A HISTORICAL LIE: THE STONE AGE

INTRODUCTION

The evolutionist historical perspective studies the history of mankind by dividing it up into
several periods, just as it does with the supposed course of human evolution itself. Such fictitious
concepts as the Stone Age, Bronze Age and Iron Age are an important part of the evolutionist
chronology. Since this imaginary picture is presented in schools and in television and newspaper
stories, most people accept this imaginary picture without question and imagine that human beings
once lived in an era when only primitive stone tools were used and technology was unknown.

Yet when archaeological findings and scientific facts are examined, a very different picture
emerges. The traces and remains that have come down to the present—the tools, needles, flute
fragments, personal adornments and decorations—show that in cultural and social terms, humans
have always lived civilized lives in all periods of history.

There Never Was A Stone Age

In the supposed period described by evolutionists as the stone age,
people worshipped, listened to the message preached by the envoys sent to
them, constructed buildings, cooked food in their Kitchens, chatted with
their families, visited their neighbors, had tailors sew clothes for them,
were treated by doctors, took an interest in music, painted, made statues
and, in short, lived perfectly normal lives. As the archaeological findings
show, there have been changes in technology and accumulated knowledge
over the course of history, but human beings have always lived as human
beings.

This Late Neolithic necklace of stones
and shells reveals not only the artistry
and tastes of the people of the time, but
also that they possessed the necessary
technology to produce such decorative
objects.




Pots, a model table, and
a spoon dating to
between 7,000 and
11,000 BCE provide
important information
about the living
standards of people of
the time. According to
evolutionists, people of
that age had only
recently adopted a
settled lifestyle and were
only just becoming
civilized. Yet these
materials show that there
was nothing lacking from
these people's culture, and that they lived a fully civilized existence. Just
as we do today, they sat at tables, ate using plates, knives, spoons and
forks, played host to their guests, offered them refreshments-and in short,
lived regular lives. When the findings are examined as a whole, we see
that with their artistic understanding, medical knowledge, technical means
and daily lives, Neolithic people lived fully human lives just like those
before and after them.

12,000-Year-Old Beads

In the light of
archaeological discoveries
these stones, dating back
to around 10,000 BC, were
used as beads. The perfect

holes in the stones are
particularly noteworthy.
Such holes cannot be
made by hitting the object
with a stone. Tools made
out of steel or iron must
have been used to make
such perfectly regular holes
in such hard stones.

A 12,000-Year-Old Button

Left: These bone buttons,
used around 10,000 BCE,
show that the people of the
time had clothing with
fasteners. A society that
uses buttons must also be
familiar with sewing, cloth
making, and weaving.

e e e et The flutes in the picture are
M an average of 95,000 years

i i old. People who lived tens
of thousands of years ago
e — i i possessed a taste for

- . musical culture.




A 12,000-Year-Old Copper Awl

This copper awl, dating back to

- around 10,000 BCE, is evidence
> that metals were known about
and mined, and shaped during

the period in question. Copper
ore, typically found in crystal or
powder form, appears in the form of seams in old, hard rocks. Any society
that made a copper awl must have recognized copper ore, managed to
extract it from inside the rock and have had the technological means with
which to work it. This shows that they had not just recently been primitive,
as evolutionists maintain.

9to 10,000-Year-Old
Needles And Awl

J— These needles and awl,
= — which date back to around
7,000 to 8,000 BCE, offer
important evidence of the
| l cultural lives of the people

¢ of the time. People who use
awls and needles clearly
led fully human lives, and
not an animalistic
existence, as evolutionists
maintain.

Hundreds of thousands of years ago, people lived in houses, engaged in agriculture,
exchanged goods, produced textiles, ate, visited relatives, took an interest in music, made
paintings, treated the sick, performed their acts of worship and, in short, lived normal lives just as
they do today. People who heeded the prophets sent by God came to have faith in Him, the One
and Only, while others worshipped idols. Believers with faith in God abided by the moral values
commanded by Him, while others engaged in superstitious practices and deviant rites. At all times
in history, just as today, there have been people who believed in the existence of God, as well as
pagans and atheists.

Of course, throughout history, there have always been those living under simpler, more
primitive conditions as well as societies living civilized lives. But this by no means constitutes
evidence for the so-called evolution of history, because while one part of the world is launching
shuttles into space, people in other lands are still unacquainted with electricity. Yet this does not
mean that those who build spacecraft are mentally or physically more advanced—and have
progressed further down the supposed evolutionary road and become more culturally evolved—
nor that the others are closer to the fictional ape-men. These merely indicate differences in
cultures and civilizations.

Evolutionists Cannot Account for Archaeological Discoveries



When you examine an evolutionist's history
of mankind, you'll notice the detailed depictions of
how man's allegedly primitive ancestors went
about their daily lives. Anyone impressed by the
confident, authoritative style, but without much
knowledge of the subject, may well assume that all
these "artistic reconstructions” are based on
scientific evidence. Evolutionist scientists arrive at
detailed descriptions as if they had been around
thousands of years ago and had the opportunity to
carry out observations. They say that when our
supposed ancestors-who had now learned to stand
on two legs and had nothing else to do with their
hands-began making stone tools, and for a very
long period used no other implements other than
ones made of stone and wood. Only at a much later

This tool, made out of obsidian-a dark, glass-like
rock-dates back to 10,000 BCE. It is impossible
to shape obsidian just by hitting it with a stone.

date did they start to use iron, copper and brass. Yet these accounts are based on misinterpretation
of findings in the light of evolutionist preconceptions, rather than on scientific proof.

One of the proofs
that primitive-
minded ape-men
never existed is
this 40,000-year-
old flute. Scientific
research shows
that flutes like this
one, based on the
present-day
seven-note
Western scale,
were used tens of
thousands of
years ago.

In his book Archaeology: A Very Short Introduction, archaeologist
Paul Bahn says that the scenario of mankind's evolution is nothing but a fairy
tale, adding that so much of science is based on such tales. He stresses that
he uses the word "tale” in a positive sense, but that still, this is exactly what
they are. He then invites his readers to consider the traditional attributes of the
so-called human evolution: cooking and campfires, dark caves, rites, tool-
making, aging, struggle and death. How much of these conjectures, he
wonders, are based on bones and actual remains, and how much on
literary criteria?

Bahn is reluctant to openly answer the question he poses: namely, that
man's alleged evolution is based on "literary” criteria rather than scientific
ones.

In fact, there are a great many unanswered questions and logical
inconsistencies in these accounts, which someone thinking along the lines of
evolutionist dogma will fail to detect. Evolutionists refer to a Stone Age, for
example, but are at a loss to explain how implements or remains from the time
could have been carved and shaped. In the same way, they can never explain
how winged insects first came to fly, though they maintain that dinosaurs grew
wings and thus started to fly by trying to catch them. They prefer to forget the
whole question, and to have others do the same.



Yet shaping and carving stone is no easy task. It is impossible to
produce perfectly regular and razor-sharp tools, as in the remains that have
come down to us, by scraping one stone against another. It is possible to shape
hard stones such as granite, basalt or dolerite without them crumbling apart
only by using steel files, lathes and planes. It is equally obvious that bracelets,
earrings and necklaces dating back tens of thousands of years could not have
been crafted using stone tools. The tiny holes in such objects cannot be made
with stones. The decoration on them cannot be produced by scraping. The
perfection in the objects in question shows that other tools made of hard
metals must have been employed.

Many archaeologists and scientists have performed tests to see whether
such ancient artifacts could have been manufactured under the conditions that
evolutionists conjecture. For example, Professor Klaus Schmidt carried out
one such experiment on the carvings on the stone blocks at Gobekli Tepe in
Turkey, estimated to date back some 11,000 years. He gave workmen stone
tools, of the kind evolutionists claim were employed at the time, and asked
them to produce similar carvings on similar rocks. After two hours of non-stop
work, all that the workmen managed to complete was a vague line.

The ""Polished Stone' Deception

Spoons show that
the people of the
time had table
manners. This is
further evidence
that they did not
lead primitive lives,
as evolutionists
claim.

The most striking stonework has survived down to the present day in archaeological remains. In order to be
able to give stone such a detailed and regular shape, powerful steel tools generally need to be employed. One
cannot make fine shapes and designs by abrading or rubbing one stone together with another. Technical
infrastructure is essential to accurately cut stones as hard as granite and make patterns on their surface.

Many stone implements remain sharp and bright, reflecting from accurate cutting and shaping. The way
evolutionist scientists describe the era they came from as the "Polished Stone Age" is completely unscientific.
It is impossible for polish to be preserved over thousands of years. The stones in question shine because they
were accurately cut, not because, as is claimed, they were polished. This brightness stems from inside the

stone itself.
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The illustrations show hand-made tools of obsidian and bone, hooks and various objects
made out of stone. Obviously, one cannot obtain such regular shapes by striking raw
material with a stone. Crude blows will merely break the bone and prevent the desired
shape from taking form. In the same way, it is clear that sharp lines and pointed tips
cannot be possible, even with tools of the very hardest stone, such as granite and basalt.
These stones are cut regularly, just like slicing fruit. Their brightness stems not from their
being polished, as evolutionists maintain, but from the shaping itself. Those who made
these items must have had devices of iron or steel to let them shape these materials in the
manner they wished. Slabs of hard stone can be cut so accurately only by using a material

even harder, such as steel.



Of the bracelets in the above picture, the one on the left is made of marble, and the right
one from basalt. They date back to between 8,500 and 9,000 BCE. Evolutionists claim that
in that period, only tools made out of stone were used. But basalt and marble are
exceptionally hard substances. In order for them to be turned and rounded links, steel
blades and equipment must be used. It is impossible for them to have been cut and
shaped without the use of steel tools. If you give anyone a piece of stone and ask him to
use it to turn a piece of basalt into a bracelet like that in the picture, what degree of
success will they have? Rubbing one stone against another or striking them against one
another cannot, of course, produce a bracelet. Moreover, these artifacts show that the
people who made them were civilized individuals with aesthetic tastes and an
understanding of beauty.



You can carry out a similar experiment at home. Take a piece
of hard stone such as granite and try to turn it into a spearhead of the
kind used by people living 100,000 years ago. But you are not allowed
to use anything else than that piece of granite and a stone. How
successful do you think you might be? Can you produce a piece with
the same narrow point, symmetry, smoothness and polish as those
found in the historical strata? Let us go even further; take a piece of
granite one meter square and on it, try and carve a picture of an animal,
imparting a sense of depth. What kind of result could you produce by
grinding that rock with another piece of hard stone? Clearly, in the
absence of tools made of steel and iron you can make neither a simple
spearhead, much less an impressive stone carving.

Stone-cutting and stone carving are fields
of expertise all their own. The requisite
technology is essential in order to make files,
lathes and other tools. This demonstrates that at
the time these objects were made, the "primitive”
technology was well advanced. In other words,
evolutionists' claims that only simple stone
implements were known, that there was no
technology in existence, are myths. Such "Stone-
Only” Age has never existed.

For this 550,000-
year-old stone
hand-axe to have
been cut and
shaped so
accurately other
tools made out of
even harder metals
such as iron or
steel must have
been employed.

However, it is perfectly plausible that any
steel and iron tools used in cutting and shaping
stones should not have survived down to the
present day. In a naturally moist and acidic
environment, all kinds of metal tools will oxidize
and eventually disappear. All that will be left is
chips and fragments of the stone they worked,
which take much longer to vanish. But to examine

This stone carving is
11,000 years old-when,
according to evolutionists,
only crude, stone tools
were in use. However,
such a work cannot be
produced by rubbing one
stone against another.
Evolutionists can offer no
rational, logical explanation
of such reliefs formed so
accurately. Intelligent
humans using tools of iron
or steel must have
produced this and other
similar works.

these fragments and suggest that people at the time used only stone is not

scientific reasoning.

Indeed, a great many evolutionists now admit that archaeological findings do not support
Darwinism at all. Richard Leakey, an evolutionist archaeologist, confessed that it's impossible to
account for the archaeological findings, especially stone tools, in terms of the theory of evolution:

In fact, concrete evidence of the inadequacy of the Darwinian hypothesis is to be found
in the archeological record. If the Darwinian package were correct, then we would expect to see
the simultaneous appearance in the archeological and fossil records of evidence for bipedality,
technology, and increased brain size. We don't. Just one aspect of the prehistoric record is
sufficient to show that the hypothesis is wrong: the record of stone tools. 1
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YOU CAN"T CARVE STONE WITH
STONE

1) Stone inlays dating back to around 10,000 BCE
2) Pestles dating back to 11,000 BCE
3) An obsidian tool dating back to 10,000 BCE
4) Stone objects dating back to 11,000 BCE
5) Stonework dating back to between 9,000 and 10,000
BCE, with traces of malachite inlay
6) A socketed stone inlay resembling a nail, dating back to
around 10,000 BCE
7) A hammer dating back to 10,000 BCE

These stone tools date back on average to between 10,000 and 11,000 BCE. Imagine that you wanted to
make any one of the objects here by hitting or rubbing one stone with another, in the way evolutionists
maintain was done at the time. Try to make regular holes such as those in figure 4. No matter how many times
you strike the piece of rock in your hand, you will never be able to make such a perfect hole. To do so, you will
need to use a drill made of some harder substance like steel.

1. Richard Leakey, The Origin of Humankind (Science Masters Series), New York: BasicBooks, 1994, p. 12. ]
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CIVILIZATIONS RETREAT
AS WELL AS ADVANCE

Darwinism maintains that Man—and thus the culture he possesses—advanced from
rudimentary, primitive, tribal stages toward civilization. However, archaeological findings show
that since the very first day of human history, there have been periods with societies that
maintained very advanced cultures along with others whose cultures have been more backward.
Indeed, most of the time, very wealthy civilizations have existed at the same time as backward
ones. Throughout the course of history, most societies of the same period had very different levels
of technology and civilization, with very great sociological and cultural differences—just as is the
case today. For example, though the North American continent is very advanced today in terms of
medicine, science, architecture and technology, some communities in South America are rather
backward technologically, with no links to the outside world. Diseases in many parts of the world
are identified using the most advanced imaging techniques and analysis, and are treated in very
modern hospitals. Yet in other parts of the world, diseases are thought to develop under the
influence of so-called evil spirits, and attempts to heal the sick involve ceremonies to banish such
spirits. Such societies as the people of the Indus, the Ancient Egyptians and the Sumerians, who
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all lived around 3,000 BCE, possessed cultures incomparably richer in all respects than that of
these present-day tribes, and even than that of societies more advanced. This means that in all
periods of history, societies with highly advanced civilizations have been able to survive together
with more backward ones. A society that existed thousands of years ago may actually have
advanced much further than one in the 20" century. This demonstrates that there has been no
development within an evolutionary process—in other words, from the primitive to the civilized.

Over the course of history, of course, major advances have been made in all fields, with
great strides and development in science and technology, thanks to the accumulation of culture
and experience. However, it is neither rational nor scientific to describe these changes as an
"evolutionary"” process in the way that evolutionists and materialists do. Just as there are no
differences in physical characteristics between a present-day human and someone who lived
thousands of years ago, so there are no differences in regard to intelligence and capabilities. The
idea that our civilization is more advanced because 21%-century man's brain capacity and
intelligence are more highly developed is a faulty perspective, resulting from evolutionist
indoctrination. The fact is people in very different regions today may have different conceptions
and cultures. But if a native Australian may not possess the same knowledge as a scientist from
the USA, that doesn't mean his intelligence or brain haven't developed enough. Many people born
into such societies may even be ignorant of the existence of electricity, but who are still highly
intelligent.

Moreover, different needs have arisen during different centuries. Our standards of fashion
are not the same as the Ancient Egyptians', but that doesn't mean that our culture is more advanced
than theirs. While skyscrapers are symbols of civilization in the 21% century, the evidence of
civilization in the Egyptian period was pyramids and sphinxes.

21% century — Colombia

Even in the 21st century, many societies have
superstitious beliefs. They worship false deities
that can do them neither harm nor good. Here we
see the chief of the Arhuaco Indians performing a
ritual after an attack was made on them. The chief
states that they call on the help of the ancient
spirits of nature to appease the mountain.
(Stephen Ferry, “Keepers of the World,” National
Geographic, October 2004)

A native Papuan, Australia



What matters is the perspective from which facts are interpreted. Someone starting with the
preconceived idea that the facts support a so-called evolutionary development will evaluate all the
information he obtains in light of that prejudice. Thus he will try to support his assertions with
imaginary tales. Based on fragments of fossil bone, he will conjecture a great many details, such
as how people living in that region spent their daily lives, their family structures and their social
relations, in a way adapted to that preconception. He’ll conclude, based on those fragments of
bone, that the living people they belonged to were only semi-upright and grunting, covered in hair
and using crude stone tools—not because that is what scientific evidence suggests, but because his
ideology requires it. Actually, the facts obtained do not imply such a scenario at all. This illusory

21 century — Miami, USA

In one part of the world, people live in primitive
environments, while on another continent, people
live in comfortable skyscrapers and travel by
airplane and luxurious cruise ships. Contrary to
the claims of evolutionists, both advanced and
“primitive” societies have always existed at the
same periods, just as they do today.

picture comes about through interpretations by a Darwinist mentality.

The environment where a people
lives does not indicate whether their
minds are primitive or advanced. In

every period, people lived under
different conditions and developed
different requirements. For example,

the ancient Egyptians’ understanding
of architecture is different from ours,
but that does not mean that our
culture is necessarily more
advanced. One emblem of 20th
century civilization is the skyscraper;
in ancient Egypt, it was the pyramids



Currently, the archaeologists who make detailed
interpretations about the period in question based on fossil
remains, carved stone or paintings on cave walls, are scarcely
different from the above example. Yet evolutionists still write about pretty nearly all aspects in the
life of so-called primitive man on the basis of a prejudiced analysis of the evidence. Their fanciful
descriptions and illustrations still adorn the pages of many magazines and newspapers.

and the sphinxes.

Here is one of the scenarios created by Louis Leakey, one of the best-known contemporary
evolutionists, on the daily life of so-called primitive man:

Let us for a moment imagine that we can stand back and observe the sequence of events at a rock-
shelter some twenty or thirty thousand years ago.

A Stone Age hunter is wandering down the valley in search of game when he espies a rock-
shelter in the side of the rocky cliff above him. Carefully, and with the utmost caution, he climbs
up to it, fearful lest he may find that it is occupied by the members of some other Stone Age
family who will resent his intrusion, or possibly even that it is the lair of a lion or a cave bear. At
last he is close enough, and he sees that it is quite unoccupied, and so he enters and makes a
thorough examination. He decides that it is a much more suitable habitation than the little shelter
where he and his family are living at present, and he goes off to fetch them.

Next we see the family arriving and settling into their new home. A fire is lit either from
some embers carefully nursed and brought from the old home, or else by means of a simple,
wooden fire drill. (We cannot say for certain what methods Stone Age man used for obtaining fire,
but we do know that from a very early period he did make use of fire, for hearths are a common
feature in almost any occupation level in caves and rock-shelters.)

Probably some of the family then go off to collect grass or bracken to make rough beds
upon which they will sleep, while others break branches from bushes and trees in the near-by
thicket and construct a rude wall across the front of the shelter. The skins of various wild animals
are then unrolled and deposited in the new home, together with such household goods as they
POSSESS.

And now the family is fully settled in, and the day-to-day routine is resumed once more. The men
hunt and trap animals for food, the women probably help in this and also collect edible fruits and
nuts and roots.

A scientist evaluating evidence with evolutionist
prejudices may make many interpretations about
the relevant period. But for these interpretations
to be accepted, they must be supported by clear
findings and data. So far, evolutionists have
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This description, right down to the tiniest round " he hs of half
detail, is based on no scientific findings foundno evidence to support their myths of half-
human and half-ape creatures that

whatsoever, but solely on its author's imagination. communicated by grunting, lived in caves, sat
Evolutionists, who dress up similar tales with around fires wearing furs and hunted with
various scientific terms, base all their details on the  primitive weapons. These are only figments of the
basis of a few pieces of bone. (Actually, these evolutlonl_st imagination. Science shows that

. . human beings have always been fully human.
fossils demonstrate that no evolutionary process
ever took place—the exact opposite of what
evolutionists claim!) Obviously, bone fragments
cannot provide any definite information as to whatever emotions inspired people in very ancient
times, what their daily lives were like, or how they divided work amongst themselves.

However, the tale of human evolution is enriched with countless such imaginary scenarios
and illustrations, and widely used by evolutionists. Unable to rid themselves of this dogma of
evolution since the theory was first put forward, they have produced differing versions of the
scenario above. Yet their intention is not to elucidate, but to wield indoctrination and propaganda
to convince people that primitive man once really existed.

Many evolutionists seek to prove their claims by producing such scenarios, even in the
absence of any supporting evidence. Yet every new finding, when interpreted in an biased manner,
very clearly reveals to them certain facts, one of which is this: Man has been Man since the day he
came into existence. Such attributes as intelligence and artistic ability have been the same in all
periods of history. Peoples who lived in the past were not primitive, half-human half-animal
creatures, as evolutionists would have us believe. They were thinking, speaking human beings,
just like us, who produced works of art and developed cultural and ethical structures. As we'll
shortly see, archaeological and paleontological findings prove this clearly and incontrovertibly.

What Will Remain from Our Own Civilization?

Imagine what will be left of today's great civilizations in hundreds of thousands of years.
All our cultural accumulation—paintings, statues and palaces—will all disappear, and barely a
trace of our present technology will remain. Many materials designed to resist wear and tear will
gradually, under natural conditions, begin to succumb. Steel rusts. Concrete decays. Underground
facilities collapse, and all materials require maintenance. Now imagine that tens of thousands of
years have passed, and they have been subjected to thousands of gallons of rain, centuries of fierce
winds, repeated floods and earthquakes. Perhaps all that will remain will be giant pieces of carved
stone, the quarried blocks that make up buildings and the remains of various statues, just like what
has come down to us from the past. Or maybe not a definite trace of our advanced civilizations
will be left to fully understand our daily lives, only from tribes living in Africa, Australia or some
other place in the world. In other words, of the technology we possess (televisions, computers,
microwave ovens, etc.), not a trace will remain though the main outline of a building or a few
fragments of statues will perhaps survive. If future scientists look at these scattered remains and
describe all societies of the period we are living in as "culturally backward," will they not have
departed from the truth?



Year 2000

Archaeologists with an evolutionist prejudice
assert that the bison sculptures in the Tuc
d’Audoubert cave in the foot-hills of the Pyrenees
in southern France—which statues have no less
artistic value than today’s works of art such as, for
example, the statues of Rodin—were made by so-
called primitive people. But the technique and
aesthetic appearance of the works show that
whoever produced them was no different
physically or mentally from present-day human
beings, and was actually more artistically
sophisticated than most.

Year 8000

If Rodin’s “The Thinker” is discovered 6,000 years
from now, and people interpret it with the same
prejudice that some scientists interpret past today,
they will think that 20th-century peoples
worshipped a man who pondered, and were not
yet socialized, etc. Wouldn't this show how far
they were from the truth?

Or, if someone discovers a work written in Mandarin and concludes, solely on the basis of
this text, that the Chinese were a backward race communicating by means of strange signs, will
this be any reflection of the true facts? Consider the example of Auguste Rodin's statue "The
Thinker," which is familiar to the whole world. Imagine that this statue is re-discovered by
archaeologists tens of thousands from now. If those researchers hold their own preconceptions
about the beliefs and lifestyle of our society, and lack sufficient historical documentation, they
may well interpret this statue in different ways. They may imagine that the members of our
civilization worshipped a thinking man, or may claim that the statue represents some mythological
false deity.

Today, of course, we know that "The Thinker" was a work produced for aesthetic, artistic
reasons alone. In other words, if a researcher in tens of thousands of years lacks enough
information and holds his own preconceived ideas about the past, it's impossible for him to arrive
at the truth, because he will interpret "The Thinker" in the light of his preconceptions and form an
appropriate scenario. Therefore, evaluating the information at hand without prejudice or bias,
avoiding all forms of preconception, and thinking in broader terms is of the greatest importance.
Never forget, we have no evidence that societies evolve or that societies in the past were primitive.
These suggestions consist solely of conjecture and are based solely on analysis by historians and
archaeologists who support evolution. For example, drawings of animals on a cave wall were
immediately described as primitive drawings by cavemen. Yet these pictures may well say
volumes about the aesthetic understanding of the humans at that time. An artist wearing the most
modern clothing for the time may have produced them solely for artistic reasons alone. Indeed,
many scientists now emphasize the impossibility of these same cave drawings being the work of a
primitive mind.

Another example is the interpretation of sharp-edged stones as the first tools made by "ape-
men." People at that time may have shaped these stones and used for decorative purposes. There is
no proof, only an assumption, that the pieces found were definitely used by these people as tools.
Evolutionist scientists have examined the evidence found during excavations from a biased
perspective. They have played about with some fossils that, in their own view, prove their



theories, and have ignored or even discarded others. Similar games have been played to
demonstrate that history evolved as well. The American anthropologist Melville Herskovits
describes how the "evolution of history" thesis emerged and the way that evolutionists interpret
the evidence:

Every exponent of cultural evolution provided an hypothetical blueprint of the progression he
conceived as having marked the development of mankind, so that many examples of nonlinear
sequences have been recorded. Some of these progressions were restricted to a single aspect of
culture . ..

One of the most important examples to confirm Herskovits' view is one study carried out
by the evolutionist ethnographer Lewis Henry Morgan, who examined the phases a society
undergoes to achieve the patriarchal and monogamous structure that, he claimed, had "evolved"
from the primitive to the more developed. But in carrying out this research, he used for his
examples different societies from all over the globe, entirely unconnected from one another. He
then set them out in accord with the result he wanted to achieve. It's clear that from the hundreds
of thousands of cultures in the world, he selected only those compatible with his preconceived
thesis.

Herskovits illustrates how Morgan re-arranged history to validate his ideas. Starting with
the very primitive matrilineal Australians, he drew a line leading to the patrilineal American
Indians. He then moved his sequence to Grecian tribes of the proto-historic period, when descent
was firmly established in the male line, but with no strict monogamy. The last entry in his
ascending scale was represented by today's civilization—with descent in the male line and strict
monogamy.

Herskovits comments on this imaginary sequence:

But this series, from the point of view of a historical approach, is quite fictitious...
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True History Covered Up

If a historian analyzing World War Il holds National Socialist views, he may well portray Hitler as a
magnificent leader, based on the picture to the side alone. Yet the photograph below, taken at the
Buchenwald concentration camp, shows only one of the examples of the terrible slaughter that
Hitler unleashed.

Most of what we know about history we learned from books. Readers seldom doubt the contents of such
books and accept their contents at face value. But especially when it comes to human history, very often
the book presents a theory shaped by a concept that is no longer valid in the fields of biology, molecular
biology, paleontology, genetics, biogenetics and anthropology. Along with the scientific collapse of the
theory of evolution, our understanding of history based on it has also been invalidated.

The historian, Edward A. Freeman, discusses how our historical knowledge reflects the "facts":

For in all historical inquiries we are dealing with facts which themselves come within the control of
human will and human caprice, and the evidence for which depends on the trustworthiness of human
informants, who may either purposely deceive or unwittingly mislead. A man may lie; he may err.

So, how can we be certain that the history handed down to us is true?

First of all, we must make sure of the objective certainty of the facts presented to us by historians and
archaeologists. As with most abstract concepts, the interpretation of history may mean different things to
different people. The account of an event may vary according to the point of view of who relates it. And
the interpretation of events is often quite different when recounted by individuals who did not witness
them.

"History" is defined as the chronological record of past events. What gives meaning and significance to
these events is how the historian presents them. For example, the history of a war may be influenced by
the writer's opinion of whether the winning side was right or wrong. If he feels sympathy for either side,
he will consider them to be the "champion of freedom," even if it invaded the other's territory and
committed numerous atrocities. For example, if you examine the history books of two nations hostile to
each other, you'll see that each interprets the same events in a totally different way.

This is exactly what evolutionist historians and scientists have done today. With no concrete proofs to
rely on, they present the so-called evolutionary history of human beings as a certain truth. They ignore
the strong evidence that refutes their theory, interpret the evidence they have in terms of their prejudice,
and present this theory, that some scientists adopted as an ideology, as a law.
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What Will Remain in Tens of Thousands of Years' Time?

Compared with the history of mankind, the lifespan of the materials often used in
construction, industry, technological products, and many areas of daily life is relatively short. If
people lived in extremely sophisticated timber buildings tens of thousands of years ago, it is
perfectly understandable that little evidence should remain today. Imagine that our civilization
were destroyed in some terrible disaster. How much of it would be left in a hundred thousand
years? If a future people were to regard us as primitive on the basis of a few bones and pieces of
foundation, how accurate would their interpretation be?

In tens of thousands of years' time, the modern stone houses shown here will look
no different than the ruins unearthed in the excavations at Catal Huyuk. Under
natural conditions, first timber will decay, then metals will corrode. In all likelihood,
all that remains will be stone walls, and ceramic pots and bowls. If so, any claims
by the future archaeologists that all people of the 2000s lived primitive lives will
clearly not reflect the truth. Present-day evolutionists find themselves in the same
position.

In tens of thousands of years' time, all that will remain of any of today's buildings will be a
few blocks of stone. Wooden materials, and objects made of iron will rot away. For example,
nothing will remain of the Ciragan Palace's fine wall paintings, its beautiful furniture, its splendid
curtains and carpets, the chandeliers or other lighting equipment. These materials will decay and
vanish. Someone coming across the remains of the Ciragan Palace in the distant future may see
only a few large chunks of stone and perhaps a few of the palace's foundations. If it's suggested,
on the basis of this, that the people of our time had not yet established settled patterns of living
and lived in primitive shelters made by piling stones atop one another, this analysis would be
completely mistaken.



The Ciragan Palace in Istanbul after it was burned and

its interior design and decorations destroyed. Someone

looking at the palace in this condition could never fully
imagine how magnificent it had once been.

The remains that have survived down to the present may have once been exceedingly
beautiful buildings, just like the Ciragan Palace. If one were to place furniture atop of these ruins
and decorate them with curtains, carpets and lamps, the result would be quite impressive once
again.

The Ciragan Palace in its restored state, with all its décor
completed.

The Qur'an refers to bygone societies as being highly advanced in terms of art, architecture,
culture and knowledge. In one verse, we are told that societies of the past were very superior:

Haven't they traveled in the Earth and seen the final fate of those before them? They
were greater than them in strength and left far deeper traces on the Earth. ... (Qur'an,
40:21)



People Living 1.5 Million Years Ago Also Protected and Looked After

In a special issue evaluating the
year’'s major scientific discoveries,
Discover magazine devoted
considerable space to this
discovery, which revealed that
people looked after the sick
millions of years ago and took an
interest in their well-being. This
finding, which was reported in an
article under the title “Did Homo
erectus* Coddle His
Grandparents?”, revealed that
human beings have never lived
like animals at any time in history,
but always like human beings.

the Elderly

A fossil discovered in Dmanisi, Georgia in 2005 once
again revealed that the "evolution of human history" scenario in
no way squares with the facts. According to evolutionists'
unscientific claims, the first human beings lived like animals,
with no family life or social order. However, a fossil skull
belonging to an elderly human being, discovered by the
paleoanthropologist David Lordkipanidze, showed that these
claims are untrue.

The fossil discovered belonged to an older human who
had only one tooth left. Scientists believe that the owner of the
skull had other diseases as well as being nearly toothless. That
this person survived well into old age, despite having so many
infirmities, represents significant evidence that this individual
was cared for and that others took an interest in others' welfare.
Lordkipanidze says:

It is clear that this was a sick individual... We think this is a
good argument that this individual had support from other
members of the group.

Evolutionists maintain that human beings developed
social cultural behavior at least 1.5 million years after the owner

of this skull died. The fossil in question thus refutes evolutionist claims, showing that millions of
years ago people felt compassion toward the sick, looked after and protected them. This discovery
once again shows that humans have never lived like animals, but always like human beings.

(*) Evolutionists claim that Homo erectus was an intermediate species between apes and human beings in Man'’s supposed evolution.
The fact is, however, that there is no difference between the present-day human skeleton and that of Homo erectus, whose skeleton
is fully upright, and fully human.

2. L.S.B. Leakey, Adam's Ancestors: The Evolution of Man and His Culture, New York and Evanston: Harper & Row, Publishers, 4th
Ed., 1960, pp. 9-10. &

3. Abram Kardiner, extract from "Posthumous Essays by Branislau Malinowski," in Scientific American, June 1918, p. 58.

4. Melville Herskovits, Man and His Works, New York: Knopf, 1950, p. 467.“

5. Ibid., p. 476

6. Edward Augustus Freeman, "Race and Language,” in Essays, English and American, with introductions notes and illustrations, New
York: P. F. Collier & Son, [c1910] Harvard classics; No. XXVIII.

7. Ahmad Thomson, Making History, London: Ta-Ha Publishers Ltd., 1997, p. 40

8. Zach Zorich, "Did Homo erectus Coddle His Grandparents?," Discover, Vol. 27, No. 01, January 2006, p. 67 .
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ASTONISHING REMAINS OF ANCIENT
CIVILIZATIONS

The erroneous concept of socio-cultural evolution was proposed at different times by such
ideologues as August Comte, Herbert Spencer and Lewis Henry Morgan—and later combined
with Charles Darwin's theory—stating that all societies evolve from the primitive towards
complex civilization. This error, developed in the late 19th century and whose influence increased
in the period following World War 1, supplied a supposedly "scientific" basis for racism,
colonialism, and the ruthless movement of eugenics. Societies in different parts of the world with
different cultures, skin colors and physical features were subjected to inhuman treatment inspired
by this unscientific preconception.

Writers and thinkers like Adam Ferguson,
John Millar and Adam Smith suggested that all
societies evolve through four basic stages: hunting
and gathering, pastoralism and nomadism,
agriculture and finally, commerce. According to
evolutionists' claims, primitive men who had just
diverged from the apes only hunted and collected
plants and fruits with the simplest of tools. As their
intelligence and abilities gradually increased, they
began domesticating grazing animals like sheep
and cattle. Their intelligence and abilities

. _ Today, alongside highly advanced civilizations,
eventually developed to the point of being able to  there are also rather backward ones. However,
engage in agriculture, and at last, to engage in that some societies are more advanced

trade and exchange of goods technologically does not mean that they are more
’ mentally or physically developed.

However, advances and recent discoveries
in archaeology, anthropology, and other branches of science have invalidated this basic claim of
the tale of "cultural and social evolution." These are nothing more than materialists' attempts to
portray Man as having evolved from unreasoning beasts and to impose this myth—in which they
believe for philosophical reasons—on science.

That humans could survive by hunting or agriculture does not show that they were either
more backward or more advanced mentally. In other words, no society engages in hunting because
it is backward and mentally closer to apes. Engaging in agriculture does not mean that a society
has distanced itself from being primitive. No society's activities imply that its inhabitants are
descended from other living things. Such activities do not produce, through any alleged
evolutionary process, individuals who are more advanced in terms of intelligence and ability.
Many of today's technologically backward tribes engage solely in hunting and gathering, but this
definitely does not suggest that they are any less than human. The same will apply to humans
living tens of thousands of years in the future, just as it did to those living hundreds of thousands
of years ago. The latter were not primitive humans, nor will those in the future be a more
advanced species.



That people survive through hunting or
agriculture does not mean that they are any
more advanced or backward in terms of their
mental abilities. In other words, a society that

survives through hunting does not do so
because it is supposedly closely allied to the
apes. Nor a society’s engagement in
agriculture means that it has moved a long
way on from apes.

No such primitive creatures such as are
shown in this drawing ever existed. This and
similar images are the work of the
imaginations of Darwinist scientists, and are of
no scientific value.

Constructing an evolutionary history of civilization based on societies' lifestyles is an
unscientific approach. This perspective rests on interpreting various archaeological findings
according to scientists' materialist prejudices, which assume that those humans who used stone
tools were ape-men who grunted, stooped over with their knees bent, and exhibited animal-like
behavior. Yet no remains discovered provide any clue regarding these people's mental capacities.
This is all mere conjecture. As already stated, if various examples of today's art are discovered in
100,000 years' time and if the people of the future lack any further information, then they will
likely produce very different interpretations of today's humanity and the technology we possess.

As we've shown, the idea that societies evolve is based on no scientific evidence whatsoever. This
theory's foundation is the mistaken, unscientific view that Man originally possessed an ape-like
mind. The Harvard university evolutionist anthropologist William Howells admits that the theory
of evolution raises other questions, not about the body but about behavior that are to do with
philosophy, determining the scientific facts about which is far more difficult. Howells points out
that behavior is not "fossilized" in the sense that a skull may be and that it does not survive like
stone tools. Therefore, he says, we have only very slight clues as to what might have happened in
the ancient past. He also notes that it is just about impossible for such hypotheses to be tested.

Recently, indeed, the majority of social scientists have admitted the errors in the
evolutionist view, stating that the social-evolution theory conflicts with science on the following
points:

1. Itis closely linked to ethnic discrimination, making biased interpretations of different
societies—for example, on the assumption that Western societies are more civilized.
2. It suggests that all societies progress along the same path, using the same methods, and share
the same objectives.
3. It views the society from a materialistic perspective.
4. 1t is largely incompatible with findings. Many communities living under primitive conditions
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possess more civilized spiritual values than various communities regarded as modern—in other
words they are peace-loving and favor equality. Because of their diets, many are also healthier and
stronger.

As these points clearly show, the conception that societies progress from the primitive to
the civilized is incompatible with the scientific values and facts. This theory is based on
interpretations distorted under the influence of materialist ideology. The remains and artifacts that
past civilizations left behind reveal the errors in the "evolution of history and culture™ deception.

Traces of the Past Refute Evolution

Findings from past civilizations invalidate the theory of "progress from the primitive to the
civilized." When we examine the course of history, the truth that emerges is that humans have
always enjoyed the same intelligence and creativity. The works produced by people hundreds of
thousands of years ago, and the traces they've left behind, actually have very different meanings
than what evolutionists claim. When we look at these same traces we see that people in all past
ages, with their intelligence and capacities, have made new discoveries, met their needs and
constructed civilizations.

The messengers sent helped their people
develop and progress by way of initiating major
changes. Inspired by God, they possessed detailed
scientific knowledge. For example, Prophet Noah
(pbuh) knew boat-building technology, for we
understand from the Qur'an that his ark was steam-
powered (God knows the truth):

So when Our command came and the oven
gushed forth water, We said: ""Load into it
[the ark] a pair of every species, and your
family — except those against whom the
Word was preordained — and all who
believe." But those who believed with him
were only few. (Qur'an, 11:40)

Such an oven, known as tannur, is still used g5
today in various regions. It is related in the verse that g
this oven gushed forth water. Thus, the ark was [
readied for movement by the stove's bubbling or, in
other words, by the stove boiling. Indeed, in his commentary, Hamdi Yazir of EImali says that the
ark was "a kind of steamship powered by a stove™:

Tannur: Described in the dictionary as a closed oven or stove. The word "fara" means boiling and
spurting with great force and intensity. . . . In other words, it implies that the boat is not a sail-
powered one, but is reminiscent of a steamer powered by a stove.

Major advances in science, art, and technology were made also in the time of Prophet
Solomon (pbuh). The Quran indicates, for instance, that transport vehicles as fast as airplanes
were used in his day: ""And We gave Solomon power over the wind — a month's journey in the
morning and a month in the afternoon" (Qur'an, 34:12).

This verse clearly indicates that long distances could be traversed quickly. This points to
wind vehicles that used a technology similar to that employed in our own day. (God knows the
truth.) Moreover, the Qur'an reports that:
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They made for him anything he wished: high arches and statues, huge dishes like
cisterns, great built-in cooking vats. ""Work, O family of David, in thankfulness!"" But
very few of My servants are thankful. (Qur'an, 34:13)

In other words, Prophet Solomon (pbuh) caused his workers to employ very advanced
construction and architectural technologies.

Another verse states that:
... And the demons, every builder and diver. (Qur'an, 38:36-37)

The fact that Prophet Solomon (pbuh) could control diver demons indicates the location
and extraction of undersea resources. Undersea oil and precious metal extraction processes and
work require a highly advanced technology. These verses emphasize that such technology both
existed and was used.

Another verse describes **a fount of molten copper™ (Qur'an, 34:12). The use of molten
copper indicates the existence of an advanced technology using electricity in Prophet Solomon's
(pbuh) time. As we know, copper is one of the best conductors of metal and heat, for which reason
it represents the basis of the electricity industry. The term, "We made a fount of molten copper
flow" in all probability points to large quantities of electricity being produced and used in many
technological fields. (God knows the truth.)

Several verses reveal that Prophet David (pbuh) had a good knowledge of ironworking and
making armor:

And We made iron malleable for him: ""Make full-length coats of mail, measuring the
links with care. And act rightly, all of you, for I see what you do."” (Qur'an, 34:10-11)

The Qur'an also mentions that Dhu'l-Qarnayn (pbuh) constructed a barrier between two
mountains that could not be crossed or tunneled through by the societies of the time. According to
the relevant verse, he used ingots of iron and molten copper:

[Dhu'l-Qarnayn said:] "'Bring me ingots of iron!"* Then, when he had made it level
between the two high mountain-sides, he said: ""Blow!"* and when he had made it a red
hot fire, he said: ""Bring me molten copper to pour over it."" (Qur'an, 18:96)

This information indicates that Dhu'l-Qarnayn used reinforced concrete technology. lron,
one of the strongest materials used in construction, is essential for increasing the strength of such
architectural works as buildings, bridges, and dams. It appears from this verse that he laid the iron
end to end and made a strong reinforced concrete structure by pouring mortar over it. (God knows
the truth.)

Inscriptions from ancient Central American civilizations refer to a tall, bearded person
arriving wearing white robes. They also report that within a short space of time, belief in a single
deity spread and a sudden leap forward in art and science occurred.

Many prophets, such as Jacob, Joseph, Moses, and Aaron (peace be upon them all) were
sent to ancient Egypt. These messengers and the people who believed in them may have had an
important influence on the rapid artistic and scientific progress made by Egypt at various times.

Muslim scientists following the Qur'an and the Sunnah of our Prophet (may God bless him
and grant him peace) made important discoveries in astronomy, mathematics, geometry, medicine,
and other sciences. These made major change and significant progress possible in science and
social life. Some of these Muslim scientists and their work are as follows:



Abd al-Latif al-Baghdadi is known for his work on anatomy. He rectified previous errors
concerning many of the body's bones, such as the lower jaw and the breastbone. His Al-Ifada wa
al-I'tibar was set out in 1788 and translated into Latin, German, and French. He studied the five
sense organs in his Makalatun fial-Havas.

Ibn Sina (Avicenna) described the treatments for many diseases. His best-known work, Kitab al-
Qanun fi at-Tibb, was written in Arabic and translated into Latin in the 12" century. It was taught
and regarded as a basic textbook in European universities until the 17" century. Much of its
medical information still applies today.

Zakaria Qazvini demolished many mistaken ideas regarding the brain and the heart that, since
Avistotle's time, had been considered accurate. The information he provided about these two
organs is very similar to our present-day knowledge.

Zakaria Qazvini, Hamd Allah Mustawfi Qazvini (1281-1350), and Ibn Nafs all studied
anatomy and formed the foundation of modern medical science.

Ali ibn Isa wrote a three-volume work on eye diseases, Tazkirat al-Kahhalin. The first volume is
totally devoted to the eye's anatomy and contains much valuable information. It was later
translated into Latin and German.

Al-Bayruni demonstrated, 600 years before Galileo, that Earth revolves and also calculated its
diameter 700 years before Newton.

Ali Kuscu produced the first map of the Moon, one region of which is named after him.

Thabit ibn Qurra discovered differential calculus centuries before Newton.

Al-Battani was the first to discover trigonometry.

Abu'l Vafa was responsible for trigonometry acquiring the terms secant and cosecant.
Al-Khwarizmi wrote the first book on algebra.

Al-Maghribi discovered the equation known as Pascal's triangle 600 years before Pascal himself.

Ibn Haytham is the founder of optics. Bacon and Kepler made use of his works, and Galileo used
his works in his discovery of the telescope.

Al-Kindi put forward relativity and the theory of relativity 1,100 years before Einstein.

Akshamsaddin, who lived some 400 years before Pascal, was the first to discover the existence of
microbes.

Ali ibn Abbas performed the first cancer operation.
Ibn Jazzar described the causes and treatment of leprosy.
Muslim scientists, only a minute fraction of whom are listed above, made major discoveries that

would form the basis of modern science by following the Qur'an and the way of our Prophet (may
God bless him and grant him peace).



As we have seen, many earlier peoples made progress in art, medicine, technology, and
science through the messengers sent to them. By obeying the prophets and learning from these
individuals' suggestions and encouragement, they acquired knowledge and handed this on to
subsequent generations. In addition, societies that sometimes turned away from the true religion
and developed superstitious beliefs returned to faith in the One God through these messengers'
efforts.

When findings regarding past ages are looked at without prejudice, humanity's history can
be understood very clearly and distinctly.

As already stated, backward and advanced civilizations have existed together at all periods
in history, just as they do today. In our day, we enjoy space technology, while people in other
parts of the globe are living under primitive conditions, so in the past Ancient Egypt had a
glorious civilization on the one hand, while rather more backward societies existed in other parts
of the world. The Mayans, who built highly developed cities, and who from the traces they left
behind can be seen to have possessed a clearly advanced technology, calculated the orbit of the
planet Venus and discovered the moons of the planet Jupiter. At the same time, people in many
regions of Europe believed that the Earth was the center of the Solar System. While the Egyptians
were successfully performing brain surgery, in other regions people believed that disease was
caused by supposed evil spirits. With their legal system, literature, understanding of art and
astronomical knowledge, the Sumerians built a deep-rooted civilization in Mesopotamia, while
another corner of the world held societies that were still illiterate. Therefore, in the same way that
today's civilizations are not all advanced, so in the past there was never a time when the only
societies were backward ones.

So far, we have examined evidence belonging to different periods of history and reviewed
examples of the cultures of tens or hundreds of thousands years ago. Looking at more recent
history, again we encounter evidence that human beings have always been human: Here we are
dealing not with "primitive” people who have only recently parted ways with apes, but civilized
human beings who can be seen to have inherited yet another civilization that had persisted for
thousands of years before them.

As technology advanced in the 20" century, archaeological research accelerated enormously, and
began to unearth more and more evidence regarding the true history of mankind. Thus it emerged
that life in Egypt, Central America, Mesopotamia and other regions thousands of years ago was in
many ways parallel to how we live today.

36. William Howells, Getting Here: The Story of Human Evolution, Washington, D.C.: Compass Press, 1993, p. 2200
37. www.kuranikerim.com/telmalili/hud.html

THE TRUE RELIGION HAS EXISTED SINCE THE
BEGINNING OF HISTORY

Another error of those who promote the deception that history and society evolved is the
claim that religion—society's highest value—evolved as well. This claim was put forth in the 19th
century and was avidly defended by materialists and atheists. But there are no archaeological
findings to justify it and it remains in the realm of speculation.
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Nor is there any support to claim that humans of earlier ages practiced so-called "primitive"
tribal and polytheist religions, and that true religion—the religion revealed to the whole of
humanity since the time of Adam (pbuh)and based on the belief in one God—came into being
only later. Some evolutionists try to portray this claim as a historical fact, but they are greatly
mistaken. Just as Darwin's theory of biological evolution is a deception, so is the theory of
religious evolution that takes its inspiration from him.

How Did the ""Evolution of Religions"'
Error Come About?

About one and a half centuries ago, when Darwin's
Origin of Species was still in its first edition, the idea of
evolution gained support among materialists and atheists.
Some thinkers of that period assumed that every event in the
human history could be explained by evolution, stating that
everything began from a so-called basic, primitive stage and
advanced toward greater perfection.

This error was applied in many areas. In the realm of
economics, for example, Marxism claimed that such
advancement was inevitable and that everyone would
eventually adopt communism. Experience has shown that
this was only a dream and Marxism's claims did not reflect
reality.

In the field of psychology, Sigmund Freud said that Charles Darwin
human beings were a highly evolved species but that
psychologically, their actions were still motivated by the same drives as their so-called primitive
ancestors' had been. This major error has been scientifically refuted by psychological research,
showing that Freudianism'’s basic suppositions had no scientific foundation.

In the same way, the fields of sociology, anthropology and history have also been affected
by the theory of evolution, but knowledge gained from discoveries in the last century have shown
this influence has been counterproductive.

The common feature of all these evolutionary theories is their opposition to any belief in
God. This is the philosophical basis behind the mistaken idea of the evolution of religion.
According to the false claims of Herbert Spencer, a leading proponent of this error, early human
beings had no religion. The first religions supposedly began with the worship of the dead. Other
anthropologists who support the deception of religion's "evolution” propose different accounts.
Some say that religion has its source in animism (the attribution of divine spirit to nature); others
think that it arose from totemism (the worship of a symbolic person, group or object). Another
anthropologist, E.B. Taylor, believes that religion developed from animism to manism (ancestor-
worship), polytheism (the belief in many gods) and finally ending in monotheism (the belief in
one God).

This theory was put forward in the 19™ century by atheist anthropologists and has been
kept alive ever since, presented in various scenarios. But it is nothing more than a deception. As
archaeological and historical evidence shows, contrary to what these scientists have proposed,
from earliest times there was a monotheist religion that God revealed to humanity through His
prophets. But at the same time, deviant, superstitious beliefs have always coexisted with the true
religion. Just as today there are people who believe that God is the One and Only deity and lead
their lives according to the religion He has revealed, so also are those who erroneously worship



idols of wood and stone, or satan, or their ancestors as well as various spirits, animals, the Sun, the
Moon or the stars. And many of these people are not backward, but on the contrary live in very
advanced circumstances.

Throughout history, there have also been those who have not obeyed the precepts of the
true religions revealed by God and tried to eliminate their moral values. The Qur'an tells us of
some people who wanted to include superstitious beliefs and practices in the true religion revealed
to them and ended up altering and destroying it:

Woe to those who write the Book with their own hands and then say ""This is
from God" to sell it for a paltry price. Woe to them for what their hands have
written! Woe to them for what they earn! (Qur'an, 2:79)

This is why, over the course of time, some who believed in the existence and unity of God
and obeyed His commands abandoned true religion. In this way, deviant beliefs and practices
came into being. In other words, contrary to what some have proposed, there has never been a
process of religious evolution; but true religion was at certain times distorted, as a result of which
deviant ones arose.

wt £

CONCLUSION

The Reality of Timelessness Should Not Be Ignored

The historical and archaeological finds we have examined in this book show that
Darwinian claims about the evolution of history and societies are nonsense, with no scientific
validity. The only reason why they are upheld is concern about the demise of materialism. As we
know, materialists make the mistake of rejecting the truth of creation; believing that matter is the
one absolute entity that has existed forever and will continue to exist eternally. In other words,
they have divinized matter. (God is surely beyond that) Today, however, science has reached the
point of confirming that the universe came into being from nothing (that is, it was created), which
has invalidated all theories and philosophies supporting materialism and materialist views.

However, even if materialists' views conflict with scientific evidence, they cannot at any
cost accept that matter is not absolute but created. If they could just step back from their dogmatic
prejudice for a moment, they would be able to see the plain truth and free themselves from the
spell that materialism has cast on them. To do this, it will be sufficient to put their accustomed
view to one side, rid themselves of their ideological bigotry and keep an open mind.

One of the first things they must consider is the real nature of the concept of time, because
materialists think that time, along with matter, is absolute. This deception has prevented many of
them from seeing the truth. Modern science has proven that time is a derivative of matter and that
like matter itself, time was created from nothing. That is, time had a beginning. Also, it became
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known in last century that time is a relative concept; that it is a kind of changing perception and
not something stable and unchanging, as materialists had believed for centuries.

The Real Nature of the Concept of Time

What we call "time" is in fact a method by which we compare one moment to another. For
example, when a person taps an object, he hears a particular sound. If he taps the same object
again, he hears another sound. Believing that there is an interval between the two sounds, he calls
this interval "time." Yet when he hears the second noise, the first one he heard is no more than an
imagination in his mind, merely a bit of information in his memory. A person formulates his
perception of time by comparing the “present” moment with what he holds in memory. If he
doesn't make this comparison, he can have no perception of time either.

Renowned physicist Julian Barbour defines time in this way:

Time is nothing but a measure of the changing positions of objects. A pendulum swings,
the hands on a clock advance.

Briefly, time comes about as a result of comparisons of data stored in the brain. If man had
no memory, his brain could not make such interpretations and therefore, he would never form any
perceptions of time. One determines himself to be thirty years old, only because he has
accumulated information pertaining to those thirty years. If his memory did not exist, then he
could not think of any such preceding period and would experience only the single "moment" in
which he was living.

Our Concept of the ""Past" Is Merely Information in Our Memories

Time exists as a comparison of various illusions inside the brain. If
a person had no memory, his brain could not make such analyses
and therefore there could be no conception of time. If people had
no memories, they would not think of a period of past time, but
experience only the single "moment" they live in.

Because of suggestions we receive, we think we live in separate divisions of time called
past, present and future. However, the only reason we have a concept of "past”" (as explained
earlier) is that various events have been placed in our memories. For example, we recall the
moment we enrolled in primary school and therefore perceive it as an event in the past. However,
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future events are not in our memories. Therefore, we regard these things we don't yet know about
as events that we'll experience in the future. But just as the past has been experienced from our
point of view, so has the future. But because these events have not been supplied to our memories,
we cannot know them.

Were God to put future events into our memories, then the future would be the past for us.
For example, a thirty-year-old person recalls thirty years of memories and events and for this
reason, thinks he has a thirty-year past. If future events between the ages of thirty and seventy
were to be inserted into this person's memory, then for this thirty- year-old individual, both his
thirty years and his "future” between the ages of thirty and seventy would become the past for
him. In this situation, both past and future would be present in his memory, and each one would be
vivid experiences for him.

Because God has made us perceive events in a definite series, as if time were moving from
past to future, He does not inform us of our future or give this information to our memories. The
future is not in our memories, but all human pasts and futures are in His eternal memory. This is
like observing a human life as if it were already wholly depicted and completed in a movie.
Someone who cannot advance the film sees his life as the frames pass, one by one. He is mistaken
in thinking that the frames he has not yet seen constitute the future.

World History Is Also a Relative Concept

All these facts apply to history and social life as
well. We think of societies and world history as limited
within the concepts of time and space. We divide history
into periods and look at it in terms of this relative concept
of ours.

We rely on our five senses to survive. We perceive
only what our senses allow, and we can never succeed in
stepping out of the boundaries of our senses. The time and
space we live in are similarly perceived. If our brain cannot
detect a being through our five senses, we simply say that
that being has "disappeared.” Accordingly, events, images
or sensations stored in our memories still exist for us—that
is, they are alive, while those that are forgotten no longer
exist. To put it another way, beings and events that are not
in our memory become past events for us. They are simply
"dead" and non-existent.

Yet, this holds true only for human beings, because
only human beings have a limited memory. The memory of
God, on the other hand, is superior to everything. It is
boundless and eternal, yet one point deserves mention here:  The beginning and the end of World
The term “the memory of God" is used only for clarification S‘é‘g‘;”vﬂt‘zel;'ri'gg g]f :L‘: I:::tt g?gﬁgti:‘”ttﬁe
purposes. _It is definitely not possible that any comparison Cons'tructiox of the Ancient Egyptian
or similarity could be drawn between the memory of God pyramids, and the erection of stones
and the memory of a human. God is surely the One Who  weighing tons at Stonehenge all exist in
creates everything from nothingness and Who knows  @single momentin the sight of God.

everything, down to the last detail.

Because the memory of God is infinite, nothing existing in it ever becomes lost. In other
words, no living being created by God ever vanishes. No flower fades, no drink of water finishes,
no period comes to an end, and no food is wholly consumed. In its first form as a cloud of dust,



the universe is in God's sight; every moment in history exists in His sight as they once were. The
stones of Stonehenge are being set in place, the Egyptian pyramids are being constructed, the
Sumerians are surveying the stars, Neanderthals eke out their living, the Lascaux cave images are
being painted, people live in Catal Huyuk, and World War llis raging. In the same way, societies
that will live thousands of years from now exist in God's sight, even as they are building their
civilizations and arranging their lives.

Eternity has begun for a being or an event by the time it is created. For instance, when a
flower is created, it is, in reality, destined not to disappear. That it ceases to become a part of one's
sensations and is erased from one's memory does not actually mean that it has vanished or died. Its
state in the sight of God is what actually matters. Furthermore, all states of this being, from its
creation, throughout all moments of its life or death, do exist in the memory of God.

82. Tim Folger, "From Here to Eternity," Discover, Vol. 21 No.12, December 2000.
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