Sea Cucumbers

espite their name, Sea Cucumbers are not vegetables
but animals — they get their name because some
species look like cucumbers. There are over 1000 species,

ranging from 2cm. (% in.) to1.8 m. (6 ft.)in length.

Most sea cucumbers lay their eggs directly into the water,
where they are fertilised by sperm that is released in the
same way. They have an advanced immune system
including special cells which eat invading organisms. They
can also expel some of theirinternal organs if attacked, and

From wikipdia.com
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controlled by a valve, which opens and closes, as
necessary, to move the foot. Each tiny foot also has a
suction pad at the end toenable it to cling to the rocks. The
sea cucumber’s hydraulic system is similar to that used in
machinery and the brakes of cars, which are powered by oil
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In 2009, Charles Darwin’s fans will celebrate the 200th anniversary of his birth, and the 150th
anniversary of the publication of The Origin of Species — a book which, without doubt, changed
the world. There will be special exhibitions, TV programmes and newspaper and magazine articles

g book!

then grow replacement organs. being pumped through tubes.

about Darwin, and he will be hailed as “a great scientist.” Are these celebrations justified? In 1960,
atheist Sir Julian Huxley said: “Darwin pointed out that no supernatural designer was needed,;

since natural selection could account for any new form of life.” Was Huxley right? Have Darwin’s
theories stood the test of time?

Sea cucumbers move
along the sea bed using a
. complex “hydraulic
" system”. Sea water is
filtered and sucked into a
“ring canal”, then it flows
through tubes that lead to
lots of tiny “tube-feet”,
which poke through holes
in their body. Each foot is

Charles Darwin wrongly believed that all living
organisms would evolve over time, but living sea
cucumbers are similar to fossils which evolutionists
claim are “over 500 million” years old. Hydraulic
systems used by humans didn’t happenby accident, but
involved intelligent design, so surely thedesign of these
strange but amazing sea animals points tothe work of a
Creator? Evolution can’t explain their origin.

Evolutionists often get annoyed when Darwin’s theories are criticised,
but it's unlikely that he would have objected, as he recognised his
views were controversial. In the Introduction to his Origin, he wrote: “A
fair result can be obtained only by fully stating and balancing the facts
and arguments on both sides of each question.” What better time to do
so than his bicentenary? If you haven’t read Darwin’s Origin, do it now!
Note that two chapters were devoted to
“Difficulties” and “Objections”, and highlight
words and phrases like “we must suppose”,
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abandoned his Christian faith, Darwin was
never an atheist, even though many atheists
use his theory as an excuse for their unbelief.

Did Darwin really provide evidence
that all life had a common origin,
as depicted in this “tree of life”?
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THE MEN WHOSE IDEAS DARWIN “BORROWED"™!

HARLES Darwin’s ideas were not really new, as others had already written about natural selection and
evolution. His own grandfather, Erasmus, had written about it in his 1794 book Zoonomia. Then there
was Edward Blyth, a Christian creationist, who argued that natural selection was a
mechanism put in place by a Creator to allow animals to adapt to changing
and hostile environments. He wrote three major articles on natural selection
that were published in The Magazine of Natural History from 1835 to 1837.
Charles Darwin read some of Blyth’s articles while on HMS Beagle and actually
corresponded with him. Alfred Russel Wallace published a paper with similar ideas,
and sent it to Darwin in 1858. A joint paper was read to the Linnean Society the same
year, and Darwin’s Origin of Species was published soon afterwards. Did Darwin rush
to publish to prevent Wallace from pre-empting him? Many think so. And did Darwin
borrow Blyth’s ideas and use them
to support an opposite conclusion?
The fact that natural selection could be used to
support such opposing viewpoints as creation and
evolution, proves that it all depends upon how
evidence is interpreted. The biblical account of
creation in Genesis says that God created animals
and plants to reproduce “according to their various
kinds.” This is exactly what we observe in the living
world, and this is all that Darwin ever observed. He
wrongly believed that small changes could add up to
large changes over millions of years, e.g. fish to
amphibians, amphibians to reptiles, reptiles to birds
and mammals. Natural selection is not capable of
producing that kind of change, so most evolutionists
now say that mutations (genetic mistakes) combined
with natural selection are the answer. But most
mutations are harmful, and no one has ever seen a
mutation that added any new information. Without this
evolution can’t happen.
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Erasmus Darwin

“Survival of the
fittest” is not

evolution!

Darwin’s theory gave rise to the
idea of the “survival of the fittest”
or “the struggle for existence.” He
noticed that, although many wild
animals produced a large number
of young, only a few survived, and these would normally be the
strongest. They would then pass on their genes to their own offspring.
This is natural selection in action, but it has nothing to do with the
theory that all life on earth evolved from a single-celled organism that
lived several billion years ago. The survivors of a litter of lion cubs
would breed to produce more lions, and, although they may be better
able to survive than their parents, they would still be lions. Lions, tigers
and other “big cats” sometimes interbreed to produce hybrids, which
suggests they all belong to the same original “kind.” However, any
changes will always be limited, so this is not evolution.

Do you have a pet WOLF?

Darwin compared natural selection to artificial
selection. There are similarities, but also differences. Take
the dog family (scientific name: canis). It is generally
agreed that members of this family,

:F.a _"? :: which includes a number of species
- g 2nd many sub-species, descended fossils was “the most serious objection that can be

from a wolf-like ancestor. Natural selection has
.;.-*u-d"-_""‘"" produced such variations as jackals, coyotes, wild
A coyote dogs and foxes, but artificial selection by human

: : urged against my theory.” 150 years later, the
situation hasn't become any better. According to

breeders has produced some 300 different varieties of domesticdogs.
In fact the dog family has a wider range of variations than any other
mammal. However, since domestic dogs have been bred mainly for
the benefit of humans, most of them would not survive in the wild.
The original wolf-like ancestor must have had all the genetic
information necessary to produce these wide variations, but these
variations will always produce more of the same kind. Dogs will
never evolve into something else!

Many domestic dogs would
never survive in the wild. The =
fur of a shih tzu (above left) [
will grow down to the ground |

unless it is cut regularly, and s ; » i
the pekinese (above right) [CERSEH f:lﬂ b i
has very short legs. Neither The world’s smallest dog - a chihuahua

would lastlonginthejungle! . with a Great Dane, one of the largest

National Geographic, "The fossil record is like a film
of evolution from which 999 out of every 1000
frames have been lost on the cutting-room floor.”' A
film with 999 out of every 1000 frames missing would
hardly be a film — just a collection of unconnected
pictures, and that's exactly what the fossil record is!

Darwin's theory can't account for the sudden
appearance of fossils of complex invertebrates in
some of they lowest (Cambrian) rocks, with no
evidence they evolved from anything else. He wrote:
“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.” Does this mean his theory is dead?
1. “Was Darwin Wrong?” National Geographic, November 2004.
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Aristotle (left), who died in 322 BC,
studied pigeons, and, like Darwin,
suggested that the different varieties
of pigeons and doves were related.

Charles Darwin bred domestic pigeons, and was amazed at the many
different variations that could be obtained by selecting certain traits. He
wrote: "I am fully convinced that all are descended from the rock-
pigeon." (Origin, chapter 1). Today, there are even more varieties of
pigeons and doves: some have fan-shaped tails, some have feathers
on their feet, some have crests on their heads. Pigeon breeders
develop new varieties by selecting interesting characteristics to breed
from. But why did Darwin think this kind of variation was evidence for
evolution? All pigeons and doves belong to the same “kind" — even
Aristotle, who died in 322 BC made similar observations. So although
Darwin was right to suggest that all these different pigeons had
descended from rock pigeons (wild pigeons), he was quite mistaken to
present this as evidence that all life on earth had evolved from some
hypothetical "common ancestor" that lived millions of years ago —
pigeons will always be pigeons! The genetic information to produce
these differences must have been presentin their original ancestors.
All that Darwin saw in his pigeon loft was variation within the
“pigeon kind” — nothing more! And when modern-day
evolutionists give examples of “evolution in action” it’s still only

The many different varieties of pigeons
and doves probably did descend from
the wild pigeon, but this is not evolution.

variation.
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