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Billions of years ago

THERE IS AN  
IMPORTANT RULE THAT HELPS US 

TO KNOW HOW TO THINK PROPERLY: 
the Law of Rationality. It says that we 

shouldn’t believe in something without 
enough evidence for it. If evolution is 
true, then there should be evidence 
that proves it. Otherwise, to believe 

in it is “irrational,” and amounts to 
putting on a blindfold, jumping off a 

cliff, and blindly believing someone will catch 
you before you hit the bottom. 

Not a good idea! In this issue of 
Discovery, we are going to look 
at several of the common evi-
dences that are said to prove 
evolution is true, starting with 
a look at genetic mutations 

and fossils.

JEFF MILLER

and
MUTATIONS

According to many evolutionists, a simple, single-
celled organism sprang into existence 3,800,000,000 
years ago on Earth (that’s a lot of years!). There is no 
evidence that life could come from non-life, and in 
fact, there is so much evidence against the idea that 
there is a law that says it cannot happen (the Law 
of Biogenesis). So evolution is irrational. But many 
still believe it happened anyway. Then, they say, 
over millions of years, that life changed and became 
something not quite as simple—it was more com-
plex. And then…it happened again…and again…
and again…over, and over, and over. Eventually, you 
were born. Is there evidence this idea of evolution 
could ever happen?

Many evolutionists believe 
so, because they say when-
ever a cell reproduces, it will 
sometimes not reproduce 
correctly—the cell that is 
“born” is mutated (different 
from what it is supposed to 
be). Evolutionists believe that 
if enough mutations build up 
in a creature, it would eventu-
ally change into a human over millions of years! The 
problem is that even though mutations happen, 
there has never been any proof that mutations cause 
a totally new creature to evolve. When fruit flies 
mutate, they are still fruit flies. When finches have 
baby finches that have different sized beaks or dif-
ferent colors than their mommy and daddy finches, 
they are still finches. When bacteria change and 
become resistant to antibiotics, making it harder for 
you to get well when you are sick, nobody argues 
that the mutated bacteria that are hurting you are 
no longer bacteria. The rule we see from observing 
the evidence is that mutations cannot create new 
raw material or information. In other words, muta-
tions might cause you to have an extra toe, since 
you already have toes in your genes, but they won’t 

cause you to have wings, since that would require 
new raw material to be added/written into your 
genes. Mutations in fruit flies might cause them to 
have extra wings, but not a beak. That is what the 
evidence tells us.

But even if mutations could allow evolution to 
happen (which it can’t), we should find evidence 
that it actually did happen when we look at the fos-
sil record. If evolution happened, we would predict 

FOSSILS:
Proof of Evolution?

that after digging in the dirt 
and rocks for over 180 years 
since Charles Darwin proposed 
his form of evolution, paleon-
tologists and geologists should 
have found a chain of fossils 
from humans all the way back 
to the single-celled organism 
that started life. There should 
be fossils of creatures that 

are part human and part ape-like. There should be 
creatures that are part reptile, part amphibian, and 
others that are part amphibian and part fish. But the 
fossil record does not show that evidence. In fact, 
one leading evolutionist admitted that the evolution 
of man is based on “meager evidence.” As we have 
shown in other issues of Discovery, each new fossil 
that evolutionists discover and claim to be proof of 
evolution ends up being wrong, or at the very least, 
highly debated by the evolutionists themselves, and 
never proven to be true.

The truth is, if evolution is rational, there should be 
evidence that one type of living creature can change 
into another, and there should be abundant evi-
dence in the fossil record that it happened. Fossils 
and mutations can hardly be used as solid evidence 
for evolution if even the evolutionists cannot agree 
that they support evolution. Bottom line: there is 
no evidence that proves evolution, and it would be 
irrational to believe it.
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George Gaylord Simpson

NOT LONG AGO, A CHURCH 
IN TEXAS INVITED ME TO PRESENT A SEMI-
NAR ON CREATION. DURING THE SEMINAR, 
I mentioned several of the “evidences” for evolution 
that have been debunked over the years. Many of 
those are included in this issue of Discovery. One 
lady who attended the seminar explained that the 
local school district still teaches that evolution is 
true. I asked her to send me some of the pages and 
pictures that are used to teach this. When I received 
them, I could hardly believe what I was seeing. One 
of the pictures she sent looked almost identical to the 
one you see on this page that supposedly “proves” 
horses evolved. Why was this shocking to me? 
Because even evolutionists have known for more 
than 60 years that this scenario of horse evolution 
is completely false. Many books, however, are still 
using this incorrect information to try to teach the 
false theory of evolution.

Let’s discuss how we know that horse evolution is 
false. The animals shown in these pictures are all fully 
formed animals. They are not “turning into” other 
kinds of animals. The “first” animal that is called Eohip-
pus or Hyracotherium does not show any signs of 
changing into another animal. Furthermore, it looks 
nothing like a horse and there is no reason to claim it 
is an “ancestor” of a horse. There are no fossils of Eohip-
pus transitioning or changing into anything. The same 
can be said of all the animals on the chart. They are 
not evolving into any other kinds of animals. They are 

HORSES Did Not EVOLVE!
complete, totally functional animals that are 
fully-formed and perfectly created. 

In order to prove that these animals 
evolved into modern horses, evolution-
ists would need to find fossils that show 
the “in-between” stages from one animal to the 
next. There is a good reason they haven’t found 
them—no such fossils exist. They don’t exist because 
horses did not evolve from any other kind of animal.

The truth is, many evolutionists recognize that 
“horse evolution” as it is taught in countless schools 
is not true. One very famous evolutionist named 
George Gaylord Simpson said, “The uniform, contin-
uous transformation of Hyracotherium into Equus, so 
dear to the hearts of generations of textbook writ-
ers, never happened in nature.” If it did not happen 
in nature, that means the only place it “happened” 
is in the imaginations of the textbook writers. When 
we look at all the evidence, we discover that horses 
did not evolve. They were created by an intelligent 
Designer. Many years ago, God asked Job, “Have you 
given the horse strength?” (Job 39:19). God’s point 
was that only He could design and create an animal 
as amazing as a horse.

EOHIPPUS MESOHIPPUS MIOHIPPUS MERYCHIPPUS PLIOHIPPUS

EQUUS

ONE FREQUENTLY CITED 
ALLEGED PROOF OF EVOLUTION COMES 
FROM THE COMPARISON OF SIMILAR BODY 
structures of different living organisms. Known 
as homology, evolutionists argue that similarities 
among living things prove that living things share a 
common ancestor. For example, since the flipper of 
a whale and the forefoot of a dog have certain like-
nesses, allegedly they share the same great-great-
great...grandparents (going back, supposedly, many 

millions of years). Likewise, since the hand of 
a human and the wing of a bat have 

some similarities, 
evolutionists con-
tend that we share, 

not a common Cre-
ator, but common 

evolutionary 
ancestors.

Creationists do 
not deny that many 

similarities exist among the 
various kinds of animal life 

on Earth, and even between 
animals and humans. In fact, 

similarities 
among liv-
ing things fit 

perfectly with 
the Creation view-

point. Such simi-
larities should be 

expected among creatures 
that breathe the same air, drink 
the same water, eat the same 
food, live on the same land, 
and generally use the same five 
senses to function in our physi-
cal world. Common features 
among living things make per-
fect sense if we all share a common Creator.

Humans and chimps are very similar in many ways. 
But even sea sponges, which scientists once thought 
would have only shared one or two percent of our 
DNA, actually share about 70% of our DNA. Yet, we 
obviously look nothing alike. 

Such similarities should actually tell us something 
about the Creator’s loving nature. Think about it: 
human life is more valuable than all other forms of 
life (Genesis 1:26-28; 9:1-6). But, because God cre-
ated a world where man could study, kill, and experi-
ment on similar, yet non-human, life forms (such as 
mice and chimps), humans can actually learn more 
about the human body without taking the life of 
humans—those who are created in the image of God. 

Even though you likely will read about evolution-
ists’ “similar-things” argument in nearly every text-
book that addresses the theory of evolution, in no 
way does it prove their theory true. Rather, it is just 
another example of evolutionists’ faulty interpreta-
tion of the facts of life—facts that creationists are 
happy to embrace and logically explain.

Sea Sponges

HOMOLOGY
ERIC LYONS

KYLE BUTT
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Dear Digger Doug, 
Are the sword of fire and Cherubim still guarding the Garden of Eden? Assuming they are, 
why can’t we find the sword?
 —Josiah Clark

Dear Josiah,
The story about Adam and Eve sinning in the Garden of Eden is one of the saddest stories in all the 

Bible. They had the perfect life and could live forever because they could eat the fruit from the Tree 
of Life. That all changed, as you know, when they ate from the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil. 
Because of their sin, God expelled them from the beautiful Garden and placed angelic beings called 
Cherubim, as well as a flaming sword, to guard the Tree of Life (Genesis 3:24). So, are the angels and 
the flaming sword still there? 

To answer your question, we need to understand the purpose of the sword. It was put there to keep 
Adam and Eve from eating from the Tree of Life. This is important because if the Tree of Life is 
no longer on Earth, then we would not expect the protection of the sword to be here either. Where 
is the Tree of Life now? When we look in the last book of the Bible, Revelation, we read about what 
heaven is going to be like. We read about an amazing street of gold. We also find out that “in the mid-
dle of the street, and on either side of the river, was the tree of life” (Revelation 22:2). Later John, 
the writer of Revelation, explained that those people who do the will of God and make it to heaven 
“have the right to the tree of life” (Revelation 22:14). So the Bible tells us that the Tree of Life is in 
heaven. We should remember that many things in Revelation are figurative. It could be that the Bible 
is saying the literal Tree of Life does not exist anymore, but a figurative or spiritual Tree of Life is 
in heaven. Since the literal Tree of Life is not on Earth anymore, the angels and the sword that once 
protected it are no longer needed. Let’s all obey God so we can one day have “the right to the Tree of 
Life” and live forever with our Creator!

On a  
Separate 
sheet of  
Paper

1. _____ “Leftovers” from our alleged 
animal ancestors

2. _____ Similarity in the structures of 
various living organisms, which 
supposedly proves evolution

3. _____ We shouldn’t believe in 
something without enough 
evidence for it.

4. _____ The fused vertebrae at the 
end of the spinal column

5. _____ A scientific law which 
demonstrates that life 
cannot come from non-life 
in nature

6. _____ Alleged to be the ancient 
ancestor of modern horses

7. _____ Evolutionist who admitted 
that “the uniform, continuous 
transformation of Hyra-
cotherium into Equus, so 
dear to the hearts of 
generations of textbook 
writers, never happened 
in nature.”

8. _____ Different from what a 
living cell is supposed to be

9. _____ Another name for Eohippus
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True or 
False 1. ___  The evolution of 

horses is clearly 
demonstrated in the 
fossil record.

 2. ___  Modern science has shown repeatedly that many 
“useless” body parts actually have important 
functions.  

 3. ___  Comparing similar body structures of different 
living organisms is proof of evolution.

 4. ___  When fruit flies mutate, they are still fruit flies.
 5. ___  What evolutionists call a tail in human embryos 

is simply the human spinal column that has not 
fully matured.  

 6. ___  Mutations are proven to cause one animal to 
evolve into a different kind of animal over time.

 7. ___  Eohippus was the evolutionary ancestor of the 
modern horse.

 8. ___  Since no one on Earth knows all of the functions 
of every organ, evolution must be true.

FIll In the 
Blanks

1. “Have _____ given the horse ________?” (Job 
39:19). In truth, only _____ could design and create 
an animal as amazing as a horse.

2. Each new fossil that evolutionists claim proves 
evolution ends up being ______, or at the very least, 
highly ________ by the evolutionists themselves, and 
never proven to be true.

3. The evolution “of Hyracotherium into Equus, so dear 
to the hearts of generations of _________ writers, 
_______ happened in ________.”

Match, FInd, 
and CIrcle
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1. In your own 
words, explain why 
homology does not 
prove evolution.

2. Discuss evolution, 
mutations, and the 
fossil record.

A. Coccyx
B. Law of Biogenesis
C. Vestigial Organs
D. George Simpson
E. Eohippus

F. Law of Rationality
G. Mutated
H. Hyracotherium
I. Homology
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Vestigial Organs

FILL IN THE BLANKS: 1. you, strength, God; 2. wrong, debated; 3. textbook, never, nature. MATCH, FIND, AND CIRCLE: 1. C (Vestigial Organs); 2. I (Homology);  
3. F (Law of Rationality); 4. A (Coccyx); 5. B (Law of Biogenesis); 6. E (Eohippus); 7. D (George Simpson); 8. G (Mutated); 9. H (Hyracotherium).  

TRUE OR FALSE: 1-F; 2-T; 3-F; 4-T; 5-T; 6-F; 7-F; 8-F.  

EVOLUTIONISTS LOVE 
LEFTOVERS. THAT IS, THEY DELIGHT IN 
THEIR ALLEGED PROOF OF EVOLUTION 
which argues that many living organisms possess 
useless evolutionary leftovers (known as vestigial 
organs). According to this flawed theory, the human 
appendix and coccyx, as well as body hair, wisdom 
teeth, and tonsils, were all functioning body parts in 
our alleged evolutionary ancestors, but have since 
(supposedly) lost their use. Thus, we are told, evolu-
tion is true.

Sadly, though modern science has shown repeat-
edly that many “useless” body parts actually have 
important functions, evolutionists continue to 
advance their theories without evidence to support 
them. For example, evolutionists have long taught 
that the human coccyx (the fused vertebrae at the 
end of the spinal column) is a “leftover tail” from our 
supposed animal ancestors. They say this “tail” is 
especially visible while a baby is inside the mother’s 
womb. The truth is, however, humans do not have 
tails—they never have and never will. What evolu-
tionists call a tail in human embryos is simply the 
human spinal column that has not fully matured. 
Furthermore, the coccyx of a child or an adult is not 
a useless leftover of evolution. Rather, it serves as 

ERIC LYONS
an attachment point for certain pelvic muscles that 
help us stand up. It also allows us to sit comfortably, 
and serves as a kind of shock absorber. It even plays 
a role when women give birth. 

Scientists and doctors may not be fully aware of 
all the functions of an organ, but there is not one 
part of the human body (or of any creature on Earth) 
that is proof of evolution. As with evolutionists’ argu-
ments from homology, evolutionists see what they 
want to see regarding “vestigial organs.” 

In truth, even if scientists did discover that the 
human body had one or more organs in it that had 
a reduced function (or no function at all), such a 
discovery still would not prove evolution to be true. 
Think about it: we are the descendants of Adam and 
Eve—and of Noah and his wife. They 
may have had better functioning 
organs than 
we do, but 
that certainly 
is not proof 
of evolution. 
Things can 
certainly 
“devolve,” but 
they don’t evolve.

Appendix

Coccyx

Wisdom teeth
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