
5. Millions of Missing Fossils  

Darwin wrote that ‘the number of 

intermediate and transitional links, 

between all living and extinct 

species, must have been inconceivably great’ because 

evolution happened gradually by ‘infinitesimally 

small modifications’. Evolution took millions of 

years, enough time for billions of fossils to form. The 

crucial evidence for evolution would be finding that 

the vast majority of fossils are transitional forms. 

However, despite the fact that the museums of the 

world contain hundreds of millions of fossils, the 

links are missing. ‘The extreme rarity of transitional 

forms in the fossil record persists as the trade secret 

of palaeontology’ (Stephen Jay Gould). Notice from 

the graph below: every horizontal line (i.e. 

transitional form) is red (i.e. missing). Graphs of 

similar orders of animals and plants are exactly the 

same. Yes, there is some debate over a handful of 

fossils that possibly qualify as transitional (some just 

small bone fragments). But these debates miss the 

point. If evolution were true we would find that the 

majority of fossils – millions – were transitional, not 

a few ‘maybes’. To claim that a few ‘maybes’ are 

proof of evolution is like saying that a land bridge 

once crossed the Pacific Ocean from China to 

California and that the proof is the Hawaiian islands.  

6. The Flawed Logic of Comparative Anatomy 

Another argument for 

evolution is that animal 

similarities (e.g. similar 

bones, similar DNA) prove 

that all animals are related 

and share common descent, 

i.e. come from each other. 

Jaguar cats are like Jaguar cars: similarities show that 

they all belong to the one family. However, Jaguar 

cars did not evolve, they were designed. Designers 

regularly incorporate similar patterns in different 

works. Further, functional constraints mean that all 

animals must have certain common features (just like 

all cars have wheels and engines). Therefore, 

logically, this argument is flawed: similarities are as 

much evidence of design as of evolution. 
 

From Evolution to Creation 

Dr. Gary Parker, (doctorate in biology 

and geology (palaeontology)), began 

his scientific career teaching 

evolution at a respected university. 

He believed he was ridding his students of ‘pre-

scientific superstitions such as Christianity’. But after 

spending three years re-examining the evidence he 

gave up his ‘deep-seated belief in evolution and 

concluded … that the Biblical framework is the more 

logical inference from our scientific observations’. 

God created us; we did not evolve from animals. If 

you would like a free copy of Gary Parker’s book, 

Creation, send the reply slip to the address below. 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

What’s the  

difference  

between  
 

a monkey  
 

and … 

Your Name: _______________________________ 

Address: __________________________________ 

__________________________________________ 

Yes, please send me a free copy of Gary Parker’s 

book, Creation  



You? 
(no offence) 

 

Six Reasons why Evolution 

does not explain where You 

came from 

 

Evolution (which means change) is the theory 

that says that the many different forms of life in our 

world simply changed over millions of years into 

other forms: fish changed to reptiles, reptiles to birds 

and mammals, and apes into man. 
 

1. ‘Vestigial’ Organs Not Useless 

About 100 years ago there were about 180 parts of 

our bodies that were said to be useless leftovers from 

our animal ancestors (like our tonsils, appendix and 

even the very important pituitary gland). However, 

medical science has gradually discovered the 

purposes of all these organs. 

Thus, our appendix is not a 

left-over from when we used 

to eat grass like cows (as is 

sometimes taught), but 

instead fights infection, like 

the tonsils (one organ at each end of the digestive 

system). Our previous scientific ignorance (and its 

apparent evidence for evolution) has disappeared 

with increasing medical knowledge. In fact, 

evolutionary thinking has slowed scientific research. 

 
2. Embryological Evidence Faked 

Another argument for evolution is that the human 

embryo goes through different animal stages. It starts 

as  one cell like an amoeba, has gill slits like a fish, a 

yolk sac like a chicken and a 

tail like a monkey. In reality, 

the drawings still used in 

many textbooks today were 

faked by a German 

evolutionist, Ernst Haekel 

(1834-1919), to make human embryos look more 

similar to other animals than they really are. Human 

embryos only bear superficial similarities to animal 

features (e.g. there are no actual gill ‘slits’ at all) and 

the embryonic structures are not ‘useless leftovers’ 

from our animal ancestors, but perform essential 

functions in the development of the new life. 

 
3. Natural Selection does not explain Origins  

Perhaps the classic proof of 

evolution is the Peppered Moths, 

found in most biology textbooks. 

Here’s how the story goes: before 

the Industrial Revolution these 

moths were mostly light 

coloured. Birds found them hard 

to spot as they rested on the white 

trees, and they were thus less 

likely to be eaten. After the Industrial Revolution had 

darkened the trees, however, most moths became 

dark as they were now better camouflaged. The 

Peppered Moths had evolved from a light colour to a 

dark colour. Proof for evolution? No – there were 

light and dark moths before the Industrial Revolution 

and after. No actual moths changed from light to 

dark. All that changed were their relative proportions 

as birds ate more of one sort or the other. To claim 

that the moths evolved a different colour is as absurd 

as saying that because, during the Nazi Holocaust, 

the proportion of Jews in Poland went from 10% to 

less than 1% (and Poles from 70% to 80%) therefore 

Jews were evolving into Poles during WW2.  

Natural selection does not explain the origin of the 

light or dark colours (let alone the moths). It explains 

the survival of the fittest (an obvious fact of life), not 

the arrival of the fittest (the real issue). ‘Darwin’s 

attempt to explain the origins of all the magnificent 

species in the world in terms of the struggle for 

survival is easily the dumbest idea ever taken 

seriously by science’ (Granville Sewell). 

 

4. Mutations are Destructive, not Creative 

Evolutionary scientists nowadays 

realise that Natural Selection has no 

creative power. Instead, they 

theorise that mutations (copying 

mistakes in our genes) provide the 

source of genetic variation, and 

hence all the wonderful varieties of 

life on earth. True enough, some creatures show 

evidence of mutations: flightless birds, sightless fish, 

seedless grapes or wingless beetles. These defects 

may even be beneficial in some ways (wingless 

beetles do not get blown off windy islands into the 

sea). However, notice that these mutations all involve 

losses; they have not added wings or eyes. One 

claimed ‘beneficial mutation’ is sickle-cell anaemia, 

a condition that protects carriers from a deadly 

disease, malaria. However, sickle-cell anaemia is 

itself a deadly disease. It is only beneficial in the way 

an amputation is welcomed by someone with 

gangrene. Even duplications of existing genes (as 

occur in some plants) do not create anything new: 

students do not get extra marks for giving two copies 

of homework to teachers.  

 

Ever-upward evolution required the creation of novel 

cells and structures for mud to become man. But 

mutations do not create, they corrupt. No one in their 

right mind stands in front of x-ray machines hoping 

that they will evolve into an advanced human being.  


