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Charles	
  Darwin’s	
  theory	
  of	
  evolution	
  arises	
  automatically	
  
from	
  certain	
  philosophical	
  presuppositions	
  irrespective	
  
of	
  the	
  evidence.	
  This	
  has	
  been	
  demonstrated	
  over	
  the	
  
course	
  of	
  history.	
  When	
  Darwin’s	
  materialistic	
  
philosophy	
  along	
  with	
  its	
  concomitant	
  naturalism	
  is	
  
applied	
  to	
  the	
  question	
  of	
  how	
  life	
  originated,	
  there	
  is	
  
only	
  one	
  reasonable	
  answer	
  and	
  that	
  is	
  that	
  chance	
  
combined	
  with	
  natural	
  laws	
  somehow	
  accounts	
  for	
  
everything.	
  	
  	
  Before	
  the	
  time	
  of	
  Christ	
  Lucretius,	
  the	
  
Roman	
  popularizer	
  of	
  Epicurean	
  philosophy,	
  wrote	
  out	
  
something	
  very	
  much	
  like	
  the	
  idea	
  of	
  evolution	
  from	
  
atoms	
  to	
  life	
  as	
  we	
  know	
  it:	
  

“The	
  atoms	
  did	
  not	
  intend	
  to	
  intelligently	
  place	
  
themselves	
  in	
  orderly	
  arrangement,	
  nor	
  did	
  they	
  
negotiate	
  the	
  motions	
  they	
  would	
  have,	
  but	
  many	
  
atoms	
  struck	
  each	
  other	
  in	
  numerous	
  ways,	
  carried	
  
along	
  by	
  their	
  own	
  momentum	
  from	
  infinitely	
  long	
  
ago	
  to	
  the	
  present.	
  	
  Moving	
  and	
  meeting	
  in	
  numerous	
  
ways,	
  all	
  combinations	
  were	
  tried	
  which	
  could	
  be	
  
tried,	
  and	
  it	
  was	
  from	
  this	
  process	
  over	
  huge	
  space	
  
and	
  vast	
  time	
  that	
  these	
  combining	
  and	
  recombining	
  

Continuing	
  the	
  Legacy	
  
Gianluca	
  Bacchiocchi	
  

It	
  is	
  hard	
  to	
  imagine	
  that	
  it	
  has	
  been	
  exactly	
  one	
  year	
  
since	
  my	
  father,	
  Dr.	
  Samuele	
  Bacchiocchi,	
  passed	
  away.	
  	
  A	
  
man	
  who	
  had	
  always	
  been	
  to	
  me	
  the	
  epitome	
  of	
  fortitude,	
  
perseverance,	
  and	
  passion	
  for	
  truth,	
  is	
  now	
  waiting	
  for	
  
his	
  Lord	
  and	
  Savior	
  to	
  raise	
  him	
  up	
  on	
  that	
  glorious	
  
advent	
  day	
  we	
  all	
  anticipate	
  ever	
  more	
  earnestly.	
  	
  	
  We	
  
would	
  like	
  to	
  thank	
  everyone	
  for	
  the	
  many	
  words	
  of	
  
encouragement	
  and	
  prayers	
  during	
  this	
  past	
  year.	
  	
  The	
  
Lord	
  has	
  truly	
  blessed	
  our	
  family	
  providing	
  comfort	
  and	
  
a	
  peace	
  that	
  truly	
  surpasses	
  understanding.	
  

As	
  you	
  have	
  noticed,	
  we	
  have	
  decided	
  to	
  continue	
  the	
  
legacy	
  of	
  the	
  Endtime	
  Issues	
  Newsletter	
  that	
  goes	
  out	
  to	
  
more	
  than	
  27,000	
  subscribers	
  around	
  the	
  world.	
  	
  With	
  
the	
  invaluable	
  support	
  of	
  our	
  Advisory	
  Committee,	
  our	
  
goal	
  is	
  to	
  continue	
  publishing	
  articles	
  that	
  provide	
  unique	
  
insights	
  on	
  the	
  many	
  issues	
  and	
  challenges	
  that	
  we	
  face	
  
as	
  Bible-­‐believing	
  Christians.	
  	
  By	
  God’s	
  grace,	
  we	
  hope	
  
that	
  the	
  articles	
  published	
  in	
  the	
  Endtime	
  Issues	
  
Newsletter	
  will	
  provide	
  you	
  with	
  information	
  that	
  will	
  
not	
  only	
  enhance	
  your	
  personal	
  walk	
  with	
  Christ,	
  but	
  also	
  
increase	
  your	
  desire	
  to	
  serve	
  Him	
  here	
  on	
  Earth.	
  

Today’s	
  study,	
  our	
  6th	
  this	
  year,	
  is	
  written	
  by	
  Timothy	
  
Standish,	
  PhD.	
  	
  Dr.	
  Standish	
  reflects	
  on	
  the	
  impact	
  of	
  
Darwin’s,	
  ORIGIN	
  OF	
  SPECIES,	
  which	
  celebrated	
  the	
  150th	
  
anniversary	
  of	
  its	
  publication	
  this	
  past	
  November.	
  	
  
Although	
  many	
  scientists	
  have	
  adopted	
  Darwinism	
  as	
  
fact	
  and	
  predicated	
  their	
  work	
  paradigms	
  on	
  Darwinism,	
  
many	
  scientists,	
  like	
  Dr.	
  Standish,	
  are	
  willing	
  to	
  challenge	
  
Darwinism,	
  and	
  have	
  done	
  so	
  in	
  a	
  formidable	
  way.	
  	
  In	
  a	
  
world	
  where	
  a	
  spontaneous	
  big	
  bang	
  and	
  billions	
  of	
  years	
  
of	
  gradual	
  evolution	
  is	
  accepted	
  as	
  fact,	
  we,	
  as	
  Christians,	
  
should	
  not	
  be	
  bashful	
  in	
  defending	
  our	
  belief	
  in	
  God	
  as	
  
our	
  Creator.	
  	
  In	
  this	
  study,	
  Dr.	
  Standish	
  proposes	
  how	
  a	
  
paradigm	
  with	
  God	
  as	
  our	
  Creator	
  can	
  better	
  resolve	
  the	
  
data	
  points	
  that	
  Darwinism	
  fails	
  to	
  explain.	
  	
  May	
  God	
  
richly	
  bless	
  you	
  as	
  you	
  read	
  this	
  timely	
  study.	
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Ordering	
  Books,	
  DVDs	
  and	
  CDs	
  
from	
  Biblical	
  Perspectives	
  
Biblical	
  Perspectives	
  has	
  a	
  special	
  new	
  pricing	
  scheme	
  
for	
  all	
  of	
  the	
  books,	
  DVDs	
  and	
  CDs	
  that	
  it	
  carries.	
  	
  In	
  
order	
  to	
  obtain	
  this	
  new	
  pricing,	
  please	
  call	
  us	
  at	
  (269)	
  
471-­‐2915	
  between	
  8	
  a.m.	
  and	
  12	
  p.m.	
  (Eastern)	
  or	
  write	
  
to	
  Biblical	
  Perspectives,	
  4975	
  Appian	
  Way,	
  Berrien	
  
Springs,	
  MI	
  	
  49103.	
  Our	
  website,	
  
www.biblicalperspectives.com,	
  does	
  reflect	
  the	
  new	
  
single	
  book	
  pricing,	
  but	
  not	
  the	
  new	
  mix	
  and	
  match	
  
pricing.	
  	
  We	
  hope	
  to	
  have	
  our	
  updated	
  website	
  up	
  and	
  
running	
  at	
  the	
  beginning	
  of	
  2010	
  and	
  plan	
  to	
  include	
  the	
  
new	
  pricing	
  scheme	
  on	
  our	
  updated	
  website.	
  	
  If	
  you	
  have	
  
any	
  questions	
  regarding	
  the	
  ordering	
  of	
  materials,	
  you	
  
can	
  also	
  email	
  Daniel	
  Bacchiocchi	
  at	
  
dan@biblicalperspectives.com.	
  	
  

Projectors	
  
If	
  you	
  or	
  your	
  organization	
  is	
  interested	
  in	
  purchasing	
  a	
  
Hitachi	
  projector	
  with	
  a	
  3	
  year	
  manufacturer	
  warranty,	
  
please	
  call	
  Biblical	
  Perspectives	
  at	
  (269)	
  471-­‐2915	
  and	
  
ask	
  for	
  Daniel	
  or	
  email	
  Daniel	
  directly	
  at	
  
dan@biblicalperspectives.com.	
  	
  He	
  will	
  be	
  more	
  than	
  
happy	
  to	
  help	
  you	
  purchase	
  the	
  right	
  projector	
  for	
  your	
  
purpose	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  any	
  peripherals	
  that	
  you	
  many	
  need.	
  

We	
  are	
  extending	
  our	
  special	
  on	
  the	
  Hitachi	
  CP-­‐X3010	
  
Video	
  Projector.	
  This	
  is	
  a	
  3000	
  lumens	
  projector	
  that	
  is	
  
quite	
  powerful	
  and	
  very	
  mobile.	
  It	
  is	
  our	
  most	
  popular	
  
model	
  since	
  it	
  is	
  highly	
  adaptable,	
  able	
  to	
  be	
  used	
  within	
  
a	
  classroom	
  or	
  moved	
  into	
  a	
  small	
  church	
  setting;	
  and	
  
yet	
  weighs	
  only	
  8	
  pounds.	
  We	
  are	
  able	
  to	
  offer	
  this	
  
projector	
  with	
  the	
  3	
  year	
  manufacturer	
  warranty	
  and	
  
shipping	
  within	
  the	
  48	
  states	
  for	
  only	
  $785.00.	
  	
  	
  	
  

In	
  addition,	
  while	
  supplies	
  last,	
  we	
  will	
  include	
  a	
  free	
  
Honeywell	
  RF	
  Power	
  Presenter	
  (an	
  $85	
  value)	
  with	
  any	
  
projector	
  order.	
  

	
  

	
  

atoms	
  eventually	
  produced	
  great	
  things,	
  including	
  
the	
  earth,	
  sea,	
  and	
  sky,	
  and	
  the	
  generation	
  of	
  living	
  
creatures.”1	
  

Lucretius	
  put	
  the	
  essential	
  presupposition	
  of	
  
materialism	
  in	
  place	
  first;	
  the	
  atoms	
  are	
  all	
  there	
  is	
  and	
  
they	
  lack	
  intelligence.	
  Once	
  this	
  materialistic	
  premise	
  is	
  
established,	
  lots	
  of	
  time	
  and	
  a	
  great	
  big	
  universe	
  

naturally	
  lead	
  to	
  everything	
  including	
  life	
  itself.	
  More	
  
recently,	
  the	
  vocal	
  atheist	
  and	
  proponent	
  of	
  Darwinism	
  
Richard	
  Dawkins	
  somewhat	
  naively	
  claimed:	
  

“The	
  theory	
  of	
  evolution	
  by	
  cumulative	
  natural	
  
selection	
  is	
  the	
  only	
  theory	
  we	
  know	
  of	
  that	
  is	
  in	
  
principle	
  capable	
  of	
  explaining	
  the	
  existence	
  of	
  
organized	
  complexity.	
  Even	
  if	
  the	
  evidence	
  did	
  not	
  
favor	
  it,	
  it	
  would	
  still	
  be	
  the	
  best	
  theory	
  available.”2	
  

It	
  is	
  true	
  that	
  Darwinian	
  evolution	
  is	
  the	
  best	
  mechanism	
  
yet	
  devised,	
  whether	
  credible	
  or	
  not,	
  that	
  can	
  be	
  offered	
  
in	
  the	
  context	
  of	
  materialism.	
  However,	
  it	
  is	
  worth	
  noting	
  
that	
  minds	
  are	
  the	
  only	
  entity	
  we	
  know	
  of	
  that	
  can	
  in	
  
principle	
  design	
  aircrafts,	
  bridges,	
  computers	
  and	
  the	
  
Mona	
  Lisa.	
  To	
  the	
  degree	
  that	
  nature	
  in	
  its	
  details	
  
resembles	
  any	
  number	
  of	
  incredible	
  machines	
  and	
  on	
  the	
  
gross	
  scale	
  is	
  a	
  transcendent	
  work	
  of	
  art,	
  it	
  seems	
  to	
  be,	
  
in	
  principle,	
  only	
  explicable	
  in	
  the	
  context	
  of	
  a	
  mind	
  that	
  
transcends	
  nature.	
  	
  

Lucretius put the essential presupposition of 
materialism in place first; the atoms are all there 

is and they lack intelligence. Once this 
materialistic premise is established, lots of time 

and a great big universe naturally lead to 
everything including life itself. 

So	
  Darwin’s	
  theory	
  of	
  evolution	
  via	
  natural	
  selection	
  of	
  
naturally	
  produced	
  variations	
  in	
  organisms	
  is	
  as	
  good	
  as	
  
it	
  gets	
  IF	
  one	
  starts	
  with	
  the	
  premise	
  that	
  there	
  is	
  no	
  
supernatural.	
  A	
  less	
  restrictive	
  view	
  of	
  reality	
  allows	
  a	
  
genuinely	
  adequate	
  cause	
  to	
  be	
  invoked.	
  Because	
  
Darwinism	
  	
  functions	
  as	
  a	
  worldview	
  that	
  acts	
  as	
  the	
  
prism	
  through	
  which	
  all	
  of	
  nature	
  is	
  viewed,	
  the	
  fact	
  that	
  
it	
  seems	
  to	
  explain	
  lots	
  of	
  things	
  is	
  unsurprising.	
  That	
  is	
  
what	
  worldviews,	
  by	
  their	
  nature,	
  do.	
  In	
  fact,	
  it	
  would	
  be	
  
shocking	
  if	
  evolution	
  did	
  not	
  explain	
  lots	
  of	
  phenomena;	
  
every	
  theory	
  has	
  to	
  explain	
  something.	
  But	
  does	
  
Darwinism	
  really	
  explain	
  the	
  origin	
  of	
  biological	
  species?	
  
The	
  famous	
  geneticist	
  and	
  enthusiastic	
  evolutionist	
  
Theodosius	
  Dobzhansky	
  seemed	
  to	
  suggest	
  this	
  when	
  he	
  
asserted,	
  “Nothing	
  in	
  biology	
  makes	
  sense	
  except	
  in	
  the	
  
light	
  of	
  evolution.”3	
  	
  

Dobzhansky’s	
  first	
  name,	
  Theodosius,	
  means	
  “God	
  
giving.”	
  He	
  considered	
  himself	
  to	
  be	
  a	
  creationist,	
  
writing:	
  “I	
  am	
  a	
  creationist	
  and	
  an	
  evolutionist.	
  Evolution	
  
is	
  God’s,	
  or	
  Nature’s	
  method	
  of	
  creation.”4	
  Unfortunately	
  
for	
  Dobzhansky,	
  science	
  is	
  a	
  clumsy	
  method	
  of	
  
understanding	
  the	
  creation	
  and	
  is	
  not	
  really	
  designed	
  to	
  
tackle	
  different	
  theological	
  views	
  like	
  whether	
  God	
  is	
  the	
  

Darwinism:	
  The	
  Science	
  and	
  the	
  Faith	
  
continued	
  from	
  page	
  1	
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creator	
  or	
  Nature	
  is	
  God.	
  Nevertheless,	
  science	
  has	
  one	
  
great	
  virtue:	
  all	
  scientific	
  theories	
  are	
  subject	
  to	
  
empirical	
  data.	
  In	
  science	
  it	
  is	
  what	
  can	
  be	
  seen,	
  heard,	
  
touched,	
  tasted	
  and	
  smelled	
  that	
  counts,	
  not	
  
preconceptions,	
  holy	
  books	
  or	
  philosophies	
  of	
  how	
  the	
  
world	
  must	
  be.	
  Empirical	
  data	
  can	
  either	
  support	
  or	
  
disprove	
  scientific	
  theories.	
  Even	
  if	
  a	
  theory	
  explains	
  
much	
  of	
  what	
  is	
  known	
  about	
  reality	
  –	
  and	
  Darwinism	
  
certainly	
  can	
  –	
  if	
  it	
  is	
  inconsistent	
  with	
  data,	
  it	
  should	
  be	
  
rejected.	
  

	
  When	
  Darwin	
  wrote	
  the	
  Origin	
  of	
  Species,	
  he	
  recognized	
  
that	
  there	
  are	
  empirical	
  data	
  that	
  are	
  problematic	
  for	
  his	
  
theory	
  of	
  evolution.	
  Given	
  that	
  one	
  major	
  part	
  of	
  
evolutionary	
  theory	
  is	
  that	
  all	
  organisms	
  have	
  ancestors	
  
in	
  common,	
  necessitating	
  numerous	
  intermediates	
  
between	
  say,	
  humans,	
  oak	
  trees,	
  amoebas	
  and	
  snails,	
  
Darwin	
  asked:	
  	
  

“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	
  most	
  obvious	
  and	
  
gravest	
  objection	
  which	
  can	
  be	
  urged	
  against	
  my	
  
theory.”5	
  	
  	
  

Because	
  the	
  fossil	
  data	
  did	
  not	
  support	
  his	
  theory,	
  
Darwin	
  cleverly	
  explained	
  it	
  away	
  by	
  appealing	
  to	
  “the	
  
extreme	
  imperfection	
  of	
  the	
  geological	
  record.”	
  

In science it is what can be seen, heard, 
touched, tasted and smelled that counts, not 

preconceptions, holy books or philosophies of 
how the world must be. 

In	
  the	
  150	
  years	
  since	
  Darwin	
  published	
  his	
  theory,	
  
many	
  geologists	
  have	
  looked	
  at	
  countless	
  rocks	
  trying	
  to	
  
improve	
  upon	
  the	
  “extreme	
  imperfection”	
  of	
  the	
  fossil	
  
data.	
  And	
  while	
  there	
  have	
  been	
  a	
  few	
  fossils	
  that	
  some	
  
interpret	
  as	
  missing	
  links	
  (while	
  others	
  dispute	
  their	
  
interpretation),	
  it	
  is	
  clearly	
  insufficient	
  to	
  improve	
  upon	
  
Darwin’s	
  self-­‐avowed	
  imperfection	
  of	
  his	
  theory.	
  The	
  
problem	
  is	
  that	
  only	
  a	
  few	
  possible	
  missing	
  links	
  is	
  not	
  
what	
  Darwin’s	
  theory	
  demands;	
  it	
  demands	
  abundant	
  
missing	
  links.	
  And	
  so	
  the	
  best	
  way	
  to	
  protect	
  Darwinism	
  
from	
  the	
  data	
  is	
  to	
  continue	
  to	
  claim	
  that	
  the	
  data	
  are	
  
imperfect.	
  

Now,	
  in	
  order	
  to	
  be	
  perfectly	
  fair	
  to	
  Darwin,	
  we	
  must	
  
admit	
  that	
  the	
  scarcity	
  of	
  possible	
  missing-­‐link	
  fossils	
  
does	
  not	
  necessarily	
  disprove	
  his	
  theory.	
  If	
  something	
  is	
  
absent,	
  that	
  may	
  suggest	
  that	
  it	
  didn’t	
  exist,	
  but	
  it	
  is	
  not	
  

strong	
  proof	
  that	
  it	
  never	
  existed.	
  Absence	
  of	
  missing	
  
links	
  may	
  not	
  be	
  fatal	
  for	
  Darwin’s	
  theory	
  of	
  evolution,	
  
but	
  the	
  problem	
  in	
  the	
  fossil	
  record	
  is	
  more	
  profound	
  
than	
  simply	
  missing	
  links.	
  For	
  example,	
  deep	
  in	
  the	
  
geologic	
  column,	
  more	
  and	
  more	
  fossils	
  are	
  being	
  found	
  
that	
  look	
  remarkably	
  similar	
  to	
  modern	
  organisms.	
  A	
  
dramatic	
  example	
  of	
  this	
  is	
  the	
  recent	
  discovery	
  of	
  
octopus	
  fossils	
  that	
  appear	
  to	
  be	
  essentially	
  identical	
  to	
  
modern	
  octopuses.6	
  	
  One	
  of	
  the	
  discoverers	
  of	
  these	
  
fossils	
  expressed	
  his	
  surprise	
  this	
  way;	
  “these	
  things	
  are	
  
95	
  million	
  years	
  old,	
  yet	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  fossils	
  is	
  almost	
  
indistinguishable	
  from	
  living	
  species.”7	
  	
  

It is a blow to Darwin’s theory of evolution that, 
with surprising frequency, fossils of supposedly 
ancient species are being discovered that are 

identical in structure to modern-looking 
organisms. 

However	
  old	
  they	
  may	
  be,	
  it	
  doesn’t	
  look	
  as	
  if	
  octopuses	
  
had	
  much	
  time	
  to	
  evolve	
  into	
  octopuses,	
  as	
  these	
  are	
  the	
  
oldest	
  fossil	
  octopuses	
  ever	
  found.	
  Maybe	
  because	
  fossil	
  
octopuses	
  are	
  very	
  rare,	
  primitive	
  ones	
  existed	
  earlier	
  
and	
  we	
  can,	
  like	
  Darwin,	
  appeal	
  to	
  a	
  poor	
  fossil	
  record,	
  
but	
  pushing	
  back	
  octopus	
  evolution	
  further	
  in	
  time	
  
means	
  that	
  there	
  is	
  less	
  time	
  for	
  some	
  other	
  ancestral	
  
organism	
  to	
  evolve	
  into	
  the	
  first	
  primitive	
  octopus.	
  	
  How	
  
old	
  does	
  an	
  octopus	
  fossil	
  have	
  to	
  be	
  before	
  we	
  can	
  grant	
  
that	
  there	
  is	
  simply	
  not	
  enough	
  time	
  available	
  for	
  it	
  to	
  
have	
  evolved	
  from	
  something	
  else?	
  	
  

It	
  is	
  a	
  blow	
  to	
  Darwin’s	
  theory	
  of	
  evolution	
  that,	
  with	
  
surprising	
  frequency,	
  fossils	
  of	
  supposedly	
  ancient	
  
species	
  are	
  being	
  discovered	
  that	
  are	
  identical	
  in	
  
structure	
  to	
  modern-­‐looking	
  organisms.	
  Other	
  examples	
  
include	
  modern	
  birds8	
  and	
  at	
  least	
  one	
  kind	
  of	
  fish.9	
  
Sometimes	
  even	
  extinct	
  creatures	
  have	
  modern-­‐looking	
  
features	
  apparently	
  before	
  they	
  should	
  be	
  there.	
  For	
  
example	
  placoderm	
  fish,	
  now	
  extinct,	
  fertilized	
  their	
  eggs	
  
internally,	
  apparently	
  before	
  the	
  external	
  fertilization	
  
that	
  is	
  supposed	
  to	
  be	
  a	
  primitive	
  trait	
  evolved	
  in	
  
modern	
  fish.10	
  	
  And	
  the	
  amazing	
  little	
  hairs	
  that	
  allow	
  
geckos	
  to	
  run	
  across	
  panes	
  of	
  glass,	
  ceilings	
  and	
  other	
  
seemingly	
  impossible	
  surfaces	
  (a	
  feature	
  that	
  should	
  
have	
  come	
  about	
  late	
  in	
  their	
  evolutionary	
  timeframe)	
  
have	
  been	
  discovered	
  in	
  the	
  oldest	
  known	
  gecko	
  fossil.11	
  	
  

It	
  is	
  true	
  that	
  the	
  fossil	
  record	
  probably	
  isn’t	
  perfect,	
  but	
  
there	
  seem	
  to	
  be	
  enough	
  examples	
  of	
  complex	
  organisms	
  
suddenly	
  appearing	
  without	
  evidence	
  of	
  any	
  significant	
  
evolution	
  which	
  call	
  into	
  question	
  Darwin’s	
  theory	
  of	
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gradual	
  evolution.	
  The	
  common	
  pattern	
  is	
  that	
  groups	
  of	
  
organisms,	
  like	
  birds	
  or	
  flowering	
  plants,	
  appear	
  
suddenly	
  and	
  in	
  great	
  diversity	
  without	
  obvious	
  fossilic	
  
evidence	
  of	
  their	
  evolution	
  found	
  in	
  lower	
  layers	
  of	
  rock.	
  	
  

The	
  most	
  dramatic	
  example	
  of	
  fossils	
  suddenly	
  
appearing	
  is	
  found	
  in	
  Cambrian	
  rocks,	
  the	
  lowest	
  
geological	
  layer	
  where	
  abundant	
  animal	
  fossils	
  are	
  
found.	
  The	
  Cambrian	
  contains	
  fossils	
  of	
  numerous	
  odd	
  
looking	
  animals.	
  Some	
  resemble	
  those	
  living	
  today,	
  some	
  
don’t,	
  but	
  they	
  don’t	
  look	
  particularly	
  simple	
  relative	
  to	
  
modern	
  animals	
  and	
  appear	
  to	
  have	
  had	
  the	
  same	
  
genetic	
  and	
  biochemical	
  systems	
  in	
  their	
  cells.	
  Some	
  
Cambrian	
  fossils	
  may	
  resemble	
  animals	
  in	
  lower	
  layers	
  
of	
  rock,	
  but	
  these	
  rare	
  fossils	
  below	
  the	
  Cambrian	
  don’t	
  
look	
  like	
  reasonable	
  candidates	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  ancestors	
  of	
  
most	
  Cambrian	
  fossils.	
  

Sudden	
  appearance	
  of	
  organisms	
  in	
  the	
  fossil	
  record,	
  as	
  
opposed	
  to	
  the	
  gradual	
  evolution	
  Darwin	
  predicted,	
  is	
  
echoed	
  in	
  a	
  seemingly	
  very	
  different	
  field	
  of	
  study:	
  
genomics.	
  Genomics	
  is	
  the	
  study	
  of	
  genetic	
  information	
  
encoded	
  in	
  DNA,	
  and	
  includes	
  both	
  the	
  genes	
  and	
  the	
  
non-­‐coding	
  sequences	
  of	
  the	
  DNA..	
  Obviously,	
  different	
  
organisms	
  have	
  different	
  information	
  in	
  their	
  DNA,	
  
which	
  helps	
  to	
  explain	
  why	
  cabbage	
  is	
  so	
  different	
  from	
  a	
  
mouse	
  or	
  fruit	
  flies	
  are	
  so	
  different	
  from	
  the	
  yeast	
  they	
  
eat	
  on	
  fruit.	
  Much	
  of	
  that	
  difference	
  may	
  be	
  explained	
  by	
  
differences	
  in	
  genes.	
  

Genes	
  are	
  coded	
  information	
  in	
  DNA	
  for	
  making	
  different	
  
proteins,	
  although	
  important,	
  they	
  only	
  make	
  up	
  a	
  small	
  
percent	
  of	
  the	
  genomes	
  of	
  most	
  familiar	
  organisms.	
  They	
  
are	
  like	
  the	
  parts	
  available	
  at	
  a	
  hardware	
  store.	
  Most	
  
organisms	
  have	
  an	
  inventory	
  of	
  about	
  twenty	
  to	
  twenty	
  
five	
  thousand	
  different	
  genes,	
  or	
  parts,	
  that	
  they	
  can	
  use	
  
to	
  build	
  themselves,	
  but	
  information	
  about	
  how	
  to	
  put	
  
these	
  parts	
  together	
  is	
  found	
  elsewhere	
  in	
  the	
  genome.	
  

It is true that the fossil record probably isn’t 
perfect, but there seem to be enough examples 

of complex organisms suddenly appearing 
without evidence of any significant evolution 
which call into question Darwin’s theory of 

gradual evolution. 

With	
  this	
  in	
  mind,	
  imagine	
  all	
  the	
  different	
  buildings	
  that	
  
can	
  be	
  built	
  using	
  bricks,	
  wood,	
  electrical	
  wiring,	
  nails	
  
and	
  all	
  the	
  other	
  parts	
  found	
  in	
  a	
  hardware	
  store.	
  One	
  
builder	
  might	
  use	
  them	
  to	
  make	
  a	
  hospital,	
  another	
  a	
  
shopping	
  mall	
  and	
  another	
  a	
  single	
  family	
  home.	
  In	
  each	
  
case,	
  mostly	
  the	
  same	
  parts	
  could	
  be	
  used.	
  There’s	
  no	
  

need	
  for	
  a	
  fundamentally	
  different	
  linoleum	
  in	
  a	
  mall,	
  a	
  
hospital	
  or	
  a	
  home.	
  The	
  same	
  principle	
  seems	
  to	
  apply	
  
with	
  genes.	
  Most	
  organisms	
  have	
  an	
  amazing	
  number	
  of	
  
genes	
  in	
  common.	
  Some	
  genes	
  are	
  unique	
  to	
  different	
  
kinds	
  of	
  organisms,	
  but	
  the	
  overlap	
  in	
  the	
  general	
  kinds	
  
of	
  genes	
  is	
  remarkable.	
  For	
  example,	
  most	
  of	
  the	
  kinds	
  of	
  
genes	
  found	
  in	
  humans	
  are	
  also	
  found	
  in	
  organisms	
  as	
  
diverse	
  as	
  fish,	
  birds	
  and	
  frogs.	
  

You	
  might	
  think	
  that	
  if	
  you	
  could	
  make	
  all	
  kinds	
  of	
  
different	
  organisms	
  out	
  of	
  the	
  same	
  genes,	
  then	
  
evolution	
  would	
  be	
  much	
  more	
  plausible.	
  The	
  problem	
  is	
  
that	
  Darwinism	
  explains	
  the	
  reason	
  organisms	
  have	
  all	
  of	
  
these	
  genes	
  in	
  common	
  as	
  the	
  result	
  of	
  inheriting	
  them	
  
from	
  a	
  common	
  ancestor.	
  The	
  more	
  different	
  organisms	
  
are,	
  the	
  more	
  ancient	
  their	
  common	
  ancestor.	
  So	
  
humans,	
  according	
  to	
  Darwin’s	
  theory,	
  might	
  have	
  a	
  
common	
  ancestor	
  with	
  a	
  chimpanzee	
  a	
  few	
  million	
  years	
  
ago,	
  while	
  humans	
  and	
  chimps	
  have	
  an	
  even	
  more	
  
ancient	
  common	
  ancestor	
  with	
  sea	
  urchins	
  which	
  lived	
  
hundreds	
  of	
  millions	
  of	
  years	
  ago.	
  If	
  humans	
  and	
  sea	
  
urchins	
  share	
  genes,	
  then	
  those	
  genes	
  must	
  have	
  been	
  
present	
  hundreds	
  of	
  millions	
  of	
  years	
  ago.	
  	
  

Darwinism does a fair job of explaining 
similarities between organisms, but is far less 

accomplished when it comes to explaining 
where new and novel genes come from. 

The	
  problem	
  is	
  that	
  the	
  older	
  the	
  common	
  ancestor,	
  the	
  
less	
  time	
  there	
  was	
  to	
  evolve	
  the	
  genes,	
  and	
  Darwinism	
  
invokes	
  lots	
  of	
  time	
  to	
  explain	
  how	
  genes	
  evolved.	
  
Finding	
  more	
  genes	
  in	
  common	
  between	
  organisms	
  puts	
  
Darwinism	
  into	
  a	
  bind.	
  Darwinism	
  does	
  a	
  fair	
  job	
  of	
  
explaining	
  similarities	
  between	
  organisms,	
  but	
  is	
  far	
  less	
  
accomplished	
  when	
  it	
  comes	
  to	
  explaining	
  where	
  new	
  
and	
  novel	
  genes	
  come	
  from.	
  The	
  bind	
  is	
  that	
  finding	
  
more	
  similar	
  genes	
  between	
  organisms	
  removes	
  the	
  time	
  
Darwinists	
  invoke	
  to	
  explain	
  the	
  presence	
  of	
  new	
  genes.	
  	
  

Let’s	
  look	
  at	
  a	
  specific	
  example.	
  A	
  peculiar-­‐looking	
  fish	
  
called	
  a	
  chimera,	
  or	
  ghost	
  shark,	
  swims	
  over	
  a	
  mile	
  deep	
  
in	
  the	
  dark	
  depths	
  of	
  the	
  ocean.	
  These	
  strange	
  fish	
  are	
  
very	
  different	
  from	
  humans,	
  but	
  Darwinists	
  believe	
  they	
  
share	
  an	
  ancient	
  common	
  ancestor	
  with	
  us.	
  Recently	
  the	
  
chimera	
  genome	
  was	
  sequenced	
  revealing,	
  to	
  everyone’s	
  
surprise,	
  that	
  they	
  have	
  color	
  vision	
  that	
  works	
  on	
  the	
  
same	
  principles	
  as	
  human’s	
  color	
  vision.12	
  	
  According	
  to	
  
Darwinian	
  thinking,	
  this	
  means	
  our	
  common	
  ancestor	
  
with	
  chimeras	
  must	
  also	
  have	
  had	
  color	
  vision	
  and	
  thus	
  
our	
  color	
  vision	
  could	
  not	
  have	
  evolved	
  over	
  the	
  several	
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hundred	
  million	
  years	
  since	
  humans	
  and	
  chimeras	
  went	
  
their	
  separate	
  ways.	
  

Here	
  is	
  a	
  second	
  example	
  that	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  gene,	
  but	
  does	
  
involve	
  genes	
  and	
  helps	
  to	
  illustrate	
  how	
  Darwinism	
  can	
  
accommodate	
  some	
  data.	
  The	
  eyes	
  and	
  sometimes	
  skin	
  
of	
  humans	
  with	
  liver	
  problems	
  frequently	
  turn	
  yellow	
  
because	
  a	
  yellow	
  chemical	
  called	
  bilirubin	
  accumulates	
  
in	
  them.	
  This	
  chemical	
  is	
  a	
  breakdown	
  product	
  of	
  the	
  
heme	
  component	
  of	
  hemoglobin	
  in	
  red	
  blood	
  cells.	
  
Unsurprisingly,	
  bilirubin	
  can	
  be	
  found	
  in	
  a	
  wide	
  variety	
  
of	
  animals,	
  but	
  it	
  was	
  completely	
  unexpected	
  to	
  find	
  
bilirubin	
  in	
  several	
  plants.13	
  	
  Plants	
  don’t	
  make	
  red	
  blood	
  
cells	
  and	
  the	
  bilirubin	
  that	
  was	
  first	
  discovered	
  in	
  bright	
  
orange	
  seeds	
  from	
  the	
  “white	
  bird	
  of	
  paradise”	
  tree	
  
functions	
  as	
  a	
  pigment	
  rather	
  than	
  a	
  waste	
  product.	
  Very	
  
specific	
  enzyme	
  molecular	
  machines	
  are	
  needed	
  to	
  make	
  
bilirubin.	
  As	
  other	
  plants	
  are	
  not	
  known	
  to	
  produce	
  
bilirubin	
  and	
  the	
  common	
  ancestor	
  of	
  plants	
  and	
  animals	
  
is	
  not	
  hypothesized	
  by	
  Darwinists	
  to	
  have	
  made	
  it,	
  how	
  
can	
  it	
  be	
  explained	
  in	
  the	
  seeds	
  of	
  the	
  “white	
  bird	
  of	
  
paradise”	
  plant?	
  	
  

Until scientists can travel back in time to see 
what actually happened, our ideas about the 
past will never be quite as clear as our ideas 
about phenomena that can be experimented 

upon in the present. 

There	
  are	
  two	
  ways	
  a	
  Darwinist	
  might	
  explain	
  this	
  
situation	
  without	
  invoking	
  common	
  ancestry.	
  The	
  first	
  is	
  
convergent	
  evolution	
  in	
  which	
  the	
  same	
  thing	
  is	
  thought	
  
to	
  have	
  evolved	
  separately	
  in	
  different	
  groups	
  of	
  
organisms.	
  Another	
  explanation	
  might	
  be	
  lateral	
  gene	
  
transfer,	
  in	
  which	
  genes	
  from	
  one	
  organism	
  are	
  
transferred	
  to	
  another.	
  Without	
  getting	
  into	
  the	
  
technicalities	
  of	
  both	
  explanations,	
  they	
  seem	
  far	
  more	
  
plausible	
  the	
  less	
  one	
  knows	
  about	
  how	
  genomes	
  
operate	
  and	
  how	
  evolution	
  is	
  supposed	
  to	
  work.	
  
Darwinism	
  explains	
  organisms	
  and	
  structures	
  when	
  they	
  
are	
  the	
  same	
  because	
  of	
  common	
  ancestry	
  and	
  also	
  when	
  
they	
  are	
  the	
  same	
  not	
  because	
  of	
  common	
  ancestry.	
  A	
  
reading	
  of	
  the	
  scientific	
  literature	
  will	
  also	
  reveal	
  that	
  
Darwinism	
  explains	
  things	
  when	
  they	
  are	
  the	
  same	
  and	
  
when	
  they	
  are	
  different.	
  In	
  other	
  words,	
  Darwinism	
  
makes	
  itself	
  irrefutable	
  by	
  explaining	
  everything.	
  No	
  
matter	
  what	
  the	
  data	
  are,	
  the	
  theory	
  is	
  true,	
  or	
  irrelevant	
  
depending	
  on	
  your	
  perspective.	
  	
  

Some	
  people	
  would	
  argue	
  that	
  a	
  theory	
  that	
  explains	
  
everything,	
  as	
  Darwinism	
  seems	
  to,	
  also	
  explains	
  nothing	
  

as	
  it	
  is	
  no	
  longer	
  subject	
  to	
  empirical	
  data.	
  The	
  problem	
  
is	
  that	
  other	
  theories	
  about	
  origins,	
  like	
  creation,	
  are	
  
subject	
  to	
  the	
  same	
  criticism.	
  The	
  past	
  is	
  never	
  as	
  clear	
  
as	
  the	
  present	
  and	
  sometimes	
  the	
  present	
  isn’t	
  very	
  clear	
  
either.	
  Until	
  scientists	
  can	
  travel	
  back	
  in	
  time	
  to	
  see	
  what	
  
actually	
  happened,	
  our	
  ideas	
  about	
  the	
  past	
  will	
  never	
  be	
  
quite	
  as	
  clear	
  as	
  our	
  ideas	
  about	
  phenomena	
  that	
  can	
  be	
  
experimented	
  upon	
  in	
  the	
  present.	
  	
  

Still,	
  there	
  are	
  some	
  trends	
  that	
  are	
  clear.	
  While	
  modern	
  
scientific	
  data	
  is	
  routinely	
  squeezed	
  into	
  Darwin’s	
  theory	
  
of	
  evolution,	
  the	
  amazing	
  molecular	
  machinery	
  found	
  
inside	
  cells	
  and	
  intricate	
  organisms	
  preserved	
  in	
  the	
  
fossil	
  record	
  seem	
  to	
  stand	
  in	
  tension	
  with	
  it.	
  When	
  
Darwinism	
  is	
  extended	
  from	
  simply	
  changing	
  one	
  
organism	
  into	
  another	
  to	
  miracles,	
  like	
  the	
  origin	
  of	
  life,	
  
it	
  seems	
  to	
  impute	
  occult	
  properties	
  to	
  matter	
  that	
  
matter,	
  in	
  and	
  of	
  itself,	
  simply	
  does	
  not	
  have.	
  In	
  some	
  
ways	
  it	
  is	
  less	
  like	
  science	
  and	
  more	
  like	
  animistic	
  
religions	
  that	
  attribute	
  supernatural	
  powers	
  to	
  rocks,	
  
fetishes	
  and	
  other	
  objects.	
  

Even	
  if	
  organisms	
  are	
  currently	
  evolving,	
  which	
  they	
  
may	
  be,	
  it	
  does	
  not	
  necessarily	
  mean	
  that	
  is	
  how	
  they	
  
originated.	
  On	
  the	
  other	
  hand,	
  even	
  if	
  the	
  kinds	
  of	
  things	
  
seen	
  in	
  organisms,	
  like	
  the	
  amazing	
  molecular	
  machinery	
  
found	
  inside	
  cells,	
  are	
  only	
  known	
  to	
  be	
  the	
  products	
  of	
  
engineers	
  today,	
  science	
  can’t	
  really	
  prove	
  this	
  was	
  the	
  
case	
  in	
  the	
  past.	
  	
  

If we are willing to entertain the possibility that 
God may exist, much data points away from the 
Darwinian alternative and toward His existence. 

Near	
  the	
  beginning	
  of	
  the	
  ORIGIN	
  OF	
  SPECIES,	
  Charles	
  
Darwin	
  wrote:	
  “I	
  am	
  well	
  aware	
  that	
  scarcely	
  a	
  single	
  
point	
  is	
  discussed	
  in	
  this	
  volume	
  on	
  which	
  facts	
  cannot	
  
be	
  adduced,	
  often	
  apparently	
  leading	
  to	
  conclusions	
  
directly	
  opposite	
  to	
  those	
  at	
  which	
  I	
  have	
  arrived.	
  	
  A	
  fair	
  
result	
  can	
  be	
  obtained	
  only	
  by	
  fully	
  stating	
  and	
  balancing	
  
the	
  facts	
  and	
  arguments	
  on	
  both	
  sides	
  of	
  each	
  
question.”14	
  	
  While	
  many	
  Bible-­‐believing	
  Christians	
  view	
  
the	
  world	
  very	
  differently	
  from	
  the	
  perspective	
  Darwin	
  
adopted,	
  most	
  would	
  be	
  willing	
  to	
  agree	
  with	
  him	
  on	
  this	
  
point.	
  	
  

Throughout	
  the	
  150	
  years	
  since	
  Darwin	
  published	
  his	
  
materialistic	
  theory	
  about	
  the	
  origin	
  of	
  different	
  
organisms,	
  much	
  data	
  that	
  no	
  one	
  at	
  the	
  time	
  could	
  have	
  
anticipated	
  has	
  become	
  available.	
  New	
  fossils	
  and	
  
insights	
  into	
  the	
  genomes	
  of	
  organisms	
  are	
  just	
  two	
  
areas	
  in	
  which	
  we	
  have	
  far	
  more	
  data,	
  and	
  yet	
  ultimately	
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not	
  a	
  lot	
  more	
  clarity,	
  especially	
  when	
  the	
  data	
  is	
  viewed	
  
through	
  the	
  prism	
  of	
  Darwinism.	
  For	
  those	
  who	
  embrace	
  
a	
  materialistic	
  definition	
  of	
  science	
  which	
  precludes	
  
consideration	
  of	
  a	
  Creator,	
  Darwin’s	
  theory	
  of	
  evolution	
  
is	
  clearly	
  true	
  as	
  it	
  is	
  essentially	
  the	
  only	
  materialistic	
  
theory	
  of	
  origins	
  that	
  explains	
  much	
  at	
  all.	
  On	
  the	
  other	
  
hand,	
  those	
  who	
  believe	
  that	
  science	
  should	
  be	
  more	
  
about	
  the	
  actual	
  empirical	
  evidence	
  and	
  where	
  it	
  
logically	
  points,	
  Darwinism	
  becomes	
  suspect	
  while	
  much	
  
of	
  nature	
  is	
  well	
  explained	
  within	
  the	
  context	
  of	
  some	
  
sort	
  of	
  Intelligent	
  Creator	
  who	
  transcends	
  nature.	
  In	
  
other	
  words,	
  while	
  science	
  doesn’t	
  prove	
  God	
  does	
  or	
  
does	
  not	
  exist,	
  one’s	
  views	
  on	
  what	
  nature	
  is	
  telling	
  us	
  
are	
  strongly	
  influenced	
  by	
  what	
  we	
  already	
  believe	
  about	
  
God.	
  If	
  we	
  are	
  willing	
  to	
  entertain	
  the	
  possibility	
  that	
  God	
  
may	
  exist,	
  much	
  data	
  points	
  away	
  from	
  the	
  Darwinian	
  
alternative	
  and	
  toward	
  His	
  existence.	
  In	
  addition,	
  much	
  
data	
  that	
  appears	
  problematic	
  from	
  a	
  worldview	
  
constrained	
  by	
  materialism	
  resolves	
  itself	
  into	
  a	
  far	
  more	
  
beautiful	
  and	
  coherent	
  picture	
  when	
  viewed	
  from	
  a	
  
Christian	
  theistic	
  perspective.	
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