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Introduction 
In this lesson, we are beginning the second 

half of the second mystery—the mystery of the 
appearance of life. In Lesson 4 we concentrated 
primarily on the great mystery of how the 
inorganic universe—the atoms and the molecules, 
the inorganic chemical world—ever got together to 
form these much more complex molecules of 
amino acids and DNA molecules, the very 
rudimentary forms of life. How did this happen? 
That is the first part of this mystery. But the 
mystery of life itself unfolds now in its further 
development from tiny little things so small you 
cannot see them, to enormous beasts 90 feet long. 

The difference in the DNA code of a rabbit 
and of a cow is very small. This is really an 
amazing thing! To have a rabbit generated by a 
certain coded binary helix molecule would be a 
very different thing than a cow or an elephant. And 
yet, there is only a very small difference between 
the molecules. The situation is similar to writing 
computer code. In a simple program of a hundred 
lines, there may only be two lines that have to do 
with the actual work you want it to accomplish. 
Most of the code has to do with the input and the 
output. Most of the DNA molecule prescribes that 
there are four feet, two eyes, a head with a brain in 
that location, etc., things that are “standard.” But 
then the difference between a rabbit and an 
elephant is not that they do not have the same 
number of feet, but that there are slight variations 
on the theme, differences which all occur in a very 
small part of the code, apparently. These tiny 
differences involve what some call micro-
evolution, or chemical evolution. 

In this lesson, we are going to examine, not 
those tiny little changes, but the enormous things 
that are said to have come out of them. We are 
getting to one of the most hilarious and enjoyable 
areas in the whole subject. It has to do with the 
discontinuities in the fossil record, the “jumps.” 
Darwin himself recognized that there were 
problems in the record, so he was looking for 
“missing links.” Everyone still has this problem.  

The effort to get around this problem is like a 
layperson, who gets a rash on his hand and goes to 
the doctor. The doctor says, “No problem; that’s 

such-and-such,” and he gives him a Latin word 
which means “rash.” The layman says, “Oh, I’m so 
glad I know what it is now!” You know, he goes 
away and everybody’s happy. 

The same thing is true in the appearance of 
living things. An ordinary layperson looks at the 
fossil record and says, “It looks like there are 
jumps in the record.” There are discontinuities, 
breaks. Things go along at a steady state for a long 
time, and then abruptly everything changes, and 
some quite different forms of life appear. And then 
they go along again without change. However, 
some people say, “These are not ‘jumps,’ or 
‘discontinuities,’ or ‘breaks in the record.’ These 
are ‘saltations.’” Everybody is happy now and feels 
in command of the evidence, because they have 
given a fancy name to it! The world “somersault” 
in English uses the Latin word “saltare” meaning 
“to jump.” So there are no jumps in the fossil 
record, only “saltations!” This really is funny. But 
everyone, the Darwinians, secular scientists, 
Christians, theologians, — everybody, has to deal 
with this reality. 

A documentary on dinosaurs showed pictures 
of serious students looking at layers of fossils. 
Someone pointed out an abrupt change and said, 
“Here is an extinction event.” The person did not 
say, “Here is a mystery. Here is something we do 
not understand and have no explanation for.” No, 
an impressive, fancy word is necessary. It is an 
“extinction event,” or it is evidence of 
“catastrophism.” 

Does this really help us understand what it is, 
or how it happened? Why is it that, on one side of 
that catastrophe you have one whole set of life 
forms, and on the other side you have another set 
of life forms, which are quite different and may be 
more complicated or less complicated than their 
predecessors? 

Researchers have noted that during the period 
of the dinosaurs, the biggest ones came early, and 
the smallest ones came late. Also there are so many 
kinds of dinosaurs: warm-blooded, cold-blooded, 
big, small, carnivorous, non-carnivorous. There are 
20,000 different excavated sites, and in each one 
they find something they never saw before. So 
there is a great deal of confusion  no, not confusion 
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— “diversity.” So, on and on it goes. 
Now the real novelty in this lesson is not in the 

subject matter, it is in a different dimension of 
learning and of education. We have talked about 
different kinds of reading. In this lesson we will 
practice “search reading.” It is just a rapid reading 
form in which you are looking for specific subjects. 
You could call it searching rather than reading. We 
will combine this new study methodology with the 
second half of the subject. In your Study Guide you 
will notice that you are instructed to find out where 
this subject is located in your textbooks. This is a 
foundational research skill.  

In this case it happens that the subject is 
“scattered” in these books, because these authors 
refused to follow our outline!  So it is for you, then, 
to exercise your budding research skills to find, 
within your textbooks, where they talk about 
“saltations” or “punctuated equilibrium.” Thus, you 
will be pulled through the material, and the 
answers will come, in part, in terms of finding 
where this material is. But it will also introduce 
you to this whole astounding puzzle, the other half 
of this mystery, which no one has successfully 
explained.  

Use these key phrases or equivalent phrases to 
search your books. See if you can find anything 
and everything that has to do with, “What was the 
succession of life forms?”  

 
Review 

We need to back away a little from the loaded 
meaning of the word “evolution.” We use the word 
in common speech. There’s nothing especially 
nasty about this word. But it has a terrifying 
meaning to some Christians, because it implies the 
destruction of faith, and that, of course, is not what 
we mean. 

Let us stop for a second. What do we mean by 
evolution when we use the term outside of the 
development of life? We only mean that something 
seems to follow something else. The connection is 
not necessarily causal. For example, someone 
might create a museum of the automobile industry, 
going back to the Model-T Ford, showing how the 
Model-T Ford gave way to the Model-A, and then 
to the Model-B, and so on. Little cars got to be 
bigger cars. And every time a new model came out, 
there was a discontinuity. It might be a little 
different; it might be quite different. But basically 
it had four wheels. The engine might have been 
moved to the back or the front or something. Then 
you get the very large models; and then they get 
smaller again in the last ten or fifteen years due to 
the energy crisis. Now, could you say in English—
without anybody feeling upset—that this is a 

picture of the evolution of the American 
automobile? Of course you could! The English 
language would allow you to say that. There is no 
question about it. And when you say that this 
picture is a picture of the evolution of the 
American automobile, you’re not making any 
theological statements at all, are you? 

Now if you look at the automobiles, you know 
that these autos did not create themselves. There 
are automobile factories with research divisions 
that draw up plans for new models. Sometimes a 
car comes over with very little change from one 
year to the next. But in any case, the changes were 
produced by external, creative personality. And, of 
course, there are those of us who believe that an 
external, creative Personality was at work in the 
universe. Why not? 

Now if that’s the case, then we should not get 
too upset if somebody uses that same English 
word, “evolution” to describe a series of events, 
which are no more scary than what you find in 
Genesis 1. Genesis 1 talks about a series of abrupt 
steps, which are very interestingly similar to the 
abrupt steps that are found in the fossil record. 
Whether you call that an evolution of life forms, or 
a progression of life forms, or a series of life forms, 
or a bunch of life forms, or a sequence of life 
forms—whatever you call it does not really matter. 
What matters is how did these life forms come 
about? Who or what caused them to appear? Is it 
just as easy to say they appeared spontaneously, by 
themselves, as to say they appeared because of 
some Creator? 

Now we have, in our ordinary life, many 
examples of evolution, development, change. We 
have to get rid of this edginess about the word 
evolution. It is a perfectly respectable word. Some 
of the implications people have drawn from it are 
very unrespectable and illegitimate. But the word 
as a descriptive term is fine. For example, the 
Europeans who came to America were about five 
feet tall. A hundred years later, Americans are a 
foot taller and twenty-five pounds heavier. Was it 
because of superior nutrition, or because of more 
exercise in the wide-ranging plains? There may be 
many explanations. You do not have to call what 
happened to these Europeans evolution. You can 
call it change. But you could call it evolution. The 
Japanese are especially embarrassed in Olympic 
contexts when they have volleyball games to play 
against people who are a foot and a half taller. 
Have you ever seen a world record in basketball 
held by Japanese? Probably not. They have an 
inherent disadvantage in height. If you come from 
a group in East Africa where the average height is 
seven feet tall, then you would have a very great 
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advantage in basketball. 
Now, how did these things happen? They have 

happened over a period of time. That was micro-
evolution; that is okay. In the literature you find 
statements to the effect that “micro-evolution” is 
the only kind of evolution that is specifically or 
technically believed in. But it is “macro-
evolution,” the big changes, that worry people. As 
soon as you use the phrase “macro-evolution,” 
you’re using a metaphorical term, because 
evolution of the Darwinian sort involves 
imperceptible little changes that move you in some 
new direction. Macro-evolution is a metaphor, 
because it assumes a lot of micro-evolution in the 
in-between period which, unfortunately, may not 
exist, or at least can’t be found. And this introduces 
embarrassment into the whole structure. 

This is the biggest puzzle of all. Somebody 
had the audacity to say that a reptile laid an egg, 
and a bird came out! This was proposed as a  way 
to explain the gaps in the fossil record. The 
absence of transitional forms is the biggest single 
embarrassment in the evolutionary theory! In 
Darwin on Trial, Phillip Johnson quoted Darwin, 
himself, fumbling around with this problem: “Why, 
if species have descended from other species by 
insensibly fine gradations, do we not then see 
everywhere innumerable transitional forms?” 
(Darwin, 1982:133). The question is; why are there 
definite differences between species, and nothing 
in between? 

So we have a whole bunch of terms: gaps, 
discontinuities, mutations, macro-mutations, bursts 
of speciation, and even “explosion of speciation” 
(Wright 1989:128). So you see, we have a whole 
lot of amazing phrases that result simply from the 
nature of the record. Nobody invented these 
phrases for fun. They are inventing them in kind of 
a panic. There is a kind of an uneasiness that has 
produced these terms on both secular and religious 
sides of the fence. 

So we are just left with a great profusion of 
unexplainable phenomena. The word for that is 
mystery! If we can live with mystery, if we can 
allow God to keep a few secrets for a few minutes 
longer, then we are not going to have any problems 
at all! But if we are going to be panicked into 
certain precise interpretations which cannot be 
varied, then whether we are secular scientists or 
Christians, we are probably going to get into 
trouble. Why not just sit back and enjoy the 
mystery, because it is a profound mystery that is 
getting more profound every day. 

There are going to be two different types of 
personalities who will struggle with today’s lesson. 
One will feel totally inadequate unless he finds 

every single reference to disjuncture, mysterious 
leaps, rapid branching, emergences, quantum 
jumping—all these different terms we have talked 
about. This is the kind of person who would make 
a good accountant. 

Then there are other people, who are just 
excited by the confusion and the profusion! For 
instance Richard Wright in Biology Through the 
Eyes of Faith provides an abundance of 
information on the subject of gradual versus 
sudden changes, including the description of a 
conference of mathematicians, who in 1965 
decided that these changes could not possibly have 
occurred randomly in the amount of time available! 
And Johnson noted that the theory that gradual 
random changes could produce a superior form of 
life was like saying, if you had a watch, and threw 
it against the wall enough, it would eventually 
become a better, improved watch (1993:37).  

So there is a lot of fun that we are presented 
with. Maybe God intended this to be for our 
enjoyment. We were not supposed to be beady-
eyed, desperate fanatics who are panicked to our 
souls by something we did not know before. We 
have to be able to sit back and enjoy the fact that 
God is greater than we are, and that the fossil 
evidences, the various interpretations, are highly 
enjoyable. They are great excitement, and do not in 
any sense damage the faith of a person who 
believes in what is the only ultimate explanation of 
all this: namely, that there is a God who created 
these things. 

Meanwhile we can enjoy the subject. It is 
really very embarrassing. The gaps in the fossil 
record are problems for both secular and religious 
people. The “God of the Gaps” is the God you do 
not need unless there is a gap you cannot explain, 
and that is not a good enough God. Instead of the 
“God of the Gaps,” I have thought of another 
model. It is the bus driver model, where God is 
present at all times as the bus moves down through 
time. Nothing happens if the bus driver is not in 
control. And the bus continues, unless something 
goes wrong with the motor. Then the bus may stop, 
and you have some kind of discontinuity until 
things get fixed up and you start up again. But the 
bus driver is always there. 

But whether it is the bus driver that is 
coordinating every move of the bus, or it is a now-
and-then Creator who comes in and says, “H’mm, 
we need a new model for the next year. Let’s see, 
let’s change this and change that,” we do not have 
to solve that question. It would be nice to know. 
We eventually will know. One of the very first 
questions we are going to have to ask, when we are 
face to face with the Creator, is going to be: “Why 



19- 5: Mystery Two; The Creation of Life, B  

did these different levels of life occur?” 
In any event, we have in this lesson the 

lengthy, probably the most enigmatic, source of 
confusion in all of the fields of science: a massive 
series of stages that have no apparent explanation. 
Endless attempts have been made to explain this, 
without a whole lot of success. In Lesson 6 we will 
begin to examine the further question, that 
additional leap into humankind. That will be 
another mystery to try to understand. 
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