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The Spark, the Light & the Planet

This is a gateway project, which | hope

Pu I’pOSG will intregue you and lead you to the
excelent resources noted in this book

. o ] . and further research.
In an effort to bring the best scientific evidence to light

and get beyond biases and world views, | have created
and compiled this project.

Assumptions: There is such a thing as reality.

There is a way to know things and the best known and
provable things are called Truths.

Science is just one of the ways of discovering and knowing
truths.

We do not make up truth/ reality. We discover it. Truth is
outside humanity, otherwise each person’s view is a
perception, therefore only perception = truth. In this view
there is no truth, just opinions and perceptions—everything becomes relative— the majority, the
most powerful, outspoken—dictator overpowers all other “preferences.” In this world there is
no wrong, injustice, evil, etc. It’s all relative— unknowable and a primordial ooze. Science
becomes either irrelevant, because it is dependent upon human perception (relativism) or it
becomes the only truth.

So unless you want to live in a world where nothing matters, including you, then there is Truth,
knowing and discovery. It all matters because there are answers, and everyone should be free
to explore, learn and express their views no matter what the conclusions are. Responsibility of
ideas; let scientists discover and learners learn. Let’s do some critical thinking and have some
fun being human.

—DH

antqct me: sparklightplanet@gmail.com

‘ww.sparklightplanet.com
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The Spark, the Light & the Planet

The Global learner - an interlinked study of origins

To undrstand origins and how the univers came about we need to delve into all areas of science and learning
We must connect physics, astronomy, geology, anthropology, and many other fields of study in order to get a
whole picture and to not be fooled by just one field’s perspective. Often specialists in one field get so burried
they can not think critically or make connections to other fields, so predictive science wains, and scientist lose
sight of the big picture.

“The debate must be restricted to science and avoid religion, a broader, more complex, and less
structured discipline. My focus is on the scientific evidence relating to origins. Scientific methodology
is better understood [than theology] by most people. Indeed methods for reaching religious
conclusions are vast, subjective, an d cultural. Religious disagreements—often emotional and
unresolvable—have been with us for thousands of years. A purely scientific debate will be broad enough.”

“Scientific information cannot be suppressed for long, so it is not surprising to see a growing
awareness and excitement concerning this information. Some evidence involves new
discoveries. Other evidence, discovered long ago, has been poorly disseminated. If all this
information were openly presented in science classrooms, better education would result.
Regardless of your age or education, you can learn and help others learn this information about

a subject that holds great interest for most people—the subject of origins.”
ITB By Walt Brown http://www.creationscience.com/onlinebook/

Www.sparklightplanet.com
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How to use this Book

This Book is designed to first address key areas of
Science in regards to origins, Mostly in developing
order. First, there is an attempte to define terms
followed by an introduction to issues and why
Origins is crucial to understand and study in our
world. Second, Much has been produced about
Naturalistic Progressive Evolutionism and its
development, so in contrast the second part of this
book assembles a wholistic picture of Supernatural
Creation / Origins as layed out in the Bible. This is
not to advocate or persuade, but to balance and aid
understanding of a view not much publicised in
curent culture.

—DH

- Contact me: sparklightplanet@gmail.com
| http://sites.google.com/site /sparklightplanet/

Www.sparklightplanet.com

Resources
&
Both Sides

You will see resources boxes with
websites and articles. | have done
my best to show links giving
more information for both sides
of a study or argument.
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The Spark, the Light & the Planet

The Natural and the Supernatural

" i

Why is our culture, almost
globally caught up in

ideas and dreams of the - Baibaiffor
supernatfural? v, T .

Weriter Arthur C. Clarke postulates as follows:

Clarke's Three Laws are three "laws" of prediction
formulated by the British writer and scientist.

They are:

1. When a distinguished but elderly scientist
states that something is possible, he is almost
certainly right. When he states that something is
impossible, he is very probably wrong.

1. The only way of discovering the limits of the
possible is to venture a little way past them into
the impossible.

3. Any sufficiently advanced technology is
indistinguishable from magic.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Clarke%27s three laws
"Profiles of The Future", 1961

COMING SOON

"Any path to knowledge is a path to

God—or Reality, whichever word
one prefers to use". Arthur C. Clarke

Can the Supernatural be proven?
http://peace-of-mind.net/

http://www.examiner.com/crime-history-in-
rochester/famous-supernatural-events-19th-
century-america

UPERNATURAL nossoessne

02008 The OW Tebevisicn Network

http://www.virtuescience.com/mystery.html
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The Spark, the Light & the Planet

The Natural and the Supernatural

Science is one of the ways mankind learns about our world, it is just one among many
ways of discovery. Science is in progress and tied to humans, fallible and changing as
we learn and discover more about our world.

So what is Learning/ Knowedge/ Science and what is it made up of?

Knoweledge is made up of logical and rational thinking about our world. It seeks to make working schemes/ statements/
beliefs about what is and what should be. It is based on observation and evidence. It includes belief in the before
mentioned things. A belief is rational if based on enough evidence and it agrees with what is known about the world and
reality. Faithis trusting in evidences. Faith either has a foundation and justification, or no foundation = delusion.

Belief: trusting in what is observed, reproduced, and proven.

Faith: acting on your beliefs, making judgment calls—laws, and sometimes believing in
something you don’t currently have all the evidence for— and assumption, imagination, a leap of
faith.

Some of the world’s greatest scientists use belief and faith to jump beyond the evidence and
propose a theory before the evidence was found, and because of their faith, they discovered
amazing things.

Science is not Science fiction, anything on TV or movies, and unfounded theories based on little
or no evidence / observation. Science is not necessarily what is widely accepted.

The Supernatural

How much do we know? How much does all humanity collectively know?
You may say, “alot” “everything” or “almost nothing.”

We are discovering, learning, and exploring every day. We know more, but as many
scientists will tell you , the more you learn, the more you realize there is so much more
to learn. For example: the cell, DNA, the oceans, outer space. Enough?

Our world (though we like to think we are more scientific, rational, and naturalistic) is
toying with and seeking the supernatural more than ever, in TV, movies, books and
music. The amazing amount of science fiction , ghosts, and alien media is astounding
for such a “scientific and rational—naturalistic society.” We like to pretend we live in
only a natural world, answering only to ourselves. But our dreams (media) are filled with
the supernatural and memories of our lost potential and purpose. Have we lost a perfect
world, an “Eden” and we are trying to get it back (current environmental movement ?).

What if the supernatural is really just the undiscovered? This doesn’t mean leaving reality,
it means exploring again, being wise enough to know you don’t have all of the answers and
aren’t in control of everything. It means believing in truth but still having an open mind to
consider all things, and it means some things might just be dumb, wrong, stupid and evil. If not, --'m
our alternative is to be close-minded, intolerant, and to close judgment on ourselves. To censor

ideas is to close the lid and trap ourselves in a box where no answers can be found and no ﬁ@ ; 9
guestions can thrive. We then live in a world tied to the mast of a sinking ship of political

correctness and popular tolerance, which only tolerates their own views.

—HciFiee
== BATTLESTAR —

DH
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The Natural and the Supernatural

What percentage of the world’s population believes in the Supernatural?
How many believe only in the natural?

Religious Adherents as a Percentage

of World Population in 2000
Figura 2

World Population Percentages by Religious Group
religious 86%, non-religious and anti-religious 14%

.. Atheists 2 5% ——MWew Religionists 1.7%
Re“QIOU_S Groups ) o o Ethno Religlonkts 365 Sikhs 4%
monotheists 54%, reincarnationists 20%, ethno religions 10% Buddhists 5.9% Jews 2%

Chinese Folk B.4%% |E0ther5 A%
Monotheists
Christians 33%, Muslims 21%

Reincarnationists |
Hindu 13%, Buddhist 6% Ehﬂam

Ethno Religions Chinese 6.3%, tribal 4%

Non-religious groups
Non-religious and agnostic 11.9%, anti-religious and atheist 2.3%

From: http://www.geocities.com/richleebruce/mystat.html

http://home.sandiego.edu/~baber/logic/gallup.html
This poll shows that in June 16, 2005

Three in Four Americans Believe in the Paranormal

Little change from similar results in 2001

http://www.baylor.edu/pr/news.php?ac...ry&story=52815

During the past 63 years, several polls show the percentage of atheists has not changed
at all, holding steady at only 4 percent of Americans who say they do not believe in ‘
God. Not only is atheism not growing in the United States, the majority of Europeans ANNIVERSARY:
are not atheists (Ch. 14, "Atheism: The Godless Revolution That Never Happened"). e
Russia now claims 96 percent of its population believes in God, while a recent poll of B VN (e Lol B0
China showed that atheists are outnumbered by those who believe in God(s). AR

In both the 2005 and 2007 Baylor Religion Surveys, researchers found that 11 percent of
the national sample reported they had "no religion." Although nearly a third of the "no
religion” group are atheists who reject "anything beyond the physical world," the Baylor
Religion Survey found that two-thirds of the "no religion" group
expressed some belief in God and many of those are not
“irreligious” but are merely "unchurched" (Ch. 17, "The Irreligious:
Simply Unchurched-Not Atheists"). Delving into the actual
religiousness of those who report having no religion, the Baylor
Survey found that a majority of Americans who claim to be
irreligious pray (and 32 percent pray often), around a third of them
profess belief in Satan, hell and demons, and around half believe
in angels and ghosts.

http://boards.straightdope.com/sdmb/showthread.php?

FRINGE

FOX
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The Natural and the Supernatural

t=525130

More info from Gallup poles:
http://www.religioustolerance.org/ev_publi.htm

Arround the world: http://www.religioustolerance.org/
worldrel.htm

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Major_religious_groups

the Planet

American’s views on the origin of humans

(Gallup poll, November 2005)

Humans evolved from
non-human ancestors

God created humans
by guiding evolution

God created humans
in their present form

No opinion

The most beautiful thing we can
experience is the mysterious. It is

Other explanation the source of all true art and all

science. He to whom this emotion is
a stranger, who can no longer
pause to wonder and stand rapt in
awe, is as good as dead: his eyes
are closed. - Albert Einstein

So, to break it all down, worldwide, about 3% of the
worlds population do not believe in the supernatural.

About 3 to 9% of Americans do not believe in the
supernatural.

10
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Four Great Questions

1. Who am | (and what am |
worth?)

2. Where did | come from?

3. Why am | here?

4. Where am | going when |
die?

‘...the law.of Christ is
incompatible with the
Law of evolution... Nay,
the two laws are at war
with each other...”

Evolutionist, Sir Arthur Keith,
Evolution & Ethics.

Does what we know point to the
possibility of the impossible?

Supernatural design and creation from
the word of God.

&

The origin of the universe and life from
natural evolutionary processes

As far back into recorded history as we can see, two
ideas have emerged as to the origin of everything. Most
clearly the Greeks came up with the idea of natural
processes without the supernatural being the cause of
our existence. But is was not until the time after the
fall of the Super structure of Roman Catholicism, the
Dark ages and the emergence of the Bible in the
common tongue of the people that the discipline of
discovery called Science emerged.

11

Humanist world-view based on
evolution:
Man is god and answers to no one.

Creationist world-view:
God is God and

judges all men.

Science emerged with figures such as Newton,
Pascal, etc. who saw the universe as knowable and
orderly. They believed we could discover and know the
mechanics and purposes of our world and ourselves.
The idea that Laws govern our world became the basis
of all thought out thought - Logic, and the basis of
science being a discipline of observing and reproducing
to discover the intricate workings of our world. The
early scientists assumed an intelligence, a design
behind all things. Belief and religion played their
influences, but as a new “religion” with man at the
center of the universe emerged, new ideas started to
form in the minds of men. The old ways of thought
were relegated to the “Church” as the divide between
Secular and Spiritual widened into a grand canyon.
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Following is a brief history of the
people and ideas, which have
influenced our world so dramatically.

Greece—humanistic ideas fof origins rom other ancient
civilizations and lefe from non-life.

Jean Baptise de Lamarck (1744-1829)

The Tendency to progress or evolve to more
complexity, and the forces of fitting to the local
environment [ adaptation ]

Spontaneous generation and inheritance
of acquired characteristics -proven false

Catastrophe theories and
Uniformitarianism

Charles Lyell - Principles of Geology 1860’s : The
age of the earth reformed to hundreds of millions of
years old, His ideas attacked by Lord Kelvin (William
Thomson)

Later radioactivity and radiometric dating

Faulty Creationest / Religious idea that all
things have stayed the same from the time of creation.
And that animals did not become extinct. The Bible
taught the opposite, that things were wearing down
and animals could go extinct.

1800’s Dinosaur frenzy as e
dinosaur fossils are found and put
together Iguanodon- best guess

Charles Darwin (1809-1882): The
Origin of the Spices to Natural
selection of the races

Main ideas: Variation and

adaptation (natural selection) can cause one kind of
animal to change into another kind of animal given
enough time. All the kinds of animals came from one.
Sexual selection, environmental adaptation, and
survival of the fittest.

Alfred Wallace a British naturalist had similar ideas to
Darwin’s at the same time.

William Pales Natural Theology, or Evidences
of the Existence and Attributes of the Deity 1802: says
all adaptation should be perfect. The search for and
intended “purpose” to all thins such as rats and fleas a
faulty religious idea ignoring the decay and decline of

12

life as a result of the fall of man away from God
affecting all life and earth.

Kind [bird] and species-interbreeding becomes unlikely
[the Herring gull and the Lesser black-backed gull]

The ideas of Adaptation and natural selection credited
to Evolution only and divorced from intelligent design
and special creation

Intermediates? Variation in designs or evolutionary
links
Living Intermediates and fossil intermediates

Geology—being taught as uniformitarianism, evidences
of flood explained away and or given as evidence for
evolution processes.

Dating methods—most young ages descarded, old ages
solidified

The fossil record and the creation of
the “Pre-historic” Dinosaur ages

Humanism and the re-defining of
language: Philosophers support
Darwin such as Maximilien Liittre
1800’s

Blending evolution and the supernatural Alfred Wallace
1858 a contemporary of Darwin proposed that human
beings has indeed evolved ant that the human spirit
came from some supernatural force, and idea that the
Roman Catholic Church adopted, but Islam, and
protestant Christianity has rejected. The Jewish
community is split.

The Scopes Trial

DNA - Origin of life, the Stanley Miler experiments
1950’s, and the rise and fall of spontaneous generation
of life.

The propagation of evolutionary theories and beliefs
through government (tax supported) backed education
and scientific support. 1963 Madaline Murry Ohare,
Bible, Ten commandments and prayer taken out of
schools

Stephen Jay Gould 1942-2000 Punctuated
Equilibrium - lack of transitional forms

The rise of Intelligent design and the questioning of
Darwinian (materialistic) Evolution
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A world view is how we make sense of everything around us. It is what we base our beliefs, hopes and truths on.
A world view is why two people looking at the same evidence and come out with different views and conclusions.
You never come to the table with nothing. There is no vacuum when it comes to the human experience.

This really matters in the realm of science and exploration, truth and knowing. The question is not whether you can get
rid of your bias, but can you see your bias for what it is, a world view, and go beyond it to explore other world views
and ideas, being open enough to consider their credibility, origins and conclusions.

I will lay out three world views which encompass all of the other subsets. Others have explained this better, but this is a
skeletal outline. | encourage you to explore further.

NaturaliSm: The world and the observable universe came about by
only natural processes. All that exists are time, matter and energy. There is no
supernatural in any form. In this camp are atheists, naturalistic (Darwinian )
evolutionists, and agnostics.

What this world view believes about:
. Origins— everything came about by chance out of matter, energy, and time.
These have always existed, origin unknown.

. Humans — the “most evolved” of the living creatures on earth, though maybe not the most fit for survival. A
product of chance whose only purpose is to survive.

. Morality— morality is tied to survival. The fittest survivor decides the morality. Everything is relative. Right and
wrong, good and evil, life and death are just preferences. There are no injustices or wrongs. The majority or the
strongest impose their preferences of morality on the weaker. It is just nature being nature.

o Death — the end of all things, existence ceases, ending any imagined or created meaning or purpose
. Life — you are “god” (the most evolved) so seek your greatest good /survival. Seek pleasure until you die.
. Directives— The only real things are what can be observed in naturalistic/material science. Survival of the

fittest—survival of the survivors is the driving force. Chance is the only force or known. The earths well-being
supersedes that of any one species, aka humans. We may be the problem— exterminate us

Pantheism: There is some kind of force, energy or multiple entities which may or may
not have brought about the world and the observable universe. They may be part of it as well, but
just more evolved beings, separate or entwined in nature. In this camp are Buddhists, Unitarians,
pantheists, animists, Hindus, the Greek gods, Guya, Chinese and Japanese folk beliefs, African
deities, etc.

What this world view believes about:
e Origins — a few creation mythologies, but many pantheist Buddhists and Hindus don’t
address this issue.

e Humans — lower evolutions, part of the system of all things, we must stay in balance or
harmony with all things.

13
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Morality — it varies upon your evolution level.

Death — maybe the end, maybe not. Definitely the end of your personality as the universe recycles your energy or
essence.

Life — seek to be at balance with the universe and with others, but don’t get caught in the wrong cast system or the
downward spiral of reincarnation. Which evolved entity or force do you listen to? Nothing is for sure; just seek
peace and love and hang loose, however that is done.

Directives — There is something out there bigger then us. Some great observations about humans, nature, and the
universe, but not sure what to do where to go with them.

M OnOthe|Sm / The One: All existence, reality, knowing, time, energy and
matter, start from one being. This being (alien) has always existed, always been, and has no end. This
being is outside of time, space, and matter. Life, light, love, relationship, choice, and all things find
their source or origin in this being.

What this world view believes about:

Origins — All of time, space, energy and life come from this source. The
Creation is a reflection of the creator, but not the same as the Creator.

Humans — A special reflection of the creator, designed to be in a unique
relationship with the creator.

Morality — Light and dark, good and evil, right and wrong exist outside
the human experience and we live the happiest and best when we discover
and align ourselves with the harmony of the universe and choose to live
connected with the source of life and reality.

Death — the result of separation from the Source. A consequence of choice, our choosing to seek independence
from the origin of all things. A transition resulting in rebirth or restoration of all things lost, broken, stolen, or
destroyed because of human independence from Life’s Source. Or, complete separation resulting in judgment and
annihilation.

Life — the opportunity to discover your purpose and connect with the Creator , living out your hopes and dreams
and gifts to your fullest potential.

Directives— learn to live in love, connected to the Source, live in balance and harmony with nature and your fellow
humans. Reflect the love, life, and glory and relationship given to us by the Creator, exploring and living in wonder
at all that is around us.

Note: Of the three main beliefs, Islam, Judaism and Christianity, only Christianity holds to a being who has love and
relationship at its core in a trinity of three personalities of the same essence in perfect harmony with each other,
showing themselves to humanity in one Creator. A truly alien and mind twisting concept. In contrast Islam and
Judaism (to some extent) have only one being with love being one trait of that being— much more like the Greek gods of

Olympus who loved and hated and had no core nature.

DH

Every Thoug h" CCI pi’ive: A Study Manual for the understanding of Christian Beliefs

By Richard L. Pratt, Jr. A great look into the presuppositions of thought and belief

14
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A Comparison of the Two Main Theories T

.. .. . . A f‘%f\m
Note: there are many variations between the two, such as theistic evolution, which try to i A ¥

adopt characteristics of the other.

Key: In discussing naturalistic evolution and creation theories it will be helpful to distinguish ‘
some sets or differences in the animal kingdom. (More: see page 11) i i
The broadest sets are invertebrates, vertebrates. { :

Then mammals,birds, reptiles, amphibians, fish, arthropods, starfish, molluscs, segmented

worms, roundworms, flatworms, jellyfish, sponges. £oa i
Then kinds/ baramins: dog, primate, cat, horse, cow, spider, whale, turtle, lizard, bird etc. S\ 2
Then species: swan, house cat, doberman, draft horse, ape, blue whale, crocodile, etc.

More info: http://www.answersingenesis.org /get-answers/topic/created-kinds
http:/ /www.answersingenesis.org /home /area/cfol /ch2-species.asp

Naturalistic Evolution:
Assumption — Time, matter and energy have
always existed, and somehow defy the laws
of entropy.

This model allows for no outside or
intelligent intervention (supernatural). Only
time, matter, and energy- only the natural.

Universe: from the big bang — origin point
out of “nothing”
Billions of y.0. 8 to 20 billion y.o.

Earth & Solar System: just one of many
solar systems and planets, which by chance
happens to be in a life zone.

Billions of y.0. Earth Approximately 4.3

Billions of y.o.
\k‘ir
f S
e o 45

All life/complex organisms (us) “evolved”
from non-life — single cell.

Life: By chance arose from
non-life chemicals and
minerals, possibly in the deep

_—

Creation: Assumption — A creator

being (outside the universe) has always
existed, no beginning and no end.

This model allows for supernatural
intervention in nature and claims that the

& s 5| Creator used natural and supernatural

means in the origin and development of the universe and life on earth
and even outside of it.

Universe: from an origin point, spoken into existence (created) out
of nothing.

Could be billions y.o. or young, thousands y.o. In the Bible, the Earth
is talked about first, and the planets, sun, and stars show up later. It
could be that they were created billions/millions of years before and
their light reached earth on the day described in the Bible —
naturalistically. There are some great scientific observations for a
young universe that is thousands of years old. There is also the
supernatural nature of the Creator, beyond the access of science.

Earth & Solar system: designed
specifically for life and humanity.

It could be millions or thousands of
years old. According to the Bible,
the earth was formless and void, but it
doesn’t say for how long until the

day / night cycle was started by the
Creator initiating time measurement
and life.

Life: designed and specifically created.
Thousands y.o.

All life (simple and complex organisms created
and designed within their kinds (original
design) before genetic entropy — the Fall.

15
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Natural Selection: In nature one or more traits will
be favored and/or selected out because of
environmental conditions.

Adaptation: A living organism’s reaction to natural
selection. An internal system will enhance traits so
that the organism / animal/ human survives better.
(Scientifically observed within kinds, called
speciation. Darwin’s finches or dogs — wolf to
Chihuahua.

Mutation: change within an organism on the
genetic level. Scientifically no new genetic
information has ever been observed to be added to
an organism by mutation. It works with the existing
information. Mutations can be beneficial, neutral,
or harmful. The huge majority are harmful.

Naturalistic evolution proposes that these three
mechanisms can change one kind of creature into
another and that they can- given enough time- take
one celled organisms and “evolve” them into a
range of different kinds of creatures. This is
referred to as Macro (large) evolution, and
differentiated from micro-Evolution, which happens
within kinds from the three forces mentioned above.

Long periods of time: billions and millions of
years. With enough time the improbable or the
impossible become possible- is the theory.

Fossil record: claims to be able to show millions of
years of life and geologic change
Millions y.o.

Tenants: the present is the key to the past —
uniformitism. (Does not acknowledge that a
worldwide cataclysm happened, except whatever
wiped out the dinosaurs.)

Reality and morality
originate from nature.
Existence is only in life on
this earth. Death ends
everything. There is no pre
or post existence, no
supernatural.

Summary:

Natural selection: imported from the Fall.
The result of sin and separation from the Creator’s plan and
design. Scientific and agrees with NE.

In nature one or more traits will be favored / selected out
because of environmental conditions. This fits both models
and is neither evolutionary or creationary.

Adaptation: an amazing design feature enabling creatures to
modify or adapt to nature (within kinds) dog, horse, cat, turtle
etc.

A living organisms reaction to natural selection. An internal
system will enhance traits so that the organism / animal/
human survives better. (Scientifically observed within kinds,
called speciation. Darwin’s finches or dogs — wolf to
Chihuahua.)

Mutation: a mechanism designed to assist adaptation.
Harmful mutations (possibly all) are the result of the Fall —
human’s choice against the Creator, separating all of nature
and the planet and ushering in degeneration and mutation. All
things were created to their optimal use and purpose, but now
are diverging or degenerating.

Change within an organism on the genetic level. Scientifically
no new genetic information has ever been observed to be
added to an organism by mutation. It works with the existing
information. Mutations can be beneficial, neutral, or harmful.
The huge majority are harmful.

Short periods of time: for life, and possibly other processes

Fossil record: no intermediates, but many varieties of
creatures affected by a global flood, many not in existence
today. Mostly laid down by a global flood catastrophe.

Tenants: The present is very different from the past. It has
been affected by entropy/degradation and global and local
catastrophic events of the past.

Reality and morality originate from the Creator. The
supernatural exists, and an afterlife as humans being made in
the image of the Creator are designed to exist in a relationship
of love and dependence with their Maker forever. The world
will be restored and the story will continue and, probably,
expand into the rest of the universe as humanity continues to
learn and explore the universe created.

Molten First

Earth Oceans

DH

The key differences between evolution and creation theories are the pre-
existence of a supernatural creator versus a completely naturalistic world. : o’ ik :
Billions of years versus thousands for the origin and development of life + wouen [ Nant B
and the universe. They differ on the scientific viability of natural selection, Z Dryland — Sun, moon, Sea and flying - Land animals
. . “ ' . . . rth and plants and stars creatures and Man
adaptation and mutation to “evolve” non-life / single cell organism to the
multiplicity of complex organisms we see today and in the fossil record.
They interpret the fossil record and past events differently.
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Science

What is Science and what is it not.

Webster's definition:

http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/science

e Main Entry: sci-ence

e Pronunciation: \ si-an(t)s\

e Function: noun

Etymology: Middle English, from Anglo-French, from Latin scientia, from
scient-, sciens having knowledge, from present participle of scire to know;
perhaps akin to Sanskrit chyati he cuts off, Latin scindere to split — more at
shed

e Date: 14th century

1 : the state of knowing : knowledge as distinguished from ignorance or
misunderstanding

2 a : a department of systematized knowledge as an object of study <the science
of theology> b : something (as a sport or technique) that may be studied or
learned like systematized knowledge <have it down to a science>

3 a : knowledge or a system of knowledge covering general truths or the
operation of general laws especially as obtained and tested through scientific method b : such knowledge or such a
system of knowledge concerned with the physical world and its phenomena : natural science

4 : a system or method reconciling practical ends with scientific laws <cooking is both a science and an art>

eMain Entry: scientific method

eFunction: noun

eDate: circa 1810

: principles and procedures for the systematic pursuit of knowledge involving the recognition and
formulation of a problem, the collection of data through observation and experiment, and the
formulation and testing of hypotheses

Two kinds of Science

Scientific Method Outline

e Observational — | saw it, but
Problem- What are we testing? The question can’t recreate it— a volcano
Research— Have others tackled this problem? Observation .

e Experimental — | recreated
Formulate a hypothesis— write and if/then statement. the conditions and
Assumption to probability observed— fly mutation

Design the experiment/formulate your problem or issue

Anything stated to take or

Collect observations, summarize data or evidences be millions / thousands of
Conclusions— a working statement about truth—a theory back ) yegr-s has not been
by evidence scientifically observed. It

http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/ee/what-is-science IS assumptlon and belief
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Science

Science n. [< scire, to First Law of

know] 1. Systematized Thermodynamics:
knowledge derived from “Matter ena )
ana/or energy

opbservation, study, etc.
cannot be created
Webster’s Dictionary or destroyed?” *

There are only
two choices:

rvey showed that 46 percent of adults in the

ited States did not think that humans had evolved

rom earlier species of animals, and an additional 9 per

ent of those surveved were not sure. The results of this 1 . SomebOdy made
and other similar surveys are startling because evolution the WOI"|d

een a settled issue in science for nearly 150 vears

reamme 2. The world made
s itself.
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The Spark, the Light & the Planet

What do you mean by “Evolution?

The word “Evolution” has many meanings,
only one of which is scientific.

1. Cosmic Evolution: the origin of time,
space and matter, i.e. Big Bang.

2. Chemical Evolution- the origin of higher
elements from hydrogen.

3. Stellar and Planetary evolution.
Origin of stars and planets. No one
has ever seen a star form.

4. Organic Evolution. Origin of Life.

5. Macro-Evolution. Changing from
one kind into another.

6. Micro-Evolution. Variations within kinds.
Only this one has been observed.

A COMPARISON OF THE Tv'0 THEORIES IN TIMELINE

http://www.christiancreationassociation.com/creationtimeline.htm
http://wwwold.reasons.org/resources/apologetics /creation_timeline /index.shtml
http://www.middletownbiblechurch.org /sciences/scienc5.htm

0 I | ] |
Creation @0000WA )04 sCaticlism 44001 Jesus 2000v Today

0 http://www.answersingenesis.org/
God in the beginning articles/ee /origin-of-humans
created the Heavens and
earth, and the earth was
formless and void—of life

@
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-
o
7p)
=
)
-
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9o
A=y
@
1

The Spirit begins the creation
days. Day/time markers start

http://www.time.com/time /covers/1101010723 /timeline.html
http://www.gemini.edu/gallery /v/astronomical_images_and_illustrations/Illustrations /Timeline_FINALSmall.jpg.html
http://www.viableindustries.com/2.html Today

L
i B R
N

Big Bang 8,000,000,000 to 20,000,000,000 Bva ’000 o o 0 N
p &° * o©: o 0
S \
Nothing or everything compacteded into a dot (.) N 0 ea‘c"‘?’ @0\\]6
Explodes and evolves into the universe eof e s NG

Both are belief systems, theories. Religions believed by faith, their origins outside of science and observation.
Why then is evolutionism funded by the state and propagated in our schools through our tax dollars?
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DEFINING THE THEORIES

Naturalistic Progressive Evolution (organic evolution—macroevolution ) (old age—billions)

Molicules to Man—This Theory belives that there is self organiizaton from simple to complex in nature, it requires
an upward change in the complexity of certain traits and organs. It proposed that mutations, environment and natural selection
with time and chance will add genetic information and complexity to a system or organism. This is not “change over time in
populations.” It proposes life from non-life, and the universe arising from nothing, “big bang thoery.”

Thiestic Evolution or evolutionary creation (old age—billions)

This concept that asserts that classical religious teachings about God are compatible with the modern scientific
understanding about biological evolution. In short, theistic evolutionists believe that there is a God, that God is the creator of the
material universe and (by consequence) all life within, and that biological evolution is simply a natural process within that creation.
Evolution, according to this view, is simply a tool that God employed to develop human life. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Theistic_evolution http://www.theisticevolution.org/

Naturalistic Creation (old age—billions)

- There is no supporting evidence for young earth creationism, and organizations like Answers in Genesis posit faulty science based
on a misreading of scripture, which forces them to believe in a young earth, which in turn, forces them to come up with a host of
gymnastics to get around the insurmountable amount of evidence that the earth was created billions of years ago. - The flood was
local, not global - God created progressively over millions and billions of years: each step of creation was designed for a purpose,
to bring about the right conditions on earth for humans to live - There is no conflict between scripture and the revelation of God
in nature. Evolution in the grand idea of it - macro evolution - is not plausible. See: http://www.reasons.org/

Adaptive Creation or Supernatural Creation (Typically, Young Earth-yet scientifically open to old age—billions)
The Creator not bound by the natural process he originated, created everything, and designed within the system adaptation—
natural selection. Assumption: The Universe originally had entropy—degeneration within, but the Creator renewed /sustained it.
the universe was exquisitely beautiful, self-renewing and free from defects or flaws. Entropy (death, mutation, degeneration) entered
the word and universe via Humanity’s choice to remove themselves from the will of the Creatior seeking independence— the
Creator’s renowing power was removed. All Life, and possibly the earth and universe are relatively young, as attested to by many
scientific observations/ theories.

More on Entropy in Creation

http://ldolphin.org/Ruin.html

http://gochristianhelps.com/tracts/stl/entropy.htm

A 4 \ http://www.creationhistory.com/AnimalDeath.shtml

http://thebibleandscience.webs.com/articles/secondlaw.htm

Clarification: http://www.creationscience.com/onlinebook/
LifeSciences2.html

macroevolution, it accounts for many variations within a very narrow range.

Science should always base conclusions on what is seen and reproducible. So
o what is observed? We see variations in lizards, four of which are shown at the

3 | . . . . .

b ‘——7 Figure on left: Microevolution vs. Macroevolution. Notice that
é Intermediates macroevolution would require an upward change in the complexity of certain
= a (always missing  traits and organs. Microevolution involves only “horizontal” (or even
g 8~ 5 or fictional) downward) changes—no increasing complexity. Also note that all creationists
é . agree that natural selection occurs. While natural selection does not result in

= bottom. We also see birds, represented at the top. In-between forms (or

) e, 5 intermediates), which should be vast in number if macroevolution occurred,
y - % ‘,4-’ . .. .

5 } are never seen as fossils or living species. A careful observer can usually see

“ . unbelievable discontinuities in these claimed upward changes, as well as in
k\; ‘} P 8 . I the drawing above.

Ever since Darwin, evolutionists have made excuses for why the world and
«—— microevolution

Y

our fossil museums are not overflowing with intermediates.
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Darwinian Natural Evolution

Evolution (Naturalistic Progressive Evolution) http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Evolution

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia Webster's definition did not include a Darwinian
evolution definition

This article is about evolution in biology. For other uses, see Evolution (disambiguation). For a less
technical introduction to the topic, see Introduction to evolution.

In biology, evolution (Adaptation) is change (mutation) in the genetic material of a population of organisms from one
generation to the next. Though changes produced in any one generation are small, differences accumulate with each
generation and can, over time, cause substantial changes in the population, a process that can culminate in the emergence
of new species.! Indeed, the similarities amongst species suggest that all known species are descended from a common
ancestor (or ancestral gene pool) through this process of gradual divergence.’2l (This has not been scientifically observed.)

The basis of evolution is the genes that are passed on from generation to generation; these produce an organism's
inherited traits. These traits vary within populations, with organisms showing heritable differences (variation) in their
traits. Evolution itself is the product of two opposing forces: processes that constantly introduce variation, and processes
that make variants either become more common or rare. New variation arises in two main ways: either from mutations in
genes, or from the transfer of genes between populations and between species. In species that reproduce sexually, new
combinations of genes are also produced by genetic recombination, which can increase variation between organisms.

Two major mechanisms determine which variants will become more common or rare in a population. One is natural
selection, a process that causes helpful traits (those that increase the chance of survival and reproduction) to become
more common in a population and causes harmful traits to become more rare. This occurs because individuals with
advantageous traits are more likely to reproduce, meaning that more individuals in the next generation will inherit these
traits.?“! Over many generations, adaptations occur through a combination of successive, small, random changes in
traits, and natural selection of the variants best-suited for their environment./“! The other major mechanism driving
evolution is genetic drift, an independent process that produces random changes in the frequency of traits in a
population. Genetic drift results from the role that chance plays in whether a given trait will be passed on as individuals
survive and reproduce.

Evolutionary biologists document the fact that evolution (adaptation) occurs, and also develop and test theories that
explain its causes. The study of evolutionary biology began in the mid-nineteenth century, when research into the fossil
record and the diversity of living organisms convinced most scientists that species changed over time.>®! However, the
mechanism driving these changes remained unclear until the theories of natural selection were independently discovered
by Charles Darwin and Alfred Wallace. Darwin's landmark 1859 work On the Origin of Species brought the new
theories of evolution by natural selection to a wide audience,' leading to the overwhelming acceptance of evolution
among scientists. (Not True) EIEIEL 1n the 1930s, Darwinian natural selection was combined with Mendelian
inheritance to form the modern evolutionary synthesis,*? which connected the units of evolution (genes) and the
mechanism of evolution (natural selection). This powerful explanatory and predictive theory has become the central

organizing principle of modern biology, directing research and (attempting to) providing a unifying explanation for the
diversity of life on Earth 21131

The key assumptions of Naturalistic Evolution: Life arose from non-life. Mutations, adaptation and natural selection
can change one kind of animal to another kind (reptile to bird), single cell to complex life form. It has taken millions and
billions of years to accomplish naturalistic evolution. DH http://www.evolution-is-degeneration.com

hitp:/ /www.darwins-theory-of-evolution.com/ http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Darwinism

Simplified: Evolution relies on time, chance, mutation, natural selection, and adaptation.  http://www.evolution-is-degeneration.com
A helpful summary: http://www.creationscience.com/onlinebook/LifeSciences5.html
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The Spark, the Light & the Planet
Evolution Simplified?

PiNRe) 3AWs] | Talk.origins is a Usenet newsgroup
menrgind | devoted to the discussion and debate

(B UIIENBIINEIY | of biological and physical origins.
Controversy

Most discussions in the newsgroup
center on the creation/evolution
controversy, but other topics of
discussion include the origin of life,
geology, biology, catastrophism,
cosmology and theology.

. . which have appeared in talk.origins at one time or another. The primary
Wh at IS EVOI Utlon ? reason for this archive's existence is to provide mainstream scientific
Copyright © 1993-1997 by Laurence Moran (evolutionary) responses to the many frequently asked questions (FAQs)
[Last Update: January 22, 1993] - see weblink for full text that appear and the frequently rebutted assertions of those advocating
http://www.talkorigins.org/fags/evolution-definition.html intelligent design or other creationist pseudosciences.

The TalkOrigins Archive is a collection of articles and essays, most of

Most non-scientists seem to be quite confused about precise definitions of biological evolution. Such confusion is due in large part
to the inability of scientists to communicate effectively to the general public and also to confusion among scientists themselves
about how to define such an important term. When discussing evolution it is important to distinguish between the existence of
evolution and various theories about the mechanism of evolution. And when referring to the existence of evolution it is important
to have a clear definition in mind. What exactly do biologists mean when they say that they have observed evolution or that

humans and chimps have evolved from a common ancestor?
One of the most respected evolutionary biologists has defined biological evolution as follows:

is is just o . . . .
This s Ju "In the broadest sense, evolution is merely change, and so is all-pervasive; galaxies, languages, and

adaptation, natu_ral
selection, mutatnlon
and genetic drift

political systems all evolve. Biological evolution ... is change in the properties of populations of
organisms that transcend the lifetime of a single individual. The ontogeny of an individual is not
considered evolution; individual organisms do not evolve. The changes in populations that are

considered evolutionary are those that are inheritable via the genetic material from one generation to

the next. Biological evolution may be slight or substantial; it embraces everything from slight
changes in the proportion of different alleles within a population (such as those determining blood
types) to the successive alterations that led from the earliest protoorganism to snails, bees,
giraffes, and dandelions." - Um? Wasn’t there just a huge leap in logic and assumption there? -

- Douglas J. Futuyma in Evolutionary Biology, Sinauer Associates 1986

Is this pa\'t rea\W
scientific and
observed?

It is important to note that biological evolution refers to populations and not to individuals and that the changes must be passed

on to the next generation. In practice this means that,

Evolution is a process that results in heritable changes in a population spread over many generations.

This is a good working scientific definition of evolution; one that can be used to distinguish between evolution and similar changes

that are not evolution. Another common short definition of evolution can be found in many textbooks:

"In fact, evolution can be precisely defined as any change in the frequency of alleles within a

gene pool from one generation to the next."
- Helena Curtis and N. Sue Barnes, Biology, 5th ed. 1989 Worth Publishers, p.974

One can quibble about the accuracy of such a definition (and we have often quibbled on these newsgroups) but it also conveys the essence of
what evolution really is. When biologists say that they have observed evolution, they mean that they have detected a change in the frequency of
genes in a population. (Often the genetic change is inferred from phenotypic changes that are heritable.) When biologists say that humans and
chimps have evolved from a common ancestor they mean that there have been successive heritable changes in the two separated populations

since they became isolated.

Unfortunately the common definitions of evolution outside of the scientific community are different. ... Scientists such as myself must share the
blame for the lack of public understanding of science. We need to work harder to convey the correct information. Sometimes we don't succeed
very well but that does not mean that we are dishonest. On the other hand, the general public, and creationists in particular, need to also work a

little harder in order to understand science. Reading a textbook would help.
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Darwinian Natural Evolution

In The World of Evolution

If natural progressive evolution is true...

The only rule is chance and “survival of the fittest” meaning survival of the
Survivors.

Survival of the fittest is not evolutionary concept. It has a place in all major
world views

Death, pain, suffering, and “evil” are all natural.

This means there are races, and racism is justified. There may be master races
who survive better. This means that Hitler’s campaign against Jews, gypsies,
blacks, etc. was justified and not wrong, because there is no wrong. Japan’s
conquest, destruction and rape of China during WWII was justified, as just one
superior race surviving over another. It is just about who survives better.

There are no absolute truths, lies, evils or goods. There are just observations,
opinions and survival.

Man is just an evolved animal. Rats, cows, babies, tuna fish are all life forms
struggling to survive. One has no more innate value than the other.

Our highest purpose in life is to survive.
The most evolved / complex creature may not be the fittest to survive. Simple

organisms often survive better. A virus may be superior to us if it kills humans, or
if the cockroach out-survives us.

There is no supernatural, no ghosts, God or gods, afterlife, etc. All religions, Islam, Judaism, Buddhism,
Hinduism, Mormonism, Christianity, Catholics, etc. are mere delusions of weak and un-scientific minds.

Any spiritualism / supernatural is fantasy, anti- intellectual and un- scientific.

More artilces:  http://www.humanities.mq.edu.au/Ockham/y641052.html  Can Evolution Explain Morality?
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Evolution_of morality
http://www.newscientist.com/article/dn13696-evolution-myths-accepting-evolution-undermines-morality.html
http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=5237 Evolution Can't Explain Morality
http://www.godandscience.org/evolution/implications.htmI#EKGKMKRdAOynG Implications of Evolution in Morality/Culture

http://creation.com/evolution-no-morality-dawkins

http://creation.com/morals-decline-linked-to-belief-in-evolution *...dedicated to the proposition that all men are
http://www.answersingenesis.org/creation/v20/i3/morality.asp created equal.... that this nation, under God, shall

lution: lity htto:// drul Jevoluti her/ h have a new birth of freedom....” —Abraham
Evolution: no morality http://www.godrules.net/evolutioncruncher/c19a.htm Lincoln, Gettysburg Address, 1863.

“But then with me the horrid doubt always arises
whether the convictions of man’s mind, which has
been developed from the mind of the lower animals,
are of any value or at all trustworthy. Would any one
trust in the convictions of a monkey’s mind, if there
are any convictions in such a mind?” —Charles
Darwin, Letter to William Graham, 1881. Died 1882.
http://www.creationsafaris.com/crev200902.htm
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Creation — Origin & Degeneration

In The World of Creation

If creation is true...

You are just as free to chose and be who you want to be in
this world as in naturalistic evolution, except here you are
accountable to your maker. You are designed and created

for a specific purpose, to be with God. But you must http://www.answersingenesis.org /creation/v24 /i3 /morality.asp
choose this. http://www.allaboutphilosophy.org/morality.htm

In expressing Their nature the Creator gave humanity (us) choice, but in order to continue
loving us, he had to give us consequences.

Our choice is to be with / dependent upon the Creator or to be separate and on our own.
The problem is that the Creator is the source of everything, reality, life etc.
\ ‘ When we separate ourselves from the source we are separated from the source, life itself.
> !s According to Biblical record, when the first humans separated themselves from the Creator,

they invited death, decay and degeneration into the world. We all inherit this curse; cause
and effect.

Death pain Suffering and “evil” are un-natural. http: / /www.cslewistoday.com/blog /the-problem-of-pain

Racism, cruelty etc are wrong, and add to the degeneration of humanity. Anything
that is not of God is in opposition to his creation and his nature. We suffer the effects
of others depravity and choices. But, in all of this God promises to be with us and go
through this time of suffering with us, and he promises to restore us and the earth.
There is judgment but also redemption.

Man is a special creation in the image of God, with a special relationship. We are to
be the ones taking care of creation. We should be the environmentalists, being wise
and protective of our planet. Here mercy is stronger than survival of the fittest.

The supernatural and the natural are not separated, but only in the minds of men.
Science is one way of exploring and knowing our world, and does not conflict with
creation or the supernatural. Civilization began with elegance and technology, and has
gone through cycles. We may have forgotten more than we gained. The opposite of
evolution where we have gone from
grunting apes to cave men to the
“heights” of our complex and very
breakable technology.

Information and design are at the center of this world, but it has been
tainted and is degenerating from its original purpose. What we see as
chance and chaos is in fact the result of a separation / degeneration of
humanity, the planet, the universe for its creator. God created kinds of
creatures with genetic variability to
adapt and survive, this leads to
speciation, then species go extinct, until
only a few species remain and the
genetic pool is reduced. This is what
science observes.
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Faith / belief statements of Naturalistic Evolution-evouutionism

The universe came from nothing (squished matter - big bang).
Time, matter, energy are eternal.

Life comes from non-living mater.

All life forms evolved from non- life.

Mutation and natural selection can increase information in the genome.

Have a nice end of the world.

EVOLUTION

All that exists is the natural world - there is not supernatural.

Fossils etc. are millions and millions of years old.

SUMMER

Man has evolved from primates. cion

There is no observable/reproducible scientific evidence/proof to support these claims. They are believed by
faith. Science deals with what can be observed and or reproduced. None of these claims have been observed
or can be reproduced. There are models and theories for these statements, but their scientific validity is de-
batable and definitely not scientific fact.

Scientifically verifiable statements related to Naturalistic
Evolution, but fit better into a Creation model

The universe had a beginning

All things are subject to degeneration or entropy; the universe, the sun, earth, nature, organisms and
the genome.

Life comes from life and shows complexity, information and design.

Adaptation/change of creatures happens, but is bound by their genetic information (pools). Informa-
tion is lost but never gained.

Natural selection happens and can select for or against existing traits. It cannot select for individual
mutations on the genomic level. It works on the level of the whole organism.

Mutations occur and affect the genome, most are detrimental, and few are beneficial.
There are supernatural occurrences which have been observed, but cannot be reproduced.
Fossils and rocks are old, but all dating methods are subject to inaccuracies and flaws.
Man shows similarities to primates, but similarities do not constitute dissent or origin.

Creatures change/ adapt over time from their original gene pool losing genetic information, changing

into species and genetically mutating, some into extinction. Outside of intelligent interference, noth-
ing has ever been scientifically observed to add genetic information or change one kind of animal into
another.

Information is not self organizing.

DH
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The Big Bang
13 - 15 billion years ago a big bang, or.

The Origin of Matter

Joseph Silk (Ph.D. Astronomy and Professor
of Astronomy at the University of Oxford), The
Big Bang, 2001, p. XV.

explosion, occurnred; creating the

= =y 4
of guz1ca zlg ime, “It is only fair to say that we still

have a theory without a beginning.”
Where did the matter
come from that created

Al Sten ©denwald; (RPhiDEAsSiopysics and Chief
e fireball?

Seientist W|th Raytheon STX Corpiatitie NASA

HAVESHIEPPYACIENNGUCERIEL
SN BITIETSHEVENIGIAIENS]IC
sviderics for ihe sugoosad oL

oroduciion of inz ||l'l|\f'—’r.e':,' oLt
orirnordizll noinirgness.”

ZIpliLler
of 2|

_‘_

.ﬂ 1

Origin of the Unlverse

If evolution is unaole to exolain the origir)
of matier z2nd enerqgy inrougn naiuralisic
mens, thern it is without 21 foundatior).,

Since Evolution is based on naturalism, all
things in the universe must be explained in
terms of naturalism. If you can’t explain where
matter came from then evolution is left with a
giant whole — no foundation.

Note: don’t let the argument go anywhere until
they can explain their foundation for the origin
of life. They have to accept it by faith.

The latest Evolutionism from our schools and government
http://schoolnet.gov.mt/earth_universe /The%20Universe.htm

Most of the info on these pages is take from Www.train2equip.com mike@Train2Equip.com www.icr.org
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Post-inflation, A rapidly
the universe cooling
it a seething, cosmos permits
' on hot soup of quarks to
expanding frem alectrons, clump into
the size of an quarks and protons and ¢
atom to that of.a other neutrons elium
grapefrultin a particles universe is a e Minally
iy fractian superhot fog .Imu
? 1 \of a second °
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From Nothing to the Big Bang To dismiss or ignore this question
means to abandon evolution and

# In order to have a big bang, we need open the possibility to a

something (matter/eneray) to.go bang; supernatural beginning.
s V\lhere.and how sioriginal

)

| Plasma Model of the universe in
> To dismiss of lgnore s quastion =2z contrast to the big bang
you fiaiys 2 story wiih no fourndziior. http://www.setterfield.org/simplifiedindex.html

(FAITH)
A SIMPLIFIED EXPLANATION

Evolution is based on materialism OF THE SETTERFIELD See Page

HYPOTHESIS 65

http://www.ldolphin.org/simplified.html
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The singularity— The Blg Bang Evidence Contradicting the Big Bang

Evidences used to support the Big Bang

+ Redshift
+ Cosmic Background Radiation

Redshift

Cosmic Background Radiation
Galaxy formation

Spiral Galaxies

¢ Element abundances

+ Education system and media Supernova Remnants (SNR)

Distribution of galaxies
1stand 2" Laws of Thermodynamics
Medium and heavy elements

The Handy Space Answer Book, 1998

“Fifteen to twenty billion years ago a big bang, or _
explosion, occurred, creating the universe. The Star formation
universe began as an infinitely dense, hot fireball, a

scrambling of space and time.”

The Big Bang

Expansion of space and time

e, — 2 PSS Original

| THE BIG EENGTHEORV
e .. Matter

Does this sudden explosion of nothing into
something (the universe) sound like a miracle?

Paul Davies, physicist and evolutionist, in his book - The Edge of Infinity, describes the Big Bang this
way:

“[The Big Bang] represents the instantaneous suspension of physical laws, the sudden abrupt flash of
lawlessness that allowed something to come out of nothing. It represents a true miracle...”

Why is this more scientific than other explanations outside the natural—to the Supernatural

Most of the info on these pages is take from Www.train2equip.com mike@Train2Equip.com www.icr.org
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PERIODIC TRBLE OF THE ELEMENTS
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If the “Big Bang” produced hydrogen and some

helium, how did the other 105 elements evolve?

ihe big bang ideabegan with'a Belgian
astronomer; Georges Edward Lemaitre (1854
1966),

According to/lsaac Asimoy; LLemaitre concejved
thisimass to be “no more than afew light=years
indiameter, At the very least; that would be
twollight=years or about twelve trillion miles;

by 1965 thatfigure'was reduced

to 275 million miles;

by 1972 to 74 million miles;

by 1874 to' 54 thousand miles,

by 1983 to “atrillionthithe diameter; of aiproton;™
Andinow; tornothing atallls Atsingularity!
BoltoniDavidheiser

a halt. Then gravity will begin to pull the
back toward the center of the universe.

s happens, every galaxy will begin to show
ift in its spectrum. Recall that a blue shift
at a galaxy is moving toward the Earth.

¢ galaxies race back toward the center of
rse, the matter and energy will again come

closer and closer to the central area. After man
billions of years, all the matter and energy will
sentence. cn anotheéer b ANg wWill oCCur. € lor-
PRfon T e Tafre il PasE i T A ik
verse that periodically expands and then contracts
back on itself is called a closed universe. In a closed

universe, a big bang may occur _once every 80 to 100

billion years.

Prentice Hall Earth Science, 1999 p. 63

'i

= April
o

Where Did Everything
Come From?

b
i!

v ething
tety NC \tillrl

.'I'lsr

plain eve r,rtlmn

I

The universe burst into SOMething
from absolutely n0thlng—zero. nada.
And as it got bigger, it became filled with

even more stuff that came from absolutely

nowhere. How is that possible?
Ask Alan Guth. His theory of inflation helps

explain everything.

The Birth and Death of the
Universe

How was the universe born and hoyauill= 2
Most astronomers believe that ab()ut
years ago all the matter in the universe was concen-
tratéd into one very dense, very hot region that may
have been much smaller than a pem)d on this page.
For some unknown reason, this re 101 cxpln(lt(l
This explosion is calle ‘ » o
the big bang was the forma AN SCIENG
away from one another. This e\pl.uns i
verse is still expanding. '
Will the universe keep expandin

Prentice Hall General Science, 1992, page 61 L

31



The Spark, the Light & the Planet

The scientific evidence — Origin o_

- The textbook sa_ys::. _.
-/ R .

The Bible says:

In the beginning,
God created the
Heaven and the

Earth.

Genesis 1:1

For in six days the
Lord made heaven and
earth, the sea, and all
that in them is...
Exodus 20:11

The four and twenty elders fall
down before him that sat on the
throne, and worship him that liveth
for ever and ever, ...saying, Thou
art worthy, O Lord, to receive glory
and honour and power: for thou
hast created all things, and for thy
pleasure they are and were created.

Ay Rev. 4:10-11

Heaven is my throne, and
earth is my footstool: what
house will ye build me? saith
the Lord: or what is the place
of my rest? Hath not my hand
made all these things?

Acts 7:49

A great book
showing that
even simple
things cannot
evolve.
CSE- $5.50

...the planet
(Earth) cooled
and a rocky
surface was
created.

Figure 1-2 You can see from this illusiration of ancient Earth
that most modern living things would not easily survive (hose
rugged condihons

“Nohody knows howa
mixturelofiliteless chemicals
spontaneously organized® %
themselves intothefirst: &%
[ivinglcell A N

Paul Davies, Australian Centre for Astrobiology, Macquarie
University, Sydney. New Scientist 179(2403);32 12 July, 2003

pavies was once described by the
Washington Times as “the best science
writer.on either.side of the Atlantic-

And (cod created greatiwhales,
andeverylivingcreaturethat
moveth, which the waters
broughtforthabundantly, atter,
their.kind, andevery winged fowl
atter his kindiand God |saw that
itwas good,

(God claims that' He created life.
Genesis 1:21
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More of what we are told about the
supposed beginging of the universe

. the observable universe
could have evolved from an
infinitesimal region®. It’s
1. Wihaere did tha matier A Buipling 1y JEI

some from?. step further_ and s_,peculate
2. Where didthe - that'the entire universe

4 evolved from literally
cumn frum? Sravity, nothing.” *Dot
s'-"lirlrJJJI i.Jr"‘* Al Guth & P. Steinhardt Scientific A i May 1984 p.128

ill:ﬁr 1.;’, “JL -nn See Darling, D:-l.vid,. "On Creating Something from Nothing,”
» IR - New Scientist, vol. 151 (September 14, 19986).

SCIENTIFIC w-s
AMERICAN =5

(andwny,

arend.tne
lawsistH|
evolving?)

matter in the nebula toward its center. As the nebula

shrank, it spun faster and faster. Gradually, the spin-

ning nebula flattened o a huge disk almost 10

billion kilometers across. At the center of the disk a

growing protosun, or new sun, began to take shape.
As the gas cloud continued to collapse toward its

center, the protosun grew more and more massive.

It became denser as well. In time, perhaps after

many ml]lltms of years, gravitational forces caused

l\tlmg(n in the protosun to fuse and

{ This fusion gave off energy in the

ind light. A star—our sun—was born.

AeaTiCd MAs

matier in the nebula ioward its center. As the nebuld
shrank, it spun fast

Gradually, the spind
ming vebula Wattened mo o huge disk almos: 10
billion kilometers across. At the center of the disk a
growing wun, or new sun, began to wke shape.
As the gas clowd continued w collapse wward its
center, the protosun grew move and more massive,

It became denser as well. In time, perhaps after
many millions of years, gravitational Torces caused

the atems of hydrogen m the prowsun o fose and
form helium. This fusion gave off energy in the
form of heat and light. A star—our sun—mwas bor

: i"Th(-z nebula
begins to rotate,”

Pranies rlll Gzl
Scelancs, 1992, 0. 59

Conservation of
Angular Momentum

“This (Angular Momentum) would have
caused the sun to spin very rapidly.
Actually, our sun spins very slowly,
while the planets move very rapidly
around the sun. In fact, although the
sun has over 99% of the mass of the
solar system, it has only 2% of the
angular momentum. This pattern is directly opposite to the pattern predicted
for the nebular hypothesis.”

Dr. H. Reeves The Origin of the Solar System, in The Origin of the Solar System, Dermott,
L S.F. Ed. John Wiley & Sons, New York p. 9, 1978.

s
- -
‘@
=
s “The ultimate origin of the solar system’s angular momentum remains
obscure.” Well-known solar-system Evolutionist scientist, Dr. Stuart Ross Taylor, Solar

Consewatlon Of Anglllal' Momentum System Evolution: A New Perspective, Cambridge University Press, p. 53, 1992.

“One of the detailed problems is then to explain how the Sun itself acquires
nearly 99.9% of the mass of the solar system but only 2% of its angular
momentum.”

Frank D. Stacey, “Physics of the Earth”, 1969, p. 4
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“..We haven’t exactly learned to
decipher these clues yet, and the
theory of the origin of planetary
rotation is currently slightly
confused.” p. 47

“It seems we will never have a
theory predicting in detail how a
solar system arises from a disc.”
p.193

From Venus Revealed, by David
Harry Grinspoon, 1997

[/ 'ﬁl‘(]il:-wﬂl\:l
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University, “The Big'Bang
Theofy Under Attack”, Science -
Digest; Vol. 92 May 1984, p. 84
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. More articles on Astronomy
The Blg Bang http://www.answersingenesis.org/get-answers/topic/astrophysics

®There is no special place in the universe
#There is no center to the universe

#The universe is homogeneous

Redshift of Starlight

ight Spectrum

UV | Red [I3
Moving toward Moving away

—

1. Describe the expansion of the universe
2. The distance of a galaxy from the earth

|/ SAVAVAVAY

Compressed (blue side) Stretched (red side)

Redshifts is used to describe the expansion of the universe. Most treatments compare the redshifts of
universe expansion to Doppler shifts

The redshift represents an expansion redshift not a Doppler shift (velocity).

They represent a shift in frequency — for example a car horn.
Using a combination of redshifts and Hubble’s Law, scientists attempt to calculate the distances of
galaxies.

Most of the info on these pages is take from Www.train2equip.com mike@Train2Equip.com www.icr.org
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. s The redshift is roughly proportional to the
RedShlﬂ Interp retatlon distance of galaxies, which based on standard

interpretation means the universe must be billions
of years old.

Redshift Values
Blue Red

_ L R T

We should observe redshifts at all distances ; : P
along the light spectrum (big bang model) T T e e T B

observe homogeneous universe

Blue Red
EEE @ | [T
Distinct quanta (1-million light

Gnzentia year intervals)
circles 1-million

light years apart

Redshifts and Galaxy Distances

Confirmation of Quantized Redshifts

W. G. Tifft and W. J. Cocke, Global redshift
guantization, Astrophysical Journal, 1984.
“There is now very firm evidence that redshifts of

Milky Way galaxies are quantized ...

) i - & —
Has this been confirmed and what does it mean? The shells (concentric circles) turn out to be

on the order of a million light years apart.

Redshifts The groups of redshifts would be distinct

from each other only if our viewing
Russell Humphreys, Ph.D. Physics, Technical Journal, 2002 location is less than a million light years

from the center.
“Astronomers have confirmed that numerical values of galaxy The odds for the Earth having such a

redshifts are ‘quantized’, tending to fall into distinct groups. ... unique position in the cosmos by accident

That would mean the galaxies tend to be grouped into are less than one in a trillion.

(conceptual) spherical shells concentric around our home Thus redshift quantization is evidence (1)

galaxy. against the Big Bang, (2) galactocentric
cosmology.
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Confirmation from Hubble

W. Napier and B. Guthrie, Quantized redshifts: a status report, Journal
Astrophysics and Astronomy, 1997.

“... the redshift distribution has been found to be strongly quantized in the
galactocentric frame of reference.”

What does this mean to the big bang?

In 1997, an independent study of 250 galaxy redshifts confirmed Tifft’s observations.

This study by Napier and Guthrie shows quantization occurs at least out to medium distances, of the order of

100 million light years.
Other distances from the Hubble Space Telescope show similar clustering of redshifts out to distances of

billions of light years.

Implications of Quantized Redshifts

Russell Humphreys, Ph.D. Physics, Starlight and Time, 1994, p. 128.

“...the quantized distribution of galactic red shifts, observed by various astronomers seems to contradict the
Copernican principle and all cosmologies founded on it — including the big bang.”

The observable evidence from many astronomers, and now confirmed by the Hubble Telescope, is that we
are in a special place after all and the Big Bang is in BIG trouble.

Halton Arp (Staff astronomer at the Mount Wilson and Palomar Observatories for 29 years), Quasars,
Redshifts and Controversies, 1987, p. 195.

“The fact that measured values of redshift do not vary continuously but come in steps — certain preferred
values — is so unexpected that conventional astronomy has never been able to accept it, in spite of the
overwhelming observational evidence.”

The Pattern of Evolution

@ Not reporting all the evidence
#Constantly updating the Big Bang model to match observed data

Which is easier to believe?
1) Nothing created something (the universe) 2) Something or someone created / initiated the universe

Most of the info on these pages is take from Www.train2equip.com mike@Train2Equip.com www.icr.org
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Star Formation and Physics
The popular theory is that stars form from vast clouds of gas and dust through gravitational contraction.

Gas and
dust clouds
will expand

NOT

contract

Don DeYoung (Ph.D. in Physics), Astronomy and the Bible, 2000, p. 84.

“The complete birth of a star has never been observed. The principles of physics demand some special
conditions for star formation and also for a long time period. A cloud of hydrogen gas must be compressed to
a sufficiently small size so that gravity dominates. In space, however, almost every gas cloud is light-years in
size, hundreds of times greater than the critical size needed for a stable star. As a result, outward gas
pressures cause these clouds to spread out farther, not contract.”

Fred Whipple, The Mystery of Comets, (Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institute Press, 1985), pp. 211,
213.

“Precisely how a section of an interstellar cloud collapses gravitationally into a star ... is still a challenging
theoretical problem... Astronomers have yet to find an interstellar cloud in the actual process of collapse.”

Danny Faulkner, Ph.D. Astronomy

“To many astronomers it seems reasonable that stars could
form from these clouds of gas. Most astronomers believe
that the clouds gradually contract under their own weight to
form stars. This process has never been observed, but if it
did occur, it would take many human lifetimes. It is known
that clouds do not spontaneously collapse to form stars. The
clouds possess considerable mass, but they are so large that
their gravity is very feeble. Any decrease in size would be
met by an increase in gas pressure that would cause a cloud
to re-expand.”

Most of the info on these pages is from
Www.train2equip.com

Excelent Dvds and resources
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Star Formation

Hannes Alfven (Nobel prize winner), Gustaf Arrhenius, “Evolution of the Solar System”, NASA, 1976,
p. 480.

“There is general belief that stars are forming by gravitational collapse; in spite of vigorous efforts no one has
yet found any observational indication of conformation. Thus the ‘generally accepted’ theory of stellar
formation may be one of a hundred unsupported dogmas which constitute a large part of present-day
astrophysics.”

Charles Lada and Frank Shu (both astronomers), “The Formation of Sun like Stars,” Science, 1990, p.
572.

“Despite numerous efforts, we have yet to directly observe the process of stellar formation.... The origin of
stars represents one of the fundamental unsolved problems of contemporary astrophysics.”

The Facts on File Dictionary of Astronomy, 1994, p. 434.
“Stars are formed by the gravitational collapse of cool dense gas and dust clouds....

There are problems, however, in initiating the collapse of a gas cloud. It resists collapse because of firstly its
internal motions and the heating effects of nearby stars, secondly the centrifugal support due to rotation, and
thirdly the magnetic field pressure....

In a massive dense cloud shielded by dust, it is believed that collapse can be triggered when the cloud is

slowed on passing through the spiral density-wave pattern of our galaxy:...” The Facts on File Dictionary of
Astronomy, 1994, p. 434.

Star Nurseries Do pictures confirm stars are forming?

Eagle nebula

When dark nebula (mostly made of dust) collide with emission
nebulae (fluorescent regions of gas glowing in the presence of
embedded stars) images like the Eagle nebula form. Gas along the
front edge of the collision compresses and glows hotter. The result is
whitish appearing areas at the edges of the dark “fingers” of dust. The
temperatures are estimated to be around 10,000 K (Kelvin) so they
glow like hot surfaces. Gasses at such temperatures will quickly
disperse and there will be no chance of stars forming. The notion that
stars are forming is more of a publicity statement for evolution.
Without such “discoveries” funding may not be there just as in the
case of the famed “Mars” rock. (Rock found in Antarctica clamed to come
from Mars to have microscopic “life” organisms, but might just as easily have come from earth as well as mars or elsewhere. The

life part was just, "large, complex organic molecules that are commonplace in some interplanetary dust particles, interstellar dust,
and many organic-rich meteorites from the asteroid belt--the residue, it is thought, of non-biological chemical reactions among
simpler carbon compounds."). http://www.physics.purdue.edu/astr263l/forum/Mars.html
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Star Nurseries © Anglo-Australian Observatory

“Stars are still forming today. About 1500 light-years away lies the
Orion Nebula: enough gas and dust to make millions of stars....

It even contains protostars that are still condensing ..."The Facts on
File Dictionary of Astronomy, 1994, p. 434.

Star Formation and Nebula

Images taken by the European Southern Observatory Very Large
Telescope in January 2002 of the Horsehead Nebula in Orion
verified that the structures are expanding.

Star Formation and Time
4100 billion galaxies (10™)

4200 billion stars per galaxy (2x10™")

100 Billion x 200 Billion 1 trillion

stars per
20 billion year

® Universe 20 billion years old (2x10™)

2.7 billion stars per day In this book, Prentice Hall Earth Science,
they discuss none of the problems about star
431,700 stars per second formation. They leave the student with the

impression that it happens and scientists have
it all figured out. This is deception by

Textbooks: Are They Correct? omission.

Prentice Hall Earth Science, 2001, p. 733.

“A nebula is a large amount of gas and dust spread out in an immense volume. All stars begin their lives as
parts of nebula.

Gravity can pull some of the gas and dust in a nebula together. The interacting cloud is then called a
protostar. ... A star is born when the contracting gas and dust become so hot that nuclear fusion starts.”

Is this statement based on science or a

belief in evolution?
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“Thestient embarrassment.of
modernastrophysics is that
wedonotknowhowevenia

singleloneofithesestars

manageditoformy:

Martin Harwit, Science, vol. 231, 7.March 1986,
p-1201-1202

Eta Carinae

tha‘s_been éghmated g Supernova 1987A Rings
h "'th'_ereare emugﬁ; About every
tafr}___‘_ o j'_'e‘very personion 30 years a

star is
observed
exploding.
This is
called a
nova or
supernova.

Hubble Space Telescope
Wide Field Planetary Camera 2

1. Egyptian hieroglyphs from 2000 70,00206000006000006000006000,000,000 stars
B.C. described Sirius as red. A S Ve

2. Cicero, in 50 B.C., stated 3,500,000,000,000

Sirius was red. T

3. Seneca described Sirius as

being redder than Mars.

4. Ptolemy listed Sirius as one of 6,655,000
the six red stars in 150 A.D. 1 minute

Today it is a white star-binary. 10
Textbooks say it should take We should see 6 7,
billions of years for this to happen. fomuglm ?‘IFI?I':?RE
It’s a Young World Paul Ackerman for 20 billion years to

make what we can see.
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Current Evolutionary theories place the age of the Universe at around 14 billion years http://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Age_of_the_universe if this is correct, than we have a big problem. As most assert
— assume the speed of light is constant, than the further we look back in time, we should see young,

forming univses. The Milkey way Galexy is estimated to be between 5 and 13.2 billion years old.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Milky_Way

Here is the problem, put Scientifically. When we look through Hubble at the deep space field we
find hundreds of galexies at the farthes reaches of space. Fully developed. This means we need
Billions of years for their formation, and then billions of years for the light from these distant galexies
to reach us to observe, This puts the age of the universe at least 28 billion years old or older, and if
it is that old a flood ogf other scientific problems arise to plague this ancient universe.

Dista{nt_ Objects in the Hubble Ultra Dgep Field_ HSTe*ACS http://www.physicsforums.com/
: AR RN _»_-.t Ve showthread.php?t=367964
0 i Hubble Ultra Deep Field "baby"
galaxy examination
“It turns out that galaxies from
over 12 billion years ago are
anything but small and young.
“Scientists studying the Ultra
Deep Field found this galaxy in
Hubble's infrared images. They
expected it to be young and
small, like other known galaxies
at similar distances. Instead,
they found evidence the galaxy
is remarkably mature and much
more massive. Its stars appear
to have been in place for a long
: time. “ http://
N E e ot S S R R S www.sciencedaily.com/
] ’ ‘ : STScl-PRC04-28 releases...1003233710.htm

NASA, ESA, R. Windhorst (Arizona State University)
and H. Yan (Spitzer Science Center, Caltech)

Is it possible that we got the age of the universe wrong, as it doesn't
seem very likely for a mature looking galaxy, with mature stars to have formed
in such a short period? Sure some people would say "hey, it's just faster
formation", but a galaxy from before 12 billion years to look more mature than
our own and other neighbor galaxies - it just doesn't seem likely to me. Is it
possible that the universe is much older, and the big bang was more of a local
event than the kick start of the whole universe? | was always amazed scientists
dared to talk about the WHOLE universe, something we very well know falls
beyond our observation range. What if it is way bigger and way older?

a

Light — assumed constant

Milkey way Galexy (13.2 BYO) Time of lignt needed to reach us/observers + age of observed galexy ?

sAxajeo pjai4 daaq 3|qqnH
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Conclusion on Star Formation

Abraham Loeb, (Harvard Center for Astrophysics), quoted by Marcus Chown, “Let there be Light”, New
Scientist, Feb 7, 1998,

“The truth is that we don’t understand star formation at a fundamental level.”

Why is it then that many textbooks state
Question they know how stars form? Are all these
scientists wrong in stating we don’t
know?

Why do so many textbooks state
we know how stars form? Perhaps we are seeing such a strong

belief in a system called evolution, that
evidence does not matter — all that
matters is that we believe in evolution.

When we read textbooks and other science journals, it almost
always declares the universe to be billions of years old.

But are we being given all of the evidence? Is there information that is not being presented in textbooks and by
the media? Yes there is, and this evidence can be vital to our understanding of cosmology.

Let’s look at some of the data not normally presented in textbooks

Comets In the Beginning:

Compelling Evidence for
Creation and the Flood,

by Dr. Walt Brown.

http://
www.creationscience.com/
onlinebook/

great section on Comets origins

Most of the info on these
pages is from

Www.train2equip.com

Excellent Dvds and
resources

Long-period comets
Short—period comets www.icr.org

mike@Train2Equip.com
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o If the solar system is billions of years old, then “long period” comets should not exist

Comets

e The evolution model postulates that they are being replaced — by the Oort cloud

®Problems with the Oort cloud
|t has never been observed
BThere is NO evidence that it exists

ENot enough mass in the hypothetical Oort cloud

Oort Cloud and Kuiper Belt

Don DeYoung, Ph.D. Physics, Astronomy and the
Bible, 2000, p. 49-50

“The existence of the Kuiper belt and the Oort
cloud of comets has not been verified.
Perhaps there is an alternative: The presence
of comets may be evidence that the solar
system is not as old as is often assumed.”

kEO e
Comets (10kms)

100 - 500 kms

Planetary
region

Artists drawings

of the ) ) w
“Oort cloud

and Kuiper belt.

i . i |
0o /1 f1o 10° 16 16® 10°
| B e B | ST e T

Qort cloud —=

Not scientifically
verified or observed.

45

Problems for the Oort Cloud & Kuiper
Belt

Not enough mass: Comet material is
supposed to be left over material from the
formation of the planets.

Most comets would have been destroyed by
collisions during planet formation.

There are more than 500 known long period
comets. There are about 100 short period
comets.

To answer this problem, astronomers began
to conclude that while long period comets
come from the Oort cloud, short period
comets come from the Kuiper belt.

The Kuiper belt is a supposed doughnut
shaped distribution of comets just beyond the
orbit of Neptune.

About 600 KBOs (kuiper Belt Objects) have been
discovered as of 2002. However, these
objects are about 100 to 500 kms in diameter.
This is too large for a comet. The diameter of
the nucleus of a typical comet is 10kms. If we
were to see a comet 100kms in size it would
make a very impressive sight. We see none of
these.

The largest comet nucleus ever observed was
that of Comet Hale-Bopp in 1997 with a
diameter estimated to be about 40 km (25
miles). All of the Kuiper belt objects
allegedly discovered are far bigger than this.
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No one has ever seen the Oort
cloud. It is hard to see a
comet 1 AU from earth.

“Many Scientific papers are written each
year about the Oort Cloud, its properties,

Its origin, its evolution. Yet there is not
' )
Oort never saw the Oort cloud! yet a shred of direct observational evi-

“Oort proposed a cloud of comets dence for its existence.”

surrounding the so_lar system Comet 1997, p. 148 Carl Sagan and Ann Druyan,
based on mathematical errors.” p. 210

See Raymond Littleton, “The Non-existence of
the Oort Cometary Shell.” Astrophysics and Space
Science, Vol. 31, December 1974, pp. 385-401

The human mind is not capable of grasping the Universe. We are like a little child
entereing a huge library. The walls are covered to the ceilings with books in many
different tongues. The child knows that someone must have written these books. -
It does not know who or how. It doges not understand the languages in which they
are written. But the child notes a definite plan in the arrangement of books--

a mysterious order which it does not comprehend, but only dimly suspects.
Albert Einstein
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Comets and the Oort Cloud

Timothy Ferris, The Whole Shebang: A State-of-the-Universe Report, 1997, p. 123.

“Though the Oort cloud has yet to be observed, the theory accounts so well for the
distribution of comets’ orbits that most astronomers today accept its existence,...”

Definition of faith
An unquestioning belief that does not require
proof or observation.

“Many scientific papers are written each This sounds like a
year about the Oort Cloud, its properties, declaration of faith

its origin, its evolution. Yet there is not yet e @ llane e sarEis i el
a shred of direct observational evidence of belief without proof or observation.
for its existence.”

Who said this?

Carl Sagan and A. Druyan, Comets, 1985, pp. 201.

Danny Faulkner Ph.D. Agtrgnomy, Technical Journal, “More Problems
for the Oort Comet Cloud”, 2001, p.11.

“Since it cannot be detected, \\/
the Oort cloud is not a scientific concept.
This is not bad science, but non-science
masduerading as science. The existence
of comets is good evidence that the
solar system is only a few thousand

years old,.

Most of the info on these
pages is from

Www.train2equip.com

Excelent Dvds and
resources

mike@Train2Equip.com
WWW.icr.org
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Artists drawings

oflthe continues to the edge of the classical Oort Cloud at
P 20,000 AU. Most estimates place the population of
Oort cloud the inner Oort Cloud at about five to ten times that
and Kuiper belt. of the outer cloud -- say, 20 trillion or so -- although
CENEIE the number could be ten times greater than that. The
innermost portion of the inner Oort Cloud is
Nat scientifically relatively flattened, with comets extending a few

verified or observed.

Argument from the other side — Comets, meteorite fossils and
the OOI’t CIOUd —_— from http://www.talkorigins.org/fags/hovind/howgood.html
Rebuttel evidence from nitp:/mwww.creationscience.com/onlinebook/  RED Comments = my

additions

If Young-earth "*proof** #3: The existence of short-period comets means that the universe is less than 10,000
years old. Comets and meteoroids only last from 10,000-15,000 years before they are blown apart by the solar
wind.

3. In his debate with Dr. Hilpman, Dr. Hovind stated that comets lasted 10,000-15,000 years before being blown apart by the solar
wind! Really! Any high school kid with a keen interest in astronomy will tell you that it is the heat of the sun which is a comet's
undoing. — which is the solar wind- Each time a comet, which is akin to a dirty snowball, passes near the sun it loses tons of material
to vaporization. Thus, the number of orbits such a comet can make before being reduced to a swarm of gravel is limited. The solar
wind along with the heat and light of the inner solar system are responsible for a comet's magnificent tail. Thus, comets brighten up
as they near the sun, their tails pointing away from the sun. A few comets occasionally crash into one of the planets, especially
Jupiter, or into the sun itself. Others are thrown out of the solar system forever.

In passing, let me point out that the projected life span of one short-period comet, that of Halley's comet, is 40,000 years (Chaisson
and McMillan, 1993, p.339). Thus, we can forget about Dr. Hovind's 10,000-year figure! A comet's actual life span depends on its
size.

Short-period comets can be used to support a young solar system, hence a young earth, only if they have no reasonable
source of replenishment. By definition, they orbit the sun at least once every 200 years. Since they lose material each time they
pass near the sun, they soon burn out and must constantly be replaced over billions of years. To destroy the creationist argument,
we need only throw reasonable doubt on their claim that short-period comets are not replaced. If that point is in doubt, then
the whole argument crumbles away.

Creationism's main argument seems to be that we don't have close-up photos of the Oort Cloud and, therefore, cannot be 100%
certain that it really exists! Sorry fellas, but if you want to use this comet argument it is up to you to prove, beyond a reasonable
doubt, that the Oort Cloud and other sources don't exist! — If you can show Comets came from Earth- than theire is not ort
clowd, and inverse, they have to prove it does exist- both arguments have assumptions - (The Oort Cloud, named after Jan Hendrik
Oort, is a calculated accumulation of comets and cometary material occupying the fringes of the solar system at a distance of
roughly 50,000 to 100,000 AU. One AU is the average distance of the earth from the sun, i.e., 93 million miles. Various computer
studies of cometary orbital data in conjunction with other evidence strongly supports the existence of the Oort Cloud.) There is no
direct observable evidence though!!!

Let's briefly summarize what science knows about comets.
In 1950, based on a study of the orbits of several long-
period comets, the Dutch astronomer Jan Oort proposed
that a great spherical shell of them existed at the remote
frontiers of our solar system. Better statistics in more recent
years have supported the existence of the Oort Cloud and
put it at a distance of 50,000 AU (1.3 light-years).
Planetary

| reglon During the 1980s, astronomers realized that Oort
o /1 10 1 16 1* 10 Cloud comets may be outnumbered by an inner
b S cloud that begins about 3,000 AU from the Sun and

degrees above and below the ecliptic. But the cloud
rapidly expands, forming a complete sphere by the
time it reaches several thousand AU.
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Argument from the other side

(Benningfield, 1990, p.33)

This inner cloud of comets is called the Hills Cloud. Originally, it was thought that short-period comets were merely long-period
comets from the Oort Cloud which had been converted by close encounters with Jupiter or the other large outer planets. That may
well be true for some of them, but modern studies of short-period comets have identified their probable origin in a region of space
now named the Kuiper Belt, which resembles a flattened ring just beyond the orbit of Neptune. Computer simulations show that
such a source would account beautifully for the low-inclination, short-period, prograde orbits, and other features associated with
short-period comets. The Kuiper Belt probably has anywhere from 100 million to several billion comets, which probably formed
there when the planets formed. The gradual pull of the giant gas planets over time continually send a few of those comets towards
the sun. Thus, the short-period comets are replenished from the Kuiper Belt. Assumpttion The Kuiper Belt is no longer "just" a
theoretical construct. As of 1998, more than 60 of the larger objects in the Kuiper Belt have been directly observed! That translates
to some 70,000 objects out there whose diameter exceeds a whopping 100 kilometers—not to mention countless numbers of normal-
sized comets. Jim Foley was kind enough to pass along an Internet site for those of you who may be interested in these new
discoveries. The Kuiper Belt web page (http://www.ifa.hawaii.edu/~jewitt/kb.html) is maintained by David Jewitt, who personally
discovered many of these objects. — this doesn’t have to be their origin- it could be where many have come to orbed after being
ejected from earth during the GFC-

Thanks to the Hubble Space Telescope, astronomers have finally proven that short-period comets come from a vast
region of space beyond Neptune. This is the realm of the Kuiper disk — an enormous population of shadowy mini-ice
worlds that slowly orbit the Sun in near total darkness.

(Astronomy, October 1995, p.28)

Theoretical calculations indicate that the great bulk of comets were originally formed in the region between Uranus and Neptune.
They represent planetesimals which escaped being gobbled up by the outer planets. Gravitational interactions eventually tossed them
into elliptical orbits which took them thousands of astronomical units (AU) away from the sun. This region, then, is the ultimate
source of those comets making up the Oort Cloud.

Oort determined that comets tossed into highly elliptical orbits by Uranus and Neptune would be nudged into more
nearly circular orbits by encounters with passing stars. Stellar encounters also would scatter comets above and below
the ecliptic plane, creating a sphere of comets instead of a flattened disk. After four decades of refinements to Oort's
original ideas, astronomers today believe the Oort Cloud extends from about 20,000 to 100,000 AU (almost 2 light-
years) from the Sun and contains as many as two trillion comets with a total mass several times Earth's.

(Benningfield, 1990, p.31)

A star passing within a few light-years would likely perturb the orbits of the comets in the Oort Cloud, sending some of them
towards the sun. Assumed Statistics indicate that about 5000 stars have passed that closely during the earth's lifetime. An encounter
with a giant molecular cloud, which is likely to happen every few hundred million years as our sun orbits our galaxy, would also
perturb the Oort Cloud.

Another newly discovered agent for perturbing Oort Cloud comets is gravitational tides. Created by the gravitational
force of material in the Galactic disk, these tides could alter the orbits of Oort Cloud comets. In fact, some astronomers
estimate that as many as 80 percent of the long-period comets entering the inner solar system for the first time were
shoved from their previous orbits by the gentle tug of Galactic tides.

(Benningfield, 1990, pp.32-33)

Once in a great while, perhaps 9 times during the lifetime of our Earth (Astronomy, February 1982, p.63), a star will pass so close as
to stir up even the Hills Cloud of comets (the innermost Oort Cloud which is shaped mostly like a disk). A collision with a giant
molecular cloud would have a similar effect.

Occasionally, though, a star or giant molecular cloud passes directly through both Oort Clouds, scattering comets like
a cue hall striking the neatly racked balls on a billiard table. Such an event kicks many comets into the outer cloud,
replenishing those lost to other processes.

(Benningfield, 1990, pp.33-34)
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Thus, we have adequate sources for replenishing both our long-period comets and our short-period comets over a period of
several billion years. In the case of the latter, we can actually see some of the larger ones lurking in the Kuiper Belt! —Chicken
or the egg- origin not answered, just guessed at-

Granted, we don't have photos of comets in the Oort Cloud or the Hills Cloud. At those distances comets are too small to
show up even in the best telescopes. The fact that the Oort and Hills Clouds are still *'theoretical’ does not mean that they
are based on guesswork and rank speculation. Computer simulation, as already mentioned, matched the short-period comets to
the Kuiper Belt. Now, we have visual confirmation. Similar studies of long-period comets, even from the 1950s, points clearly to
their origin in the Oort Cloud. All in all, a great deal of computer work has been done that supports and refines the above models.
The astronomical community treats the Oort Cloud, at the very least, as an excellent working hypotheses.

That there is some kind of large comet reservoir beyond the range of our telescopes follows directly from a simple observation.
Astronomers detect new long-period comets at the rate of about one per month. By that rough estimate, 24,000 long-period comets
have entered the inner solar system since the time of Christ! Orbital analysis show that these approaching comets generally take
several million years to orbit the sun, and, as they are more or less randomly distributed in their orbits, we may deduce that the bulk
of them are presently beyond the range of our telescopes. Only the exceptional comet, at any given moment, would be in that small
portion of its orbit which crosses the inner solar system.

For the sake of argument, suppose that it takes each of these comets four million years to orbit the sun. In 2000 years we see only
2000/4,000,000 or 1/2000 of them. Thus, we would have about 48 million comets altogether. However, even that figure is extremely
low since only the exceptional comet would have an elongated orbit which takes it anywhere near the sun. Oort showed that most of
them would happily orbit the fringes of our solar system and never come near the inner regions. Obviously, as you can see from this
ballpark calculation, there is an ample source of comets beyond the range of our telescopes.

This reservoir of cometary nuclei surrounding the Sun is called the Oort Cloud . . . Estimates of the number of "dirty
snowballs" in the Oort Cloud range as high as 12 billion. Only such a large reservoir of cometary nuclei would explain
why we see so many long-period comets, even though each one takes several million years to travel once around its
orbit.

(Kaufmann, 1994, p.304)

Another simple observation applies to the short-period comets, which means that we didn't even need the visual confirmation of the
Kuiper Belt to win the argument! If there were no means for replenishing comets, then all of them would have the same age. In
creationist eyes, they would all be 6000 years old. Yet, observations show that short-period comets with equivalent orbits and sizes
have a variety of ages. They range from gaseous "babies," which could hardly have gone around the sun more than a few times, to
burnt-out gravel heaps, which have been around the sun once too often. This simple observation proves, beyond a reasonable doubt,
that the short-period comets are being replaced. —Contradiction... they could be different sizes at origin, not all the same size and
different trajectories based on mass, ejection location, etc. -

Benningfield (1990, p.32) gives some interesting evidence indicating that vast comet clouds exist around certain stars, but we shall
not pursue the matter further. The point has already been made. In order to win this argument, the creationist must prove that there
are no reasonable sources for replenishing comets. Instead, we find compelling evidence for cometary reservoirs!

Young-earth "proof* #4: There are no fossil meteorites in the ( earlier-pre-flood) geologic record. If the latter
were laid down over billions of years we would expect to find at least a few fossil meteorites in the geologic
strata. Therefore, the geologic record was deposited rapidly. (Whose argument is this? There will be plenty of
meteorite fossils in many sedements because they were laid down durning and after — many years after the
GCE)

4. Meteorites are hard enough to find on the surface of the earth when they are fresh and "obvious" -- unless one happens to know
about a choice site. Search a random acre of land in the United States and see how many meteorites you can find. | suspect that you
would be lucky to find a single one even if you repeated the search a thousand times on a thousand different acres.

How much more difficult it is to find a meteorite embedded in ancient strata! Most meteorites landing on the continental areas
probably suffer severe erosion before eventual burial. Those which fall into the ocean may eventually be subducted with the oceanic
plate into the earth's mantel or metamorphosed and thrust up in a mountain chain. The vast majority of people who drill or dig in the
earth are not looking for meteorites and would not recognize one if it fell into their lap. After a little erosion, a stony meteorite looks
just like any other pebble or rock; iron meteorites would likely have rusted out long ago. Thus, it would be a truly rare meteorite
to survive initial erosion and chemical decomposition, to be uncovered by erosion, and, finally, to have somebody stumble
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upon it and identify it. If you ask yourself how many people in the world can identify an eroded, stony meteorite, you'll have
some idea of the problem.

After reviewing such difficulties, geologist Davis Young (1988, p.127) tells us that, "The chances of finding a fossil meteorite in
sedimentary rocks are remote. It is not to be expected.” G. J. McCall, in Meteorites and Their Origins (1973, p.270), said, "The lack
of fossil record of true meteorites is puzzling, but can be explained by the lack of very diagnostic shapes and the chemical nature of
meteorites, which allows rapid decay..."

It may surprise you, therefore, to hear that we do have such a find! Two Swedish scientists made the first positive identification of
a fossilized stony meteorite (Astronomy, June 1981). Per Thorslund and Frans Wickman reported in Nature that a 10 centimeter
object found in a limestone slab (Limestone is a flood deposition- there could be meteorites in it — Walt Brown’s hydroplate Theory)
from a quarry in Brunflo, central Sweden in 1952 is really a stony meteorite as demonstrated by microscopic examinations and other
properties. It has a terrestrial age of about 463 million years. The object had until recently been mistaken for something else. If the
odds were not bent enough, it appears that the meteorite hit an Ordovician mollusk which is fossilized in conjunction with the
meteorite! (Spratt and Stephens, 1992, p.53)

In 1988 another Swedish meteorite, called "Osterplana 1," was discovered in Lower Ordovician Limestone about 5 million years
older and 300 miles away from the first one (Hansen and Bergstrom, 1997, p.1).

Twelve more meteorites have been found at the Thorsberg Limestone Quarry in Sweden:

A 10-foot-thick section of the Holen ("Orthoceratite™) Limestone, of Early Middle Ordovician age, is extracted at the
Thorsberg quarry and sawed into thin slabs that are used for window sills and floor tile. Quarry workers discarded
slabs with impurities, such as the meteorites, until Professor Maurits Lindstrém of the University of Stockhom alerted
them to save such slabs. The 12 specimens were recovered between 1992 and 1996. Ten of the specimens were
recovered from a 2-foot-thick bed of limestone and may represent a single meteorite fall. The other three specimens
were recovered from two separate levels above this layer. Seven of the specimens, collected between 1993 and 1996,
are from a quarried limestone volume of no more than about 127,000 cubic feet. Most of the specimens are now on
display at the Stiftelsen Paleo Geology Center in Lidkdping, Sweden. ... The dark, reddish brown meteorite masses
[from 0.5 to 3.5 inches in diameter] look like iron nodules surrounded by a zone of lighter colored limestone and
would be mistaken by many people for common sedimentary features.

(Hansen and Bergstrém, 1997, p.3)

In 1997 a research team from the University of Goteborg found 17 meteorites buried 480 million years ago at Kinnekulle in
Sweden! It was mentioned in the news program "Dagens Eko" by Birger Schmitz of the research team. Sweden seems to be the place
to go for fossil meteorites!*

In 1930 a fist-sized piece of Eocene nickel-iron was said to have been recovered from a bore hole at a depth of 1,525 feet. This
"Zapata County" Texas iron has since been lost (Nature, January 22, 1981).

Fritz Heide mentioned that "The iron of Sardis, Burke County, Georgia, was found in 1940, in strata believed to be of Middle
Miocene age." (Heide, 1964, pp.118-119.)

Glenn Morton informs us that:

Assumptions ? James M. Barnett determined the sedimentation rate of Silurian salt (circa 400 million years old) from the Michigan
basin by studying the micrometeorites found in the salt [Barnett, 1983]. One would expect to find such material in an evaporative
basin open to the air but not in salt formed in other fashions.

Why would God create pollen, fungal spores and micrometeorites with the salt? If God did this one would be able to
charge him with deception - making a created salt deposit look like an evaporative one. stupid

(Morton, 1995, p.17)

Not only do we have buried micrometeorites here, but we have a problem for Noah's flood. If it is, indeed, responsible for laying
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Argument from the other side

down most of the geologic column, as claimed by Henry Morris and others, then how do we explain this evaporative salt deposit?
Did the flood poop out in its early stages and give way to a prolonged dry spell before resuming?

We may conclude, therefore, that it is not true that fossil meteorites don't exist in the geologic record. An extensive,
systematic search in the right areas will likely produce results. However, recovering and identifying them is extremely rare in
practice.

A much stronger test of this creationist argument is to look for the remains of giant meteorite impacts. Their craters might not be a
snap to identify, due to erosion and burial, but we can at least expect to find a number of them if the geologic column is truly
ancient. Thus, we have a definitive test between the two viewpoints. If the earth's geologic record is the result of many hundreds of
millions of years of slow accumulation, then we would expect a fair number of "fossil" meteorite craters in all the major strata. On
the other hand, if the geologic column was laid down in a mere year (Assumed- It was likely 300 + years of deposition) by Noah's
flood, then it would be extremely unlikely to find even one "fossil" crater.

Well, I won't keep you in suspense. The geologic record contains at least 130 positively identified "fossil* craters. They are
preserved in all the major strata from the Precambrian (2 billion years ago) to Recent times. Except for Chicxulub, the
following partial list is from R. A. F. Grieve and P. B. Robertson (1979). More fossil craters have since been found, but a portion of
their 1979 list will do just fine. With one exception, all of those listed are larger than Meteor Crater in Arizona. Lovely maps
showing the known fossil crater sites, and even photographs, may be found on the Internet (http://gdcinfo.agg.emr.ca/crater/
world_craters.html).

http://www.outersystem.us/creationism/ancientproof/impactcraters.html

Only within the last 25 years or so has it been possible to positively identify fossil impact craters. Thus, one should check the date on
quoted materials. Usually, a positive identification of an impact crater is based on several clues that, taken together, make an airtight
case. Here are some of those clues which geologists look for:

An impact crater, such as Arizona's Meteor Crater, may exhibit a reverse order of the strata making up the rim. That is, some of
the strata gets flipped back and over to form the rim. Unfortunately, erosion will usually have erased such evidence.

Material thrown out by the impact may still be around. An example is Ries Crater in southern Germany, which is 26 kilometers (16
miles) in diameter. A blanket of ejected material up to 100 meters in depth surrounds a roughly circular lake (Davies, 1986, p. 82).

Shatter cones may be present. They are structures in which closely spaced fractures flare outward and downward from the apex
of a cone. Sometimes many shatter cones are aligned so as to point towards the probable center of impact. These cone-
shaped rocks are sometimes mistaken for fossils by amateurs!

Thin sections of rock may, under microscopic examination with plain and polarized light, reveal small droplets of melted
material or other unusual structures. X-ray crystallography may show that the normal crystalline structure has been altered
or broken down.

Another important clue is the presence of igneous rocks that have recrystallized after having been melted by sudden impact.
Oddly placed glass is another solid clue. At the Chicxulub site glassy material suddenly appears in the limestone at a certain
depth along with shattered rock.

The presence of greatly compressed forms of quartz (such as coesite and stishovite), which can be created only by high temperatures
and pressures, is a very strong indicator of an impact site. The formation of coesite requires more than 30,000 atmospheres of

pressure, and stishovite requires over 100,000 atmospheres of pressure (George Wetherill, 1979, p. 59). They have been found in the
vicinity of many impact craters. There are a variety of such minerals, known as impactites, which are associated with ancient craters.

In a few cases meteorite fragments are found associated with the crater.

These and other clues, often found together, have ruled out the usual geologic alternatives such as old volcanic craters, natural
basins, etc.
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The Geologic Column Location of Crater Millions of Years Z
Precambrian Vredefort, South Africa 1970. ‘g
Precambrian Sudbury, Ontario, Canada 1840. 3
Precambrian Janisjérvi, Russia 700. g
Cambrian Kelly West, N.T., Australia 550. ;;
Cambrian Holleford, Ontario, Canada 550. o
Cambrian Kjardla, Estonia 500. 2
Ordovician Sadksjarvi, Finland 490. g
Ordovician Carswell, Saskatchewan, Canada 485. (@)
Ordovician Brent, Ontario, Canada 450. 5
Silurian Lac Couture, Quebec, Canada 420. Q
Silurian Lac La Moinerie, Quebec, Canada 400. g
Devonian Siljan, Sweden 365. @
Devonian Charlevoix, Quebec, Canada 360.

Devonian Flynn Creek, Tennessee, USA 360.
Carboniferous Crooked Creek, Missouri, USA 320.
Carboniferous Middlesboro, Kentucky, USA 300.
Carboniferous Serpent Mound, Ohio, USA 300.
Permian Kursk, Russia 250.
Permian Dellen, Sweden 230.
Permian St. Martin, Manitoba, Canada 225.
Triassic Manicouagan, Quebec, Canada 210.
Triassic Redwing Creek, North Dakota, USA 200.
Jurassic Vepriaj, Lithuania 160.
Jurassic Rochechouart, France 160.
Jurassic Strangways, N.T., Australia 150.
Cretaceous Sierra Madre, Texas, USA 100.
Cretaceous Rotmistrovka, Ukraine 70.
Cretaceous Chicxulub, Yucatan, Mexico 65.
Paleocene Kara, Russia 57.
Oligocene Muistastin, Labrador, Canada 38.
Oligocene Wanapitei L., Ontario, Canada 38.
Miocene Haughton Dome, N.W.T., Canada 15.
Miocene Karla, Russia 10.
Pliocene New Quebec Crater, New Quebec, Canada 5.
Pliocene Aouelloul, Mauritania 31
Pleistocene Bosumtwi, Ghana 53 1.3
Pleistocene Lonar, India 0.05
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As you can see, plenty of impact craters have been detected throughout the geologic column, from the Cambrian to recent
times. Eleven have been found in the Precambrian. Of those, six are about a billion years or more old. Traditional geology stands
vindicated. Obviously, the major strata of the geologic column have been laid down over the ages. Those ages have seen the impact
of many large asteroids, each one a rare event. Not in the theory of WB-Hydroplate Theory- thousands of comets-metteorites
would be raining back down on earth as the different post Flood layers formed.

Major impacts are obviously rare. Now- an assumption None have occurred during recorded history. (The Tunguska impact in
Russia, believed to be caused by a stony asteroid, was just a minor flash in the pan compared to the crater-makers we are talking
about. Meteor Crater, Arizona, is probably the freshest "big" crater around, and it happened some 50,000 years ago.) Therefore,
creationists must conjure up a miraculous swarm of asteroids which decide to drop in on Earth throughout the year of Noah's flood.
They fall here and there without destroying the ark with huge waves or blast effects far exceeding that of any atomic bomb. After the
flood dries up, this bunch of asteroids, which had been steadily bombarding the earth and creating miraculous numbers of craters,
suddenly decides to pack up and go home. Thus, history knows of not one large impact in the thousands of years since that one,
magical year. Sounds a little like a creationist fairy tale, doesn't it? wrong assumptions and information- create ridicule

The geologic column stands vindicated. It wins hands down!

While we're on the subject of asteroid impacts, let me point out another fatal problem for the young-earth scenario. A casual
inspection of the cratered surfaces of Mars, the Moon, and Mercury, not to mention most of the moons of Saturn and Jupiter,
make it intuitively obvious that a lot of enormous asteroids were once flying around our solar system. It would be plain silly to
think that Earth escaped untouched while everything around it was plastered with craters. Unlike the Moon and Mercury, and to
some extent, Mars, those early craters on Earth have not been preserved. Various geological processes such as weathering and plate
tectonics have long ago erased them.

This is great evidence for Walt Brown’s Hydroplate Theory
That the earth partook in this early massive bombardment is made even clearer by the use of statistics.

Start with the oldest parts of the Moon, and imagine counting up the number of craters of different diameters. On the
Moon, you find that when you go down a factor of ten in crater size, the craters become more common by about a
factor of a hundred. Of course this rule isn't perfect, and some crater sizes are present in greater or lesser number than
this simple rule leads you to expect.

Now play the same game with craters on the ancient terrain of Mars, or on Mercury, and what do you find? Not only
do you find the same overall relationship between crater number and crater size, but those particular sizes that broke
the rule on the Moon break the rule to about the same extent on Mars and Mercury as well. A common interpretation
of this similarity in bombardment records is that all these worlds were cratered by the same population of objects... But
if Mars, Mercury, and the Moon were all pummeled by the same population of impacting objects during the heavy
bombardment, Earth and Venus must have been as well.

(Chyba, 1992, p.31)

What does all this mean? It means that the above list of craters represent just the leftovers from the BIG DINNER!

Any one of the largest impacts would have produced a short lived global atmosphere composed of rock vapor,
temporarily raising the temperature of Earth's surface to above that of the inside of an oven. In the most extreme cases,
this searing heat would have lasted long enough to have evaporated the entire ocean, sterilizing the surface of the
Earth.

Some would fall back to earth, but most would be headed out- this is why the above didn’t happen

Scientists can use the bombardment record on the Moon to estimate just how often this level of destruction took
place. Statistically, because of Earth's larger gravity, something like 17 or so objects larger than the largest
object that hit the Moon should have collided with Earth. If the largest object that impacted the Moon was the
one responsible for the 2,500-km-diameter South Pole-Aitken basin on the lunar farside (whose controversial
existence was finally confirmed two years ago by the Galileo spacecraft), Earth was probably hit about five
times by asteroids or comets big enough to have completely vaporized its oceans. [A number of scientists now
believe that life originated several times on the primeval earth, only to be wiped out in its first few attempts by the

above impacts! -- D.M.]

(Chyba, 1992, pp.32-33)
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Argument from the other side

Creationists just haven't come to grips with the (Assumed and unobserved- no evidence) tremendous beating that the early Earth took
from asteroids. Most of that evidence has been destroyed on Earth Assumed and Venus by geological activity, but much of it can still
be seen on the Moon, Mercury, and the older portions of Mars. A similar bombardment hammered the outer solar system, leaving its
marks on many of the moons of Jupiter, Saturn, Uranus, and Neptune. Evidence indicates that one or two of those moons were
actually blown apart, their pieces slowly coalescing again through gravity! The early solar system was a violent place, and it took
more than a few days for it to settle down! Assumed

The heavy bombardment period ended about 3.8 billion years ago. By creationist reckoning, that places it before Noah's flood and
after the creation of the earth. Assumed Poor, old Noah would not even have had the privilege of being blasted out of the water! The
ocean, itself, would have boiled away before he ever got started! Noah, along with the antediluvian population, would have had the
dubious privilege of breathing hot rock vapor! The impacting asteroids probably melted a large part of the earth's surface. Nobody
would have been left alive for God to punish!

If the above facts are not grim enough for you, there is good evidence that Earth, very early on, collided with a protoplanet the size
of Mars! (Kaufmann, 1994, pp. 172-176; Chaisson and McMillan, 1993, p.184). Such a collision is the only credible explanation we
have for the origin of the moon! Assumed Supercomputer studies by Benz, Slattery, and Cameron show that some of the material
thrown out by a glancing blow from this Mars-sized protoplanet would regroup to form the moon.

The collisional ejection theory is in agreement with many of the known facts about the Moon. For example, rock
vaporized by the impact would have been depleted of volatile elements and water, leaving the moon rocks we now
know. If the collision took place after chemical differentiation had occurred on Earth, when our planet's iron sunk to its
center, then relatively little iron would have been ejected, which would account for the Moon's small iron-rich core.

(Kaufmann, 1994, p. 173)

Maybe that's why Earth is tilted so, though we must be careful about assuming, a priori, that a planet's tilt is a permanent feature in
need of a specific explanation. (It might, for example, be unstable over long periods of time.)  This theory has many of it’s own
problems

We already have Noah and the antediluvians breathing hot rock vapor in an oceanless world with a semi-molten surface, due to the
heavy bombardment of asteroids. We now find that they had been living on a planet which quite probably had been blasted to its
very core in a planetary collision! God puts Noah to a lot of trouble to build the ark, so that he and the animals might survive a
worldwide flood. Funny, the flood was the least of Noah's problems! What Noah really needed was a spaceship and an early ticket
out of there!

Looks like it's miracle time again for those "scientific" creationists. Once you start with a young Earth, you are committed to
squeezing everything into a small time frame. Some things, such as the heavy asteroid bombardment and Earth's probable collision
with a protoplanet, don't squeeze very well! How long does it take a moon to form from scratch, anyway?

From

http://www.talkorigins.org/fags/hovind/howgood.html

How Good Are Those Young-Earth Arguments?

A Close Look at Dr. Hovind's List of Young-Earth Arguments and
Other Claims

by Dave E. Matson
Copyright © 1994-2002
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The Age of the Sun

@ Energy by thermonuclear . 1
fusion % Brighte
@ The core of the sun should
alter and the sun should grow
brighter with age

@ |f the sun is 4.6 byo, it should
have brightened by about 40%

The Sun and Life

Earth average temperature (59 F or 15 C)
A 25% increase in brightness increases the average
temperature by about 32° F (18° C)

“...the sun will last about 10 billion years
before the fusion of hydrogen ceases in its
core.”

John D. Fix, Astronomy: Journey to the

0 o _ [0}
(59" -32"=27" F (Average temperature) Cosmic Frontier, 2001, p. 389.

http://creation.com/the-young-faint-sun-paradox-and-the-age-of-

the-solar-system

http://www.creationresearch.org/crsg/articles/26/26_2/
sun.html

Evidences for a Young Universe

Supernova remnants (SNRS)

Crab Nebula

Light from the supernova reached the earth
in 1054

Star cores fuse helium into carbon, and then oxygen. They continue upward to the element iron. However iron
atoms will not undergo fusion to heavier elements. With the nuclear energy process extinguished, gravity then
causes the star to collapse upon itself. This sudden contraction heats the star and triggers a destructive explo-
sion.

Crab Nebula was observed by Chinese astronomers in 1054. The star explosion was as bright as Venus in the
night sky. It could be seen for several months. One of the last supernovas was recorded by astronomers Kepler
and Galileo in 1604.

In 1987 a more distant supernova made headlines when it was observed in the Magellanic Cloud, a neighboring
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All the observed

Evidences for a Young Universe  supernova remnants

appear to be less than
10,000 years old.

Supernova Number of observable Actual This is controversial
SNRs predicted if our b because the data is
remnant : numboer
galaxy is: shernad two decades old.

Billions of 7000
years old years old

Can science prove the
age of the earth?

Stage

http://creation.com/age-of-the-
earth

Spirals like our
galaxy are formed by
differential rotation.
The further from the
center, the slower the
rotation.

The very distant
galaxies should not
have had time to
develop spirals.
They are too young,
yet they are there.
Also after a few
rotations the spiral
arms should be gone.
Each rotation is about
several hundred
million years.

Spiral Galaxy M51 The Whirlpool
M101 Galaxy

For more information: http://www.cai.org/bible-studies/our-young-universe http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/30460179/
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Milky Way has 200-400

Mllky Way Galaxy billion stars. Its diameter is

about 100,000 light years. It

Russel Humphreys, Ph.D. Physics, Evidence for a Young World has both a pronounced disk
component exhibiting a spiral

“The stars of our own galaxy, the Milky Way, rotate about the galactic structure. The Milky Way

center with different speeds, the inner ones rotating faster than the outer Galaxy belongs to the Local

ones. The observed rotation speeds are so fast that if our galaxy were G 1 £3

more than a few hundred million years old, it would be a featureless disc roup, a smaflér group o

of stars instead of its present spiral shape.” large and over 30 small
galaxies.

Formation of Galaxies

Joseph Silk (Professor of Astronomy at the
University of Oxford), The Big Bang, 2001, p. 195.

“Many aspects of the evolution of galaxies cannot yet
be determined with any certainty.”

James Trefil, Ph.D. Physics, The Dark Side of the
Universe, 1988, p. 3 & 55.

“There shouldn’t be galaxies out there at all, and even
if there are galaxies,...

The problem of explaining the existence of galaxies
has proved to be one of the thorniest in cosmology.”

The Facts on File Dictionary of Astronomy, 1994,
p.172.

“Galaxies must have condensed out of the gases expanding from the big bang....

Details of the formation of galaxies are still highly uncertain, as is their subsequent evolution.”

Why is this any more scientific then other hypotheses such as, “God in the beginning created...” ?

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com
Excelent Dvds and resources mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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Noly . .
>~ Evidences for a Young Universe

Jupiter is cooling off.

See It’s a Young = et
World After All R
by Paul
Ackerman.

Also In the
Beginning/by
Walt Brown

p. 29 & 69

CSE- $24.50 Saturn’s rings are unstable
and cannot be billions
of years old.

Figure 19-24, Jupiter's
moons Europa (left),
Callisto (center), and
Ganymede (right)

Jupiter's moon Ganymede has a strong magnetic field.
“Magnetic fields are generated by the liquid motion of
molten metal inside a body. Yet Ganymede should have

cooled solid billions of years ago.”
Denver Post Dec. 13, 1996 Jupiter Probe detects mysterious moon dust. By K.C. Cole

Holt Earth Science 1994 p. 579
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Recession of the Moon

®Earth’s force of gravity pulls on the moon

#The moon pulls back on the earth (Newton’s 3™ law of motion)

€ This causes the moon to accelerate in its orbit so that it slowly spirals away from the earth (4 cm/ year)

Earth — Moon Distances

1,000 years ago 125 feet closer
1 million years ago 28.4 miles closer
10 million years ago 284 miles closer

100 million years ago 2,840 miles closer
1 billion years ago 28,400 miles closer
1.4 billion years ago  contact

Move the moon's orbit too close to the earth and it will create global tidal waves wiping out any life
twice daily, no chance for organisms to evolve.

Distance
from

1.4 bya 1.0 bya today
Time
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Argument from the other side — A recieding moon —

from http://www.talkorigins.org/fags/hovind/howgood.html

Rebuttel evidence from http://www.creationscience.com/onlinebook/ RED Comments = my

additions

5. Once again, Dr. Hovind's figures just boggle the mind! Let us assume, for the sake of argument, that the
Moon is receding at 6 inches per year. If we go back a million years, then the Moon was 6 million inches
closer to the earth. That comes to about 95 miles! Assumed same escape rate Since the Moon is about 240,000
miles away, that doesn't amount to diddly-squat! Indeed, the Moon has a slightly elliptical orbit that varies
more than 95 miles all by itself.

A more accurate estimate, based on the present rate of lunar recession, puts the Moon within the Roche
limit around 1 or 2 billion years ago. That is the argument most creationists use. (Since Dr. Hovind's
notes match the figures he quoted in his debate with Dr. Hilpman, they are fair game and not a simple slip of
the pen.)

The tides, chiefly caused by the Moon's gravitational attraction and the orbiting of Earth and Moon about a
common point, act as a brake to slow down the earth's rotation. The nearer tidal bulge, which carries the
greater effect, runs slightly out of alignment of the Moon overhead; the gravitational interaction between it and
the Moon serves to speed up the Moon in its orbit even as it slows down the earth's rotation. As it speeds up,
the Moon moves to a higher orbit.

The effectiveness of this tidal brake on the earth’s rotation strongly depends on the configuration of the
oceans. Thus, we should inquire as to whether the current arrangement is an average value or not.

The present rate of tidal dissipation is anomalously high because the tidal force is close to a resonance in the response function of the
oceans; a more realistic calculation shows that dissipation must have been much smaller in the past and that 4.5 billion years ago the
moon was well outside the Roche limit, at a distance of at least thirty-eight earth radii (Hansen 1982; see also Finch 1982). Some
Assumptions as well used here

(Brush, 1983, p.78)

Thus, our moon was probably never closer than 151,000 miles. A modern astronomy text (Chaisson and
McMillan, 1993, p.173) gives an estimate of 250,000 kilometers (155,000 miles), which agrees very closely
with Brush's figure. Thus, the "problem™ disappears!

It may surprise you to learn that Charles Darwin's second son, George Darwin, regarded by many as the father
of geophysics, studied the Moon's tidal effects in great detail. He came up with the idea that the Moon broke
away from the earth due to rapid rotation (the fission theory), and estimated that at least 56 million years
would be required for the Moon to have reached its present distance. George Darwin regarded his view of the
Moon's origin as nothing more than a good guess, and he considered his time estimate to be nothing more than
a lower limit. In the nineteenth century such a calculation of the earth's age was a reasonable scientific
exercise. Today, in the light of what we now know, it's an exercise in futility. Too bad "scientific” creationists
don't keep up with these little details. For more insight into the problem, see Dalrymple (1991, pp. 48-52).
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Origin of the Moon
Fission Theory
The earth spun so fast a chunk broke off
Problem
1. The moon is chemically different
2. The earth could never spin fast enough
3. The escaping moon would break up

Capture Theory
The moon was captured by the Earth’s gravity

Problem
The moon would need to lose a lot of energy or it would be slingshotted rather than
captured

Co-Creation Theory
The earth and moon formed at the same time from debris orbiting the sun

Problem
1. The earth and moon are different chemically
2. Itis unlikely the gravitational attraction would be strong enough

The Giant Impactor Theory (sometimes called The Ejected Ring Theory): This theory
proposes that a planetesimal (or small planet) the size of Mars struck the Earth just after the
formation of the solar system, ejecting large volumes of heated material from the outer
layers of both objects. A disk of orbiting material was formed, and this matter eventually
stuck together to form the Moon in orbit around the Earth. This theory can explain why the =
Moon is made mostly of rock and how the rock was excessively heated. Furthermore, we see | =
evidence in many places in the solar system that such collisions were common late in the :
formative stages of the solar system. This theory is discussed further.
starchild.gsfc.nasa.gov/.../question38.html

Problem— see many of the examples above & that explosions/colissions, destroy—
scientifically observed, not the opposite—form orbiting bodies.

A. Snyder Ruzicka and L. A. Taylor, “Giant Impact and Fission Hypotheses for the origin of the moon:
a critical review of some geochemical evidence, International Geology Review, 1998, p. 851.

“The origin of the moon is still unresolved.”

We must be open to explanations other than just the naturalistic ones. Somehow the
moon came to be in orbit at the right time, at the right distance — Intervention.
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Lost lakes of Titan are found at last 1-4-07
AFP/NASA-HO/File Photo:

PARIS (AFP) - Lakes of methane have been spotted on Saturn's largest moon, Titan,
boosting the theory that this strange, distant world bears beguiling similarities to Earth,
according to a new study.

Titan has long intrigued space scientists, as it is the only moon in the Solar System to
have a dense atmosphere -- and its atmosphere, like Earth's, mainly comprises nitrogen.
Titan's atmosphere is also rich in.methane, although the source for this vast store
of-hydrocarbons_ isunclear.

Methane, on the geological scale, has-arelatively limited life. A molecule of the compound lasts several tens of
millions-of years before itis broken‘up by sunlight.

Giventhat Titan is billions of years old,the question is how this atmospheric methane gets to be renewed.
Without replenishment, it should have disappeared long ago.

A popular hypothesis is that it comes from a vast ocean of hydrocarbons.

But when the US:-spacecraft Cassini'sent down a European lander, Huygens, to Titan in 2005, the images sent back
were of a rugged landscape veiled in an orange haze.

There were indeed signs of methane flows and methane precipitation, but nothing at all that pointed to any sea of the
stuff.

But a flyby by Cassini on July 22 last year has revealed, thanks to aradar scan, 75 large, smooth, dark patches between
three and 70 kilometers across (two and 42 miles) across that appear to be lakes of liquid methane, scientists report on
Thursday.

They believe the lakes prove that Titan has a "methane cycle" -- a system that is like the water cycle on Earth, in which
the liquid evaporates, cools-and condenses and then falls as rain, replenishing the surface liquid.

As on Earth, Titan's surface methane may well be supplemented by a "table" of liquid methane that seeps through the
rock, the paper suggests.

Some of the methane lakes seem only partly filled, and other depressions are dry, which suggests that, given the high
northerly latitudes where they were spotted, the methane cycle follows Titan's seasons.

In winter, the lakes expand, while in summer, they shrink or dry up completely - again, another parallel with Earth's
hydrological cycle.

The study, which appears on Thursday in the British weekly journal Nature, is headed by Ellen Stofan of Proxemy
Research in Virginia and University College London.

Titan and Earth are of course very different, especially in their.potential for nurturing life. Titan is frigid, dark and, as far
as is known, waterless, where as Earth is warm, light and has lots of liquid water:

But French astrophysicist Christophe Sotin says both our planet and Titan have been sculpted by processes that,
fundamentally, are quite similar. — (assumption)

The findings "add to the weight of evidence that Titan is a complex world in which the interaction between the inner and
outer layers is controlled by processes similar to those that must have dominated the evolution of any Earth-like planet,"
Sotin said in a commentary.

"Indeed, as far as we know," Sotin added, "there is only one planetary body that displays more dynamism than Titan. Its
name is Earth.”

http://news.yahoo.com/s/afp/20070103/sc_afp/spacesaturntitan_070103193516
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Venus, Uranus and

possibly Pluto rotate
e backwards from the
' other 6 planets.

Earth

“We have some theories about how the spin of Venus
may have been pulled into sync with Earth.
Unfortunately, they don't really work, at least not yet.”
David Harry Grinspoon, Assistant Professor of
Astrophysical and Planetary Sciences, University of
Colorado, From “Verus Revealed”, 1997, p. 204 *

98% OF THE
SUNIS
HYDROGEN
OR HELIUM

“...We haven’t exactly learned to
decipher these clues yet, and the
theory of the origin of planetary
rotation is currently slightly
confused.” p. 47

“It seems we will never have a
theory predicting in detail how a
solar system arises from a disc.”
p.193

From Venus Revealed, by David
Harry Grinspoon, 1997

8 of the 91 moons rotate backwards.
Jupiter, Saturn and Neptune have moons

orbiting in both directions.

Astronomical Almanac for the year 1989 (Wash. DC U.S.
Government Printing Office, 1989) p. E88

LESS THAN 1% OF
MERCURY, VENUS,
EARTH, AND MARS IS
HYDROGEN OR

HELIUM

Why are the nine
planets so different '
from each other and
from the sun?
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A SIMPLIFIED EXPLANATION OF THE SETTERFIELD HYPOTHESIS

http://www.ldolphin.org/simplified.html
Helen Fryman (tuppence@ns.net), with Barry Setterfield (barry4light2@yahoo.com)

February 26, 2001

The following is a simple explanation of the Setterfield cDK hypothesis intended for teens and undergraduate
non-physics majors. Because it is a simplified explanation, there is no formal referencing. Referenced papers
from which this is taken are available here: http://Idolphin.org/setterfield/index.html or http://setterfield.org/.

THE EXPANDED UNIVERSE

Both the secular 'Big Bang' (or Big Expansion) model and the Bible agree that the universe has been stretched
out. Although there is good evidence that this expansion is no longer taking place, that is not what we will
discuss at first here. What we need to review is the effect of that expansion.

Blow up a balloon, or stretch out a rubber band. At first the elasticity is strong and the amount of potential
energy it has is at a maximum for that particular thing. When that balloon pops, or that rubber band is released,
all the potential energy stored in the stretching becomes immediately released as kinetic, or active, energy. But
should that stretched rubber band or that blown up balloon be left for awhile, the rubber would begin to relax,
losing its elasticity and simply remaining in a stretched-out condition.

Where did the energy go in the latter case? As the rubber relaxed, the potential energy was actually transformed
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into active, or kinetic energy, and released into the surrounding air. However the amount of energy was so
small compared to the volume of air into which it was dispersed, that it was impossible to discern a difference
in the air.

THE '"VACUUM' OF SPACE AND ZPE

We can apply this same idea to the universe itself. However first of all, we need to correct a common
misconception. We have a tendency to think of space as an empty or true vacuum. As it turns out, however,
that is not the case. Even 'empty' space is filled with all types of radiation, virtual particles, Planck particles,
and perhaps even more energy or particles than we are aware of at the present time. This is one reason you will
hear the phrase 'fabric of space' being used by some. Space - out there - is simply not an 'empty" thing.

With this in mind, it might be a little easier to understand the idea that when space itself was stretched out,
there was a tremendous amount of potential energy locked up in the stretching. Through time, just as with the
rubber band or the balloon, this stretching has gradually relaxed (which is different from 'going down’), thus
releasing steady amounts of energy into space itself.

Is there any evidence of this? Yes, there is. It has been known for some time that electrons, and all atomic
particles, ‘'jiggle, or vibrate rapidly, even at absolute zero temperature. This vibration can be measured. The
measurement does not take place directly, but takes place the same way we can measure Brownian motion,
when a drop of colour is gently placed in a glass of cold water. Gradually the colour will disperse although
every effort to keep the water still has been made. Motion exists down to the smallest levels and can be
measured by its effects on other things. The measure of the motion of electrons is referred to as Planck's
Constant, even though it has been shown not to be constant. It has been measured as systematically increasing
over the last century, thus indicating that there has been an increase in energy affecting the electron. This
energy is not coming from any 'known' source, but seems intrinsic to space itself. This energy, because it can
be seen to be effective at absolute zero, is thus logically called 'zero point energy,' or ZPE. Setterfield's theory
is that this is the energy being slowly but steadily released from the fabric of stretched space itself.

QUANTISATION

Now, we need to jump subjects for a second to provide another picture of something that is happening. Do this
if you like, or simply imagine it, as you have probably done something like it before: put a glass full of water
on a table top. Using as steady an amount of energy as you can control yourself to do, start gently pushing that
glass. At first it will not move. Then as the pressure builds up, it will jerk forward a bit and stop. As the
pressure from your hand continues, it will jerk forward again a bit. If you were to measure the places on the
table where the glass is in time, your measurements would show that jerk - you would not have a smooth
'smear' of measurements across the table.

For instance, if you were to have used TIME DISTANCE
enough force to smoothly move that | 1 second 1/2 inch
glass across the table, your 2 seconds 1 inch
measurements would show something |3 seconds 1 1/2 inches
like this: 4 seconds 2 inches
4 1/2 seconds 2 1/4 inches
5 seconds 2 1/2 inches
51/2 seconds 2 3/4 inches
6 seconds 3 inches
7 seconds 3 1/2 inches, and so on.
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However, if the force from your hand TIME DISTANCE
was gentle compared to the resistance of |1 second 1/2 inch
the glass, t_hen Fhe Jerk.lng would show > soconds T2 neh
up something like this:

3 seconds 1 1/2 inches
This second measurement table shows |4 seconds 1 1/2 inches
what are referr«lad to as 'quantised 41/2 seconds 5 174 inches
measurements.' The measurements are _
clumping together in identifiable groups, | ° seconds 2 1/4 inches
unlike the first set of measurements. 5 1/2 seconds 2 3/4 inches
This is what tr]e term quantlseq _ 6 seconds 2 3/4 inches
measurements' refers to and this will be -
important later on, too. 7 seconds 8 1/4 inches

Now, let's go back to outer space. We know that there are certain laws of motion that we can count on. Things
remain the way they are until enough force is exerted on them to cause a change of speed, or direction, or both.
So if there is energy actually being released into space from the potential energy caused by the expansion of
the universe, then we should see two things: first we should see any actual measurements of energy show a
smooth increase in measurements. Secondly, we should see quantised measurements regarding the effects of
this increased energy. That is like your hand and the glass. We could measure the output of energy/pressure
from your hand, and the increase in energy released would be smooth. But the effects of that energy - the glass
jerking across the table, will be quantised. We should, then, see this quantised effect in the mass of the
universe itself, as any energy coming from the mass should show jerks in measurements.

It appears that this may be precisely what we are seeing.

QUANTISATION AND REDSHIFT

The glass on the table was a good picture of resistance to force and then the response when that force built up.
With the glass, the resistance was friction. However, when we move down to the atomic scale, which we must
do when considering the speed of light and the fabric of space, we are no longer dealing with friction. What we
are dealing with is the kinetic, or expressed, energy of the electron itself. This kinetic energy is maintained
until enough force or energy is applied to jerk it out of its previous pattern, forcing it into a new one. We
should see evidence of this in the light emitted from the atoms if this is truly happening.

Here's a bit more foundation again, so you can understand
what is happening. The light we see is part of the entire
electromagnetic spectrum. This spectrum is made up of a
series of wave lengths, and in the visible part of the
spectrum, every colour we see is a different wavelength
from every other colour. At the one end of this rainbow,
the red colour has relatively long wavelengths, and as we
progress down the rainbow of colours to blue and then
purple, the wavelengths get shorter and shorter. The longer
the wavelength, the lower the energy of the electron which
caused the light to be emitted.
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When astronomers look at a star,
they see the light which was
emitted by that star some time
ago. It took time for that light to
reach us. In other words, when we
look at distant stars, we are
looking back in time. There is no
disagreement that the farther the
star, the further back in time we
are looking. But there is
something happening with the
light that needs explanation. We
are seeing the light from distant
stars is 'red shifted." What this
means is that astronomers are not
seeing the colour of light they
expect to see from these stars.
Every element has its own set of
wavelengths when it emits or absorbs light. Scientists have developed a series of laboratory standards which
show exactly what group of wavelengths is emitted or absorbed by each element. This is how scientists know
what elements a star is made up of. They look at the signature colours. However, as they look at stars
progressively more distant from the earth, the emitted light signatures increasingly differ from those used as
laboratory standards for these particular elements. Instead the signature colours are shifted more towards the
red end of the spectrum. There are two possible explanations for this:

1. That the universe is expanding. This is the commonly accepted
explanation. The idea here is that, as the universe expands, the fabric of
space is getting stretched, including the light waves travelling in it from
distant objects. This means the wavelengths will appear longer, or more red, than they were when
they were originally emitted.
2. That something is happening to the electrons/atoms themselves to cause
them to emit more energetic, or bluer light now, so that when we look back
in time, the emitted light appears redder than our laboratory standards.

How would we be able to tell which is the right explanation? If the expanding universe idea is correct, then we
should be able to see the sort of smooth and constant change that was demonstrated in Table 1. If the second
idea is correct, however, we should see the effect of the atomic activity resisting change for awhile and then
jerking to a new pattern or state. So the redshift measurements are very important for us to look at. Are they
showing a smooth pattern or a 'lumpy' pattern showing clusters of measurements with some kind of interval
between them?

An astronomer in Arizona, named William Tifft has done about twenty years' of measurements of redshifts. He
has documented that there is a clumping effect with the measurements. In other words, they are quantised.
Quantised redshift measurements present evidence against the expanding universe explanation for the redshift.
Tifft's work was challenged by a number of people. Among them were Drs. Guthrie and Napier, two
astronomers. In both 1992 and 1994 they endeavoured to disprove Tifft's work. These two men collected an
entirely new set of data for examination. Instead of being able to disprove Tifft, they found, to their
amazement, that they were ending up in agreement with Tifft and substantiating his work.
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So what does this redshift quantisation tell us? It may indicate that some kind of energy 'jumping' is occurring
within atomic structures. If the universe has actually finished expanding and is releasing that potential energy
into space, then the progressive increase of the energy available to each and every atom at the same time will
result in the sudden jumping of the redshift measurements at specific intervals. This is because the pressure of
the released energy would be building up simultaneously throughout the universe and thus every atom in the
cosmos would also react simultaneously when the energy reached the threshold stage. Thus we would expect
to see emitted light undergoing the quantised jumps that Tifft saw as we look back in time/distance into the
universe.

At this point we see some of the possible evidence for substantiation of Setterfield's theory that the universe is
no longer expanding but that energy is slowly being released into the cosmos to cause the redshift changes the
way we are seeing them. To understand more, we have to look at the atom itself.

THE ATOM, LIGHT, AND MASS

The common idea of the atom, taught in most school science classes, is that it is composed of a nucleus made
up of protons and neutrons and an outer series of electrons at various 'levels' around the nucleus. One common
model of the atom, called the Bohr model, shows the electrons circling the nucleus like planets circle the sun.
Although this is a model that is easy to work with theoretically, the actual positions and movements of the
electrons is a matter of dispute. What we do know is that the electrons are not all equally close to the nucleus,
but exist at certain definite levels, or distances out from the atom. The level - sometimes called a 'shell’ or even
‘cloud' - at which chemical interactions happen is the outermost level or valence level. The implied idea in
school up until university is that all the other electrons stay nicely in place in their own little areas.

This is not what actually happens, though. First of all, light is emitted from an atom when some kind of
incoming energy or particle pops an electron out of its customary place to one farther away from the nucleus.
In returning, or popping back, to its original level, that electron then gives up the extra energy it received, and
that energy is emitted as light. So the first thing to understand is that the emission of light depends on the
amount of energy the electron received in the first place.

The next thing to understand is not nearly as simple. It has to do with the answer to the question, "What is
mass?" The simplest explanation is that "no one knows for sure.” The first and most common idea is that mass
is something in and of itself, which is affected by energy. This idea considers mass to be, at some point, a solid
'something.' The concept of most physicists who hold this view is that each bit of mass is a kind of positively
or negatively charged 'point' inside a cloud of energy. It is known that there is a good deal of vibration in all of
the atomic structure, and
that this vibration
surrounds each atomic
point of charge. What is
in the middle of this
vibration has been
assumed to be something
solid, something ever so
tiny, but really there,
which has a positive or
negative charge.
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There are some physicists who dispute this view, however. Since the mid 1990's there has been a group who
has put forward the theory that there is nothing solid about matter, or mass, at all. This theory postulates that
every electron, and every other subatomic 'particle’, is really simply energy existing as positive or negative
charges in a very compact form. Mass, and therefore matter, would really then only be specifically interacting
charges of various configurations.

This can be a hard one to swallow -- it's kind of hard to think of this computer and the table it is sitting on, not
to mention ourselves, as being conglomerations of pure energy! But if you look at Einstein's equation, it might
help it make a bit more sense.

THAT FAMOUS EQUATION

Whichever view of mass one chooses to take, we need to take a closer look at Einstein's equation. Almost
everyone knows Einstein's famous equation, E = m ¢ E is energy, m is mass, and c is the speed of light. The
most basic fact about this equation is that it indicates that mass can become energy and energy can become
mass. Actually, we can see this matter/energy conversion in our own lives when we burn wood and get heat
and light energy along with ashes. Plants, on the other hand, take energy from sunlight and use it to
manufacture carbohydrates, which we then eat and use for energy. So we can see both in theory and in life that
mass and energy can be exchanged.

As can be seen, there is another factor involved -- 'c’, or light speed. If the speed of light is changing, then, to
keep Einstein's equation balanced, and therefore true, either energy or mass must also be changing, or perhaps
both of them. How can one determine what might be going on here?

Through the years, various ‘atomic constants' have been discovered and worked with mathematically and in
physics. An atomic constant tells us how the atom behaves in response to the energy available to it. These
constants are seen as determining the behaviour of the atom in the same way as the 'natural laws' we recognise
in science (such as laws of gravity, laws of motion, etc.) govern the way other things behave. The
mathematical formulas dealing with these atomic constants are recognised as being accurate. The ‘constants’
are called constant because it was originally believed they wouldn't vary. However, for some of them, that has
not proved to be the case. There will be a little more about his later.

In determining effects associated with the speed of light, Setterfield spent a great deal of time working with the
mathematical formulas associated with these constants. If light speed was not constant, then was it energy or
mass which was being conserved, or, looking at it the other way, which one was changing? After working with
all manner of possibilities regarding the various atomic constants and the equations involved, there ended up
being only one possible answer: energy was being conserved and mass was changing.

Yeah, right. So why aren't we all getting fatter or skinnier or something? It's because we are not talking about
mass we can see and work with; we are talking about the mass of the atomic parts. With atomic parts, mass
refers to, in very simple language, how much space, or volume, each atomic 'particle’ takes up. And that
depends on how much it is vibrating. The more it vibrates, the more space, or volume, it occupies. So whether
mass is pure energy or whether there is some kind of a 'thing' inside of all that energy, it doesn't matter. The
more it vibrates, the more volume it occupies, and thus the more mass it is considered to have atomically.

Thus, when Setterfield says the mass is increasing, he does not mean anything is gaining weight. He is saying
that there is more 'jiggle' to each part of the atom's structure, thus meaning every sub-atomic unit has a slightly
greater volume, thereby taking up a bit more space. This does not change the atom's structure or chemical
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interactions. What it does change is the amount of energy in the electron itself. So when an electron is 'popped’
out of its level by incoming energy, and then 'pops' back, the energy difference between where it is and where
it is returning to is higher after each quantum jump. It is this energy that is responsible for the emission of
light, so the light itself will be emitted at a slightly higher energy, or shorter (bluer) wave-length, with each
quantum jump.

SO WHAT ABOUT THIS CHANGING
SPEED OF LIGHT?
Let's go one step further now.

In the picture used with the balloon, the
energy released by the relaxing rubber was
so minute compared to the surrounding air,
that no changes were noticed. However the
universe is enormously large, and as its
fabric relaxes, the energy released into space
is enormous. One of the things this energy
does is flip back and forth between matter
and energy on an incredibly tiny scale. The
very tiny bits of matter that will flash into
and out of existence are referred to as virtual
particles. They will be the key to being able to measure the energy being released. The more virtual particles,
the greater the energy in space.

So how to we count virtual particles? We don't. But we can measure something they are doing. When light
travels, it gets absorbed by whatever it comes in contact with. In the case of a wall, it is absorbed or reflected
and that's that. With glass, most is absorbed and then re-emitted the other side, with only a small amount
getting lost or reflected. Virtual particles also absorb the light that comes in contact with them. And then they
re-emit it, or pass it on. This takes a very short amount of time, but nevertheless, it does take SOME time.
Therefore the more virtual particles there are, the slower it will appear light will travel, as it must be absorbed
and re-emitted by more particles in any given distance.

Following this theory through, then, we should see a general drop in the speed of light measurements through
time as the amount of usable energy in the fabric of space increases. In other words, as more energy is released
into space, more virtual particles will be popping into and out of existence, and this will cause light to take a
slightly longer time to travel from point A to point B. Because light speed is direct result of the number of
virtual particles in a given distance, we should see a somewhat smooth function in the change in the speed of
light. In other words, like the first chart at the beginning of this article, the measurements would show a
smooth systematic change. What do we see historically?

Before the seventeenth century, it was thought that the speed of light was infinite. However, by the middle of
the seventeenth century, the first light speed measurements had been made by timing eclipses of Jupiter's
moons. It became evident through the next centuries that something strange seemed to be happening. Not only
was the speed of light NOT infinite, but, as more and more measurements of the speed of light were made,
there seemed to be a general trend showing it was slowing. By the early twentieth century, this phenomenon
was starting to be discussed and argued about in the scientific literature.
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We can now start tying a few of the pieces above together. We know that the zero point energy is increasing,
as "Planck's Constant" is increasing. With this increase of energy, we will have more of the virtual particles
impeding the light as it travels, thus slowing it down. In other words, the more energy we see affecting atomic
particles, the more we would expect to see light speed decreasing. Historic measurements bear this out. The
evidence of the quantised redshift also supports this theory.

QUANTUM INTERVALS AND QUANTUM JUMPS

There is more to consider in this theory. The atom has two distinct ‘times' in its existence. The first is when it is
jumping to a new energy level, propelled by the increasing energy affecting it, and the second is all that time in
between these quantum jumps, which is called the quantum interval.

During the quantum interval, the energy being released from the fabric of space continues to build, slowly but
surely. Various atomic 'constants’ give indication of this with their changing measurements. The interesting
thing that has been found is that as some ‘constants' go ‘'up’, other related ‘constants' go ‘down.' Because of this,
they cancel out each other's effect on the atom itself, so the atom stays the same during the quantum interval,
even though some of the constants show continual, small, gradual change.

But, eventually, when the energy pressure has built up enough throughout the entire universe, every atom in it
changes simultaneously with a little jerk. These ‘jerks' are not only incredibly small, but although they were
happening rapidly at first, have been very rare in the last four thousand years. The energy being released into
the universe is now being released very slowly as the pressure from the initial stretching has been
progressively dissipated. But when these 'jerks' happen, and the atom finally responds to the build-up of
energy, every single atomic 'particle’ starts jiggling, or vibrating, a little more, taking up a little more volume
for itself. This is the gain in mass mentioned earlier.
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This gain in mass is a result of the same release of energy that is slowing down light speed. That is because the
more energy is released into 'empty space’, or the vacuum, the more virtual particles will be popping into and
out of existence, as a result of that energy. And the more virtual particles, the more of them will be in the way
of a beam of light, and the more often the beam of light will be absorbed and re-emitted by them. Thus it will
take light more time to get from one point to another.

Einstein realised that mass and energy and light speed were all related. Thus we have the equation E=mc2.
Setterfield is trying to show us where and when this is true in the universe itself. There are a number of men
who are studying the speed of light right now, and some of them have been writing articles and making the
news. Studies which show man himself can slow down or speed up the speed of light are interesting, but they
are not directly relevant to the idea that the speed of light has not stayed constant in the universe through time.
Other studies and papers by men such as Albrecht, Magueijo, Barrow, and Troitskii, who are studying the idea
of a changing speed of light in the universe through time, are mostly dealing with the subject on a purely
theoretical basis. By contrast, Setterfield is primarily dealing with the data that has been collected and with the
phenomena we have been able to note scientifically. As such, whether his work ends up being right or wrong,
it deserves much closer attention than the mainstream scientific world has been willing to give it up to this
point.

SOME QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
1. Why hasn't the mainstream scientific world paid attention to Mr. Setterfield?

Primarily for two reasons: Mr. Setterfield's analysis is a strong indicator that the entire universe is probably
very young. This does not sit well with evolutionists, who require a very long time for their ideas to work.
Secondly, Mr. Setterfield was forced to leave university training to take care of sick family members years ago
and had to continue his studies on his own, and thus never got a degree. He has, however, continually
subjected his work to the scrutiny of others who are highly qualified in the fields of math, statistics, and
physics to make sure he is not mishandling data or miscalculating in his math.

2. Why hasn't Mr. Setterfield been published in peer-reviewed journals if his work is correct?

Setterfield's recent technical paper has been submitted to three different journals in the past two years. It was
refused by the two physics journals because a) it was declared not of sufficient importance or substantive
enough; b) it would not be agreed to by a majority of scientists in the field, and c) one reviewer did not like the
fact that one of his references (out of over 150 references) was a university text and not a peer-reviewed or
other professional journal. The astronomy journal refused it saying it looked very interesting but belonged in a
physics journal. The paper is now being prepared for the web. None of the refusals Mr. Setterfield received
criticised his physics or his math. They simply did not like the clear conclusions that had to be drawn from
them.

3. Wouldn't a change in the speed of light upset biological processes?
No. This is a common misconception. Biological processes are basically chemical processes. Speed of light

changes, as noted above, do not change the position of the valence electrons of each atom. It is these outer
electrons which govern chemical reactions. Would the increased amount of charge (the greater volume taken
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up by each charge) not change the rate of these reactions?
There are two things to consider here. First of all, the increased
charges of the electrons would repel each other more
forcefully, thus providing a slowing effect, which would tend
to counterbalance the possibly more rapid reaction rate in the
present. In the past, conversely, the atomic particles would
have had a lower charge resulting in decreased energy for the
atom. This would have slowed reaction rates in counterbalance
to the decrease in repulsive force between electrons. In
addition, if one were to consider simply one individual
chemical reaction, there might still be a significant change in biological processes. However biological
processes are not individual reactions, they are chains, or cascades of reactions. Each cascade is governed by
the slowest part of the reaction. Thus there is a natural brake applied which protects life itself from the
consequences of too fast a series of reactions.

4. What about radioactive decay? Wouldn't a faster light speed cause a much faster rate of decay in the
past, releasing more heat, and burning up the planet, or at least all of life?

First of all yes, a faster light speed is indicative of a much faster rate of radio decay. This is because the
equivalent of 'c’, the speed of light, is in the numerator of every reduced equation for every decay rate. Thus,
the faster the speed of light, the higher the rate of decay. The first effect we see, then, is that we need to be
very careful about the ages we assign to items which are analysed this way.

In addition, most radioactive elements were deep inside the earth's interior initially, so that life on the surface
was safe. Because all the radioactive atomic elements were decaying initially, those with short half lives,
which have since finished decaying would have contributed to a very rapid build up of heat in the interior.
However, it was not be until the heat caused enough of a build-up to break through the crust of the earth in
some kind of explosive activity that the surface of the earth would have been affected. (What is interesting is
that throughout the ancient cultures of man, we have stories and legends about just such activity happening.)
We do not see this heating effect today on the surface or underneath in part because the speed of light has
slowed significantly and also because the original short half-lived elements have finished decaying.

It should also be noted that the amount of heat radiation in a given volume from any given reaction would also
be lower. This may be the end of the paper, but listen up here - this one is a bit complicated.

1. Space transmits electromagnetic waves, such as light. This means space itself must have both electric and
magnetic properties. The electric property of space is referred to as ‘permittivity’ and the magnetic property is
referred to as 'permeability.’ These properties are governed by the number of virtual particles popping in and
out of existence in a given volume. When there are fewer virtual particles per given volume, both the
permittivity and the permeability of space are lower, which means that there is less resistance to the electric
and magnetic elements of the photon (‘packet’ of light). Without this resistance, light travels more quickly.

2. In combination with the first point, when the speed of light was faster, a photon of light would travel farther
in one second than it would travel now. That means that the same amount of light, or any radiation, would take
up a greater volume at any one time. And THAT means that in any given, or defined, volume, the actual
density of radiation from any given reaction would be less before than now.
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3. Although faster radioactive decay rates mean that more radioactive atoms are decaying in a given time, the
heat problem is offset by two factors: First that the amount of heat radiation in a given volume is lower, as
explained in the previous two points. Secondly, as explained earlier in this paper, as we go back in time we are
also going back to before so much energy was available to the atom. Before each quantum jump, the atom had
lower energy than after. So the net effect here is that the earlier in time, the lower the energy of the atom, even
though the light speed and therefore the actual rate of decay was faster. This lower energy in the atom thus
somewhat reduced the amount of heat released by any given decay process.

Thus, the expected 'frying' effect of a higher radiodecay rate which would be part of a time of higher light
speed was counteracted by several factors:

First, the initial depth in the earth of radioactive materials.
Second, the increased volume taken up by any given photon.

Third, the lower energy in the atom in the past.

R i i S O

[Note from the authors: In an
effort to provide the student
with easily visualisable
concepts, there has been a
necessary simplification of
some technical points.
However we do have
confidence that the basic
concepts, as presented here, are

correct.]
March 1, 2001

More

http://www.setterfield.org/plasmamodelintroduction.html http://www.setterfield.org/simplifiedindex.html
http://www.setterfield.org/000docs/basic%20summary.html

Analysis and Rebuttal 4 b

http://www.talkorigins.org/faqs/c-decay.html

Jupiter Saturn

The Decay of c-decay by Robert P. J. Day

‘ b ‘ Y Cross-section Key
http://creationwiki.org/Speed_of_light_has_changed_ '::». i Lorr e

(Talk.Origins)

Uranus Neptune

" Inner core (solid)
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Franklin M. Harold, Professor of Biochemistry and Molecular Biology at Colo State U.,
The Way of the Cell, 2001, p. 236.

“Life arose here on earth from inanimate matter, by some kind of evolutionary process, about four billion
years ago.

This is not a statement of demonstrable fact, but an assumption almost universally shared by specialists as
well as scientists in general. It is not supported by any direct evidence, nor is it likely to be, but it is consistent
with what evidence we do have.”

The Model of Evolution

@ About 4.6 billion years ago the earth formed. Scientists discover the chance meeting 1.9bn

@ Chemicals formed in the “primordial soup”. years ago that led to the eruption of life on Earth

. Read more: http://www.dailymail.co.uk/sciencetech/
# Chemicals bonded together to form molecules. article-1084251/Scientists-discover-chance-meeting-

1-9bn-years-ago-led-life-Earth.html#ixzzOWNXdIwKv

@ Molecules bonded together to make a living cell.

& + g BEINY,

eAtoms The basic unit of matter.
Does adding Time actually help the
+Molecules Specific arrangement of atoms (H,0). chances of evolution?
Scientifically, We observe entropy
+Amino Acids Specific arrangement of molecules. and degeneration of processes—
earth’s magnetic field, genetic
sProteins Specific arrangement of amino acids. degeneration, etc. Time only adds
disorganization and degeration.

To those who believe in secular evolution, an old earth is considered essential -

—  “The secrets of evolution are death and time - the death of enormous numbers
of life forms that were imperfectly adapted to the environment; and time for a
long succession of small mutations that were by accident adaptive, time for the
slow accumulation of patterns of favorable mutations [emphasis
added].” (Carl Sagan , Cosmos, 1980, p.30)

—  Timeis in fact the hero of the plot . . . given so much time the ‘impossible’
becomes possible, the possible probable and the probable virtually certain. One
has only to wait: time itself performs miracles [emphasis added]. (George Wald,
“The Origin of Life,” Physics and the Chemistry of Life, 1955, p.12)
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The Bible says:

|

In the beginning,
God created the
Heaven and the

Earth.

Genesis 1:1

For in six days the
Lord made heaven and
earth, the sea, and all
that in them is...
Exodus 20:11

The four and twenty elders fall
down before him that sat on the
throne, and worship him that liveth
for ever and ever, ...saying, Thou
art worthy, O Lord, to receive glory
and honour and power: for thou
hast created all things, and for thy
pleasure they are and were created.

My Rev. 41011

Heaven is my throne, and
earth is my footstool: what
house will ye build me? saith
the Lord: or what is the place
of my rest? Hath not my hand
made all these things?

Acts 7:49

A great book
showing that
even simple
things cannot
evolve.
CSE- $5.50

Figure 1-2 You can see from thes ilusiration of ancint Earth
that most modern living things would not easily survive (hose
rugged condiions.

...the planet
(Earth) cooled
and a rocky
surface was

created.

and that the complete picture has not yet been

“Nohody Knowsihow a

mixture'ofilifeless.chemicals

spontaneouslyorganized® %

themselves intoithefirst: =%

[Ivingicelll o
Paul Davies, Australian Centre for Astrobiology, Macquarie

University, Sydney. New Scientist 179(2403);32 12 July, 2003

Davies was once described by the
Washington Times as “the best science
writer.on eitherside of the Atlantic.®

And (cod created greatiwhales,
andeverylivingcreaturethat
moveth, which the waters
broughtforthiabundantly, after,
their kind; andevery winged fowl
after.his kindiand|God saw that
itwas good.

(od claims that He created life.
Genesis 1:21
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The Big Bang story and the supposed origin of the earth.

| “4.6 billion ysars
ago earth cooled

down and formed ...the planet
a rocky crust.” (Earth) cooled

and that the complete piciure has not vet been

MILESTONES 18 - Planet Earth formed about 4.6 billion years ago. / a nd a roc ky

EARTH HISTORY - - - - - ~ (A billion is a | followed by 9 zeros!) But it would

be more than hall a billion vears hefore the planet ’ suﬂace was

cooled and a rocky surface was created. And, as you

have read, hummremsormmiions of vears more would r t d
ol isplas g created.

Figure 1-2 You can sew from ths diusiration of ancsent Earh
tha! most modern Bving hings woulkd nof easily survive Nose
rugged condilions.

As Earth formed, its
surface may have been
similar to the surface of its
moon today. Craters, like
those in the picture, and
large plains of volcanic
basalt may have marked its
surface. But unlike its
moon, Earth's surface was
Jot and there were large
pools of bubbling lava.

BIOLOGY

s R ]

Percentage of present-day oxygen levels

0
4000 3000 2000 1000 500 250 100 0
‘ Millions of years ago (mya)

There was no oxygen but the
rocks absorbed it!

- “Oceans
P formedas
"¢ _ itrained on

+* the rocks
for millions

Millions of years of torrential rains created great oceans.
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Origin of Life

On an earth-history calendar, it is now sometime in April.
There is still no life, but swirling in the waters of the oceans is a
bubbling broth of complex chemicals. Some of them are carbo-
hydrates, proteins, and nucleic acids—the chemicals of life.
However, the progress from a complex chemical soup to a living
organism is very slow,

updated at midnight LMT today ir

New theory for origin of life

Mineral cells might have ingubsted first lving things.
+ Decernber 2002

JOHN WHITFIELD

» printable version

se-alort

roposingl. Crther
researchers argue that the
idea leaves many
uastions unanswerad,

Holt Earth Science 1994 p. 282

begun in rocks on the
ocean figor, More than 4
billion yaars ago, tiny
cavities in minerals may il
have served as the first i€ [ e to getgemns,
ells, two biologists aregfel

march Centre in Gl L K
wosingl, Other S e

~thmghers arg
the first t5
assume that
first.

he ker to the new theory
iron sulphide. Hot
mineral on the ocean
of 3 millimeatre across,

YERED CUIAGE LIEG BALIL 10D WA lllty Wi il s W3 Rsprarsas tnee

mulated in the shallow waters of the earth. The first self-
replicating systems must have emerged in this organic

“soup.” By systems we mean the following interacting

molecules: : B
| BIOLOGY

¥s [of the ongm of hte] but ours 15
the cell,” says Martin, Most scientists
icating molecules or proteins came

self-repl

Iron sulphide speeds up the reactions that Join inorganic

shook the planet, shooting out gases
that formed an atmosphere. Earth

Early History of Earth

o
-
’

Biology The Unityand

Diversity ofilLife
Wadsworth 1992

A

| | ]| '
on early Earth were not suitable
20,000,000,000 o M m,{:‘.,::&.;
activity, set
Big Bang @,&t&ék"' lar:’am:mm of ife.

Step into your imaginary time
machine, punch a few buttons, and
get ready to explore a place o which
you'll probably never want to
return—primitive Earth.

Early Earth was an inhospitable place

Earth is thought to have formed
about 3.6 billion years ago. It was
Figure 17.1 illustrates
what it may have looked
like. Scientists theorize
that Earth began as a hot
ball of rock. Meteorites
Bombarded its surface,
and volcanoes formed by
the high temperatures
inside Earth constantly
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was much too hot for life 1o exist.

About 3.9 hillion vears ago, Earth
had cooled enough for water vapor to
oy T e
time, experiencing violent fain-
storms. Eventually, the accumulated
rainfall formed Earth’s oceans, It is in
these oceans, about 3.5 billion years
ago, that scientists believe the first
living organisms appeared.

PRIMORDIAL
SouP
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- Newest attempts at life?
Attem ptS tO Create Llfe Craig Venter creates synthetic life form
http://www.guardian.co.uk/science/2010/
may/20/craig-venter-synthetic-life-form

C reatl n g I— Ife http://www.wired.com/wiredscience/2008/09/

biologists-on-t/

http://www.godandscience.org/evolution/creating_life_in_the_lab.html

Synthetic biology and artificial life Biologists on the Verge of

have been in the news lately. This M | I Ie I Expe rhme nt N

month we will look at the difference

between them, and what implications - =

they have for the theory of evolution. R

http://www.ridgenet.net/~do_while/sage/
v14i10f.htm

Spark

Input Chamber

Chamber

Water Condenser

Vapor
Forms

“As the gases circulated in the chamber, sparks, representing lightning, supplied energy to drive chemical
reactions. The experiment generated organic compounds including amino acids - the building blocks of
proteins.” Modern Biology, Holt, Rinehart, Winston, 1993

« How did Miller know what gases were in the early earth’s atmosphere?

¢ Were the amino acids the right type of amino acids for life?

The Claim by Evolutionists
The early earth’s atmosphere did not contain oxygen.

Critical Thinking Question

Is there any scientific evidence to support this claim, or is it based on a belief in
evolution?

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com
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In the early 1950s, Urey turned his attention
to the studies of geochemistry, astrophysics, and
the origin of life. He wanted to know how the
eart to be. His vast
knowledge of biology, physics, and chemistry
helped him conduct research and write many
articles on geochemistry. He reviewed many the-
ories on how the sun and planets were formed.
He studied the chemical reactions of gases that

existed in Earth's primitive atmosphere, and he

was the first to show that gmino acids could have e

formed in the atmosphere. Although he_never
proved how life originated, he did add evidence

to the theory that life could have started by itself
on the primitive earth. H.B.J. 1989 p. 357

SCIENTIFIC
AMERICANcow ===

Clay Could Have Encouraged First Cells to Form

Source: University of Bath
Date: 2005-08-16

Scientists Crack 40-year-old DNA
Puzzle And Point To 'Hot Soup' At The
Origin Of Life
A new theory that explains why the
language of our genes is more
complex than it needs to be also
suggests that the primordial soup
where life began on earth was hot and
not cold, as many scientists believe.

www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2005/08/050814170410.htm

Life In The Universe Takes Orders
From Space (February 20, 2004) -
Arizona State University
A century ago, when biologists used to
talk about the primordial soup from
which all life on Earth came, they
probably never imagined from how far
away the ingredients may have come.
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Clay may have aided formation of primordial cells

o =T And the LORD God formed man of
R the dust of the ground, and breathed

% into his nostrils the breath of life; and

1 man became a living soul.”

I Genesis 27

In the 5_"weat'_of thy face shalt

eat brea

truth. When they reach the top, they
will find the baptist have been
there all along!

www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2005/08/050814170410.htm
Where There’s Soup, There’s Life
(July 2, 2001) -- Where there’s
soup, there’s life. But we’re talking
gourmet soup. That is, gourmet
geochemical “primordial soups” in
hot springs and hydrothermal
springs in the oceans

Origin of Species Not
addressed in 1859, and is
still a mystery in 1998...
“Both the origin of life and
the origin of the major
groups of animals remains
unknown.”

Alfred G. Fisher, evolutionist Grolier Multimedia
Encyclopedia 1998, fossil section
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Students are
taught that
life evolved
from non-
living
materials.

Earth Science HBJ
1989 p. 344

16.3 The Archean Era

In early March on the one-year calendar of Earth history, the
Archean Era began. Many important events oceurred -|‘|III!|L’
the Archean Era, the most important of which, aceording 1o
scientists, was the evolution of life.
different molecules on the surface of the
imitive carth, complex organic molecules containing carbon
were probably common. However, to progress from com
plex molecules 1o even the simplest living organism was a very
long process

“The first living cells
emerged between 4
billion and 3.8 billion
years ago.

There is no record
of the event.”

Biology The Unity and diversity of Life Wadswoth™" 8

1492 p. 300
|

Figure 12-2 Miller-Urey

experiment. Miller simulated
the early Earth's conditions as
hypothesized by Oparin, Urey,

and other scientists. His ex|
iment produced the-cmgé
of e S

Have scientists
produced life
in the lab?

o e e
Holt Biology

Organic
2001 p. 254 compounds

chamber

“Many important events
occurred during the Archean era.
The most important of which ...
was the evolution of life.

Progress from
complex

molecules to even &
the simplest living &
organism was a
very long

process.”

Earth Science HBJ 1989 p. 344

HAECKEL’S CONFESSION

Haeckel claimed also that spontaneous
generation must be true, not because it had
been proven in the laboratory, but because
otherwise...

“It would be necessary

to believe in a creator”}.
A

I

Records from the University of Jena trial in
1875. Dr. Edward Blick,
Blick Engineering, Norman, OK

Electrodes

Methane,
ammonia,
water vapor,
and hydrogen

Condenser
cools
™ e

Stopcocks ’
to obtain

I’ Organic compounds

Figure 12-15 At aboui the same time that Miller discoy-
ered that the red goo at the bottom of his Mask was rich in
amino acids, it was also learned that DNA carries the code for
amino acids,
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Have scientists
produced life in
the lab?

No, not even close!

Miller excluded a':.m

NS Stopcocks
" to oblain

oxygen ina o=
reducing
atmosphere
because life could
not evolve with
oxygen present.
Any amino acids
that try to combine
are “oxidized.”

J “Organic compounds

Figuee 12-13 M abwui the same tinie st Miller disew: -
weredd that the red goo al the bitiom of kis Rask was rich in
aumisiar weidds, it was alo lewrned that DNA earries the code for
wamiyer wriehs,

“What is the evidence for a
primitive methane-ammonia
atmosphere on earth? The
answer is that there is no
evidence for it, but much
against it.”
(emphasis in original)

Philip H. Abelson, “Chemical Events on the Primitive
Earth,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,

Vol. 55 Jun. 1365

“In general, we find no evidence in the
sedimentary distribution of carbon,
sulfur, uranium, or iron, that an
oxygen-free atmosphere has existed at
any time during the span of geological
history recorded in well preserved
sedimentary rocks.”

Erich Dimroth and Michael M. Kimberley, “Precambrian
Atmospheric Oxygen: Evidence in the Sedimentary
Distributions of Carbon, Sulfur, Uranium, and Iron,”

Canadian Joyrnal of Earth Sciences, Vol. 13, No. 9,
Septembe 1161

Problems:
1. Ozone is made from
oxygen and blocks UV
light.

Ammonia is destroyed by
UV. (Origins of Life Vol. 12, 1982).
Life cannot evolve without

oxygen.

The earth has
always had oxygen-
even more than
today. Oxygen is
found in the lowest
rocks.

See Evolution a Theory in Crisis,
Dr. Michael Denton p. 262. And Icons of
Evolution Jonathan Wells, p. 9-27 *

“It is suggested that from
the time of the earliest
dated rocks at 3.7 (billion
years) ago, Earth had an
oxygenic atmosphere.”

Harry Clemmey, Nick Badham,
“Oxygen in the Precambrian
Atmosphere: An Evaluation of the

Geological Evidence”, Geology, Vol.
10, Marc. 141,

“It is suggested that from the time of the earliest dated rocks at 3.7 (billion
years) ago, Earth had an oxygenic atmosphere.”

Harry Clemmey, Nick Badham, “Oxygen in the Precambrian Atmosphere: An Evaluation of the Geological

Evidence”, Geology, Vol. 10, March 1982, p. 141.
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“The only trend in the recent
literature is the suggestion
of far more oxygen in the
early atmosphere than
anyone imagined.”

Thaxton (Ph.D. Chemistry), Bradley
(Ph.D. Materials Science), Olsen
(Ph.D. Geochemistry), The Mystery

of Life's Ong;n 80. ommonwealth

“This is a very puzzling
fact... All the proteins
that have been
investigated, obtained
fromanimals and
from plants from
higher organisms and
from simple
organisms ...

bacteria, molds, even
viruses — are found to
have been made of
(left-handed) amino
acids.”

Linus Pauling (Nobel [Laureate in
chemistry)yGeneral Chemistry,

(Iihrd Edition), 1970, p- 774

BIOLOGY

Multicellular organisms

S| Roughly 2 billion years after the origin of lfe,

Percentage of presenl-day oxygen levels

4000 3000 2000 1000 500 50
Millions of years ago (mya)
There was no oxygen but the
rocks absorbed it!

“Primordial Air may have
been ‘breathable’

The Earth may have had an
oxygen-rich atmosphere as
long ago as three billion
years and possibly even
earlier, three Ieadlng

geologlsts clalmed

IR

there was enough oxygen to suppori eukaryotes.
N IR=IEERRRRI—————

Problems:
2. Filtered out product.

Problem: Not realistic for nature.

3. Made 85% tar, 13%
carboxylic acid, (both toxic
to life) 2% amino acids.
Problems: 1. mostly two amino
acids were produced, 20
different ones are needed for

life.
2. They bond with tar and acid.

4. Amino acids are like
letters which are building
block to make words, to
make paragraphs to make
books.

He made the equivalent of
a few letters when he
needed to make a huge
book.

5. Half the amino acids
he produced were left
handed and half right

handed. pagy KENT

Problem: Smallest proteins
have 70-100 amino acids in
precise order all left handed.
DNA and RNA nucleotides
are all right handed.

“Scientists have not been able to
cause amino acids dissolved in
water to join together to form
proteins. The energy-requiring
chemical reactions that join
amino acids are reversible and
do not occur spontaneously in
water.”

George B. Johnson, Peter H. Raven,

Biology, Prmc.-p!es & Explorations, Holt, Rinehart and Winston,
1996, p. 2
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“Scientists have not been able to cause amino acids dissolved in water to join together to
form proteins. The energy-requiring chemical reactions that join amino acids are
reversible and do not occur spontaneously in water.”

George B. Johnson, Peter H. Raven,
Biology, Principles & Explorations, Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1996, p. 235.

bﬁg f:ﬁ?\:\?i';tg ICONS OF If all that is needed for

life to evolve is having
RS VOLUTION et proper molecules

i i SCIENCE OR MYTH? .
in the Mitler MM  in the same place and

experiment. P. O : ddi
Available from CSE $23.95 . adding energy...

& Put a frog in a

See also p. 60 of In the

% B@®Y blender and turn

SPEED BUMP

- E T = "
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h History.
“The history of life 5‘12 l:ff::nyE'artt

“Nobody knows how a on earth began

approximately 3.5

mixture of lifeless chemicals biionyears ago.

How this occurred
spontaneously organizedl™ " 1= tenanowt
themselves into the first -_'_-hi topic for inquiry.

S ’ Hovind translation:
living cell. It is OK to inquire about how life 5%

Paul Davies, Australian Centre for Astrobiology, Macquarie evolved. Itis not OK to inquire
University, Sydney. New Scientist 179(2403);32 12 July, 2003 about whether it evolved.

Davies was once described by the
Washington Times as “the best science
writer on either side of the Atlantic.”

-

as a result of this hunting. About 12 000 years ago, humans dis-
covered that there was little left to hunt. Therefore, for about
4000 years life was probably hard, since food was scarce. Only
when agriculture was developed, about 8000 years ago, did food
again become plentiful. £/ £ EARTH S<cs. 1989 A 25¢

Humans are an important part of the earth environment.

ol Together with every other living organism, humans probably

I Was Your Ancestor a Sea Sponge° evolved from hd(lt!id that lived more than 4 billion years ago.
o The Geology of Rubies | Restoring the Afghan Huddh‘h What kinds of [ll}.‘(ll ams do you think will evolve owgx the next

Sbar THBSSSET CSETEe PRl ELET AIESSSNS EYASSMERT B

4 billion years? 5 5
vz DISCOVET = g RS
2004 N ‘ : g

| A Fleid Gunde . ﬁ,"

In the vast
wilderness

- beyond Pluto:
Discover, | Dozensef ~ ¥
plfanets, :II]IIOI’IS
November, | of comets,

and no end ' . -

: HBJ Earth Science
of surprises . L]

2004 p. 64 BT A 1989 p. 356

'THIES IS YOU-R ANCESTOR
bl
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The Atmosphere

“New Evidence on Evolution of Early Atmosphere and Life,” Bulletin of the American Meteorological
Society, Nov, 1982, pp 1329.

“...geologists know from their analysis of the oldest known rocks that the oxygen level of the early
atmosphere had to be much higher than previously calculated.”

“Analysis of these rocks, estimated to be more than 3.5 billion years old, found oxidized iron in amounts that

called for atmospheric oxygen to be at least 110 times greater and perhaps up to one billion times greater
than otherwise accepted.”

Harry Clemmey, Nick Badham, “Oxygen in the Atmosphere: An Evaluation of the Geological
Evidence”, Geology, Vol 10, March 1982, p. 141.

"There is no scientific proof that Earth ever had a non-oxygen atmosphere such as evolutionists require.

Earth’s oldest rocks contain evidence of being formed in an oxygen atmosphere.”

Oxygen and Life

Peter Ward (Ph.D. Geology) and Donald Brownlee (Ph.D. Astronomy), Rare Earth, 2000, p. 245.

“Oxygen is a poisonous gas that oxidizes organic and inorganic materials on a planetary surface; it is quite
lethal to organisms that have not evolved protection against it.”

#Life cannot start with oxygen in the atmosphere

¢Life cannot start without oxygen in the atmosphere

Did life start in the ocean?

Hydrolysis

Water dissolves and pulls apart every inorganic
substance, and eventually organic living things,
especially life, at it's building blocks.
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Amino Acids
Over 2,000 types of amino acids Only 20 are used in life.
They are arranged in a specific order in a specific sequence.

All left handed amino acids — make up living organisms, they revert to
right handed amino acids in dead organisms.

Collapse of the Miller Experiment

Freeman Dyson, Origins of Life, 1999, pp. 25-26.
(Dyson is a Professor at the Institute for Advanced Study in Princeton and a member of NAS.)

“Since Miller's beguiling picture of a pond full of dissolved amino acids under a reducing atmosphere has
been discredited, a new beguiling picture has come to take its place. The new picture has life originating in a
hot, deep, dark little hole on the ocean floor.”

Life and the Miller Experiment
Johnjoe McFadden (Professor of Molecular Biology and Quantum Physics), Quantum Evolution, 2000,
p. 87.

“The second limitation to Miller's experiments was that he obtained no polymers of amino acids — no peptides
or proteins.”

Origin of Life and Amino Acids
William Bonner, Organic Chemist, Stanford University (World’s leading homochiral researcher), UCLA
conference on life’s origins, 1995.

“Terrestrial explanations are impotent and nonviable” (we came from aliens.)

Is this science?

The Cell and Complexity

Boeing 747

4 1/2 million non-flying parts

\ Billions of non-living parts
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CELL MEMBRANE

The protective covering
Th e c e I I - which controls what eneters
| |

and leaves the cell.

RIBOSOMES
Structures on which amino

T h e S m a I I e St acids are assembled into

proteins.

u |
I IVI n g 'IN‘he cloft:fli center, enclosed in

a double-membrane envelope,

s ste m which directs all of the cell’s
] activities.

CHROMOSOMES

Contains the DNA - the cell’s
Wh at m a ke s genetic code.

—_— NUCLEOLUS
It tl c k? Site where ribosomes are assembled.
n
ENDOPLASMIC RECTICULUM
e et  Membrane sheets which transport or store
is more compléx than a space shuttle! the proteins made by the free-floating
i ribosomes attached to them.

MITOCHONDRIA
The sites where ATP molecules, which /

supply the cell with energy, are produced.

GOLGI BODI CENTRIOLES
Membrane sacs that package and distribute Structures which lie near the nucleus which
proteins made by the cell. are important in cell reproduction.

A Honeybee’s Brain
Compared to a Super
Computer

=

Size | Tiny 'Huge ,
‘Speed |1 Trillion/sec | 6 Billion/Sec masss cooy v

| Energy Consumption10 Microwatts | Many Kilowatts oo mos
| Cost | Cheap | Lots ($48 million)
| Maintenance Personnel None (self healing)| Many |
Weight | Not Much | 2300 IbS with cooling system |
Conclusions: Evolved? | Designed
The Human brain is millions of times more
complex than a honeybee’s!

N

An ant holding a computer chip that can process all

the letters in the Bible 200 times per second! 91
Creation Magazine Dec. 1998-Feb. 1999 p. 10
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| P2 €770
T — Whnale bfid
% o 1) % Elephant
(<]
o 3‘; .j h i
O ; — National telephone Human
£ [/ — systom Lo d
.q, 2 = 10 e P Hurnnln
- 5 i visual
O }.'E -..'-f— T @ lu“ system
%] m ) 1Yy
9T E 4 .- Cray
g a] S 10 Lt%:n ;ﬁ, supercomputer
= = o ‘Smart” missile K Bee
Super_Con:l[:!uter IS huge, .g i) =8 Television Mein frame computer
slow, inefficient, costs lotsof "8 = | cheme
i E © ==
money, must be maintained. 0.5 g W Video r
. L d o Personal oorcer
It had to be designed. ~ n..o_ = computer
S 1] Q@
."':-" 8 o Bacterial
s 8 g_ reproduction
[ k) Oxford Enghish
LT E Dictionary
g '] o Bacterlal  Human
Q o (&) E Viral DNA DNA DNA
g S 10—  jeood oo Joooo( W& -
- N 1 10? 10" 16" o" 10"

10* 0" 1
Memory capacity (bits)

There are all sorts ofidifferent rea8ons for
believing in God, and here | will mention
only one. It is this. Supposing there was no 4 If the human brain is
intelligence behind the universe, no'Greative nothing but 3# of
mind. In that case nobody designed my chemicals that arranged
brain for the purpose of thinking. It ismerely = | themselves by chance
that when the atoms inside my skull happen = | over billions of years,
for physical or chemical reasons to arrange | How can you trust
themselves in a certain way, this gives me , your thoughts and
as a by-product;'the Sensation | call thought. w conclusions you
But if so, how can | trust¥fown thinking to come to?
be true? .
C.S. Lewis

—-—

It is like upsetting a milk-jug and
hoping that the way the splash
arranges itself will give you a' map of
London. But if | cannot trust/my own
thinking, of course | cannot;‘!st the

arguments leading to atheism and
therefore the reason to be ag@atheist, or
anything else. Unless | beliely:in God, |
gcannot believe in thought or anything
else: so | can never use thought
to.disbelieve in'@od.
C.S. Lewis




The Spark, the Light & the Planet

... Ihe scientific evidence — The origin of life, earth, and outside

‘LaW of Probability' 1050 means it is practically impossible
‘A single protein' 10191 are the chances of a single protein synthesizing itself

‘A single cell: 1040,000 are the chances of a single cell synthesizing itself

PI’Obablllty and L|fe More articles exploring life origins
http://www.answersingenesis.org/get
. . . - -answers/topic/origin-life
Francis Crick, Life Itself: Its Origin and Nature,
1981, pp. 51-52. http://www.talkorigins.org/
“If a particular amino acid sequence was selected http://www.reasons.orgforigin-life/

by chance, how rare an event would this be?... first-life-earth/origin-life-predictions-
face-evolution-vs-biblical-creation

“The great majority of sequences can never have been synthesized at all,
at any time.” http://creation.com/ns-origin-of-life

Robert Gange, Ph.D. (research scientist with extensive research in the field of cryophysics and
information systems.), Origins and Destiny, 1986, p. 77.

“The likelihood of life having occurred through a chemical accident is, for all intents and purposes, zero. ”

The Primordial Soup
€ Chemistry - hydrolysis
#Biology - amino acids

@ Physics - 2nd Law of Thermodynamics

John Ross, Ph.D. (Harvard scientist and evolutionist), Chemical and
Engineering News, July 27, 1980, p. 40.

“There are no known violations of the second law of thermodynamics. Ordinarily the second law is stated for
isolated systems, but the second law applies equally well to open systems.”

Neil Broom (Ph.D. Chemical and Materials Engineering), How Blind Is the Watchmaker, 2001, 80.

“A fundamental problem that science has never been able to solve is how to produce energy flow through the
system to do this work of coding in order to produce, for example, a functioning protein.”

“Living systems do, of course, harness energy for this purpose, but only because the required, purposefully
assembled metabolic machinery is already in place and functioning.”
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Evolution and Science Given enough time it can happen

Four things that are detrimental to )
the O”gln Of ||fe 2. Is this a scientific statement?

Law of Probability 1 0.50

1. Oxygen in the atmosphere
2. Second Law of Thermodynamics (time)

3. Water (hydrolysis)

If a frog turns into If a frog turns
a Handsome into a Handsome
Prince Quickly... Prince Slowly...

4. Amino acids (design)

4

Complexity and Information
€ Naturalistic model

Somehow

@ Intelligence model
BM + E + T + Ol = life (The formula requires Ol)

M= Matter E= Energy T=Time Ol= Outside Intelligence

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com
Excelent Dvds and resources mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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Information and Life

Werner Gitt, In the Beginning was Information, 1997, p. 99. (Dr. Gitt was the Director at the German
Federal Institute of Physics and Technology)

“Since the findings of James D. Watson and Francis H. C. Crick, it was increasingly realized by contemporary
researchers that the information residing in the cells is of crucial importance for the existence of life. Anybody
who wants to make meaningful statements about the origin of life, would be forced to explain how the
information originated. All evolutionary views are fundamentally unable to answer this crucial question.”

€ \What happens when we add energy to meaningless chemicals, bits,
or parts?

BAIl the parts of a Boeing 747 BAIl the parts of a cell

dleuided

¢dse'xapul/wod-uolnesauadap

LLST

The principle of decay
(Second Law of Thermodynamics)

-SI-Uo1IN|OAD MMM //:d11Y

uoljelauadsaq

Johnjoe McFadden (Evolutionist & Professor of Molecular Biology and Quantum Physics), Quantum
Evolution, 2000, p. 85.

“The simplest living cell could not have arisen by chance.”

Franklin M. Harold, Professor of Biochemistry and Molecular Biology at Colo State U., The Way of the
Cell, 2001, p. 235.

“The origin of life is also a stubborn problem, with no solution in sight....”

The Truth About Evolution

Dr. Klaus Dose, “The Origin of Life: More Questions than Answers,” Interdisciplinary Science
Reviews, vol. 13, no. 4 1988, p. 348. (Dose is Director, Institute for Biochemistry, Johannes Gutenberg
University, West Germany)

“More than 30 years of experimentation on the origin of life in the fields of chemical and molecular evolution
have led to a better perception of the immensity of the problem of the origin of life on Earth rather than to its
solution.”

Paul Davies, Ph.D. Physics, The 5™ Miracle: The Search for the Origin and Meaning of Life, 1999, p. 18.

“Many investigators feel uneasy about stating in public that the origin of life is a mystery, even though behind
closed doors they freely admit they are baffled.

...they worry that a frank admission of ignorance will undermine funding,...”
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“If | tell you only part of the evidence and you believe it, you have
not been taught, you have been indoctrinated.

If | tell you all the evidence and you make a decision, then you
have been taught.” Mike Riddle

Conclusion

#The origin of life by natural processes (evolution) is not
possible

HAIll left-handed amino acids

EThere is not enough time

HLife is too complex (information)
®\We are all looking at the same evidence
®Many scientists believe in intelligent origins

#Neither evolution nor creation can be proven scientifically —
both involve faith

@It is your choice which model to believe

The origin of life itself...
eh, it's not really my bag.
The origin of species is where it's atl

If you believe that life was “seeded” on earth by aliens, all you
do is push the LIFE question back further, but in no way
do you scientifically answer it.

More: Watch on line video A Question of Origins
http://nwcreation.net/videos/

http://nwcreation.net/videos/a_question_of _origins.html

“The simplest living cell could not have arisen by
chance. Just like the eye, the proto-cell must have
evolved from simpler ancestral cells, presumably by
a process of natural selection. But this is where the
first big problem with the origin of life arises. What

were those simpler entities?” - TR?
http://blog.news-record.com/opinion/letters/archives/2008/05/
evolution_cant_explain_the_beg.shtml

www.Train2Equip.com bt
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Second Law of Thermodynamics

Two Arguments
Energy goes from a state of usable Open and isolated
energy to a state of less usable energy systems

for doing work in an isolated system

Complexit
Growth of a seed

@ or embryo

Second Law of Thermodynamics

John Ross, Ph.D. (Harvard scientist and
4 Necessary Conditions evolutionist), Chemical and Engineering News,
July 27, 1980, p. 40.

L ?pen Systemiearth) “There are no known violations of the second law
2. Available energy source (sun) of thermodynamics. Ordinarily the second law is

3. A way to capture and store raw energy stated for isolated systems, but the second law
4. An energy conversion mechanism applies equally well to open systems.

Neil Broom (Ph.D. Chemical and " "
Materials Engineering), How Blind Is Evolution and Science

the Watchmaker, 2001, 80.
Four things that are detrimental to
the origin of life

“A fundamental problem that science has
never been able to solve is how to produce
energy flow through the system to do this

work of coding in order to produce, for 1. Oxygen in the atmosphere

example, a functioning protein. . ’
Living systems do, of course, harness 2. Second Law of Thermodynamics (time)
energy for this purpose, but only because 2

the required, purposefully assembled 3. Water (hydrolysis)

metabolic machinery is already in place

and functioning.” 4. Amino acids (design)

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com
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Overview: Evolution’s History of Life

@ The history of life All species evolved over billions of years
from a common ancestor

@ The fossil record
BThe fossil record and education
BThe Cambrian explosion

EFamous “transitions” used to support
evolution

€ The mechanism for change
ENatural selection
EMutations
BGenetic Drift etc...

Are there other viable Theories on the
origin of the kinds of creatures on Earth
that are Scientifically verifiable?

Proposed Naturalistic Fossil Record
GEOLOGIC TIME SCALE

PERIOD

QUATERNARY
0-1 Million Years
Rise of Man

CENOZOIC
recent lile E
2

z

H

§<

Evidence =—

Million
First birds

Each model (evolution and creation) e

Cycads, lirst dinosaurs

can best be determined by examining o

First reptiles

two lines of evidence 3 [Prveruvaan

MESOZOIC
middie life
o

Carl
&
£
]
£
a

1. The fossil record (history)
2. Mechanism for change

PALEOZOIC
ancient lite
B8
z
5
Fy
E]

SILURIAN
20 Million Years
Earliest land animals

ORDOVICIAN
75 Millian Yoars
Early bony fish

Most of the info on these pages is from. CAMBRIAN
IlWMIIIbn-VIilr!
Www.train2equip.com :’:’“‘"’""‘1 e
few lossils prasent
Excelent Dvds and resources e i

mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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The Fossil Record and Education

Biology: Principles and Explorations, Holt, Rinehart, Winston, 2001, p. 283.

“Fossils offer the most direct evidence that evolution

takes place.... -

Fossils, therefore, provide an actual record of Earth’s IS th |S true?
past life-forms. Change over time (evolution) can be seen

in the fossil record.”

Period Time (mil)

Fossil

Quarternary 1.8 — present
Teritary 6.5-1.8
Cretaceous 14.5-6.5
Mesozoic R EEE¢ 208 —14.5
Triassic 245 — 208
Permian 290 — 245
Carboniferous 363 - 290
Devonian 410 - 363
Silurian 440 — 410
Ordovician 505 — 440
Cambrian 544 - 505
Precambrian 650 - 544

Record

Cenozoic

Paleozoic

The foundation

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com
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Examining the Evidence

Actual
Data
Time _l_ TEee of | _L Cambrian

SI e[ ChI=To] o CEI-L[<=Ne 1l Precambrian
complex creatures

Darwinian
Created after their kind

Morphology

Cambrian Explosion

David Berlinski (evolutionist), A Tour of the Calculus, 1995
“There is no question that such gaps exist. A big gap appears at the
beginning of the Cambrian explosion, over 500 million years ago,
when great numbers of new species suddenly appeared in the fossil
record.”

Ariel Roth (Ph.D. Zoology), Origins,1998, p. 184.

“The Cambrian explosion is not just a case of all the major animal

phyla appearing at about the same place in the geologic column. It
is also a situation of no ancestors to suggest how they might have
evolved.”

Articles: http://lwww.origins.org/articles/chien_explosionoflife.html

http://www.learnthebible.org/cambrian-explosion-disproves- Darwinian Model
evolution.html

Where are the thousands of

observable intermediates?

101




The Spark, the Light & the Planet

The scientific evidence — Development of life / :

All flesh is not the same flesh:

Typical & Jc‘?-f N but there is one kind of flesh of
(@ g — men, another flesh of beasts,
tethOOk ” }"’ S another of fishes, and another
L o of birds.
“tree Of '~'*° > 1 Corinthians 15:39

life” - L

simpified phylogenetic tree shows the relationship of eary repties 1o
pe cversity of veriebrates that evolved from theem,

W '.I oy e N J
P """"“'"m._!____ Uzards  Snakes _Crocodies Bircs Mammais

§ ommen | _—
Humans | T §
- | | = —
Bacteria T
- : el dﬂ"-—w- 2004p.712 i

“All those trees of Formation of Organic Compounds

Ilfe WIth thel ¥ Your time of arrival is about 4.6 billion years ago, which is when scien-
branches of our tists believe Earth first came into being. Advisedly, you put on your pro-
ancestors that’s a tective clothing and respirating equipment. You could not survive a
’

second without them. The overall scene is one of violence. Prolonged
n & % s . »
lot of nonsense. lightning and erupting volcanoes surround you. Meteorites and ultraviolet
Mary Leakey Associated Press Dec. 10, radiation (UV) make surface heat fearsome. There are no signs of life any

1996 ; : :
where. You decide to leave and come back later—a long time later, per-

“The evolutionary trees that |1e.1p.~‘ after Iil'lc has a.\m:‘ to lhc. pianu You.wondcr ho‘\t that Ilif'c Wi.", :
evolve, but you don’t care to stick around in these unfriendly conditions

adorn our textbooks have long enough to find out. Sl G‘Iinp,o Bigl‘.::lgg""; p. 324

data only at the tips and Simple Molecules from the Atmosphere All the many forms of life on
nodes of their branches; the | Earth today are descended from a common ancestor, found in a popula-
rest is inference. however tion of primitive unicellular organisms. What were those first cells like?
)

2 How do we know? What events led up to their formation? No traces of
reasonable! not the evidence those events remain, and scientists can’t travel backward in time to wit-

of fossils.” ness what happened. Instead, they turn to scientific methods of observing
Stephen Jay Gould Harvard University. data, forming hypotheses, making predictions, and constructing experi-
Evolution's Erratic Pace Natural History Vol. 5 May, 1977 ments 1o test 1|‘Ii.‘il‘ periclit)l‘IS. P -_\7.? <«

When | debated (#12) Dr. Pigliuccii from the REPTILES %

University of Tennessee Knoxville | said, “Dr. [
Pigliuccii, you have studied and taught Tustéra

courses on the evolution of plants for 10 I

years. You have received and spent over
$650,000 in grant money to study the
evolution of plants. What is the best
evidence you know of for evolution?”

He replied, “The evolution of whales.”

He claims the hippo is evidence for evolution _

because it is in the process of adapting to an |———  itatast s <4 i ot gty
aquatic way of life. He also claims the flying |2

squirrel is evidence because it has half a
wing! - Kent Hovind
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NEICRI L = Evolutonisafact =~ 0
There is no
fossil record!
There are bones
in the dirt.
You cannot
“look back in
the fossil
record,” as
many textbooks
say. Fossils
only exist in the
present!

We can put our
interpretation
on them.

The Evidence for Evolution

Why do saentsts consider evolution to be a fac

section we look at hive compelling lines of

sils, traces of evolutionany history in existing organism
continental dnft, direct observations of change. and the
expenimental production of new species

The fossil record strongly supports evolution

Fossils are the preserved remains of former living orgas
isms. The fossil record provides some of the strongest o

Major new groups of Organisms anose from previ-
ously existing organisms. We will discuss one

of these examples, the evolution of mammals

from reptiles, in Chapter 23. Fossils showing E A\
how new organisms evolved from previous -
organisms also exaist for mucroonganisms, fish,
amphibians, reptiles, birds, and humans

“If my theory
(about slow
gradual
changes) be
true, numberless
intermediate
varieties... must
assuredly have
existed;”

Charles Darwin The Origin of
Species... 1859 p. 211

“In the years after Darwin, his
advocates hoped to find
predictable progressions. In
general, these have not been
found—yet the optimism has
died hard, and some pure
fantasy has crept into
textbooks.”

Raup, David M. (U. of Chicago-Field Museum),
“Evolution and the Fossil Record,” Science, vol. 213
(July 17, 1981), p. 289

cord

Section 1-1

Teaching 7jp

Fossils and Evolution
Show the class a fossil specimen
as a way of highlighting the theme
of evolution. Explain to students
that most people think of fossils
as shells or old bones. Actually,
fossils are any traces of dead
organisms. Tracks of dinosaurs,
footprints of human ancestors,
insects trapped in sticky tree sap,
impressions of leaves or skin, and
animals buried in tar are all fos-

. . sils. The transformation of one

TOGY: species into another by natural
1% selection requires thousands of

ysars Slnce scl

Keep in mind
that dead
animals do not
reproduce or
evolve!

Holt Biology, 2001 p.9 &

pssils Provide an Objective
Record of Evolution

“Since Darwin,
many links
have been

found.”

e you ever looked at a series of maps that show how a city has
uildings and streets are added, changed, or destroyed as
pass by. In the same way s of animals show a pattern

elopment from early ancestors eir modern descendants.
sssils offer the most direct evidence that evolution takes place. As
all, a fossil is the preserved or mineralized nmu:ns

lhrrrh:uc, provide an actual record nl Earth's
over time (evolution) can be seen in the fos-

5 pcciﬁ found in older rocks are different from
pcks, as vou can sec in Fig 13-0.

wiles and mammals, making the fossil history rd' the vertebrates
semarkably complete.

Today Darwin's theory is almost universally acc
25 the best available explanation Tor the m]og ical diversity on
Earth, Based on a large body of supporting evidence, most scien-
sists ngree on the following three major points:

1. Earth is about 4.5 billion years old.
2. Organisms have inhabited Earth for most of its history.

Holt Bn:,'ogmI 2001 pP. pLik Y 3. Al organisms living today evolved from earlier, simpler

life-forms.

o By

What creation scientists are asking for is a simple
evidential criterion that would support
macroevolution in the fossil record. This would be
at least 40-50 successive fossil species showing
major generic change (macroevolution).
Talkorigins doesn’t list a fraction of this number.
But this isn’t an unrealistic number of fossils if the
earth is as old as macroevolutionists maintain.

. there are gaps in the fossil graveyard, places
where there should be intermediate forms but
where there is nothing whatsoever instead. No
paleontologist writing in English (Carroll, 1988),
French (J. Chaline, 1983) or German (V. Fahlbusch,
1983), denies that this is so. It is simply a fact.
Darwin’s theory & the fossil record are in conflict”
- Dr. D. Berlinski, Sept. 1996, p. 28.
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According to S.J. Gould of Harvard,
arthropods are the largest animal
group. Where did they come from (i.e.
their origin)? “As Darwin noted in the
Origin of the Species, the abrupt
emergence of arthropods in the fossil
record during the Cambrian presents a
problem for evolutionary biology. There
are no obvious simpler or intermediate
forms - either living or in the fossil

record...”
Osorio, Bacon & Whitington in ‘American Scientist’, v. 85.

Where did all the birds come from?
“The true origin of birds is still up
in the air.”

Alan Feduccia, atheist & ornithologist, December 8, 2000.
whales?

“...the evolutionary origin of
whales remains controversial
among zoologists.” —

Compton’s Interactive Encyclopedia, 1996.

If you find a fossil in the dirt:
All you know is, it died!

If you find a fossil in the dirt:
You don’t know if it had any
kids let alone different kids.

Why do evolutionists claim the
bones in the dirt can do
something the living animals

cannot do?
(produce different kinds than themselves)

ot

Where did all the fish come
from?

“Yet the transition from
spineless invertebrates to the
first backboned fishes is still
shrouded in mystery, & many

theories abound . ..”
J.A. Long, evolutionist, 1995.

flowering plants?

“The origin of the angiosperms, an
‘abominable mystery’ to Darwin,
remained so 100 years later & is

little better today.” —

Patterson & Williams, Annual Review of Ecol. & S. 1993, p. 170.

In summary -
“Both the origin of life and the
origin of the major groups of

animals remain unknown”

Dr. A.G. Fisher, Grolier Multimedia Encyclopedia, 1998
(fossil section).

Luther Sunderland

asked evolutionists
what evidence they had J
for their theory. ¥

L LT,

The British Museum of
Natural History has the
largest fossil collection
in the world. When the
senior paleontologist
was asked why he did
not show the missing
links in his book he
said:

(Available from CSE $10.50)

“I fully agree with your
comments on the lack of
evolutionary transitions in my
book. If | knew of any, fossil
or living, | would certainly
have included them. | will lay
it on the line—there is not
one such fossil...”

Dr. Colin Paterson, Senior Paleontologist, British Museum
of Natural History in correspondence to Luther Sunderland
quoted in Darwin's Enigma 1988 p. 89
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“The first bird hatched from a reptilian egg g

Richard B. Gouldschmidt The Material Basis of Evolution Yale University Press 1940 p. 39

There are no “missing
Links”! The whole chain is
missing!

“The absence of fossil
evidence for intermediary
stages...has been a
persistent and nagging

problem for... evolution.”

Dr. Stephen J. Gould, Evolution Now p. 140 Marxist
Professor at Harvard University in Boston

PUNCTUATED
EQUILIBRIUM

Gradualism
Darwin hypothesized that the rate of evolution was stea
The model that describes evolution J

slow, and ongomng.
slow change of one species to another, new species is kn

as gradualism. According to the gradualism model, cor
ued mutations and variations will result in a new spec
over time. According to this model, there should be intes
mediate forms of all species. Evolution involves a change

Two choices

the phenotype, or appearance, of a species as its hereditar
features change. Look back at Figure 20-1, showing evoluti
of the camel. Fossil evidence shows gradual changes betwees
- Thinking criii‘ﬂ"v the camel as it first appeared and how it looks today. Camy
21. Applying Concepts Why did Darwin's
visit to the Galapagos have such an impor-
tant influence on the development of the
theory of evolution by natural selection?
. Relating Cause and Effect What is
the role of geographic isolation in the
formation of new species?
. Inferring The fossil record shows that Figure 20-6 F.
an organism evolved through many small ur slowly. as n gracushsr
changes over time. Which theory best t
describes the organism’s evolution: grad-
ualism or punctuated equilibria? Explain.
. Applying Concepts A seal’s flipper
and a human arm have very different
functions. What evidence might help to
show that both structures evolved from

appear to have evolved gradually over millions of vears

Fossil evidence shows the gradual evolution of mars

present-day species

Punctuated Equilibrium

But gradualism doesn’t explain the evolution of soms
species, especially those in which there is a gap in the foss
record because few intermediate forms have been discoven
Ihe punctuated equilibrium model, as seen in Figure 204
shows that rapid evolution can come about by the mutatior
just a few genes, resulting in the appearance of a new species
How fast is evolution by this model?
appear as quickly as every few million years and sometimes
even more rapidly than that. For example, bacteria that caus
illness in humans can sometimes be killed by antibiotics such
as penicillin. Penicillin has been available only since 1940, ye
some species of bacteria are now resistant to this drug. H

New species co

the forelimb of a common ancestor? prenotype of s speces s s change  did this happen so quickly? As in any population, some of the
W bacteria had variations that allowed them to keep from being
s More similar
o ':L::.:L:::"‘:‘:”.:: ety s m " Gradualism Punctuated Equilibrium
ohved slowly and T ; !
usly. Intermediate forms . [ 1y ] sp.dl'l
were com According 1o S | "
pune I|J.|lr:rl‘::u|‘|hrl.l, new species / ;/ = k,}f 2 becomes extinct
evohved rapidly during short _ 8 » N\ Y
:_;(n ods a!l hr:-: Intermediate Punctuated Equilibria W @ g /‘\h '\l SP‘C';" are g |
..... 15 WeETe rarne Short periods of E s ¥ vore distinct =
rapid change o \% . \f a r
'&ﬂ e = Species =
o f —a NE— 3 b';‘::'"c:' =§ I_
— £ - 5 Rapid change in -~
3 L3 m
In the mind of the evolutionist there are only two choices E E
p i - Gradual change : - Little
I Eveluiion appenzd slowly like Daryin Said. in phenotype rn';rp-muu e
2, Eveluiion nappanzd quiekly lilke Gould said.
Change in phenotype Change in phenotype
Thizy don’t 332 capablz of or willing o
tnirng g_}l__,]rJ ifl2 box Tha g._)i|g" ifze 572 Cwwrmx20  Cwance Tumouon Tin

ayolution did not hapoan at all nzvar s2

2ms

io ckin on tnam!
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Cambrian Explosion
Biology, Miller and Levine, 2002, p. 746.

“The Cambrian Period, which began 544 million years ago, is marked by an
abundance of different fossils. Why the difference from earlier periods?

By the Cambrian period, some animals had evolved shells, skeletons, and
other hard body parts...”

Interesing article: http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/ee/origin-of-invertebrates

Great claims require real evidence

What do the Facts Support? Invertebrate to Vertebrate (Fish)
Precambrian — Cambrian RSt A Biology, Miller and Levine, 2000, p. 680.
Invertebrate — Vertebrate “Fishes are considered to be the most
Fish — Amphibian primitive living vertebrates...

Horse and Whale ...similarities in structure and embryological
ELE development show that fishes and modern

invertebrate chordates probably did evolve
from common invertebrate ancestors that
lived many millions of years ago.”

There is not one single intermediate in
the textbook to support this claim!

Early fish according to the
Biology textbook
Miller and Levine

Most of the info on these

pages is from. Where are the thousands

Www.train2equip.com

of observable
intermediates?

Excelent Dvds and
resources
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What do the Facts Support?

Aerial Roth (Ph.D. Zoology), Origins, p. 189.

“However, we have virtually no evidence in the fossil record or elsewhere for any of the changes proposed
during this ‘immensity of time’; but the public hears nothing of this problem.”

What do the Facts Support?

Precambrian — Cambrian eated after the : . .

Invertebrate — Vertebrate JOCEICPEICRULE d F|Sh to Amph|b|an

Fish — Amphibian

Horse and Whale Biology: Visualizing Life, Holt, Rinehart,

Birds and Winston, 1998, p. 461.
“Because of these

The proposed idea is that these similarities, scientists think

lobes turned into legs for walking the first amphibians were
on land. descendants of the lobe-
finned fishes, a group

Why does the author say
“scientists think?” because they YVhOSG modern members
don’t have the evidence. include the coelacanth and

the lungfishes.”

- Coelacanth Degeneration B
e EXtmc? f_or 70 milllon years The end of the evolution theory
* 1938 "an coelacanths were found http://www.evolution-is-degeneration.com/

* It iS Stl" 1009/0 ﬁSh index.asp?PaginalD=2577

The front fins (lobes) are still fins

Coelacanth,

a lobefin Most of the info on these pages is from.

— Www.train2equip.com
Excelent Dvds and resources

mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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Alleged Intermediates

¢ Horse
¢ Archaeopteryx
¢ \\Whales

Gradualism
Slow and steady change

Punctuated Equllibria
Short periods of

rapid cha nge

@rﬂ;

Time

Life Sciences, Prentice
Hall, 2002, p. 164.

Evolution and the Horse
The Horse | |
Jonathan Sarfati (Ph.D. Physical

“The horse is a well-documented case study ~ STemistry), Creation ExNiilo,
in evolution. The fossil record shows clear

steps in the progression from a four-toed, “As the biologist Heribert-Nilsson
small browsing animal - one of a line that sald, “The ramiy lree of the fhorse
gave rise to tapirs, rhinoceroses, and other the toxtbeors andthe amoe
mammals in addition to horses - to the paleontologist Niles Eldredge
modern horse, . called the textbook picture

‘lamentable’ and ‘a classical case
of paleontologic museology'.”

"Evolutionary History of the
Modern Horse," Microsoft®
Encarta® Encyclopedia
2000. © 1993-1999

Microsoft Corporation.

Why would someone make this statement?




The Spark, the Light & the Planet

The scientific evidence — Development of life / Zo:s1F=Evel e

What Textbooks Don't
Contain

The rib count, vertebrae count, tooth count
and the size of the animal, varies widely and
does not show any direct line of progression
(18, 15, 19, 18)

@ Scientists find “fossil
horses” mixed throughout all

the different time layers.

Gradualism
Slow and steady change

The Picture

1. Notice the line
drawings

@ The first animal in the
series, Eohippus is so
different from the modern
horse and so different from

Punctuated Equilibria

the next one in the series that e Short periods of
there is a big question 2. Similarity could be WM% ar B
concerning its right to a place - re—

genetic variability -

in the series.
Time

The other side— from an evolutionary viewpoint
http://www.talkorigins.org/faqgs/horses/horse_evol.html

What Textbooks Don’t Contain

¢ Many different varieties of horses exist
today

The smallest horse on record, a
Falabella miniature pony, stood 19 in,

& The extinct Eohippus was almost identical
in body design, feet, toes and size, to the
modern living Hyrax, except for the skull
and tail (a case of genetic variability)

5 Most of the info
on these pages
is from.

: Www.train2equip.
com

Excelent Dvds 2

and resources

North

mike@Train2E
quip.com
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3-toed to 1-toe

Supposed progression of horse evolution

or just under 5 hands, and weighed 30
Ib. The largest horse on record was a
Belgian that stood 6 ft tall, or 18
hands, and weighed 3,200 Ib.

South America
1-toe to 3-toed

America
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St = - P —_— = 18 pairs 15 pairs 19 ;?airs 1apairs
| Hyrax- still alive today in Turkey and Kl il oty
'- .~ Africa and no relation to a horse! | | |

-.,2\, v Prentice Hall Life Science 1991 p. 500

e

1 million ika
s et
R o , S e

ave slowly evolved. or changed. Today's speciceare de. TRSIIVZIS =1V e [=1
of change that produces new species from existing apeciee. INSE]EIISYA I R:, ' },

s called evolution. How can we _.\;,| 1in evolutior Wha 15 million o t el foss
did animals and plants change as they did throughout 1987 p_ 361 YA G0 | #‘_
geologic time? | {3 Elongated 100
There is N “the early classical s i

quite a . evolutionary tree of [ v !g‘,'_,m..m
variety in u . i the ho:fyfc!)ﬁ'é was all
the h(_)rse _ : A 'y j Science News!erte:rAug. 25, 40 million ﬁ lm 1

family i N\ A 4 1951, p.118 yeors ogo " U Fourions

~ 34.3 Evolution of the modern horse

today.

Irish Textbook p. 259

“The uniform continuous
transformation of
Hyracotherium into Equus,
so dear to the hearts of
generations of textbook
writers, never happened in

“Many examples commonly nature.”

Simpson, George Gaylord, of Harvard “Life of the

cited, such as the evolution
of the horse_family or of “Other examples,
sabertooth ‘tigers’ can be including the much-
readily shown to have been repeated ‘gradual’
unintentionally falsified and evolution of the modern

not to be really horse, have not held up

e fie” o under close o
gene [o Simpson, George Gaylord, exam|nat|0n,

“Evolutionary Determinism and the Fossil Record,” Biology The Unity and Diversity of & »‘
Scientific Monthly, vol. 71 (October 1950), p. 264 i aiadndr RS B o
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Problems with Horse

Evolution
1. Made up by Othniel C. Marsh in
1874 from fossils scattered across
the world, not from same location.

2. Modern horses are found in
layers with and lower than “ancient

LE]
hOI'SES = Kruzhilin, Yu, and V. Ovcharov, “A Horse from the

Dinosaur Epoch?"” Moskovskaya Pravda (“Moscow Truth”), trans. A.
James Melnick (February 5, 1984).

3. The “ancient horse”
(hyracotherium) is not a horse but is
just like the hyrax still alive in Turkey
and East Africa today!

4. Ribs, toes and teeth are different.
5. South American fossils go from 1
toed to 3 toed (reverse order).

6. Never found in order presented
7. 3 toed and 1 toed horses graze
side by side.

See Frank Sherwin of ICR for more. ICR.ORG and

p. 122 available from CSE- $17.50

An excellent
book
showing the
fatal flaws in
the horse
evolution
story.

P.195
www.iconsofevolution.com

Available from CSE
$23.95
Also The Evolution
Cruncher, p. 747

Why much of whe

Noah to Abram the Turbulent Years, by Erich von Fange

ca

The Institute

for Creation

Research

WWW.ICR.ORG

(619) 448-0900

ICONS OF
EVOLUTION

SCIENCE OR MY

ron

TH?

cord

TULSA ZOO REMOVES
EVOLUTION EXHIBIT

Tulsa architect Dan Hicks, supported by
a petition signed by 2000 area residents,
plus a scientifically conducted poll show-
ing that over 2/3 of the city’s population
believed the zoo should not promote evo-
lution, was able recently to persuade city
officials to remove exhibits depicting
horse evolution” and human evolution
from display at the zoo. Hicks and his
co-workers credited the influence of ICR
materials with playing a significant part
in this action and also suggested that
citizens in other communities could un-
dertake similar projects. @ €A
1975
Horse evolution still on display
Made by O. C. Marsh
Peabody Museum at Yale
New Haven, Conn.
Proven wrong years ago.

/sasioy

/sbej/310°suidlioyjeymmm//:dny

jJulodmailn Aleuollnjona ue wouy
—opIS J19Yyl10 9yl
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Whale Evolution: A Study of Deception

These pictures
are drawn by an
artist. It is not
what was found.

() Mesanyenias are the wypathasized
link between modern whales and
hoofed mammals.

swam by lesing its backbone and
paddling with its hind limbs.

- 4

Rodhoceus kasran probably spemt litike
time on land. its reduced hind limbs could

mot hive aided in walking or swimming.

“For instance, modern
whales are the
descendants of four-
legged land animals that
are also the ancestors of
horses and cows. As you
can see in Figure 10-4,

/| fossil intermediates
between modern whales
and their 60-million-year-
old ancestor reveal a
history of slow
transformation.”

Biology: Visualizing
Life, Holt, Rinehart and

Winston, 1998, p. 177.

The other side— from an evolutionary viewpoint
http://www.talkorigins.org/features/whales/

Whales: Unique Features

@®Enormous lung capacity with efficient oxygen exchange for long dives

@ Powerful tail with large horizontal flukes

@ Eyes designed to see underwater and withstand high pressure

@ Ears designed to pick up airborne sound waves and eardrum to withstand high pressure

@ Skin lacking hair and sweat glands, but incorporate fatty blubber

€ Whale fins and tongues have counter-current heat exchangers to minimize heat loss
Critical Thinking

Is there any observable evidence of

@ Nostrils on top of the head (blowholes)
@ Breastfeed under water

@ Sonar capacity

these changes or is it all based on
artists drawings?
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Whale Evolution: A Study of Deception

Genetics Disproves Whale Evolution

Nicholas Comninellis, M. D., Creative Defense: Evidence Against Evolution,

2001, p. 172.

“Insufficient time exists for such whale evolution to have occurred. Genetics calculations demonstrate that
animals with 20 years between each generation could transmit to their offspring no more than about 1,700
mutations during a 10-million year period. However, almost all mutations are harmful to animals. ... Even if
these 1,700 mutations were helpful, the new genetic code needed for a land animal to ‘become’ a whale
would be millions upon millions of beneficial mutations.”

Deception

Where are the thousands of
intermediate fossils?

Great claims require real evidence

Kenneth Miller, Finding Darwin’s God,1999, p. 265. Pakicetus: another candidate

'| Ambulocetus skeleton, as

for whale evolution

drawn in Miller’s book

Ambulocetus
reconstruction, as drawn
in Miller’s book

7 '
Artist Only the shaded
Actual bones_ found reconstruction  portions of the skull
(shaded portion)
were found

Note no pelvic
girdle was found.
This hinders
interpretations of
locomotion.

Did Whales Have Legs?

Some modern whales have a pair of bones embedded in their tissues

Are these left over legs? No ‘
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Whales Do NOT Have Legs Another Claim

 They have a known function and In 1956, a Sperm Whale was found with a 5-
g . inch tibia projecting into a 5 ¥z inch bump
differ in males and females

' ?
+ They are not attached to the SRS E eg

vertebral column + Sperm whales are large - up to 62 feet long
# They are used to strengthen the ¢ A5 7% inch bump on its side would look like a
pimple

pelvic wall and act as an organ

anchor for reproduction ¢ People are sometimes born with

abnormalities such as an extra finger, or an
extra rib

Where is the Evidence?

Why Evolutionists Believe

The changes required in the
evolutionary belief system for a land
animal to become a whale are
incredibly complex and far reaching

Land Mammals to Whales

¢ Develop a new mode of locomotion
(from walking to swimming) 4

¢ A physiology to cope with a dense y
medium (water rather than air)

+ New methods of detecting and catching
prey

¢ A means of breathing efficiently at the
sea surface

Every part of the body has to change

It's not because of the evidence.

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com
Excelent Dvds and resources mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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The Amazing Tricerakeet!

Education and Textbooks

Biology, Miller and Levine, 2002, p. 907. Biology: Principles and
“To many paleontologists a bird is a E)?plorations’ Holt, Rinehart,
. . i Winston, 2001, p. 268.
dinosaur with feathers. That definition
may sound odd, but it makes sense.” “Birds evolved from reptiles during

the Jurassic period.”

Archaeopteryx

Biology: Concepts and Connections, Campbell,

What Textbooks Don't Include Mitchell, and Reece, 2000, p. 390.

James Perloff, Tornado in a Junkyard, 1999, p. 18. ‘Like rr?od(?rn birds, it h?d flight feathers, but
. . o _ otherwise it was more like some small

“As for its ‘reptile’ characteristics, yes, it had claws on  pipedal dinosaurs of its era; for instance, like

its wings, but so does the ostrich, and nobody those dinosaurs, Archaeopteryx had teeth,

considers it part reptile. wing claws, and a tail with many vertebrae.”

True, Archaeopteryx had teeth, but so did other fossil
birds, and its teeth differed distinctly from those of
reptiles...

As to Archaeopteryx’s tail, further inspection has
shown it strongly resembles a swan’s.”
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Birds Are Different From Reptiles Reptile to Bird
Stuart Burgess (Ph.D. Engineering Design, Professor

of Combustion Theory, extensive study in the areaof o Development of feathers

design in nature), Hallmarks of Design,2002, p. 47.

“Birds are so different from other creatures that there
would have been hundreds of thousands of
intermediate forms between birds and land animals if
birds had evolved.”

¢ Reform of respiratory system

+ Reform of skeletal system — hollow bone
+ Reform of digestive system P,
+ Reform of nervous system e
+ Construction of bills & beaks
& Mastery of nest building

+ Acquisition of flight

¢ Development of sound producing organ

In Eichstatt, Germany, in 1984 there was a major
meeting of scientists who specialize in bird evolution,
the International Archaeopteryx Conference. They
disagreed on just about everything on this creature,
but there was very broad agreement on the belief that
Archaeopteryx was a true bird. Only a tiny minority thought that it was actually one of the small,
lightly built coelurosaurian dinosaurs [small lightly framed dinosaurs].

The Feather

Primary Feathers =

Feathers have a basic form of a central
hollow supporting shaft called a ‘rachis' and
a number of fine side branches. These side
branches have even finer sub-branches in
contour feathers. The side branches in these
are called barbs and are linked together by a
set of barbules and their hooklets
sometimes called 'Hamuli'. Barbs have side
branches of their own called barbules. The
upper ones containing a series of hooklets
and the lower ones without hooks but
slightly convex in form to catch the

Secondary Feathers ———

Hook — ] hooklets of the barbules from the next barb
Barbule along the shaft.
Secondaries - the major lifting feathers,
Barb between the primaries and the body,
Shaft attached to the ulna.

Archaeopteryx

Alan Feduccia (World authority on birds), Science, “Archaeopteryx: Early Bird
Catches a Can of Worms”, 1993

“Paleontologists have tried to turn Archaeopteryx into an earth-bound, feathered
dinosaur. But it's not. It is a bird, a perching bird. And no amount of ‘paleobabble’
is going to change that.”
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Birds Are Different From Reptiles

Alan Feduccia, (professor and former chair of biology at UNC), The Origin and Evolution of Birds, Yale
University Press, 1999, p. 81.

“This creates a new problem for those who insist that dinosaurs were ancestors of modern birds.
How can a bird hand, for example, with digits two, three and four evolve from a dinosaur hand that
has only digits one, two and three? That would be almost impossible.”

Dr. Alan Feduccia, “Scientist Says Ostrich Study Confirms Bird ‘Hands’ Unlike Those Of Dinosaurs”,
EurekAlert, 14-Aug-2002.

“If one views a chicken skeleton and a dinosaur skeleton through binoculars they appear similar, but
close and detailed examination reveals many differences. Theropod dinosaurs, for example, had
curved, serrated teeth, but the earliest birds had straight, unserrated peg-like teeth. They also had a
different method of tooth implantation and replacement.”

Archaeopteryx

David Menton (Ph.D. Cellular Biology) and Carl Wieland (M.D.), “Bird Evolution
Flies Out the Window,” Creation Ex Nihilo, 1994.

“And like other birds, both Archaeopteryx’'s maxilla (upper jaw) and mandible
(lower jaw) moved, while in most reptiles, only the mandible moves.
Archaeopteryx's brain had a large cerebellum and visual cortex — the same
as that found in today’s flying birds.”

Reptile to Bird

Stuart Burgess (Ph.D. Engineering Design, Professor of Combustion Theory,
extensive study in the area of design in nature), Hallmarks of Design,2002, p. 47.

“It is often speculated that birds evolved from reptiles. However, there are
enormous conceptual differences between the two classes of creature...”

The other side— from an evolutionary viewpoint
http://www.talkorigins.org/indexcc/CC/CC214.html
http://www.talkorigins.org/faqs/archaeopteryx/info.html

Dinosaur to Bird Evolution Bird Fraud
N . “Red-faced and downrnheaited, paleontologists
¢ Is there any real evidence that dinosaurs are growing convinced that they have been
i . snookered by a bit of fossil fakery from China.
evolved into blrdS? The ‘feathered dinosaur’' specimen that they
recently unveiled to much fanfare apparently
. & . combines the tail of a dinosaur with the bod
+ National Geographic Society and the of a bird.” =
feathered d|nosaur "Archaeoraptor” R. Monastersky, “"All mixed up over birds and

dinosaurs,” Science News, January 15, 2000

October 15, 1999

|
The stowq
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More Bird Mistakes Feathered Deceptions

« 1993 — Mononkykus the “flightless bird” Encyaiepedia of Dinosaurs, 2002
(cover of Time magazine) :

Not a bird but a theropod

* 1996 - “Feathered Fossil Proves Some
Dinosaurs Evolved into Birds” (Science)
Sinosauropteryx prima
The feathers turned out to be a array of fibers

Micraptor

¢ 1998 - China Protoarchaeopteryx
robusta

Evidence, Faith & Deception

Interesting site:

http://kcsg.wordpress.com/2009/03/16/dating-the-earth-
what-the-fossil-record-actually-shows/

A New Discovery

The find supports the
gliding-in-trees model

Microraptor gui

+ Birds already existed before Microraptor gui

Most of the info on these pages
is from + Long feathers on the feet would be a

hindrance

Www.train2equip.com

) . —_—
Excelent Dvds and resources ¢ What is the source of new information”

mike@ Train2Equip.com
WWW.icr.org
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20And God said, Let the waters bring And God said, Let the earth
forth abundantly the moving creature bring forth the living creature
that hath life, and fowl that may fly after his kind, cattle, and
above the earth in the open firmament creeping thing, and beast of the
of heaven. ... and every winged fowl earth ... and every thing that

creepeth upon the earth after

after his kind: ... let fowl multiplyin
the earth. #And the evening and the DA ;
morning were the fifth day. his'kind: ... the sixth day.

Birds made on day 5 Reptiles made on day 6

Genesis 1 Genesis 1

BreakingNews,

National Geographic 11-99

National? %
Geographic "%
Oct. 1999

S
Dinassursfo e M Ml

)

el o “ F .
- g - .
e . 2N 7 4 = Velociraptor
s 7 :
§ i L~

Archaeopteryx

¥y

Sinosauropteryx
4

Caudipteryx

Unnamed oviraptorosaur J Beipiaosaurus inexpectus Sinomithosaurus millenii Archaeoraptor liaoningensis —]
A new Mongolian specimen The largest dinosaur found with Though a classic dromaeosaur Preliminary studies show that
possesses an early evolutionary feathers measures seven feet tail establishes that it is a this specimen has startling
version of a birdlike tailbone. long and bears two-inch-long dinosaur, other skeletal features similarities to both dinosaurs
plumage. closely resemble those of birds. and birds.
Dinosaur-bird link smashed in fossil flap e
Lo T Scientists unveil ‘missing link’ of birds, dinosaurs

# of O
wrd

enpemiie. no vnce [inbeen W ecnd

USA Today 1-25-2000 Em)Archaeoraptor liaoningensis
USA Today, Oct. 15, 1999

1 19 promoted by Kevin Padian at UC Berkeley in
Nature 398, April 15, 1999,
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The “Missing Link” That Wasn’t

By Tim Friend, USA TODAY, 2-3-00
From the remote Liaoning Province of China, an unusual dinosaur fossil

has made a mysterious journey from the hands of Chinese smugglers to the
polished halls of the National Geographic Society in Washington.
And like some curse from a mummy’s tomb, the archaeoraptor, supposedly a
. Y birdlike creature with the tail of a meat-eating dinosaur, has brought to those

5 g", Y who would possess it what may be remembered as modern paleontology’s
National

BreakingNews,

greatest embarrassment.

' o It appears now, after several months of suspicion and consternation, that
this “true missing link in the complex chain between dinosaurs and birds”
somehow sprouted its remarkable tail not 120 million years ago but only shortly
before being smuggled out of China.

Whether a deliberate fake or an honest mistake, it is the tale of a tail
that has children believing in feathered dinosaurs that never existed, prominent
scientists calling each other names and two respected science publications
under assault. And, just as the plot thickens, scientists in China have told USA
TODAY that they have discovered yet another faked tail -- this one added by an
entrepreneurial Chinese farmer to a flying pterosaur. That one appears to have
fooled another group of scientists as well as the editors of the British journal Nature. *
promoted by Kevin Padian at UC Berkeley in Nature 398, April 15, 1999.

Storrs Olson, curator of birds at the Smithsonian Institution’s National Museum of Natural History,
turned the spotlight on the whole mess. Those involved with the scientific gaffe agree that Olson tried to
warn officials at National Geographic, in a letter sent Nov. 1, that the organization was headed for
embarrassment if it endorsed the fossil.

Both of the faked fossils were intended to support the theory that birds evolved from dinosaurs.

Now Olson, who is an outspoken opponent of the theory, is taking advantage of this moment to renew an old
debate on the origin of birds.

The popular view, thanks most recently to the fictional Jurassic Park, is that birds evolved from
dinosaurs. National Geographic and Nature have co-published magazine articles and scientific papers supporting
the view. Museums including the American Museum of Natural History in New York also promote exhibits of the
dinosaur origin of birds.

But Olson and a group of academic ornithologists have been arguing, often bitterly, for years that birds
evolved independently of dinosaurs. They believe that dinosaurs and birds had a common ancestor that lived in
trees and that dinosaurs were, after all, cold-blooded.

Geographic
Oct. 1999

Dinosaurs for the New Millonnum

Scientific American's Dino-Bird Errors - Scientific American March, 2003 p.85 PHYSICS CLOSING IN ON DARK MATTER
Scientific American, one of the passionate proponents of the Darwinist theory,

considered one of the theory's popular claims in its March 2003 issue: the evolution of SCIENTIFIC .
birds. An article by the ornithologists Richard O. Prum and Alan Brush titled "The Feather Dismantling
or the Bird, Which Came First?" reiterated the classical evolutionist thesis that birds AM ERICAN g
evolved from dinosaurs with a new series of findings and hypotheses and dino-bird el i
illustrations designed to visually influence the reader. DINOSAUR ’-
—alp 14

So determined were Prum and Brush that they imagined they had put an end to
the continuing debate among evolutionists regarding the origin of birds, and suggested FEATHERS ’ i
e /

that their findings had revealed a "remarkable conclusion” that "the feather evolved in
dinosaurs before the appearance of birds". Prum and Brush maintained that bird feathers
evolved for the purposes of "insulation, water repellency, courtship, camouflage and

defense", and only lastly being used for flight. m"""f"‘w:ﬂ"'::d"‘q
However, this assertive thesis actually consists of nothing more than for flight

speculation devoid of any scientific evidence. This new thesis developed by Prum and
Brush and adopted by Scientific American is nothing but a new, but hollow version of the
"birds were dinosaurs" theory, which has been defended with a furious, blind fanaticism
over the last few decades. We shall be demonstrating this in this paper.

Looking at Prum and Brush's article, their bird evolution thesis appears to rest on two gedveieviiratn
bases:
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1) Fossils found in China in recent years and claimed to be those of "feathered dinosaurs."

2) Prum and Brush's efforts to come up with an evolutionary pathway by examining the development of modern bird feathers
(in line with the concept called "evolutionary developmental biology" or shortly "evo-devo", which assumes that the developmental
pathways of living things can shed light on their alleged evolutionary histories).

Let us now set out exactly why both these foundations are invalid.

Feathered Dinosaurs: Fiction and Fact

Feathered dinosaurs, or "dino-birds," have been one of the Darwinist media's propaganda tools in the last decade. A string
of headline-hitting "dino-bird" reports, artists' reconstructions and announcements by self-confident "experts" have convinced a
great many people that half-bird half-dinosaur creatures once walked the earth.

Prum and Brush maintain this self-confident approach and portray "dino-birds" as a concrete fact in their Scientific
American article. The truth, however, is very different. We shall be relying on the views of a very important name, Dr. Alan
Feduccia of North Carolina University's Department of Biology. Dr. Feduccia is one of the world's most prominent authorities on the
subject of the origin of birds. Dr. Feduccia actually supports the theory of evolution, and believes that birds emerged through
evolution. However, what distinguishes him from "dino-bird" supporters such as Prum and Brush, is that he admits the uncertainty
in which the theory of evolution finds itself on this matter, and attaches no credence whatsoever to the "dino-bird" hype
passionately put forward but lacking any foundation at all.

An article titled "Birds Are Dinosaurs: Simple Answer to a Complex Problem," by Dr. Feduccia in the latest edition of The
Auk magazine, published by the American Ornithologists' Union and serving as a platform for the most technical debates in the
field, contains some highly important information. In considerable detail, Dr. Feduccia describes how the theory that birds evolved
from dinosaurs, first proposed by John Ostrom in the 1970s and fiercely defended ever since, lacks any scientific proof, and how
such an evolution is actually impossible.  -Scientific American March, 2003 p93 DINOSAUR OR BIRD? THE GAP NARROWS

Dr. Feduccia reveals one very important fact about the alleged "dino-birds" found in :

China: It is not at all clear that the "feathers" found in fossils purportedly belonging to
feathered dinosaurs are bird feathers at all, albeit primitive ones. On the contrary, there is a
considerable body of evidence that these fossil traces, known as "dino-fuzz", have nothing to
do with bird feathers. Feduccia writes:

Having studied most of the specimens said to sport protofeathers, |, and many e e ey s e
others, do not find any credible evidence that those structures represent protofeathers. Many s s wim e
Chinese fossils have that strange halo of what has become known as dino-fuzz, but although ~ ~ ™= == i
that material has been "homologized" with avian feathers, the arguments are far less than convincing.

Following this analysis, Dr. Feduccia then states that Prum, the author of the Scientific American article, has behaved in a
prejudiced manner: Prum's (2002) view is shared by many paleontologists: birds are dinosaurs; therefore, any filamentous material
preserved in dromaeosaurs must represent protofeathers. According to Dr. Feduccia, one of the reasons why this prejudice fails to
stand up to scrutiny is that this "dino-fuzz" also appears in fossils that can absolutely nothing to do with birds:

Most important, "dino-fuzz" is now being discovered in a number of taxa, some unpublished, but particularly in a Chinese
pterosaur [flying reptile](Wang et al. 2002) and a therizinosaur [a carnivorous dinosaur class]... Most surprisingly, skin fibers very
closely resembling dino-fuzz have been discovered in a Jurassic ichthyosaur [marine reptile] and described in detail (Lingham-Soliar
1999, 2001). Some of those branched fibers are exceptionally close in morphology to the so called branched protofeathers ("Prum
Protofeathers") described by Xu et al. (2001). That these so-called protofeathers have a widespread distribution in archosaurs [a
Mesozoic reptile class] is evidence alone that they have nothing to do with feathers.

Dr. Feduccia recalls that similar structures had been found in the area of fossils in
the past, but that these structures, believed to belong to the fossils, were later identified as
inorganic matter:

One is reminded of the famous fernlike markings on the Solnhofen fossils known as
dendrites. Despite their plantlike outlines, these features are now known to be inorganic
structures caused by a solution of manganese from within the beds that reprecipitated as
oxides along cracks or along bones of fossils. Another striking point on this matter is the
fact that all the fossils brought up as "feathered dinosaurs" have been found in China. Why is
it that these fossils should have emerged in China and not anywhere else in the world? And
how is it that the fossil beds in China are of such a nature as to be able to preserve not just
such a vague substance as "dino-fuzz" but also feathers? Dr. Feduccia also notes this odd
phenomenon:

One must explain also why all theropods and other dinosaurs discovered in
other deposits where integument is preserved exhibit no dino-fuzz, but true reptilian
skin, devoid of any featherlike material (Feduccia 1999), and why typically Chinese
dromaeosaurs preserving dino-fuzz do not normally preserve feathers, when a hardened
rachis, if present, would be more easily preserved.

So what are all these so-called "feathered dinosaurs" found in China? What is the
true nature of these creatures portrayed as intermediate forms between reptiles and birds?
Dr. Feduccia explains that some of these creatures put forward as "feathered dinosaurs" are
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extinct reptiles with "dino-fuzz,"and others are real birds: There are clearly two
different taphonomic phenomena in the early Cretaceous lacustrine deposits of
the Yixian and Jiufotang formations of China, one preserving dino-fuzz
filaments, as in the first discovered, so-called "feathered dinosaur"
Sinosauropteryx (a commpsognathid), and one preserving actual avian
feathers, as in the feathered dinosaurs that were featured on the cover of
Nature, but which turned out to be secondarily flightless birds. In other words,
these fossils, portrayed to the world as "feathered dinosaurs" or "dino-birds,"
either belong to flightless birds, or else to reptiles which possessed the organic
structure known as "dino-fuzz," which had nothing at all to do with birds and
their feathers. Not one single fossil exists that might represent a "transitional
form" between birds and reptiles. (As well as these two basic groups cited
above by Dr. Feduccia, he also mentions the "abundant beaked bird
Confusiusornis”, a number of enantiornithineses, and the newly described seed-
eating bird Jeholornis prima, none of which are "dino-birds.") For these
reasons, arguing that the existence of "feathered dinosaurs" has been

IMPACT #321
ARCHAEORAPTOR: FEATHERED DINOSAUR
FROM NATIONAL GEOGRAPHIC DOESN'T FLY

by Steven A, Austin, Ph.D.*

National Geographic Society is widely known as one of the most important
promoters of the theory of organic cvulnunn in the eyes of the pllbhc Louis
and Richard Leakey mlgM have 1 obscure polog

except that their h on fassnl idence for human evolution was
generously funded and heavily | ized by the National G hi
Society. Nm the :de- that hudi are simply I’mhmd theropod dinosaurs is
the | being p 1 by the socicty.

“Recent scieniific mmh funded by Nu\l'.‘allﬂf (:mgrnpldc mcm: what

ivww.ucr.org, 619-448-0900

proven, a claim put forward by Richard O. Prum and Alan Brush in their
article in Scientific American, is a complete violation of the truth.

Impact #321 from ICR, 3-2000. Zhonge Zhou, curator of birds at the institute of Vertebrate Paleontology and
Paleoanthropology in Beijing, quoted in USA Today Feb. 1, 2000, p.2A said the tail was added and this fake is being
promoted by Kevin Padian at UC Berkeley in Nature 398, April 15, 1999.

Birds are the descendants
(o) Inosaurs

Altﬁougﬁ dinosaurs are extinct, descen-
dants of small, insect-eating dinosaurs
are still with us today. These descen-
dents are the birds, wiFESS
about 150 million years ajkiss

——

Evolutionary Fairy Tales

Feathers are one of the 4
enable birds to fly. Like m
Holt Biology 1994 p. 214

Glenco Earth
Science 1999, p. 376

i Fossdi of Archacoplerys thal are about 150 mabion yr.
wkd show both bercibe features and deemaribe fea

Evolution of Birds

The earlicst known bird is Archasoprery
(meaning “ancient wing"), illustrated in
Figure 16, Archacopieryy was about the
size of a crow and shared many features
with small theropods. For example, it
had tecth and o long reptilian tail, These
are featres of dinosaurs, not of birds,
Archacopteryx had no breastbone 1o anchor
its Might muscles, s do modemn birds. And
unlike the hollow bones of modern hinds, .
Archacoptervx’s bones were solid It also had forelimbs similar 1o
those of a dinosaur. Because of these dinosaurlike leatures, several
Archacopienryx losails were originally classified as dinosaurs.

The imy i ol feathers on some Archasoprervs Tossils
ruised questions about their clossification as  dinosaurs.
Archasoprervs fossils appear avian (birdlike) due 1o the feathers on

Figure 18 Archaeopleryx.
The Artaanrtnyr Sesd bakow
ShOWS Clar Impressions of
Teuthers surmoundng 1e wings.
The artist's mampetation of
Archanoptony shows both its
OFOAKNAN ANC AN AN

A chetaled empret of 2 fowil heather that
I befeeved 10 be from dr hovoplery

e Comidered the world's most prceiess foisd, Axchamaptens
win kund in a bmesione quamy in Germany in 1881

their wings and tils. Archaeoptervs also had other avian features,

notably a fused collar bone—the wishbone—which dinosaurs did ] A

ot have. Today, most biologists agree that Arclaeoy v s very h_\ b }

closely related 1o the small dinosaur Cormpsognariius. Some biolo- —
: P R 3 FoaiP o i i

Holt Biology 2004, p. 725

Good Mothet Dinosaurs
The fossil recond indicates that some dinosaurs nuirtunsd
thetr voung andl traveled in herds with adults surrounding
their young, One such dinosar s Massaura, shown in
Figure 13-15 on page 375, This dinosaur built nests in which
It Laiad its opgs amd raksed its offspring. Nests have been found
in clusters, mdicating that more than one family of dinosaurs
built in the samw arca. Some fossils of hatchlings have boon
foumnd very close 1o the adult animal. This has led some s
A rechisiciin bt entists b hypotwsioe that some dinosaurs nurtured thedr
{ < A rexmptenys muy have voung. In fact, Mawswre hatchlmgs may have staved in the
Biookedd e nest while they grew in length from about 35 cm to mone than
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“Paleontologists have tried to
turn Archaeopteryx into an
earth bound feathered
dinosaur. Butit’s not. Itis a
bird, a perching bird. And no
amount of ‘paleobabble’is
going to change that.”

Alan Feduccia- a world authority on birds from
UNC Chapel Hill, quoted in “Archaeopteryx:
Early Bird Catches a Can of Worms,” Science
Feb. 5, 1994, p. 764-5.

hoatzin ‘primitive’
because of its
archaeopteryx-like
claws; but he prefers to
think of it as ‘highly
specialized.” Swans,
ibis and many other
birds, he notes, have
wing claws; they just
never make use of
them.”

“What's a Hoatzin?" Scientific American, vol.
261 (December 1989), p. 30

Weighing about a
quarter of an ounce, this
tiny bird lives in lowland
rain forests from eastern
Panama, south along the

Pacific slope of the
Andes to Ecuador. It
possesses 48 teeth in its
- g 3 mouth!
’* "\ National Geographic, 1991

Archaeopteryx
had all the brain
features of a
bird equipped
for flight.

www.sciencenow.sciencemag.org/cgi/
content/full/2004/804/1

Archaeopteryx
means

“Ancient Wing”
Claws on the wings

Like the Chinese Dino-Bird,
the “Archaeopteryx” is fake, too!!!

“Honest disagreement as to whether
Archaeopteryx was or was not a forgery
was possible until 1986, when a definitive
test was performed. An X-ray resonance
spectrograph of the British Museum
fossil showed that the material containing
the feather impressions differed
significantly from the rest of the fossil
slab. The chemistry of this “amorphous
paste” also differed from the crystalline
rock in the famous fossil quarry in
Germany where Archaeopteryx
supposedly was found. Few responses
have been made to this latest, and

probably conclusive, evidence.”
www.creationscience.com/onlinebook/faglarchaeoptery
x.shtml
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Birds are the descendants

of dinosaurs

Although dinosaurs are extinct, descen-
dants of small, insect-eating dinosaurs
are still with us today. These descen-
dents are_the-birds_aahich evolved
aertit 150 million years ago. Bird Teath-
ers evolved from the same scales tha
protected the dinosaurs so well Holt Biology 2004, p. 785
eathers are one of the feature at
enable DiTtrste=Hylile=mrarriiials, birds

Holt Biology 1994 p. 214

Figure 14 Contour feather
e i
The structure of a contour feather helps create a smooth,
asrodynamic surface, aiding fight.

Feathers and RECIEEE
scales are 3

both made of _
“At the morphological level feathers are

the pl:Otem traditionally considered homologous
Keratin but e with reptilian scales. However, in
that proves a ™ Nbositiceaigany . ' development, morphogenesis, gene
common o d structure, protein shape and sequence,
design , and filament formation and structure,
engineer not a oy Y24 A R feathers are different. Clearly, feathers
common N /P e provide a unique and outstanding
example of an evolutionary novelty.”
ancestor.

Holt Bfology 37-5 The structure of a quill feather. Brush, A. H., “On the Origin of Feathers,” Journal

The enlargement shaws a portion of of Evolutionary Biology, vol. 9 (1996), p. 140
1977 p. 477 the rachis and vane as seen with a

microscope.

“In western Colorado’s Dry Mesa
HOW can Quarry, Brigham Young University
Archaeopteryx archaeologists have come upon the

140-million-year-old remains of what
they are calling “the oldest bird ever
found.” ... It is obvious that we must
now look for the ancestors of flying
birds in a period of time much older
than that in which the
Archaeopteryx lived,’ says Yale
University’s John H. Ostrom who
positively, identified the specimen.”
“Bone Bonanza: Early Bird and
Mastodon,” Science News, vol. 112
(September 12, 1977), p. 198.

be a missing link
since fully
formed birds
were already
present?

“4130 million year old
crow sized bird.
Dubbed
‘Confuciusornis’ New
Mexico Museum of
Natural History in

”n
Albuquerque' “Fossil remains of a bird which lived
New Times Herald June 17, 1999 iy
p. A-14 between 142 and 137 million years
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ago were recently found in the
Liaoning province of northeastern
China. The discovery, made by a
fossil-hunting farmer and announced
by a Chinese/American team of
scientists, including Alan Feduccia
(University of North Carolina,
Chapel Hill) and Larry D. Martin
(University of Kansas), provide the
oldest evidence of a beaked bird on
Earth yet found. ... The Chinese
bird, claim its discoverers, probably
lived at the Jurassic-Cretaceous
boundary—prior to the arrival of
Deinonychus and Mononykus—and
could not possibly be descended
from them.

“Jurassic Bird Challenges Origin
Theories,” Geotimes, vol. 41
(January 1996), p. 7

“But there are plenty of other
reasons to refute the dinosaur-bird
connection, says Feduccia. ‘How do
you derive birds from a heavy,
earthbound, bipedal reptile that has
a deep body, a heavy balancing tail,
and fore-shortened forelimbs?” he
asks. BlophyS|caIIy it’ s
impossible.””

“Jurassic Bird Challenges Origin
Theories,” Geotimes, vol. 41

(January 1996), p. 7

Hip crest

Front hip bone
|pubis)

Back hip bone
fischium)

Problems with Reptile to Bird
Evolution Theory
1. Lungs are totally different.
2. Modern birds are found In
layers with and lower than

dinosaurs. (In the Minds of Men lan
Taylor p. 155 and Nature June 18, 1999)

3. Scales and feathers attach
to body differently and

develop from different genes
on the chromosomes.

4. Birds have a four
chambered heart,
most reptiles have
only three. 4

5. Reptiles lay
leathery eggs

unlike birds. (Tail,
hips, reproduction, etc.)

Lizard Hip
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Problems with Reptile to Bird Evolution “It is absolutely safe to
6. “The [evolutionary] origin say that if you meet

of bird is largely a matter of someone who claims
not to believe in

de_duction. There is no fossil evolution, that person is
evidence of the stages ignorant, stupid or
through which the remarkable insane (or wicked,)”

Richard Dawkins Put Your Money on

c h a n g e from re pt] Ie to b i rd Evolution, New York Times April 9, 1999 p. 35

was achieved.” “Evolution is promoted by its practitioners

as more than mere science. Evolution is
promulgated as an ideology, a secular

7. The “experts” strongly disagree ) retlligiqtn T at;:ull-fled.ged al;ernati\l{'iy tc:

2 ristianity, with meaning and morality. | am
about the evidence. . an ardent evolutionist and an ex-Christian,
8. We don’t observe it today. but | must admit that in this one complaint --
9. All they have for “evidence” are and Mr. Gish is but one of many to make it --

. 2 : the literalists are absolutely right. Evolution
stories of how it might have is a religion. This was true of evolution in the

happened. beginning, and it is true of evolution still
11. It violates observable science, today.

Dr. Michael Ruse, professor of philosophy and zoology at

God’s Word, pOpUIar Opinion and the University of Guelph

common Sensel Www.omniology.com/HowEvolutionBecameReligion

An excellent “Evolution is unproved
and unprovable. We

book believe it only because
the only alternative is

VLR EYYAR 1l SCIENCE OR MYTH? special creation, and
iy ¢k vt b s oy that is unthinkable.”

the o] l'd Sir Arthur Keith (he wrote the forward to the
100th anniversary edition of Darwin’'s book,

evolution e £ L = Origin of Species in 1959)

sto N S W - : :
41 NS )4 “Transformism (evolution) is

Available from AL T YN ’ i ”
o by M B a fairy tale for adults.’
g P A Age Nouveau, [a French periodical]
February 1959, p. 12. Jean Rostand, a
“It results from this explanation famous French biologist and member of
that the theory of evolution is not the Academy of Sciences of the French

exact ... Evolution is a kind of Academy
dogma which its own priests no

longer believe, but which they “The theory has helped
uphold for the people. It is nothing in the prog ress Of

necessary to have the courage to . . ’
state this if only so that men of a science. It is useless.
future generation may orient their Louis Bounoure professor of biology at the
research into a different direction.” University of Strasbourg, Determinism and Finality,
Paul Lemoine director of the National edited by Flammarion, 1957, p. 79.

Museum of Natural History. Encyclopedie
Francaise, volume 5

W. E. Swinton, British Museum of Natural History, London
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“l myself am convinced that
the theory of evolution,
especially the extent to which it
has been applied, will be one of
the great jokes in the history
books of the future. Posterity
will marvel that so flimsy and
dubious an hypothesis could be
accepted with the incredible
credulity that it has.”

Malcolm Muggeridge journalist and philosopher, Pascal
Lectures, University of Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

Why would they lie?

* 1. They think that if everyone
believes evolution it will become
true.

+ 2. They must teach the lie to keep
the paycheck coming in.

+ 3. They understand the bigger
picture of how evolution is the
foundation for the New World
Order.

r' "

1. That is all é”, 5
they have  Tifirs
been taught. 4‘

« An excellent book " &g
for the busy truth
seeker. CSE $6.50

+ James Perloff 781-221-1490

A JAMES PERLOFF

cord

“The only way life could
have come into existence
is because of some Super-
Intelligence having created
it..” like UFO'’s
Sir Fred Hoyle

“(Evolution) is a general
postulate to which all theories,
all hypotheses, ... must
henceforth bow... in order to be
thinkable and true. Evolution is
a light which illuminates all
facts, which all lines of thought
must follow-- this is what
evolution is.”

Pierre T. de Chardin, as quoted by F.J. Ayala,
Journal of Heredity 68:3-10 (1977)

Why do people

believe in evolution?

- - + 1. That is all they have been taught.
« 2. Their Job depends on it.

* 3. They hope there is no God to

answer to.
* 4. They have social-political reasons.

« 5. They have too much pride to admit

And for this cause
they have been wrong.

God shall send them

strong delusion, that

they should believe
a lie:

Why | can’t believe in evolution.

1. Lack of scientific evidence- over
50 lies are used to support the
theory but no real science. There
is no ‘fossil record,’ ‘geologic
column’ or ‘billions of years.’

2. Lack of logic- “If we can arrange
it on paper, that proves it!”

3. Lack of purpose- life means
nothing- there is no way to tell
right from wrong, no morals, no
hope of afterlife.

Il Thes. 2:11

And even as they did not
like to retain God in their
knowledge, God gave them
over to a reprobate mind, to
do those things which are
not convenient;

Romans 1:28

For the invisible things of Him
from the creation of the world
are clearly seen, being
understood by the things that
are made, even His eternal
power and Godhead, so that
they are without excuse:

Romans 1:20
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Partial Articles

http://rationalwiki.com/wiki/Baramin

Baraminology is a branch of biology
pseudoscience that attempts to provide a
creationist alternative to Linnaean taxonomy
based on a hiblically literal young earth world
view.

Baraminology, like most creation 'science’, did
not arrive from any observable evidence, but
as an attempt to deal with one of the many
problems that have plagued the story of the
global flood. It was obvious even to
creationists that every single species could not
fit on Noah's Ark so they attempted to redefine
the meaning of the word "kind" found in
Genesis as a much more inclusive group which
would lower the number of animals Noah had
to bring on his ship. Thus was born
baraminology.

Definition of a baramin

Baraminology has come under much criticism for its
inability to provide a definition of what a baramin
actually is. Creationists have been repeatedly grilled
for a clear explanation of how to tell if two creatures
are part of the same "kind", but have been unable to
formulate a satisfactory answer. It is evident that the
only thing that defines a group as a baramin is
vlvhether or not creationists claim a group to be such.

It is often put forward that a baramin is a group
composed of creatures that can interbreed.
Creationists will point to examples of tiger-lion and
horse-zebra offspring to show that species can
interbreed, but this is a defective strategy. The vast
majority of organisms are incapable of
hybridization.?! This means that claiming that a
baramin is defined by the ability of its members to
interbreed means that there would have to be most
likely over 50,000 of these "baramins" which defeats
the only purpose of baraminology: to trim down the
number of animals Noah would have had to bring on
his ark during the global flood.

Ultimately, the only accurate definition of a baramin
is a set of creatures whose common ancestry is so
mind-blowingly obvious that even creationists have
trouble denying it.

The Spark, the Light & the

differences in the animal kingdom.

The klndS/ baramInS are our primary focus

{"3%m Mor info: http://www.answersingenesis.org/get-answers/topic/created-kinds

http://www.answersingenesis.org/home/area/cfol/ch2-species.asp

http://objectiveministries.org/creation/
baraminology.html

Baraminology

Avrticle by Dr. Richard Paley
It is part of our mission here at OBJECTIVE:
Creation Education to bring understanding of
Creation Science to the masses who are unable to
learn about true science in the Secular controlled
media and education systems. In this article, | will
introduce to you a new advancement in Creation
Science terminology that you will be seeing used
more often in the future.

Creation Scientists often talk about kinds when
referring both to the original creations of the Lord
and those that were preserved from the Flood on
Noah's Ark. Evolutionists attack this discussion by
claiming that kinds is an undefined and loose term.
To an extent, the Evolutionists have a point; the
word kind, while understood perfectly by Creation
Scientists when used in its Scriptural sense, can
lead to confusion among the general audience due
to its loose usage in non-technical speech. This
confusion is what the Evolutionist unfairly takes
advantage of when trying to disparage Creation
Systematics, or the classifying of created
organisms. Realizing this, Creation Scientists --

Planet

Below: Change? Yes—but
which kind of change? What is
the more logical inference, or
the more reasonable
extrapolation from our
observations: unlimited change
from one kind to others
(evolution) or limited variation
within kinds (creation)? Given
the new knowledge of genetics
and ecology, even Darwin, |
believe, would be willing to
“think about it.”

Change and variation

3. To chu.n;:“ -

Between Types 1. To Change Within Types
Evolution Creation

BARAMINOGRAM
HUMANS: DOGS:  Chihuahuas
Agﬂ"" Coyotes Poodles
Caucasoids e Fores
Mongoloids | Negroids Wolves Lassie
HOLOBARAMIN APOBARAMIN ARCHAEBARAMIN management.
MONOBARAMIN POLYBARAMIN

Unlike the racist philosophy of Evolutionism which holds that the tribes of
Man are diverging into different unhuman species, Creation Science shows
that a Human will always be a Human (and a dog always a dog) and
baraminology is used to express this finding. The holobaraminic barrier is
Collies inviolable as it is the only natural division that represents the hand of God
and not the destructive force of post-Fall entropy. Apobaramins,
monobaramins, and polybaramins are all artificial groupings that were
coined for practical purposes such as ecological studies and farm

led in 1990 by Kurt P. Wise and Walter ReMine --
have developed a new terminological system
whose goal is to aid both researchers in their
research and the general population in its
understanding of Creation Science findings. This
new system is called Baraminology.

Baraminology is based on the concept of the
baramin, a term that is synonymous with the
Biblical kind. The word barmin was coined in 1941
by Frank Lewis Marsh from the Hebrew words bara
(create) and min (kind). A baramin is a group of
organisms -- those both known and unknown to
science and both extant and extinct -- who share a
genetic relationship through common descent from
an organism originally created by the Lord during
the Creation Week. For instance, humans are a
baramin that includes all the known races (and any
obscure or extinct races) which originated via
genetic descent from the offspring of Adam and
Eve.

See original articles for more information  19og

More: http://www.answersingenesis.org/
home/area/cfol/ch2-species.asp

“Species”
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Summary: Fossil Record

Ernst Mayr (Professor Emeritus in the Museum of
Comparative Zoology at Harvard University, Hailed as the
Darwin of the 20" century), What Evolution Is, 2001, p. 14.

“Given the fact of evolution, one would expect
the fossils to document a gradual steady
change from ancestral forms to the
descendants. But this is not what the
paleontologists finds. Instead, he or she finds
gaps in just about every phyletic series.”

Evolution is a matter of faith

Mutations

Maxim D. Frank-Kamenetski, Unraveling DNA, 1997, p. 72.
(Professor at Brown U. Center for Advanced Biotechnology and
Biomedical Engineering)

“Mutations are rare phenomena, and a simultaneous change of
even two amino acid residues in one protein is totally unlikely. ...
One could think, for instance, that by constantly changing amino
acids one by one, it will eventually be possible to change the
entire sequence substantially...”

“These minor changes, however, are bound to eventually result in
a situation in which the enzyme has ceased to perform its
previous function but has not yet begun its ‘new duties’. It is at
this point it will be destroyed — along with the organism carrying
it.”

“The overwhelmingly deletrious nature of mutatins can be seen by the incredible
scarcity of clear cases of information —creating mutations... Yet | am still not
convinced there is a single, crystal-clear example of a known muttion which
= unambiguously created information.
; ' l - ”
n%\ It can very reasonably be argued that random mutations are never good.

Genetic Entropy p16-17 by dr. J.C. Sanford

One of the best books on mutation and human genetics

More photos of animal mutations:
http://www.smh.com.au/photogallery/2007/03/07/1173166769017.html
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Mechanism for Change

Single cell =——————p |nvertebrate
Invertebrate e \/ertebrate (fish)
Fish » Amphibian

Amphibian se——— reptile

Reptile » Bird/mammal

Ape-like creature me——p Human

What was the mechanism that could
cause all this to happen?

Natural Selection

Genetic Variation
+ Ability to adapt to the environment

¢ Survival of the fittest

Can natural selection cause one kind
(species) to become a new kind?
No
¢ Can only select from existing information

¢ Can cause a loss of information
+ Has no foresight into the future

From the other side— evolution
http://www.talkorigins.org/faqs/comdesc/section1.html

29+ Evidences for Macroevolution

Detriméntal Neutral

Qleuidedidsexapul

/W02°U013eI8USZDP-SI-U0IIN|OAS MMM //:d 1Yy

uoljelsauadsaq

LLST
A103Yy3 uoipnjona ayj fo pua ayj|

Mutation

In fact, harmful
mutations and

Bereficial dlseases are on
the rise. We are

de-evolving.
Add 9
information

No Change We are getting
evolution evolution morphology fewer species of
' animals—
Evolution extinction, not
possible evolution more.

Asked of Richard Dawkins— prominent Evolutionist

He gave no answer...

Can you give an example of a genetic mutation or an evolutionary
process which can be seen to increase the information in the genome?

From: A Frog to a Prince - video http://www.answersingenesis.org/docs/3907.asp
http://www.answersingenesis.org/media/video/ondemand/aa-kind/aa-after-its-kind

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com

Excelent Dvds and resources mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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Natural Selection & Mutations

Evolution and Change Natural Selection

1. A beneficial mutation occurs - Genetic Variati'on

2. Natural selection selects this mutation ¥ Alilkyito Sdapt 1o Uie SIS
over any existing genes or other ¢ Survival of the fittest
detrimental mutations that code for this

; S .
function Can natural selection cause one kind

3. The mutation is inherited by offspring

(species) to become a new kind?

No!

KEY: This process must add
New Information

Natural selection ONLY works with
existing information

Natural Selection
Elmer Noble, Ph.D. Zoology, Glenn Nobel, Ph.D. Biology, Gerhard Schad, Ph.D. Biology,
Austin Maclnnes, Ph.D. Biology, Parasitology: The Biology of Animal Parasites, 1989, p. 516.

“Natural selection can act only on those biological properties that already exist; it cannot create
properties in order to meet adaptational needs.”

Franklin M. Harold (Professor of Biochemistry and Molecular Biology, Colorado State University), The
Way of the Cell, 2001, p. 204.

“Selection is for the here and now; it has no foresight, and cannot anticipate what functions may be
useful in the future.”

Robert Boyd (professor of anthropology) and Joan Silk (professor of anthropology),
How Humans Evolved, 2000, p. 334.

“Mutation introduces new, usually deleterious, variants, and natural selection removes these
variants.”

Genetic Entropy by or. J.c. sanford

One of the best books on mutation and human genetics
http://www.uncommondescent.com/intelligent-design/respected-cornell-geneticist-rejects-darwinism-in-his-recent-book/
http://www.tccsa.tc/articles/genetic_entropy.html

A geneticist from Cornell University, Dr. John Sanford examines the validity of evolution’s primary
axiom—that man is merely the result of random mutations plus natural selection. This revolutionary book
details compelling new genetic evidence that the human genome is deteriorating, and has always been
deteriorating due to accumulations of mutations. The more scientists discover about the human genome, the
less plausible Darwinism is. Dr. Sanford systematically lays out the scientific case against mutations
resulting in the origin of species. A must read for every biologist or person interested in biology.
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Human Variation

Natural Selection

Neil Broom, How Blind Is the Watchmaker, 2001, p.
165. (Ph.D. Chemical and Materials Engineering)

“I would therefore argue that the very concept of
natural selection as defined by the neo-Darwinist is

fundamentally flawed....”

Mutation

W]

Detrimental

Disease

No
evolution

No change

No
evolution

Add
information

Change
morphology

Evolutio ' No
possible

evolution

¢ Watusi
+ Pygmy
¢ Dwarfism

+ Eskimo (Inuit)

This is an example of genetic variation
and natural selection and NOT evolution

Mutations and
Evolution

Jonathan Wells, Ph.D.
Molecular Biology

“But there is no evidence
that DNA mutations can
provide the sorts of
variation needed for
evolution...

There is no evidence for beneficial mutations at the level of
macroevolution, but there is also no evidence at the level of what is
commonly regarded as microevolution.”

Maxim D. Frank-Kamenetski, Unraveling DNA, 1997, p. 72.

+ Basketball players

iHe Pingping; .

‘Sultan Kosen, " 4

Billy Barty

Shaquille
3-foot-9 O’neal
7-foot -1

It was a giant
handshake for

world’s short-" 4 &
est man, when
he met'in this

Turkish capital.

who has been
crowned the

tallest man on
earth.

(Professor at Brown U. Center for Advanced Biotechnology and Biomedical Engineering)
“Mutations are rare phenomena, and a simultaneous change of even two amino acid residues in one protein

is totally unlikely. ...

One could think, for instance, that by constantly changing amino acids one by one, it will eventually be
possible to change the entire sequence substantially...

These minor changes, however, are bound to eventually result in a situation in which the

It is at this point it will be destroyed — along with the organism carrying it.”

| T —— —— - 'II

enzyme has ceased to perform its previous function but has not yet begun its ‘new duties’. N()T BY
CHANCE!

Lee Spetner (Ph.D. Physics — MIT, taught information and communications at

Johns Hopkins University), Not By Chance, 1997, pp. 131, 138.

“But in all the reading I've done in the life-sciences literature, I've never found a mutation

that added information...

genetic information and not increase it.”
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Mutations and Evolution

Ernst Chain (Biochemist and Nobel Prize winner), Responsibility and
the Scientist in Modern Western Society, London: Council of
Christians and Jews, 1970, p.25.

“...that the development and survival of the fittest is entirely a

consequence of chance mutations, or even that nature carries out
experiments by trial and error through mutations in order to create ;
living systems better fitted to survive, seems to be a hypothesis based on no ewdence

Ray Bohlin, (Ph.D. in molecular and cell biology), Creation, Evolution, and Modern Science, 2000, p.
41.

“We see the apparent inability of mutations truly to contribute to the origin of new structures. The
theory of gene duplication in its present form is unable to account for the origin of new genetic
information — a must for any theory of evolutionary mechanism.”

SW S Mutations

Kurt Wise (Ph.D. Paleontology), Faith,
Form, and Time, 2002, p. 163.

“Of carefully studied mutations, most
have been found to be harmful to
organisms,...

Mutations that are actually beneficial are extraordinarily rare and
involve insignificant changes. Mutations seem to be much more
degenerative than constructive,...

Additionally, the number of mutations in organisms seems closer to the
number that might be generated in thousands rather than billions of years of
life history.”

Statement of Scientific Dissent from Darwinism

Signed by over 100 scientists
www.ReviewEvolution.com

“We are skeptical of claims for the ability of random
mutation and natural selection to account for the
complexity of life. Careful examination of the evidence

Scientists "»-‘u-"hO for Darwinian theory should be encouraged.”

Darwinian Theory
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Information: The Key to Change

Werner Gitt, In the Beginning was Information, 1997, p. 106. (Dr. Gitt was the Director at the German

Federal Institute of Physics and Technology)

“There is no known law of nature, no known process and no known
sequence of events which can cause information to originate by itself in

matter.”

Summary

# History of mistakes
¢ Neandertals were 100% human

+ Lucy and the australopithecines are extinct
chimpanzee-like creatures

¢ Deliberate misinformation in textbooks
(Laetoli footprints)

+ No mechanism for change

+ A desperate attempt to censor information
to protect evolution

What is evolution?

-

@0 THE ORIGIN OF SPECIES S

Lr : [ ‘hf\,\/;h‘
I"gnt [ u‘{ﬂh"?, AN

¥ b N
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Summary

Stuart Kauffman (A leading thinker on self-
organization and the science of complexity as
applied to biology), At Home in the Universe,
1995, p. 43.

“Evolution is filled with these just-so stories,
plausible scenarios for which no evidence can
be found, stories we love to tell but on which
we should place no intellectual reliance.”

Richard Swenson, M.D., More Than Meets the
Eye, 2000, p. 17.

“As a scientist with training in both medicine
and physics, it is easily apparent to me that the
majesty of God is revealed in the human

Conclusion

Giuseppe Saermont, Fh.C Giareaetos, Creation ex
nihilo, 1993, p. 15.

“Many schools proclaim as a matter without any
doubt that man has derived from the African apes....
This is a falsehood which any honest scientist should
protest against. It is not balanced teaching. That
which science has never demonstrated should be
erased from any textbook and from our minds and
remembered only as a joke in bad taste.

One should also teach people how many hoaxes
have been plotted to support the theory of the simian
{(ape) origins of man.”

L 4 9
.i.i Watch more:

http://www.answersingenesis.org/media/video/
on-
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Mutations Mutations and Evolution
el J han Wells, Ph.D. Molecular Biol
¢ Deletions onathan Wells, Ph.D. Molecular Biology
¢ Inversions “But there is no evidence that DNA mutations can

« Duplications provide the sorts of variation needed for evolution...

¢ Translocations . . .
o Roiaribipatins There is no evidence for beneficial
mutations at the level of ICONS OF

¢ Most are harmful or neutral macroevolution, but there is also  [E\/()] 1TTION
¢ Programmed gene expressions no evidence at the level of what is | science or myTH?
= Bacteria resistance to antibiotics commonly regarded as

microevolution.”

e g y Lee Spetner (Ph.D. Physics — MIT, taught information and
NOT BY ‘ communications at Johns Hopkins University), Not By

[@SHEW@H] Chance, 1997, pp. 131, 138

“But in all the reading I've done in the life-sciences literature, I've never found a
mutation that added information...”

“All point mutations that have been studied on the molecular level turn out to
reduce the genetic information and not increase it.”

Johnjoe McFadden (Professor of Molecular Biology and Quantum Physics), Quantum Evolution, 2000,
p.71.

“... most species, including most horses, appear abruptly in the fossil record, change very little over
their entire history and then disappear just as unceremoniously. This pattern is well known to
paleontologists who have actually attributed it to the
imperfection of the fossil record: the missing links between .
one species and another have all died without the decency to ConC|US|0n
leave their remains as fossils.”
Based on the evolution model, the entire
foundation for Darwinian evolution

. . . L. . (mechanism for change and the fossil
There is no physical evidence to support evolution in the fossil record) is missing.

record

Why should | accept the fossil record for
Note: Don’t let evolutionists go to other alleged intermediates until — Elesleli RSVl Vil R IR eIV R=]s[o)¢
they can build a foundation. No foundation and the model crumbles. JRUSSIUSRUEEEEERIEEY

They have to accept it by faith. | already have a faith. Tell me about your
faith and | will tell you about my faith.
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Genetic Entropy 32 Genetic Entropy

This is the Primary Axiom of biological evolution:
Life is life because random mutations at the
molecular level are filtered through a reproductive
sieve acting on the level of the whole organism.
What is an axiom? An axiom is a concept that is not
testable and is accepted by faith because it seems
obviously true... If the Primary axiom could be shown
to be wrong, it would mean that our current

Correct distribution!

understanding of the history of life is also wrong. This 2
would justify a paradigm shift (Way of thinking-a §
foundation idea) of the highest magnitude... p.5 =3 detremer _
£ mutatio bendficial

. . . S mutations
Isn't it remarkable that the Primary Axiom of “a‘”ra;f:aec“” R —.
biological evolution essentially claims that : \ __area
typographical errors and minimal selective copying A A
can transform a wagon into a spaceship ( single cell— 002 0:001 " 6 - sl 62

. . No Selection

complex organism / human) in the absence of any Zone"

intelligence, purpose or design? Do you find this
concept credible? p.9

mutation effect

Figure 3d.

b @ b - Kimura's Figure (3c) is still not complete. To complete the figure we

really must show where the beneficial mutations would occur, as they

What is most interesting are critical to evolutionary theory. Their distribution would be a reverse
about this figure 3d (and it came as a shock to me) is image of Kimura's curve, but reduced in range and scale, by a factor of
the realization that essentially the entire range of all somewhere between ten thousand to one million. Because of the scale of
hypothetical beneficial mutations falls within this diagram, I cannot draw this part of the mutation distribution small

Kimura’s “effectively neutral” zone. That means that enough, soarelatively large triangleis shown instead. Even with beneficial
essentially all beneficial mutations (to the extent they mutations greatly exaggerated, it becomes obvious that essentially all
actually happen), must be “unselectable”. So selection beneficial mutations will fall within Kimura’s “no-selection zone”. This
could never favor any such beneficial mutations and completed picture, which is correct, makes progressive evolution on the
they would essentially all drift out of the population. genomic level virtually impossible.

Figure 3d p.24,32

Genetic Entropy by or. 3.c. sanford

One of the best books on mutation and human genetics
http://www.uncommondescent.com/intelligent-design/respected-cornell-geneticist-rejects-darwinism-in-his-recent-book/

=

TR T http://www.tccsa.tc/articles/genetic_entropy.html

A geneticist from Cornell, Dr. John Sanford examines the validity of evolution’s primary axiom—that man
is merely the result of random mutations plus natural selection. This revolutionary book details compelling
new genetic evidence that the human genome is deteriorating, and has always been deteriorating due to
accumulations of mutations. The more scientists discover about the human genome, the less plausible
Darwinism is. Dr. Sanford systematically lays out the scientific case against mutations resulting in the origin
of species. A must read for every biologist or person interested in biology.
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He (Bergman) was unable to find a single example of a mutation which unambiguously created new information. While
it is almost universally accepted that beneficial , information-creating mutations must occur, this belief seems to be based
upon uncritical acceptance of the Primary Axiom rather than upon actual evidence. | do not doubt there are beneficial
mutations, but it is clear they are exceedingly rare — much to rare for genome-building. ... Mutations even coupled
with selection, cannot generally create new information. ... Unless selection can somehow stop the erosion of
information in the human genome, mutations will not only lead to our personal death, they will lead to the death of our

species. p.27

It is becoming increasingly clear that
most, or all of the genome is
functional. (little junk DNA)
therefore, most, or all, mutations in
the genome must be deleterious.
(damaging—degenerating in nature)

As we will see, there is no
selection scheme that can reverse
the damage that has been done
during our own generation, even if
further mutations could be
stopped,.

No amount of selection can prevent a
significant number of these mutations
from drifting deeper into the
population and consequently causing
permanent genetic damage. Yet our
children’s generation will add even
more new mutations, followed by the
next and the next. This degenerative
process will continue into the
foreseeable future. We are on a
downward slide that cannot be
stopped. p.40,41

The consensus among human
geneticists is that, at present, the
human race is genetically
degenerating due to rapid mutation
accumulation and relaxed natural
selection pressure (Crow, 1997).
Subsequently, they realize that
genetic information is currently being
lost, which must eventually result in
reduced fitness for out species. P.45

42 Genetic Entropy

) Mutations Nucleotides
Mutation Type per Person changed/person

1. mitochondrial mutations® <1 <1
2. nucleotide substitutions® 100-300 100-300

3. satellite mutations® 100-300 100-300

4. deletions® 2-6 (plus) 300-3000

5. duplications / insertions® 2-6 (plus) 300-3000
6. inversions / translocations'  numerous thousands ?

7. conversions? thousands? thousands ?

total/person/generation” >1,000? thousands!

Table 1.

There are many types of mutations and each acts as sources of heritable
genetic change. Unfortunately, every single class of mutation results in
a net loss of information. Mitochondrial mutation is the least significant
source of human mutation. It produces less than one new mutation per
person. Yet even a fraction of one mitochondrial mutation per person
has prompted one evolutionist to comment: “We should increase our
attention to the broader question of how (or whether) organisms
can tolerate, in the sense of evolution, a genetic system with such
a high mutational burden.” (Howell et al., 1996). Now, consider all
the types of mutation combined!
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When Mother Nature (natural
selection) selects for or against an
individual within a population, she has
to accept or reject a complete set of six
billion nucleotides—all at once! Its
either take the whole book or have
nothing of it. In fact, Mother Nature
never sees the individual nucleotides.
She sees the whole organism. p.47

Populations are not even remotely like
pools of genes, and selection is never,
ever for individual nucleotides. p.53

...S0 natural selection can select for
numerous minor mutants
simultaneously. In fact, the way natural
selection works is very elegant and
appears to be designed to stabilize life,
which would otherwise very quickly
deteriorate. It is really a very
wonderfully designed system. ( but
as the book shows there are many
thing that interfere with natural
selection, noise environment, etc.)
p.75

Based upon numerous independent
lines of evidence, we are forced to
conclude that the problem of human
genomic degeneration is real. While
selection is essential for slowing down
degeneration, no form of selection can
actually halt it. I do not relish this
thought any more than I relish the
thought that all people must die. The
extinction of the human genome
appears to be just as certain and
deterministic as the extinction of stars,
the death of organisms, and the heat
death of the universe. p. 83

(natural selection works more by
luck and chance - environmental
factors than by actual genetic
superiority if the individual. And as
this book shows, even the
genetically superior has hundreds
of damaging mutations that are still
passed along. )

All-Powerful Selection to the Rescue? 65

Declining fitness
(1% per generation) (.99")

~—

L] ] 1 1 1 L

0
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

*

generations (n)

Figure 4.

Dr. Crow (1997) indicates that he believes the fitness of the human race
is presently degenerating at 1-2% per generation due to the accumulation
of mutations. A 1% decline in fitness per generation (beginning with a
fitness of 1) is shown for a hypothetical human population over a period
of 300 generations (6,000 years). This type of progressive loss of fitness
would clearly lead to dramatic degeneration of the human race within
the historical timeframe.

“Natural Selection is always based only upon probability ...no fictional
“Total fitness value” is tabulated...”

Shrimp being eaten by a whale and the survival of frogs eggs
against fish, birds, crushed by a boat, nearby construction and other
environmental predators show that, “almost all the elimination has been
random. Once again we are seeing survival of the luckiest.” this is all noise
which interferes with fitness survival and natural selection. p.94-95

“The late Stephen Jay Gould, like Kimura, argued against the strict
selectionist view of evolution. In terms of the survival of entire species, he
recognized the importance of natural disasters, “survival of the luckiest”,
and noise. What Gould and Kimura both seem to have failed to realize
is that if noise routinely overrides selection, long —term evolution is
impossible and guarantees genetic degeneration and eventual
extinction.” p.99
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“Strong arguments can be made
against mutation/selection creating
new information, but theorists can
always speculate to the contrary (it is
very difficult to prove something can
never happen). However, | believe the
“going down” aspect of the genome is
subject to actual scientific analysis. It
is for this reason that | have focused
on the issue of the degradation of
information. | believe it is subject to
concrete analysis. Such analysis
persuasively argues that net
information must be declining. If this
is true, then even if it could be shown
that there were specific cases where
new information might be synthesized
via mutation/selection, it would still
be meaningless since such new
information would promptly then
begin to degenerate again. The net
direction would still be down, and
complex genomes could never have
arisen spontaneously.

If the genome is actually
degenerating, it is bad news for the
long-term future of the human race.

It is also bad news for evolutionary
theory. If mutation/selection cannot
preserve the information already
within the genome, it is difficult to
imagine how it could have created all
that information in the first place! We
cannot rationally speak of genome-
building when there is a net loss of
information every generation! Halting
degeneration is just a small
prerequisite step before the much
more difficult question of information
-building can reasonably be opened
for discussion (see Chapter 9).”
p.105-106

112 Genetic Entropy

Mutation Accumulation
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Figure 10a: Crow’s mutations.

At my request, Walter ReMine has kindly developed software to perform
numerical simulations of Dr. Crow’s model of truncation selection based
on mutation count. This curve plots the average number of mutations
accumulated per person after (n) generations, assuming sexual
recombination, 100 individuals in the population, 100 mutations per
person, 4 offspring per female, 25% non-genetic (random) elimination,
and 50% selective elimination of the remainder per generation. Although
the rate of mutation accumulation eventually begins to level off. this
does not happen until very serious genetic damage has been done, and
there is no reason to expect this to occur given a more realistic model.
Crow’s model is designed to make the problem of mutation accumulation
“go away”. It assumes that all mutations have equal value, that all are
individually very subtle (but not “nearly neutral”), that selection is
based upon mutation count, and that artificial truncation selection is
operational. None of these assumptions are remotely reasonable. Even
though all these assumptions are artificial, the numerical simulation
still shows severe mutation accumulation. Almost identical mutation
accumulation curves have been modeled by Schoen et al., 1998.

http://www.answersingenesis.org/media/video/ondemand/
neanderthal/neanderthals-humans-gene-pool
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Eugenics to the rescue?

The general perception that man is
degenerating is found throughout
modern and ancient literature. All
cultures have legends about “men of
old” who were smart, powerful, and
long-lived. Darwin’s book, The Origin
of Species by Means of Natural
Selection , or the Preservation of
Favored Races in the Struggle for Life,
Introduced the new idea that strong and
continuous selection might halt this
perceived degenerative trend. He
pointed to human efforts in animal and
plant breeding as evidence. In his
book, The Descent of Man, Darwin
went further, contending that there is a
need for “superior” races (i.e., the
white race) to replace the “inferior”
races. This ushered in modern racism,
which came to a head in Hitler’s
Germany. Before World War 1l, Many
nations, including America, had
government —directed eugenics
programs. These programs included
forced sterilization of the “unfit” and
aggressive promotion of abortion/
fertility-control for the underclass.
Ever since the time of Darwin,
Essentially all of his followers have
been eugenicists at heart, and have
advocated the genetic improvement of
the human race. When | was an
evolutionist, | was also at heart, a
eugenicist. The philosophers and
scientists who created the modern
“synthetic theory” of evolution were
uniformly eugenicists. However, after
the horrors of WWII, essentially all
open discussion of eugenics were
quietly put aside.

In light of a deteriorating genome,
should eugenics be re-examined?

Unfortunately, this is already happening, but it is neither morally or scientifically defensible. The
thesis of this book cannot logically be used to support eugenics, but strongly argues against it. The
eugenicist’s vision is an insidious delusion. No form of selection can stop genomic degeneration. This
includes artificial selection... Any potential genetic “progress” would be trivial, and would not be
sufficient to offset the overall degeneration of the genome... It is true that we could artificially select
for virtually any single human trait to make people taller, or shorter, lighter of darker or fatter or
skinnier. But we could not effectively select for superior... p.166-167

Crow to the Rescue?

Mutations and Fitness Decline
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Figure 10b: Crow’s fitness decline.

Using the data shown in Figure 10a, we can plot average population
fitness over time, assuming Crow’s model of truncation selection based on
mutation count. We must assign an average value to the mutations that
are accumulating. We can assume the average mutation value is at least
0.0001 (each mutation reduces fitness only one part in ten thousand).
This level of average mutation effect is very conservative. As seen
above, as mutations accumulate, the average fitness naturally declines.
Assuming an additive model, the result is that our species goes extinct
in roughly 300 generations. Yet if we reduce the average mutation effect
to substantially less than 0.0001, we would arguably be making all the
mutations effectively neutral, and therefore unselectable. If the average
mutation actually becomes effectively neutral and unselectable, Crow’s
model breaks down completely, and there can be no effective selection
strategy to stop mutation accumulation. Schoen et al. (1998) have
modeled almost identical fitness decline curves arising from mutation
accumulation.
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Cloning to the Rescue?

...With cloning, the best- case
scenario for cloning would involve
only short-term gains and would
guarantee long —term genetic
degeneration. ... Muller’s
ratchet...only works one way and all
change must be downward. Each cell
division adds mutatin and there is no
mechanism to take mutations away.
... the cloning of animals cannot even
produce short —term genetic gains.
Cloned animals routinely display
immediate and severe genetic
damage. Why is this? Cloned animals
routinely show evidence of mutational
damage as if their are “pre-
aged”...mutations continue to buildup
within somatic cells. P.118-120

Can Natural
Selection Create?

1. Defining our first desirable
mutation. The first problem we
encounter in trying to create a new
gene via mutation /selection is
defining our first beneficial mutation.
By itself, no particular nucleotide (A,
T, C, or G) has more value than any
other, just as no letter in the alphabet
has any particular meaning outside of
the context of the other letters. So
selection for any single nucleotide can
never occur except in the context of
the surrounding nucleotides (and, in
fact, within the context of the whole
gnome). ...

2. Waiting for the first mutation.
Human evolution is generally

[s the Downward Curve Real? 1
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Declining Lifespan - Noah's descendants
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born centuries after Noah (lived 950 yrs)

Figure 14: Human life spans in early
history.

When Biblical life spans are plotted against time, for the generations
after Noah, we see a dramatic decline in life expectancy with a strong
appearance of a biological decay curve. Fitting the data to the “line of best
fit" reveals an exponential curve following the formula y = 5029.2x" %,
The curve fits the data very well, with a correlation coefficient of 0.90.
It seems highly unlikely this Biblical data could have been fabricated.
The curve is very consistent with the concept of genomic degeneration
caused by mutation accumulation. The curve is also very similar to the
theoretical curves reflecting genomic degeneration shown in Figures 4 (p.
65) and 10b (p. 113).

assumed to have occurred in a small population of about 10,000 individuals. The mutation rate for |

any given nucleotide, per person per generation is exceedingly small (only about one chance in 30 |
million). So in a typical evolutionary population, if we assume 100 mutations per person per
generation, one would have to wait 3,000 generations (at least 60,000 years) to expect a specific
nucleotide to mutate within a population of 10,000. But two out of three times, It will mutate into
the “wrong” nucleotide. So to get a specific desired mutation at a specific side will take three
times as long, or at least 120,000 years. Once the mutation has occurred, it has to become fixed
(such that all individuals in the population will have two copies of it). Because new mutations are
so rare within the population, they have and extremely great probability of being lost from the
population due to random genetic drift. ... The desired beneficial mutation will be randomly lost
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at least 99 out of 100 times. So a typical mildly-beneficial mutation must happen about 100
times before it is likely to “catch hold” within the population (even though it is beneficial!).
On average, we would have to wait 120,000 x 100 = 12 million years to stabilize our typical
first desired beneficial mutation to begin building our hypothetical new gene. So, in the time
since we supposedly evolved from chimp-like creatures (6 million years), there would not be
enough time to realistically expect our first desired mutation destined for fixation. ...

3. Waiting for the other mutations. ... So if this process was a straight, linear, and sequential
process, it would take about 12 million years x 1,000 = 12 billion years to crate the smallest
possible gene. This is approximately the time since the reputed Big Bang! ... p. 124 -126

There also appears to be extensive, sequence-dependent, three-dimensional organization within
chromosomes and within the whole nucleus (Manuelidis, 1990; Gardiner, 1995; Flam, 1994). Trifonov (1989) has shown
that probably all DNA sequences in the genome encrypt multiple codes (up to 12). In computer science, this type of data
compression can only result from the highest level of information design and results in maximal information density.
P.133

We have reviewed compelling evidence that, even when ignoring deleterious mutations, mutation/selection cannot
create a single gene with the human evolutionary timescale. When deleterious mutations are factored back in, we

see that mutation / selection cannot create a single gene, ever. This is overwhelming evidence against the Primary
Axiom. In my opinion this constitutes what is essentially a formal proof that the Primary Axiom is false. P.139

More articles relating to Humans and Genetics

http://creation.com/mitochondrial-eve-and-biblical-eve-are-looking-good-criticism-of-young-age-is-premature

Mitochondrial Eve and biblical Eve are looking good: criticism of young age is premature
by Carl Wieland 6 July 2006
Mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) indicates that all women have descended from a single woman, called mitochondrial Eve. This does
not prove that she was the only woman alive at the time, but is consistent with it. High mutation rates indicate that this ancestor lived
at about the time of the biblical Eve as well.  See link for the rest of the article

‘] CIREATION MINISTRIES INTERNATIONAL precents
MiTocHONDRIAL EVE AND THE
R “ ”
http://creation.com/no-bones-about-eve 3 “DAUGHTERS™ oF NoaH

Human genetic data fits the Bible better than evolution

http://creation.com/a-shrinking-date-for-eve

http://creation.com/refuting-evolution-chapter-6-humans-images-of-god-or-advanced-apes

Refutl n g EVO I Utl on https://store.creation.com

The Bible records three

A handbook for students, parents, and teachers countering | historical biblical “main

events” that would have left

the latest arguments for evolution an indelible mark on our

by Jonathan Sarfati, Ph.D., F.M. the ﬁfozaﬁg e Tower of

Humans: images of God or advanced apes? o panetee sty

http://creation.com/refuting-evolution-index anderines. ::e.{f,ﬂfif; oy | — /»,, burinyg
to find the evidence and go s / Dr ROb\ Carter

looking for it (but you have

to know where to look!).

O n L i n e Vi d eOS (High School-Adult) 37min.

http://www.christiananswers.net/creation/agoo/home.html http:/www.youtube.com/watch?v=Da0RuTIEBwo
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http://creation.com/out-of-africa-theory-going-out-of-style

‘Out of Africa’ theory going out of style?

by Daniel Anderson Published: 2 May 2007 (GMT+10)
Photo by Erik Trinkaus

A mandible from a skeleton found in China (Tianyuan Cave, Zhoukoudian, near Beijing City).
The skeletal remains of an early modern human have cast doubt on the popular ‘Out of
Africa’ evolutionary model of human origins.* Dated at ‘38,500 to 42,000" years old on the
evolutionary time line, the ancient human fossil was originally discovered in a cave near Beijing, China. The fossilized remains are
claimed to be consistent with an anatomically modern human, with a mix of archaic characteristics in the teeth and hand bone. Co-
author Erik Trinkaus of Washington University believes this latest fossil provides further evidence that modern humans interbred
with archaic type humans. Incidentally, Trinkaus also published a study claiming to have identified the fossil remains of a
Neandertal/modern human hybrid in last year’s Proceedings of the National Academy of Science—see A New Neandertal/Modern
Human Fossil Hybrid? This latest discovery is more welcome news for young earth creationists! It adds to the evidence that archaic
and modern humans are fully human descendants of Adam and Eve. See link for the rest of the article

http://creation.com/one-blood-foreword-and-preface

One Blood The biblical answer to racism

by Ken Ham, Dr Don Batten and Dr Carl Wieland
http://creation.com/another-evolutionary-truth-now-conceded-to-be-myth

Another evolutionary ‘truth’ now conceded to be myth

Evolutionists abandon the idea of 99% DNA similarity between humans and chimps

by Daniel Anderson  Published: 10 August 2007(GMT+10)
In a recent Science article, several evolutionary scientists openly admitted that the claim of 99% DNA similarity between humans
and chimpanzees is a myth. Since 1975, this misleading statistic has been touted (e.g., see box) as clear cut evidence that humans
and chimps are closely related on the evolutionary tree of life.2 However, more and more genetic research has revealed that the
percentage of DNA similarity has been vastly overstated. See link for the rest of the article

http://creation.com/decoding-the-dogma-of-dna-similarity

Decoding the dogma of DNA similarity

by Daniel Anderson Published: 6 June 2007 (GMT+10)
Chimp photo by Kelly Stroud

Spot the chimp! (Hint: Chimps don’t use mobile phones.)

The October 2006 issue of Time Magazine asked a critical question about chimpanzees
and humans: what makes us different?* The evolutionary community commonly touts a 98
—99% DNA similarity between humans and chimps as incontrovertible proof of a recent
common ancestor. This seemingly high percentage of genetic similarity has served to bolster public faith in Darwinian evolution and
to put creationists on the defensive. Biblical creationists and intelligent design theorists explain this similarity as due to common
design. This an argument from analogy: human designers are observed utilizing common design blueprints to create technology that
possesses similar design features, yet having distinct identities and functions. Even evolutionary anthropologist Owen Lovejoy
stated, ‘It’s like having the blueprints for two different brick houses. The bricks are the same, but the results are very different.”
However, there are some, even within the creationist community, that believe this common design argument is insufficient in
classifying living creatures and explaining the high level of genetic similarity between humans and chimpanzees.?

This article compares and contrasts chimpanzees and humans, analyzes a number of lesser known genetic studies, discusses
relatively unknown aspects of the chimpanzee genome and compares chimpanzees with other animals’ human-like attributes.
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See link for the rest of the article

ST paie. -

http://creation.com/national-geographic-unveils-wilma-the-neandertal-lady
National Geographic unveils ‘Wilma’ the NATIQNAL

Neandertal lady
by Carl Wieland ~ Published: 7 October 2008(GMT+10)

Copyright National Geographic
In an obvious reference to the Flintstones cartoon series, National Geographic ran a story
on the reconstruction of a Neandertal woman they call “Wilma’. Her face appears partially )
on their cover, pictured here; you can see the full-facial view on NG’s site. .
Although her dirty and disheveled appearance and rough, marked skin still reveal a touch TL‘:ASIEES{HI.:E;TB
of bias toward the notion of some “early primitive’, the face of Wilma is unmistakably REVEALED
human. Factor in some washing and grooming (which for all we know may have been a
feature of Neandertal life anyway) and some nice clothing and you would not comment if
she was sitting at a restaurant table next to yours.

Mawsoyast Gow Lators =
L/ e ot L 11
B Whis Watct e

Neandertal fossils have been known to the modern world since 1856, when a specimen o e 1
was discovered in a quarry in Germany’s Neander valley (valley = Tal in modern
German?).

This group of humans has some characteristic features in their bony skeleton that enable them to be distinguished from our own
group. So, not surprisingly, when Darwin’s Origin of Species broke onto the scene only three years later, ‘Neanderthal Man’ was in a
prime position to be enlisted in the cause of evolution.

Even though Neandertal skulls had a brain capacity larger on average than ours today, their sturdy frame and the fact that they were
frequently found buried in caves made them the archetype of the ‘ignorant, grunting caveman’ concept. In due deference to
Darwinism, the earlier reconstructions of Neandertals portrayed extremely savage-looking brutes, most more animal than human.

Human Population and the age of humanity on earth

http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/am/v1/n2/billions-of-people

Billions of People in Thousands of Years?

Creationists are often asked, “How is it possible for the earth’s population to reach 6.5
billion people if the world is only about 6,000 years old and if there were just two
humans in the beginning?” Here is what a little bit of simple arithmetic shows us.

One Plus One Equals Billions

Let us start in the beginning with one male and one female. Now let us assume that
they marry and have children and that their children marry and have children and so
on. And let us assume that the population doubles every 150 years. Therefore, after
150 years there will be four people, after another 150 years there will be eight people,
after another 150 years there will be sixteen people, and so on. It should be noted
that this growth rate is actually very conservative. In reality, even with disease,
famines, and natural disasters, the world population currently doubles every 40 years or so.%

After 32 doublings, which is only 4,800 years, the world population would have reached almost 8.6 billion. That's 2
billion more than the current population of 6.5 billion people, which was recorded by the U.S. Census Bureau on
March 1, 2006.2 This simple calculation shows that starting with Adam and Eve and assuming the conservative
growth rate previously mentioned, the current population can be reached well within 6,000 years.

Impact of the Flood

We know from the Bible, however, that around 2500 BC (4,500 years ago) the worldwide Flood reduced the world
population to eight people.2 But if we assume that the population doubles every 150 years, we see, again, that
starting with only Noah and his family in 2500 BC, 4,500 years is more than enough time for the present population
to reach 6.5 billion.
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DNA proves
evolution?
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“DNA is ike a software program, but it's much
more complex than anything we’ve been able to
design.”

* Bill Gates (as quoted on Chuck Missler's tape, In the Beginning There Was Information.

“IBM models its newest,..computers.. after DNA.
The quantity of information is so vast, we have to WWw
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The information contained in all the chromosomes of one
human being, if typed out, would_f&gnough books to fill
Grand Canyon 78-times!In the Beginning Walf Brown p. 62 and Carl

Sagan Dragons of Edeq25

» The probability of just one -
¢ DNA arranging itself by

. chance has been calculated =
© to be 1 chance in 10119000

G R B R R
The entire visible universe
is 102inches in diameter.

In The Beginning Walt Brown p. 12

Even with DNA sequence
data, we have no direct
~access to the process of
evolution, so objective

reconstruction of the
vanished past can be
achieved only by creative

" “of the

|maq|nat|on

“the Human Genome Project, an attempt to decode
the 3 billion letters of the complete genome...it was
enough to fill 200 phonebooks at 1,000 pages each...
a typical gene may yield as many as 20,500 different
kinds of proteins...” Time 2003

From conceptio
until birth

the baby

adds 15,000

" cells per

“minute to /
its.body. Each cell is more. .

.complex than a space shuttle!

" Fora %eat description of how the development
aby follows the 7 feasts of Israel in Lev.

28.see: The Seven Feasts of Israel by Zola Levit

p.19-24. Www.levitt.com, 1-800-wonders

Mitochondrial DNA mutation
rates show we have a common
ancestor about 300 generations
- rago. At 20 yrs/ gen that’s

6,000 years.

See “Evolution: Fact or Fable” Richard Johnston,
p. 47 www.auroraproduction.com See also: Carl
Wieland Creation Tech Journal 12(1):1-3, 1998

If evolution is true, it seems logical
that the more chromosomes an
organism has the further it has

evolved. Since penicillin has only
two chromosomes it must have

evolved first.

The evolution of life according to the increasing # of chromosomes.
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The evolution of life according to the increasing # of chromosomes.

Carrot 20
Lettuce 18
Honey Bee 16
Peas 14
House Fly |
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Fruit Fly
Penicillin

12‘
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Do similarities show that organisms evolved from each other. Lets look at more

The evolution of life according to the increasing # of chromosomes.
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examples which show that similarities don’t show common evolution.
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If amphibians evolved
befédre mammals, why do
some amphibians have 5

times more DNA than

mammals and some
amoeabae have 1000 times

_ more DNA?
Sciefftific Ameﬁgn, October 2004, p. 62

“the really significarﬁnd‘rﬂ'g thats
comes to light from comparing the
proteins’ amino acid sequences is
that it is impossible to arrange them
in@ny sort of evolutionary;
series...there is little doubt that if this
molecular evidence had been
available a century ago...ﬁie idea of
organic evolution might.never have
been accepter.d.”
Michael Denton, Evolution in Crisis 1985 (pp 289 - 291)
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Deciphering the DNA of rice

In Thursday’s issue of the journal Nature, researchers announced
they have deciphered the genelic code of rice with a preliminary

count of 37,500 genes. Some counts and estimates
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Discovery should speed crop improvements

By MALCOLM RITTER
AP Science Writer

NEW YORK — A team of scien-
tists from 10 countries has deci-
phered the genetic code of rice, an
advance thal should speed im-
provements in a crop that feeds
more than half the world's popula.
tion.

It's the first crop plant to have
its gemome sequenced, which
means scientists identified virtu-
ally all the 388 million chemical
building blocks of its DNA, Cer
tain sequences of these building
blocks form genes, like letters
spelling words.

The advance will help breeders
produce new riee varieties with
traits such as higher yield, im-
proved nutritional content and
belter resistance to disease and
pests, sald one of the project’s
leaders, W. Richard McCombie of
Cold Spring Harbot' Laboratory in

New York.

“I would think this is going to
help people find genes and proba-
bly enhance the crop in well under
10 years," McCombie said

The work is reported in Thurs-
day's issue of the journal Nature
by the International Rice Genome
Sequencing Profect, which was
established in 1998. The effort
was led by Japanese researchers.

In the Nature report, sclentists
estimated rice contains 37,544
genes but said that figure will no
doubt be revised with further re-
search. Humans, by contrast, have
only 20,000 to 25,000 genes.

They also said having the
genome sequence in hand will be
cruclal for breeding and biotech-
nology advances to increase rice
yield, noting that by one estimate
the warld's rice production must
increase by 30 perceat over the
next 20 years to keep up with de-
mand, o

Deciphering the DNA of rice

In Thursday's issue of the jounal Nature, researchers announced
they have deciphered the genelic code of rice with a preliminary

count of 37,500 genes.
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Some counts and estimates

Besides Japan and the United India, Korea, Taiwan, Thailand
States, participating- scienlists, and the United Kingdom

came from Brazil, China, Franee,

150

Pamela Ronald of the Universi-

ty of Callfornia, Davis, who stud-
les disease resistance in rice but
didn’t participate In the project,
said the sequencing of the rice
genome lets scientists do new ex-
periments to unlock seerets of the
plant.

“A lot of people are building on
this work," she said.

For example, her laboratory
used data released earlier from the
sequencing project to develop a
way to ldentify rice genes that be-
come active when the plant deals
with stresses like a germ attack or
drought. That can help scientists
track down particular genes for
lergeting in breeding programs,
she said.

———  On the Net:

International Rice Genome:
Sequencing Projact: E
http://rgp.dna.affre.go jp/IRGSP/
Nature journal:
hitp://www.nature.com
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Millions of years ago

A Basis for R;Inuonslnps Knowledge of gene
stand m

Figure 12-7  Comparisons of DA
mitrogen bused sequences show that

chimpanzees are more closely relaied Gene
1o Banmans than 1o gorillas or other b
apes.

DNA sequences reveal our

Similar DNA codes pI%ve the sarr‘ design

engineer wrote the codes, not ev@lution!
Dr. Barney Maddox, a' leading genetic

genome researcher, said, concerningithese

genetic differences; “Now the genetic

difference between human and his néarest
relative, the chimpanzee, is at least T16%.

That doesn’t sound like much, but
calculated out, that is a gap of at least
48,000,000 nucleotides, and a changéof
only 3-‘nucleatides is fatal to an arfimal;
there is noYpossihility of change.”

Human Genome Project, Quantitative’®

facts sheet. Cited in Dot VEvolution?

“Humans and chimpanzees mah/
closely related than-had been.t
new research.

“It has long been believed that the DNA of chim
and humans is about 98.5 percent identical, ma
chimps our closest relative.

“But Roy J. Britten of the California Institute'of.

of Evolution, CEM

beislightly less
ought; according to

5

Technology conducted a new analysis comparing

about 779,000 individual components ofiDNA fr
humans and chimps and found mor: /
than previously noted.

“Britten concludes that humans and chiimps sh
only about 95 percent of the same accord

DN
to a report released last week by thgﬁ'oceedlngs of

the National Academy of Sciences
1. The Washington Post, Monday, September 30, 2002, A7.

-
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relatives

number of differences in nucleotide

close kinship to chimpanzees sequence. Scientists think the species
Modern apes are not our direct ances that gave rise to g yons diverged from
tors. Humans share a common ances the common ancestor of humans and
tor with the living apes, but the apes | the other apes about 10 million years
from which humans descended are | ago, as shown in Figure 1 1.6, The next
extinct. Nevertheless, much can be | ape to evolve, the ancestor of the
orangutan, split off approximately
8 million years ago

Humans shared a com
mon ancestor with the

gorilla, the chimpa
and the bonobo until
ibout 7 million years
ago. At this time, the
gorilla’s ancestor di
verged from the com
mon ancestor of the

chimpanzee, the bonob
and humans. The ancestor of
humans did not begin to diverge
from the ancestor of the chimpanzes
and bonobo until about 5 million years
ago. Becausc mx. divergence began
s0 recently, the genes of human 1
<h1n||| mWﬂ""n’f‘V‘—T

Overall, the n

magFditicrences

tyde sequences of human n:l him
Figure 11.5 ianzee genes differ by only 1.6 percent.
The physical structure, ANa result, most of the '"”.;:‘;"/
DNA sequences, and protein encoc Y _YOUur genes are very sitass

or even identicar Torthetorcs
proteins in a chimpanzee

sequences of humans are pondin
more similar 1o those of
bonobos and chimpanzees,
such as this pair from Zaire,
than to those of any other

living species

Human-chimp DNA difference trebled
22:00 23 September 02 NewScientist.com news service

| We are more unique than previously thought,

according to new comparisons of human and
chimpanzee DNA.

It has long been*held that we share 98.5 per cent
of our ge%m material with our closest

at now appears to be wrong. In fact,
Wweshare less than 95 per cent of our genetic
material, a three-fold increase in the variation
between us and chimps.

(Newest researchieays 7.7%
Nature May 27, 2004, pp 382-388

| > &

\

ifference-

Human-chimp DNA difference trebled
22:00 23 September 02 NewScientist.com news service

The new value came to light when Roy Brittenfof
the California Institute of Technology became
suspiciougwabout the 98.5 per cent figure
Ironically, that number was originally derfved
from a technique that Britten himself developed
decades ago at Caltech with colleague Dave
Kohne. By measuring the temperature at which
matching DNA of two species com r&s apart, you
can work out how different they a

But the technique only picks:up a particular type
of variation, called a single base substitution.
These occur whenever a single “letter” differs in
corresponding strands of DNF? from the two
species.
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previous analyses ignored. “I rtions” occurWhenever a
whole section of DNA appearsifi one species not in the
corresponding strand of the other. Likewise, “d|

mean that a piece of DNA is missing from one spit

But there are two other majorr:%es of variationjithat the

Littered with indels

Together, they are termed “indels”, and Britten seized his
chance to evaluate the true variation between the fwo
species when stretches of chimp DNA were recently,
published on the internet by teams from the BayloriGollege
of Medicine in Houston, Texas, and from the University of
Oklahoma.

When Britten compared five stretches of chimp DNAWith
the corresponding pieces of human DNA, he foundjthat.
single base substitutions accounted for a difference 6f.4
per cent, very close to the expected figure. \

But he also found that the DNA of both species was/litterad
with indels. His comparisons revealed that they addaround
another 4.0 per cent to the genetic differences. .

Junk and genes

“We’re not any more %&rent than we were,” says Britten.
“But we see a bit moré¥divergence than beforelbecause
insertions and deletions are taken ount. It almost
triples the difference.”

The result is only based on about fillion DNA basesout
of the three billion (1/3,000) which makeiup the human and|
chimp genomes, says Britten. “It’s just@jglance,” he

But the differences were equally split betwgen “junk”
regions that-do®f*have any genes, and gene-rich partso
the genome, suggesting they may be evenly distributed!}

Britten thinks it will be some timejgigfore we know whatiitis
about our genes that makes us sodifferentfrom chimps. He
thinks the real secrets could lie in “regulatory?iregions of
DNA that control whole networks of genes. “Itli{libe a while
before we understand them,” he says.

Journal reference: Proceedings of the Nar.l'onaJ‘Academf of Sciences
(DOI: 10.1073/pnas.172510699) Andy Coghlan

4

The function of only 1% (some say 3%) of human DNA has
been determined.
If 95% or 98.6% of this small amount is similar to chimps it

still does not prove common ancestry.
Modern Creation Trilogy vol. 2 chapter 9 Henry Marrig

“French and American scientists have
mapped chromosome 14, the gest
sequenced to date and the site¥f more
than 60 disease genes, includifig one
linked to early onset Alzheimer’s.

The feat enlisting nearly 100
researchers marks the fourffffof the 24
human chromosomes mapped so far
as part of an international effort.

- /v

Scientists at Genoscope, the French
national séquencing center, said the
chromosome is comprised of more than 87
million pairs:of DNA, all of which have been
sequenﬁ,_so that the chromosome’s map
includesSio gaps.

“At the present time, this is the longest
piece of contiguous DNA that has been
sequenced. We made an effort'to close all
the gaps,” said Genoscope’s director, Jean
Weissenbach.

The researchers describe chromosome 14
ndlits 87,410,661 pairs of DNA — a fraction
f the total 3 billion'pairs found in human

genome. Jan. 1, 2003 By RICK CALLAHAN,
Associated Press Writer =

More Gene Than Junk

THE HUMAN GENOME IS LITTERED WITH UP TO 0 PSELIDOGENES. DNA
sequences thal appear to be truncaled or error-riddled ¢ of other,
functional genes—often dismissed as junk DNA. But Shinji Hirotsune of the
Saitama Medical School in Japan and his colleagues have found that *real”
genes might not be able to function properly without the pssudo ones
Hirotsune's team made their discovery during an unrelated study in
which they inserted a fruit fly gene into embryonic mice. The fruit fly DNA
disrupted the mouse pseudogene for makorinl, a gene thought to be as
| sociated with bone and kidney development. Most of the mice in this line
died within days of birth, exhibiting severe kidney and bone deformities,
even though the proper makorinl gene was unalfected. Putting additional
copies of makorin] or its pseudogene into the mice helped only some
what. But when Hirotsune reintroduced an intact copy of the original
pseudogene into mouse embryos, the animals developed normally
Jeannie Lee, a genelicist at the Howard Hughes Medical Institute in
Boston, suspects the pseudogene may function as a decoy to lure away
destructive enzymes or regulatory proteins that would otherwise sup
press the activity of the makorin] gene. However it happens, the inter-
action between makorinl and its pseudogene indicates a previously
unknown mechanism of genetic regulation at work.  —Zara Herskovits

so!
Discover Sep
2003 p. 19

)
See Trash
to

Treasure
Sciencenews.com

Octl16,
2004

Deformed mice show the vital role of a bit of junk DNA.

&
A

“More Gene than junk”
“Jeannie Lee, a geneticist at
the Howard Hughes Medical
Institute in Boston, suspects

the pseudogene may function
as a decoy to lure away
destructive enzymes or

regulatory proteinsfthat would

otherwise suppresé_ the activity

of the makorinT/gene.”
Discover Sept. 2003 pr 16
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Study: Junk DNA is critically important
SAN DIEGO, Oct. 19 (UPI) -- A Universily of California-San Diego scicntist says genetic material derisively
called "junk" DA is important to an organism's evolutionary survival.

Related Headlines
Blending bacterial genomes for megacloning (October 18,2005) -~ Scientists in Tokyo report developing a
megacloning method of transferring entire genomes from one bacterial species into another. DNA bacterial ...
> full story
Study compares human and chimpanzee DNA (August 31, 2005) -- A study comparing humans and
chimpanzee genomes has determined the cause of differences between the two species. Researchers found
much of the ... > full story
Scientists sequence chimp genome (August 31, 2005) -- An international team of scientists said Wednesday they
had sequenced the chimpanzee genome, an advance that could shed light on the biological basis ... > full story
Genes found that control worm's life span (July 25, 2005) -- Researchers at the University of California have
discovered 23 genes that influence the length of life of a small worm. A team headed by Cynthia ... > full story
Canine genome is studied in Britain (July 12, 2005) -- Some dog breeds are more susceptible to particular
diseases than others and British scientists want to identify their genetic ... > full story
Junk DNA is so-called because it doesn't contain instructions for protein-coding genes and appears to have little
or no function. ButPeter Andolfatto, an assistant professor of biology, says such DNA plays an important role
in maintaining an organism's genetic integrity.

In studying the fruit fly Drosophila melanogaster, Andolfatto discovered such regions are strongly affected by
natural selection -- the evolutionary process that preferentially leads to the survival of organisms and genes
best adapted to the covironment.

Andolfatto says his findings are important because the similarity of genome sequences in fruit flies, worms and
humans suggests similar processes are probably responsible for differences between humans and their close
evolutionary relatives.

"Sequencing of the complete genome in humans, fruit flies, nematodes and plantshas revealed the number of
protein-coding genes is much more similar among these species than expected," he said. "@uriously, the largest
differences between major species groups appear to be the amount of 'junk' DNA, rather than the number of

genes." '
He details his research in the Oct. 20 issue of Nature.

We are all related to man who lived in Asia in 1,415BC
By David Derbyshire, Science Correspondent, Jan. 6, 2005 news Telegraph

Everyone in the world is descended from a single
person who lived around 3,500 years ago,
according to a new study.

Scientists have worked out the most recent
common ancestor of all six billion people alive

today grObabIY dwelt in eastern Asia around We are all related to man,who lived in Asia in 1,415BC
1,415BC. By David Derbyshire, Science Corfespondent, Jan. 6, 2005 news Telegraph
Although the date may seem relatively recent, : '
=T Using a computer model, researchers from the Massachusetts Institute of
researc_hers say the findings should not come as Technology attempted to trace back the most recent common ancestor using
a surprise. N . . estimated patterns of migration throughout history.
Anyone trying to trace their family tree soon They calculated that the ancestor's location in eastern Asia allowed his or
discovers that the number of direct ancestors her descendants to spread to Europe, Asia, remote Pacific Islands and the
doubles every 20 to 30 years. It takes only a few Americas. Going back a few thousand years more, the researchers found a
centuries to clock up thousands of dire¢ timewhen a Iarge fraction of peaple in the world were the common ancestors
ancestors. of everybody alive today - while the r_est were ancestors of no one alive. That
date was 5,353 BC, the team reports in Nature.
Lo The researchers, led by Dr Steve Olson, stressed that the date was an
“similar structures nearly estimate.
always have similar plans "Nevertheless, our results suggest that the most recent common ancestor for
DNA i hi Simil the world's current population lived in the relatively recent past - perhaps
( _'n this case): _'m' ar within the last few thousand years," he said.
brldges have similar He added: "No matter the languages we speak or the colour of our skin, we
blueprints. This hardly Zhare ancest::‘s who plan;ed rice on tl}e bar&l;.{s of the I\"lanh‘c_;tze, :;rho -
. . omesticated horses on the steppes of the Ukraine, who hunted giant sloths
COI:IStItL.ItBS evidence that one in the forest of north and south America and who laboured to build the Great
sired the other or that they Pyramid of Khufu."
were erected by tornadoes.” Although some groups of people may have lived in isolation from the rest of
Tom Willis Lucy Remains at College, the world for hundreds of years, the researchers say no one alive today has
816-658-3610 been untouched by migration.
WWESARELEY 26 September 2004: The family tree way
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However

el |f % of similarity,
Also, there are thousands proves
of differences between

humans and chimps! relationships..} ;"*‘
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Jellyfish
are 98%

water!
Could these
be common
ancestors?

A book translated from Dutch into English.
A very well documented exploration into the evidences showing
the progressive naturalistic evolution is impossible.
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Evolutionists are always telling us that humans have been around
for hundreds of thousands of years. If we did assume that humans
have been around for 50,000 years and if we were to use the
calculations above, there would have been 332 doublings, and the
world’s population would be a staggering figure—a one followed by
100 zeros; that is
10,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,
000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,
000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,000,
000,000,000.
This figure is truly unimaginable, for it is billons of times greater than the number
of atoms that are in the entire universe! Such a calculation makes nonsense of the
claim that humans have been on earth for tens of thousands of years.

Simple, conservative arithmetic reveals clear mathematical logic
for a young age of the earth. From two people, created around
6,000 years ago, and then the eight people, preserved on the Ark
about 4,500 years ago, the world’s population could have grown to
the extent we now see it—over 6.5 billion.

With such a population clearly possible (and probable) in just a
few thousand years, we could actually ask the question, “If
humans were around millions of years ago, why is the population
so small?” This is a question that evolution supporters must
answer.

Dr. Monty White is now a young-earth creationist; however, as a
young Christian, he believed in theistic evolution. Since 2000, he
has been the CEO of Answers in Genesis—UK.

Footnotes

www.census.gov/ipc/www/img/worldpop.gif Back

www.census.gov/ipc/www/popclockworld.html Back
White, A. J. Monty, How Old Is the Earth? Evangelical Press, p. 22, 1985. Back

http://www.windmillministries.org/frames/CH7A.htm

How old is mankind?

Through the last decades science has struggled to estimate the age of the
human race. Obviously, evolution would insist this occurred a long time
ago, as it would take an incredible span of time for the first human-like
creature (the cave man or monkey man) to develop into the sophisticated
humans of today.

First, it must be observed that current estimates for
the age of mankind are still all over the board. The
lack of reliable dating methods for organic material
is a serious challenge for all paleo-anthropologists

[1]. This might surprise you, but the only reliable
dating method for organic material is Carbon-14
dating. This procedure can date organic material
such as bones and teeth accurately but only to a
maximum of 25,000-30,000 years. Dating older
organic material is nothing more than guesswork. In
many cases these guesses rely on “leap of faith”
assumptions by dating the rocks found near the
organic material in question, wildly asserting these
rocks were formed at the same time as the bones/
skull/teeth were deposited. Obviously that is not

World population development
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Timeline of evolution

The basic timeline is a 4.5 billion year old Earth, with
(very approximate) dates:

3.8 billion years of simple cells (prokaryotes),

3 billion years of photosynthesis,

2 billion years of complex cells (eukaryotes),

1 billion years of multicellular life,

600 million years of simple animals,

570 million years of arthropods (ancestors of insects,
arachnids and crustaceans),

©550 million years of complex animals,

500 million years of fish and proto-amphibians,

475 million years of land plants,

400 million years of insects and seeds,

360 million years of amphibians,

300 million years of reptiles,

200 million years of mammals,

150 million years of birds,

130 million years of flowers,

65 million years since the non-avian dinosaurs died out,

2.5 million years since the appearance of the genus
Homo,

200,000 years since humans started looking like they do
today,

25,000 years since Neanderthals died out.
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science, but only wishful thinking.

Biochemical Dates for Early Man and Woman

Recently the advance of genetics has opened a new pathway to estimate the age of mankind through the analysis of human organic
material[2]. By comparing samples of currently living humans with well dated DNA samples from the past, an estimate can be made
for the rate the human DNA record changes|[3]. Applying this estimated natural mutation rate to a representative sampling of the DNA
of today’s world population, allows to estimate how much time would be required for today’s human DNA to mutate (“deteriorate™)
from a common ancestor. As every cell in the human body contains the combined DNA from both the father and the mother, analyzing
this DNA would not allow to trace the separate ancestry of the male or female. However, two portions of human genetic material do
not recombine in reproduction, namely:

Mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) This DNA resides in the so called mitochondria[4] structures, outside the cell’s nucleus. Both men
and women get nearly all of their mtDNA only from their mother. In the late 1980s and early 1990s a number of studies examined the
mtDNA of women all over the world. These concluded that all women descended from one “Eve” who lived within the last 200,000
years[5]. Refinements in measurements lowered these original estimates to 135,000 years and finally to less than 100,000 years[6].
These studies not only suggest a much younger age for humanity than previously assumed, but also indicate that all humans descend
from ONE woman, ruling out that humans would have simultaneously evolved in multiple locations/regions.

A large segment of the Y-chromosome. Only men have a Y-chromosome, most of which they receive only from their father. Since
1995 studies have been conducted to trace genes on this Y-chromosome to determine the age and descent of males. Various studies all
indicate younger ages for mankind. What may well be the most reliable study published so far,[ 7] calculates a common ancestor to
modern man at between 37,000 and 49,000 years ago.

These studies also indicate that genetically all humans are much more alike than one would predict from Darwinian theory.
Examinations of the genetic sequences of diverse modern human populations reveal minor differences, if any at all. One scientist noted
[8]: “It’s a mystery none of us can explain.” All this evidence suggests a recent origin for modern humans, far more recent than
evolutionary theory would allow.

Evidence from archaeology and anthropology is consistent with such estimates for the age of humanity. Sophisticated works of art first
appear about 40,000-50,000 years ago[9], and evidence of religious relics and altars date back no earlier than 25,000 years[10].

Table 7-1 is an overview of the various estimates of the age of mankind in the scientific community over the last decades. It shows how
dramatically these estimates have changed and how wrong the initial estimates were by “modern” science. This table also shows the
age of the oldest evidences of human civilizations and peoples, based on archaeological finds. Most of these ancient leftovers of human
habitation date back only 15,000 years ago. Claims for older finds are rarely presented.

Time period Estimated age of mankind

In the late 1950s 5 - 15 million years old

In the mid 1970s 5 - 7 million years old

In the late 1970s 1 million years old

In the mid 1980s 800,000 years old

In the late 1980s 50,000 — 200,000 years old

In the mid 1990s 43,000 years old

Current estimates 37,000 (or less) — 49,000 years old
Oldest historical record of civilizations 8,000 — 25,000 years old

The Bible 6,000 — 25,000 years old [11]
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Table 7- 1 : Estimated Age of Mankind during the Last Decades

Accounts in the Biblical book of Genesis mention the descendents from the first man, Adam, through Noah, Abraham and Moses. Based on the literal
reading of this data, it can be calculated that Adam was created by God a little over 6,000 years ago. This is also the date claimed by Six Day
Creationists for the actual creation of the world. Other scholars point out the common practice of ancient Hebrew culture to skip generations in the
genealogical records. Thus it is conceivable there were substantially more generations between Adam and Abraham than recorded in Genesis. These
scholars generally theorize that, based on these records, Adam and Eve could have lived 8,000 to even 25,000 years ago. These views are the basis of the
suggested range of 6,000 to 25,000 years old for the age of mankind. These Biblical estimates are surprisingly consistent with those supported by
archaeology.

Whichever way one looks at the data, one conclusion is inescapable: as time progresses, estimates from science come ever closer to the age inferred by
the Biblical accounts.

An Alternative Reasoning About the Age of Mankind

Today’s world population hovers near 6.5 billion people, growing at an annual rate of 2.3%. A statistic somewhat mind-boggling observation is, that
more people are alive today than have ever lived before! Just in the last one hundred years, the world population has increased more than six-fold!

We can use these numbers and attempt to

Growth Rate i Adge of Mankind work backwards to calculate how long it
p Average # Chlldren[gl J would take to grow this world population at
2% 3.3 1,150 years different growth rates starting with “Adam
1% 2.5 2,275 years and Eve”. The result of this exercise has
P resulted in table 7-2. Assuming a generation
= f 2E) e to be 25 years, the table also shows the
25 % 212 9,100 years average number of children per family that

corresponds with the growth rate.

Table 7- 2 : Growth Rates Versus the Age of Mankind

This demonstrates that even with a very low growth rate of the population, such as .5% (quite low compared to the current 2.3%) and the average
number of children per family 2.25, only 4,550 years would be required to grow a population of 6.5 billion from just one original couple. Even with the
growth rate at only .25%, only 9,100 years would be required to achieve the same.

One might claim that the lack of medical knowledge dramatically lowered the average life expectancy of our “ancient” ancestors, forcing the growth rate
to be much lower. However mankind has a strong drive to populate and continue to preserve and grow the species. As observed often today, areas with
the lowest degree of development and by far the lowest life expectancy, see their population
growing the fastest. Women can bear children in their teenage years, so even a life
expectancy of only 25 or 30 years of age, still gives more than enough time to get large
families.

120

110

100

a0

el The same applies for the aftermath of epidemics (for instance, the plague in Europe in 1347,
------------------------ see figure) and the effect of major wars or other catastrophes. Historical records show
usually a population boom right afer the catastrophic event. This boom compensates within a
few generations for the more than average loss of life. For instance, the devastating plagues
of 1347 killed an estimated 50-75% of the population in many European countries, but in
less than 200 years, the dip in population had been completely recovered. That’s why the
generation born right after WWII is called — the Baby Boomers.
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A similar line of thinking challenges that even the low range of the biochemical estimate of 37,000 years of human habitation might still
be too high. If the “first family” was alive that long ago, even at a low growth rate of .5% we now should have a world population of 1.4
x 10% (that would be calculated as (1 + 0.005 (the .5% growth rate)) ~ 37,000 (years)).

Lastly, please notice that the global flood described by the Bible happened about 4,500-5,000 years ago. This event would be quite
consistent with the above calculations of growth rate and size of today’s world population..
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Regardless of the future, the current
population shows only 4400 years kgg

Human
Population
C h a rt Estimated Population 193°

4000 BC 3000 BC 2000 BC 1000 BC Birth 1000 AD 2000 AD
wn Wierdill Earth Science 1993 p. 503
> i
. _—
Do Genetic ) _ oF
Studies Global Population Reaches a Milestone &c,‘ \.
SUPPORT lake a look around on October 12, because it mav seem a bit more o {;!
. crowded. On that day, or thereabouts, Earth's population will reach -
EVOIUtlon? six billion. Although no one knows exactly when baby number six
hﬁp:// billion will arrive, the United Nations picked October 12 to mark
www.biblestudy.org/ the event, which is almost certain 1o occur before the end of 1999,

basicart/do-genetic-
studies-support-human
-evolution.html
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Population Growth
of Modern
Humans

1 billion in 1810

says Carl Haub, senior demographer
The 20th
century began with world population under two billion, “We've

“Six billion is a benchmark,
al the Population Reference Bureau in Washington, D.C.

added the last billion people in only 12 vears. That'’s phenomenal.
Most of the increase these days takes place in the developing world
“Birthrates have stabilized at low levels in Europe and North Amer

ica,” says Haub. “In the developing world the overall rate of increase

Is the world
overcrowded?

National Geographic Oct. 1999
Thomas Malthus’s Essay on the Principle of
Population had a great influence on Darwin.

NO! Al the people of the world could fit easily in Florida or Texas.

Humans foolishly crowd themselves into cities, giving the appearance of
overcrowding, but earth being overcrowded is the farthest thing from the
truth.
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ASSIST News Service (ANS) - PO Box 609, Lake Forest, CA 92609-0609 USA
Visit our web site at: www.assistnews.net -- E-mail: assistnews@aol.com

Wednesday, August 31, 2011

Human Languages Fit a Young Earth Model

By Brian Thomas, M.S.

Special to ASSIST News Service
DALLAS, TX (ANS) -- According to the Bible, God introduced different human languages at Babel about 4,000
years ago.1 This brought about a dispersal and migration of the people assembled there, in accord with His original
command to fill the earth.2 In contrast, evolutionary linguists believe that all languages developed over the last 12,000
years.

If the creation model of recent migration is true, one might expect to find regional languages that obviously came from

the same language families initiated at Babel. And there should be less than 4,000 years' worth of differences

between them-differences that inevitably happen as things such as words or pronunciation change between -
generations. A new study concludes that two language families from central Siberia and North America come from the |y

same ancestral language, implying that they share a common and recent origin-just as the Bible relates. st
UCLA's Jared Diamond wrote an article in Nature titled "Linguistics: Deep relationships between languages,” in which

he summarized the work of Edward Vajda.3 Vajda, whose works appear in the 2010 issue of the Anthropological at
Papers of the University of Alaska, found a very significant statistical link between the grammatical construction of the jo
Yeniseian language family-represented by Ket, which is spoken by about 200 people in Siberia-and the North n
American Na-Dene language family, represented by Navajo and similar languages. fr

It is clear that all the languages within these two families were once one language. But one of the "questions that most
trouble linguists," wrote Diamond, is "why do Yeniseian and Na-Dene languages still show such a strong relationship
if they diverged 12,000 years ago, when other languages diverge beyond recognition after 5,000-10,000 years ago?"3
That question should actually be separated into several questions: Why do these languages appear so similar if they
diverged 12,000 years ago? Did they actually diverge 12,000 years ago? Did all languages begin from one language
that diverged over eons of evolution, or were they created as distinct languages from their very beginnings?

First, "other languages" never did "diverge beyond recognition." Instead, they were created so that they were "beyond
recognition” right from the start at Babel. It was probably this inability to communicate between the various family
groups that led to their dispersal.

More significantly, the reason these languages "still show such a strong relationship" could be that the ancestors of its
modern speakers were part of the same family group only 4,000 or fewer years ago. Where are all the differences that
should have arisen over the course of 12,000 years of supposed Na-Dene and Yeniseian linguistic evolution?
Changes have occurred, but apparently not 12,000 years' worth.

These two languages are separated by a distance that was certainly traversable by foot within one or two generations
during the post-Flood Ice Age, when sea level was 100 meters lower and a land bridge spanned today's Bering Strait.4
However, the languages within the two language families under consideration could not be separated by as much time as
evolution insists, because they are still so similar. The evidence from the languages points to a recent, common origin, a
scenario that perfectly fits the biblical model of a young earth.

Reference

1 Genesis 11:6-7.

2 Genesis 1:28.

3 Diamond, J. 2011. Linguistics: Deep relationships between languages. Nature. 476 (7360): 291-292.

4 Hoesch, B. 2007. Megafloods in the English Channel. Acts & Facts. 36 (10): 14.
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Brian Thomas is Science Writer at the Institute for Creation Research (www.icr.org).

** You may republish this story with proper attribution.

Send this story to a friend. Share This story is the personal opinion of the writer and does not necessarily reflect the views of the ASSIST News
Service or ASSIST Ministries.
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The scientific evidence — Development of life/ Origin of Humans

Topics Looking for Evidence

If the evolution of humans from an ape-like
ancestor is true there should be two proof
evidences:

+ A history of apemen — the track record

+ Two case studies

1. Neandertals

2. Australopithecines and Lucy
+ How evolution hinders critical thinking
+ Mechanism for change

1. The fossil record
2. A mechanism for change

If these evidences are absent, then the
only alternative is special creation by God

Evolution begins with  sSchool Texthooks
the assumption that _— | i
Holt, Rinehart, & Winston, Biology — Visualizing Life,
man has evolved from 190, p. 213
ape_llke Creatu res “Look closely at your hand. You have five flexible
fingers. Animals with five flexible fingers are called
primates. Monkeys, apes, and humans are exam-
ples of primates....Primates most likely evolved
from small, insect-eating rodentlike mammals that
lived about 60 million years ago.”.

Miller and Levine, Biology, 2000, p. 757.

“But all researchers agree on certain basic facts.
We know, for example, that humans evolved from
ancestors we share with other living primates such

as chimpanzees and apes.”

Pick your relative

Let’'s look at the evidence

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com
Excelent Dvds and resources mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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Evolution teaches we are getting
better.and will one day be god!

Figure 13-21  This s just on
that sugzests e ancesiry of Ho
many vears ago il o

THE A
FIRST |
PIONEER: Nh i)

A new 1
da Fomeone IS

“;rymg to make

WETS lato the Fire 12
B 03246 BadMsland, NH 114

The Bible teaches we were made in
God’s image and are getting worse!

3 And God said, Let us make
man in our image, after our
likeness: ... So God created
man in his own image, in the

image of God created he him;
male and female
created he them.

Genesis 1:26

Many people
today still live in
caves in remote

areas of the

world.
They are 100%
Human.

What about cave
men?

That depends on what'you mean
by Gave Men? Manypeople
in the Bible lived in caves.

Lot and his daughters - Gen. 19:30
The five'kings are found hid in a
cave at Makkedah. - Joshuan0:17
The children of Israel made
them the dens which are.in'the
mountains, and caves, and
strong holds. - Judges 6:2
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Java Man Pithecanthropus erectus

+ 1891: An apelike skullcap and a
humanlike thighbone were
found 45 feet apart — claim:
500,000 vears old

Rudolph Virchow (regarded as
the father of modern pathology)
stated at the time of discovery:

“In my opinion this creature was an animal, a giant
gibbon, in fact. The thigh bone has not the slightest
connection with the skull.”

Piltdown Man

Segment of lower
ape-like jaw Segment of human skull

New York Times ran an article:

“Darwin Theory Proved True.”

€®Human fossils (Wadjak) were also
found in Java dating about the same
age as Java Man

@ Leading authorities of the time
rejected (the discover) DUb0Iis’s
findings

@ Hackel, a prime promoter of
evolution and Java Man, already
had a reputation for fraud in
promoting his views on evolution

@ Since 1950, anthropologists and
textbooks have been calling Java
man Homo erectus

@ Parts found between 1908 and 1912
in Piltdown, England
B of human skull
EPortion of lower ape-like jaw

@ The claim: 500,000 year old

intermediate link
@ Featured in textbooks and

encyclopedias
€ In 1953 scientists studied the bones

The Truth

A fraud (600 year old bones)
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Or take the Piltdown Man. It was
declared an ape-man, 500,000
years old, and validated by many

PARTS 111 AND 1V,
Special Forehpm Diapatohes—
Sports.

of Britain's leading scientists, - =2 GAMBLING PALACES |
including Grafton Elliot Smith, m{s\'}jﬁ%ﬁﬂ%g ; ABOUND IN LONDON;
anatomist Sir Arthur Keith and : |58 | Undar Ducorous Exturtrs an i

Fashionables Quarters Thay
Lure the Glided Youth.

British Museum geologist Arthur
Smith Woodward. At the time the
discovery was announced (1912),
the New York Times ran this
headline: "Darwin Theory Proved
True." For the next four
decades, Piltdown Man was
evolution's greatest showcase,
featured in textbooks and
encyclopedias. But what did the
Piltdown Man actually consist of?
A very recent orangutan jaw,
which had been stained to look
old, with its teeth filed down to
make them more human-looking,

planted together with a human Tacls Mo Fenom Btk Dcats: e
skull bone, also sftained to create - el Ia);;:ntmgrlglish oo
an appearance of age.

Hu— an Descent from l.pn "%

P |
THOLGHT T0 B2 A WOMAN'S ] A
toa o Ent Whkh

oe Mast Dutabde Clabe

Bones (Bustrate s Stage of Eve
tution Which Hzs Only Besn
Imagined Dalare.

CREATURE COULD NOT TALK

Probabiy Lived o1 5 Tins When Other | *

The

Tenotsses Evolution Case

relic has been ealled the dawn man
of Piltdown. Owing to t

{fiT sxan rragments had been badly
damaged and scattered by workmen
before they came into scientific
hands, there has been a great deal
of controversy as to their signific-
ance, Until the experts arrive at
an agreement about this type it
might be well for others to reserve
judgment. There can be no doubt
as to the fact thalt these remains
show a curious admixture of simian
and human characteristics, the jaw
and teeth heing even more simian
than that of the Heidelberg man,
while the skull, though pmmitlve
is distinctly human, ’Jghe age of the
dawn man is placed at about 200,-
000 to 300,000 years.

T mmmlan et —tal sl

Piltdown Man was
going to be used in
the 1925 “scopes
monkey trial” as
evidence for
evolution

Vo nbuilel e

- @he New Pork Times.

c BU \ll.\ X:

DECEMBER 22, 1912

The Queen Mary Chryzanthemum

Dzarwin Thizory Proved Trus?
19712

278 TENNESSEE EVOLUTION TRIAL

but deficient in those parts asso-
flaled with the higher mental func-
ions

There can be no question that
Neanderthal man was much more
primitive, more simian in organi-
zation, than modern man. Expert
opinion, as expressed by Keith
looks upon him as “a separate and
peculiar species of man which died
out during or soon after thr Mou-
sterian period.” This dates him
back to about 50,000 years ago.

Homo Rhodesiensis, the
Rhodesian Man.

Rhodesian man is represented by
a perfect skull and a nearly perfect
lower jaw, the tibia, both ends of
a femur collar bone and parts of
the scapula and pelvis. Part of the
upper jaw of a second specimen
was found in the same localitv. the

The entire court case is available from
Bryan College 423-775-2041.
For a good expose of the errors in the movie Inherit the Wind, call:
George Sarrell 828-684-6232 (w) or 0374 (h)
500 Christ School Road, Arden, NC 28704

P
The Gre&t £
Piltdown

Hoax

Charles Danian,
who “discovered”™

the jawboare of
the Piltdown Man Condensed from
Popular Science
Manthly

Alden P. Armagnac

October 1956 Reader’s Digest
reprint of April 1956 Popular

. "
I..ol MORE THAN 40 years Pilt-
down Man was a member in
more or less good standing of the

Science article
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From the other side—evolution
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“There are not
enough fossil
records to answer
when, where,and how
homo sapiens
emerged.”

Takahata, Molecular anthropology, Annual
Review of Ecology & Systematics 1995, p. 355

“Peking Man” was
made frgm pieces of PEKIVG MAN
skull found in the i “Fossil evidence of human
1920’s in Peking, ; s B evolutionary history'is
China. All evidence _ : fragmentary and open to
was lost in WW I, -4 B various interpretations.
Most people were never f : Fossillevidence of
told that the remains of at - chimpanzee'evolution is
least 10 humans were also absent altogether.”

found with these :
* ! b : Return to the planet of the apes,; Henry Gee,
monkey” bones so they ' Nature Vol. 412, 12 July 2001, p. 131

could not possibly be a
“missing link.”

Then there was Peking Man, worked on and validated by a number of Piltdown alumni, including
Davidson Black, Pierre Teilhard de Chardin and Smith. In seeing textbook portrayals of Peking Man,
few students learned that the skulls had been found in scattered little fragments, and that the
reconstructions were actually composites taken from various individuals.

Where fragments were missing, plaster substituted, and the famous final images of Peking Man
were the creations of a sculptress named Lucille Swann.

Later, all of the Peking Man fossils mysteriously vanished, except for a couple of teeth, preventing
Peking Man from being subjected to the kind of checking that doomed Piltdown Man.

A skull found in Spain and A dolphinis I'Ib had been
promoted as the oldest

example ofman in Eurasia was labeled “human
later identified as a four month collarbone’ and promoted

old donkey skull fragment. as evidence for evolution.

A three day symposium to ZAC S >
discuss the “Orce” man, Evolutionist Tim White

named for.the town in exposed the hoax.

southern Spain, was cancelled. I. Anderson, “Humanoid Collarbone

“Ass Taken for Man” Daily Telegraph E"PPS‘?" 43 inph."n S Rib,EINew
May 14, 1984 Scientist, April 28, 1983, p. 189
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“JdavaMan® (originally called
Hithecanthropus erectus- meaning
erect ape man and now called Homo
erectus and dated by evolutionists at
500,000 years old) was made from a
few scraps of bone found in 1891/in
Java, Indonesia. Dutch anatomist Dr.
Dubois (1858-1940) believed in
evolution and had gone to Java,
Indonesia to look for missing links

between man and apes. «

Dubois had no formal training in gegjagy or paleontology at the
time, and his “archaeological team® Gonsisted of prison convicts
with two army corporals 85 Supervisors.

Dubois took an ape’s skull cap, and three human teeth
plus a thigh bone (found a year later and 50 feet (15 M)
away) from a human and informed the world he had
found the “missing link.”

He hid the fact that he had also found

2 normal human skulls in the same area.

His deceit was revealed 30 years later.
See Bones of Contention p. 86

Homo erecius

Our understanding of Homo habilis is limited because it is based on

only a few fossil specimens, In contrast, scientists have found many

fossils of the species that replaced Homo habilis—the species Homo
ETECINS.

The first Homo erecius specimen found, called Java Man, was dis-

ered 10 1891 on the island of Java, in s hest Asia, Homo erec-

fues was larger than Home habilis—about 1.5 m (5 ft) wll, Home

& large brain of about 1,000 cm? (60 in.%). Java Man

A ore than about 700,000 vears old. Similar lossils found in
Homo arecius hac kroe bow China are thought to be as old as 500,000 years. In 197 i

ricdges and smaler tooth than erectis skull that may be 1.5 million vears old was discoverced in

Homo habds enstern Africa. Figure 28 shows a fossil Homo ereetus skull.

Homo erectus evolved in Africa and migrated into Asia and

Furope, as shown in Figure 28. Homo emectus probably lived in

groups of 20 to 50 individuals, They bunted large animals, used fire

and made both stone and bone tools. Homo erectius survived for more

than 1 million vears. The species disappeared about 200,000 vears

ago, as carly modern humans emerged. Most scientists think that

Homo erectus was the direct ancestor of our specics, Homo sapiens.

Figure 28 Homo evectus.

Holt Biology 2004, p. 736

Rudolph Virchow; who had once
been Haeckel’s professor and is
regarded as the father of modern
pathology, said: “In my opinion,
this creature was an'animal, a

. sy

giant gibbon, in fact. The thigh
bone has not the slightest
connection with the skull.”

One of Haeckel's students, Eugene Dubois, became determined to find Pithecanthropus. Haeckel believed men might
have separated from apes somewhere in Southern Asia. So in 1887, Dubois signed up as a doctor with the Dutch
medical corps in the Dutch East Indies (now Indonesia), intending to hunt for fossils during all his spare time. Dubois,
it should be noted, had no formal training in geology or paleontology at the time, and his "archaeological team"”
consisted of prison convicts with two army corporals as supervisors. Years of excavation produced little of
significance. Then, in 1891, along Java's Solo River, the laborers dug up a skullcap that appeared rather apelike, with
a low forehead and large eyebrow ridges. Dubois initially considered it from a chimpanzee, even though there is no
evidence that this ape ever lived in Asia. However, the following year, the diggers unearthed a thigh bone that was
clearly human. Dubois, like Piltdown's discoverers, presumed that an apelike bone somewhere near a human bone
meant the two belonged to the same creature, constituting Darwin's missing link. Haeckel, who had not even seen the
bones, telegraphed Dubois: "From the inventor of Pithecanthropus to his happy discoverer!"

In 1895, Dubois returned to Europe and displayed his fossils. The response from experts was mixed, however. Rudolph
Virchow, who had once been Haeckel's professor and is regarded as the father of modern pathology, said: "In my
opinion, this creature was an animal, a giant gibbon, in fact. The thigh bone has not the slightest connection with the
skull." The circumstances of Dubois' find were unorthodox. He had apparently been absent when the convicts dug up
his fossils. Maps and diagrams of the site were not made until after the excavation. Under such conditions, a modern
dig would be disregarded. In 1907, an expedition of German scientists from various disciplines, led by Professor M.
Lenore Selenka, traveled to Java seeking more clues to man's ancestry in the region of Dubois' discovery. However, no
evidence for Pithecanthropus was found. In the stratum of Dubois' find, the scientists found hearths and flora and
fauna that looked rather modern. The expedition's report also noted a nearby volcano that caused periodic flooding in
the area. Java Man had been found in volcanic sediments. The report observed that the chemical nature of those
sediments, not ancient age, probably caused the fossilization of Pithecanthropus. Nevertheless, the Selenka findings
and various deficiencies of Dubois' work were largely ignored, and Java Manbecame one of evolution's undisputed
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Nebraska Man

¢ 1922 fossil evidence was discovered

+ Used to support evolution in the 1925
Scopes trial

o The claim: 1 million year old
intermediate link

The Truth

An extinct pig’s tooth

Thureday, July 12 2001

48 Porracola News Jourmas

Researcher Yohannos Hade-Selassio. shown at left in 1999, of the University of Calfornia at .
Berkaley, holds an Ardipdhocus ramidus kadabba canin tooth he recovered at a site in Eicpia,  ONE tlny new

right, about 50 miles south of where the loasil *Lucy” was found about three decades aga. bone can
1 ! i make an
Fossil find might be oldest link Mmakean |

to humans; old theory challenged cave man and

Mark Evans importance  of what they've Dn:;ll'u.l'—ll.n-.'-z-m.llm upset a" °|d
T found * he said rold tee joinl, sugprsts 1
e e rech (oo, ol Yy mens welied epie. ke tHEOTIES,

Scientists working in Fthiopa The r
N i ¥ o s sl bl Ve o anid Dineioht walliing b

Mails Calsania oF ths Salsss

The Real
Nebraska
Man

An interesting site for further follow up:
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s+ Itwas over —
zealous or
M& desperate Media

" (Smith & Forestier)
not necessarily the
actual scientists
~ (Osbhorn) who
created this
depiction from a
- tooth, but one can
see how easily
desperation
influenced these
evolutionists in the
early 1900s.

The illustration of
Nebraska Man that
appeared in the London
newspaper referenced by
Gish and Humber.

http://
laelaps.wordpress.com/
2007/05/14/countering-
creationism-part-i/

There is great danger in basing conclusions
on a single bone.

In 1922, paleontologist Henry Fairfield Osborn,
an ardent evolutionist, was shown a single
tooth found in Nebraska by geologist Harold
Cook. After examining it, Osborn declared it
belonged to an early ape-man, whom he named
Hesperopithecus haroldcookii in Cook's honor.
Popularly, it became known as "Nebraska Man."

Osborn hailed the tooth as "the herald of
anthropoid apes in America." At the American
Museum of Natural History, William K. Gregory
and Milo Hellman, specialists in teeth, said
after careful study that the tooth was from a
species closer to man than ape. Harris
Hawthorne Wilder, a zoology professor at
Smith College, wrote: "Judging from the tooth
alone the animal seems to have been about
halfway between Pithecanthropus [Java Man]
and the man of the present day, or perhaps
better between Pithecanthropus and the man
of the Neanderthal type. ..." In England,
evolutionist Grafton Elliot Smith convinced the
[llustrated London News to publish an artist's
rendering of Nebraska Man. The picture, which
appeared in a two-page spread and received
wide distribution, showed two brutish, naked
ape-persons, the male with a club, the female
gathering roots. All this from one tooth.
However, further excavations at Cook's site
revealed that the tooth belonged neither to
ape nor man, but to a peccary, a close
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All of the
so-called
“cave-men” are
dealt with in great
detail in this book.

Available from CSE
(850) 479-3466
$13

More about cave men in our
college course CSE 102 and
on www.omniology.com

Outdated
teachings still in
textbooks!

Glenco Biology 1995
P. 473

This is silly!
They don’t
know that he
is the daddy
of anybody.

Daily Mail June 12,

Articles like this
appear every few
weeks in the paper.
In order for
propaganda to
work it must be
repeated often.

ARDUND THE MALL

The Mother of All Mammals

An artist and scientist collaborated to build the first ever 3-D model
of the oldest known mammal. a shrewdike creature called Morgie

FOR COLORADO ARTIST Gary Stasb. —entific papers abost Morgie andayel-
's renowned for his life-sizere-_low highlighting pen.
s of large prehistoric crea- Then, he says, "1 time traveied. 1
tures. the Smithsonian's request last imagined myself right in the mids,

If you find a fossil in the dirt:
All you know is, it died!

DALY JOURNAL JOHNSON COUNTY, IND,

By Jostri B. Vixnovois
THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

:snmlm_-e working with pewerful
compulers say the spec-
*Hobbit” fossil recently dis-

cu\\'mi in Indonesia had distine-

tive brain features (hat could justi-

fy its elassification as a separate
and Liny — human ancestor

The new report, published

March 3 in the online jou -..1 Sl
ence Express. soems b ot
the idea of a sophist mred hunnn
dwarf specles marooned for eons
while modern man proliferated

The new research produced a

computer-generated model that
compared  impressions on
the inside of the fossil skull with
brain casts of modern and an-
clent humans. as well as chimps
and other primates

The scientists said the model

shows that the 3-foot specimen,
nicknamed Hobbit, had a brain
unlike anything they had seen
before in the human lineage. The
birain is chimplike in size, about
117 cubic cenlimeters.

Yet the Hobbit's brain shared
i surface leatures with
b larger brains of both
humans and Homo erec-

us, a lool-making ancestor that

ACCENT

Was Hobbit human ancestor?

oo

Thomas Sutikna of the Indonesian Centra for Archaeclogy in Jakarta, In-
donesis, hods a skl fossil Oct. 15 that he and feliow sclentisls believe rapre-
sents a new human species. The tiny specimen has been nicknamed Habbit

lived in southeast Asin more than
1 million years ago. Some of
these brain features are consis
tent with higher cognitive traits.
These brain features coincide
with physical evidence of ad-
vanced behaviors, such as hunt
ing. firemaking and the use of
stone tools, which were found
alongside Ihe bones in a cave on
the remote equatorial island of
Flores. To some, this suggests an

organtzed soctety of tiny hunters
flourished on the island for mil-
lennia at a time when modeen
humans dominated the planot.
“This is a unique creature”
sald Florida Stale University
anthropologist Dean Falk, who
led the study. “We found amas-
ing, specialived features across
the surface fromi front Lo back
“These lindings are consis|ent
with the kinds of sophisticated

behaviors that are hypothesized”
for the Hobbit, Falk said, but she
stopped short of saying the Hob

bit was a tool-maker.

In October, scientists from In-
donesia and Australia caused an
international sensation with their
report of a trove of tiny fossils
As many as eight individuals
were represented in lavers that
were dated from 95,000 to
years ago. The Hobbit skeleton
was Lthe mest complete specimen
and contained the only skull

In a project funded by the Na
tional Geographic Soclety, Falk
and researchers from Washing
ton University in St. Louis creat
ed a three-dimensional computer
model of the brain using CT
scans of the interior of the Hob
bit's skull. These images show
the wrinkles, vessels and other
surface fealures thal made faint
impressions on the skull’s lining

They compared thal model
with the brains of chimps, a fe
male Homo erectus, a contempo-
rary woman, a pygmy and a
European specimen of 4 person
with a small-brain svndrome
known as microcephaly.

Seientists say its brain shape
most closely associated with that
of Homo erectus.

The first (and so far only) specimens were

discovered by a joint Australian-Indonesian team

of paleoanthropologists and archaeologists

looking on Flores for evidence of the original

human migration of H. sapiens from Asia into

Australia. They were not expecting to find a new

species, and were quite surprised at the recovery

of the remains of at least seven individuals of

non-H. sapiens, from 38,000 to 13,000 years old,

from the Liang Bua limestone cave on Flores. An arm bone, provisionally
assigned to H. floresiensis, is about 74,000 years old. Also widely present in
this cave are sophisticated stone implements of a size considered appropriate
to the 1 m tall human: these are at horizons from 95,000 to 13,000 years and
are associated with juvenile Stegodon, presumably the prey of Flores Man.
The specimens are not fossilized, but were described in a Nature news article
as having "the consistency of wet blotting paper". Researchers hope to find
preserved mitochondrial DNA to compare with samples from similarly
unfossilised specimens of Homo neanderthalensis and H, sapiens. The
likelihood of there being preserved DNA is, however, low, as it degrades more
rapidly in warm tropical environments; in sugh conditions it is known to
degrade in as little as a few dozen years.

If you find a fossil in the dirt: You don’t know if it had any kids.
You sure don’t know that it produced different kids.

Why do evolutionists claim the bones in the dirt can do
something the living animals cannot do? (produce different
kinds than themselves)

No fossil would count as evidence in a court of law. Similar

design demonstrates a common designer.
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. It was over —
# zealous or
M% desperate Media
§ (Smith & Forestier)
" not necessarily the
. actual scientists

- (Osborn) who
# created this
# depiction from a
tooth, but one can
see how easily

Nebraska Man

¢ 1922 fossil evidence was discovered

¢ Used to support evolution in the 1925
Scopes trial

o The claim: 1 million year old

intermediate link desperation
: - influenced these
The Truth The illustration of Nebraska evolutionists in the

Man that appeared in the early 1900s.

2 S London newspaper referenced by
An extinct pig’s tooth Gish and Humber. http:/
laelaps.wordpress.com/

2007/05/14/countering-
creationism-part-i/

RamapltheCUS Pithecos = Greek for ape

Discovered in 1930s: jaw fragments and
teeth

Time Magazine (Nov. 7, 1977)
“Ramapithicus is ideally structured to

be an ancestor of hominids. If he isn't,
we don't have anything else that is.”

The truth

€In 1970 a baboon living in Ethiopia

. - . . was discovered.
The claim: 14 million year old intermediate BSame dental structure

What they dre

between ape-like creatures and humans

ESimilar morphological
features found on

. . . Ramapithecus
An interesting site for further follow up:

http://www.askdarwinists.com/ € Ramapithecus dropped from human
line
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Ramapithecus

Summary Of “Facts,’ The Columbia Encyslopadia Si<th Edition. 2001.

“An extinct group of primates that lived from
about 12 to 14 million years ago, ....
Although it was generally an apelike creature,
Ramapithecus was considered a possible

H human ancestor on the basis of the
eJavaMan ............ Two different creatures T G e TN ane Santdl charasterietics of
‘giagmontadr): fc:lsgsjl'lg. A ccr:-lplelte jawh o
i scovered in was clearly nonhominid,
* Plltdown Man ------- Hoax however, and Ramapithecus is now regarded

... to be an ancestor of the orangutan.’

¢ Nebraska Man ..... Pig
+ Ramapithecus ..... Ape

What about the dates?

In each case the date (age)
was completely WRONG!

Think These are Proof Humans Evolved from Apes?

e NEBRASKA MAN: This amazing discovery was found to be nothing
more than a pig's tooth.

e LUCY: The remains of Lucy have been reclassified as an extinct ape.

PILTDOWN MAN: These bones were proven to be a deliberate hoax. A
human skull was attached to an ape jaw and weatherd to look old.

RAMAPITHECUS: These bones were found to be from an orangutan.

e JAVA MAN: These bones were found to be the remains of an ape and
human mixed together. Its discoverer later rejected his find.

e PEKING MAN: Again, a mixup of human and ape bones.

D

"The vast majority of artist's conceptions are based more on imagination than on evidence..Artists must
create something between an ape and a human being; the older the specimen is said to be, the more ape-
like they make it." - "Anthro Art", Science Digest April 1981 pg 41.

Human Evolution Quotes

"No-one can be sure just what any extinct hominoid looked like." Donald C Johnson and Maitland A Edey,
Lucy: The beginnings of Humankind (1981) p 286.

"The main problem in reconstructing the origins of man is lack of fossil evidence: all there is could be dis-
played on a dinner table." - New Scientist 20 May 1982 pg 491.

Found at: http://www.nwcreation.net/human.html

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com
Excelent Dvds and resources mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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Two Case Studies

Case Study 1

Neandertals

Original Drawing of Neandertal

¢ First found near Dusseldorf, Germany in 1856

+ Constructed to look ape-like
+ Brain capacity about 200 cc larger Than modern man

Initial construction discovered to be wrong

Used jewelry

Used musical instruments
Did cave paintings
Capable of speech

Buried their dead

® ¢ ¢ 0 0

Neandertal Burial Cites

Marvin Lubenow, “Recovery of Neanderthal mtDNA: An Evaluation,” Creation Ex Nihilo Technical
Journal, 1998 p.89.

“Most anthropologists recognize burial as a very human, and a very religious, act. But the strongest
evidence that Neandertals were fully human and of our species is that at four sites Neandertals and
modern humans were buried together.”

Most of the info on these pages is from Www.train2equip.com
Excelent Dvds and resources mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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Two Case Studies

Case Study 1
Rearrang

ing the Data

N eande rtal S From Buried Alive by Dr. Jack Cuozzo

Drawing of a
Neandertal fossil
purchased at the

Neandertal Anatomy souvenir counter at

Thick brow the museum in Berlin

iving an -lik
Siekybedybale O ngal ape-iike
Short extremities appearance

B. Endo, “Experimental Studies on the
Mechanical Significance of the Form of
the Human Facial Skeleton,” J. Fac.
Univ. Tokyo, 1966.

Flat, human
appearance

Biochemical models have
demonstrated that chewing muscles
working through the teeth generates

Lower jaw 30 mm (over

an inch) out of the socket

From the other sie—
Evolution

http://www.talkorigins.org/faqgs/
homs/a_neands.html

intensive concentration of Most of the info on these pages is from
compression in the nasal and Www.train2equip.com

forehead region...i.e. a bigger brow
ridge.
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Neandertals

Neandertals Were Human
Daveae Phiitlips (Physical amlwopolaglist)
“Neanderthais Are Stull Human,” Impact Article #2223,
May, 2000

“Neanderthals were human. They buried their
dead, used tools, had a complex social
structure, employed language, and played
musical instruments.

Neanderthal anatomy differences are
extremely minor and can be for the most part
explained as a result of a genetically isolated
people that lived a rigorous life in a harsh,
cold climate.”

Conclusion About Neandertals

# Protruding brow ridge
+ Stocky body build and short extremities
¢ Isolated population of people
e Lived in a cold, harsh climate
+100% human

Neandertal man,
reconstructed from a
skull found in La
Chapelle-aux-Saints,
France

Neandertal DNA

Nicholas Cornnincllis, ML, Troective Defense:
Evidence Against Evolution, 2001, p. 195, (citing
Marvin Lubenow, "Recovery of Neanderthal mtDNA:
An Evaluation.,” Creation Ex Nihilo Technical Journal,
1998.)

“Analysis of Neanderthal DMNA failed to

demonstrate any significance from
DMNA of modern humans.”

Neandertal Population

¢ Common dates for Neandertals are
130,000 to 30,000 years ago

+Neandertals existed for about
100,000 years (2,500 generations: 40
years per generation)

From year 1 to 2,000 the population has grown

generations)

The Problem

There should have been over 50 billion
Neandertals that lived during this time!

Where are the fossils?

David Menton, (Ph.D. Cell Biology and 30
years Professor of Human Anatomy), “Making
Monkeys Out of Man”,
www.answersingenesis.org/docs2/4371gc8-28
-2000.asp

“Despite the overwhelming evidence that
Neanderthals were simply a race of stocky
humans, imaginative artists (with the
encouragement of some evolutionists) have
consistently rendered them as stooped ‘ape-
men.™
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Neandertals

Neanderthals were long portrayed as ape-men, stooped over. This
misconception was largely the result of a faulty reconstruction by
French paleontologist Marcellin Boule, who mistook the skeleton
of a man with kyphosis (hunchback) for an ape-man in the process
of becoming upright. Another snag: Neanderthal skulls are larger
than those of modern humans. This flies in the face of
evolutionary tradition, which says that man evolved progressively
from creatures with smaller brains and skulls. In any event,
Neanderthals are no longer classed as "ape-men," and some
evolutionists have even discarded them as human ancestors.
Which basically leaves us with australopithecines, currently in
vogue as man's ancestor. However, australopithecine fossils show
that they had long forearms and short hind legs, like today's apes.
They also had long curved fingers and toes, like those apes use for
tree-swinging. This may pose a problem for Time's thesis, since it
claims the toe bone of Ardipithecus ramidus kadabba was over 5
million years old, yet relatively human-like - implying that it was
more evolved than the toes of australopithecines, who supposedly
came 2 million years later. The main substance to the claim that
australopithecines are our ancestors is some evidence suggesting
that the famed "Lucy" and her peers may have walked upright. But
as noted, limited bipedality does not prove human ancestry, and a
number of scientists - contrary to the impression created in Time
- have disagreed that australopithecines are man's relatives.
Britain's Lord Solly Zuckerman, who was raised to peerage for his
scientific achievements, was a leading authority on
australopithecines, having subjected them to years of biometric
testing. He stated:

For my own part, the anatomical basis for the claim that the
australopithecines walked and ran upright like man is so much
more flimsy than the evidence which points to the conclusion that
their gait was some variant of what one sees in subhuman
primates, that it remains unacceptable.

Charles Oxnard, former director of graduate studies and professor
of anatomy at the University of Southern California Medical
School, subjected australopithecine fossils to extensive computer
analysis. Stephen Jay Gould called him "our leading expert on the
guantitative study of skeletons."

Oxnard concluded:

[T]he australopithecines known over the last several decades are
now irrevocably removed from a place in the evolution of human
bipedalism, possibly from a place in a group any closer to humans
than to African apes and certainly from any place in the direct
human lineage. All of this should make us wonder about the usual
presentation of human evolution in introductory textbooks, in
encyclopedias and in popular publications. In such volumes not
only are australopithecines described as being of known bodily
size and shape, but as possessing such abilities as bipedality and
tool-using and -making and such developments as the use of fire
and specific social structures. Even facial features are happily
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The first Neanderthal Man was found
in 1856 and classed as 100% human.
More than 300 “Neanderthals™ have
been found. Joachim Neander (for
whom the valley was named) wrote,
“Praise to the Lord, the Almighty, the
King of Creation.”

& 13% bigger brain than modern man.
i Males ave. 5’9", females 5'3".

. &l

Glencoe L R 1 R Y e
Biology, 1994 £E Tt .
p. 358




The Spark, the Light & the Planet

The scientific evidence — Development of life/ Origin of Humans

ANATOMICAL RECONSTRUCTION IS NOT SCIENCE!
AT BEST IT IS ARTISTIC LICENSE AND IMAGINATION.,
How Different Faces Can Fit a Single Skull

bow condd early recerstruchens
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Average age
before the flood
was 912 years.

"“": Bave

Today, 70-80

Jack KOV AAe)

After. examining the famous
“Rhodesia Man” or.Broken Hill
man Neanderthal skull, Dr.
Cuozzo said, “You must
understand that:this skull really
cries out.disease. The teeth are
badly decayed, andthe bones of
the vault of the skullare extremely
thick. There are many features that
testify ... of acromegaly or.excess
secretion of growth hormone in

adulthood...”
p.- 72, Available from: CSE, 850-479-3466, $13
973-T43-7074, drjackcuozzo.com

Neanderthals were probably very old
humas living after the flood, who were
affected by age as their bones were
shaped by environmental factors.

The brow ridge never stops growing. This size probably
indicates an individual over, 200 years old.
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Homo sapiens in Europe

Members of the species Homo sapiens first appeared in Europe
about 130.000 yvears ago. The fossils of a group ol Homo sapiens
called Neanderthals (nee AN dur TALZ—the I is silent) were found
in 1856 in the Neander Valley of Germany. The Neanderthals were
short and powerfully built. Their skulls were massive, as shown in
Figure 31, with protruding faces and heavy, bony brow ridges. The
average Neanderthal brain was slightly larger than that of modern
humans, although there is much overlap in size. Many scientists
that study human evolution now classify Neanderthals as a separate
human species, Homeo neanderthalensts,

Neanderthals became more and more abundant in Europe and
Asia, and by 70,000 years ago, they had become fairly common.
Neanderthals cared for their injured and sick. They also commonly
buried their dead and often placed food, weapons, and even flowers
Figure 31 Neanderthals. with the bodies. Such attention to the dead suggests that they may
Neanderthals were distin- have believed in a life after death. Neanderthals were the First

Quished by messive ridges hominids to show evidence of abstract thinking. H
| over the oyes. Holt Biology 2004, p. 738 Humans have a variety of skull shapes
even today

Professor Reiner Protsch von Zieten lied about the
age of Neanderthal skulls and artifacts for 30 years.

A university panel exposed his frauds and he
resigned Feb. 2005. www.worldnetdaily.com Feb. 19, 2005

Neanderthal Superior to Humans?
Cro-magnon

man was "X AR M| skull / brain capacity—larger than ours
= ' *,‘_.'._‘ _‘ e i '
modern inevery 5 = ¥ '
respect. A

4 Bone structure—stronger that ours
Why is he listed SR a3 BN ¢ 0 Muscle structure- massive compared to most humans

as a _mlssmg | i "'."-" bl / .. A Neanderthal could probably have tossed a line
link? =5 o 7 RS backer over the goal post with ease.

What happened to the Neanderthals?

They are probably our
ancestors, and
Rethinking Neanderthals disseminated into the rest
of humanity, and thanks to
genetic degeneration those
body types no longer exist.

http:/ /www.smithsonianmag.com/science-nature /
neanderthals.html

http://metamedia.stanford.edu/~mshanks/
weblog/2p=279
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Skull / brain capacity—larger than ours

e Bone structure—stronger that ours

e Muscle structure- massive compared to most
humans

e A Neanderthal could probably have tossed a line

backer over the goal post with ease. Two to

Three times stronger than the average human.
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http://www.madsci.org /posts /archives /2002-01 /1010680667 .Ev.r.html
http://answers.yahoo.com/question/index2qid=20090815173355AANZxjr

Neanderthals Conquered Mammoths, Why Not Us?
Jennifer Viegas, Discovery News
http://dsc.discovery.com/news/2008 /09 /09 /neanderthal-mammoth.html

NEANDERTHALS HAD LANGUAGE GENE IDENTICAL TO OURS
http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,303282,00.html

The Neanderthal skeleton, at left,
http://news.softpedia.com/news/Neanderthals-Could-Cope-with-Warming-Climate-37494.shtml is compared with a modern

human skeleton.

What happened to the Neanderthals?

They are probably our ancestors, and disseminated into the rest of humanity, and thanks to genetic
degeneration those body types no longer exist.

Who was Neanderthal Man?
Is he the 'missing link' between Man and apes?
http:/ /www.biblestudy.org /basicart /who-was-neanderthal-man- :
was-he-the-missing-link.html

Great article ! More On CD o B
| e
- - - 2 - —\ :
Re-thinking early Humanity? R sl \Q’

We are given two models when it comes to humanity.

e Evolution: we are getting bigger and better from primitive creatures.

e Creation: We originated as perfect bings and over time have
speciated and degenerated.

'
:

A comparison of the cranium of
What does the evidence support? a modern man and a

: : Neanderthal man. In their
More in coming pages. construction Neanderthal looks

very much like any other stocky,
modern, muscular, well built

person. Modern man
178
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The“'Stone Aget 'was afierthe
flood when they got offthe ark
and faceda devastated waorid@and
some badjpeople were banished-
drwen aut. from soc1ety

Where does the “Stone "
Age” fit into the Bible?

Hidden
History
Michael
Cremo

Many cultures today make and L yols. p 93

It would have been easier to make stone
tools than metal ones, especially if you
were migrating or had been run off.

The quality of the stone tools is not an in- Figure5.9 A Folsom blade embedded in the lower
dicator of intelligence, but of conditions. surface of atravertine crust from Sandia Cave, New
One could make more “advanced” tools if Mexico. The layer of travertine is said to be 250,000
time permitted or the food source was not RO,

scarce.

National Geographic and the Stone Age swindle?
http:/ /www.answersingenesis.org /creation /v9 /i1 /stoneage.asp

Modern ‘Stone Age’ reconsidered
http://www.answersingenesis.org /creation/v15 /i4 /stoneage.asp

Free download of Harun Yahya’s book

From a Muslim perspective, but interesting.
http://us1.harunyahya.com/Detail /T /EDCRFV /productld /3863 /
A_HISTORICAL_LIE:_THE_STONE_AGE

http:/ /www.harunyahya.com/
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Australopithecus africanus (Tang)
- Found by Raymond Dart 1924 and
TWO Case StUd 1es proclaimed as an intermediate link
between apes and man. In[1973|South
African geologist announced that the
Case Study 2 cave the skull was found in was no more
than % million years old. This means

the Taung skull could not be a missing

Lucy and the link between apes an‘d_hum_?nf.

See: Bones of
Contention
Australopithecines ulu—G—G_"
p See: omniology.com
for lots more on
the cave men.

Lucy ¢ Lucy discovered in 1974
¢ About 40% of the fossil was found
#What was found? #Claimed to be 3.5 million years old

¥ How old is Lucy?
€ Did Lucy walk

o Claimed bipedal (walked upright)

Picture of Lucy from: Biology: Understanding Life
Third Edition, 2000

upright and how do

we know?

Note: no foot bones
were found, but
these “scientists”
gave this creature
human feet with no
evidence.
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A

Johanson at Olduvai Gorge; bone fragments from new
find, left, and Lucy

Johanson had gone to Africa on a grant to find 2 missing link.
Two weeks before his grant money ran out he found Lucy.

Typical Lucy skull shown in textbooks. How do you

et such a detailed skull from so few bones?
See National Geographic, March 2000 to see how Lucy was pictured 4 different
ways by artists.

Tree climbing
monkeys have
an “angled”
femur
They are not

becoming
more human.

Photo taken at Peabody
Museum, Connecticut by
Kent Hovind
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Site where Lucy was
unear_ﬂled in 1974 :
5 A

. /
£ BTy
E"I"'C‘ '\ Yemarr

Sudan ™

Somalia

| Ethiopla

L~ Banzacuta /e

Associated Press "
‘American paleoanthropologist | 40miles
‘Donald Johanson with his famed
skeleton named Lucy.

This is not really
Lucy’s knee. It is the
Hadar knee found a

year earlier,70 meters
lower and over a mile
away. National
Geographic called it
“Lucy” 5 times in the
Nov. 1985 issue. P. 593

See: omniology.com for
lots more on the cave men.

Lucy by Donald Johanson
p. 157

it and
hands.

No feet or*and
bones were found.
»#¢" The purpose of the
displayis not for
Seducation but fore
e T rinationin =4

-, evolution
e s
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The statue is “a complete
misrepresentation.
And | believe they know

it is a misrepresentation.
Professor David Menton,
Washington University

“Zoo officials have no plans to knuckle
under. We cannot be updating every
exhibit based on every new piece of

evidence. We look at the overall exhibit

and the impression it creates. We think
the overall impression this exhibit

creates is correct.”
Bruce L.Carr- zoo’s director of education.
St. Louis Post Dispatch July 22, 1996, p. 1

ﬂ!ﬁﬂmnlllﬂr

Russel H: Tuttle (U. of Chicago) did the
mostextensive study of the Laetoli
footprints as well as studying the
tootprints of more than 70 habitually
barefoot peopleand found, “the 3.5
millionyear old footprint trails at
Laetoli site Giresemble those of
habitually unshod modern humans.
None of their features suggest

that the Laetoli hominids were

less capable bipeds than we are.”

Russell H. Tuttle, “The Pitted Pattern of Laetoli Feet,”
Natural History, Mar. 1990: p. 64, quoted in'Bones of
Contention, p. 174, Available from CSE (B50) 479-3466 513

“If the G [laetoli] footprints
were not known to be;so
old, we would readily
conclude that they were
made by a member of our
own genusyhomao.”

Russell H. Tuttle, "The Pitted Pattern of Laetoli Feet,"
Natural History, Mar. 1990: p. 64, quoted in Bones of
Contention, p. 174, Available from CSE (850) 479-3466 $13

OLDEST FOOTPRINTS. This ll‘all of foolprmts belonging
perhaps to two adults and a child, was found preserved in a
bed of volcanic ash at Laetoli in Tanzania. It proves that
hominids were walking upright some 3.?55%11011_ ago.

The footprintsiare descriped as
“remarkably similar.tothose of
modern man.’’ ... “Thefarnrof
his foot'wasiexactly the'same
as ours... “Weight-bearing
pressure patterns in the'prints
resemble humaniones:..”
“footprints, so very much

like our own,”
Footprints in the Ashes of Time Mary Leakey
National Geographic April 1979 p. 446-457.

o, ‘r r -:i s
Footprints in the Ashes of Time
Mary Leakey
National Geographic April 1979 p. 446-457."

Why the added
toe separation in
the drawing?
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ALL OF THESE RECONSTRUCTIONS ARE THE PRODUCT OF ONE MANS
SPECULATIVE AND BIASED IMAGINATION, NOTHING MORE AND NOTHING
LESS! TRUE FORENSIC SCIENCE DOES NOT ALLOW FOR THIS GREAT A

“LEAP OF FAITH" IN THE SEARCH FOR TRUTH. i E ;
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Dnimu‘m

ed it briefly several times and
has made casts of its foot-
prints

Y, The creature has banana-
o] | shaped feet, and each foot has
four toes in an almost straight
row, with a fifth, big toe, jut-
ting to one side.

“The various
australopithecines are,
indeed, more different

from both'African Apes
and humans in most

#'Lucy’type
creature is

being reported

features than these latter
are from each other.”

Dr. Charles E. Oxnard in Fossils, Teeth and Sex-New
Perspectives on Human Evolution; University of
Washington, Press, Seattle and London,

1987, p- 1497

Is ‘Lucy’ alive and well
and living in Sumatra?

USINESSES, academ- | vinced that the creature,
ics, and a major conser-

Creation Ex
Nihilo
Magazine,
March-May

1996, p. 8
800-350-3232

known as Orang Pendek,
vation group are back- | is real.

The creature is de-
scribed as a tail-less,
short-haired, ape-like

ng a British journalist’s at-
tempts to find a mysterious
ape-like creature in the jun-
gles of Sumatra

Local villagers have long
reported secing the creature
around the slopes of Sumat-
ra’s Mount Kerinci. Dr Dav-
id Chivers, from Cambridge
University, said he is con-

creature, up to 1.4 me-
tres (4 feet 6 mches)
tll, and which
walks upright
London journalist
Debbie Martyr
says she has sight-
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Sunday Express (London),
October 8, 1995 (p. 2).

The descriptions and
sketches of this crea-
=4 ture bear a siriking
= resemblance 1o those

of the australop-
ithecines — the fossil
‘chimps " which evolu-
| tionists believe link ape-
type creatures with
humans. Evolution-
ists believe the

australopithecines
died out mlions of
/ yvears ago. If the

Orang Pendeks in Su-
) maira turn owt 1o he

australopithecines, it
{ will cause chaos in evo-
lution s ranks
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Lucy and the Australopithecines A prOblem: how can a fossil so modern

looking be so old? Three options:
+ No similarity in appearance to humans

+ Long arms are identical to chimpanzees

+ Jaws are similar to chimpanzees

+ Upper leg bone is similar to chimpanzees

# Lucy’s legs were very ape-like

+ Brain size (400-500 cc) overlaps chimpanzees
+ Large back muscles for tree dwelling

+ Hands similar to pygmy chimpanzee 3.1470 could be reevaluated to be an

+ Feet were long and curved ‘ﬂ wﬂ australopithecine.

The first two finds occurred. 1470 was
made a homo habilis and the new date

1.Reassign the date to 1470.

2.Make 1470 a distant primitive
homosapian.

The Dating Game was 1.8 myo.
+ In 1972 KNM-ER 1470 fossil found
+ Volcanic rock above 1470 dated at 2.6 myo For years the KBS tuff (volcanic ash) was
. dated by potassium/argon dates to be
¢ 1470 claimed to be 2.9 myo KBS Tuff 212 — 230 myo. (Nature Magazine)
2.6 mvo rock « u Then in 1972, KNM-ER 1470 was

found (KNM-ER a museum id code:
Kenya National Museum, East Rudolf).
It was found under the tuff by Richard
Leakey. It looked like modern humans
but dated at 2.9 myo.

Later 10 different dates of the tuff were
taken to be .52 — 2.64 myo. This is
quite a difference from 212 myo!

Lucy and the Dating Game The KBS tuff is about 3 feet thick and
covers an area of about 50 miles.

+ Large brain capacity 800cc
¢ Modern in appearance

2.6 myo rock
- I_Elf:g‘q Lucy More info:
“3 ' I ) http://www.answersingenesis.org /tj/v15/i2 /lucy.asp
3.0 myo rock
l’ Confirmed by many potassium dates.
A BIG Problem Lucy is now dated at 2.9 myo.
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The Problem and the Solution Basil Cooke, a pig expert, had assembled a

detailed sequence of several separate pig
Lucy: ape-like 2.9 myo lineages over a period of a couple of million

’ years. The claim: the evolution of pigs is
1470 skull: modern appearance 2.9 myo consistent worldwide and therefore the pig

sequences found at Hadar could determine
the age of Lucy.

Fossil elephants gave a date of 2.5 myo but
fossil pigs 2.0 myo. Why did they go with the
pigs? It better fit the evolution model.

-li i Early attempts to date the KBS tuff (1969) gave an age of
Ape like MR Modern IOOkmg 212-230 million years which was immediately rejected as an
HOW DO EVO'UtiOI‘\iStS SO'V& ThIS" extraneous argon age discrepancy, because of the presence
of Australopithicine and other mammalian fossils beneath
Solution the tuff (Fitch & Miller 1970, Nature 226:226-8).
™ ro:.v a?;‘; 2,'.,% "u”;;‘?i';‘;f.‘ fgiggon In the early 1970's the KBS tuff was "securely dated" at 2.6
sequences to re-date Lucy million years based on: Vertebrate faunas -- Elephant, Suid
(3.5 myo) (pig), Australopithicus, and tools

Dating Method Accuracy

If the evolutionists do not trust
potassium argon dates, then why

should the public be led to trust them? S =S LAVA
Cad """:': A

=~ ml) Y s | = tons
PO H n Fossil pig Domel DomelL Dome 1M Dome1H Dome 1P ¢

Seq uences www.bible.ca
More on dating fallacies

http://www.bible.ca/tracks/dating-radiometric.htm
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Did Lucy Walk Upright? Confusion about Lucy

Robert Boyd and Joan Silk, (both professors of
anthropology), How Humans Evolved, 2000, pp. 331-

¢ 1987 Charles O_xnard (Professor of Anatomy and 334,

Human Biology) Computer analysis “Anatomical evidence indicates that A.
¢ 1992 American Journal of Physical Anthropology, afarensis was bipedal...”

Walked like chimpanzees ...some anthropologists are convinced by
¢ 1993 Christine Tardieu, (Anthropologist) the anatomical evidence that A. afarensis

reported, “Its locking mechanism was not was not a modern biped.”

developed.” (It could not stand up)

Why the confusion?

¢ 1994 Journal of Human Evolution, A Biochemical Why aren’t students told about this?
Study of the Hip and Thigh

Did Lucy Walk Upright?
Stuart Burgess (Ph.D. CEng), Hallmarks
of Design, 2002, p. 166.

“There are so many unique features re-
quired for bipedal motion that it is impos-
sible for a quadruped to gradually evolve
into a biped.”

All these deal with being bipedal

FINE BALANCE: Requires a fine sense of balance.
The inner ear has a network of fluid-filled canals which
contain sensors which are sensitive to movement and
gravity. The sensors consist of fine hairs which send
out signals to indicate direction and speed. Humans
have a more complex inner ear design than apes

FLAT FACE: So their eyes have a field of view which
extends down to the ground in front of the feet.
UPRIGHT SKULL: the position at which the spinal cord enters the skull.

1 0 Un]q ue Characteristics In humans it is located at the bottom of the skull. This means the most

natural position for the head is looking forward in the upright position.

. Long legs - thrown from side to side
Arched feet FULLY EXTENDABLE KNEE JOINTS:

: i VERY LONG LEGS: The length of human legs is about half the total
9, SHong hig (oS body. This makes it possible to walk and run for long distances with
relative ease. In contrast, apes are only about a third.

ARCHED FEET: The human foot is arched between the ball of the foot and the toes. The foot has around 26 bones and many mus-
cles and ligaments, tendons and nerves so the foot can flex between the heel and the ball. The arched structure of the foot makes it
easy for a person to press down on the ball for the foot which is important for balance and control. This ability is also important for
movements such as standlngf(on tiptoe, running and turning. It also helps absorb shocks during walking and running. In contrast the
feet and hands of apes are like hands suited for grasping.

STRONG BIG TOES: This feature is important for walking and running. For each step, the final push from the ground comes from the
big toe. In order to propel the body forwards in a controlled manner, the big toe must be very strong. Apes have a toe designed for

grasping. They cannot make a firm push from their big toe.

2 Of Humcms : STRAIGHT BACK: This is ideal for upright posture because the torso
1. Fine balance :Q and head are directly above the hips ﬁl the standing position. Apes
2. Flat face % have a curved back.
g P FULLY EXTENDABLE FEMUR BONES: When looking from the front
3. Uprlghi skull ,-f;}h.ﬂ...x., Al humans have femur bones which are angled inwards as they come
4. Straight back Y t‘\ P dlown from tﬁe hip. Thisfhas tr|1e effect ofhmallzing thehkr}ees andlfeet q
— closer together. Having feet closer together keeps the feet nearly under
5. Fully extendable hip joints 1/ % ' the center of the body and gives stab?lity during walking and running.
6. Angled femur bones i 1 During wa(ljking ra]lndbrlénning the blody is s_fu%polrted by one Ie_ghat an
" instant and so the body can topple over if the legs are not right under
7. Fully extendable knee joints & the body. If the feet were not close together then the body would be
8
9
1
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Did Lucy Walk Upright?
Dr Spoor, Anatomist and editor of the Journal of Human Evolution

“Dr Fred Spoor has done CAT scans of the inner ear region of some of these skulls. These show
that the semi-circular canals, which determine balance and ability to walk upright, resemble those of
the extinct great apes.”

F. Spoor, “Implications of early hominid labyrinthine morphology for evolution of human bipedal locomotion,”
Nature, June 1994 (reported in Creation, 2003, p. 17.)

FRED SPOOR -- (Ph.D Utrecht University, 1993)
Professor of Evolutionary Anatomy, Dept. of Anatomy & Developmental Biolology, UCL
Joint editor of Journal of Human Evolution.

Charles Oxnard (professor of anatomy and leading expert on australopithecine fossils), The Order of
Man: A Biomathematical Anatomy of the Primates, 1984, p. 332.

“The australopithecines known over the last several decades ... are now irrevocably removed from a
place in the evolution of human bipedalism,...

All this should make us wonder about the usual presentation of human evolution in introductory text-
books...”

Lucy and Chimpanzees

Joseph Weiner, The Natural History of Man, 1971, pp. 45-46.

“The first impression given by all the skulls for the different populations of Australopithecines is of a
distinctly ape-like creature...

The ape-like profile of Australopithecus is so pronounced that its outline can be superimposed on
that of a female chimpanzee with a remarkable closeness of fit.”

Conclusion on Lucy
William Fix, The Bone Peddlers, 1984, p. xxii.

“Lucy seemed to be more of a promotion to convince the public that Johanson’s fossils were more
important than Richard Leakey’s rather than an attempt to present an even handed assessment of
current paleoanthropology.”
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How Evolution Hinders Critical Thinking

Australopithecine Anatomy
Richard Milton, Shattering the Myths of Darwinism, 1997, p. 207.

“... anatomists Jack Stern and Randall Susman,... described Lucy’s hands and feet as being long
and curved, typical of a tree-dwelling ape.”

David Menton, Ph.D. Cell Biology, Biomedical research technician at Mayo, and 34 years Professor of
Human Anatomy

“Menton cites evolutionary sources which show that creatures in this species had hands and feet
which were 'not at all like human hands and feet; rather, they have long curved fingers and toes'—
even more so than apes today that live mostly in the trees.”

Creation ex nihilo, Dec 1996, p. 52.

Lucy: What Nice Feet You Have Apes and Humans — a Test Laetoli Footprints

Footprints discovered in 1978 in Laetoli,
Tanzania. The footprints were dated at 3.5
million years old.

Drawing from Life:
The Science of
Biology, Purves,
Orians, and Heller,

052,604
St Louis zoo replica of Lucy Which footprint is human?
Ape and Human Footprints ~ Footprints and Real Evidence

e

Tim White, “Evolutionary Implications of Pliocene Hominid
Footprints,” Science, April 1989, p. 175.

“The uneroded footprints show a total morphological pat-
tern like seen in modern humans.”

Russell Tuttle, “The Pattern of Little Feet,” American Jour-

Human Foe LSEtel foatprint nal of Physical Anthropology, Feb 1989, p. 316.

(Lucy)

“Indistinguishable from those of habitually barefoot Homo sapiens.”
Donald Johanson and Maitland Edey, Lucy: The Beginnings of Humankind, 1981, p. 250.

“There is a well-shaped modern heel with a
strong arch and a good ball of the foot in front of ) )
it. The big toe is straight in line. It doesn’t stick Straight big toe

[¥.5 {

out to the side like an ape toe,...” Strong arch sy

Heel — toe

All these are characteristic of humans, not apes or Lucy movement
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Time: The Holy Grail The Evolution Solution

|gn0ring the Evidence Russell Tuttle, “The Pitted Pattern of Laetoli Feet,”
Natural History, Mar 1990, p. 64.

Robert Boyd (professor of anthropology) and
Joan Silk (professor of anthropology),
How Humans Evolved, 2000, p. 334.

“In sum, the 3.5-million-year-old footprint
trails at Laetoli site G resemble those of
habitually unshod modern humans.

None of their features suggest that the

“Who made these footprints? A. afarensis is : = ‘
Laetoli hominids were less capable bipeds

the likely suspect because this is the only

hominid whose remains have been found at
Laetoli, and A. afarensis is the only known
hominid to have lived in East Africa at the time
the tracks were made.”

Textbooks Promoting Bad Science

Biology: Visualizing Life, Holt, Rinehart, and
Winston, 1998, p. 221.

“Another important find was the footprints of
a group of bipedal animals...

They reveal small but very humanlike feet,
lacking the ape’s opposable toe. Our
ancestors or very close relatives were
walking upright only 1.5 million years after
diverging from the chimpanzee line.”

Anatomy of Australopithecines

than we are.”

What about the education system?

David Catchpoole, Ph.D., “New evidence: Lucy was

a knuckle-walker”, www.answersingenesis.org/
docs2/4256news5-5-2000.asp

“A serious reconstruction error is to wrongly align

Lucy’s big toe alongside the smaller toes, like a

human foot. ...

anatomist Dr Charles Oxnard has shown that the

big toe actually sticks out as in chimpanzees.”
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Biology: Principles and Explorations, Holt,
Rinehart, and Winston, 2001, p. 307.

“Lucy’s leg bones indicate that she_
must have walked upright. She stood
about 1 m (3 ft) tall.”

Biology: Concepts and Connections, 2000, p. 404.

“Some 3.7 million years ago, several bipedal
(upright-walking) human animals of the
species Australopithecus afarensis left
footprints in damp volcanic ash in what is
now Tanzania in East Africa.”

Evolution Rejects the Evidence

“Professor Betsy Schumann, evolutionist
expert, admits that the statue's feet
‘probably are not accurate’, but when asked
whether the statue should be changed, she

says, No.

Creation ex nihilo, Dec 1996, p.52.

In other words, it doesn't matter if people get

indoctrinated into evolution by wrong evidence
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COHC'USiOﬂ on Blpedallsm [This is not a quote, but summary of the

information.]

The anatomy of the semicircular canals of
australopithecines is also interesting. The
semicircular canals are three small, loop-shaped

F. Spoor, B. Wood and F. Zonneveld, Implications of
early hominid morphology for evolution of human
bipedal locomotion, Nature 369(6482):645-648, 1994.

Cat Scans of the inner ear canals (reflecting structures in the inner ear, arranged roughly at right
posture and balance) of 53 humans, over 20 angles to each other. These structures are

apes, fossil humans (early Homo), and responsible for giving us our sense of balance by
Australopithecines by anatomist Dr Fred allowing us to orient ourselves with respect to a
Spoor and his colleagues at University gravitational field. In the early 1990s, a scientist by
College, London, showed they did not walk the name of Spoor, decided to study these
habitually upright. ﬂ canals. He compared the canals of many living

- m— - - primates, to include humans, with some "hominid"

Why is this information not in textbooks? fossils. He used a computerized tomography
scanner (CT-scanner) to do this. His results were

very interesting. The canals of Australopithecus africanus and robustus were most similar to the great

apes. Spoor and his associates concluded that this finding was consistent with the idea that these creatures

were at least partly arboreal and that they "did not walk habitually upright,” but Spoor still believed them to be

partly bipedal as well.

Knee Joint of A. afarensis Chimp vs. Human Pelvis
! 15° carrying
angle (valgus) : e kS
Human = 9° =4
Gorilla =0°
Chimp =0°

Orangutan =0°

Spider monkey = 9°

Lucy’s Pelvis , . )
J. Stern & R. Sussman, American Journal of Lucy’s pelvis is “wrong

Physical Anthropology, 1983, pp. 291 & 292. because it is very ape-like

“The fact that the anterior portion of the iliac blade faces
laterally in humans but not in chimpanzees is obvious.
The marked resemblance of AL 288-1 (Lucy) to the
chimpanzee is equally obvious...

It suggests to us that the mechanism of lateral pelvic
balance during bipedalism was closer to that in apes
than in humans.”

PBS Nova Series; In Search of Human Origins
episode one 1994 (Dr. Owen Lovejoy)

190



The Spark, the Light & the Planet

The scientific evidence — Development of life/ Origin of Humans

A Question Textbooks and Accuracy

How accurate are the casts and
pictures in the textbooks and
museums?

. Biol : The Web of Life, 1993
Evolution and IR SRR ARRARRIE

Objectivity
Philip Johnson, Darwinism on Trial, 1991, p. 84. (Graduate of Harvard U., Law
Professor at U. of Berkeley)

“The Darwinist approach has consistently been to find some supporting fossil
evidence, claim it as proof for ‘evolution,” and then ignore all the difficulties.”

Evolution and Censorship RE Flﬂ ING
Jonathan Sarfati (Ph.D. Physical Chemistry), Refuting Evolution, 2002, p. 198. |

“...Itis evident that the evolutionists fear the increasing spread of creationist
information, despite their best efforts at censorship.

So they are desperate to counteract this information. But their efforts don’t
withstand scientific scrutiny,...”

Science and Evolution

In order to be a credible model all the
evidence must be examined. This has not

been done. Why? ONLY MODERN
l ANATOMICAL
HUMAN
Perhaps to promote evolution FOOTPRINTS ARE
rather than real science FOUND IN THE
Summary FOSSIL RECORD
If the evolution of humans from an ape-like
ancestor is true there should be two proof www.omniology.com/

evidences: ModernHumanFootprints.html

1. Fossilrecord ............... No intermediates
2. Mechanism for change .. No mechanism
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Ardipithecus ramidus Chimpanzee g l Human

Did Humans Evolve from 'Ardi'? by Brian Thomas, M.S.*

http://www.icr.org/article/4975/

Ardipithecus ramidus is an extinct primate whose fossilized remains were first found along the Awash River in Ethiopia about 15
years ago. Many fragments were collected, including shattered bones from a four-foot-tall female nicknamed “Ardi.” She was
chosen to represent her kind, apparently because of the comparative completeness of her remains. Now Ardi’s discoverers believe
they have collected enough data to reconstruct her history—but what does their data actually reveal?

Ardi was splashed onto the scientific scene with eleven technical articles in a special issue of Science, accompanied by depictions of
the reconstructions of her bones. The reconstructions are based on CT scans of fossils, interpretative speculation in areas where there
were no bones available, and more interpretation on how all the pieces fit together.

According to the researchers who found her, Ardi spent time as a human ancestor, based on their assumption that humans either
evolved from her or some creature quite like her. “The Ar. ramidus fossils therefore provide novel insights into the anatomical
structure of our elusive common ancestors with the African apes,” stated one of the Science papers, concluding that “Ar. ramidus
implies that African apes are adaptive cul-de-sacs rather than stages in human emergence.” Another paper viewed Ardi as the source
of a new model of hominid evolution:

Referential models based on extant African apes have dominated reconstructions of early human evolution since Darwin’s time....
Ardipithecus essentially falsifies such models, because extant apes are highly derived relative to our last common ancestors.?

Yet none of these statements carry meaning without the presupposition of evolution in general, and unless Ardipithecus is presumed
to be an ancestor to man.

To place Ardi into human ancestry, as these authors insisted, creates more problems than it solves. For example, Ardipithecus' body
structure shows no objective or undisputable transition toward uniquely human features. The authors themselves listed some of these
differences: Humans have unique and interdependent sexual organs and reproductive biochemistry, unique feet, ankles and
musculature, unique hip structure, unique teeth and crania, totally unique cognitive abilities, a distinct “gut structure,” upright
walking, unique vocal apparatus, a “precipitous reduction of olfactory receptors,” mammary glands
that retain a stable size, unadvertised female proceptivity, and an “unusually energy-thirsty brain.”

Speculation and evolutionary guesswork, not scientific observations, are offered to bridge these
gaps. Consistent with this is the broad use of speculative verbiage on the part of the authors. In the
eleven papers in Science, the word “probably” appeared about 78 times, and “suggest,”
“suggesting,” “suggestive,” or “suggests” were used 117 times, among other terms that are
associated with an unsubstantiated story rather than a scientific description.
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If Ardi is presumed to be a human ancestor, then the century-long concept that has been taught as virtual fact—that humans evolved
from a chimpanzee-like creature (based most recently on the strength of a supposed 99 percent agreement between their genome
sequences)—must be discarded! This is because of Ardi’s unique features, which she does not share with African apes (or humans).
In other words, arbitrarily placing Ardi at the foot of humanity’s evolutionary tree means that she negates the long-held concept of an
African ape-like heritage. The chimpanzee, then, would have to have evolved on its own separate path.

Ardi’s foot structure presents another problem for her assigned role in human ancestry. A lone Ardipithecus foot bone was described
in 2001, and “it also shows a mosaic morphology that has features of both apes and A. afarensis [a.k.a. Lucy].” The other bones of
her feet present no exception to the concept that Ardi possessed a mosaic of features, characteristics shared with other creatures and
yet integrated into a uniquely created primate. She had hands for feet, and the long, curved bones of her fingers and toes clearly show
that Ardi was adept at living in trees.

The Ardipithecus foot has its big toe “thumb” projecting strikingly sideways, which is hardly human-like. Nor are its other foot
bones like those of chimps and gorillas, which have specially flexible feet that enable them to climb vertical tree trunks. Ardi’s feet
are like those of some of today’s monkeys, which have a stable platform from which to leap, along with a fully developed grasping
structure. Tgough the authors insisted that this stable platform was adequate for walking, other experts already disagree with this
assessment.

Ardipithecus-as-ancestor promoters stated, “The foot of Ar. ramidus shows that none of these ape-like changes were present in the
last common ancestor of African apes and humans.”® However, Ar. ramidus only “shows” what was present in pre-human
“hominids” if Ar. ramidus is presumed, a priori, to be an evolutionary antecedent of apes and humans. It looks instead like an extinct
but unique animal, which the authors themselves hinted at when they stated that “the Ardipithecus foot was an odd mosaic.”

Bipedality expert C. Owen Lovejoy wrote, “We can no longer rely on homologies with African apes for accounts of our origins and
must turn instead to general evolutionary theory.”® Thus, setting aside evolution-inspired ideology, there is no scientific reason—or
observed evidence—to believe that Ardi was an ancestor of mankind. In fact, there is every reason to believe it is solely an extinct
primate, as uniquely created as any monkey still alive today.
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What Is Carbon?

+ Carbon-14 is also referred to as:
uC-14
m Radiocarbon

+ Types of carbon (isotopes)
/ Atomic mass

\Atomlc number

Unstable isotopes (Atoms)

An atom is generally stable if the number of
protons equals the number of neutrons in the
nucleus

Atom (Isotope) Protons Neutrons

Stable Carbon 6
Stable Nitrogen 7
Stable Oxygen 8 8
| Carbon 14 J 6 ‘ 8 ‘

What is Radioactive Decay?

The nucleus of an atom (decays) changes
into a new element l,

The proton number (atomic number) must

change
14 14
-

| How long does this take? |

What is Half-Life?

+ The rate of decay is measured by how
long it takes for half an element to decay
(half-life)

+ The half-life of C-14 is 5,730 years

Most of the info on these pages is take from.

Www.train2equip.com

mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org

Half-Life lllustration

5,730 years 11,460 years
Time=0 1 half-life 2 half-lives

N-14
cxm T »
}uz =

If C-14 is constantly decaying,
will we run out of C-14 in the atmosphere?

How Carbon-14 |s Produced

Cosmic Rays
(radiation)

C-14 combines with
oxygen to form carbon
dioxide (CO,)

Forms C-14

Collision with
atmosphere (N14)

Carbon-14 Life Cycle

ICosmic radiation |

Vi /
14 14 14
N——

Carbon-14 is produced in the atmosphere
Carbon-14 decays into Nitrogen-14

Review
+ There are different types of carbon
+ There are stable and unstable atoms
(isotopes)
+ Radioactive decay
+ Half-life (Carbon-14 = 5,730 years)
¢ C-14 life-cycle (N-14  C-14  N-14)

Next Topics
Equilibrium
How the carbon clocks works
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Equilibrium: The Assumption

Carbon 14
being The amount of
added C-14 in the
atmosphere

stays constant

Amount added
equals
amount removed

Carbon 14

'_:_‘ : Z_ZZ
oo being
Kﬁ-’ removed

Starting the Carbon Dating Clock

Once a plant or animal dies
the clock starts

Organism
dies

C-14 continues
pE— s A

No more
C-14 intake

How the Carbon Clock Works

The C-14 dating method relies on measuring
the amount of C-14 in the fossil

Three Scenarios

1. There is a lot of C-14 remaining in the fossil

2. There is very little C-14 remaining in the
fossil

3. There is no detectable C-14 in the fossil

Most of the info on these pages is from

Excelent Dvds and resources
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What has to be done to keep the line
(level of c-14) level?

Answer: remove an equal amount

Cosmic rays
bombard
upper
atmosphere...

pducing

fast moving
neuirons.

These neutrons
collide with
atmospheric

nitrogen atoms..

producing

radioactive

carbon-14
(c*)

What We Need to Know

What do we need to know to determine
how many half-lives have expired?

1. How fast it decays (measured in half-lives).
This is known (5,730 years).

2. The §tarting amoun} of C-14 in the fossil.
= o

B Acritical Detail

Www.train2equip.com

mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org
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Understanding the Starting Point

lllustration
+ You enter a room and see a burning candle
& The candle is burning at 1 inch per hour
+ How long has the candle been burning?

-

We need to know
the starting
amount of C-14

We need to know
the starting height
of the candle

Understanding the Starting Point

If we find 1,000 C-14 atoms in a fossil, do
we know how much C-14 has decayed?

NO

We need to know the starting amount of C-14.

How is this done?

Determining the Starting Amount

¢ There are two types of carbon used in the dating
process: C-12 and C-14

+ C-12 is a stable isotope (it does not decay)

+ When an organism is alive it has the same ratio
(C-12 to C-14) that is found in the atmosphere
(1-trillion to 1)

£ I'm alive

Same ratio

Most of the info on these pages is take from.
Www.train2equip.com
mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org

How the C-12 / C-14 Ratio Works
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Amount of Amount of Ratio Years |# Half-lives
stable C-12 unstable C-14 Dead
100 Trillion 100 I-Tto | 0 0
100 Trillion 50 2-Tto | 5,730 |
100 Trillion 25 4-Tto1 | 11,460 2
When an organism dies
the ratio begins to change
(the clock starts because =
the C-14 begins to o
decrease in the organism
and the amount of C-12 -

xX X

stays the same).

The ratio difference is used to determine how
much C-14 has decayed.

Almost all the C-14 will decay out in 60 to 250
thusand years, then it is all gone.
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A Critical Assumption

Has the ratio of C-12 to C-14
always been the same (1-trillion to 1)?

This is a key assumption

+ If this assumption is true then carbon-14 dating
is a reliable dating method

+ If this assumption is false then carbon-14
dating is not a reliable dating method

Dr. Willard Libby and Equiilibrium

Richard, Milton, Shattering the AMyths of Darwinism, 1997,

p. 32. (V. F. Libby, Radiocarbon Dating, 1955)
“He found a considerable discrepancy in his
measurements indicating that, apparently,
radiocarbon was being created in the atmosphere
someawhere around 25 percent faster than it was
becoming extinct.
Since this result was inexplicable by any conventional
scientific means, Libby put the discrepancy down to
exxperimeaental error.”

The Facts About Equiilibrium

Richard, Milton, Shattering the Myths of
Darwinism, 1997, p. 32,

“During the 1960s, Libby's experiments were
repeated by chemists... The new
experiments, though, revealed that the
discrepancy observed by Libby was not
merely an experimental error — it did exist.”
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Factors Affecting Carbon-14 Dating

Factors that would cause dates to appear
older than they actually are include:

+ Cosmic ray penetration of the earth’'s
atmosphere

+ The strength of the earth’s magnetic field
+ The CO, levels in the atmosphere

¢ The Genesis Flood

Atmospheric Levels of Carbon

+ The Genesis Flood buried much carbon from
living organisms to form coal and oil

+ This buried carbon (mostly C-12) is about 100
times the total carbon in the present biosphere

| What does this mean? |

¢ The CO, level in the pre-Flood biosphere was
different (a higher ratio of C-12 to C-14)

¢ C-14 dates using the present ratio of C12/C14 will
give incorrect ages — ages that are too old

Is it scientific to think that the early earth
atmosphere could have been different?

Yes, there is scientific evidence of great climate
changes, floods and large global environmental
events. There are great amounts of “flood” legend
lore to add to the scientific evidence.

The Flood and C-14 Dating

James Perloff, Tornado in a Junkyard, 1999,
p. 140,

“Assuming the Flood did occur, little if any
C-14 may have existed before then. This
would give anything older than the Flood
a false appearance of great age.”
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Example of Dating Assumptions

Find a fossil with a measured ratio
of 16 trillion to 1 (C12 to C14)

This means 4 half-lives have expired giving a
date of about 23,000 years

What if the ratio started at:
2 trillion to 1: 3 half-lives instead of 4 — age 17,000

8 trillion to 1: 1 half-life instead of 4 — age 5,000

The Assumption: Equilibrium

Elizabeth K. Ralph and Henry M. Michael, “Twenty-
five Years of Radiocarbon Dating,” American

Scientist, Sep/Oct 1974
“We know that the assumption that the
biospheric inventory of C'# has remained
constant over the past 50,000 years or so

is not true.” l

The assumption carbon-14 dating
is based upon is FALSE

Carbon-14 and Age

+ Anything older than 60,000 years should have
no detectable C-14

+ If we detect C-14, it is good evidence that it is
not millions of years old

Coal should not contain any detectable C-14.
However, coal has been found to contain C-14

Fossil woods estimated to be over 200
million years old still contain C-14

Most of the info on these pages is take from.
Www.train2equip.com
mike@Train2Equip.com  www.icr.org

«— The ratio (C-12 to C-14) has been confirmed
to be much higher in the past

C-14 and Recent Dates

R. E. Taylor, “Major Revisions in the Plaeistocana Age
Assigrnments for Morth American hbuman Skealatons by C-
14 Accelerator Mass Spectrometry”, American Antiquity,
Vol. 50, 1985, pp. 136-140.

Ancient human skeletons, when dated by
the new Accelerator Mass Spectrometer
technique, give surprisingly recent dates. In
one study of eleven sets of ancient human
bones, all were dated at about 5,000
radiocarbon years or less.

Carbon-14 Summary

¢ Carbon-14 can only be used to date organic
material

+ Carbon-14 dating accuracy is dependent upon a
consistent ratio between C-12 and C-14
(equilibrium)

¢ The assumption of equilibrium is FALSE

¢ There are factors that can affect C-14 in the
atmosphere (Genesis Flood)

+ Ancient fossils as well as coal contain C-14
residue

Note: Various sources say there should be no
detectible C-14 after 250,000 years. So it is safe to
say between 60 and 250 thousand years is the age
limit range for C-14 dating.

One More Thing About Age

+About 30,000 years to reach %
equilibrium

+Over 25% out of equilibrium

+Conclusion: The earth is young or
equilibrium fluxuates and using this
dating method is useless.

I’'m Young
after all
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