DOLPIHINS

DOLPHINS are some of the most intelligent creatures
on earth. Evolutionists believe that these marine
mammals evolved from land animals, although the
fossil evidence doesn’t support this theory. However,
the purpose of this article is to highlight one part of
the dolphin's design which evolution can’t explain.
Dolphins are very stream-lined, and travel through the water at up to
25 miles (40 km.) per hour. In 1936. a Cambridge scientist. Prof.
James Gray, performed tests with rigid models of a dolphin and
discovered that it was theoretically impossible for the dolphin to attain
such speeds, as the energy required was ten times what its muscles
could produce. He felt that there were two possible solutions to this
'‘problem’. Either the dolphin's muscles could generate much more
energy than other animals — very unlikely — or the dolphins
possessed some means of reducing the friction drag of the water. The
world's air forces and navies were keen to learn the dolphin's secret.
Prof. Gray commented: 'Nature's design for a dolphin is much more
efficient than any submarine or torpedo yet produced by man'.

THE DOLPHIN’S SECRET

In 1938, German researcher Max O. Kramer, patented a 'Device for
the Reduction of Friction Drag', which involved a method of reducing
the turbulence caused by the flow of water over a battleship or air over
a missile. His work was halted by the 2nd World War, but atter the war

he went to the USA, and during the sea crossing saw dolphins for the
first time. Fascinated, he decided to learn more about these swift,
graceful swimmers. He examined a piece of dolphin's skin under the
microscope — and the dolphin's secret was out. The outer skin is not
waterproof, but consists of a soft, waterlogged coating on a hard, fatty
inner skin. The outer coating— only 1/16 inch thick —is made up of a
diaphragm resting on thousands of tiny pillars, with waterlogged,
spongy material between them. Therefore, every tiny oscillation in
the water on any part of the dolphin's body surface is automatically
adjusted for. Kramer announced that he had discovered 'a highly
refined realization of the basic idea' of his 1938 patent. Tests with
simulated models proved that this design reduced surface drag by as
much as 60 per cent!

It seems incredible to believe that dolphins evolved
from land mammals anyway, but to believe that this
amazing device for reducing surface drag also evolved by
chance stretches credibility to breaking point. Even the
world's most brilliant scientists couldn’t invent anything
as efficient, and when they discovered the dolphin's
secret, they could only copy it! Such an ingenious design
must owe its origin to God, the Master Designer. The real
patent belongs to Him!
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WARLES DARWIN'S
“ADOMINABLE MYSTERY

“Think of a world without any flowers™ wrote song-
writer Bunty Newport. And with more than
300,000 species of flowering plants on earth, such a
world is difficult to imagine. But a world with
flowers is very difficult for evolutionists to explain.
They believe that modern plants, like everything else,
~evolved from “simple” ancestors — in this case
something like algae or lichen. Their problem is the total
lack of any fossil evidence to support that theory.

The REAL SCIENCE paper!

To Charles Darwin the origin of flowering plants was “an
abominable mystery.” In a letter to Sir Joseph Hooker in 1881, he
wrote: ‘Nothing is more extraordinary in the history of the vegetable
kingdom, as it seems to me, than the apparently very sudden or
abrupt development of the higher plants’.

The problem for evolutionists is that the first flowering plants
appear in the fossil record as trees — the kind of trees we find on
earth today — not small plants, and there is no fossil sequence
linking them with anything more “primitive.”
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The lavge gapps in plant evolution story

Evolutionists believe that the first plants were algae which lived in the sea, and that they evolved into marsh plants,
then club-mosses and ferns, horse-tails, conifers and ginkgos, and finally into flowering plants. However, each of
these 'stages' appears suddenly in the fossil record with no sign of any transitions. Also,
specimens of each kind are still living, and are largely identical to fossil forms. And some,
like the horse-tails, were much larger in the past. The flowering plants (angiosperms) are
supposed to have evolved from the conifers or gingkos (gymnosperms), but it is
admitted that the fossil evidence is lacking, as this quote shows: “It seems that the
ancestors of the angiosperms diverged from an unknown group of gymnosperms during
the late Triassic (245-202 million years ago)”' (emphasis added).

This “320 million-year-old”

fossil fern found in Morocco SU DDEN APPEARANCE

is identical to modern forms. | \Writing about the sudden appearance of flowering plants, botanist Edward Hyams
commented: “To have reached that stage by 100 million years ago these plants must
surely have evolved for almost as long again, and the fact that we have found no material evidence for that evolution
means only that for some reason it no longer exists or that we have not looked in the right
place.” (emphasis added).” We suggest a third alternative: there is no evidence because

they did not evolve from anything!
1. Wikipedia online encyclopedia. 2. The Story of England's Flora: Kestrel Books, 1979, p. 10.

How plante are supposed to have evolved (below, left to right). Note that each of these
stages is repregented by living plants and that there i no fossil evidence linking each stage.

WERE GINGKOS AND
Ancestors of magnolias

were — magnolias! CYCADS DINOSAUR FOOD?
‘ " \ Gingko and cycad trees, which thrive on earth today, existed

at the time of the dinosaurs, which evolutionists believe was

some 60 million years ago. We don’t agree with their dating,
but whichever way you look at it, these plants just haven’t
evolved. The Gingko tree is unique and has no known
relatives. And the fossils show that ancient cycads were
much more advanced than modern forms — this sounds like
devolution rather than evolution!

Science, Nov. 27th 1998 reported the
discovery in China of the “world’s oldest
flowering-plant fossil” in rocks claimed to
be 148 million years old. The report said
that the flower was similar to the beautiful
modern-day magnolias (above). However,
this fossil is no help to evolutionists,
because it still offers no clues about its
supposed ancestors.

Photo: Stan Shebs (Wikipedia free online encyclopedia)
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Astonishing Arctic Graveyard
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Eramncl Canyen pellen undermines tacemy

5 E:i"-‘“ ‘“ﬁ Not only is there a total lack of evidence that modern plants evolved, there is
R "~ — actual scientific evidence that modern-type plants have existed from the
= beginning. In 1966, Dr Clifford Burdick reported finding the pollen grains of
flowering plants in the Precambrian rocks of the Grand Canyon (left). His
claims were met with great scepticism. Critics said that the rock samples
- must have been contaminated by pollen from living plants. In 1984 the
== Creation Research Society organised a
y further investigation in the Grand Canyon.
Samples of the Precambrian shale — dated by
evolutionists at over 570 million years old —
were taken and analysed. Great care was
taken to avoid contamination. The results
supported Dr Burdick's earlier research. Pollen grains of a number of plant types were .
identified including angiosperms — flowering plants which supposedly did not evolve ,1_{‘
until the Cretaceous period “420 million years” later! Also, the presence of bright | A bee collects pollen. Fossil pollen
green chlorophyll led the researchers to conclude that the strata in which the | from flowering plants has been
0 . 7 il found in rocks that are supposedly
samples were found 'were formed relatively recently'. 570 million years old.
1.“Studies in Precambrian Pollen,” CRS Quarterly, March 1988, pp. 173-182.
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