Chapter 5:

Do Fossils of Early Man

Prove Evolution?
David V. Bassett, M..S.

-,

Why is this Chapter Important?

he pursuit of paleoanthropology (the study of ancient

man) is by its very nature an area of heated debate and
fierce controversy. This is partly because its subject matter
involves biased interpretations of fossil evidence regarding
the origin and livelihood of mankind’s ancestors from
warring worldview perspectives. More so, however, paleo-
anthropology generates such deep emotion due to the fact
that these contrasting philosophical interpretations of the
same scientific evidence both seek to define the core essence
of what it means to be human. Are we temporarily “a little
lower than the angels” (Psalm 8:5) or is man merely “a little
higher than the apes”?

The evolutionary bias would answer the fundamental
questions of philosophy: (1) “Who am 1?7 (Identity), (2)
“Where did I come from?” (Origins), (3) “Why am I here?”
(Purpose), and (4) “Where am I going?” (Destiny) with the
following typical textbook conclusions: (1) We are nothing
more than the arbitrary, random product of time, chance, and
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natural forces, (2) that ultimately came from nothing through
lifeless chemicals through primordial protoplasm through
hundreds of millions of years of meandering, amoeba-to-ape
ancestry, (3) with our life-purpose only being to pass our
“DNA baton” to the next generation, and (4) our death-des-
tiny being solely to enrich the soil and feed bacteria as we rot
with worms. Talk about Darwin’s “descent of man”!

The opposing creationary bias (based on God’s written
Word, the Bible), however, instead teaches that (1 & 2) the
first man and woman were the climax creation of a good and
all-powerful Creator in Whose image they were patterned less
than 6,200 years ago. Our first parents were not only a unique
kind (i.e., mankind)—not at all related to the animals—but
they, like each of us, were also unique among their/our own
kind. (3) This Creator-God loved mankind so much that He
made a way for us to spend eternity with Him (John 3:16).
This way—The Way (John 14:6)—is to accept Jesus Christ
(God in the flesh) as our personal Savior to rescue us from sin’s
ultimate penalty —eternal separation from this holy God. Our
purpose —to be in a covenant relationship with our Creator—is
summarized in Micah 6:8 as to “do justly, and to love mercy,
and to walk humbly with thy God” and in Ecclesiastes 12:13 as
“Fear God, and keep His commandments; for this is the whole
duty of man.” (4) Our ideal destiny is, therefore, to live forever
in Christ’s kingdom and to reign with Him over the universe.

Thus, what one believes about paleoanthropology does
have profound implications with everlasting consequences.
The fossil evidence, when examined closely, clearly shows
that apes have always been apes and man has always been
man, just as the Bible says!

Introduction

The origin of humanity, without question, has always
been the most controversial aspect of the “molecule-to-man”
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evolutionary myth. In 1871, Charles Darwin claimed in his
book The Descent of Man that mankind gradually evolved
upward from a specie(s) of Old World monkey. However,
Paul S. Taylor objectively conveys the current evolutionary
position in the following statement with the insight that the
only “evolution” that has taken place is of Darwin’s proposal
and of evolution itself:

Museums and textbooks controlled by believers in
Evolutionism have frequently taught that there is
abundant evidence that man and ape have evolved
from common ancestors. The public is shown imag-
inative pictures which claim to depict how man’s
ancestors looked and behaved. But what are the facts?
Did the human beings evolve? The safest analysis of
the evidence seems to indicate all the fossils involved
are either of extinct apes—or humans—or hoaxes
(emphasis added).'*

Indeed, most of the fossils that supposedly prove man’s
alleged animal ancestry clearly fit one of these general
categories, with none of them undisputedly fitting any “tran-
sitional” category:

1. “Misidentified Mammal,”
2. “Wholly Human,” or

3. “Deliberate Deception.”'%*

Let us take a closer look at two of the evolutionist’s
prime examples from each of these categories.
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Misidentified Mammal

Nebraska Man (Hesperopithecus harlodcookii: “Harold
Cook’s Western Ape”)

Ardent evolutionary paleontologist Henry Fairfield
Osborn, then head of the American Museum of Natural
History, proclaimed in 1922 that a single molar tooth, found
by geologist Harold J. Cook in 1917, to have belonged to
the first pithecanthropoid (ape-man) of the Americas, hence
the name “western ape.” Meanwhile, in England, the British
evolutionist Grafton Elliot Smith was afterward knighted
for his efforts in publicizing “Nebraska Man” in the glob-
ally-distributed Illustrated London News. There, he printed
an imaginative “reconstruction” of the tooth’s owner as an
erect, naked, club-carrying ape-man with tools, possibly
domesticated animals, and a brutish bride (gathering roots,
no less)—all derived from the artistic inspiration from this
single tooth!

In July 1925, this selfsame lone molar was to be the prime,
pro-evolution evidence against creationism in the so-called
Scopes “Monkey Trial”” held in Dayton, Tennessee. However,
excavations in 1927-1928 at Cook’s Nebraska riverbed site
revealed that the tooth belonged to neither hominid (man or
“man-like ape”) or pongid (true ape), but of an extinct pecca-
ry—a wild pig! Back then it was named Prosthennops serus,
but is now named Catagonus wagneri. Its false identity was
used to propagate human evolution.'™ Then, in 1972, living
herds of this same pig were discovered in Paraguay, South
America, and named Catagonus ameghino." According to
the late renowned creation scientist Duane T. Gish, “this is a
case in which a scientist made a man out of a pig, and then
the pig made a monkey out of the scientist!”'"’
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Australopithecus afarensis (“Southern Ape from the Afar
Triangle of Ethiopia”): “Lucy”

Evolutionists claimed Lucy to be descended from
Ramapithecus—now recognized as resembling an Ethiopian
baboon Theropithecus gelada—between 3 and 4 million
years ago. They promoted Lucy as our oldest-known direct
ancestor, and named it after the Beatles’ song Lucy in the
Sky with Diamonds, which was playing in the base camp
at the time of “her” discovery. Lucy, or Australopithecus
afarensis, is the most popularized of the australopithecine
fossils. Unearthed by a team led by Donald C. Johanson at
Hadar (Ethiopia) in 1974-1975, Lucy was a 40% complete
skeleton some 3-1/2 to 4 feet tall that did not include most of
the skull, the upper jaw, nor hand and foot bones.

The skeletal evidence that was present, however, seemed
to indicate a “real swinger... based on anatomical data, A.
afarensis must have been arboreal [tree-dwelling]...Lucy’s
pelvis shows a flare that is better suited for climbing than
for walking.”'% Later-discovered specimens of A. afarensis
exhibited both the long curved fingers and toes of tree-
dwellers, as well as the restricted wrist anatomy of knuck-
le-walking gorillas and chimps—anatomy that keeps them
from being able to manipulate tools like the uniquely human
hand can.'” Sir Solly Zuckerman, chief scientific advisor to
the British government, has emphatically stated regarding
the cranium (braincase), “The australopithecine skull is in
fact so overwhelmingly simian (ape-like), as opposed to
human that the contrary position could be equated to an
assertion that black is white.”!'°

In fact, Wray Herbert admits that his fellow paleo-
anthropologist Adrienne “Zihlman compares the pygmy
chimpanzee (Pan paniscus) to “Lucy,” one of the oldest
hominid fossils known, and finds the similarities striking.
They are almost identical in body size, in stature and in
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brain size.”'!"! Indeed, according to Albert W. Mehlert “the
evidence... makes it overwhelmingly likely that Lucy was
no more than a variety of pygmy chimpanzee, and walked
the same way (awkwardly upright on occasions, but mostly
quadrupedal). The ‘evidence’ for the alleged transformation
from ape to man is extremely unconvincing”!'? (emphasis
added). Creation researcher and author of the book Bones of
Contention Marvin Lubenow rightly wrote:

... there are no fossils of Australopithecus or of any
other primate stock in the proper time period to serve
as evolutionary ancestors to humans. As far as we
can tell from the fossil record, when humans first
appear in the fossil record they are already human.'
(emphasis added)

DeWitt Steele and Gregory Parker succinctly conclude,
therefore, that “A. afarensis can probably be dismissed as a
type of extinct chimpanzee”''* (emphasis added). Last, Lucy-
like fossils occur within the same-dated strata as human
fossils. If they lived at the same time, then one could not
have evolved into the other. Textbook claims and museum
displays of Lucy walking on human feet subject fossil and
anatomical evidence to evolutionary wishful thinking. Lucy
as a human ancestor has been misplaced, since it was actu-
ally just an extinct kind of ape.

Ardipithecus ramidus (“Ground|/floor” “Monkey”
“Root”): “Ardi”

Nick-named “Ardi” for short, this fossil was first dis-
covered in the early 1990s and is hailed by some as another
evolutionary link to humans. Because Ardi’s remains were
so badly damaged, it took 15 years to reconstruct what is
now still only a very incomplete fossil that is said to be 4.4
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million years old."” The first 17 bone fragments (including
skull, mandible, teeth, and arm bones) were discovered in
1992 and more fragments were recovered in 1994. When
combined, these fragments represent only 45% of the total
skeleton. Ardi’s brain size is estimated to be only about
350 ccs—about the same size of a modern chimp, and
much smaller than the average human brain, which is about
1330 ccs.'®

Brian Thomas, science writer for the Institute for Creation
Research (ICR .org) remarks that Ardi was distinctly ape-like:

She had hands for feet, and the long, curved bones
of her fingers and toes clearly show that Ardi was
adept at living in trees. The Ardipithecus foot has
its big toe “thumb” projecting strikingly sideways,
which is hardly human-like. Nor are its other foot
bones like those of chimps and gorillas, which have
specially flexible feet that enable them to climb ver-
tical tree trunks. Ardi’s feet are like those of some of
today’s monkeys, which have a stable platform from
which to leap, along with a fully developed grasping
structure.'”

If evolution is true, one would expect countless millions
of transitions from ape-like creatures leading to the incred-
ible human design that we have today. Instead, all the fossil
record presents are these occasional ape-like creatures that
are only imagined to line-up progressively to humans.

Darwinius masillae: “Ida”

When Ida was first found in 1983, news reports hailed
her as “the eighth wonder of the world,” “the Holy Grail,”
and “a Rosetta Stone.” Interestingly, this dogmatic hype con-
cerning Ida in the May 2009 headlines was quietly rescinded
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just three months later (in August of 2009) when scientists
admitted that Ida was nothing more than an extinct variety of
lemur.'"® This cat-sized primate fossil (that supposedly lived
47 million years ago) continued to be met with great uncer-
tainty in the scientific community, mostly due to Ida’s quite
obvious lemur-like features, including “grasping hands,
opposable thumbs, clawless digits with nails, and relatively
short limbs.”!"?

Viewing this fossil through a “Creationist lens” leads to
the following observations and conclusions:

1.

Nothing about this fossil suggests it is anything other
than an extinct, lemur-like creature. Its appearance is
far from chimpanzee, let alone “ape-man” or human.
[In general] A fossil can never show evolution. Fossils
are unchanging records of dead organisms. Evolution
is an alleged process of change in live organisms.
Fossils show “evolution” only if one presupposes evo-
lution, then uses that presupposed belief to interpret
the fossil. Circular reasoning at its best . . . or worst!
Similarities can never show evolution. If two organ-
isms have similar structures, the only thing it proves
is that the two have similar structures. One must
presuppose evolution to say that the similarities are
due to evolution rather than design. Furthermore,
when it comes to “transitional forms,” the slightest
similarities often receive great attention while major
differences are ignored.

The remarkable preservation is a hallmark of rapid
burial. Team member Jgrn Hurum of the University
of Oslo said, “This fossil is so complete. Everything’s
there. It’s unheard of in the primate record at all. You
have to get to human burial to see something that’s
this complete.” Even the contents of Ida’s stomach
were preserved. While the researchers believe Ida
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sunk to the bottom of a lake and was buried, this
preservation is more consistent with a catastrophic
flood. Yet Ida was found with “hundreds of well-pre-
served specimens.”

5. Ifevolution were true, there would be real transitional
forms. Instead, the best “missing links” evolutionists
can come up with are strikingly similar to organisms
we see today, usually with the exception of minor,
controversial, and inferred anatomical differences.

6. Evolutionists only open up about the lack of fossil
missing links once a new one is found. Sky News
reports, “Researchers say proof of this transitional
species finally confirms Charles Darwin’s theory
of evolution,” while Attenborough commented
that the missing link “is no longer missing.” So are
they admitting the evidence was missing until now
(supposedly)?'

It seems to take a giant leap of faith to believe that such
47-million year lemurs can evolve into modern-day humans.
Doesn’t it take less faith to believe that this creature was
simply a lemur-like animal that was created on Day 6 of
Creation Week?

Wholly Human
Neandert(h)al Man

Neandertal man was named after the Neander Valley
near Dusseldorf in west Germany where the first fossils
were found in 1856; so called due to the frequent visits
there by hymn writer Joachem Neander + tal, or thal in Old
German, meaning “valley.” From true man to “missing link”
to variant form of modern human, the taxonomic history of
the Neandertals is as interesting as the people themselves.
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Originally, “when the first Neandertal was discovered in
1856, even “Darwin’s bulldog,” Thomas Henry Huxley,
recognized that it was fully human and not an evolutionary
ancestor.”'?! Nevertheless, the evolutionary bias of anatomist
William King reinterpreted them as a separate, primitive spe-
cies of man (Homo neanderthalensis), where they remained
taxonomically until 1964. Today, with more than 200 known
specimens representing 40+ discovery sites in Europe, Asia,
and Africa, “Neandethal fossils are the most plentiful in
the world (of paleoanthropology).”'** This mound of data
has testified in recent decades to the fact that, “while the
Neandertals may not have been as culturally sophisticated as
the people who followed, . . . the Neandertal people were not
primitive but the most highly specialized of all the humans
of the past” '** (emphasis added). “Evolutionists now admit
that the Neanderthals were 100% human; they are classified
as Homo sapiens neanderthalensis, designating them as a
(subspecies) variety of modern humans.”'** Their skeletons
reveal them to have been superior to modern man both in
brawn (being up to 30% larger in body mass) and brains
(with a more than 13% larger cranial capacity —nearly 200cc
more brain volume)!

However, “the strongest evidence that Neanderthals
were fully human and of our species is that, at four sites [3
in Israel and 1 in Croatia], Neandertals and modern humans
were buried together,” indicating that “they lived together,
worked together, intermarried, and were accepted as members
of the same family, clan, and community” since generational
“reproduction is on the species level.”'* Neandertal burials
include jewelry and purses, showing they had nothing to do
with any ape-kind. Strikingly, the Neandertal burial practice
of using caves as family burial grounds or tribal cemeteries
exactly parallels that of the post-Babel patriarchs of Genesis,
for example Abraham (Genesis 23:17-20), Isaac (Genesis
25:7-11), and Jacob (Genesis 49:29-32.)
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The longevity of the Neandertal people also looks aston-
ishingly similar to the lifespan of those living in the post-Flood
generations including Peleg (Genesis. 11:12-17). Using
recent dental studies and digitized x-rays, computer-gener-
ated projections of orthodontic patients have illustrated the
continuing growth of their craniofacial bones. These show a
Neandertal-like profile of the skull as the patient advances
into their 300", 400", 500" year of simulated life."** Dr.
Cuozzo’s analysis of the teeth and jaw development in chil-
dren, and “studies on aging reveal that the older we get, the
more our faces begin to look like those of Neanderthal man.
And the most accurate assumption that can be made about
these strange-looking skeletons that are not old enough to be
fossilized is that they have been alive long enough for their
bones to change into those shapes—they are skeletons of
patriarchs who lived hundreds of years, but have only been
dead for thousands of years, not millions!”"'?’

Creation researchers have been saying for decades that
Neandertal man was wholly human, with no hint of a single
evolutionary transitional feature. Neandertal DNA sequences
published in 2010 confirmed this, showing that certain of
today’s people groups share bits of Neandertal-specific DNA
sequences.'?®

Cro-Magnon Man

Cro-Magnon Man is known as the “big hole man” in
the French dialect local to the initial 1868 discovery site,
a cave in the Dordogne area of Les Eyzies in the southwest
SW France. Once regarded as our most recent evolutionary
ancestors on the “ape-to-man” hominid family tree, “evo-
lutionists now admit that Cro-Magnons were modern
humans. Cro-Magnons are classified as Homo sapiens
sapiens [‘wise, wise man’], the same classification assigned
humans today.”'” Creation writer Vance Ferrell echoes this
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consensus with his assessment that “the Cro-Magnons were
normal people, not monkeys; and they provide no evidence
of a transition from ape to man”'* (emphasis added). With
interests ranging from mundane, stone tools, fishhooks, and
spears to more sublime activities like astronomy, art, and
the afterlife, “every kind of evidence that we have a right to
expect from the fossil and archeological record indicates that
the Cro-Magnon and Neandertal peoples were humans in the
same ways that we are human.”3!

Contrary to popular belief, Cro-Magnon use of caves
gives every indication of being only for ritualistic, not
residential, purposes. In addition, authenticated etchings on
the cave walls at Minetada, Spain (1915), and La Marche,
central France (1937), depict Cro-Magnon men with clipped
and groomed beards while the women display dresses and
elegant hair styles."”* Advanced not only in manner but also
in morphology, “the Cro-Magnons were truly human, pos-
sibly of a noble bearing. Some were over six feet tall, with
a cranial volume somewhat larger (by 200cc—400cc) than
that of man today.”'*® Brain size should not be exclusively
used to judge whether or not a given specimen was human or
not, but it can, in combination with other skull features, add
its testimony. In any case, just as with Neandertal man, Cro
Magnon men were men— wholly human.

Deliberate Deception
Java Man (Pithecanthropus erectus: “Erect Ape-man”)

“Java Man” is based on a small collection of bones found
on the Indonesian island of Java by Dutch anatomist and phy-
sician Eugene DuBois in 1891. They consisted of a skullcap
that looked similar to that of a large ape and three teeth. One
tooth was later determined to be human, and the other two
teeth to be those of an orangutan. Nearly 150 feet away and
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a year later, he also discovered a femur, or thighbone, that
later studies showed matched totally human femurs. Some
believe the skullcap to potentially indicate a near-human
cranial capacity, and have now chosen to classify Java Man
as Homo erectus—now recognized as 100% human—along
with so-called Peking Man (Sinanthropus pekinensis =
“Chinese man from Peking”), though others believe this
to be both unwarranted and undeserved, including Marvin
Lubenow, who wrote:

The JavaMan skullcap and femur are evidence that the
distinction between Homo erectus and Homo sapiens
is an artificial one, that these two forms are both truly
human, and that they lived as contemporaries [at the
same time]. The differences attributed to evolution
are instead evidence of the wide genetic variation
found in the human family."** (emphasis added)

Interestingly, two definitely human skulls (called the
Wadjak skulls) were found by DuBois in strata at the same
level as the “Java Man” fossils—a fact which he kept secret
for 30 years so that Java Man would be accepted as “the real
missing link” by the international scientific community. Near
the end of his life, however, DuBois publicly conceded that
“Java Man” was extremely similar to—though he believed
not identical with—a large gibbon. He himself wrote that
“Pithecanthropus was not a man, but a gigantic genus allied
to the Gibbons.”'* Scientific integrity took a back seat to
other motives when “Java Man” had its heyday, helping
evolutionists convince several generations that man evolved
from ape-like ancestors. The real evidence simply shows
that some people and some apes were fossilized, as distinct
kinds, with no common ancestor.
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Piltdown Man (Eoanthropus dawsoni: “Dawson’s
Dawn Man”)

“Piltdown Man” is a fraudulent composite of fossil
human skull fragments and a modern ape jaw with two
teeth “discovered” by amateur antiquarian (collector of old
things) Charles Dawson in a gravel pit at Piltdown, east
Sussex, England. History testifies, as summarized by Pat
Shipman, that “the Piltdown fossils, whose discovery was
first announced in 1912, fooled many of the greatest minds
in paleoanthropology until 1953, when the remains were
revealed as planted, altered—a forgery.”'*® Consider also the
following deliberate (and desperate) measures some have
gone to promote their faith in evolution:

Piltdown Common had been used as a mass grave
during the great plagues of A.D. 1348-9. The skull
bones were quite thick, a characteristic of more
ancient fossils, and the skull had been treated with
potassium bichromate by Dawson to harden and
preserve it... The other bones and stone tools had
undoubtedly been planted in the pit and had been
treated to match the dark brown color of the skull.
The lower jaw was that of a juvenile female orang-
utan. The place where the jaw would articulate with
the skull had been broken off to hide the fact that it
did not fit the skull. The teeth of the mandible [lower
jaw] were filed down to match the teeth of the upper
jaw, and the canine tooth had been filed down to make
it look heavily worn... The amazing thing about the
Piltdown hoax is that at least twelve different people
have been accused of perpetrating the fraud... what
has been called the most successful scientific hoax of
all time."*" (emphasis added)
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In closing, consider Marvin Lubenow’s conclusion after
researching the ape and human fossil record literature for
over 25 years:

... the evidence is strongly in favor of a morpholog-
ical [rather than an evolutionary] continuum, both
horizontally across species and vertically over time.
The horizontal continuum shows that anatomically
modern Homo sapiens, Neandertal, archaic Homo
sapiens, and Homo erectus all lived as contempo-
raries over extended periods of time. The vertical
continuum shows that as far back as the human fossil
record goes the human body has remained substan-
tially the same and has not evolved from something
else. This condition is what the creation model would
predict. It is what we would expect if creation were
true... new fossil discoveries have only strengthened
the creationist position."*® (emphasis added)

Why do scientists continue to insist that man evolved
from animals when no undisputed or convincing evidence
aligns with this philosophy? None of the so-called “ape-man”
fossils fit into any evolutionary progression; instead, they
were either apes (extinct ape kinds, or modern-looking),
wholly human, or tied to deception.
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