The Geologic Column and

the Fossil Record
(Missing Links and the Cambrian Explosion)

Joshua Gurtler, April 24, 2011




REVIEW

Explain (1) the positive and (2) the
negative principle regarding
evolutionary change in animal kinds?
Why Is Darwinian evolution not truly

a scientific theory?

What is the “Fruit Fly Principle ”
regarding genetic mutations? (i.e.,
what are the three criteria necessary
for a mutation to effect Darwinian

evolution?)




What We WIll Learn in This Lesson

|. Darwinian evolution must be proved from
the fossil record , or the hypothesis falls.

Il. Animals do not change throughout the
fossil record - stasis prevaills.

lll. Animals appear fully formed from the

earliest layers of the geological column
(aka, “The Cambrian Explosion ").

V. Evolutionists admit that the fossil record
provides no proof for macroevolution

V. The fossil record reflects worldwide
flood sedimentation




Definitions

1. Geology - The study of the history of the
earth preserved in the record of the rocks
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Definitions

2. Geologic Column - The sum total of
sedimentary layers in the earth ’s crust
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Definitions

3. Strata - Parallel layers of rock deposited
IN superposition in the geologic column
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4. Stratigraphy - A branch of geology that classifies, interprets, a
dates strata found in the geologic column
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5. Paleontology - Study of the history of life as
preserved In the fossils of the geologic column

© AP IR e L
http://i.dailymail.co.uk/i/pix/2008/08/14/article ~ -1044992-
0247CCCA00000578-430_468x688.jpg

/photos/expedition/excavation.jpg 8




What Is Evolution?

(AKA, Neo -Darwinism, Darwinism,
or The General Theory of Evolution)

The philosophy that all life on earth
gradually evolved over billions of years
from a single -celled organism by means of
random mutations and natural selection
(l.e., survival of the fittest).

ARWINISM MUST CLEARLY
DEMONSTRATE THIS FROM THE FOSSIL
RECORD OR THE HYPOTHESIS FAILS

e




. The Fossil Record Must
Reflect Darwinism or The
Hypothesis Fails: QUOTE #1

“The number of intermediate
and transitional links,
between all living and

extinct species, must have
been inconceivably great ”

- Charles Darwin, 1872, The Origin of

Species, p. 266




"Trie mostimportant  evidence for the ineory of evolution is tnai ootain ed frorn {
the study of paleontology [fossils]. Though the study of other branches of

zoology, such as comparative anatomy or embryology, might lead 0 ne to
suspect that animals are all interrelated, itwast he discovery of various

fossils and their correct placing in relative strat a and age tha t provided ine

rmain factual pasis for  the modern view of evolution "

- Gerald A. Kerkut,
1960. The
Irmplications of
Evolution . p. 134
(Lonclon:

Pergarnon).
[Pn.D. in Zoology,

Campbridge, Head

of the Departraent

of

Neurophysiology,

Univers jo i —
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t Darwinisrn or

The Hypotnesis Fails. Quote #3:
"Tnat evolution aciually did occur can only ne
scientifically estaplisned oy ine discovery of tne

fossilized remains  of representatlve samples of
those intermediate types. .. ”




|. The Fossil Record Must
Reflect Darwinism or Tne
rlypothesis Fails.
QOUOTE #4.:

“ Although the comparative
study of living animals and
plants may give very

convincing circumstantial
evidence, Fossils provide the
only nistorical docurnentary
eviclerice that life nas evolved
frorm sirmpler to more and

rmore cornplex forms, "

Carl O. Dunbar, Historical Geology, 2"

dition, New Yorr: Jonn Wiley ancd|
960, p. 47. (Pn.D., Yale,
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I. The Fossll Record Must Reflect Darwinisrm or The

fle
rlypoinesis Fails:  QUOTE #5

“Naturalists must remember that the process of
evolution Is revealed  only throucn fossil forms . A \
knowledge of paleontology is, therefore a prerequis ite;

Only paleoniology  can provide thern with the evidernce of—
evolution and reveal its course or mechanisms.

wl Grasse, E\ oJll'r]orJ of Living Organisms __, New York: Ac
st president of the French r\cgl_dem/ of Scj
encyclopedic.”]
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|. The Fossll Record Must Reflect

Darwinisrn or The Hypothesis
Falls: QUOTE #6

. We must look to the fossil
record for the ultimate
documentation of large -scale
change. In the absernce of the
fossil record, the credipility of
evolutionisis would pe severely
wezalkened, We rmignt woncer

P

(W

whnetner the docirine of evolutiorn
would qualify  as arn \/"rh]nrj rmore

- Steven M. Stanley,

Macroevolution: Pattern and

Nz an outraceous nyootnesis

U
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Process , San Francisco: Wk
Freeman and Co., 1979
{ aleontologist, Hn D.,

raught at Johns rloW
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| et’'s Conduct a Mocdlel

ICt
Comparison of tr

Column Basecd on:

A, Tne Creatlon Mocde]
B. Tne Darwinlan Mocde]

ine Geologic




Moclel Comparison

Derwinizn Moclel Creatlon Moclel {
(Micrope to Man Evolution) (Sudden Appear ance of Life on Eartn) ‘




Moclel Comparison

(Microbe to Man Evolution) (Sudden Ap pearance of Life on Ea
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The
Dearwinian
Moclel

Predicts:

U

115

L. Tne Simplest
Llfd Forms at ir
Bottorn of tne

—‘QQJOJ] ¢ Colurmnr
with Greater
Corr plem yaigle
Diversity of Life

(re

Trirougn MILLIONS

of Years of Ascent




The
Darwinian
Voclel
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The Biblical Creation Model Predicts:

2. MILLIONS of Transitional Fossils Would  NOT Appear in the
~ossil Colurnn, out Fossils Would Appear as Distinct Anirneal
Yincds Witn Sirmilarities Betweearn Anirneal inds

-
,
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Predicts
H3. There Would be
2 Successiorn of
Fossils Ascending
ine Geologyic
Colurnn
-

represeniing: (2)
Terrestrizl Anirnzl

n) the r\omr/ T
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Tne Biblical Creation Model Summarized
|| Peter Chapter 3, Verses 3 -6 (ESV) {
*rnowing inis first of all, that scoffers will corne I
ine last de s with scoffing, following irieir own si nful
clesires. * They will say, "Where Is the promise of his

coming? For ever since ine fainers fell asleep, all

things are coninuirg rls tney were frorn ire

peginning of creatior.,”  “For they deliberately

overloo& this fact, that ine neavens exisied long \

ago, and (1) ine gartn was formed out of waiier and

inroucn water by the word of God,  “and that by —_

means of tnese (2) ine world tnat tnen existed  was

cleluced witn water and perisned " =
o —



Darwinian
Interpretaiion of
the Geologic
Colurnn

13 Perlods

Feoreserning
130 Miles of
Sedirmnent

rlowever, . .
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rHow Do Geologists and Paleontologists Know that The Earth is 4.5
Billion Years Old and that The Geologic Strata Repr  esents 1 Bill jon
Years of History? {
Not by empirical science. No living nurmean nas seer the construc ton of the
JeOJOJJJ colurnn. It is not empirically testable or supject to t he scientific
rmeinod.
. Geologists and palzontologisis must consiruct “nistorical narratives 7 (or

devise E{OlclﬂrlfJOfb) pased on thelr  personal piases and gresuppositions o
explain ine evidence

)

3. Tnatis, they impose tneir peliefs on the rocKs.

(3]

-Deagle.com/xampp/htdocs/shoNlEEE sl Aol

nttp://cache.bostor.com/resize/bonzal
fhe/Globe Photo/2007/11/15/1195184873 0835/539w.jo0g
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Paleontology Is a Historical Science

)
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paleoniology is a nistorical science, a science pased on circurnstantizl
é\jlflérl ce, after tne fact, We can never reacn nard a c fast concl usions inour
study of ancient plants and animals... These days it 's easy to go through {
school for a good many years, sometimes even through colle  ge, without

ever nearing that sorme scierices are nistorical or o vy naiture inco nclusive,

- John R. Horner. Dinosaur Lives |, ! 997, p,19. [Discovered Malasaura,

1
Tecnnical Director for  Jurassic Park |
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Hlistorical Sc ler ce | OO% Coniingent on an
Incividual 's P JJJO< Ical Presupposiiions
(l.e., Pérur el \/\/orlrl\/wvv)

U)

\
AN examination of ine work of inose paleoniologisis ‘
who have been particularly concerned with the
relationship between paleontology and evolutionary
theory, for example that of G. G. Simpson and S. J.
Gould, revezls a mindfulness of tne fact that the
record of evoluiion, like any otner ristorical reco ra,
rnust be construed within a cornplex of  particular and\
general preconcepiions  not the least of whnich Is the
nypotnesis that evolution has occurred .”

\
-Dawvid B. Kitts, *Search for the Holy Transformation, " review of
Evolution of Living Organisms , by Plerre -P. Grass €, Paleobiology , vol.
5 (Sumrmer 1979), pp. 353 -355. H’er was Professor of rluor\z:r L_#/—
~ ¢
Sclence =

ce, University of Oklahoma ] -



“But our ways of learning apout the world aire strongly | nfluenced

oy the social preconceptions and piased rmocdes of thinking that
each scientist must apply to any problem T he stereotype of a fully {
rattionzl and objective  “scientific method, " witn individuzl scientists
25 Jogical (and interchangeable) robots, is self-serving mythology. -
- Gould, Stephen Jay, *Inthe Mind of the Benolder, " Natural History ,
vol. 103 (February 1994), pp. 14-23.
n. 14
\
— 30



Constructing the Historical Narrative
“Of course there are many gaps in the  synapsid fossil recordl, with
interrnedizte forrmns  between the various known groups  almost
invariably unknowr). rlowever, the knowr grougs have er) OIJ gri
fezitures in cornrmon tnat it s possinle to reconstru ct o nvopothetical

(D

1)

Interrnediaie stace |
-Tormn S. Kemp, Mammeal-like Reptiles and the Origin of Mamrmals

(New York: American Press, 1982), p. 3. [Oxford, De  pt. Zoology, Curator
Zoological Collections]
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“1t s a2 mistarke to pelieve that even one fossil spe cles or fossi | f'group
carn pe dermonstrated to have been ancestral to anoth - 2r. The ancestor -
descendant relationship may only be assumed to have existed int he
absence of evidence indicating otherwise. ..  Thazt a knowrn fossil  or
recent species, or higher taxonomic group, however primitive it might
appear, is arn actuzl arcestor of sorne otner species or grou 0,15 arn
assurnption scientifically unjusiifiable , for science never can simply
assume that which it has the responsibility to demo nstrate. ”

- Garetn V. Nelson, *Origin and Diversification of Teleostean Fisnes, " Annals
of the New Yorrx Acadermny of Sciences  (1971), pp. 22, 27. Nelson was in the
Departrnent of lcnthyology, American Museum of Natur al History.
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“Gaps at a lower taxonomic level, species and genera , are
practically universal in the fossil record of the m ammal -like

reptiles. In no single adequately docurnented case is it poss nle to {
frace a re nsition, species py species, frorn one ge nus to anothe r.’
-Tormn S. Kemp, Mammal -like Reptiles and the Origin of Mamrmals (New York:
American Press, 1982), p. 319. [Oxford, Dept. Zoology, Curator Zoological
Collections]
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Il. Animals Do not
Cnange in the

(Wriere are ine
Transitionzl

— ~ o~ ~
FODDJJD,

Interrnecdizie
Forms, or Missing
Links?)

/7

www.sticks-and-stones-magazine.co.uk/blo
content/uploads



http:/ftinyurl.corm/3reacc




“Wry Is not every
geologic forrmatiorn
arid every siraturn full

g

of suchn Interrmediate

links 7 Geology
assuredly does not
reveal any such
finely -graduated
organic chain; and
tnis Is ine mos"r
ooVvious and serious
()OﬁﬁCUCHUVVfHCH Celll

ne urged against ine
't'rJeory ”
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“Inine years after Darwin, nis advocates rioped ot ind
oredictable progressions.  In general, these have not been
found —y=t the optirnisrn has died hard, and some  pure fantasy {

) , kT 1]

riels cregt Int tetnooks,

n

- David M. Raup, *Evolution and the F 55]1 Record, Sclence, vol. 213 (July
¥ _

17, 1981), p. 289 [Paleontologist, Univ.
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“Trne record of evolution is siill
surprisingly jericy and,
ironically, we have even  fewer
examoles of evoluilonzary
transition tnen we nead i)
Darwin's time. "

(0

-Raup, David M., * Conflicts Between
Darwin and Paleontology, " Bulletin,

Fleld Museum of Natural History , vol.

50 (January 1979), p. 25. Raup Iis
Curator of Geology at the Field
leeurr of Natural History,

WILL THEY FIND THE TRANSITIONS
IN TIME?

A
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“Trie nistory of compearative niology teacnes us tnai tne sezarcr
for ancestors is doorned to ultimete failure, thus, with respect to
its principal objective, this search is an exercise in futility.
Increased knowledge of suggested ‘ancestors ' usually shows
them to be too specialized to have been direct ance  stors of
anything else. ... In contrast to what is usually stated, therefore,
a more cormnpleie sample of ine fossil record in lise [fwould only
complicate the problern  of assessing the interrelationship of the
fossil species. ”

-Gareth V. Nelson, “Origin and Diversification of Teleostean Fishes,
Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences  (1971), pp. 18-30. Nelson was
in the Departrment of lcnthyology, American Museurm o f Natural His tory.
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*Desplie i
paleonioloc
presented

fe orignt orornise i
ogy orovides ... Il nas
sorne  nasty diffl

Q
C
.6.
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2l paleontology cloes not provide

triern”

- David B. Kitts (Scr

O;ilrlrJOmrl) Septermber, 1974, Evolution, p. 466.

nool of Geology and Geopnysics, U niversity of

A



“The regular
\nsernce of
trainsiiionzl forms 13
not confined to
rmernenals, outis ar
alrnost universzl
onernornernorn, as
has long been noted
by paleontologists "

()
(D
(D
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- G.G. Simpson, Tempo and Mode in

Evolution , 1944, p. 105

A




“Trie apsence of fossil evidernce for interrmecdiary sta )es
oetweern major fransitions in organic design. .. na s peena

persistent and nagging groblern for - gradualistic accounts of {
evolutior) . . | regard the failure to find a clear ‘vector of

progress ' in life 's history as the rmost puzzling fact of the fossll

record” - S.J.Gould, Evolution Now , 1982, p 140 and 1980,

Paleobiology, ©€:119-130
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“1ully aigree with your cornments apout ire la
illustration of =volutionary transitions i my o

o

L’W

r

Of direct
ok, If 1 knew of

any, fossil or living , | would nave certainly included thern. . .
Gould and the r\merJgglrJ Museurn people are hard to

tlonzll fossils, .. |

fossil for wrnicr)

/D)

contraclict wrier iney say inere are o transit
will lay it or tne Jme —inere Is not one sucn:
one could rnawe a wateriigni ergurnent "

- Colin Patterson, (Paleontologist, Britisn Museurmn of
letter to L.D. Sunderlancd|

Natural His tory) 1979,

)
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“Tne ex"rgmg raity of
ransitional forrns 1n tne
0ssll record persisis as ine

racle secret of

(— —ia =i

pelleontology | ine

evolutionary trees tnai

aclorn our texioooKs nayve

data only at tne tips and
'r ,

norles of thelr orancneas: e
1S ] ljowever
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— Stephen J. Gould, Natural

History, May, 1977, pp. 12-16 Co

‘ /171
-r=r






*Most species exniolt
no cirectional cnange
rllmr Ig) thelr tenure or)

—

— Stepnen J Gould,
Ne ural History, May,

LH




“Itis, indeed, a very curious
state of affairs, | think, that
pzleoniologisis nave oveer
Insistiry tneai tneir record Is
consisient wiir slow,
steacdly, gradual evolutiorn
where | think that privately,
tney’'ve xnowrn for over a
indred years that such is

not

—-
—
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-Eldredge, Niles, *Did
Darwin Get It Wrong?
Nova (Novemper 1, 1981), p.

]
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“Trie xnown fossil record
falls to document a single
exarmple of pnyletic
evolution accomplishing a
major rrorpnologic
transition and nence offers
no evidence tnat tne
gracduzalisiic rnodel can be
vallicl, ”

Macroey OJIIFIJH Heuer and

Process (San Francisco: W.

rl. Freeman and Co., 1979),




"But fossil species rernaln unchancged tnrougnout most {
oftheﬂrrﬂstoryz&mc]i’e record falls to contaln a sincle
flcant transition., "

-David S. VVoodroﬁ,LHHVJofC#&fSan[ﬁego,Sxﬂence, \Vol.
208, 1980, p. 7186.
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Whnat About the Evolutionary Appearance of
“We silll lack any precise inforrnation concerning ir 0

J
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ancestors frorn wnich land planis evolved,
of these precursors and of probzible FrrlfJJJflJrJrll stages cornfinues,
- Gensel, Patricla G., and rlemr/ N. Andrews, *The Evolution of Early L rlmd Plants,
, vol. 75 (September/October 1987), pp. 478 -489. p. 481

Am@r]can Scientist
- Paleobotanist, Univ. Con rJ.J

Paleobotanist, UNC Chapel Hill; Andrews




What Apout Evolutionary Appearance of Fish?

“Abstract . All ihre
supdivisions of tn ne pony fisnes
first eippesr in the fossil record

at approdmately the sarme tirme.
They are already widely
divergent morphologically, and
they are heavily armored. How
did they originate? What

allowed them to diverge so
widely? How did they all come

to have heavy armor? And vy
Is there no frace of earlier,
interrnediate forrms? "

- Todd, Gerald T., *Evolution of the
Lung and the Orjg n of Bony Fishes —A
Causal Relationship? " American

/oobgb , vol. 20, no. 4 (1980), p. 757.
l'odd was at the University of

o

California, Los Angeles. —————
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What Aoout the Evolution of Fisn?

“Flow this earliest chordate stock
evolved, what stages of development

it went through o eventually give rise
to truly fisnlike creziures we do not
krnow. Between the Cambrian when it
probably originated, and the

Ordovician when the first fossils of
animals with really fishlike
characteristics appeared, inereis a
gap of pernaps 100 million years

wriicr we will propaoly never ne able

to fill.

- Ommanney, F. D., The Fishes (New
York: ﬂme Life Natu ' 196
192 pp. p. 60

1
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Whnat About Fisn to
Arnphinian

Evolution?
acllate

"No clearly interrr
forrn In the fisn -tetrapod
transiiion nas peel
discovered ...."

q))
Q

)

- Jarmes A. Hopson and
Leonard B. Radinsky,
*Vertebrate Paleontology: New
Approaches ancd New

Insights, " Paleobiology , vol. 6
(Sumrer 1980), pp. 250 -270.
Fopson and Radinsky were in
the Anatorny Departrent at the
University of Chicago.
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What About the Evolutionary Appearance of Ampnibian 57
“ Despite these similarities, frogs, salamanders, and caecilians a re
very different from one another in skeletal structu re and ways o f
life, both now and throughout their known fossil re cord ... we
have found no fossil evidence of any possible antec  edents that
possessed the specialized features common to all th ree modern
orders .... In the absence of fossil evidence that frogs,
ngJrlmrlmrJerJ, and caecilians =volved frorm a close cornmor

arncestor, we must consider the possipility that ezic n of the
mocdern orders evolved frorn a0 distinct group of Pale 0Z0IC
armpnipians. ”

Carroll, Ropert L., Verteorate Paleontology and Evolution  (New York: W.
F. Freerman and Co., 1988), 698 pp., pp. 181 -4 [Paleontologist, McGill,
Univ. ]
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What Apout the Armpnipian to Repitile Transition?

*Unforiunately not a
single specimen of ain
appropriate reptiliarn
aricestor Is knowrn orior
to the appearance of tirue
reptiles. The absence of
such ancestral forms
leaves many problems of
the amphibian -reptilian
transition unanswered.

- Lewis L. Carroll,
*Problemns of the Origin of

Reptiles, ” Biological

Re views of the Camopridge
nilosopnical Society , vol. ———
( 9) Q f)rf) —
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What Apout the Evoluiion of Snake
*Unfortunaiely, tne fossil nistory of
fragrmentary, sothat it is necessary to infer mu
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tnelr evolution frorn the cornparailve anaiorny of

moclern forms.

- Colpert, Edwin H., and M. Morales,
York: Jonn Wiley and Sons, 1991), 510
Columbla Univ., American Museurn Nat

Staurikosaurus ]

Evolution of the Vertebrates
0p., P. 223 [Paleon
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What About the Evolutionary Appearance of Primaies?

“No specific derivad characters nave been dernonstrat ecl as
oeing uniquely snared between early orimeates and i e early

[
mernoers of ainy otner orcer, "

=

- Carroll, Robert L., Vertebra
H. Freernan and Co., 1988),

ate Paleontology and Evolution  (New York: W.
698 pp., p. 467




volutionary Appearance of Insec

=¥
“We are int he clark concerning the origin of insects !

- Grass &, P]erre—P Evolution of Living Organisms  (New York: Academic Press,
1977), 297 pp. Grass € held the Chair of Evolution & f

at the Soroomrw ror 30 year
mrl Was r(l ro Jf the 12 volume rrrlue de Zoologie ., p. 30. (
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“If evertn ere WelS 2l
rriyin, 1t s tnat
2volLUtion 1s &
process ¢ Jf constarnt
criange” —

lan Tattersall, 1982,
Tne Myins of Human e
Evolution , p. 8




I\V/. The Camorian Explos

very major animal pnyla appe
Carnoriar layer

- All major phyla supposedly  *evolved ” within the fi

lon:

ars Ir) fne

irst 2% of the

record, since then '£'me/ iave rermained the same.

- Outof 100 P /Je | that nave lived, orJJ/ remain!
/—

fossil
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Darwinian
Interpretation of
the Geologic
Colurmn

simple prniyletc
(roLlos,
oecormning rmore
cornplex? No.
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Darwinian Model

Gould ’S;Model
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Darwinian Model

Biblical Model
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Extant Anirmal Pnyla that Appeared
In the *Camorian Explosion "

http://faculty.southwest.tn.edu/jiwilliams/aniamlph yla.jpg _
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Nine Extant Anirnal Pnyla that Appeared
Aplosion

In the *Carnorian &

https://worldofbiology.wikispaces.com/file/view/ani mal_tree.jpeg /34303024 ERITEIIEEN | ED









Whnere Are Tne
Precarmorlan
Ancesiors?
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. the Carnpriar
=/olosion estanlisned
virtuzlly all ine rmajor
anlrmal vody forrms —
Balpl érne or pnyla —inai
would exist inereafier.”

- Roger Lewin, Lopsided Look

al r\/olurJon 9 )8, Sclence
1:291-293 [British

\m iropologist, News Editor for
\ueerJ
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“All of the pasic arcnitectures of anirmeals were appa rently
establisned by the close of the Carnbrizin explosior ; subsequent
evolutionary changes, even those that allowed anima  Is to move
out of the sea onto land, involved only modificatio ns of those
basic body plans. About 37 distinct body architectu res are
recognized among present -day animals and from the basis of

the taxonomic classification level of phyla. "

- Douglas H. Erwin , James W. Valentine, and David Ja  blonski, *The
Origin of Animal Body Plans, " American Scientist , vol. 85 (March/April
1997) [Erwin - Curator paleobiology, Smitnsonian National Museurn o f
Natural History; Valentine - U.C. Berkeley, Jablonski - U. Chicago]
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“If any eventin life s nistory resermoles mear 'S creation

rmying, It is inis suddern diversification of rarine life when
multicellular organisms took over as the dominant a ctors in {
ecology and evolution. Baffling (and embzarrassing) to

Darwin, this event siilll dazzles s and stands as a major
biological revolution on a par with the invention o f self -
replication and the origin of the eukaryatic cell. The animel
onyla ernerged out of the Precarnorian rists with mos tofthe
attrioutes of tnelr rodern descendants, "

-Stefan Bengtson, *The Solution to a Jigsaw Puzzle, " Nature, vol. 345 (June
1990), pp. 765-766. [Expert on Carnbrian Explosion, Swedisn Museurm 9)i
J\Je_‘, ral History.]
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“ Studies that began in the early
1950s and continue at an
accelerating pace today have
revealed an extensive Precambrian
fossil record, but ihe problern of
the Carnbrizin explosion nas not
receded, since our  more extensive
lznor nas still failed to identify  any
creature that might serve as 2
olausiole Irmmecdiate ancestor for
Fﬂd Carnorizin faunas. .. Where,
nen, are all the Precamoriarn
ncestors —or, if they dldn 't exist
in recognlzable form, howy did
modem r*omolex]'ty get off to sucr

y.'-f‘ 1]

(

ws —i-

- Gould, S‘te nen Jay, “A Short Way to Big
Ends,” 1986, Natural History , 95:18-28.
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Precarmorlan
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\
"Most paleoniologisis today give litile tnougrni ‘
to fossiliferous rocks older inarn the Carnorian,
tnus Ignoring the rmost importarnt rissing ling of
all. Indeed ihe missing Precamprian record
cannot groperly ne descriped as a lingK for it s 1n)
rezlity, aoout ninetentns of ine cnain of life: ine

first ninetening " \

- H.S. Ladd, UCLA, Geo. So. of Am. Mem . 1967, Vol. T
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from Trueman's Ostrea/Gryphaea [oyster-like bivalves]

to Carruthers' Zaphrentis delanouei [horn-shaped

bivalve] {

, occurring only in

marginal populations. Similarly, my own experinece
twenty years looking for evolutionary lineages amon
Brachiopoda has proved them equally elusive.

library can do far more than millions of years of g
The point emerges that,
whether at the level of orders or of species,

of more than
g the Mesozoic

One splitter in a
enetic mutation. . .

but the sudden explosion of one group at \

the expense of another. . . But even if we cannot t
transition, we can very easily see and measure the
numbers of species and of individuals at various le

race the actual
Increasing

vels.” T

- Derek V. Ager, “The I\Je ure of the Fossil Record, " Proceedings of

the Brit JSh Geo ]OJJch]/—\ clation , 87[2]:131-159. Presidentiz m—
| —

Address, March 5, 19 /o, ——



“ Most SJSC]ES exmm]t
no directional cnange
fIlJrJrJJ tnelir tenure orl
eartn. Tney appear in
ine fossil record looking

traeinsforrmeation of its
ancestors; it apopears
ce ancd *fully
forrnec ™

- S.J. Gould, 1977, Naturzl
Flistory, 86[5|pp. 12 -16
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“ Although paleontologists have, and
continue to claim to have, discovered
sequences of fossils that do indeed
present a picture of gradual change
over time, the truth of the matter is that
we are still In the dark anout
irne orJngJ of 110 5 rr EJOF grougs
Of OUchJbrfb 9/ cppecs Ir)
tne fossll record as Atnhena did
frorm the head fZe us =full -
olown and raring to go, Ir)
contracdiction to Darwin's

depiction of evolutior)  as resulting
from the gradual accumulation of
countless infinitesimally minute
variations, which, in turn, demands that
the fossil record preserve an unbroken
chain of transitional forms."
- Jeffrey Schwartz [Physical
Anthropologist, University of
Pittsburgn, USA], "Sudden Origins:
Fossils, rerJeJ, clmrl the Emergence of
pecies,’ J m Wiley & Sons: New
rk N

Qo

1




. the Cambrian strata of rocks,
vintage about 600 million years
[evolutionists are now dating the
beginning of the Cambrian at about
530 million years], are the oldest in
which we find most of the major
invertebrate groups. And  we find
may of thern alreacly in an advanced
staite of evolution, the very first tirne
they appesr. It is as thougn they were
Just olainted there, witnout ziny
evolutionary nistory. Needless to sz
tnis appearance of sudden plantr
1z1s delighted creationisis....the o
alternative explanation of the suddern
appearance of so mrlm/ cornples
anirnal tyoes In the Carnorian era s
divine creztior...”,
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- Richard J?lv\/k]ns, THE BLIND
= — or ke 272 /7
WATCHMAKER, 1986, p229 -230
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“Trie aorupt appearance of nigner
tael In the fossil record has peen a
perernnizl puzzle. Not only do
characteristic and distinctive remains
of phyla appear suddenly, without
known ancestors, but several
classes of a phylum, orders of a
class, and so on, commonly appear
at approximately the same time
without known intermediates .... If we
read the record ratner literally, it
irnplies that organisms of new gracdes
of cornplexity arose and radizied
relatively rapidly.

Valentine, Jrlm es W., and Catnhryn A.

Campbell, *Genetic Regulation and
the Fos JJ Record, " American
Scientist , vol. 63

e

Novernber/December 1975), pp. 673 -
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THE FOSSIL RECORD DOESN'T PRO)/ Semmm—

L
EVOLUTION EITHEF
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|. The Fossll Record Must Reflect

Darwinisrn or The Hypothesis
Falls: QUOTE #6

. We must look to the fossil
record for the ultimate
documentation of large -scale
change. In the absernce of the
fossil record, the credipility of
evolutionisis would pe severely
wezalkened, We rmignt woncer

P

(W

whnetner the docirine of evolutiorn
would qualify  as arn \/"rh]nrj rmore

- Steven M. Stanley,

Macroevolution: Pattern and

Nz an outraceous nyootnesis

U

N\

Process , San Francisco: Wk
Freeman and Co., 1979
{ aleontologist, Hn D.,

raught at Johns rloW
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*Since pal
genesis of the pnyla, one must nave recourse 1o ine clar
cdrawrn frorn cornparaiive anaiorny and emoryology. “
Grass &, Plerre -P., Evolution of | ]\/]ru Orﬁmur (New York:
r\cglderm@ Press, 1977), 297 pp. Grass ¢ held the Chair of

at the Sorbonne for 30 /eclrJ and was Edi  tor of the

z \/Jlume Traite de Zoologie

naleonitology does not sned any lignt on ine
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“In any case, no rezl
evolutionist, whether
gradualist or punctuationist,
Lses ine fossll record 213
evidence In favor of tne ineory
of evoluiion as opposed o

speclal creation,

- Mark Ridley, *Who Doubts
Evolution? ” New Sclentist, 90:830-
832, 1981 [Dept. Zoology, Oxford
Umv.J
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ilonisis warli to impress i Je Darwinizyr)
esta.’ole'nmen”r, twill be no use ¢ r' INg or apout w neii tne
fossils say. No good Darwinian's oelief in evoluiio

ine fossil evi

N stancs or
evicdence for gradual evolutior), so nor will his belief
fall by it. “

0
l

-Ridley, Mark [zoologist, Oxford University], "Wno d
evolution?" New Scientist,
D.032.

oubis
Vol. 90, pp.830  -832, 25 June 1981,
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*Few paleontologisis nave, |ining ever supposed tha 1 fossils,
oy thernselves, provide grounds for tne conclusion t Mzt
evolution nas occurred,  An examination of the work of those
paleontologists who have been particularly concerne d with
the relationship between paleontology and evolution ary
theory, for example that of G. G. Simpsonand S.J.  Gould,
reveals a mindfulness of the fact that the record o f evolution,
like any other historical record, must be construed within a
complex of particular and general preconceptions no t the
least of which is the hypothesis that evolution has occurred. .
The fossil record doesn 't even provide any evidence I
SIIOOor‘r of Darwiniar ineory exceot In the weak sens e that ine
\DJI record Is compealiinle wiin it, just as 1t s cornpatiole wi in \

g

er evoluiionary theories, and revoluilonary irneo ries and
special creatfionist tneories and even anistorical t fneories, "
Kitts, David B., *Searcnh for the Holy Transformation, " review of

Evolut]on of Living Organisms , by Plerre -P. Grass &, Paleobiology , vol. 5
(Surnmer 1979), pp. 353 -355. Kitts was Professor of History of Scieresmmm—m

—
University of Oklahormna. —




Were co tne
EVolutlonisis
SO Frorn rlere?

THE DOCTRINE OF

PUNCTUATED
EQUILIBRIUM
(Saltational
Evolution)







12 early days of tnhe accegiance of
nelard c JeoJOJJL QOJIIHJH fossils nave
peern iuming up in ‘wrong ' places as more

and rmore fossils nave peern collected, and

inis process coniinues to inis very day

- J. Woodrmorappe, Creai. Ex Ninilo Tech.
J., 2000, 14:110-116
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1. Flai WOrms (onylurn  Platynelminines) (First {

Q)Y
p32,

)

2. Dasycladzalean algae l_ovvér than expecied)

3. Plpiscids (Carooniferous animals lately found
in ine Carnorian sirate)  (Lower)

4, Agnatnan (jawless) fisn (Lower)

5. Lysirosaurus  repille (Lower)

6. Neoguadalupla sponge (Lower)

7. Camptocrilarnys  olvalve (Lower)

o. Parafusus gasiropod (Lower) \
9. Verteoral fish found in early Carnoriar

streta (LOvver (11): Zhang, /.G, and /. -G. Hou. 2004, \
Evidence for a single rnediarn firn —UJrJ and tail in the lower

Carnpriar vertepaie, J. Evolution, Biol,  17:116 2~| 1686,

(2) Chien, J-1., Flang, D-Y., and L], C.W. (Decermber 1999). " A n—-——
early Carnprian craniate -like chordate”, ;_r_mé_.kﬁ)b—; g=syIT 2
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