains
unchanged.”

“Clams have always been clams; brachiopods have always been brachiopods,
fish have always been fish.” *

Even the lowly cockroach survives unscathed from mega-time
ravages. Fossil insects identified in ancient Scandinavian amber
match today’s descendants.

“Lungfish almost identical to those of modern Africa are found as fossils in
the rocks of the Devonian era. . .alongside fossils of the earliest amphibians and
the very fish groups from which the amphibia supposedly arose.” **

The Western Pacific’s nautilus is a dead ringer for its long-
tossilized ancestor. “In every way they are virtually identical to the living
chambered nantilus. The creature that swims in our oceans today is the same one
that was swimming 100 million years ago.””’

Evolutionist Henry Gee recognizes the reality of stasis. While the
gifted author believes “Over millions of years, tree-living reptiles evolved into
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birds,” his candor acknowledges “...7# is impossible to know for certain

whether one species is the ancestor of another.” *®

He shares a laundry list of organism that dodged extinction’s
bullet, unscathed and relatively unchanged. The horseshoe crab is
“...An animal that has not changed its basic form for bundreds of millions of
years.”?

“All fossil roundworms found to date are indistinguishable from modern
Jorms” ™ and “...organisms preserved as fossils more than 3 billion years old are
virtually identical to organisms, called cyanobacteria, living today.” '

Gee recognizes chasms of discontinuity. Insightfully, he discounts
evolutionism’s supposed organic chain of ancestry as ‘@ completely

human invention created afier the fact, shaped to accord with human prejudices
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...Each fossil represents an isolated point, with no knowable connection to any
other given fossil, and all float around in an overwhelming sea of gaps.” >
Plant Kingdom

Darwin gave short shrift to the plant kingdom, labeling flowering
plant origin an “@bominable mystery.” > The “sudden” appearance “of the
higher plants” troubled the naturalist. “Nozhing is more extraordinary in the
history of the 1 egetable Kingdom .. .than the apparently very sudden or abrupt
develgpment of the higher plants.” >

The what, where, why and how of the spontaneous, accidental
appearance of a first living organism from non-living matter defies
scientific explanation.

Darwin side-stepped rational thought as to how the plant and the
animal kingdoms might have diverged from this common ancestry!

As with non-existent “organic chains” in the animal kingdom in
the fossil record, the plant kingdom shows comparable shortfall.
Quite the contrary, stability reins supreme.

Hickory, walnut, magnolia, and gingko trees, along with grape
vines, and water lilies boast ancient fossil ancestries essentially
matching twenty-first century’s distinctive counterparts.

Remnants of trees, embedded deep in coal seams since ancient
times, include a diverse roster of plant kingdom favorites: sassafras,
laurel, poplar, willow, maple, beech, birch and elm. Descendants of
these familiar names, survive virtually unchanged in today’s forests,
oblivious to Darwin’s prediction of their certain demise.

Wollemi pine trees, conventionally dated at 150 million years
before the present, were long considered extinct. To everyone’s
surprise, hardy Wollemi pines have been discovered alive and well in
Australia, far from extinct.”

Late in the twentieth century, a Cambridge University botany
scientist ventured, “...70 the unprejudiced, the fossil record of plants favours

[favors] special creation.”
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Internet - “World Class Photography”

Today’s crabs survive virtually unchanged from
ancestors that supposedly lived millions of years BP.
What happened to “extinction?” “Intermediate varieties?”

Non-existent plant kingdom intermediates contribute nothing to
the solution of the “"mystery” that baff
Devotees to evolution dogma may insist these are exceptions to
the “rule.” Evolution doubters perceive the exceptions “eat up the
rule.”
Darwin counted on future discoveries of fossil evidence to salvage
his theory. One hundred fifty years later, “break down” has arrived.
For the unbiased observer, case closed!

For those clinging to a discredited idea, more bad news awaits!
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“Irreducible Complexity”

Any organ or organism must be fully formed to function. A bird
couldn’t fly with an arm half-way to becoming a wing. An eye
couldn’t see without its retina, lens and olfactory nerves working
efficiently and in concert. An organism in transit couldn’t survive.

While far less complex than the simplest organic life form, the
1909 Model T Ford assembly line introduced step-by-step stages in
the manufacture of a horseless carriage.

Without wheels or engine, an incomplete metal buggy couldn’t
function. Despite Henry Ford’s genius, a partially built Model T
would never chug merrily down some rutted country lane.

If Charles Darwin’s proposition is to be taken seriously, shouldn’t
earth’s ancient strata be loaded with fossils linking past to present life
forms---shades of a partially-built Model T? Just how could a half-
built plant or animal, transitioning to some radically new and
different life format survive if nature’s production line failed to
assemble parts critical for survival?

Can half-built machines or living organisms function? Can Henry
Ford’s Model T move without wheels or can a bear swim underwater
without the breathing apparatus of a whale?

Biochemist Michael J. Behe, introduced landmark phraseology
when he suggested molecular systems in living organisms exist
irreducibly complex. “Natural selection can only choose systems that are
already working. . .if a biological system cannot be produced gradually it wonld
have to arise as an integrated unit, in one fell swoop, for natural selection to have
anything to act on.” >’

Behe illustrates “Grreducible complexity” in the context of the
mousetrap with its five basic parts anchored by four staples.

It requires the complete package for minimal function. A spring too
weak, a trigger too short, or a missing staple and the mouse would
steal the cheese, survive unscathed and scoot away to safety with the

last laugh.
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A tully functioning mousetrap is designed by intelligence. No one
argues that inanimate machines design and build themselves without
input and oversight from an intelligent source. Conceptual design
and construction of molecular mechanisms also requires intelligent
nput.

Assembling operational living systems requires insight beyond
nature’s accidental whims. “Canyons separating everyday
life forms have their counterparts in the canyons that separate biological systems on
a microscopic scale. Like a fractal pattern in mathematics . ..unbridgeable
chasms ocenr even at the tiniest level of life.” >

A bacterial flagellum, with its 40 separate components, 30 of
which are unique, is a prime example of a molecular machine. The
microscopic propeller cranks at 100,000 revolutions per minute and
yet is capable of stopping and reversing on a quarter turn.

If any single component is missing, the entire organism breaks
down. Time is of the essence. Its an all or nothing-at-all scenario;
each component must be in place simultaneously for the mechanism
to function. *’

Behe cites the chemical apparatus marshaled by the half-inch
bombardier beetle as an irreducibly complex system in action. When
threatened by an enemy it can release a scalding hot liquid as a
defense mechanism.

“The components of the system are (1) hydrogen peroxide and hydroquinone,
which are produced by the secretory lobes; (2) the engyme catalysts, which are
made by the ectodermal glands; (3) the collecting vesicle; (4) the sphincter muscle;
(5) the explosion chamber; and (6) the outlet duct.”

Behe inquires, “What exactly are the stages of beetle evolution, in all their
complex: glory? Second, given these stages, how does Darwinism get us from one to
the next?” ¥

“As the number of required parts increases, the difficulty of gradually putting
the system together skyrockets, and the likelihood of indirect scenarios plummets.

. 31
Darwin looks more and more forlorn.”
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Blood powers animal life. Formulas match the unique needs of
each species. One-of-four blood types flow through human arteries
and veins, sustaining life. Egyptian mummies share identical
bloodlines with modern Homo sapiens---unchanged after thousands of
years.

Transfusing blood from ape to man can kill; extreme blood loss
can kill; blood too thin to clot can kill; and blood that clots at the
wrong time and place can kill.

Behe emphasizes the magical qualities of clotting. “If blood congeals
at the wrong time or place. ..the clot may block circulation as it does in heart
attacks and strokes. .. A clot has to stop bleeding all along the length of the cut,
sealing it completely. Yet blood clotting must be confined to the cut or the entire
blood system of the animal might solidify, killing it.”

Michael Denton dismisses “gradual accumunlation of random changes” as
unrealistic.

“My fundamental problem with the theory is that there are so many highly
complicated organs, systems and structures, from the nature of the lung of a bird,
to the eye of the rock lobster, for which 1 cannot conceive of how these things have
come about in terms of a gradual accumulation of random changes. 1t strikes me
as being a flagrant denial of common sense to swallow that all these things were
built up by accummulative small random changes.

“This is simply a nonsensical claim...a huge number of highly complex
Systems in nature cannot be plausibly accounted for in terms of a gradual build-up
of small random mutations...”

“Everybody knows the lung of the bird is unique in being a circulatory lung
rather than a bellows lung. . It doesn’t require a great deal of profound knowledge
of biology to see that an organ, which is so central to the physiology of any higher
organism, its drastic modification in that way by a series of small events is almost
inconceivable.

“This is something we can’t throw under the carpet again becanse, basically, as
Darwin sazd, if any organ can be shown to be incapable of being achieved

gradually in little steps, his theory would be totally overthrown.” *
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Irreducible complexity comes into play ecologically.

Life systems function inter-dependently. Trees contribute to
rainfall; water grows green grass; and cattle munch on pasture-grown
grass. Nature hangs on a multitude of systems, existing and
operating simultaneously in ecological balance.

Gradualism is out the window if tested against this all-or- nothing
measure. Just as a complex living machine missing a part won’t
function, a composite of non-functioning systems can throw
ecological balance out-of-kilter.

Molecular biology’s irreducible complexity accounts for the
lengthy roster of missing transitional links in the fossil record.
Mature, fully-formed living organisms appear suddenly.

“Where would Evolution be without fossils? Evidence for Creation is found in
everything growing and living. For Evolution, in fossils. 1#'s Evo that's fossilized,

. . . 44
not Creation. Evolution evolves. Creation creates.”

Where is the mythical Sherlock Holmes when he’s
needed to locate those pesky missing bits of ancient bones?

Still, even the legendary Holmes couldn’t pull mythical fossils out
of sedimentary rock. In the phrase made famous by Sherlock, its
“lementary my dear Watson.”

The Fraud Factor

Perhaps frustrated by the shortfall of evidence supporting
evolution theory attempting to link human ancestry to unrelated
animal species, blatant fraud took the stage.

The weird parade of concocted “missing links,” provides comic
relief but does nothing to enhance Darwinian theory!

“Nebraska Man,” purposed to be one million years old, grabbed
1922 headlines until exposed as nothing more than a single tooth of
an extinct pig.

“Ramapithecus” also missed the cut as an alleged “missing link”
ancestor to Homwo sapiens when ultimately identified as nothing more

than an extinct orangutan.
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But the prize for arrogant deceit goes to the fabricators of the so-
called but never-was, “Piltdown Man.”

In 1912, Chatles Dawson, British lawyer and amateur fossil
connoisseur, rose to the challenge, proclaiming his “discovery” of the
fossil remains of Piltdown Man. The fraudulent bone scrap claimed
cache as an ancient fossil tying apes and Homo sapiens to a common
ancestry.

News of the find sent shivers of satisfaction down the spines of
Darwin aficionados. The artfully darkened fossil skull and jaw
shouted “transitional,”---the long sought fruition of Darwin’s dream!

The Piltdown fraud fabricator had pieced together a modern
human skull with the jaw bone of an ape, then stained the
monstrosity to mimic the appearance of antiquity. The faked
“evidence” was then planted in an English gravel pit in prep for its
orchestrated “discovery.”

Respected scientists swallowed the bait!

The ballyhooed “fossil” remains were promptly “authenticated”
and awarded a place of honor in the British Museum. By the time
Attorney Clarence Darrow took on the Scopes defense in
Tennessee’s 1925 “monkey trial,” Piltdown’s credentials reflected
enshrinement in evolution’s citadel of “fact.” **

In a written filing for the defense, University of Chicago
Anthropologist, Dr. Fay Cooper-Cole, added his voice to the chorus
preaching admiration for the find.

Both Darrow and his expert witness had been hoodwinked,
conned by the infectious ballyhoo touting egregious deceit. They bit
on the phony discovery by cluttering the trial’s record with written

«

quotes classifying Piltdown Man as “...distinctly human. . .an approach
toward man in very ancient strata. . .

“...The crushed skull of a woman and a skull can scarcely be distinguished
from that of a chimpanzee. .. The skull is exceedingly thick and its capacity nnch

less than a modern man, but it is distinctly human, while, as indicated, the jaw
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approaches that of an anthropoid. Here again we seem to have an approach
toward man in very ancient strata.” **

The celebrated defense counsel further buttressed his case by
introducing citations from the 1914 edition of George W. Hunter’s
Civic Biology, the textbook then in use in Dayton, Tennessee’s science
classrooms.

The text overflowed patently racist, survival of the fittest
mentality---the kind of virus that infected Hitler’s Germany in the
1930’s. Ugly, unscientific fraud, glared ominously from pages 195-6
of the despicably flawed volume.

“There is a greater difference between the lowest type of montkey and the highest
type of ape than there is between the highest type of ape and the lowest
savage. .. Undonbtedly there once lived upon the earth races of men who were
much lower in their mental organization than the present inbabitants. . .we find
that at first he must have been little better than one of the lower animals. ..

“At the present time there exist upon the earth five races or varieties of man,
each different from the other in instinets, social customs, and, to an extent, in
structure. . . the highest type of all, the Caucasians, represented by the civilized
white inhabitants of Enrope and America.” V'

Hunter’s Civic Biology has long since been discarded, out-of-print.
Piltdown Man cheated “death” for an extended time, flummoxing
evolutionists for nearly half the twentieth century.

Mr. Piltdown thrived as scientific “gospel” for forty-one years. It
took until November 21, 1953, for the much-hyped patchwork of old
bones to be exposed as bald-faced fraud---the year DNA’s double-
helix design burst onto the stage, revolutionizing genomic science.

Once the academic race was on for fame and fortune in the quest
for ancient-bone evidence corroborating evolution, paleontologist
Hermann von Meyer hit his stride, ready to cash in with the remains
of Archaeopteryx, a pigeon-sized imprint of bones unearthed in

Southern Germany’s Solnhoffen Quarry.
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Eatlier, French paleontologist Geoffrey Saint-Hilaire, floated the
idea that birds possibly evolved from reptiles. The concept ignored
radical dissimilarities between the two animal types (eg. warm-
blooded birds v. cold-blooded reptiles). Darwin loyalists, eager to
bridge the fossil record’s yawning gaps, seized upon the Archaeopteryx
remains, etched in the Solnoffen limestone slabs, as evidence
corroborating reptile-to-bird transition.

Doubters, then and now, question the connection!

Andreas Wagner, discoverer of a dinosaur fossil he named
Compsognathus, dismissed the claim, warning that “Darwin and his
adberents will probably employ the new discovery as an exceedingly welcome
occurrence for the justification of their strange views upon the transformation of the
animals. But they will be wrong.” **

Alan Feduccia scoffed at the dinosaut-to-bird scenario. ""The theory
that birds are the equivalent of living dinosanrs and that dinosaurs were feathered
25 50 full of holes that the creationists have jumped all over it, using the
evolutionary nonsense of 'dinosaurian science' as evidence against the theory of
evolution... To say dinosaurs were the ancestors of the modem birds we see flying
around outside today becanse we would like them to be is a big mistake." ¥

So was Archaeopteryx just another extinct bird species or even a
pigeon-sized dinosaur?

Since the 10-inch wingspan Prerosaur was also discovered nearby in
Sondheim, Bavarian limestone, could Archaeopteryx have been a
relative?

No sooner had the twenty-first century dawned than the bird-to-
dinosaur scenario took a hit from another counterfeit fossil. The
victim was much more than a bit player in the drama.

Photos of fossil remnants trumpeted as "...a missing link between
terrestrial dinosaurs and birds that could actually fly...a true missing link in the
complex: chain that connects dinosaurs to birds" adorned full-color pages of

the November, 1999 issue of the prestigious National Geographic. *
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Big bucks backed the journal’s investment in “authentic”
antiquity! The endorsement came loaded with monumental
consequences given the journal’s multi-million subscriber circulation
and its proud tradition of editorial excellence!

But despite the pretty pictures and the exuberant tone implying
authenticity, by January of the new millennium, the speculative
dreams of the sponsor came crashing to the earth. The costly find,
imported from China’s Liaoning Province, proved to be nothing
more than a carefully concocted swindle.

In a clever game of "Pin the Tail," some enterprising huckster had
hitched the tail of a long-deceased dinosaur onto the fossil remains of
an equally unsuspecting bird. The only thing the weird dino/bird
fossil combo achieved was the egg it smeared on the faces of over-
eager evolution promoters.

Its yet to be demonstrated that any simple, single cell fossil

evolved upward to Homo sapiens status!

i AR
ternet L Gossiprocks.com: > .

Is there any verifiable scientific evidence that this
colorful family shared common ancestry with
Charles Darwin’s family tree?
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Now and then headlines announce the début of a fossil alleged to
be the common ancestor of humans and chimps. Remember
“Lucy?” “Ida?” Now there is “Ardi,” finally introduced to her
alleged human descendants in 2009 after the first of her 125 bone
scraps were uncovered in Ethiopia in 1994. '

It took 15 years of patient man-hours of labor, thousands of big
bucks, and the latest computer technology to assemble the jumbled
bits and pieces. The composite result resembled a 4’ tall, female ape,
capable of walking on two legs but with an angled, grasping big toe
enabling her to climb and to move through trees.

“Ardi’s” resume included the claim she lived 4.4 million years ago
---one million years before the birth date previously assigned to
“Lucy.” “Ardi’s” presumed age was not obtained from clues found
in her bones but from the supposed age of the surrounding terrain.

Big problem here!

When a deceased family pet is buried on the “back forty,” the
treasured remains don’t take on the age of the surrounding burial
plot! “Ardi’s” actual age still hides, unknown in time.

Apart from the time guesstimate, what about fossil evidence of
the thousands of intermediate links connecting humans with an
ancestor common with chimps?

Blank screen here! Perhaps reminiscent of Henry Gee’s

“

provocative words, “..amusing perbaps...but not scientific.”"

“Ardi’s” bone chards left no trace of DNA!

Evolution once relied on primitive paleontology’s fossil bones to
assume linkage. Today, microbiology science looks far beyond bones
to DNA’s complex codes. Without clear-cut evidence of a long
series of mutated strings of DNA to corroborate evolution’s
postulated transitions, “proof” of “Ardi’s” link to humans goes poof!

“Bridgeless Gaps”
Scraping the bottom of the bone barrel, efforts continue fruitless

in the quest for supposed missing links. Rather than a roster of
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conclusive evidence, evolution loyalists have had to settle for the rare
and the dubious.

Using fossil bone scraps to link birds to dinosaurs and whales to
some land-based ancestor with a foot is a far cry from reliable
evidence confirming “wumberless .. .intermediate” transitionals.

The idea that some mammal with a foot evolved into gigantic
whale status affronts the Genesis account that “...God created the great
creatures of the sea and every living and moving thing with which the water teems,
according to their kinds. and every winged bird according to its kind..”™

Conjecture that birds trace ancestry to dinosaurs, not only
stretches credibility but also lacks any scintilla of scientific merit.

And what about that corrupt idea that humans, created in God’s
image and empowered with dominion over the earth, were late
arrivals having descended from common ancestry with “Old World
monkey/s]” by some mysterious luck of the draw?

Darwin’s imagination demeans and disrespects human life while
fostering arrogant, irreverent contempt for the Creator!

Didn’t the mini-creative power vested in humans, enable them to
build the pyramids, construct San Francisco’s Golden Gate Bridge,
and send rockets to the moon?

So where are those missing scraps of human fossils?

The vast lack of human bone scraps in fossil cemeteries has
nothing to do with an alleged late arrival in a make-believe
evolutionary sequence.

Logic suggests intelligent minds, who had ignored Noah’s warning
of a coming deluge, would not have lingered with open arms waiting
to be swept away by the torrential rains unleashed by forty-days and
nights of a global gully-washer.

During those forty days of unrelenting downpour, wouldn’t
humans have scrambled desperately to survive by retreating to ever
higher ground until there was no place left to hide before

succumbing to the flood’s T'sunami force torrents?
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No wonder fragments of disarticulated human remains are rare
and found only on the upper levels of residue strata!

As recently as 1982, “I'he fossils that decorate our family tree are so scarce
that there are still more scientists than specimens. . .all the physical evidence we
have for human evolution can still be placed, with room to spare, inside a single
coffin.”

The fossil cupboard remains virtually bare!

“Surprising as it may seem, the only real evidence for the geological succession
of life, as represented by the timetable, is found in the miind of the geologist and on
the paper upon which the chart is drawn. Nowhere in the earth is the complete
succession of fossils found as they are portrayed in the chart.”**

Whether exposed to the shovels digging for clues in fossil fields or
to spotlight glare of microscopes rolling back the mysteries of
molecular biology, Darwin’s elaborate predictions have not fared
well.

Absent requisite transitionals, Darwin’s dream dangles in limbo,
clinging to an unraveling thread. Believable chains of life have yet to
be forged from unrelated fragments of fossil bones.

As to “numberless intermediate varieties,” search results run with all the
force of a dry creek. "With few exceptions, radically new kinds of organisms
appear for the first time in the fossil record already fully evolved, with most of their
characteristic features present.” >

Ernst Mayr concluded, “A/ species are separated from each other by
bridgeless gaps; intermediates between species are not observed.”> Pethaps its

time to return to the drawing board to see just how that first ever

“simple” cell managed to accidentally create itself.
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