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NAUTILUS

Age: 114 million years old

Size: 55 millimeters (2.1 in)
Location: Madagascar

Period: Cretaceous, Albian Stage

The nautilus has dealt a severe blow to the theory of
evolution, having undergone no change in 300
million years. The 114-million-year-old nautilus
shown here is completely identical to present-day
specimens.

Adnan Oktar



BIVALVE

Age: 208 to 146 million years old
Location: Majunga Basin, Madagascar
Period: Jurassic

Marine crustaceans have maintained the same
characteristics in the fossil record for hundreds of millions
of years. One example is the double-shelled bivalve. The
one shown here lived between 208 and 146 million years
ago; it represents a challenge to the theory of evolution
because it is the same as present-day bivalves.
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NAUTILUS

Age: 114 million years old

Size: 70 millimeters (6.7 in)
Location: Madagascar

Period: Cretaceous, Albian Stage

The nautilus is an invertebrate commonly
found in the seas today. These creatures reveal
the invalidity of Darwinism. There is no
difference between a present-day Nautilus and
one that lived 114 million years ago.
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NAUTILUS

Age: 114 million years old
Size: 17 centimeters (6.6 in)
Location: Madagascar
Period: Cretaceous, Albian

The nautilus has survived for about 300
million years and has preserved its
physiological structure during all that
time. The fossil shown here is of a 114-
million-year-old nautilus. The fact that the
creature has not changed for hundreds of
millions of years is living proof that
evolution never happened.

Adnan Oktar
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FOSSIL SPECIMENS DISCOVERED IN CHINA

Various mountain formations occupy an important place in the geological history of Asia. The
Himalayas are some of the world's youngest mountains, and the large numbers of marine invertebrate
fossils discovered on the feet of the Himalayas show that these strata were once covered in water.

The Asian continent's most important fossil beds lie in China. Those in the West Liaoning, Yunnan
and Shandong regions are the richest in China. A large number of fossils of bird species, mammals,
amphibians, reptiles, fish, insects and plants have been obtained from these regions. Once again, every
fossil proves that living things never underwent any process of evolution and reveals the evident nature
of God's creation.

Special fauna (animals
belonging to a particular
region or period) have been
identified in the Yixian and
Jiufotang formations in the
Liaoning region. Both
Formations contain fossils
largely dating from the
Cretaceous Period (146 to 65
million years ago).

The fossil excavations made in Beipiao.
Some flowered plant fossils found in this
region are the oldest.

Next: one of the rock layers in Liaoning contains fossils.
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Following the researches made
in the Liaoning fossil area,
many samples were uncovered
that invalidate the theory of
evolution. One of the rock
strata is pictured.

The Chengjiang Formation in the Yunnan region is exceedingly important in showing the variety of
life in the Cambrian Period (543 to 490 million years ago). In this formation are found a large number of
fossil species such as seaweeds, anemones, sponges, trilobites, other trilobite-like arthropods, annelids
and other varieties of worm—more fossils that deal a lethal blow to the theory of evolution. They show
that living things that emerged in the Cambrian possessed various complex features, closely resembled
modern-day life forms, and sometimes possessed even more privileged, specialized characteristics. This
undermines all the claims made by evolutionists to the effect that present-day life forms evolved from
supposedly primitive living things.

One of the fossil areas in Yunnan
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MAYFLY

Age: 125 million years old

Size: 20 millimeters (0.8 in); matrix:
118 millimeters (4.6 in) by 68
millimeters (2.7 in)

Location: Chao Yang, Liaoning
Province of China

Formation: Yixian Formation
Period: Lower Cretaceous

This fossil mayfly pictured is an
example of a living fossil. This 125-
million-year-old specimen, identical
with the modern-day mayflies,
invalidates the evolutionists' claims.
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SCORPION FLY

Age: 125 million years old

Size: Wings, 19 millimeters (0.8 in); matrix: 75
millimeters (3 in) by 95 millimeters (3.7 in)

Location: Chao Yang, Liaoning Province of China
Formation: Yixian Formation
Period: Lower Cretaceous

The scorpion fly is a small insect with an average
wing length of 50 millimeters (2 in). Due to the
organ in its abdomen resembling a scorpion's
stinger, it is nicknamed the "scorpion fly."

The fossil pictured is 125 million years old.
Scorpion flies of 125 million years ago are no
different from those alive today. This clearly
shows that like all other living creatures, scorpion
flies have not evolved.

Atlas of Creation



AN Y )
e

T

ey,

o

1“ 3

CRANEFLY

Age: 128 million years old

Size: 12 millimeters (0.5 in); wings 9
millimeters (0.4 in); matrix: 72 millimeters
(2.8 in) by 48 millimeters (1.9 in)

Location: Chao Yang, Liaoning Province of
China

Formation: Yixian Formation
Period: Lower Cretaceous

A cranefly, resembling a giant gnat or
mosquito, has a structure very different
from true gnats. Its major feature is its
quite long legs, generally twice as long as
its body.

As all other living creatures, craneflies
appear as fossils with structures identical
to those of our day. That no difference
exists between today's craneflies and
those of millions of years ago proves that
living beings never evolved.
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FROGHOPPER

Age: 125 million years old

Size: 23 millimeters (0.9 in); matrix: 80 millimeters (3.2 in) by 80
millimeters (3.2 in)

Location: Chao Yang, Liaoning Province of China
Formation: Yixian Formation
Period: Lower Cretaceous

The larvae of a froghopper, which is classified in the family
Cercopidae, are enveloped in a protective frothy secretion.

There exists no difference between modern froghoppers and those
that lived millions of years ago. Despite millions of years that
have passed, these insects remain the same, manifesting that
living beings have not undergone evolution.
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PLANTHOPPER

Age: 125 million years old

Size: 17 millimeters (0.7 in); matrix: 60 millimeters (2.4 in) by 46 millimeters (1.8 in)
Location: Chao Yang, Liaoning Province

Formation: Yixian Formation

Period: Lower Cretaceous

The adults of these plant-feeding insects are of two different species. One can fly,
while the other cannot. The structures of these two species have not changed for
millions of years. All the complex structures and systems of today's insects were
also possessed by planthoppers living millions of years ago. During all those
millions of years, these features have remained the same, indicating that the
evolutionary process claimed by Darwinists never took place.
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FUNGUS GNAT

Age: 128 million years old

Size: 8 millimeters (0.3 in) long with wings of 5 millimeters (0.2 in);
matrix: 77 millimeters (3 in) by 50 millimeters (2 in)

Location: Chao Yang, Liaoning Province
Formation: Yixian Formation
Period: Lower Cretaceous

Fungus gnats belonging to the Sciaridae family live especially in
damp places, preferring lower parts of plants that are closer to soil.

The fossil fungus gnat pictured is 128 million years old. Fungus
gnats that lived millions of years ago are just as those of our day.
Fossil records show that fungus gnats have always remained the
same, refuting the claim that they evolved from other living beings.
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SALAMANDER

Age: 125 million years old

Size: salamander: 11 centimeters (4.3 in) by 6 centimeters (2.4 in) long;
matrix: 29.6 centimeters (11.7 in)

Location: Huludao City, Liaoning Province
Formation: Jiufotang Formation
Period: Lower Cretaceous

This fossil salamander uncovered in China is the world's oldest known
salamander. As a result of some sudden volcanic eruption, fossil remains
are often very well preserved under a layer of ash, so well that it is even
possible to detect some of their soft tissues and the last food they ate.

These fossil salamanders are no different from those alive in our day.
Amphibians that remain unchanged for hundreds of millions of years
once again demonstrate that evolutionists are wrong.
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STURGEON

Age: 144 to 127 million years old

Size: 48 centimeters (19 in)

Location: Sihetun, Beipiao City, Liaoning Province
Formation: Jiulongsong Member,

Chaomidianzi Formation (Jehol Group)

So far, no one has found an intermediate link to prove the so-called evolution of
living creatures. This is also true for the so-called "evolution" of fish. All different
classes of fish appear suddenly in the fossil record, and without any ancestors. There
are hundreds of thousands of invertebrate fossils, hundreds of thousands of fish
fossils, but not one single intermediate "missing link" fossil. One example showing
that fish have always been fish is this 144- to 127-million-year-old fossil sturgeon.

Adnan Oktar
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TURTLE

Age: 146 to 65 million years old

Size: Matrix: 17.5 centimeters (7 in) by 21
centimeters (8.3 in)

Location: Lingyuan, Liaoning Province
Formation: Yixian Formation
Period: Cretaceous

Scientific facts reveal that living creatures
have not evolved, but Darwinists insist on
ignoring this. The 146- to 65-million-year-
old turtle fossil pictured, which is identical
with the turtles of our day, once again
stresses what Darwinists are reluctant to see:
Living beings have not changed for millions
of years. In other words, they have not
evolved.
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This fossil is also of two parts,
showing both its positive structure
and its negative cast.

MAYFLY

Age: 156 to 150 million years old

Size: body: 3.3 centimeters (1.3 in); matrix: 7.6
centimeters (3 in) by 10 centimeters (4 in)

Location: Beipiao, Liaoning Province

Period: Upper Jurassic

Like all other insects, mayflies exhibit the same
characteristics and systems they had at the
moment they first appeared. Fossils reveal that
mayflies have not gone through any
intermediate stages. Mayflies that lived 156 to
150 million years ago are the same as those
mayflies living today.
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SALAMANDER

Age: 208 to 65 million years old
Size: 4.5 centimeters (1.8 in)
Location: Liaoning Province
Period: Jurassic — Cretaceous

The 208-65-million-year-old fossil
salamander pictured shows that
salamanders have existed without |
changing for millions of years.
This fossil, which is no different
from salamanders today, is
evidence that the evolutionary
process suggested by
Darwinists has never existed.

This fossil presents itself as
positive and negative.
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This spider fossil, 156 to 150 million years
old, consists of two halves.

SPIDER

Age: 156 to 150 million years old

Size: 1.5 centimeters (0.6 in) (leg to leg ), 0.7
centimeters (0.28 in) (body )

Location: Beipiao, Liaoning Province, China
Period: Upper Jurassic

The oldest known fossil spider is of a water
spider, 425 million years old. The fossil
pictured is 156 to 150 million years old. Such
fossils show that spiders have been the same
for hundreds of million years. Darwinists
have no consistent and scientific answer for
these findings.
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CRAYFISH

Age: 128 million years old

Size: 1.) 109 millimeters (4.3 in) long; matrix: 158 millimeters (6.2 in) by 165 millimeters (6.5 in),
2.) 109 millimeters (4.3 in) long; matrix: 180 millimeters (7.1 in) by 160 millimeters (6.3 in)
Location: Lingyuan, Liaoning Province

Formation: Yixian Formation

Period: Lower Cretaceous

Crayfish are freshwater crustaceans resembling lobsters. For millions of years, they have preserved
their structure. The fact that crayfish of 128 million years ago and those living today are the same is a
situation that Darwinists fail to explain. Fossils reveal the truth that living creatures are created by God.
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DRAGONFLY

Age: 156 to 150 million years old

Size: wingspan: 11.4 centimeters (4.5 in); body: 7.6 centimeters (3
in); matrix:16.5 centimeters (6.5 in) by 13.7 centimeters (5.4 in)

Location: Beipiao, Liaoning Province

Period: Upper Jurassic

Leading helicopter manufacturers analyze the wing structures
and flight mechanisms of dragonflies while designing their craft.
The dragonfly's advanced flight mechanism that ensures
efficient use of its wing structure also existed 150 million years
ago. Dragonfly fossils that are hundreds of millions of years old
pose an inexplicable situation for Darwinists and refute
Darwinists' claims.
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WOLF SKULL

Age: 20 million years old
Size: 25 centimeters (10 in)
Location: Asia

Period: Miocene

Fossils of mammals also deny evolution. The fossil wolf
skull pictured is 20 million years old. Wolves have
preserved their structures for 20 million years, proving
that the theory of evolution is invalid.
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BIRD

Age: 140 million years

Size: matrix: 16 centimeters ( 6.3 in) by 17 centimeters (6.7 in)
Location: Sihetun Shangyuan, Beipiao City, Liaoning, China
Formation: Yixian Formation

Period: Upper Jurassic, Lower Cretaceous

Various fossil birds found in China are among the evidence showing that birds have
always been birds and that they did not evolve from any other creature. Darwinists
claim that birds evolved from reptiles, but they lack any evidence to prove this claim.
All fossil specimens gathered over the past 150 years show that evolutionists' claims
are entirely groundless. The 140-million-year-old fossil bird pictured once again
proves this fact.
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JUVENILE TURTLE

Age: 120 million years old

Size: 18 centimeters (7 in)

Location: Sihetun, Shangyuan, Beipiao City, Liaoning Province
Formation: Lower Yixian Formation

Period: Lower Cretaceous

"... the origin of this highly successful order is obscured by the lack of
early fossils, although turtles leave more and better fossil remains than
do other vertebrates. ... Intermediates between turtles and cotylosaurs,

. reptiles from which turtles [supposedly] sprang, are entirely
lacking." (Encyclopaedia Britannica Online, "Turtle")

Atlas of Creation



Harun Yahya

The turtle fossil (120 million years old)
pictured proves that turtles have not evolved
from other living beings, have not gone
through any intermediate stages, and that
they have been the same for millions of years.
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STURGEON

Age: 156 to 150 million years old
Size: 22 centimeters (8.5 in)
Location: Peipiao, Liaoning Province
Formation: Jiufotang Formation
Period: Upper Jurassic

Sturgeons belong to a class of fish that has 20 different
species in Euope, Asia and North America. They spend most
of their lives in seas, and in certain seasons gather in rivers.

There exists no difference between sturgeons that lived 156
to 150 million years ago and those alive today. The fossil
record reveals that ancestors of fish were fish, ancestors of
birds were birds, and ancestors of human beings were
entirely human. In other words, all living beings appeared
with their distinctive and perfect structures. The Almighty
God created them.
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PLANTHOPPER

Age: 156 to 150 million years old
Location: Beipiao, Liaoning Province
Period: Upper Jurassic

Insects whose structures have not changed in 150
million years totally refute the so-called evolution
of living creatures from primitive to advanced
forms. The structures that plant insects displayed
150 million years ago, 120 million years ago, and
today are all the same.
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CROCODILE

Age: 100 million years old
Size: 76 centimeters (30 in)
Location: Asia

Period: Cretaceous

Crocodiles have left many fossils behind. Their bodies
emerged all of a sudden in flawless form (crocodile
fossils date back 140 million years) and have reached the
present day without undergoing any changes. There
exists no difference between the 100-million-year-old
crocodile pictured and a counterpart living today, which
stresses this fact once again.

Adnan Oktar



This sturgeon, 130 million years
old, presents itself as positive and
negative.
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STURGEON

Age: 130 million years old
Size: 11.6 centimeters (4.6 in)
Location: Liaoning Province
Period: Cretaceous

Sturgeons living 130 million years ago have the same features as
sturgeons that lived 146 million or 120 million years ago, or those
alive today. Despite the passage of millions of years, sturgeons did
not undergo any intermediate stages and thus refute evolutionists'
claims.
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This pair of fossils is between 54 and 37 million years old.
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BLACK FISH

Age: 54 to 37 million years old
Size: 10 centimeters (4 in)
Location: Hubei, China
Period: Eocene

This is a fish that still lives along North Atlantic shores.
Like all other living things, fish have remained unchanged
for millions of years—in other words, they have not
evolved. Black fish 54- to -37 million years old are no
different from those of our own day.

Adnan Oktar



TURTLE

Age: 150 million years old
Location: China
Period: Jurassic

If a living being preserves the same structure it had 150 million
years ago, then this indicates that Darwinists' claim that living
beings evolved gradually during long periods of time is
unscientific. Turtles that remained unchanged over hundreds of
millions of years have not evolved, but were created.
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HYENA SKULL

Age: 10 to 5 million years old
Size: 20 centimeters (8 in)
Location: Gansu Province, China
Period: Upper Miocene

Included in today's Hyaenidae family, there exist
four different types of hyenas. These animals live
in clans of approximately 80 hyenas.

The fossil hyena skull pictured is 10 to 5 million
years old and shows that for millions of years,
hyenas have not changed.
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STURGEON

Age: 146 to 65 million years old

Size: 20 centimeters (7.7 in); matrix: 23 centimeters
(9 in) by 29 centimeters (11.5 in)

Location: Sihetun, Beipiao City, Liaoning Province

Formation: Jiulongsong Member, Chaomidianzi
Formation (Jehol Group)

Period: Cretaceous

Fossils show that like all other classes of living
creatures, fish also appeared suddenly with all their
structures and with their perfect anatomy. An
example is this 146- to 65-million-year-old fossil
sturgeon which is no different from sturgeons in our
own day.
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COCKROACH

Age: 125 million years old

Size: 26 millimeters (1 in); matrix: 85 millimeters (3.3 in) by 77 millimeters (3 in)
Location: Chao Yang, Liaoning Province

Formation: Yixian Formation

Period: Lower Cretaceous

Insects are arthropods belonging to the Insecta class. The oldest insect fossils
date from the Devonian Period (417 to 354 million years ago). However, during
the more recent Carboniferous Period (354 to 290 million years ago) various
kinds of insects appeared all of a sudden. For instance, cockroaches appear
suddenly complete with the structures they still have today. Betty Faber of the
American Museum of Natural History says that 350-million-year-old cockroach
fossils are identical with those of today. (M. Kusinitz, Science World, 4 February
1983, p. 1.)

The 125-million-year-old fossil in the picture is evidence that cockroaches have
not evolved for hundreds of millions years.
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MAYFLY LARVA

Age: 156 to 150 million years old
Formation: Yixian Formation
Location: Liaoning Province
Period: Late Jurassic

As short-lived adults, mayflies live only for a few
days, and some even for a few hours. The fossil
pictured belongs to a mayfly larva. Today's mayflies
and those that lived 156 to 150 million years ago are no
different.
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TIGER SKULL

Age: 20 million years old
Size: 29 centimeters (11.5 in)
Location: Asia

Period: Miocene

The tiger is a mammal of the Felidae family.
80 percent of the tiger species live in the
Indian Peninsula.

The fossil tiger skull in the picture is 20
million years old and displays the same
features as tigers living today. For millions
of years, their bone structure has remained
the same, refuting the theory of evolution.
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RHINO SKULL

Age: 20 million years old
Size: 51 centimeters (20 in)
Location: Asia

Period: Miocene

Rhinos of the Rhinocerotidae family generally live in Africa
and Asia, but have not changed for millions of years. The 20-
million-year-old rhino skull pictured shows that rhinos have
remained the same for millions of years.
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MAYFLY LARVA

Age: 156 to 150 million years old
Formation: Yixian Formation
Location: Liaoning Province
Period: Late Jurassic

Mayfly larvae alive today and ones that are 156 to 150
million years old are the same, showing that evolution
is a scenario not based on science.
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FOSSIL SPECIMENS DISCOVERED IN
NEW ZEALAND

A large number of exceedingly well-preserved specimens belong to various
marine phyla. Fossils from the Cretaceous Period are frequently
encountered, together with others—albeit more rarely—from the
Cambrian, Ordovician and Permian periods. In addition to animal
tfossils, various plant fossils from the Jurassic Period, extending

New Zealand's fossil variety reveals exactly what all other
fossil records reveal. No fossils at all have been discovered that
might support the theory of evolution. All the discoveries
show that living things came into being suddenly, with
all their complex structures. In other words, they g
were created and remained unchanged for Lilind A5
hundreds of millions of years. They never

evolved.

The great majority of fossils from New Zealand belong to marine life forms.

NEW

unchanged right up to the present day, have also been unearthed. ZEALAND

FPALIFIC

Various types of moss living in Rotorua's thermal
springs in New Zealand have remained unchanged
almost from the beginning of the Earth's history.

shale worn away by glaciers.

Shales are the metamorphic rocks
formed in the depths of the Earth

during the
continents.

collusion

of
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FOSSIL SPECIMENS DISCOVERED IN AUSTRALIA

In Australia there are a large number of o tut
fossil fields, some of which the United Nations
regards as historic preservation sites. St b

Australia and Antarctica are estimated to I —— -q%.
have separated from the giant continent of : _ \ 1
Gondwanaland some 40 to 30 million years ago. <= § -
The climatic changes that subsequently took iy R, L e
place over long periods of time are among the = % g Bsaat =
events that led to such large numbers and —- _'j" - f ;J
varieties of fossils in Australia. The many fossils a ey £ "-j"""
obtained from the island country's fossil fields - f __x’_' T e
are important in our understanding of species . . S ;’
diversity. Riversleigh, Bluff Downs, Murgon,
Lightning Ridge and Naracoorte are some of the .' R ‘"',,.
best known of these fossil fields. :

A wide range and large number of well- .m?.
preserved animals of the Cenozoic Era (65 __o b
million years to the present), from small frogs to
kangaroos, have been obtained from these fields. In addition to these, which provide important
information about the history of

vertebrates, fossils of marine life forms
dating back to the Paleozoic Era (543 to 251
million years ago) have also been
discovered.

The biology of Australia is distinctive. Big
reptiles and marsupials are common, whereas its
vegetation is characterized with plants with

thick and sticky leaves resistant to drought.

Windjana Gorge, with a geologic structure 350 million
years old, is located in North Australia. This structure that
once remained under an ocean contains many fossils from
the Devonian Period.
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HORSETAIL

Age: 248 to 206 million years
Location: Australia

Period: Triassic

There is not the slightest difference
between horsetail that existed
some 200 million years ago and
those living today. If a living
thing has preserved its entire
structure for 200 million
years, without undergoing
the slightest change, then
it is impossible to speak
of it having evolved. That
impossibility applies to
all life forms and species.
Fossils, which document
history of life, refute
evolution.
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CRAB

Age: 23 to 5 million years old
Location: New Zealand
Period: Miocene

Evidence that crabs have always been crabs and
have not evolved is this 23- to 5-million-year-old
fossil crab. This specimen and those crabs of our
day share the same features, which shows that
these living beings were created by God.
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BLOW FROM FOSSIL SKULLS TO DARWINISM

arwin’s thesis, suggesting that men and apes evolved from a common ancestor, could not be

supported by scientific findings, neither during the period it was first proposed, nor in the

years since the middle of the 19th century—that is, for approximately 150 years, all efforts
put forth to support the fable of man’s evolution have proved void.

All fossils collected have proven that apes were always apes and men were always men; that apes
did not transform into men, and that apes and men shared no common ancestor.

Despite Darwinists” intense propaganda and attempts of intimidation in academic circles, many
scientists have found the courage to express this truth. One of them is David Pilbeam, a paleontologist
of Harvard University, who states that the so-called evolution of man is a suggestion devoid of any sci-
entific data:

If you brought in a smart scientist from another discipline and showed him the meager evidence we’ve got
he’d surely say, “Forget it; there isn’t enough to go on.” 1

William Fix, author of The Bone Peddlers, a book on paleontology, expresses how the so-called “evo-
lution” of man is not supported by scientific evidence:

As we have seen, there are numerous scientists and popularizers today
who have the temerity to tell us that there is “no doubt” how man
originated. If only they had the evidence. . . . 2

In the face of the disap-

pointment caused by the

fossil record and the lack

of any evidence, evolu-

tionists could only re-

arrange the fake skulls

several times and make

speculations about skulls

which have been documented to

be counterfeits. However, research-

es made on the skulls of apes, as well

as other living beings and different

human races that lived in the past, re-

vealed that these living beings have

had existed with all the features they

had and have not changed throughout
history.

Each and every evolutionist examining
the fossils may come up with a different
scenario based on his own imagination,
which in fact has no scientific value.




This means that living beings have not undergone any process of
evolution, and have all been created by the All-Mighty God.
As the examples in the following pages also reveal, as
well as other organs and limbs of many living
creatures such as frogs, lizards, dragon-
flies, flies and cockroaches, their heads
also have not changed. The head struc-
tures of birds and fish also remained
the same. From the first moment,
lions, wolves, foxes, rhinoceros-
es, pandas, tigers, leopards
and hyenas were created,
they had the same head
structures and they retained
these same structures for

tens of millions of years.
This unchanging anato-
my refutes the claim of evo-

lution of living beings.

This sameness, which is
common to all species, also
holds true for man. Just as no

A 20-million-year-old
fossilized tiger skull

A 20-million-year-old

fossilized rhino skull
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ALL THROUGH TIME,
NO CHANGE HAS EVER OCCURRED
IN THE SKULLS OF ANY SPECIES

Just like all other organs and features, the skulls and the head structures of the various species
have remained exactly the same for millions of years. No evolutionary change has ever oc-
curred in the skulls of any living creature. Just like all those species that remained exactly the
same for millions of years without any evolutionary change, nor have humans ever faced any
evolutionary change. We have always existed as humans, with all our anatomical features. The
skulls that are put forward as evidence for so-called evolution belong either to extinct species
of monkeys, or to human races that no longer exist today. And none of them can be accepted
as evidence for evolution.

A 54- to 37-million-year-old fossil
bowfin fish

A 50-million-year-old fossil frog
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A 108- to 92-million-year-old fossil
grasshopper

A 30-million-year-old fossil rabbit
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A 125-million-year-old
fossil neuropteran
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A 48- to 37-million-year-old
fossil wasp

A 54- to 37-million-
year-old fossil perch
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changes have happened in the head structures of tens of
thousands of living species over millions of years, no
evolutional change occurred in the skulls of men. Just as
fish have always remained as fish, birds have always re-
mained as birds and reptiles remained as reptiles, so
men always remained as men. No organ or structure of
any living being have “evolved” from the primitive to
more advanced forms, as evolutionists continually sug-
gest.
While evolutionists talk about the so-called evolu-
tion of man, they make their own evolutionary arrange-
ment and family tree, presenting the volumes, eyebrow
projection or forehead structures of the skulls they un- Some races living today,
earth as evidence. But these structural differences are by k¢ the Malaysian native
no means any evidence for evolution, for some of these svelifow proldEons Hnd
skulls belong to different races of men who lived in the the foreheads that are in-
past, whereas others belong to some extinct species of clined backwards—fea-

ape. It is utterly natural that different human races tres pei“::ar fo Fou
erectus skulls.

to the side, have the large

DISPARITIES BETWEEN THE
SKULLS OF HUMAN RACES

It is perfectly natural that a Japanese has a different skull
than a black man, an Inuit or a German. These disparities
do not presuppose that any race is more developed or
less progressed than any other and can never count as

ot

evolutionary evidence. These differences simply reflect
the diversity and supremacy of God's creations.

k]

A middle-aged
man from Bengal

A native Peruvian who
lived in the 15th century

A man who died in
A male German

aged 25 to 30
years old

the Solomon Islands in
the southwestern
Pacific in 1893

A male Zairian aged
A male Inuit, aged 35 to 45
35 to 40 years old
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DIFFERENT HUMAN RACES THAT LIVED N EA N D

IN HISTORY COMPOSE NO EVIDENCE THA L ]

FOR EVOLUTION! ¢

Neanderthals (Homo neanderthalensis) are hu-

mans who appeared in Europe 100,000 years ago A H UMA N RACE

and ceased to exist approximately 35,000 years Ty ; i .' P Neanderthals are an extinct hu-

i man race who possessed d-

( .vanced sense of art and aeasnthaet-

o, \. I¢s. Evolutionists have presented
-

ago-or may have been assimilated by mixing with
other human races. The main differences between
them and present-day humans are that their skele- .

s Neanderthals as apelike ances-
tors of humans, but such claims
have been Categorically refuted
by recent scientific findings.

SOME EXAMPLES OF T
HE FAKE
NE/E\_!_\IDERTHAL SCENARIO
- P -

tons are a bit more massive and the average vol- Flute of Neanderthals
umes of their skulls are a bit larger. Scientific find-
ings point out that Neanderthals were a fully hu-
man race with a level of intelligence and culture
no different than those of ours. Cro-Magnon Man
is also a race believed to have lived 30,000 years
ago. They have a dome-shaped skull and a wide
forehead. The 1600-cubic-centimeter volume of
their skull is higher than that of the average pre-
sent-day human. They have thick eyebrow bulges
on their skulls and also have a bony bulge at the
back of their skulls, which is also a characteristic
feature of Neanderthals.

Much the same kind of physical differences be-
tween the Cro-Magnon and Neanderthals also ex-
ist between the present-day human races. Just as
the diversities between an American and an Inuit,
or an African and a European, do not prove that
any one of them is superior to any other; so phys-
ical properties of these extinct races do not make
them primitive or ape-like. These races were as-
similated by the other races or, for some unknown
reason, they left the stage of history. Yet in no way
were they “primitives” or “half-apes.” They existed
as perfect human beings.

should have different skull struc-
tures. Different fish species also have
differently shaped heads. For in-
stance the shape of head of a salmon
trout is much different from that of
an eel, yet both are fish.

Similarly, there are differences
between the skull structures of different human races. There are differ-
ences in forehead structures, eyeholes, eyebrow projections and skull volumes between Pigmies and
British, Russians and Chinese, Aborigines and Inuit or Blacks and Japanese. Yet these differences do
not mean that one race has evolved from another or that any particular race is “more primitive” or
“more advanced” than any other.

As long as an Aborigine line does not mix up with another race, their features will always remain
the same. No matter how much time passes, these people will not evolve in such a way as to acquire
different features. They will not acquire skulls with bigger volumes or different anatomical features.

For instance, some Malaysian natives living today have the large eyebrow projections and the
foreheads that are inclined backwards—a feature peculiar to Homo erectus skulls, which evolutionists
call “primitive.” If the suggestions of evolutionists were true, then these Malaysian natives should
have the so-called structure and appearance of an under-developed man, who was recently evolved
from apes. However, this is by no means the case. The fact that some anatomical features of the Homo
erectus skull are also seen today reveals that H. erectus was not a primitive species, as well as the fact
that the evolutionist scenario of “man’s family tree” is simply a lie.
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In brief, the fact that some races of humans who lived in the past have different anatomical struc-
tures is no evidence for evolution. Anatomical differences can be seen in every age, between every dif-
ferent human race. The skulls of Americans and Japanese, Europeans and Aborigines, Inuit, Blacks or
Pygmies are not the same. Yet this does not suggest that any of these races is more advanced or more
primitive than any other.

If, thousands of years later, a scientist finds the skull of an American 1.90 meters tall who lived in
the 2000s and decides to compare it with the skull of a Japanese 1.60 meters in height who also lived in
the 21st century, he will observe many differences, the size being the first.

If, based on these differences, he claims that Americans were more advanced in the imaginary evo-
lutionary process while Japanese were simply primitive hominids, his interpretation will surely be far
from reflecting the truth.

Moreover, size of a skull is no measure of
a human being’s intelligence or skills. Many
people have adequately-developed bodies,
but limited mental capabilities. Similarly,

Unless Aborigines are interbred
with other races, they will remain

as Aborigines. They will not be-

come a race of Europeans, for ex-
ample. No matter how long it
takes, these people will not gain
different characteristics. Their vol-
ume of skulls will not grow larger
than it is today, and they will not
“evolve” other anatomic proper-

ties.

there are many very intelligent people whose
bodies and indeed, skulls are smaller than
others’. Based solely on size, ranking these
people’s skulls into a so-called evolutionary
arrangement would surely have no scientific
value, for any such arrangement will not re-

flect the facts. Differences in skull volume
makes no difference on intelligence and skills,
as is well-known.

The skull of someone who engages in in-
tense mental activities throughout his life

does not grow. He simply becomes more men-
tally capable. Intelligence changes not accord-
ing to the volume of the brain, but via the or-
ganization of neurons and synapses within
the brain. 3

Imitation in Apes Does Not Mean that
Apes Can Evolve into Humans

Darwinists claim that the imitative capa-
bility of apes is evidence for their allegation that apes evolved into humans. True, apes are capable of
imitating the gestures and behaviors they see. When trained to do so, they can differentiate the shapes
and colors of objects, and react intelligently to stimuli. However, this does not mean that they evolved
into humans over the course of time. If such was the case, then all the animal species known to be in-
telligent—dogs, cats, horses—should be expected to evolve into humans gradually.

For instance, when parrots are trained, they can discriminate square shapes from the circles, red
from blue, and can replace objects in the right places. Moreover, the parrots have the ability to talk by
imitating human voices, which apes cannot do. In which case—according to the unreasonable claims of
the Darwinists—parrots should have a greater possibility of evolving into intelligent humans.

The fox is another animal known for its intelligence. According to Darwinists” unreasonable and
unscientific logic, the skull size of foxes should grow gradually, proportional to their intelligence, and
in time, these mammals should evolve into a species as intelligent and conscious as humans. However
this transformation never happened. Foxes have always remained foxes.

It is amazing to watch people with academic careers seriously trying to explain these unreasonable
claims, by embellishing them with scientific terms and Latin words. No matter how the apes develop
their mental capabilities and manual skills, or imitate what they see around them, this would not some
day make them humans. Apes have always been apes, and will always remain so. And no matter how
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hard evolutionists may argue otherwise, the truth is evident: Man has come into existence not through
any evolutionary process but has been created by God, with the intelligence, consciousness and con-
science God has given him.

Man was created as man and has existed as man since his creation. This is the truth that both wis-
dom and science have shown us.

The Tale of Human Evolution is Full of Deceptions

Throughout geologic history, more than 6,000 species of ape have lived, and most have gone ex-
tinct. Today, only 120 ape species remain on the Earth. But those approximately 6,000 extinct species of
apes constitute a rich resource for the evolutionists. They created a scenario for human evolution that
suited their purposes by arranging some of the skulls of extinct ape species and human races in an or-
der, from the smallest to the largest and embellishing them with prejudiced comments. By using these
methods, they have been trying for years to gain adherents for the theory of evolution and deceive peo-
ple. But now they need to see that the methods they’ve employed are no longer of any use.

Some of the fabricated evidence that evolutionists use to convince others that the scenario of hu-
man evolution is true are these:

1. The Piltdown Man, discovered by Charles Dawson in 1912 and which was alleged to be 500,000
years old, was displayed as an absolute proof of so-called human evolution. However, about 40 years
after the “fossil” was discovered, scientists examined it once more and revealed an astonishing forgery.
The Piltdown Man’s skull belonged to a 500-year-old man, and its mandibular bone belonged to a re-
cently deceased ape. The teeth had been specially arranged and added to the jaw, and their joints filed
down in order to make them resemble those of a human. Then all these pieces of bone had been stained
with potassium dichromate to give them an ancient appearance.

2. In 1922, Henry Fairfield
Osborn, the director of the
American Museum of Natural

History, declared that he had found
a fossilized molar tooth belonging
to the Pliocene epoch in western

NO PRIMITIVE HUMAN BEING
EXISTED IN ANY PERIOD OF
HISTORY

Half-ape, half-humans as you see pic-
tured here, or the ones you encounter
in the newspapers, magazines, even in
the schoolbooks, never existed. Apes
have always been apes; humans have
always been humans. These drawings
are erroneous products of the minds of
the evolutionists, and do not reflect the
real history.
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Nebraska near Snake Brook. This tooth allegedly bore the common characteristics of both man and ape,
and came from a new species dubbed “Nebraska Man.” Based on this single tooth, reconstructions of
Nebraska Man’s head and body were conjectured. Moreover, Nebraska Man was even pictured with his
entire family! But in 1927, other parts of the skeleton were also found, and these newly discovered
pieces showed that the tooth belonged neither to a man nor to an ape, but to an extinct species of wild
American pig called Prosthennops.

3. Ramapithecus is known to be the biggest and longest-lasting fallacies of the theory of evolution.
This name was given to fossils found in India in 1932, which allegedly represented the first stage of the
split between the man and the ape, which supposedly occurred 14 million years ago. This fossil was
used as solid evidence by the evolutionists for 50-some years. However, further analysis revealed that
the dental characteristics of Ramapithecus were quite similar to that of some living chimpanzees. For ex-
ample, Theropithecus galada, a high-altitude baboon living in Ethiopia, has incisors and canines, which
are small relative to those of other living apes, and a short face like Ramapithecus. In the April 1982 is-
sue of Science, an article titled “Humans lose an early ancestor” announced that Ramapithecus is only
an extinct orangutan.

4. In July 1984, a nearly complete fossilized skeleton of an obvious human was discovered in Lake
Turkana in Kenya. It is assumed that this fossil, nicknamed Turkana Boy, had been about 12 years old,
and would have stood 1.83 meters tall when he became an adult. The erect structure of the skeleton is
in no way different from
humans today. The long,
The first Ramapithecus fossil tall build of this skeleton
found consisted of a deficient jaw totally matches with the

in two pieces (see below). But
evolutionist artists had no diffi- skeletons of men Currently

culty in drawing the fictitious en- living in the world’s tropi-
vironment and the family mem-
bers of Ramapithecus, based only
on this single jawbone. After it

cal regions. Richard Leakey
said that this boy would go

was understood that this creature, unnoticed in a crowd to-
whose family and habitat were day.4 Since this human
reconstructed from a single jaw- .
. skeleton was found in stra-
bone, was actually an ordinary e
ape, Ramapithecus was silently ta dated to be 1.6 million
removed from humanity's ficti- years old, it was classified
ti family tree. (David Pilb ,
lous tamily tree. (Davi ilbeam by age alone as another
“Humans Lose an Early ]
Ancesor’  Sdieies, representative of Homo
April 1982, pp. 6-7.) erectus. The Turkana Boy is

a typical example of the
prejudiced and tenden-
tious interpretation of the

ncniration: fossils by evolutionists.
nspilration: & e CToe

5. “Lucy” is the name
J//_\ W B O | l r given to the fossil discov-

ered by anthropologist
Donald Johanson in 1974.
Many evolutionists claimed that Lucy was the transitional form between the humans and their so-called
hominid ancestors. However further analysis on this fossil revealed that Lucy is only the member of an
extinct ape species, known as Australopithecus. The brain size of the Australopithecus is similar to chim-
panzees. Many other characteristics—such as details in their skulls, the closeness of their eyes, their
sharp molar teeth, their mandibular structure, their long arms and short legs—constitute evidence that
these creatures were no different from today’s chimpanzees. Even the pelvis is similar to that of chim-
panzees.>

6. Richard Leakey presented the skull designated KNM-ER 1470—which he said was 2.8 million
years old—as the greatest discovery in the history of anthropology. According to him, this creature had
a small cranial capacity like that of Australopithecus, together with a face similar to that of present-day
humans, and was the missing link between Australopithecus and humans. Yet after a short while, it was

B D A e B T e




realized that the KNM-ER 1470 skull’s hu- THE TAL OF L UCY

man-like face, which frequently appeared on

the covers of scientific journals and popular V
scientific magazines, was the result of an in- A N ' S H E D

correct assembly of skull fragments—which

“mistake” may have been deliberate. ! (N i GOODB YE LUC) %

As you have seen, there is no scientific : - Two evolutionist anatomists, Solly Z:Cker‘m‘a;‘q J
discovery that supports, much less confirms, gha,"'es Oxnard, examined the fossil named Luca;
the theory of evolution, only some scientists _ jue;i Z;fedr t,i i)vi:hjnbipe: 2 ancestor of all humans
who believe in it blindly. These scientists be- : | that assertion and erctlaerjdmthgﬁcﬂ;ey e
lieve in the myth of evolution themselves, e ,«:nd manner of walking in no way resen:/blezntit;)tn:;
even though it lacks any scientific founda- 1 houleversent mumzn:c;'?nd.that 1t was merely a species of ape.
tion, and also try to make others believe it b o certainly aO:;/)'encgie);eZ;S; Uy was announced to be

Pe, as was headlined on the

B o ey
cover of the magazine Science

had to say goodbye to Lucy as t
of man.

by using deceptive constructions and preju-
diced interpretations. All the news about
the so-called “ancestor of humans” and the
illustrations used in these news are simply
fabrications. Solid evidence has demol-
ished the tale of human evolution.

In the following pages, we give some
examples of the innumerable fossilized
skulls that invalidate the theory of evolu-
tion. These skulls are among the evidence
that none of these living creatures has
ever changed throughout history, that
none has transformed itself into another
species and that every species has always
existed with all the features it possessed
from the very beginning.

Along with these pieces of evidence,
the impasse and the absence of logic in
Darwinist thought are presented. For ex-
ample, Darwinists claim that species im-
proved through continuous change. But
how do they explain the constancy
which is regularly seen in all living crea-
tures? The theory of evolution that claims humans are supposedly descended from apes should also ex-
plain why other species have not undergone a process of transformation similar to the imaginary one
apes have supposedly experienced.

Darwinists have no answer as to why bears have not decided to become bipedal on a given day, or
why a fox has not been evolved into a skilled professor by developing its intelligence, or why a panda
has not become a painter who creates impressive works of art. The subject of evolution has been de-
picted with examples and logics that even children could easily dismiss, simply to proclaim the incon-
ceivable irrationality of Darwinism. Darwinism is presented as if it were a scientific theory, but is in fact
an inconceivably irrational ideology.

As you shall see, Darwinism is the biggest scandal in history, founded entirely on lies and fraud and
on irrational and illogical claims. The entire world will witness the final collapse of Darwinism in the
215t century.

et Vie. Evolutionjsts
he putative ancestor
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FOX SKULL

Age: 8.6 million years old
Period: Miocene

Location: China

In suggesting that humans are supposedly descended from the apes, evolutionists point
to various skulls as evidence of this—in their own eyes at least. Scenarios constructed
around these skulls, which belong either to extinct apes or to different human races that
existed at one time in the past, are all deceptions. There has been no change in the gen-
eral anatomy or skull structure of any living thing throughout the course of time, and it
is unrealistic to claim that apes underwent such a change.

As the 8.6-million-year-old fox skull pictured here shows, fox skulls have never altered.
Foxes did not suddenly decide to further develop their intelligence, expand their brain
volumes and turn into another form of carnivore by altering their structures. Foxes have
always been foxes, lions have always existed as lions, and apes have always been apes.

As concrete findings make increasingly clear, the claim that living things descended from
one another, and that the ancestor of humans was a species of ape, is a terrible lie.
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WOLF SKULL

Age: 9.5 million years old
Period: Miocene

Location: China

The 9.5-million-year-old wolf skull pictured here shows that wolves have under-
gone no changes in the structure of their skulls over millions of years. This stasis ap-
plies to all other living things as well. There has been no alteration in the skull of the
wolves, tigers, horses, bears or monkeys. It is therefore illogical for evolutionists to
insist that apes gradually altered their anatomies over the course of time and turned
into human beings.

Ever since the late 1800s, Darwinists have been deceiving people with countless
falsehoods under a scientific guise. Today, however, when science has advanced and
after the Internet has become widespread, it is impossible for this lie to persist.
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TIGER SKULL

Age: 79 million years old
Period: Cretaceous

Location: China

No tiger ever thought to itself one day, “Why shouldn't I walk on two legs?” and began do-
ing so by altering its skeletal structure.

As the 79-million-year-old fossil pictured here reveals, tigers never underwent any process
of change. This applies to all living things. Every species was brought into being with its
own particular features and remained the same for as long as it survived on Earth. The ideas
that living species are in a constant state of change, that they develop from the primitive to
the more complex, and that they descended from one another—all are simply figments of the
imagination, supported by no scientific findings at all.
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FOX SKULL

Age: 95 million years old
Period: Cretaceous

Location: China

Darwinists believe that if millions of years are allowed for blind coincidences to occur re-
peatedly, they can produce miracles. They imagine that blind coincidences can turn inan-
imate substances such as soil into living beings and one living species into another—fish
into crocodiles, for example, crocodiles into dinosaurs, dinosaurs into birds, or bears in-
to whales. The fact is that no fox or crocodile, lizard or fish or algae or flower has ever
undergone such a change. Fossils dating back hundreds of millions of years have proved
that living things have undergone no changes or transformations in all that time. Like the
95-million-year-old fox skull pictured, all fossils reveal that Darwinism is invalid.
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BROWN BEAR SKULL

Age: 90 million years old
Period: Cretaceous
Location: China

Brown bears (Ursos arctos), members of the family Ursidae, have fur that is brown or occasion-
ally cream-colored. They generally live in forested, mountainous areas.

No brown bear ever thought to itself “Why don't I improve my intelligence, alter my skull and
found a civilization?” and forthwith set about building cities, producing works of art, creating
literature and making scientific discoveries. Bears have always existed as bears and never de-
veloped into any other life form.

All living things have survived with exactly the same features they have always possessed. It
is quite illogical and irrational to claim that apes turned into human beings. And there is no sci-
entific basis whatsoever for this claim.
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WOLF SKULL

Age: 9.3 million years old
Period: Miocene

Location: China

If evolutionist claims were true, then the skulls of wolves that lived 9.3 million years ago should
be markedly different from those of wolves living today. But as can be seen from the specimen
pictured here, a present-day wolf skull and this 9.3-million-year-old one are identical. No wolf,
in all the intervening millions of years, ever asked itself, “Why shouldn't I expand my abilities
and compose an opera?” and turned into a musician, or thought to itself, “Why don't I design
palaces?” and attempted to become an architect.

As the fossil record clearly proves, not just wolves, but no other living species has undergone
any changes in its physical structure, and no life form has ever developed into another.
Darwinists, however, claim that evolutionary changes—which are nowhere to be seen in the
physical characteristics of fish, insects, reptiles, birds or mammals—actually took place in apes;
and that some species of ape turned into human beings. Yet by itself, the stasis in all living
species is sufficient to show that this claim is a lie.
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ARCTIC FOX SKULL

Age: 8.2 million years old
Period: Miocene

Location: China

Influenced by apes' abilities to mimic, Darwinists claim that these animals managed to en-
hance their intelligence and developed into human beings. The fact is, however, that many
living things in nature have the ability to mimic or are known for their highly intelligent be-
havior. Foxes, for example, are highly intelligent and cunning. But no fox ever said to itself
one day, “Since I am such an intelligent animal, why don't I become a scientist?" and one day
began examining the cells that constitute his own body under an electron microscope! No
matter how clever they may be, foxes have always remained foxes.

In the same way, and as is proved by scientific findings, apes have always existed as apes,
and human beings as human beings. Evolutionists' ignoring scientific evidence and attempt-
ing to cover up the facts does not change anything. The origin of life is Creation.

m Atlas of Creation



Harun Yahya

Adnan Oktar




PANDA SKULL

Age: 88 million years old
Period: Cretaceous

Location: China

The fossil record has proved that pandas have always existed as pandas and have never un-
dergone any evolution. One such piece of evidence is that of the 88-million-year-old fos-
silized panda skull pictured here.

No panda that ever lived said to itself one day, “I can sometimes stand on two legs, so why
don't I always walk on two legs and stand upright?” and then set about changing its skele-
tal structure. Pandas have always remained exactly the same, with all the characteristics they
still possess, despite the passage of tens of millions of years.

This fact regarding pandas also applies to all other life forms. No living thing has ever un-
dergone a process of evolution or experienced any transformation.
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TIGER SKULL

Age: 78 million years old
Period: Cretaceous

Location: China

Altering skulls belonging to extinct species of apes and portraying these as evidence of sup-
posed human evolution has literally become a habit for Darwinists. Although their hoaxes
have been exposed each and every time, the way that they persist in doing so is an indication
of their despair—because millions of fossil skull specimens belonging to countless life forms
have proved that neither the living things we see today, nor those that lived in the past and
which we encounter abundantly in the fossil record, ever underwent evolution.

Fossils document that tigers have always existed as tigers, wolves as wolves, rhinoceroses as
rhinoceroses, and orangutans as orangutans.

The 78-million-year-old fossil tiger pictured here is just one example. There is no difference
between the skulls of tigers that existed 78 million years ago and those alive today.
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BEAR SKULL

Age: 80 million years old
Period: Cretaceous

Location: China

The way that the media attempt to portray Darwinism as an “indisputable” scientific fact is
actually the result of an ideological struggle. In fact, Darwinism is well known to be an out-
dated theory that increasingly conflicts with scientific findings. Fossils are one of the many
findings that verify this.

Evolutionists claim that humans and apes are supposedly descended from a common an-
cestor, but are unable to account for the lack of the slightest change in the skull, head struc-
ture, or skeleton of any living thing over tens of millions of years. The question of why apes
should one day have developed into human beings when no such change took place in the
anatomy of any other species goes unanswered. Evolutionists have no rational answer to the
question of why monkeys, and bears did not begin speaking, composing, producing pictures
and statues, constructing impressive buildings, writing novels, poems, plays and screen-
plays, making technological discoveries and exploring space.

In the same way that no bear one day decided to acquire advanced features and turn into an-
other life form, so apes did not turn into human beings. Bears have always existed as bears,
apes as apes, and human beings as human beings.

The 80-million-year-old bear fossil pictured here is no different from specimens alive today,
revealing this fact for all to see.
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SIBERIAN WOLF SKULL

Age: 80 million years old
Period: Cretaceous

Location: China

This 80-million-year-old Siberian wolf skull proves that siberian wolfs have always
existed as wolfs, showing that this species has never altered throughout the course of
history. No Siberian wolf, for instance, ever thought to itself, “I can run very fast, so
why don't I alter my skeletal structure and become an athlete?", promptly changed its
anatomy, and won an Olympic medal! Whatever features the Siberian wolf had when
it was first created, other Siberian wolfs have maintained over the course of tens of
millions of years. They never underwent evolution in any way.
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MUSHROOM

Age: 100 million years old
Location: Myanmar
Period: Cretaceous

The mushroom fossil pictured shows that 100 million years ago, these life forms were in existence
with all their functions and characteristics fully present, and have not changed at all since then.
In exactly the same way, millions of fossils unearthed since the mid-18th century reveal, that evo-
lution never took place. Therefore, paleontologists who abandon their preconceptions must also
abandon evolution and Darwinism, as is made clear in the book A Closer Loot at the Evidence:

“Despite the bright promise that paleontology provides of seeing evolution, it has presented some nasty
difficulties for evolutionists, the most notorious of which is the presence of 'gaps' in the fossil record."
Richard L. & Christina E. Kleiss, A Closer Look at the Evidence, Search for the Truth Publications, Mart
2004, p. January
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This insect was fossilized while spray-
ing its enemy with a defensivechemical
secretion.

SOLDIER BEETLE

Age: 100 million years old
Location: Myanmar
Period: Cretaceous

The beetle pictured, a member of the Cantharidae family, is important evidence that soldier beetles
were using their same chemical defense mechanism 100 million years ago. According to a scien-
tific paper published by Oregon University’s George Poinar, an authority on amber, specimens of
insects that used chemical defenses had previously been discovered in the fossil record. For ex-
ample, the poison sacs of various squids of the Jurassic period, soldier termites in Dominican am-
bers contained the defensive secretions. Other Dominican ambers had been discovered contain-
ing various kinds of worms that also employed a similar mechanism. But no such fossil specimen
of that age of a soldier beetle using that mechanism had ever been encountered before.

If any living thing made full use of an exceptionally complex defense mechanism 100 million
years ago—back when evolutionists maintain that life was supposedly very primitive—then it is
of course impossible to use evolution to explain it.
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ANT LION

Age: 100 million years old
Location: Myanmar
Period: Cretaceous

According to evolutionists’ unscientific claims, butterflies and elephants, whales and
ants, orchids and stinging nettles, human beings and fish all supposedly share the same
common ancestor.

The fossil record is the most important evidence disproving that claim. Life forms are pre-
served exactly as they were tens of thousands, tens of millions or even hundreds of mil-
lions of years in the past. Thus fossils of life forms that once existed should show by what
imaginary transitional stages they assumed their present forms. Traces of their so-called
common ancestors should also be encountered. Yet no intermediate stages, nor any sup-
posed common ancestors of the kind claimed by evolutionists, can be seen anywhere in
the fossil record. Millions specimens like the 100-million-year-old ant lion pictured show
that living things have always remained unchanged. In other words, the theory of evolu-
tion remains unproven.
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SCORPION FLY

Age: 100 million years old
Location: Myanmar
Period: Cretaceous

Evolutionist publications portray every new fossil discovery as supposedly supporting the
theory of evolution. Reports that appear under such headlines as “Traces of Our Ancestors
Found,” “Insect Evolution Finally Deciphered” or “Forerunner of the Fly Discovered,” but a
close reading clearly reveals that nothing in these findings actually supports evolution at all.
On the contrary, all the facts refute evolution. But the facts are dismissed by way of biased
reporting, scientific truths are ignored, and fictitious Darwinist myths are repeated instead of
the scientific realities.

However, it is no longer possible for the public to believe such fantasies. Countless fossils,
like the specimen illustrated, have been exhibited, and the fact that the origin of life does not
lie in evolution has been proven with indisputable evidence.
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MARSH BEETLE

Age: 50 million years old
Location: Poland
Period: Eocene

Darwinists maintain that when mud was transformed as the
work of chance by such natural phenomena as lightning over a long period, the result was pos-
sible for roses, carnations, birds, insects and humans who build cities, investigate the subpar-
ticles of the atom, compose symphonies and voyage into outer space. Even a primary-school
student would regard this ludicrous, and illogical idea as deficient in logic, but for purely ide-
ological reasons, evolutionists maintain it in all seriousness.

In a paper published in Scientific American magazine, the evolutionist George Wald described
at length how chance could do anything if given sufficient time. As he went on to say:

“Given so much time, the 'impossible' becomes possible, the possible probable, and the probable vir-
tually certain. One has only to wait: time itself performs the miracles.” (George Wald, "The origin of
life'. Scientific American, vol. 191 (2), August 1954, p.48))

Wald’s words are most striking examples of evolutionist illogicality. The fact is that even after
the passage of 2 billion or 100 billion years, stones and dirt will never be able to develop into
human beings that feel, think, make judgments, rejoice, produce works of art, research, love
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SNAIL SHELL

Age: 100 million years old
Location: Myanmar
Period: Cretaceous

The specimen amber shown here is 100 million years old and contains a snail shell. The fact
that there is no difference between the shells of present-day snails and those alive 100 mil-
lion years ago totally invalidates evolutionists’ claims. Had snails evolved, as evolutionists
maintain, then the structure of their shells 100 million years ago should be very different
to that of shells today. But there is not the slightest difference between them, and this is one
of the proofs that evolution never took place, and that Creation is the origin of life.

Atlas of Creation




Harun Yahya

FLUTTER FLY

Age: 50 million years old

Location: Poland

sl o A
&'MJ
i al e

By evaluating scientific findings from a neutral perspective, anyone can easily see that
Darwin’s claims are untrue. To date, for example, Darwin’s claim that living species undergo
small inherited changes over the course of time has not been supported by any scientific data.
All we have are fantasies, the work of Darwinists” imaginations, and ideological insistence.

Period: Eocene

The well-known British biologist Brian Goodwin describes how Darwin’s theory enjoys no sci-
entific backing:

Darwin's assumption that the tree of life is a consequence of the gradual accumulation of small he-
reditary differences appears to be without significant support. Some other process is responsible for
the remergent properties of life, those distinctive features that separate one group of organisms from
another—fishes and amphibians, worms and insects, horsetails and grasses. (George Wald, "The ori-
gin of life”, Scientific American, vol. 191 (2), August 1954, p.48)

By referring to another process as responsible for the emergence of living things, Goodwin is
actually referring to the fact of Creation, although he is reluctant to openly describe it as such.
Yet the fact that he is so unwilling to admit can still be seen by anyone possessed of reason.
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REPTILIAN FOOT

Age: 100 million years old
Location: Myanmar
Period: Cretaceous

Fossils in amber are important examples of the kinds of forest life that existed
tens of millions of years ago. Research into amber specimens provides informa-
tion about not only the life forms preserved in them, but also about their habi-
tats and other living things in their ecosystem. This 100-million-year-old fossil
shows how reptilian feet have remained unchanged despite the passage of so
much time. Whatever characteristics living reptiles have now, they are the same
as to those living 100 million years ago.
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DWARF SIX-EYED SPIDER
(Oonopidae)

Age: 50 million years old

Location: Poland
Period: Eocene

In his book The Nature of the Fossil Record, Derek Ager makes an important admission:

It must be significant that nearly all the evolutionary stories I learned as a student . . . have
now been debunked. (Derek Ager The Nature of the Fossil Record, Proceedings of the Geological
Association, Vol. 87, No. 2 (1976), pp. 131-159)

Ager wrote those words in 1976. The levels now reached by science and technology have
disproved all the claims of evolution. One of the most important evidence establishing
this is the fossil record. Countless specimen, such as the 50-million-year-old spider pic-
tured, totally refute Darwins theory.
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FALSE FLOWER BEETLE
(Scraptiidae)

Age: 50 million years old
Location: Poland
Period: Eocene

If any insect that existed 50 million years ago had all the organs and physical features pos-
sessed by the same insect today, then it is impossible to state that this life form has
achieved its present form through evolution. Research over the last 150 years or so has
produced no candidates for the supposed ancestor of the more than 1 million known
species of insects. Nor is it likely for any answer to be forthcoming in the future, because
insects are not descended from any alleged common forebear. Insects did not assume their
present-day forms through evolution. Every species is created with its own particular
characteristics and never changes so long as that species survives. The fossil record is the
most important proof of that.
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BEE FLY

Age: 50 million years old
Location: Poland
Period: Eocene

Even after some 150 years of fossil research, not even one
intermediate form fossil showing a link between two dif-
ferent life forms has ever been found. Every fossil discovered reveals that living
things have come into being with all their characteristics already intact, and have
been created. One such fossil is the 50-million-year-old bee fly pictured. Bee flies
have remained unaltered and have maintained all their characteristics despite the
intervening 50 million years—living proof that evolution never occurred.
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TURKEY GNAT

Age: 50 million years old
Location: Poland
Period: Eocene

If evolutionist claims were true, and living species were constantly changing since the day they
first appeared, then species alive tens of millions of years ago should not at all resemble those
living today. Development, change and progress should be observed everywhere. Yet the fossil
record reveals the exact opposite. The scenarios of progressive development that appear in evo-
lutionist papers and journals are all fantasies, totally divorced from reality—as is described even
in evolutionist books:

Has there been progress in evolution? Are recent plants and animals more advanced then their prede-
cessor, or at least more complex? Of course not. (Richard Ellis, Aquagenesis, The Origin and Evolution of
Life in the Sea, Penguin Books, 2001, p. 7)
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ANT-LIKE STONE BEETLE
(Scydmaenidae)

Age: 100 million years old
Location: Myanmar
Period: Cretaceous

One hundred million years is a relatively long time for any life form’s completion of the
supposed evolutionary development. If evolutionists’ views were accurate, then over the
course of all that time, ant-like stone beetles should have turned into very different forms
and should bear no resemblance to beetles still alive today. Yet despite the passage of mil-
lions of years, ant-like stone beetles—like all other life forms—have undergone not the
slightest change. They were the same 100 million years ago as they are today, which
makes any reference to evolution impossible.
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CRANE FLY (Tipulidae)

Age: 100 million years old
Location: Myanmar
Period: Cretaceous

Fossils are exceedingly significant because they clearly reveal, in a manner that anyone can un-
derstand, that evolution never happened. That is why the French zoologist Pierre Grassé says:

Naturalists must remember that the process of evolution is revealed only through fossil forms. A
knowledge of paleontology is, therefore, a prerequisite; only paleontology can provide them with the
evidence of evolution. (Pierre Grassé, Evolution of Living Organisms, New York: Academic Press, 1977,
p. 297)

Yet all the work carried out by paleontologists over the past 150 years has presented evolu-
tionists with a terrible disappointment. No traces of the past have provided any findings in
support of evolutionists’” claims. All the fossils so far unearthed, without exception, indicate
that living things are the work of our Omniscient Lord, not of blind chance.
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FALSE METALLIC WOOD-BORING
BEETLE (Throscidae)

Age: 50 million years old
Location: Poland
Period: Eocene

One of the propaganda techniques Darwinists use most ef-
fectively is providing a detailed exposition of something that never happened as if it really took
place. For example, evolutionist articles, describe mutations and natural selection at length, even
though they do not have an ability to give rise to new species. They ascribe these fictitous mecha-
nisms to a supposedly creative power (God is beyond that).

The truth of the matter is very different. Yet because of this indoctrination, many people with scant
knowledge of the subject imagine that evolution is undeniable, an inseparable cornerstone of biolo-
gy. In fact, however, science has long since written off the theory of evolution.

Arthur Koestler describes the misinterpretation of natural selection and mutation, which are por-
trayed as the two mechanisms of evolution, but which actually have no such power or effect at all:

In the meantime, the educated public continues to believe that Darwin has provided all the relevant an-
swers by the magic formula of random mutations plus natural selection—quite unaware of the fact that
random mutations turned out to be irrelevant and natural selection a tautology.” (Luther D. Sunderland,
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HARVESTMAN

Age: 50 million years old

Location: Baltic region, Jantarny, Russia
Period: Eocene

Living things of the order Opliones, of
which there estimated to be some 6,400
species, are members of the class
Arachnida (arachnids). The theory of evo-
lution cannot explain how one single pro-
tein or the first living element formed,
much less why living things have remained unaltered for tens of millions of years.

One of the fossils that silence evolutionists is the 50-million-year-old harvestman pictured. The
way that harvestmen have remained unchanged for so long cannot be explained in terms of evo-
lution. There is only one possible explanation: Creation.
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SNIPE FLY

Age: 50 million years old
Location: Poland
Period: Eocene

Darwinism’s basic claim is that living species constantly
change and develop in a supposed process of evolution.
Yet observation reveals no evidence to support this
Darwinist fantasy. Scientific discoveries over the last 150
years have not confirmed Darwinism even once. On the
contrary, every new finding has been a new death knell.
One such discovery is the 50-million-year-old snipefly il-
lustrated. This fossil is an evidence that like all other
species of flies, snipe flies have never changed, and have
never evolved.
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SNAKE FLY (Raphidioptera)

Age: 125 million years
Location: Santana Formation, Araripe Basin, Brazil
Period: Cretaceous

Snake flies, of which there are estimated to be 150 or so species, are members of the class
Raphidioptera—another life form showing that evolution never took place. In fact, scientific cir-
cles are well aware that the fossil record does not support evolution. But because of their ideo-
logical dependance on the theory, they never openly admit this fact.

In his book Aquagenesis, The Origin and Evolution of Life in the Sea, Richard Ellis states that fos-
sils prove stasis, rather than the
change expected by evolution:

The fossil evidence does not pro-
vide ready answers to questions of
descent or relationships, but it un-
equivocally demonstrates the du-
rability and complexity of life’s
history on Earth.” (Richard Ellis,
Aquagenesis, The Origin  and
Evolution of Life in the Sea, Penguin
Books, 2001, p. 6)
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HYENA SKULL

Age: 73 million years old
Location: Dai Lin, Yun Nan, China
Period: Cretaceous

The history of evolution is filled with hoaxes. Attempts have been made to portray fossils of
various extinct life forms or even a few fragments of fossilized bone as evidence of imaginary
transitions. Fossils of living species have long been described to the public by the evolutionists
as living things that have been evolving. But a profound silence has now replaced all this mis-
leading speculation regarding fossils. Eventually, as you can see from the 73-million-year-old
hyena skull shown here, it was realized that many present-day life forms lived millions of years
ago in exactly the same forms they have now and that therefore, they never evolved. The time
has now come for evolutionists to put an end to their hoaxes and speculations about the myth
of human evolution.
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LYNX SKULL

Age: 65 million years old

Location: Ma Ling Mountain, China
Period: Paleocene

All the important details, including the teeth, of this animal can be seen in this 65-million-year-
old skull.

The universe created by God contains flawless marvels of Creation. Every manifestation of
beauty created in the universe is also a manifestation of His omniscience and sublime artistry.
It is God Who creates from nothing, and there are no bounds to His Creation.

Darwinism tries to make people forget that we inhabit a universe filled with perfect details. In
fact, however, anyone looking at all the innumerable living things and seeing how these, have
all lived in exactly the same form for millions of years—as this 65-million-year-old lynx skull
demonstrates—will be freed from this indoctrination and come to the conclusion we inhabit a
world of true marvels. All entities are the work of Almighty God.
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JACKAL SKULL

Age: 51 million years old
Location: Gao Xiong, Taiwan
Period: Paleocene

No fossil indicating that life forms share common ancestors has ever been found. In the fossil
record, there is no sign that living things are in a constant state of change. Then why are
Darwinists so determined to cling to their theory? Why do they insist on defending the idea that
living things evolved, when there is so much evidence that they were in fact created by God? The
reason is ideological. Defending the theory of evolution is of vital importance for materialist and
atheist ideologies.

No matter how much Darwinists persist in the theory of evolution, the fossil record constantly
produces more evidence that totally discredits it. The 51-million-year-old jackal skull pictured is
one such example. The fossil reveals that, just like turtles, tigers, foxes, mink, lions, rhinoceroses
and all other living things, jackals never underwent evolution at any time.
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The jaw structure and teeth
of this fossil can be seen in
great detail.

LEOPARD SKULL

Age: 73 million years old
Location: Qi Pan, Yun Nan, China
Period: Cretaceous

Darwinists” ruses and the techniques they use to mislead people are now totally futile. Faced with
atlases that make the fact of Creation crystal-clear—and countless fossils that demonstrate how liv-
ing things have never changed in the slightest—Darwinists have seen that all life forms were creat-
ed out of nothing. Their ruses have been exposed and effectively neutralized.

By itself, this 73-million-year-old leopard skull is sufficient evidence to show that all tales regard-
ing the changes supposedly undergone by life forms are totally invalid. They show that leopards
living 73 million years ago had exactly the same characteristics as leopards living today.
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ZEBRA SKULL

Age: 45 million years old
Location: Xi An, China
Period: Eocene

God has created all living things with their different appearances and forms. In the same
way that their lifestyles and needs differ, so there are profound differences in their body
structures. This means it is not difficult to describe the fossils that are unearthed, making it
possible to establish the anatomical features of a living thing whose fossil remains have been
discovered. The 45-million-year-old zebra fossil illustrated makes this distinction. It's evi-
dent that there is no difference between the fossil’s characteristics and those of a present-day
zebra’s skull.

There is no doubt that this is one of God’s divine miracles. The scientific evidence to hand is
too definitive for scientists to be able to deny, even if they are evolutionists. It's a scientific
fact that species have not changed, and they have undergone no evolutionary process.
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ASIAN WILD HORSE SKULL

Age: 33 million years old
Location: Yun Nan, China
Period: Oligocene

The myth of the horse evolution is one of Darwinism’s best-known frauds. This scenar-
io—which many contemporary evolutionists admit is untrue—is still defended by a num-
ber of fanatical Darwinists. However, this claim is full of extraordinary inconsistencies
and lacks any scientific evidence, and has been totally refuted. Horses have remained un-
changed over millions of years. The 33-million-year-old Asian wild horse skull illustrat-
ed shows that horses lived in exactly the same way then as they do now. This by itself is
sufficient to demolish all Darwinist claims about the alleged horse evolution.
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RACCOON SKULL

Age: 4.3 million years old

Location: Gan Su, China

Period: Pliocene

Fossil specimens dating back millions of years, when compared with present-day
life forms, reveal that there was no transition in morphology and that evolution
from one species to another never happened. This fact applies equally to ants and
butterflies, polar bears and lizards, and fruit flies and zebras. Darwin’s theory of ev-
olution is unsupported by any scientific findings whatsoever. No evidence to sup-
port it has ever been produced since Darwin’s day. And with every passing day, the
fossil record makes that lack of evidence even more obvious. This 4.3-million-year-
old raccoon skull clearly shows that Darwin was completely wrong.
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TIBETAN WILD DONKEY

Age: 29 million years old

Location: Yin Chuan, China
Period: Oligocene

Evolutionists” attempts to portray the wild donkey as the ancestor of the horse are
totally hollow. Fossils have proven that wild donkeys have always existed as wild
donkeys, and are not descended from any other life form. The fossil illustrated
shows that wild donkeys living 27 million years ago were identical to those living
today—which effectively silences all evolutionist claims.

New species did not emerge as the result of mutations and blind coincidences. It is
Almighty God, Who possesses a sublime creative power, Who created them all.
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MONKEY SKULL

Age: 32 million years old

Location: Qing Dao, China
Period: Oligocene

Not one single fossil possessing half-ape and half-human characteristics has ever been found.
All the fossils portrayed at one time or another as evidence for the supposed evolution of man
have later been exposed as hoaxes, and all have been withdrawn by evolutionists themselves.
All they have left are scenarios based on Darwinists” imaginations.

Concrete findings have proven that monkeys have always existed as monkeys, while human
beings have always been human. One such finding is the 32-million-year-old monkey skull
shown here.
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CAMEL SKULL

Age: 3.9 million years old
Location: Gan Su, China
Period: Pliocene

According to evolutionist claims, the camel’s large skull, long neck and humps must be the
result of a large sequence of mutations. As a result, there should have been innumerable
mammals with semi-lengthened necks, odd-shaped heads and incipient humps. These im-
aginary life forms should be encountered frequently in the fossil record, and there should
be no trace of fully-formed camels dating back millions of years, like the one shown here.
But data from the fossil record show that such imaginary transitional forms never existed.
Camels never passed through any intermediate stages, and have always existed as fully-
formed camels.
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GREY FOX SKULL

Age: 78 million years old
Location: Lan Zhou, Gan Su, China
Period: Cretaceous

The theory of evolution—about which countless false pieces of evidence have been pro-
duced and which has been kept alive by the invention of totally incredible scenarios—has
now come to the end of its life. People are realizing that they have faced a terrible decep-
tion. From now on, no scenario invented by Darwinists will have any effect, and their the-
ory’s collapse will continue apace, because scientific findings totally refute evolution.

This 78-million-year-old grey fox skull is just one of the proofs that are accelerating this
collapse. Darwinism has been completely discredited in the face of living fossils.
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FISHER MARTEN SKULL

Age: 78 million years old
Location: He Zheng, Gan Su, China
Period: Cretaceous

God has the power to create from nothing. Failing to comprehend this, Darwinists cannot or will
not understand that God creates a living thing whenever He so desires, simply by commanding
it to “Be!” This lack of belief and lack of awareness of the true facts underlie the illogical scenar-
ios and false proofs they come up with. Yet people who are not influenced by the Darwinist spell
have no difficulty in grasping the magnificent Creation in the world. Clearly, living things have
been created and equipped with perfect systems. They have been the same down through their
generations, since the moment they were first created.

The 78-million-year-old fisher marten skull illustrated is one of the representatives of this reality.
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CARIBBEAN MONK SEAL SKULL

Age: 3.1 million years old
Location: Yun Nan, China
Period: Pliocene

Darwinists cannot account for the trilobite’s eye, which these crustaceans already pos-
sessed as long as 530 million years ago. Darwinists cannot explain how living things in
the sea, on land and in the air appeared suddenly and survived unchanged for the en-
tire course of their existence. Darwinists maintain that one species developed into an-
other, but they cannot explain how a single original cell could change in such a way as
to assume different functions in a multi-cellular creature. Darwinism is a theory at a
dead end, and is gradually dying out as new discoveries are made with every passing
day. The 3.1-million-year-old Caribbean monk seal skull shown here is one of the many

Adnan Oktar



RHINOCEROS SKULL

Age: 75 million years old

Location: Gan Su, China
Period: Cretaceous

Darwinists claim that living things are descended from one another and assumed their
present form by way of gradual changes over time. If this claim were true, then it
should be apparent from the fossil record. Yet the Earth produces nothing but fossils
dating back millions of years that are identical to specimens alive today. There is not a
single transitional form to verify Darwinists’ claims. All living things, from the small-
est to the largest, existed millions of years ago in the same forms as they are today.

If other living things never changed, then there are no rational and scientific grounds
left for claiming that human beings changed. Humans have always been fully human,
and have never altered.
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INDIAN CIVET CAT

Age: 48 million years old
Location: Gan Su, China
Period: Eocene

In 1993, Stephen Jay Gould wrote in the magazine Natural History about the way living species
can be observed to have exactly the same characteristics throughout the fossil record:

Stasis, or nonchange of most fossil species during their lengthy geological lifespans, was tacitly ac-
knowledged by all paleontologists, but almost never studied explicitly because prevailing theory
treated stasis as uninteresting nonevidence for nonevolution . . . [T]he overwhelming prevalence of
stasis became an embarrassing feature of the fossil record, but left ignored as a manifestation of noth-
ing (that is, nonevolution). (S. J. Gould, “Cordelia’s Dilemma”, Natural History, February, p. 10-18)

The only reason why evolutionists refer to the stasis in the fossil record as “embarrassing” is
that if living things experience no changes, that invalidates the theory of evolution. This infor-
mation, which shows that evolution never happened, is evidence for the fact of Creation.
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GIRAFFE SKULL

Age: 65 million years old
Location: Meng Gu, China
Period: Cretaceous

Giraffes are noted for their extraordinarily long necks. Darwinists hypothe-
sized that the necks of these animals lengthened gradually as they stretched
to reach higher branches. This, one of the best known deception of the theo-
ry of evolution, is totally refuted by the fossil evidence: giraffes were exactly
the same 65 million years ago as they are today. There is no trace of any spec-
imens in the fossil record undergoing constant change and growing longer
necks in order to reach higher branches. The giraffe today is exactly the same
as it was 65 million years ago.
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BOAR SKULL

Age: 58 million years old
Location: Shan Dong, China
Period: Paleocene

Darwinists were able to gather their original sup-
porters by using a very primitive logic. In a climate of scientific ignorance, it was easy to con-
vince the public that proteins and eventually, cells could form spontaneously from muddy water
that mammals hunting in water eventually developed fins and turned into dolphins and that
monkeys decided to stop leaping from tree to tree and instead to walk upright, and thus evolved
into human beings.

The sciences of genetics and paleontology were unknown, so all these imaginary transitions were
depicted as incontrovertible fact. But now Darwinists are in a far more difficult position. The sci-
ence of genetics has revealed the complex structure of the cell and how traits are passed on from
generation to generation. Paleontology has shown that living things have never changed.
Countless specimens, such as the 58-million-year-old boar skull shown here indicate that living
things exhibited the same complexity millions of years ago as present-day specimens. It is no
longer possible for Darwinists to deceive the public.
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Age: 50 million years old
Location: Da Quing, Hei Long Jiang, China
Period: Eocene

Specimens of these mammals dating back 50 million years have been perfectly preserved. This
specimen, also millions of years old, shows that antelopes have never been subjected to any al-
teration, and neither descended from nor evolved into any other life form. Just like zebras,
wolves, tigers and foxes millions of years old, these living things were also created in the man-
ner determined by God, and never changed since. As is the case with all other life forms, there
is not a single intermediate form to support the myth of human evolution. As with all other ev-
olutionist claims, this one is completely false. Living things on Earth never evolved.

Adnan Oktar



CHEETAH SKULL

Age: 7.3 million years old
Location: Shan Dong, China
Period: Miocene

On the basis of some elements of ape behavior, Darwinists maintain that monkeys and hu-
man beings are both descended from a common ancestor. They claim that monkeys one day
decided to descend from the trees, to walk upright, to speak, sing, and compose music, to
construct buildings and to make scientific discoveries, and thus turned into human beings.
In that case, similar processes of transition must also apply to other living things. Since
cheetahs, for example, are able to run very fast, they should one day be able to alter their
physical structures and turn into sentient beings winning gold medals at the Olympic
Games. However, a look at the scientific facts reveals that cheetahs, tigers, wolves, fox, li-
ons and leopards—in short, all animals—never changed at all.

The same stability or stasis also applies to apes and human beings. Apes have always exist-
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BINTURONG SKULL

Age: 88 million years old
Location: Yun Nan, China
Period: Cretaceous

Darwin imagined that living things changed slow-
ly. In his view, all living things, humans included,
were descended from other species and thus ar-
rived at their modern-day appearances. Given that
19th-century science provided no evidence to support his hypothesis, Darwin believed that
the intermediate-form fossils that should exist would be found at a later date.

Darwin’s closest followers inherited this legacy of belief. Ever since that time, they have
ceaselessly looked for the intermediate forms that Darwin believed would eventually be
forthcoming. However, it did not take long to realize that Darwin had been mistaken. The
unaltered life forms in the fossil record definitively refuted Darwinism. One blow to this su-
perstitious belief, sought to be kept alive solely as an ideology, is the 88-million-year-old
binturong skull illustrated.
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TASMANIAN DEVIL SKULL

Age: 32 million years old
Location: An Hui, China
Period: Oligocene

The British paleontologist Derek W. Ager describes how the fossil
record poses a major difficulty for the theory of evolution:

The point emerges that if we examine the fossil record in detail, whether at the level of
orders or of species, we find—over and over again—not gradual evolution, but the sud-
den explosion of one group at the expense of another. (Derek A. Ager, “The Nature of the
Fossil Record”, Proceedings of the British Geological Association, Vol. 87, 1976, p. 133)

One fossil that proves that its species never passed through any intermediate stages
is the 32-million-year-old Tasmanian devil skull pictured here.

Adnan Oktar



TURTLE

Age: 98 million years old
Location: Shan Li Mountain, China
Period: Cretaceous

Darwinists, who maintain that living species are descended from another and develop by con-
stant small changes, are at a loss to explain the stasis, or total stability, observed within those
same species. The theory of evolution, which maintains that human beings are descended from
apes, must explain why no other life forms underwent the imaginary transition similar to the
one from ape to human. Evolutionists have no rational and logical answer to give. Birds never
changed. Rhinoceroses, foxes and hyenas never changed; and neither did the 98-million-year
old turtle shown here.

Neither did human beings. The idea that Darwinists seek to impose on the public—that living
things make progress by small changes and eventually develop into other life forms entirely—
is a massive lie.
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POLAR BEAR SKULL

Age: 74 million years old
Location: Liaoning, China
Period: Cretaceous

The Atlas of Creation series and this book offer important evidence that can only add to
Darwinists” panic, showing them that evolution is dead and that they can no longer deceive
the world. This 74-million-year-old polar bear skull, for instance, is identical to the skulls
of polar bears alive today—sufficient on its own to undermine Darwinists” arguments.

As the evidence increases declaring that Darwinism is invalid, the more Darwinists seek to
give the impression that “We are alive and well.” They try to use propaganda techniques to
fight an intellectual struggle that they were unable to wage with science. They attempt to
cover up studies that demolish Darwinism. But this behavior does not prevent them from
seeing, albeit subconsciously, the scale of the collapse that has taken place.
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The teeth of the fossil illustrated can be

seen in full detail, offering significant
proof that coyotes living 65 million years
ago were identical to those alive today.

COYOTE SKULL

Age: 65 million years old

Location: Qing Hai, China
Period: Cretaceous

When a living thing first appears in the fossil record, it then continues on in the same form for
the millions of years that follow. All the fossils illustrated in this book, such as this 65-million-
year-old coyote skull, are just a few examples. Like all other life forms, coyotes of 65 million
years ago possessed the same appearance and structures as they do today. This totally demolish-
es the whole concept of evolution.

This state of affairs, which applies to all living things, inevitably applies to human beings as
well. Humans have always existed as human beings, ever since the moment they were first cre-
ated, and have never undergone the slightest change. Given that so many life forms clearly re-
tute all claims of evolution, there can be no scientific foundation to the scenarios concerning hu-
man evolution dreamed up by Darwinists.
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SASSAFRAS LEAF

Age: 54-37 million years old

Location: Cache Creek Formation, British Columbia,
Canada

Period: Eocene

One of the most familiar forms of Darwinist propaganda

are groundless slogans along the lines of “Rejection of the theory of evolution is a dogma,” or
“Denying the theory of evolution is unscientific.” In fact, however, such statements are preconcep-
tions based on evolutionists” biased conception of science.

“Science,” according to the Darwinist definition, is not a discipline that researches, investigates
and analyses its findings in a neutral manner and then accepts the results of those findings.
According to Darwinists, scientific inquiries must first confirm their own beliefs and ideas and in the
process, which findings must be interpreted by distorting them in line with evolutionist dogma.

To put it another way, evolutionists portray their biased interpretations, rather than the evidence
itself, as science. Darwinist science is an attempt not to uncover the facts, but to interpret them se-
lectively and distort them.
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KATSURA TREE LEAF

Age: 65-54 million years
Location: Spain
Period: Paleocene

One of the most significant facts revealed by the fossil
record is that living species appeared in a single moment,
together with all their characteristics. In other words,
there is no sign any species that developed from a prim-
itive form and slowly began to acquire all its limbs. All
living species were flawless and fully formed from the
moment they emerged, and those species that have sur-
vived are still identical to their original form. The book
The Origin of Species Revisited describes how this repre-
sents a serious dilemma for Darwinism:

The abrupt manner in which whole groups of species sud-
denly appear in certain formations, has been urged by sev-
eral palaeontologists—for instance, by Agassiz, Pictet, and
Sedgwick—as a fatal objection to the belief in the transmu-
tation of species. If numerous species, belonging to the
same genera or families, have really started into life at
once, the fact would be fatal to the theory of evolution
through natural selection. (The Origin of Species Revisited,
p. 46)
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ASH LEAF

Age: 23-5 million years old
Location: Spain
Period: Miocene

If Darwinists think scientifically, as they claim to, then they should act not in the light of
their ideology—their imaginings, in other words—but rather according to facts and the
concrete findings. The concrete fact revealed by paleontologists today is that each living
species appeared suddenly and has never changed so long as as it has survived. The
meaning of this is evident: life never evolved. Like the universe itself, life is the work of
God, the Creator.

The 23- to 5-million-year-old ash leaf in the picture once again serves as a reminder to
everyone.
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MYRICA LEAF

Pl "“

Age: 30 million years old “' :

Location: Cereste, France

Period: Oligocene

Rather than debate the meaning of scientific findings,
Darwinists prefer to resort to psychological propaganda techniques, to restrict freedom of
thought by banning works that refute evolution, and to influence the public by adopting a
mocking style. They usually employ psychological warfare techniques for that purpose.

Evolutionists should not turn a deaf ear to others and resort to slander, insult and flase accusa-
tions without even a glance at the available evidence and documentation. If they are truly con-
fident in their theory and possess scientific evidence, they should display it to silence their op-
position on an intellectual level. However, they have never yet done so, and it is impossible for
them to do so, because Darwinists have not a single piece of evidence to support their theory.
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Age: 40 million years old
Location: France
Period: Eocene

According to Darwinists” unscientific claims, date trees, pine trees, cacti, orchids, carna-
tions, roses, cherry trees, grasses, ferns—in short, all plants share the same imaginary
forebear. But when asked about the nature of this common forebear, or by what stages dif-
ferent plants diverged from one another and finally assumed their present forms, evolu-
tionists have no scientic response to give.

E. J. H. Corner, an evolutionist botanist from Cambridge University, admits that evolu-
tionists have no answers on the subject of the origin of plants:

The words of widely recognized evolutionist botanist E.J.H. Corner of Cambridge University
still ring true 40 years after he wrote them: “But I still think that, to the unprejudiced, the fos-
sil record of plants is in favour of special creation . . . Can you imagine how an orchid, a duck-
weed, and a palm have come from the same ancestry, and have we any evidence for this as-
sumption? The evolutionist must be prepared with an answer, but I think that most would
break down before an inquisition.” ( E.J.H. Corner, Prof of Botany, Cambridge University,

England, Evolution in Contemporary Botanical Thought, Chicago: Quadrangle Books, 1961, p. 97)

The level of science and technology of the 215t century has made Corner's concerns
more valid. Countless scientific findings, and the fossil record in particular, have placed
Darwinism in an insoluble dilemma—not in the field of botany alone, but in all branches
of science. In their intellectual death throes, Darwinists are trying to keep their theory
alive and to prepare for questions they may be faced with. Yet they still have not a single
scientific answer to give.
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ARAUCARIAN CONE

Age: 170 million years old
Location: Patagonia, Argentina
Period: Jurassic

The fossil illustrated here, which proves aucarias have undergone
not the slightest alteration over the last 170 million years, condemns
Darwinists to profound silence. The late evolutionist Stephen Jay
Gould expressed the silence and “embarrassment” of Darwinists be-
fore the fossil record:

"The overwhelming prevalence of stasis became an embarrassing fea-
ture of the fossil record.”(Stephen Jay Gould, “Cordelia's Dilemma,”
Natural History, February 1993, p.15)

Darwinists” embarrassment in the face of the fossil record arises

from the lie they have propagated for the last 150 years. They spent decades describ-
ing how life forms supposedly assumed their present forms by a series of gradual
changes and misled the public in what has become a major fraud in the history of
science, and are entirely justified in feeling embarrassed by the reality revealed by
the fossil record. They should now let that embarrassment lead them to the truth and
stop knowingly espousing a lie.
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TURKEY OAK LEAF

Age: 5-1.8 million years old
Location: Sofia, Bulgaria
Period: Pliocene

Most evolutionist books or articles present a great many fantastical tales.
These describe processes that could never have taken place and that are
scientifically impossible. You'll read how the first cell emerged from a
pool of mud, how fish one day decided to move onto dry land and
turned into hundreds of different species and how reptiles one day took
to the air as birds. But all these tales are science fiction, and far frombe-
ing scienctific. The main hero of these tales is blind chance.

In his book The Great Evolution Mystery, Gordon Rattray Taylor says this on the subject:

Evolutionary history is a mass of such modifications; one could almost say it consists of
them. Scales become feathers. Legs become wings. Stomachs become swim bladders. Even at
the level of biochemical processes, substitutions and elaborations occur. All Darwinism has
to say about such miracles is that they are due to chance. (Gordon Rattray Taylor, The Great
Evolution Mystery, New York: Harper & Row, 1983, p.10)

The fact is, however, that chance can never produce an order requiring intelligence and
consciousness. No logical person can accept that the variety and complexity displayed
by living things are the work of chance. Coincidence can never give rise to bright flow-
ers, delicious fruits and vegetables, leopards, rabbits, tigers, birds, ants and human be-
ings able to found whole civilizations. Life and everything we see around us is the
work of Almighty God, the Omniscient Lord of sublime artistry.

Atlas of Creation



Adnan Oktar




JUNIPER LEAF

Age: 5-1.8 million years
Location: Sofia, Bulgaria
Period: Pliocene

Since the early 20th century, the theory of evolution, con-
stantly depicted as a scientific reality by some circles, has
received a string of lethal blows—which, however, have
been carefully concealed from the public. Darwinists constantly issue propaganda suggesting
that nothing has changed, but they never mention the countless fossils that serve as evidence
of Creation and continue relating the same, familiar tales. One of the most notable aspects of
evolutionist propaganda is that they almost never feel the need to back up their tales with any
scientific findings. Phillip Johnson describes the position:

There is no requirement that any of this speculation be confirmed either experimental or fossil evi-
dence. To Darwinists, just being able to imagine the process is sufficient to confirm that something
like that must have happened. (Phillip Johnson, Objection Sustained, p. 23)

On its own, in fact, this situation is proof of Darwinists’ despair. They are obliged to rely on
their own imaginations, because scientific data offer their theory no support. Countless fos-
sils, such as the juniper leaf illustrated, prove that evolution never took place. For that reason,
Darwinists prefer to seek refuge in speculation rather than seek to explain the evidence.
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MOUNTAIN ASH LEAF

Age: 50 million years old
Location: Kamloops, British Columbia, Canada
Period: Eocene

Mountain ash trees are the same today as they
were 50 million years ago. In other words, in the
past the Earth was not inhabited by primitive, se-
mi-developed and odd-looking animals and
plants, as evolutionists would have us believe.
The Earth of 50 million years ago was not filled
with life forms busily developing stage by stage.
All living things then had the same physical fea-
tures, limbs and fully formed structures as those
living today, and were identical to them in ap-
pearance. The fossil pictured is an obvious evi-
dence of that.
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APPLE LEAF

Age: 50 million years old
Location: Kamloops, British Columbia, Canada

Period: Eocene

Just as sourcherries have always existed as
sourcherries, apples also have always been ap- i

ples. The apple did not emerge by descent from X ~ 4 -
some other peculiar fruit. Darwin’s claim, pro-

posed some 150 years ago, that living things are descended from one another through very
small changes, still lacks any confirmatory evidence, despite the passage of all those years.

The evolutionist Richard Darwkins admits this “painful” fact for evolutionists:

One hundred and twenty five years on, we know a lot more about animals and plants than
Darwin did, and still not a single case is known to me of complex organs that could not have been
formed by numerous successive slight modifications. I do not believe that such a case will ever
be found. (Richard Dawkins, The Blind Watchmaker, p.91)
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CHERRY LAUREL LEAF

Age: 50 million years old

Location: Kamloops, British Columbia, Canada

Period: Eocene

Cherry laurel trees in the past lived in the same manner as today’s. Were Darwinists
telling the truth, then present-day cherry laurel trees should bear no resemblance, or
only a partial one, to those of the past. In addition, other fossils should be able to
show how the cherry laurel trees of the past turned into the trees of today. But over
the last two centuries or so, Darwinists have been unable to obtain any evidence of
this process, which exists solely in their imaginations. All the findings made reveal
that cherry laurels have always existed as cherry laurels, that they have not evolved,
and that they were therefore created.
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TARPON

Age: 110 million years old
Location: Ceara, Brazil
Period: Cretaceous

In his book Missing Links, Robert A. Martin says:

If the creationist model is correct, there can be no ancestor-descendant relationships, no evolutionary pro-
gression of any kind. If the evolution model is correct and with a dense enough fossil record, intermediates
at all structural and chronological scales should be found. (Robert A. Martin, Missing Links: Evolutionary
Concepts and Transitions Through Time, Jones and Barlett Publishers, UK, 2004, p. 8)

Without exception, all fossil specimens, of which this book describes only a few show that there is no
line of descent between life forms, and that every species emerged suddenly with its own particular
characteristics. Excavations have failed to turn up even one semi-developed life form or intermedi-
ate form fossil. Given this evidence, it is clear that evolution is invalid, and Creation is an undenia-
ble fact.
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FILEFISH

Age: 4 million years old
Location: Marecchio River Formation, Italy
Period: Pliocene

Filefish, members of the Monacanthidae family, live in tropical or subtropical waters. There are
107 known species within that family. One of the most important characteristics of most of these
species is that they are masters of camouflage, able to conceal themselves by changing color to
match their surroundings and thus protect themselves from predators.

This Monacanthus fossil is 4 million years old, evident proof that this species never evolved.
Living things are not descended from one another by undergoing constant change in the manner
suggested by Darwinists. Almighty God created the universe and all the life forms within it.
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OCTOPUS

Age: 95 million years old
Location: Hjoula, Lebanon
Period: Cretaceous

Octopi, whose high capacity for learning has
been tested in the laboratory, are also masters of
camouflage. This ability depends upon special-
ly created skin cells. Thanks to their skin cells’
ability to change color, become opaque and re-

flect light, they can protect themselves from
danger and also warn other octopi of potential
danger. Some octopi do even more: They camouflage themselves by imitating other sea crea-
tures. These, known as “mimic octopi,” assume the appearance of frightening-looking life
forms such as lionfish and sea snakes.

But could octopi have acquired these features in stages over the course of time, as evolution-
ists maintain? Were the first octopi strange-looking, semi-developed creatures with rudimen-
tary organs, very different from those living today? One of the main ways of determining this
is by examining the fossil record. When we do that, no matter how far back in time we go we
encounter fossil octopi exactly the same as their counterparts living today. This is one of the
main proofs of the invalidity of evolutionist claims. Octopi did not evolve, but were created by
Omniscient and Almighty God, together with all their characteristics.
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SEAHORSE

Age: 4 million years old
Location: Marecchio River Formation, Italy
Period: Pliocene

The seahorse’s head stands at a right angle to its body, a feature is not present in any other
fish. That is why seahorses swim upright and can move their heads up and down. However,
they cannot move their heads from side to side. Were other living things to have this inabili-
ty to move their heads from side to side, it would represent a problem exposing them to all
kinds of threats. But thanks to the special structure of their body, seahorses never experience
any such problem. They have been created able to move their eyes in all directions, independ-
ently of one another, and can easily see all round them, even without being able to move their
heads from side to side.

If Darwinists’ claims were true, then the seahorse should have been
eliminated long before it developed this appropriate eye structure,
and it should never have survived down to the present day. It should
be impossible for a seahorse with an upright head, unable to see be-
hind it, to survive, so seahorses should have become extinct. This
means that, like all other living things, seahorses did not evolve, but
were in fact created in a single moment, with their heads are at-
tached to their bodies at a right angle, able to move their eyes inde-
pendently in all directions, and with all their other characteristics. s
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POLYIPNUS

Age: 35 million years old
Location: Sobniow, Poland
Period: Oligocene

Fish of the polyipnus species, members of the family
Sternoptychidae are some of the living things that prove
that Darwinism is nothing more than speculations.
There is no difference between polyipnus living 35 mil-
lion years ago and those alive today.
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KILLFISH

Age: 3 million years old
Location: Lahontan Beds, Nevada, USA
Period: Pliocene

Evolutionists claim that Darwin’s theory answered the question of how life and living species
emerged. Indeed, that’s the reason behind for materialists” and atheists” blind devotion to the
theory of evolution: They imagine that it gives them an alternative answer to Creation. But this
is a grave error. Darwin’s claims have never been verified by any scientific data, neither in his
own day or afterwards. On the contrary, science has proved that Darwin’s scenario is impossi-
ble. In short, there is no other scientific and rational answer to the question of the origin of life
than Creation.

The evolutionist paleontologist George Simpson admits how Darwin’s theory fails to answer
any questions:

Darwin was always utterly helpless to answer any valid objections to his theory. (Gordon Rattray
Taylor, The Great Evolution Mystery, p. 140)
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SOLDIER FISH

Age: 95 million years old
Location: Lebanon
Period: Creataceous

The fossil record shows that living things have not changed over tens or usually hundreds
of millions of years. This evident truth represents a major dilemma for Darwinists, as many
evolutionists are aware. For example, the evolutionist paleontologist Steven M. Stanley de-
scribes how Darwinist accounts are incompatible with fossils:

More generally, any topsy-turvy sequence of fossils would force us to rethink our theory. . .
(Steven M. Stanley, The New Evolutionary Timetable, New York, 1981, p. 3)

One of the countless fossils imposing a review of the facts on evolutionists is the 95-mil-
lion-year-old soldier fish pictured. Soldier fish have never changed over 95 million years
and thus refute evolution.
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SQUIRREL FISH

Age: 50 million years
Location: Monte Bolca, Italy
Period: Eocene

The fossil record shows no gradual, stage-by-stage development of the kind claimed by evolution-
ists. There’s no evidence that living things are descended from any supposed common ancestor.
Findings have revealed that living things are not descended from one another and that no species
ever changed for as long as it survived.

In other words, species never evolved, as is described by the Oxford University zoologist Mark
Pagel:

But instead of finding the slow, smooth and progressive changes Lyell and Darwin had expected, they
saw in the fossil records rapid bursts of change, new species appearing seemingly out of nowhere and
then remaining unchanged for millions of years-patterns hauntingly reminiscent of creation. (Mark
Pagel, "Happy Accidents?," Nature 397:665, 25 February 1999)
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WOLF HERRING

Age: 95 million years old
Location: Haqel, Lebanon
Period: Cretaceous

Because fossils demolish the claims of evolution, Darwinists usually ignore them, or else
attempt to use them as tools for propaganda by means of various distortions. However,
the recent exhibition of hundreds of fossils in displays, books and websites has made ap-
parent for all to see the quandary facing evolutionists. When you can compare fossils
and living specimens side by side, you have no difficulty in realizing that evolution is a
lie, and need no further explanation. That is why evolutionists are in a state of panic.
They are helplessly watching the global collapse of their theory, from which there can be
no return. One proof of the collapse of the theory of evolution is the 95-million-year-old
wolf herring fossil illustrated.
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TANG

Age: 95 million years old
Location: Haqel, Lebanon
Period: Cretaceous

In The Origin of Species Revisited, Wendell R. Bird states that the theory of evolution’s claim of
intermediate forms is a fantasy:

The geological record . . . tells now what it has told from the beginning, that the supposed interme-
diate forms between the species of different geological periods are imaginary beings, called up
merely in support of a fanciful theory. (Wendell R. Bird, The Origin of Species Revisited, Thomas
Nelson Inc, December 1991, p. 44)

To date, the fossil research has never produced any intermediate-form specimen to support
evolutionist claims. No fossil indicating a line of descent between species has ever been un-
earthed. Tang fish fossils, for instance, never have any semi- or half-developed organs. No
matter how far back in time one searches, every fish fossil has exactly the same characteris-
tics as those fish living today. The 95-million-year-old tang fish fossil in the picture is just one
example.
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SHRIMP

Age: 150 million years old
Location: Solnhofen Formation, Germany
Period: Jurassic

If shrimps really had an evolutionary forebear of the kind that Darwinists maintain, then
there should be fossilized examples of what kind of a creature that alleged “proto-shrimp”
looked like. Yet the fossil record provides not the slightest evidence that any such ancestor
ever lived. Moreover, the fossil record contains no trace at all of any evolutionary stages
that shrimps supposedly went through.

No “shrimp-like” fossil has ever been found that that has not yet acquired all the particu-
lar characteristics of modern-day shrimps. No matter how old they are, all fossilized
shrimps are identical to those still living today. The 150-million-year-old shrimp pictured
here also possesses all of present-day shrimps” flawless features. Under these circumstan-
ces, no one can speak logically of “shrimp evolution.”

Like all other living species, shrimps never evolved at all. Life is the work of our Glorious
and Majestic God.
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BLUE WHITING

Age: 5 million years old
Location: Marecchia River Formation, Italy

Period: Miocene
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The Swedish scientist Seren Levtrup states that evolution is the ik ~ = e ,,h s

greatest deceit of science as thus: i N L At il A
I believe that one day the Darwinian myth will be ranked the greatest . g

deceit in the history of science.

And countless scientific findings, such as the blue whiting in the
picture, have already shown that evolution never happened and
that it is a great deceit. It is pointless for evolutionists to try to ig-
nore such findings. Running from the truth changes nothing.
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GOD CREATED THE UNIVERSE AND
ALL LIVING THINGS

The theory of evolution, an outdated 19th century concept, has completely collapsed in the face of
today's scientific facts. Darwinists have no scientific reply to offer in the face of the fossil record, which
deals the most severe blow to the theory of evolution.

Darwinists cannot point to a single fossil suggesting that evolution ever took place, and resort to
various means that they hope will camouflage this defeat they have suffered: Sometimes they attempt to
portray fossils from various extinct species as intermediate forms, even though there is no truth to this
whatsoever. Sometimes they seek to prove evolution—in their own eyes, at least—by pointing to
counterfeit fossils. At other times, they try to deceive the public by way of completely imaginary
illustrations. In doing all this, they also employ misleading headlines such as "Missing Link Found!" or
"Our Ancestors Were Microbes" or "New Discovery Proves Evolution" in an effort to give the impression
that the theory of evolution is unquestionable fact.

These methods may have been successful through the later 1800s and early 1900s, when science and
technology were not as advanced as now. But in the 21st century, all the lies of evolutionists have been
brought to light leaving Darwinists in a helpless position.

Today, even young children are becoming aware that there are no intermediate fossils pointing to
evolution, that human beings are not descended from apes, that the highly developed and complex
structures of living things cannot be accounted for in terms of the theory of evolution, and that
Darwinism is the worst fraud in the history of science.

As revealed in the verse: "No indeed, it is one of their blatant lies to say" (Surat as-Saffat, 151), God
tells us in the Qur'an that unbelievers turn their backs on faith by constantly coming up with falsehoods
of one kind or another. Darwinists resort to various deceptions and make all kinds of unscientific claims

in order to avoid having faith
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others away from religious
moral values.

Indeed, it is emphasized in
one verse: "And even though
they [unbelievers] used to
say..." (Surat as Saffat, 167) that

Archaeopteryx, used for years as the so-
called evidence of the transition from
reptile-to-bird fable, is an example of how
evolutionists try to deceive people. It was
claimed that Archaeopteryx, a 150-million-
year-old bird, has some reptilian features
and thus is a "missing link" between reptiles
and birds. However, all recent scientific
findings show that Archaeopteryx was a
flying bird, invalidate these claims.
Furthermore, teropod dinosaurs—the so-
called reptilian ancestors of birds—are far
younger than Archaeopteryx. This is another
fact that evolutionists try to ignore.

Atlas of Creation
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THEY DESCRIBED A PIG'S TOOTH AS A
FOSSIL OF "NEBRASKA MAN"

In 1922, Henry Fairfield Osborn, the director of the
American Museum of Natural History, declared that he

had found a fossil molar tooth belonging to the Pliocene
Period in Western Nebraska near Snake Brook. This tooth
allegedly bore common characteristics of both man and
ape. This fossil came to be called "Nebraska man."
Nebraska man was also immediately given a "scientific
name", Hesperopithecus haroldcooki. Based on this single
tooth, reconstructions of the Nebraska man's head and
body were drawn. Moreover, Nebraska man was even
pictured along with his wife and children, as a
whole family in a natural setting. In 1927, other
parts of the skeleton were also found.
According to these newly discovered pieces,
the tooth belonged neither to a man nor to
an ape. It was realized that it belonged to an
extinct species of wild American pig called
Prosthennops.

those who have no faith constantly come up with
excuses. Yet they will soon see and understand the truth. It is revealed in many verses that the time will
come when unbelievers will realize and understand the truth. These verses tell us, in allusive terms, that
Darwinists will also see the truth. Some of these verses read as follows:

But they have rejected it and they will soon know! (Surat as Saffat, 170)

Leave them to eat and enjoy themselves. Let false hope divert them. They will soon know.

(Surat al Hijr, 3)

Let them be ungrateful for what We have given them! Let them enjoy themselves—they will

soon know! (Surat al-'Ankabut, 66)

We hope that Darwinists, too, will also abandon their illogical stubbornness and accept the facts that
everyone can see so clearly. The truth revealed by science is that the theory of evolution is wrong, and
that the universe and living things are the creation of God.

Fossils, some examples of which have been provided in this book, are all important proofs of God's
creation. It is noted in several verses of the Qur'an that there is evidence above and beneath the ground
that shows the fact of creation. For example, verse 137 of Surat as-Saffat states:

And you pass over them.

In all likelihood, this verse is referring to the fossil record that lies below the ground and reveals the
true history of life. There are countless fossil specimens beneath the ground all over the world that show
that living things have stayed the same since the moment they first came into existence and have not
changed over the course of hundreds of millions of years—in short, that they never underwent
evolution. All these fossils show that living things came into being fully formed and flawless, with all
their complex features—in other words, that they were created by God.

Our Almighty Lord has created all living things in the finest form. All entities are manifestations of
the might and greatness of God. Faced by these manifestations, a person's duty is to employ his or her
reason and conscience and reflect that the universe has been created with a definite wisdom, to be
grateful to our Lord, God, and to serve Him in the best possible way.

God is the Creator of everything and He is Guardian over everything. The keys of the heavens

and Earth belong to Him. It is those who reject God's signs who are the losers. (Surat az Zumar,

62-63)

Adnan Oktar
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THE REAL IDEOLOGICAL ROOT OF TERRORISM:
DARWINISM AND MATERIALISM

ost people think the theory of evolution was first proposed by Charles Darwin, and rests on scien-

tific evidence, observations and experiments. However, the truth is that Darwin was not its origi-

nator, and neither does the theory rest on scientific proof. The theory consists of an adaptation to
nature of the ancient dogma of materialist philosophy. Although it is not backed up by scientific discoveries,
the theory is blindly supported in the name of materialist philosophy.

This fanaticism has resulted in all kinds of disasters. Together with the spread of Darwinism and the mate-
rialist philosophy it supports, the answer to the question "What is a human being?" has changed. People who
used to answer: "God creates human beings and they have to live according to the beautiful morality He
teaches", have now begun to think that "Man came into being by chance, and is an animal who developed by
means of the fight for survival." There is a heavy price to pay for this great deception. Violent ideologies such
as racism, fascism and communism, and many other barbaric world views based on conflict have all drawn
strength from this deception.

This article will examine the disaster Darwinism has visited on the world and reveal its connection with
terrorism, one of the most important global problems of our time.

The Darwinist Lie: "Life is conflict"

Darwin set out with one basic premise when developing his theory: "The development of living things

depends on the fight for survival. The strong win the struggle. The weak are condemned to defeat and
oblivion."
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According to Darwin, there is a ruthless struggle for survival and an eternal conflict in nature. The
strong always overcome the weak, and this enables development to take place. The subtitle he gave to his
book The Origin of Species, "The Origin of Species by Means of Natural Selection or the Preservation of Favoured
Races in the Struggle for Life”, encapsulates that view.

Furthermore, Darwin proposed that the "fight for survival" also applied between human racial
groups. According to that fantastical claim, "favoured races" were victorious in the struggle. Favoured
races, in Darwin's view, were white Europeans. African or Asian races had lagged behind in the struggle for
survival. Darwin went further, and suggested that these races would soon lose the "struggle for survival" en-
tirely, and thus disappear:

At some future period, not very distant as measured by centuries, the civilised races of man will almost cer-

tainly exterminate, and replace the savage races throughout the world. At the same time the anthropomor-

phous apes... will no doubt be exterminated. The break between man and his nearest allies will then be wider,
for it will intervene between man in a more civilised state, as we may hope, even than the Caucasian, and some
ape as low as a baboon, instead of as now between the negro or Australian and the gorilla.l

The Indian anthropologist Lalita Vidyarthi explains how Darwin's theory of evolution imposed racism
on the social sciences:

His (Darwin's) theory of the survival of the fittest was warmly welcomed by the social scientists of the day, and

they believed mankind had achieved various levels of evolution culminating in the white man's civilization.

By the second half of the nineteenth century racism was accepted as fact by the vast majority of Western scien-
tists-2
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Darwin's Source of Inspiration: Malthus's Theory of Ruthlessness

Darwin's source of inspiration on this subject was the British econo-

mist Thomas Malthus's book An Essay on the Principle of Population.
Left to their own devices, Malthus calculated that the human popu-
lation increased rapidly. In his view, the main influences that kept
populations under control were disasters such as war, famine and
disease. In short, according to this brutal claim, some people had
to die for others to live. Existence came to mean "permanent
war."

In the 19th century, Malthus's ideas were widely accepted.
European upper class intellectuals in particular supported his
cruel ideas. In the article "The Scientific Background of the
Nazi 'Race Purification' Programme", the importance 19th
century Europe attached to Malthus's views on population is
described in this way:

In the opening half of the nineteenth century, throughout Europe,

members of the ruling classes gathered to discuss the newly discov-

ered "Population problem" and to devise ways of implementing the

Malthusian mandate, to increase the mortality rate of the poor:

"Instead of recommending cleanliness to the poor, we should encour-

age contrary habits. In our towns we should make the streets narrower,

crowd more people into the houses, and court the return of the plague. In Thomas Robert Malthus

the country we should build our villages near stagnant pools, and particu-

larly encourage settlements in all marshy and unwholesome situations,"

and so forth and so on.3

As a result of this cruel policy, the weak, and those who lost the struggle for survival would be eliminated,
and as a result the rapid rise in population would be balanced out. This so-called "oppression of the poor" pol-
icy was actually carried out in 19th century Britain. An industrial order was set up in which children of eight
and nine were made to work sixteen hours a day in the coal mines and thousands died from the terrible condi-
tions. The "struggle for survival" demanded by Malthus's theory led to millions of Britons leading lives full of
suffering.

Influenced by these ideas, Darwin applied this concept of conflict to all of nature, and proposed that the
strong and the fittest emerged victorious from this war of existence. Moreover, he claimed that the so-called
struggle for survival was a justified and unchangeable law of nature. On the other hand, he invited people to
abandon their religious beliefs by denying the Creation, and thus undermined at all ethical values that might
prove to be obstacles to the ruthlessness of the "struggle for survival."

Humanity has paid a heavy price in the 20th century for the dissemination of these callous views which
lead people to acts of ruthlessness and cruelty.

What 'The Law of the Jungle' Led to: Fascism

As Darwinism fed racism in the 19th century, it formed the basis of an ideology that would develop and
drown the world in blood in the 20th century: Nazism.

A strong Darwinist influence can be seen in Nazi ideologues. When one examines this theory, which was
given shape by Adolf Hitler and Alfred Rosenberg, one comes across such concepts as "natural selection”, "se-
lective mating", and "the struggle for survival between the races", which are repeated dozens of time in the
works of Darwin. When calling his book Mein Kampf (My Struggle), Hitler was inspired by the Darwinist strug-
gle for survival and the principle that victory went to the fittest. He particularly talks about the struggle be-
tween the races:

History would culminate in a new millennial empire of unparalleled splendour, based on a new racial hierarchy

ordained by nature herself.4

Atlas of Creation
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In the 1933 Nuremberg party rally, Hitler proclaimed that "a higher race subjects to itself a lower race...
a right which we see in nature and which can be regarded as the sole conceivable right".

That the Nazis were influenced by Darwinism is a fact that almost all historians who are expert in the
matter accept. The historian Hickman describes Darwinism's influence on Hitler as follows:

(Hitler) was a firm believer and preacher of evolution. Whatever the deeper, profound, complexities of his psy-

chosis, it is certain that [the concept of struggle was important because]... his book, Mein Kampf, clearly set

forth a number of evolutionary ideas, particularly those emphasizing struggle, survival of the fittest and the

extermination of the weak to produce a better society.>

Hitler, who emerged with these views, dragged the world to violence that had never before been seen.
Many ethnic and political groups, and especially the Jews, were exposed to terrible cruelty and slaughter in
the Nazi concentration camps. World War II, which began with the Nazi invasion, cost 55 million lives. What
lay behind the greatest tragedy in world history was Darwinism's concept of the "struggle for survival."
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The Bloody Alliance: Darwinism and Communism

While fascists are found on the right wing of Social Darwinism, the left wing is occupied by communists.
Communists have always been among the fiercest defenders of Darwin's theory.

This relationship between Darwinism and communism goes right back to the founders of both these
"isms". Marx and Engels, the founders of communism, read Darwin's The Origin of Species as soon as it came
out, and were amazed at its 'dialectical materialist' attitude. The correspondence between Marx and Engels
showed that they saw Darwin's theory as "containing the basis in natural history for communism". In his book
The Dialectics of Nature, which he wrote under the influence of Darwin, Engels was full of praise for Darwin,
and tried to make his own contribution to the theory in the chapter "The Part Played by Labour in the
Transition from Ape to Man".

Russian communists who followed in the footsteps of Marx and Engels, such as Plekhanov, Lenin, Trotsky
and Stalin, all agreed with Darwin's theory of evolution. Plekhanov, who is seen as the founder of Russian com-
munism, regarded marxism as "Darwinism in its application to social science".6

Trotsky said, "Darwin's discovery is the highest triumph of the dialectic in the whole field of organic

matter." 7
'Darwinist education' had a major role in the formation of communist

cadres. For instance, historians note the fact that Stalin was religious in his
youth, but became an atheist primarily because of Darwin's books.?
Mao, who established communist rule in China and killed millions of
_ . people, openly stated that
e e = "Chinese socialism is
founded upon Darwin and
the theory of evolution." ?
The Harvard University
f T e e historian James
o~ - =~ Reeve Pusey goes
= into great detail re-
== garding Darwinism's
effect on Mao and
Chinese communism in
his research book China
and Charles Darwin.10
In short, there is an
unbreakable link be-
tween the theory of evo-

lution and communism.
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of chance, and provides a
so-called scientific support
for atheism. Communism,
... an atheist ideology, is for

that reason firmly tied to

Darwinism. Moreover, the
theory of evolution proposes
that development in nature is
possible thanks to conflict (in
other words "the struggle for

survival") and supports the con-
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cept of "dialectics" which is fundamental to communism.

If we think of the communist concept of "dialectical conflict", which killed some 120 million people dur-
ing the 20th century, as a "killing machine" then we can better understand the dimensions of the disaster that
Darwinism visited on the planet.

Darwinism and Terrorism

As we have so far seen, Darwinism is at the root of various ideologies of violence that have spelled dis-
aster to mankind in the 20th century. The fundamental concept behind this understanding and method is
"fighting whoever is not one of us."

We can explain this in the following way: There are different beliefs, worldviews and philosophies in the
world. It is very natural that all these diverse ideas have traits opposing one another. However, these differ-
ent stances can look at each other in one of two ways:

1) They can respect the existence of those who are not like them and try to establish dialogue with them,
employing a humane method. Indeed, this method conforms with the morality of the Qur'an.

2) They can choose to fight others, and to try to secure an advantage by damaging them, in other words,

to behave like a wild animal. This is a method employed by material-
ism, that is, irreligion.

The horror we call terrorism is nothing other than a statement of
the second view.

When we consider the difference between these two approaches,
we can see that the idea of "man as a fighting animal" which
Darwinism has subconsciously imposed on people is particularly in-
fluential. Individuals and groups who choose the way of conflict may
never have heard of Darwinism and the principles of that ideology. But
at the end of the day they agree with a view whose philosophical basis
rests on Darwinism. What leads them to believe in the rightness of this
view is such Darwinism-based slogans as "In this world, the strong
survive", "Big fish swallow little ones", "War is a virtue", and "Man ad-
vances by waging war". Take Darwinism away, and these are nothing
but empty slogans.

Actually, when Darwinism is taken away, no philosophy of 'con-
flict' remains. The three divine religions that most people in the world
believe in, Islam, Christianity and Judaism, all oppose violence. All
three religions wish to bring peace and harmony to the world, and op-
pose innocent people being killed and suffering cruelty and torture.
Conflict and violence violate the morality that God has set out for man,
and are abnormal and unwanted concepts. However, Darwinism sees

and portrays conflict and violence as natural, justified and correct

No matter what ideology they may espouse,
. ] ) . . those who perpetrate terror all over the world
For this reason, if some people commit terrorism using the con-  4re in reality, Darwinists. Darwinism is the only

cepts and symbols of Islam, Christianity or Judaism in the name of  philosophy that places a value on—and thus en-
courages—conflict.

concepts that have to exist.

those religions, you can be sure that those people are not Muslims,
Christians or Jews. They are real Social Darwinists. They hide under a
cloak of religion, but they are not genuine believers. Even if they claim to be serving religion, they are actu-
ally enemies of religion and of believers. That is because they are ruthlessly committing a crime that religion
forbids, and in such a way as to blacken religion in peoples' eyes.

For this reason, the root of the terrorism that plagues our planet is not any of the divine religions, but in
atheism, and the expression of atheism in our times: "Darwinism" and "materialism."

Adnan Oktar



ISLAM IS NOT THE SOURCE OF TERRORISM,BUT ITS SOLUTION

Some people who say they are acting in the name of religion may misunderstand their religion or practice
it wrongly. For that reason, it would be wrong to form ideas about that religion by taking these people as an ex-
ample. The best way to understand a religion is to study its divine source.

The holy source of Islam is the Qur'an; and the model of morality in the Qur'an-Islam-is completely differ-
ent from the image of it formed in the minds of some westerners. The Qur'an is based on the concepts of moral-
ity, love, compassion, mercy, humility, sacrifice, tolerance and peace, and a Muslim who lives by that morality
in its true sense will be most polite, considerate, tolerant, trustworthy and accomodating. He will spread love,
respect, harmony and the joy of living all around him.

Islam Is a Religion of Peace and Well-Being

The word Islam is derived from the word meaning "peace" in Arabic. Islam is a religion revealed to
mankind with the intention of presenting a peacable life through which the infinite compassion and mercy of
God manifest on earth. God calls all people to Islamic morals through through which mercy, compassion, tol-
erance and peace can be experienced all over the world. In Surat al-Bagara verse 208, God addresses the be-
lievers as follows:

You who believe! Enter absolutely into peace [Islam]. Do not follow in the footsteps of Satan. He is an out-

right enemy to you.

As the verse makes clear, security can only be ensured by 'entering into Islam’, that is, living by the values
of the Qur'an.

God Has Condemned
Wickedness

God has commanded peo- God calls people to

peace and security,
whereas irreligious
ideologies encourage
conflict and terror.

ple to avoid committing evil;
He has forbidden disbelief, +
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immorality, rebellion, cruelty, aggressiveness, murder and bloodshed. He describes those who fail to obey
this command as "following in Satan's footsteps" and adopting a posture that is openly revealed to be sinful
in the Qur'an. A few of the many verses on this matter in the Qur'an read:

But as for those who break God's contract after it has been agreed and sever what God has commanded to

be joined, and cause corruption in the earth, the curse will be upon them. They will have the Evil Abode.
(Surat ar-Ra'd: 25)

Seek the abode of the hereafter with what God has given you, without forgetting your portion of the world.

And do good as God has been good to you. And do not seek to cause mischief on earth. God does not love

mischief makers. (Surat al-Qasas: 77)

As we can see, God has forbidden every kind of mischievous acts in the religion of Islam including ter-
rorism and violence, and condemned those who commit such deeds. A Muslim lends beauty to the world
and improves it.

Islam Defends Tolerance and Freedom of Speech

Islam is a religion which provides and guarantees freedom of ideas, thought and life. It has issued com-
mands to prevent and forbid tension, disputes, slander and even negative thinking among people.

In the same way that it is determinedly opposed to terrorism and all acts of violence, it has also forbid-
den even the slightest ideological pressure to be put on them:

There is no compulsion in religion. Right guidance has become clearly distinct from error. Anyone who re-
jects false gods and believes in God has grasped the Firmest Handhold, which will never give way. God is
All-Hearing, All-Knowing. (Surat al-Baqara: 256)

So remind, you need only to remind. You cannot compel them to believe. (Surat al-Ghashiyah: 22)

Forcing people to believe in a religion or to adopt its forms of belief is completely contrary to the essence
and spirit of Islam. According to Islam, true faith is only possible with free will and freedom of conscience.
Of course, Muslims can advise and encourage each other about the features of Qur'anic morality, but they
will never resort to compulsion, nor any kind of physical or psychological pressure. Neither will they use
any worldly privilege to turn someone towards religion.

Let us imagine a completely opposite model of society. For example, a world in which people are forced
by law to practice religion. Such a model of society is completely contrary to Islam because faith and wor-
ship are only of any value when they are directed to God by the free will of the individual. If a system im-
poses belief and worship on people, then they will become religious only out of fear of that system. From the
religious point of view, what really counts is that religion should be lived for God's good pleasure in an en-
vironment where peopls' consciences are totally free.

God Has Made the Killing of Innocent People Unlawful

According to the Qur'an, one of the greatest sins is to kill a human being who has committed no fault.

...If someone kills another person — unless it is in retaliation for someone else or for causing corruption in
the earth — it is as if he had murdered all mankind. And if anyone gives life to another person, it is as if he
had given life to all mankind. Our Messengers came to them with Clear Signs but even after that many of
them committed outrages in the earth. (Surat al-Ma'ida: 32)

Those who do not call on any other deity together with God and do not kill anyone God has made invio-
late, except with the right to do so, and do not fornicate; anyone who does that will receive an evil punish-
ment. (Surat al-Furqan: 68)

As the verses suggest, a person who kills innocent people for no reason is threatened with a great tor-
ment. God has revealed that killing even a single person is as evil as murdering all mankind. A person who
observes God's limits can do no harm to a single human, let alone massacre thousands of innocent people.
Those who assume that they can avoid justice and thus punishment in this world will never succeed, for
they will have to give an account of their deeds in the presence of God. That is why believers, who know that
they will give an account of their deeds after death, are very meticulous to observe God's limits.

Adnan Oktar
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God Commands Believers to be Compassionate and Merciful

Islamic morality is described in the Qur'an as:

...To be one of those who believe and urge each other to steadfastness and urge each other to compassion.

Those are the Companions of the Right. (Surat al-Balad: 17-18)

As we have seen in this verse, one of the most important moral precepts that God has sent down to His
servants so that they may receive salvation and mercy and attain Paradise, is to "urge each other to compas-
sion".

Islam as described in the Qur'an is a modern, enlightened, progressive religion. A Muslim is above all a
person of peace; he is tolerant with a democratic spirit, cultured, enlightened, honest, knowledgeable about
art and science and civilized.

A Muslim educated in the fine moral teaching of the Qur'an, approaches everyone with the love that
Islam expects. He shows respect for every idea and he values art and aesthetics. He is conciliatory in the face
of every event, diminishing tension and restoring amity. In societies composed of individuals such as this,
there will be a more developed civilization, a higher social morality, more joy, happiness, justice, security,
abundance and blessings than in the most modern nations of the world today.

God Has Commanded Tolerance and Forgiveness

The concept of forgiveness and tolerance, described in the words, 'Make allowences for people' (Surat
al-A'raf: 199), is one of the most fundamental tenets of Islam.

When we look at the history of Islam, the way that Muslims have translated this important feature of
Qur'anic morality into the life of society can be seen quite clearly. Muslims have always brought with them
an atmosphere of freedom and tolerance and destroyed unlawful practices wherever they have gone. They
have enabled people whose religions, languages and cultures are completely different from one another to
live together in peace and harmony under one roof, and provided peace and harmony for its own members.
One of the most important reasons for the centuries-long existence of the Ottoman Empire, which spread
over an enormous region, was the atmosphere of tolerance and understanding that Islam brought with it.
Muslims, who have been known for their tolerant and loving natures for centuries, have always been the
most compassionate and just of people. Within this multi-national structure, all ethnic groups have been free
to live according to their own religions, and their own rules.

True tolerance can only bring peace and well-being to the world when implemented along the lines set
out in the Qur'an. Attention is drawn to this fact in a verse which reads:

A good action and a bad action are not the same. Repel the bad with something better and, if there is enmity
between you and someone else, he will be like a bosom friend. (Surat al-Fussilat: 34)

Conclusion

All of this shows that the morality that Islam recommends to mankind brings to the world the virtues of
peace, harmony and justice. The barbarism known as terrorism, that is so preoccupying the world at present,
is the work of ignorant and fanatical people, completely estranged fromQur'anic morality, and who have ab-
solutely nothing to do with religion. The solution to these people and groups who try to carry out their sav-
agery under the mask of religion is the teaching of true Qur'anic morality. In other words, Islam and
Qur'anic morality are solutions to the scourge of terrorism, not supporters of it.
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INTRODUCTION

WHY THE THEORY OF EVOLUTION?

or some people the theory of evolution or Darwinism has only scientific connotations, with seemingly
no direct implication in their daily lives. This is, of course, a common misunderstanding. Far beyond
just being an issue within the framework of the biological sciences, the theory of evolution constitutes
the underpinning of a deceptive philosophy that has held sway over a large number of people: Materialism.

Materialist philosophy, which accepts only the existence of matter and presupposes man to be 'a heap of
matter', asserts that he is no more than an animal, with 'conflict' the sole rule of his existence. Although prop-
agated as a modern philosophy based on science, materialism is in fact an ancient dogma with no scientific
basis. Conceived in Ancient Greece, the dogma was rediscovered by the atheistic philosophers of the 18th
century. It was then implanted in the 19th century into several science disciplines by thinkers such as Karl
Marx, Charles Darwin and Sigmund Freud. In other words science was distorted to make room for material-
ism.

The past two centuries have been a bloody arena of materialism: Ideologies based on materialism (or
competing ideologies arguing against materialism, yet sharing its basic tenets) have brought permanent vio-
lence, war and chaos to the world. Communism, responsible for the death of 120 million people, is the direct
outcome of materialistic philosophy. Fascism, despite pretending to be an alternative to the materialistic
world-view, accepted the fundamental materialist concept of progress though conflict and sparked off op-
pressive regimes, massacres, world wars and genocide.

Besides these two bloody ideologies, individual and social ethics have also been corrupted by material-
ism.

The deceptive message of materialism, reducing man to an animal
whose existence is coincidental and with no responsibility to any being,
demolished moral pillars such
as love, mercy, self-sacrifice, _ P,

.. Karl Marx made it clear that
modesty, honesty and justice. parwin's theory provided =~ A

Having been misled by the ma- asolid ground for materi- £
alism and thus also for /¢ ’
communism. He also -
gle", people came to see their ghowed his sympathy
lives as nothing more than a to Darwin by dedicating
Das Kapital, which is
considered as his
led to life according to the law of ~ greatest work, to him.
In the German edi-

. . tion of the book,
Traces of this philosophy, he wrote: "From a

which has a lot to answer as re- devoted admirer to
Charles Darwin"

terialists' motto "life is a strug-

clash of interests which, in turn,

the jungle.

gards man-made disasters of the
last two centuries, can be found

Atlas of Creation



Harun Yahya

in every ideology that perceives differences among people as a 'reason for conflict'. That includes the terror-
ists of the present day who claim to uphold religion, yet commit one of the greatest sins by murdering inno-
cent people.

The theory of evolution, or Darwinism, comes in handy at this point by completing the jigsaw puzzle. It
provides the myth that materialism is a scientific idea. That is why, Karl Marx, the founder of communism
and dialectical materialism, wrote that Darwinism was "the basis in natural history" for his worldview.!

However, that basis is rotten. Modern scientific discoveries reveal over and over again that the popular
belief associating Darwinism with science is false. Scientific evidence refutes Darwinism comprehensively
and reveals that the origin of our existence is not evolution but creation. God has created the universe, all liv-
ing things and man.

This book has been written to make this fact known to people. Since its first publication, originally in
Turkey and then in many other countries, millions of people have read and appreciated the book. In addition
to Turkish, it has been printed in English, German, Italian, Spanish, Russian, Chinese, Bosnian, Arabic,
Albanian, Urdu, Malay and Indonesian. (The text of the book is freely available in all these languages at
www.evolutiondeceit.com.)

The impact of The Evolution Deceit has been acknowledged by standard-bearers of the opposing view.
Harun Yahya was the subject of a New Scientist article called "Burning Darwin". This leading popular
Darwinist periodical noted in its 22 April 2000 issue that Harun Yahya "is an international hero" sharing its
concern that his books "have spread everywhere in the Islamic world."

Science, the leading periodical of the general scientific community, emphasized the impact and sophisti-
cation of Harun Yahya's works. The Science article "Creationism Takes Root Where Europe, Asia Meet", dated
18 May 2001, observed that in Turkey "sophisticated books such as The Evolution Deceit and The Dark Face of
Darwinism... have become more influential than textbooks in certain parts of the country". The reporter then
goes on to assess Harun Yahya's work, which has initiated "one of the world's strongest anti-evolution move-
ments outside of North America".

Although such evolutionist periodicals note the impact of The Evolution Deceit, they do not offer any sci-
entific replies to its arguments. The reason is, of course, that it is simply not possible. The theory of evolution
is in complete deadlock, a fact you will discover as you read the following chapters. The book will help you
realise that Darwinism is not a scientific theory but a pseudo-scientific dogma upheld in the name of materi-
alist philosophy, despite counter evidence and outright refutation.

It is our hope that The Evolution Deceit will for a long time continue its contribution towards the refuta-
tion of materialist-Darwinist dogma which has been misleading humanity since the 19th century. And it will
remind people of the crucial facts of our lives, such as how we came into being and what our duties to our
Creator are.

INTELLIGENT DESIGN, in other words CREATION

It's important that the word "design" be properly understood. That God has created a flawless design
does not mean that He first made a plan and then followed it. God, the Lord of the Earth and the heavens,
needs no "designs" in order to create. God is exalted above all such deficiencies. His planning and creation
take place at the same instant.

Whenever God wills a thing to come about, it is enough for Him just to say, "Be!"

As verses of the Qur'an tell us:

His command when He desires a thing is just to say to it, "Be!" and it is. (Surah Ya Sin: 82)
[God is] the Originator of the heavens and Earth. When He decides on something, He just says to it, "Be!"
and it is. (Surat al-Baqara: 117)
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FOREWORD

A GREAT MIRACLE OF OUR TIMES:
BELIEF IN THE EVOLUTION DECEIT

1l the millions of living species on the earth possess miraculous features, unique behavioural pat-

terns and flawless physical structures. Every one of these living things has been created with its own

unique detail and beauty. Plants, animals, and man above all, were all created with great knowledge
and art, from their external appearances down to their cells, invisible to the naked eye. Today there are a great
many branches of science, and tens of thousands of scientists working in those branches, that research every
detail of those living things, uncover the miraculous aspects of those details and try to provide an answer to the
question of how they came into being.

Some of these scientists are astonished as they discover the miraculous aspects of these structures they
study and the intelligence behind that coming into existence, and they witness the infinite knowledge and wis-
dom involved. Others, however, surprisingly claim that all these miraculous features are the product of blind
chance. These scientists believe in the theory of evolution. In their view, the proteins, cells and organs that
make up these living things all came about by a string of coincidences. It is quite amazing that such people,
who have studied for long years, carried out lengthy studies and written books about the miraculous function-
ing of just one organelle within the cell, itself too small to be seen with the naked eye, can think that these ex-
traordinary structures came about by chance.

The chain of coincidences such eminent professors believe in so flies in the face of reason that their doing so
leaves outside observers utterly amazed. According to these professors, a number of simple chemical sub-
stances first came together and formed a protein - which is no more possible than a randomly scattered collec-
tion of letters coming together to form a poem. Then, other coincidences led to the emergence of other proteins.
These then also combined by chance in an organised manner. Not just proteins, but DNA, RNA, enzymes, hor-
mones and cell organelles, all of which are very complex structures within the cell, coincidentally happened to
emerge and come together. As a result of these billions of coincidences, the first cell came into being. The mirac-
ulous ability of blind chance did not stop there, as these cells then just happened to begin to multiply.
According to the claim in question, another coincidence then organised these cells and produced the first living
thing from them.

Billions of impossible events had to take place together for just one eye in a living thing to form. Here too
the blind process known as coincidence entered the equation: It first opened two holes of the requisite size and
in the best possible place in the skull, and then cells that happened by chance to find themselves in those places
coincidentally began to construct the eye.

As we have seen, coincidences acted in the knowledge of what they wanted to produce. Right from the
very start, "chance" knew what seeing, hearing and breathing were, even though there was not one example of
such things anywhere in the world at that time. It displayed great intelligence and awareness, exhibited con-
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siderable forward planning, and constructed life step by step. This is the totally irrational scenario to which
these professors, scientists and researchers whose names are greatly respected and whose ideas are so influ-
ential have devoted themselves. Even now, with a childish stubbornness, they exclude anyone who refuses
to believe in such fairy tales, accusing them of being unscientific and bigoted. There is really no difference
between this and the bigoted, fanatical and ignorant medieval mentality that punished those who claimed
the earth was not flat.

What is more, some of these people claim to be Muslims and believe in God. Such people find saying,
"God created all of life" unscientific, and yet are quite able to believe instead that saying, "It came about in an
unconscious process consisting of billions of miraculous coincidences" is scientific.

If you put a carved stone or wooden idol in front of these people and told them, "Look, this idol created
this room and everything in it" they would say that was utterly stupid and refuse to believe it. Yet despite
that they declare the nonsense that "The unconscious process known as chance gradually brought this world
and all the billions of wonderful living things in it into being with enormous planning" to be the greatest sci-
entific explanation.

In short, these people regard chance as a god, and claim that it is intelligent, conscious and powerful
enough to create living things and all the sensitive balances in the universe. When told that it was God, the
possessor of infinite wisdom, who created all living things, these evolutionist professors refuse to accept the
fact, and maintain that unconscious, unintelligent, powerless billions of coincidences with no will of their
own are actually a creative force.

The fact that educated, intelligent and knowledgeable people can as a group believe in the most irra-
tional and illogical claim in history, as if under a spell, is really a great miracle. In the same way that God
miraculously creates something like the cell, with its extraordinary organization and properties, this people
are just as miraculously so blind and devoid of understanding as to be unable to see what is under their very
noses. It is one of God's miracles that evolutionists are unable to see facts that even tiny children can, and fail
to grasp them no matter how many times they are told.

You will frequently come across that miracle as you read this book. And you will also see that as well as
being a theory that has totally collapsed in the face of the scientific facts, Darwinism is a great deceit that is
utterly incompatible with reason and logic, and which belittles those who defend it.
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CHAPTER 1

TO BE FREED FROM PREJUDICE

ost people accept everything they hear from scientists as strictly true. It does not even occur to

them that scientists may also have various philosophical or ideological prejudices. The fact of the

matter is that evolutionist scientists impose their own prejudices and philosophical views on the
public under the guise of science. For instance, although they are aware that random events do not cause any-
thing other than irregularity and confusion, they still claim that the marvellous order, plan, and design seen
both in the universe and in living organisms arose by chance.

For instance, such a biologist easily grasps that there is an awe-inspiring harmony in a protein molecule,
the building block of life, and that there is no probability that this might have come about by chance.
Nevertheless, he alleges that this protein came into existence under primitive earth conditions by chance bil-
lions of years ago. He does not stop there; he also claims, without hesitation, that not only one, but millions of
proteins formed by chance and then amazingly came together to create the first living cell. Moreover, he de-
fends his view with a blind stubbornness. This person is an "evolutionist" scientist.

If the same scientist were to find three bricks resting on top of one another while walking along a flat road,
he would never suppose that these bricks had come together by chance and then climbed up on top of each
other, again by chance. Indeed, anyone who did make such an assertion would be considered insane.

How then can it be possible that people who are able to assess ordinary events rationally can adopt such an
irrational attitude when it comes to thinking about their own existence?

It is not possible to claim that this attitude is adopted in the name of science: scientific approach requires
taking both alternatives into consideration wherever there are two alternatives equally possible concerning a
certain case. And if the likelihood of one of the two alternatives is much lower, for example if it is only one per-
cent, then the rational and scientific thing to do is to consider the other alternative, whose likelihood is 99 per-
cent, to be the valid one.

Let us continue, keeping this scientific basis in mind. There are two views that are set forth regarding how
living beings came into being on earth. The first is that God creates all living beings in their present complex
structure. The second is that life was formed by unconscious, random coincidences. The latter is the claim of
the theory of evolution.

When we look at the scientific data, that of molecular biology for instance, we can see that there is no
chance whatsoever that a single living cell-or even one of the millions of proteins present in this cell-could have
come into existence by chance as the evolutionists claim. As we will illustrate in the following chapters, proba-
bilistic calculations also confirm this many times over. So the evolutionist view on the emergence of living be-
ings has zero probability of being true.

This means that the first view has a "one hundred percent" probability of being true. That is, life has been
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consciously brought into being. To put it in another way, it was "created". All living beings have come into
existence by the design of a Creator exalted in superior power, wisdom, and knowledge. This reality is not
simply a matter of conviction; it is the normal conclusion that wisdom, logic and science take one to.

Under these circumstances, our "evolutionist" scientist ought to withdraw his claim and adhere to a fact
that is both obvious and proven. To do otherwise is to demonstrate that he is actually someone who is ex-
ploiting science for his philosophy, ideology, and dogma rather than being a true scientist.

The anger, stubbornness, and prejudices of our "scientist" increase more and more every time he con-
fronts reality. His attitude can be explained with a single word: "faith". Yet it is a blind superstitious faith,
since there can be no other explanation for one's disregard of all the facts or for a lifelong devotion to the pre-
posterous scenario that he has constructed in his imagination.

Blind Materialism

The false faith that we are talking about is the materialistic philosophy, which argues that matter has
existed for all eternity and there is nothing other than matter. The theory of evolution is the so-called "scien-
tific foundation" for this materialistic philosophy and that theory is blindly defended in order to uphold this
philosophy. When science invalidates the claims of evolution-and that is the very point that has been
reached at the end of the 20th century-it then is sought to be distorted and brought into a position where it
supports evolution for the sake of keeping materialism alive.

A few lines written by one of the prominent evolutionist biologists of
Turkey is a good example that enables us to see the disordered judgement and
discretion that this blind devotion leads to. This scientist discusses the proba-
bility of the coincidental formation of Cytochrome-C, which is one of the most
essential enzymes for life, as follows:

The probability of the formation of a Cytochrome-C sequence is as likely as zero.

That is, if life requires a certain sequence, it can be said that this has a probabil-

ity likely to be realised once in the whole universe. Otherwise, some metaphysi-

cal powers beyond our definition should have acted in its formation. To accept

the latter is not appropriate to the goals of science. We therefore have to look
into the first hypothesis.2

This scientist finds it "more scientific" to accept a possibility "as likely as Michael Behe:
"An embarrased silence

. . . . surrounds the stark
are two alternative explanations concerning an event and if one of them has complexity of the cell”

zero' rather than creation. However according to the rules of science, if there

"as likely as zero" a possibility of realisation, then the other one is the correct

alternative. However the dogmatic materialistic approach forbids the ad-

mittance of a superior Creator. This prohibition drives this scientist-and

many others who believe in the same materialist dogma-to accept claims that are completely contrary to rea-
somn.

People who believe and trust these scientists also become enthralled and blinded by the same material-
istic spell and they adopt the same indifference when reading their books and articles.

This dogmatic materialistic point of view is the reason why many prominent names in the scientific com-
munity are atheists. Those who free themselves from the thrall of this spell and think with an open mind do
not hesitate to accept the existence of a Creator. American biochemist Dr Michael J. Behe, one of those promi-
nent names who support the movement to defend the fact of creation that has lately become very accepted,
describes the scientists who resist believing in the creation of living organisms thus:

Over the past four decades, modern biochemistry has uncovered the secrets of the cell. It has required tens of

thousands of people to dedicate the better parts of their lives to the tedious work of the laboratory... The result

of these cumulative efforts to investigate the cell- to investigate life at the molecular level-is a loud, clear, pierc-

ing cry of "design!". The result is so unambiguous and so significant that it must be ranked as one of the great-

est achievements in the history of science... Instead a curious, embarrassed silence surrounds the stark
complexity of the cell. Why does the scientific community not greedily embrace its startling discovery? Why is
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the observation of design handled with intellectual gloves? The

dilemma is that while one side of the [issue] is labelled intelligent de-

sign, the other side must be labelled God.3

This is the predicament of the atheist evolutionist scientists you
see in magazines and on television and whose books you may be
reading. All the scientific research carried out by these people demon-
strates to them the existence of a Creator. Yet they have become so in-
sensitised and blinded by the dogmatic materialist education they
have absorbed that they still persist in their denial.

People who steadily neglect the clear signs and evidences of the
Creator become totally insensitive. Caught up in an ignorant self-con-
fidence caused by their insensitivity, they may even end up support-
ing an absurdity as a virtue. A good case in point is the prominent
evolutionist Richard Dawkins who calls upon Christians not to as-
sume that they have witnessed a miracle even if they see the statue of

the Virgin Mary wave to them. According to Dawkins, "Perhaps all
the atoms of the statue's arm just happened to move in the same di- Richard Dawkins, busy with
rection at once-a low probability event to be sure, but possible." 4 propagating evolution

The psychology of the unbeliever has existed throughout history.

In the Qur'an it is described thus:

Even if We did send unto them angels, and the dead did speak unto them, and We gathered together all things

before their very eyes, they are not the ones to believe, unless it is in God's plan. But most of them ignore [the

truth]. (Surat al-An'am: 111)

As this verse makes clear, the dogmatic thinking of the evolutionists is not an original way of thinking, nor
is it even peculiar to them. In fact, what the evolutionist scientist maintains is not a modern scientific thought
but an ignorance that has persevered since the most uncivilised pagan communities.

The same psychology is defined in another verse of the Qur'an:

Even if We opened out to them a gate from heaven and they were to continue [all day] ascending therein, they
would only say: "Our eyesight is befuddled! Or rather we have been put under a spell!" (Surat al-Hijr: 14-15)

Mass Evolutionist Indoctrination

As indicated in the verses cited above, one of the reasons why people cannot see the realities of their exis-
tence is a kind of "spell" impeding their reasoning. It is the same "spell" that underlies the world-wide accep-
tance of the theory of evolution. What we mean by spell is a conditioning acquired by indoctrination. People
are exposed to such an intense indoctrination about the correctness of the theory of evolution that they often do
not even realise the distortion that exists.

This indoctrination creates a negative effect on the brain and disables the faculty of judgement and com-
prehension. Eventually, the brain, being under a continuous indoctrination, starts to perceive the realities not
as they are but as they have been indoctrinated. This phenomenon can be observed in other examples. For in-
stance, if someone is hypnotised and indoctrinated that the bed he is lying on is a car, he perceives the bed as a
car after the hypnosis session. He thinks that this is very logical and rational because he really sees it that way
and has no doubt that he is right. Such examples as the one above, which show the efficiency and the power of
the mechanism of indoctrination, are scientific realities that have been verified by countless experiments that
have been reported in the scientific literature and are the everyday fare of psychology and psychiatry text-
books.

The theory of evolution and the materialistic world view that relies on it are imposed on the masses by such
indoctrination methods. People who continuously encounter the indoctrination of evolution in the media, aca-
demic sources, and "scientific" platforms, fail to realise that accepting this theory is in fact contrary to the most
basic principles of reason. The same indoctrination captures scientists as well. Young names stepping up in
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their scientific careers adopt

the materialist world view

more and more as time passes. lcons of IC ONS OF
Enchanted by this spell, many Evolution, by

evolutionist scientists go on Jonathan Wells

searching for scientific confir- EVOL' l I I ON
mation of 19th century's irra SCIENCE OR MIYTH?

WYiry imieh Al il e teaeh abadt erollifion i g

tional and outdated

evolutionist claims that have
long since been refuted by sci-
entific evidence.

There are also additional
mechanisms that force scien-
tists to be evolutionist and

materialist. In Western coun-
tries, a scientist has to observe

some standards in order to be
promoted, to receive academic
recognition, or to have his arti-
cles published in scientific
journals. A straightforward ac-
ceptance of evolution is the
number-one criterion. This system drives these scientists so far as to spend their whole lives and scientific
careers for the sake of a dogmatic belief. American molecular biologist Jonathan Wells refers to these pres-
sure mechanisms in his book Icons of Evolution published in 2000:

...Dogmatic Darwinists begin by imposing a narrow interpretation on the evidence and declaring it the only

way to do science. Critics are then labeled unscientific; their articles are rejected by mainstream journals,

whose editorial boards are dominated by the dogmatists; the critics are denied funding by government agen-
cies, who send grant proposals to the dogmatists for "peer" review; and eventually the critics are hounded out

of scientific community altogether. In the process, evidence against the Darwinian view simply disappears,

like witnesses against the Mob. Or the evidence is buried in specialized publications, where only a dedicated

researcher can find. Once critics have been silenced and counter-evidence has been buried, the dogmatists an-
nounce that there is scientific debate about their theory, and no evidence against it.?

This is the reality that continues to lie behind the assertion "evolution is still accepted by the world of sci-
ence". Evolution is kept alive not because it has a scientific worth but because it is an ideological obligation.
Very few of the scientists who are aware of this fact can risk pointing out that the king isn't wearing any
clothes.

In the rest of this book, we will be reviewing the findings of modern science against evolution which are
either disregarded by evolutionists or "buried in specialized publications", and display of the clear evidence
of God's existence. The reader will witness that evolution theory is in fact a deceit-a deceit that is belied by
science at every step but is upheld to veil the fact of creation. What is to be hoped of the reader is that he will
wake up from the spell that blinds people's minds and disrupts their ability to judge and he will reflect seri-
ously on what is related in this book.

If he rids himself of this spell and thinks clearly, freely, and without any prejudice, he will soon discover
the crystal-clear truth. This inevitable truth, also demonstrated by modern science in all its aspects, is that
living organisms came into existence not by chance but as a result of creation. Man can easily see the fact of
creation when he considers how he himself exists, how he has come into being from a drop of water, or the
perfection of every other living thing.
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CHAPTER 2

A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE THEORY

he roots of evolutionist thought go back as far as antiquity as a dogmatic belief attempting to deny the

fact of creation. Most of the pagan philosophers in ancient Greece defended the idea of evolution.

When we take a look at the history of philosophy we see that the idea of evolution constitutes the back-
bone of many pagan philosophies.

However, it is not this ancient pagan philosophy, but faith in God which has played a stimulating role in
the birth and development of modern science. Most of the people who pioneered modern science believed in
the existence of God; and while studying science, they sought to discover the universe God has created and to
perceive His laws and the details in His creation. Astronomers such as Copernicus, Keppler, and Galileo; the
father of paleontology, Cuvier; the pioneer of botany and zoology, Linnaeus; and Isaac Newton, who is re-
ferred to as the "greatest scientist who ever lived", all studied science believing not only in the existence of God
but also that the whole universe came into being as a result of His creation.® Albert Einstein, considered to be
the greatest genius of our age, was another devout scientist who believed in God and stated thus; "I cannot con-
ceive of a genuine scientist without that profound faith. The situation may be expressed by an image: science
without religion is lame." 7

One of the founders of modern physics, German physician Max Planck said: "Anybody who has been seri-
ously engaged in scientific work of any kind realizes that over the entrance to the gates of the temple of science
are written the words: Ye must have faith. It is a quality which the scientist cannot dispense with." 8

The theory of evolution is the outcome of the materialist philosophy that surfaced with the reawakening of
ancient materialistic philosophies and became widespread in the 19th century. As we have indicated before,
materialism seeks to explain nature through purely material factors. Since it denies creation right from the
start, it asserts that every thing, whether animate or inanimate, has appeared without an act of creation but
rather as a result of a coincidence that then acquired a condition of order. The human mind however is so struc-
tured as to comprehend the existence of an organising will wherever it sees order. Materialistic philosophy,
which is contrary to this very basic characteristic of the human mind, produced "the theory of evolution" in the
middle of the 19th century.

Darwin's Imagination

The person who put forward the theory of evolution the way it is defended today, was an amateur English
naturalist, Charles Robert Darwin.

Darwin had never undergone a formal education in biology. He took only an amateur interest in the subject
of nature and living things. His interest spurred him to voluntarily join an expedition on board a ship named
H.M.S. Beagle that set out from England in 1832 and travelled around different regions of the world for five

Atlas of Creation



Harun Yahya

years. Young Darwin was greatly impressed by various living species, espe-
cially by certain finches that he saw in the Galapagos Islands. He thought that
the variations in their beaks were caused by their adaptation to their habitat.
With this idea in mind, he supposed that the origin of life and species lay in
the concept of "adaptation to the environment". Darwin opposed the fact that
God created different living species separately, suggesting that they rather
came from a common ancestor and became differentiated from each other as a
result of natural conditions.

Darwin's hypothesis was not based on any scientific discovery or experi-
ment; in time however he turned it into a pretentious theory with the support
and encouragement he received from the famous materialist biologists of his
time. The idea was that the individuals that adapted to the habitat in the best
way transferred their qualities to subsequent generations; these advantageous

Charles Darwin

qualities accumulated in time and transformed the individual into a species

totally different from its ancestors. (The origin of these "advantageous qualities"

was unknown at the time.) According to Darwin, man was the most developed outcome of this imaginary
mechanism.

Darwin called this process "evolution by natural selection". He thought he had found the "origin of
species'": the origin of one species was another species. He published these views in his book titled The Origin
of Species, By Means of Natural Selection in 1859.

Darwin was well aware that his theory faced lots of problems. He confessed these in his book in the
chapter "Difficulties on Theory". These difficulties primarily consisted of the fossil record, complex organs
of living things that could not possibly be explained by coincidence (e.g. the eye), and the instincts of living
beings. Darwin hoped that these difficulties would be overcome by new discoveries; yet this did not stop
him from coming up with a number of very inadequate explanations for some. The American physicist
Lipson made the following comment on the "difficulties" of Darwin:

On reading The Origin of Species, Ifound that Darwin was much less sure himself than he is often repre-

sented to be; the chapter entitled "Difficulties of the Theory" for example, shows considerable self-doubt.

As a physicist, I was particularly intrigued by his comments on how the eye would have arisen.”

While developing his theory, Darwin was impressed by many evolutionist biologists preceding him, and

primarily by the French biologist, Lamarck.10 According to Lamarck, living creatures
passed the traits they acquired during their lifetime from one generation to the

next and thus evolved. For instance, giraffes evolved from antelope-like ani-
mals by extending their necks further and further from generation to genera-
tion as they tried to reach higher and higher branches for food. Darwin thus
employed the thesis of "passing the acquired traits" proposed by Lamarck

as the factor that made living beings evolve.

But both Darwin and Lamarck were mistaken because in their day, life
could only be studied with very primitive technology and at a very inade-
quate level. Scientific fields such as genetics and biochemistry did not exist

even in name. Their theories therefore had to depend entirely on their pow-
ers of imagination.

While the echoes of Darwin's book reverberated, an Austrian botanist by

the name of Gregor Mendel discovered the laws of inheritance in 1865. Not

The genetic laws discovered by much heard of until the end of the century, Mendel's discovery gained great
the monk Gregor Mendel placed

the theory of evolution in an im-
passe. Somewhat later, the structure of the genes and the chromosomes was discov-

ered. The discovery, in the 1950s, of the structure of the DNA molecule that in-
corporates genetic information threw the theory of evolution into a great crisis. The reason was the

importance in the early 1900s. This was the birth of the science of genetics.
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I_ The Primitive Level of Science and
I- Technology in Darwin's Time

When Darwin put forward his assumptions, the disciplines of genetics, microbiology, and bio-

chemistry did not yet exist. If they had been discovered before Darwin put forward his theory,
Darwin might easily have recognised that his theory was totally unscientific and might not have
attempted to advance such meaningless claims. The information determining the species already
exists in the genes and it is impossible for natural selection to produce new species through alter-
ations in the genes.

Similarly, the world of science in those days had a very shallow and crude understanding of the
structure and functions of the cell. If Darwin had had the chance to view the cell with an electron
microscope, he would have wit-

nessed the great complexity
and extraordinary structure in
the organelles of the cell. He
would have beheld with his
own eyes that it would not be
possible for such an intricate
and complex system to occur
through minor variations. If he
had known about bio-mathe-
matics, then he would have re-
alised that not even a single
protein molecule, let alone a
whole cell, could not have
come into existence by chance.

Detailed studies of the cell were only
possible after the discovery of the
electron microscope. In Darwin's
time, with the primitive microscopes
seen here, it was only possible to
view the outside surface of the cell.

A living cell is a marvel of creation that astonishes sci-
entists. When it's examined under an electron micro-
scope, inside the cell can be seen a highly active
structure, reminiscent of the activity in a beehive. The
millions of cells that die in the body every day are re-
placed by new ones. And billions of cells work to-
gether in union and harmony to keep the human body
alive.

It would be logically nonsensical to regard the cells as
having adopted such organized activity on their own. It
is God Who created the perfection and order in cells,
whose interiors cannot be seen without the help of an
electron microscope. In every detail of life, our Lord's
incomparable creation and infinite knowledge are too
evident for anyone to conceal.
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incredible complexity of life and the invalidity of the evolutionary mechanisms proposed by Darwin.

These developments ought to have resulted in Darwin's theory being banished to the dustbin of history.
However, it was not, because certain circles insisted on revising, renewing, and elevating the theory to a sci-
entific platform. These efforts gain meaning only if we realise that behind the theory lay ideological inten-
tions rather than scientific concerns.

The Desperate Efforts of Neo-Darwinism

Darwin's theory entered into a deep crisis because of the laws of genetics discovered in the first quarter
of the 20th century. Nevertheless, a group of scientists who were determined to remain loyal to Darwin en-
deavoured to come up with solutions. They came together in a meeting organised by the Geological Society
of America in 1941. Geneticists such as G. Ledyard Stebbins and Theodosius Dobzhansky, zoologists such as
Ernst Mayr and Julian Huxley, paleontologists such as George Gaylord Simpson and Glenn L. Jepsen, and
mathematical geneticists such as Ronald Fisher and Sewall Right, after long discussions, finally agreed on
ways to "patch up" Darwinism.

This cadre focused on the question of the origin of the advantageous variations that supposedly caused
living organisms to evolve-an issue that Darwin himself was unable to explain but simply tried to side-step
by depending on Lamarck. The idea was now "random mutations". They named this new theory "The
Modern Synthetic Evolution Theory", which was formulated by adding the concept of mutation to
Darwin's natural selection thesis. In a short time, this theory came to be known as "neo-Darwinism" and
those who put forward the theory were called "neo-Darwinists".

The following decades were to become an era of desperate attempts to prove neo-Darwinism. It was al-
ready known that mutations-or "accidents" -that took place in the genes of living organisms were always
harmful. Neo-Darwinists tried to establish a case for "advantageous mutation" by carrying out thousands of
mutation experiments. All their attempts ended in complete failure.

They also tried to prove that the first living organisms could have originated by chance under primitive
terrestrial conditions that the theory posited but the same failure attended these experiments too. Every ex-
periment that sought to prove that life could be generated by chance failed. Probability calculations prove
that not even a single protein, the building-blocks of life, could have originated by chance. And the cell-
which supposedly emerged by chance under primitive and uncontrolled terrestrial conditions according to
the evolutionists-could not be synthesised by even the most sophisticated laboratories of the 20th century.

Neo-Darwinist theory is also defeated by the fossil record. No "transitional forms", which were sup-
posed to show the gradual evolution of living organisms from primitive to advanced species as the neo-
Darwinist theory claimed, have ever been found anywhere in the world. At the same time, comparative
anatomy revealed that species that were supposed to have evolved from one another had in fact very differ-
ent anatomical features and that they could never have been ancestors or descendants of each other.

But neo-Darwinism was never a scientific theory anyway, but was an ideological dogma if not to say
some sort of "false religion". The Canadian philosopher of science Michael Ruse, a staunch evolutionist him-
self, confesses this in a speech he gave at a 1993 meeting:

And certainly, there's no doubt about it, that in the past, and I think also in the present, for many evolutionists,

evolution has functioned as something with elements which are, let us say, akin to being a secular religion ...

And it seems to me very clear that at some very basic level, evolution as a scientific theory makes a commit-

ment to a kind of naturalism...11

This is why the champions of the theory of evolution still go on defending it in spite of all the evidence
to the contrary. One thing they cannot agree on however is which of the different models proposed for the re-
alisation of evolution is the "right" one. One of the most important of these models is the fantastic scenario
known as "punctuated equilibrium".
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Trial and Error: Punctuated Equilibrium

Most of the scientists who believe in evolution accept the neo-Darwinist theory of slow, gradual evolution.
In recent decades, however, a different model has been proposed. Called "punctuated equilibrium", this model
maintains that living species came about not through a series of small changes, as Darwin had maintained, but
by sudden, large ones.

The first vociferous defenders of this notion appeared at the beginning of the 1970s. Two American paleon-
tologists, Niles Eldredge and Stephen Jay Gould, were well aware that the claims of the neo-Darwinist theory
were absolutely refuted by the fossil record. Fossils proved that living organisms did not originate by gradual
evolution, but appeared suddenly and fully-formed. Neo-Darwinists were living with the fond hope-they still
do-that the lost transitional forms would one day be found. Realising that this hope was groundless, Eldredge
and Gould were nevertheless unable to abandon their evolutionary dogma, so they put forward a new model:
punctuated equilibrium. This is the claim that evolution did not take place as a result of minor variations but
rather in sudden and great changes.

This model was nothing but a model for fantasies. For instance, European paleontologist O.H. Shindewolf,
who led the way for Eldredge and Gould, claimed that the first bird came out of a reptile egg, as a "gross muta-
tion", that is, as a result of a huge "accident" that took place in the genetic structure.!2 According to the same the-
ory, some land-dwelling animals could have turned into giant whales having undergone a sudden and
comprehensive transformation. These claims, totally contradicting all the rules of genetics, biophysics, and bio-
chemistry are as scientific as the fairy tales about frogs turning into princes! Nevertheless, being distressed by
the crisis that the neo-Darwinist assertion was in, some evolutionist paleontologists embraced this theory,
which had the distinction of being even more bizarre than neo-Darwinism itself.

The only purpose of this model was to provide an explanation of the gaps in the fossil-record that the neo-
Darwinist model could not explain. However, it is hardly rational to attempt to explain the fossil gap in the
evolution of birds with a claim that "a bird popped all of a sudden out of a reptile egg", because by the evolu-
tionists' own admission, the evolution of a species to another species requires a great and advantageous change
in genetic information. However, no mutation whatsoever improves the genetic information or adds new in-
formation to it. Mutations only derange genetic information. Thus the "gross mutations" imagined by the punc-
tuated equilibrium model would only cause "gross", that is "great", reductions and impairments in the genetic
information.

Moreover, the model of "punctuated equilibrium" collapses from the very first step by its inability to ad-
dress the question of the origin of life, which is also the question that refutes the neo-Darwinist model from the
outset. Since not even a single protein can have originated by chance, the debate over whether organisms made
up of trillions of those proteins have undergone a "punctuated" or "gradual" evolution is senseless.

In spite of this, the model that comes to mind when "evolution" is at issue today is still neo-Darwinism. In
the chapters that follow, we will first examine two imaginary mechanisms of the neo-Darwinist model and then
look at the fossil record to test this model. After that, we will dwell upon the question of the origin of life, which
invalidates both the neo-Darwinist model and all other evolutionist models such as "evolution by leaps".

Before doing so, it may be useful to remind the reader that the reality we will be confronting at every stage
is that the evolutionary scenario is a fairy-tale, a great deceit that is totally at variance with the real world. It is
a scenario that has been used to de-
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There Exists No
Transitional Form

VOLUTIONARY THEORY CLAIMS
E THAT LIVING CREATURES TRANS-
FORM INTO DIFFERENT SPECIES BY
MEANS OF MUTATIONS. MODERN
SCIENCE, HOWEVER, HAS CLEARLY
REVEALED THAT THIS IS A BIG DE-
CEPTION.

...Why, if species have descended from other species by
insensibly fine gradations, do we not everywhere see
innumerable transitional forms? Why is not all nature
in confusion instead of the species being, as we see
them, well defined?... But, as by this theory innumer-
able transitional forms must have existed, why do we
not find them embedded in countless numbers in the
crust of the earth?... Why then is not every geological
formation and every stratum full of such intermediate
links? Geology assuredly does not reveal any such
finely graduated organic chain; and this, perhaps, is the

4’» most obvious and gravest objection which can be urged

against my theory.

@ f Charles Darwin, The Origin of Species, Oxford University Press, New York,
' 1998, pp. 140, 141, 227

Ordinary human skeleton
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First of all, if living organisms had
really transformed into entirely dif-
ferent creatures, there should have
been numerous intermediate stages
during their transformation process.

Random mutations which evoluti-
onists claim to develop living things
should have led to such bizarre

transitional beings with three bra-

ins, four eyes, webbed hands, and
much more freakish creatures.

Evolutionary theory claims that living creatures
transform into different species by means of mu-
tations. Modern science, however, has clearly re-
vealed that this is a big deception.

First of all, if living organisms had really trans-
formed into entirely different creatures, there
should have been numerous intermediate stages
during their transformation process. The geolog-
ical record should be filled with transitional fos-
sils (i.e., fossils of creatures still in the process of
evolving). However, of the roughly 100 million
fossils unearthed so far, all belong to fully com-
plete forms, which we are familiar with today. If
evolution had really taken place, the Earth
should have been filled with billions of fossils of
those transitional forms. Moreover, millions of
these creatures should have been deformed or
unusually abnormal, due to mutations.

According to evolutionist claims, every bodily
organ came into being as the results of random
mutations: While developing its functions, an
abnormal organ underwent repeated mutations,
each changing the existing abnormal structure
into a different abnormal one. This claim de-
mands that the Earth contain millions of such
forms, each displaying different abnormalities in
each separate phase. Yet there is not a single ex-
ample of any. There should have been many fos-
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sils of two-, three-, four- or five-headed human beings, or with dozens of compound eyes as are
found in insects, or with multiple limbs two or three meters long, or any other such bizarre vari-
ations. Likewise, there should have been innumerable specimens of freakish animals and plants.
All marine animals should have left behind a long series of bizarre intermediate forms. However,
not one of them has yet been found. The millions of fossils all belong to normal creatures.

This fact is itself an obvious dramatization of the collapse of the theory of evolution. Defending
this theory in the hopes of someday finding one such “intermediate” fossil—even though each
and every specimen unearthed in the last 140 years definitely refutes any hint of having
evolved—is not reasonable. After the passage of 140 years, there is no fossil bed yet to be exca-
vated. Billions of dollars have been spent on research. Yet fossils of the intermediate forms that
Darwin predicted have still not been discovered. There is not one single intermediate life form
that Darwinists can offer as suggestive of evolution. On the other hand, millions of “living fos-
sils” offer conclusive evidence for the Fact of Creation.

Ordinary human foot
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CHAPTER 3

IMAGINARY MECHANISMS OF EVOLUTION

he neo-Darwinist model, which we shall take as the mainstream theory of evolution today, argues that
life has evolved through two natural mechanisms: "natural selection" and "mutation". The theory basi-
cally asserts that natural selection and mutation are two complementary mechanisms. The origin of
evolutionary modifications lies in random mutations that take place in the genetic structures of living things.
The traits brought about by mutations are selected by the mechanism of natural selection, and by this means
living things evolve.
When we look further into this theory, we find that there is no such evolutionary mechanism. Neither nat-
ural selection nor mutations make any contribution at all to the transformation of different species into one an-
other, and the claim that they do is completely unfounded.

Natural Selection

As process of nature, natural selection was familiar to biologists before Darwin, who defined it as a "mech-
anism that keeps species unchanging without being corrupted". Darwin was the first person to put forward the
assertion that this process had evolutionary power and he then erected his entire theory on the foundation of
this assertion. The name he gave to his book indicates that natural selection was the basis of Darwin's theory:
The Origin of Species, by means of Natural Selection...

However since Darwin's time, there has not been a single shred of evidence put forward to show that nat-
ural selection causes living things to evolve. Colin Patterson, the senior paleontologist of the British Museum of
Natural History in London and a prominent evolutionist, stresses that natural selection has never been ob-
served to have the ability to cause things to evolve:

No one has ever produced a species by mechanisms of natural selection. No one has ever got near it and most

of the current argument in neo-Darwinism is about this question.13

Natural selection holds that those living things that are more suited to the natural conditions of their habi-
tats will prevail by having offspring that will survive, whereas those that are unfit will disappear. For example,
in a deer herd under the threat of wild animals, naturally those that can run faster will survive. That is true. But
no matter how long this process goes on, it will not transform those deer into another living species. The deer
will always remain deer.

When we look at the few incidents the evolutionists have put forth as observed examples of natural selec-
tion, we see that these are nothing but a simple attempt to hoodwink.

"Industrial Melanism"

In 1986 Douglas Futuyma published a book, The Biology of Evolution, which is accepted as one of the sources
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Industrial Melanism is
certainly not an evi-
dence for evolution be-
cause the process did
not produce any new
species of moths. The
selection was only
among already existing
varieties. Moreover, the
classical story of
melanism is deceptive.
The textbook pictures to
the side (portrayed as
genuine photos) are in
fact of dead specimens
glued or pinned to tree
trunks by evolutionists.

explaining the theory of evolution by natural selection in the most explicit way. The most famous of his ex-
amples on this subject is about the colour of the moth population, which appeared to darken during the
Industrial Revolution in England. It is possible to find the story of the Industrial Melanism in almost all evo-
lutionist biology books, not just in Futuyma's book. The story is based on a series of experiments conducted
by the British physicist and biologist Bernard Kettlewell in the 1950s, and can be summarised as follows:

According to the account, around the onset of the Industrial Revolution in England, the colour of the tree
barks around Manchester was quite light. Because of this, dark-coloured (melanic) moths resting on those
trees could easily be noticed by the birds that fed on them and therefore they had very little chance of sur-
vival. Fifty years later, in woodlands where industrial pollution has killed the lichens, the barks of the trees
had darkened, and now the light-colored moths became the most hunted, since they were the most easily no-
ticed. As a result, the proportion of light-coloured moths to dark-coloured moths decreased. Evolutionists
believe this to be a great piece of evidence for their theory. They take refuge and solace in window-dressing,
showing how light-coloured moths "evolved" into dark-coloured ones.

However, even if we assume these to be correct, it should be quite clear that they can in no way be used
as evidence for the theory of evolution, since no new form arose that had not existed before. Dark colored
moths had existed in the moth population before the Industrial Revolution. Only the relative proportions of
the existing moth varieties in the population changed. The moths had not acquired a new trait or organ,
which would cause "speciation”. In order for one moth species to turn into another living species, a bird for
example, new additions would have had to be made to its genes. That is, an entirely separate genetic pro-
gram would have had to be loaded so as to include information about the physical traits of the bird.

This is the answer to be given to the evolutionist story of Industrial Melanism. However, there is a more
interesting side to the story: Not just its interpretation, but the story itself is flawed. As molecular biologist
Jonathan Wells explains in his book Icons of Evolution, the story of the peppered moths, which is included in
every evolutionist biology book and has therefore, become an "icon" in this sense, does not reflect the truth.
Wells discusses in his book how Bernard Kettlewell's experiment, which is known as the "experimental
proof" of the story, is actually a scientific scandal. Some basic elements of this scandal are:

* Many experiments conducted after Kettlewell's revealed that only one type of these moths rested on
tree trunks, and all other types preferred to rest beneath small, horizontal branches. Since 1980 it has become
clear that peppered moths do not normally rest on tree trunks. In 25 years of fieldwork, many scientists such
as Cyril Clarke and Rory Howlett, Michael Majerus, Tony Liebert, and Paul Brakefield concluded that "in
Kettlewell's experiment, moths were forced to act atypically, therefore, the test results could not be accepted
as scientific".
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¢ Scientists who tested Kettlewell's conclusions came up with an even more interesting result: Although
the number of light moths would be expected to be larger in the less polluted regions of England, the dark
moths there numbered four times as many as the light ones. This meant that there was no correlation between
the moth population and the tree trunks as claimed by Kettlewell and repeated by almost all evolutionist
sources.

¢ As the research deepened, the scandal changed dimension: "The moths on tree trunks" photographed by
Kettlewell, were actually dead moths. Kettlewell used dead specimens glued or pinned to tree trunks and then
photographed them. In truth, there was little chance of taking such a picture as the moths rested not on tree
trunks but underneath the leaves.14

These facts were uncovered by the scientific community only in the late 1990s. The collapse of the myth of
Industrial Melanism, which had been one of the most treasured subjects in "Introduction to Evolution" courses
in universities for decades, greatly disappointed evolutionists. One of them, Jerry Coyne, remarked:

My own reaction resembles the dismay attending my discovery, at the age of six, that it was my father and not

Santa who brought the presents on Christmas Eve.15

Thus, "the most famous example of natural selection" was relegated to the trash-heap of history as a scien-
tific scandal which was inevitable, because natural selection is not an "evolutionary mechanism," contrary to
what evolutionists claim. It is capable neither of adding a new organ to a living organism, nor of removing one,
nor of changing an organism of one species into that of another.

Why Cannot Natural Selection Explain Complexity?

There is nothing that natural selection contributes to the theory of evolution, because this mechanism can
never increase or improve the genetic informatio