Daniel Dennett:

Concerning Parents Who Teach Their Children
Something Other Than Evolution:

“Those of us who have freedom of speech will
feel free to describe your teachings as the
spreading of falsehoods, and will attempt to
demonstrate this to your children at our
earliest opportunity.”

Darwin s Dangerous Idea (1995), (New York: Stmon and Schuster),
p. S19.




Biston betularia

9%

o Figure P-6 The light-
colored moths are bel-
ter camouflaged on

light-colored trees
(left). The dark-colored
moths are better cam-
ouflaged on dark-
colored trees (right).

Allyn and Bacon General Science 1989 p. 5




Figure P-6 The light-
colored moths are bel-
ter camouflaged on
light-colored trees
(left). The dark-colored
moths are better cam-
ouflaged on dark-
colored lrees (right).

Allyn and Bacon General Science 1989 p. 5 See: Melanism: Evolution in

Action by Michael E. N. Majerus, Oxford University Press: 1998. 338 pp. In
CSE/moth.




“You have to look at the audience. How convoluted
do you want to make 1t for a first time learner?”

“The advantage of this example of natural selection is
that 1t 1s extremely visual.”

“We want to get across the 1dea of selective

adaptation. Later on, they (high school students—
KB) can look at the work critically.”

Bob Ritter, a Canadian text-book writer who knew the moth
pictures were frauds but used them anyway. Quoted in the April 5,
1999, Alberta Report Newsmagazine (See Icons of Evolution, by
Jonathan Wells, p. 156-157.




Earnst
Haeckel said
the turning
point in his
thinking was
when he read

Charles
Darwin’s
Origin of
Species in
1860.

Creation March-
May 1996 p. 33




= Haeckel’s
¥ famous
(infamous)
| set of 24
drawings
¥ purporting to
| show eight
| different
4 embryos in
R three stages
of
development,
as published
¥ by him in
s Anthropo-
genie, in
Germany,
§ 1874.

Haeckel’s drawings, 1874

Creation ex nihilo Mar-May 1998 p. 51



Haeckel’s drawings on to

:

Above, top row: Haeckel's drawings of several different embryos, showing incredible
similarity at their early ‘tailbud’ stage. Bottom row: Richardson’s photographs of how
the embryos of these same animals reallylook at the same stage (see reference 13 for
species names). Many modern evolutionists no longer claim that the human embryo
repeats the adult stages of its alleged evolutionary ancestors, but point to Haeckel's
drawings (top row) to claim that it repeats the embryonic stages. However, even this
alleged support for evolution is now revealed as being based on fake drawings.

Phobtos by Michas Richardssn

Actual photos on bottom.
Creation ex Nihilo Mar-May 1998 p.51
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Haeckel’s fake

drawings still used in

1999 at UWF!

Evolutionary Analysis 1998 p. 28
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Abscheulich!

Atrocious!

Haeckels distortions did not help Darwin.

By Stephen Jay Gould
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Stephen Jay Gould

“We should therefore not be surprised that
HaTé@kle*ﬂ sErawirg @@mer@d an frretee mtfdect

co T BTG L T PR have

thebmght(td e/ btathedsts@nish@d rend sounds

so wonde ane and mellifluo onto
ashamed by, Hhe.centiny.of mindigss. .,
rec mm 1<that ha&lie@etéath@q@@@ls{eﬂ@el@f

elr evolutlona histo Sr ‘climb the own f_le d/t

thet T, CI!; W Q Iat rg d@H
ma;@n’wylo@fembde»mletrextbooks” (p 45 emp.

added).

(2000, “Abscheulich! (Atrocious),” Natural History, vol. 109,
no. 2, pg. 44).
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“The uniform, continuous transformation of
Hyracotherium into Equus, so dear to the
hearts of generations of textbook writers,
never happened in nature.”

(George Gaylord Simpson, Life of the Past (New
Haven, CT: Yale University Press), 1953, p. 125,
emp. added)




Stephen Jay Gould

“Once ensconced in textbooks, misinformation
becomes cocooned and effectively permanent,
because, as stated above, textbooks copy from
previous texts. (I have written two essays on this
lamentable practice: one on the amusingly perennial

description of the eohippus, or “dawn horse,” as the
size of a fox terrier, even though most authors,
including yours truly, have no idea of the dimensions
or appearance of this breed.)”

(2000, “Abscheulich! (Atrocious),” Natural History, vol.
109, no. 2, pg. 45).
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The discovery of a handful of bones in Ethiopia brings scientists
tantalizingly close to the time, 6 million years ago, when our most
ancient ancestors took their first upright steps. A look at the juncture
when chimps and man went their separate evolutionary ways

Ardipithecus ramidus kadabba

Researchers, “haven’t collected enough bones to reconstruct
with precision what kadabba looked like” (p. 57).




Ardipithecus ramidus kadabba

“In all, the team eventually found 11 specimens—from at least
five different individuals—in a cluster of sites” (p.56)




Ardipithecus ramidus kadabba

THIS TOE
BONE
PROVES
THE
CREATURE
WALKED
ON

TWO LEGS
[Michael D. Lemonick and Andrea Dorfman, “One Giant Step for Mankind,”

Time, 158[3]:54-61, July 23, 2001, toe bone picture (with text) is from p. 59]




Ardipithecus ramidus kadabba

“...not only 1s 1t (the toe bone) separated 1n
time by several hundred thousand years, but

it was also found some 10 miles away from
the rest.”

[Michael D. Lemonick and Andrea Dorfman, “One Giant Step for Mankind,”
Time, 158[3]:54-61, July 23, 2001, p. 61]




Piltdown Man

This fossil find was
proposed to be the
“missing link” between
humans and apes.

sk, ; :4.-
g [MANSHEE .5':1555.

Forty years later scientists
discovered that the fossil
had been “reconstructed”
using the skull from a
human and the jawbone of
an orangutan.




Nebraska Man

From a single fossilized tooth, an
entire species was manufactured.

T}rpt! Hesperopithecres

The only problem was—
the tooth was later
identified as a tooth from
an extinct pig!




Orce Man

A single skull bone was
found near the village of
Orce in Spain. Based on
this one bone, some over
eager scientists took artistic

freedom and reconstructed
an entire man.

.l—__..._.-"-.‘-f‘fl _

Later, to the embarrassment of l N
many, the bone was correctly —| ", J
identified as being the skull cap ‘
belonging to a six-month old
donkey! (see D. Gish, The
Amazing Story of Creation, p. 82)




Neanderthal Man

Probably the most well
known “missing link”
between humans and apes

At the International Congress of
Zoology (1958), Dr. A.J.E. Cave said
that his examination of the famous
Neanderthal skeleton found in France
over 50 years ago proved that it was
simply an old man who suffered
from arthritis!



Flipper Man

A single “collar bone” was
found in the Libyan Desert in
1979. This fossil was dated
(based on the estimates of
some fossil marine plankton
nearby) at 5 million years
old! The “shape” of this
“collar bone” indicated this
creature walked upright.

However, this “collar bone” was later
determined to be a rib bone. And not
even a human rib bone at that.




Colin Patterson
(Senior Paleontologist, British Museum)

‘| think always before in my life when I've got
up to speak on a subject I've been confident
of one thing that | know more about it than
anybody in the room, because I've worked on
it. Well, this time it isn’t true. I'm speaking on
two subjects, evolutionism and creationism,
and | believe it's true to say that | know
nothing whatever about either of them.”




Colin Patterson
(Senior Paleontologist, British Museum)

“One of the reasons | started taking this
anti-evolutionary view, or lets call it a
non-evolutionary view, was that last year | had
a sudden realization. For over twenty years |
had thought | was working on evolution iIn
some way. One morning | woke up and
something had happened in the night, and it
struck me that | had been working on this stuff
for more than twenty years, and there was no
one thing | knew about it.”




Colin Patterson, cont.

“It's quite a shock to learn that one can be misled
for so long. Either there was something wrong with
me or there was something wrong with
evolutionary theory. Naturally, | know there is
nothing wrong with me, so for the last few weeks
I've tried putting a simple question to various
people and groups. Question is: Can you tell me
anything you know about evolution? Any one
thing, any one thing that is true?”

(Quoted in Tom Bethell, “Agnostic Evolutionists,” Harper’s,
February, 1985, p. 50)







