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In August 2017, several international science and news organizations reported that the so-
called “common ancestor” of humans and apes had been found. Many evolutionist
publications in Turkey also jumped on the bandwagon without doing the necessary research
on the issue.

Based on an article published in the well-known evolutionist journal Nature, the report
claimed that the fossil discovered in Kenya, named ‘Alesi’ and allegedly 13 million years old,
may be the so-called “primitive ancestor” of all humans and apes.

This fossil, unearthed out of the rock layers in the Napudet region in the northern part of
Kenya, west of Lake Turkana, belongs to an extinct ape species estimated to have lived 13
million years ago. This fossilized skull of a 16 -month- old infant ape was well- preserved
because it was buried under the ground by a volcanic eruption. The skull is small enough to
fit easily in one hand and the structures inside it, even the well-preserved tiny ear canals, allow
for a detailed examination. (1)

In fact, journals like New Scientist called this little skull “the most complete extinct ape skull in
the fossil record so far”, confirming that it belongs to an ape. (2) In fact, all the available
information about the fossil consists of the following:

e Small, gibbon-like nose

e Gibbon-like teeth

e Chimpanzee-like ear tubes
e Skull as big as a lemon

When we look carefully at the contents of the news pieces concerning this fossil, we

immediately realize that there is no concrete finding that would suggest it belongs to “one of
the oldest common ancestors of humans and apes.”

Darwinists’ obsession with evolution


https://web.archive.org/web/20190820020357/https:/newsrescue.com/author/buildingbridges-istanbul/

As can be seen, this fossil is insistently presented as a new discovery that reveals the so-called
evolutionary link between humans and apes, despite the fact that it clearly belongs to an ape.
The facts are being distorted for ideological concerns and the skull has been introduced as
“the oldest ancestor of humans” to be used as propaganda material.

Darwinists’ way of conducting science works like this: The Darwinist scientist also initially
observes the scientific findings on fossils or current living organisms but since he believes in
evolution with all his heart, he produces a completely different story to adapt the truth to his
Darwinist belief. However, the scientific method obligates him to present the true findings
clearly, without distorting it with an ideological view. Scientific findings, conclusions and
interpretations must be “testable”. This method applies to all hard sciences; but it is different
when it comes to Darwinist scientists.

No journal that calls itself scientific asks Darwinists what grounds or what scientific data they
base their unscientific comments on because these journals’ publishers and editors are
Darwinists, too. They use science as propaganda material for evolution. The
Darwinist believes first in evolution, then practices science. The superstitious belief of
evolution invalidates the scientific neutrality of these people and as a result, their
interpretations end up being biased. So much so that, if there is any evidence against
evolution, they try to make it fit or explain it away within the framework of evolution. Even
though every new fossil unearthed proves God's creation of living things and invalidates the
idea of evolution, no Darwinist accepts it; indeed, they do not want to accept it.

The Alesi Hoax

Alesi is a fossil of a complete skull and it belongs to an extinct ape species. It doesn't
demonstrate a single feature that can be interpreted as an evidence for a “"common ancestor”
by Darwinists. Despite this, what caused the evolutionists to write a fallacious story about a
common ancestor?

Having found no evidence in the fossil records, evolutionists moved their so-called theory to
the digital environment and produced genetic similarity percentages between each living
organism. The claim that chimpanzee and human genes show 95-98% similarity is based on
such calculations. Again, through some formulae programmed on a computer, they have
invented a mutation speed presumed to be valid throughout history. In this way, they
calculate the amount of years that must have passed since the so-called common ancestor
for the calculated difference to occur between chimpanzee and human. The claim that this
imaginary ancestor must have lived six million years ago was again processed with the help
of a computer, and although not scientifically valid, this prediction has been published in
Darwinist journals. In fact, what is being done here is the embodiment of Darwinist belief in



evolution through statistical programs. But there are no fossil findings that prove these
calculations reflect the truth.

Since Alesi is observed to be about 13 million years old, it is much older than the so-called
common ancestor, the age of which was initially calculated in a computer to be six million
years. Alesi, therefore, must be a common ancestor too, since, following the same logic, it is
older than the so-called common ancestor. So is there any evidence found on the fossil of
Alesi that suggests it to be a common ancestor? Certainly not. In fact, as the authors have
already stated, the examination of the fossil’s cranial features revealed that it is very similar to
the ape species living today. The existence of similar features is not evidence for evolution
but for a stasis in fossil records, which points to Creation.

Isaiah Nengo, one of the authors of the article, says, “If you compare Alesi to all living things,
it looks most like a gibbon.” (3)

It is obvious that there is an ideological bias behind the claim that Alesi is a common ancestor
even though scientists agree it bears similarities to a gibbon. If a fossil looks like a gibbon,
then it can only be an ancestor of gibbons. We can conclude from this that, it makes no
difference for Darwinists what the Alesi fossil looks like or which species it belongs to. Whether
the unearthed fossil looks like a gorilla or an orangutan, the ideologically motivated logic of
the evolutionists would never see the truth and invariably come up with claims of a common
ancestor.

CONCLUSION

As we can see, the fossil of Alesi certainly belongs to an ape based on its anatomical features
and it bears no similarities to humans. To date, countless ape fossils have been found and
most of them belong to various extinct species of apes. There is no finding in any discovered
fossil that identifies it as an "intermediate form between human and ape species or as a
common ancestor”. All the ape fossils unearthed to date reveals only one fact: Apes were
created with all their perfect features instantaneously, and they haven't undergone any
changes in the course of millions of years; that is to say, they have never evolved.
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