Creationism Vergs Evolution
An Indebt Study That Equips Believers Against The Deceptions Of Evolution
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Creationism Vemss Evolution

It Is The FaitlOf Scientists In Evolution Vaus The Faith Of Creationists In
Creation.

It Is The Bia®f Scientists In Evolution Vaus The Bias Of Creationists In
Creation.
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church. It is a minor matter? Can we just believe in evolution and continue to embrace the

Bible? What is the fundamental rest of letting go of the testimony found in Genesidf

Genesis is wrong do we have a crisis of faith?

[.) The Basic Issuéis A Question Of Authority!

What Are The Issues For The Church?

The teaching of evolution is contrary to the plairaightforward, natural and apparent meaning of
Genesis. The overwhelming consensus of linguistic scholars, as to the intent of the original Hebrew of
Genesis, is it God created the heavens atite earth in six literal days. What you readlie account

of Genesis chaptarne is understood by the scholars to,Behat you see is what you should
comprehend." In other words, six ordinary days, six 24 hour periods, six mornings and six evenings, is
the intent of the author.

Evolution teaches that the edrtis much older relating to billions of years, not days. If we take the Bible
accurately, we are looking at no more thai8,000 years. The conflict is obviolike Issue therefore
is authority, which teaching is correct; which is going to control ourldi@rew?

Questiors: Is the Bible Inspired or not? Or Is God's Word wrong? Maybe there are mistakes in its
recording? Maybe there are mistakes iniitterpretation?Maybe it is about mistakes in translation?

The Debate:

It's a funny thing, but most of the debate centers on whether orthetBible is accuratéVost of the
energy is spent denying it, reinterpreting it, trying to harmonize it, with the prevailing modern day
scientific view. It is assumed that the Bible g of line.

Conversely, evolution is treated as true, proven, and a known reality. Questioning evolution is heresy to
the scientific community. The world view automatically gives precedence to scesifat can be
trusted.



Two Standards

There are tw standards when it coss to validating the Bible vars the scientific writings of evolution.

The Bible must be one hundred percent accuyated if found to be flawed in any way, it is discounted.
When evolution is evaluated, it only has to be corredame way, even if the majority of its teachings

are questionable at best. Theason these standardsxist falls out in this way: The Bible claims to be

the inspired Word of God, without error, it is codsied supernatural by believerghile its detracbrs

call it the writings of men. Therefore, with this highest standard, if the Bible can be shown, appear to be,
or argued to be false in any way, then the whole of it is lost (authority). On the other hand, the scientific
community tells us that scienceself is evolving constantly. Updates and new discoveries require that
the tenants of evolution be fluid; therefore, the fact that the theory is constantly changing is acceptable.
The problem of thelouble standard is explainablendto many reasonable,ral therefore, itcontinues
unabated.

At the core however, is which sourfer understanding the world and relating to the past, are we going

to trust? The Bible claims to be God breathed and supernaturally accurate in every respect. With this
clam,the€ I NB YIlIye &ddzmadlydAlrdAy3a LINB2Fa (2 a&dzZJli2 NI
that no other book in thénistory of theworld contains: True Prophecy and Miracles. Prophecy is the
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hundred percent accuracyMiracles, signs, and wonders, from the Old Testanagwtinto the New,
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Ac 2:22 "Men of Israel, hear these wlsr Jesus of Nazareth, a Maiested by God to you by
miracles, wonders, and signs which God did through Him in your midst, as you yourselves also

knowg ¢

Pages could beritten answering the questiory / 'y (1 KS . A 6TheSe pagés wiolNdizantai R K €
over severhundredpropheciesand myriads of miracles recorded. These pages would contain the

thousands of archeological finds that substantiate, associate, and provide validatidime plethora of

details found in scriptureéDetailsthat include:peoples, tribes, culture, places, nations, towns, cities,
gNAGAYTas SPSydazr SGOSGSNI @ ¢KS . Ao0fSQa KAAG2NRX
science, have been proven true, accurate, and faithful, again asid.ag

Nelson Gleck, aReformedJewish archeologist has said tliahere has never been a single
archeological find that controverts the BibKEvidence That Demands A Verdict, pg 18)

To truly understand the incredible documentation, historical sosrsech as the over twenfpur

thousand manuscripts available, and the massive supporting archeological evidences that often validate
(KS .A0tS8Qa RSGIAfas 4SS 2yS 2F (GKS Ylye 02214 ¢k
Evidence That Demandsv/érdic).

We Have Three Choices When It Comes To Facing This Issue:
1-Abandon The Belief In Scripture

2-Attempt To Harmonize Scripture With Evolution
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3-Abandon Evolution.

(There May Be A Fourth Choitgnore The Problenmt Think Many Hav®ptioned For This Ong.

First Option: Abandon Scripture

What about the firspption abandon the authority of Scripture2 S OF y 2dza i eNAGS A
Clausesth® ¢ (Kl G ¢ KSY niebfagewdve nagly buygroividit. Mahy liberal

theologians have relished the idea of all of us being able to abandon the authority of what has been
written in the Torah (The First Five books of Moses).

Many liberal theologians have dissected it, calling ibliection of myths ostoriesthat have been
altered through the centuries. They teach that we can learn from these passages, but we cannot trust
the history, science, ®ee them agacts; therefore, place them in the category of Greek Mythology.

What Does Jesus Say?
Jesus said:

John 5:46, 47For if you believed Moses, you would believe Mier he wrote about Me. But if
you do not believe his writinggow will you believeMy words?"

Jesus said:

Matt. 5:17, 18 "Do not think that | came to steoy the Law or the Prophets. | did not come to
destroy but to fulfill. For assuredly, | say to you, till heavediearth pass awayne jot or one
title will by no means pass from the law till all is fulfilled.

Jesus believed Moses, that should lm®d enough for any Christian to agree to stand in; however, with

all of the propaganda and overwhelming sense of public, professional, and scientific opinion, we all may
need mora and of course God has given us much more! It is the purpose of this stheyptprovide

more.

Second Option: Harmonize

What about the secondption harmoniz the scriptures with Evolution®e can harmonize anything if
we are willing to change it. If we can't change the Word of God, is it still possibleatd@rést of
contradictions between evolution and the creation account in Genesis:

Evolution Genesis
The earth is billions of years old The earth is 6,000 years old
Evolution evolved the world as it is today God created is in stays



over vast ages

The sun appears before the earth. Life
Began in the sea (fish before plants and trees)

Man evolved fromdwer forms of pre
Existent life

Man is just an animal, a product of random
Processes

All things came to i from nonliving matter
It was spontaneous generation

Death, violence, suffering, and bloodshed
Have always been for eons

The survival of the fittest is the process
Of evolution

There is no God

Marriage is cultural and unnecessary

The world haslways been as it is now

Third Option: Abandon Evolution

The earth is created before the Sun and Stars
Life began on the earth (Plants & trees before
Fish).
God created man from the dust of the ground
and breathed the breath of life into him

God created man in His own image

God created life and all matter from His
invisible power

God created all things good. When sin entered
then all deathyiolence, suffering, and bloed

Shed began

The curse that is in the earth is the strong
overpowering the weak sin nature.

God is creator, sustainer, and redeemand

Judge
God established marriage with one man and
Andonewoman! RIF'Y 3 9@S® a! Yy
Leave his father and mother and cleave to
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World wide cataclysmic event.
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What about the thirdoption can weabandonevolution? Is there really amyroof that evolution is true?
If God nspired the Bible, then He woukhow what happenedHe was there; however, with

evolutionary scientistso one was!

Evolution is a humaheliefsystemabout the past. If there is nimdisputableevidence for it, why should

we believe it? Here's whgomeevolutionist believe it:

Professor D. M. S. Watsamne the leading biologistsEvolution [is] a theory univerdgl
accepted not because it cdoe proven by logically coherent eeince to be truebut because
the only alternative, special creatioris clearly incredible.("Adaptation,"Nature,124:233,

1929)



Professor Richard Lewontigeneticist and Marxist, "We take the side of science itesy the
patent absurdity oBome of its constructs, in spite of flure to fulfill many of itextravagant
promises of helth and life, in spirit of theolerance of the scientific comnmity for
unsubstantiated justo stories, because we have a prior commitment, a commitrent
materialism. It is not thatite methods and institutions afciencesomehow compel us to aept
a material explanation adhe phenomenal world, but, on the contrary, that we are forced by our
a priori adherenced material causes to create apparatus of investigation aralset of
concepts that producenaterial explantions, no matter how countemtuitive, no matter how
mystifying to the uninitiatedMoreover, that mateialism is an absolute, fave cannot allow a
Divine Foot in the door ("Billions andBillions of Demons,The New York Reviedgn. 9,1997,
p. 31)

These wo samples of quotations revetie truth about the issueGGodcannot be allowed in the door.
Science must maintain a puratyaterialistic explanatiorior all things. Thus, the self confesseslity of
science, according to evolanary thinking, is completelglosed and biased against the Bible.

Why Embrace Evolution?

Why therefore should we embrace @lution? For the most part, it is arGhristiananti-God,and anti-
Bible. Why should werebrace something that evolutionary priests holddesar, the destrudion of
everything we believe® it because evolution is ad® A thousand times no; it iEecause

John 3:19' ... that the light has cominto the worldand men love darkness ratimghan light,
becausetheir deeds were evil."

Paul the Apostle wrote,

Romans 1:122"For since the creationf the world His invisible attributes are clearly seen
being understood by the thinglsat are made, even His eternal power and Godhsathat
theyarewithout excuse, because, althgluthey knew God, they did nglorify Him as God, nor
were thankful, but became fil¢ in theirthoughts, and their foolish hearts were darkened.
Professingo be wise, they became fookd ® @ ¢

Abandon Evaltionary Teaching

Thisstudy is going to present arsing case that the only choieee genuinely have is to abandon
evolution for the following reasons:

1) The Bible is the Inspireohd Inerrant Word of God. Gadvealed to us in Genesis the
begnning and answers for owvorldQ & .LJI & {

2) By harmonizing thecsiptures wth evolution, itis changing whahas been writtenin dtering
the accaunt in an attempt to reconcile withwelutionary teachingwe must compromis¢he
integrity of scripture.



3) There is no scientific proof or evidence that supports evoluiEyond any shadow of doubt
In fact, science is producing more and more evidence in favor of special creation. The facts point
far more readilyto creation not to evolution.

II) A Crisis Of FaithAre You Being Brainwashed?

This is a message concerning outhfén the Biblical account d@Ereation. Many have abandedthe

Genesis account in favor of evolution. Many evangelicals are defensive concerning their faith in the
Bible.If evolutionistruefi KSy G KS . Ao0f SQa FT2dzyRIFGA2Yy aulitheFl f &8
testimony found in scripture, not jush Genesis. If that is the cagben wewould have acrisis of faith

The crisis begins in Genesis as dacindational truth is discounted or denied because the creation
account is wrong. It is what we are seeing in our modern sqdistydenial of Biblical authority over
marriage, sexual relathships, what is right or wrorend what truth is.

[ON

From this stidy, it will present thaCreationsm (the belief that God created all things as written in the
Bible) issupported by scientific investigation, rational thougahd common sense. It will establish that
the authority that the Bible claims and the truthuiod it, can be trusted and believed.

Are You Being Brainwashed?

Today, after theEvolution Revolutiohasshakenthe foundations o6 RdzOl G A2y | YR / KNA adA
religious faih, we have a resurgence of belief in the creation acttou

Crises Of Faith:

We should bevery thankful that men and women in the science community faae out of thecloset,
have stood up to the establishment at the cost of their jados] careers, and professionalspect, to
again proclaim not only the errsrfound in the theory oévolution, but also the strongircumstantial
evidence in favor of special creation.

Humanity dten does not want to b&ound foolishbut intellectual, prudent, sophisticatednd wise. We
don't like feeling that wéhavebeen tol a false story, beliewkit, and became foolish in trying to defend
it. Manyleaving home and going to the university have hadrtfeth pulled out from underneatthem.

It isbecause they were told to believe the Bibl&hout substantiating facts ofsupport. When
confronted with thedoutstanding evidenceéf evolution presentedby the professors, along witheir
convincing arguments and interpretations, many have aadsisof faith.

A New World View

Christianity in response to the propaganafeevolution, the so called facts, the overwhelming
assumptions that have pervaded the professional community, and not wanting to be found out of

step with reality, the times, and sciendes turned against its own foundatia scripture By

attempting syncretism, the mixing of the scriptures with evolution, we must rationalize, generalize, and
re-interpret, to re-evaluate the truth ofi K S onfessdgé NManghristian scholarand many church
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leaders havgettisoned their own belief in the creati@zcount.Now, it isconsidered a mythical story, a
parable of sorts, and a collection of menjsinions of that day. No ond,is now taught, should actually
take the creation account litergi] historically, actually, butnderstand the beautiful poetipurpose of
the message.

Many have abandone@enesiss a foundatiorfor faith. Genesis chapters | and 2 are stories, not
history; and so this uderstandingoegins to take away the authority of the Bible in our liielsegins to
discredit the Bible'sneaning, its significancand its messagdor our day.Thereforewe (many in the
church)need a new paradignwe need a new vantage poinie needa new world viewonethat is
accurate, up to datescientific, and worthy of our respect and loyalty. We can no longer hold onto
the fables of long ago, we need to grow up and find our world view from the halls of science, and
scientists.

New Priests:

Those who should hold our respant our allegiace are not the prophets of old, not Moses the

man of God, or th@postles orchurch leaders, teachers, pastors,emen seminary professorarfless
they embrace the new doctrines tiieocratic evolutionary beliejsOur new teachers and leaders are
our new priests Theyare secular scientis{svho influenced the churchjvho hold toso called
objectiveness, truth, facts, angroper interpretations of reality. Our new priests aetuallythose who
hold to evolution, to humanisnmgndevento atheism.Theyarethose who hold no allegiance to faith, to
the Bibleor to God at all. Their authority (god)r&sason,interpreting all things by materialism, and the
religious belief system of evolution.

New Rule Of Faith

Christians have decided that theresisll much to learn from the Bibldyut since it is found to be
wrongabout the origins of all thingsye must pick and choose what is of Gadll what is of man.
Since the Bible is flawed and not necessarily worthy of our twestnust begin to put thpieces

in perspectivenew ideas, new ways of handling the scriptytiedight of the facts of scienc&he Bible
and our understandingre progressing!

If creatiorQa | OO 2 dzy § is found Ixckiry, Shérbtiatniust be only the beginninghef

realization, that theBible is a guide for faith but not necessarily the rule of féithhority in the
scriptures is underminednd the integrity of its witness is questioned at bade now have license to
looksomewhere elstor a new rule of faithWWe have actuallycome back to what is best in our own eyes
(The Time before the Law)

A Windfall

We needto realize that theEvolution Revolutioaf today, isthat which was spoken of by Petarhen
he said in the last days many will follow after doctrirdglevils, so that even the faithful will be led
astray.

1Ti 4:1 Now the Spirit expressly says that in latter times some will depart from the faith, giving
heed to deceiving spirits artbctrinesof demons
8




TheEvolution Revolutiohas put doubt, a stumbling block, crises of identtyda windfall of authority,
in the hearts and minds of millions of peofdleeEvolution Revolutiohas been @old mine in the
satanic effort to separate people from faith in the authority of scrigtandtheir God. If creation's
account is wrong, then we have not oftilgen misled and lied to, wieave noreal basis of faith in the
Bible. If creation's account is wrongatithe witness contained theris false, then we have nothing to
base our authdty in. We have a windfafor authority in oudives.For some have erroneous assumed
that we can simply ignore the first few chapters of Genesis, make some minor adjustémentsyry on
...Not .

We Have A Crisis If Genesis Is Wrong!

We don't have a small matter her@/e have a crises of our faith Genesis is wrondf Moses is wrong,
then not only are we lost without an anchave follow a God who is playingth us, lying to usand
misleading us, because the witness of scripture is assefthewitness ofreation’'s account is plain
and authoritative It just doesn'tbegin with,"Once upon a time thebeginning.." It says

Genesi®:4"This is the historpf the heavens andhe earth wherthey were created, in the day
that the Lord God made the earth and the heaveris

The author of Genesis is sayithis is the way it happenedlVe must understand something eldgot
only does Genesitell us that God created tHeeavensand earth in six days, but it is also confirmed in
Exodus, Leviticus,usbers, andDeuteronomy all of the prophets, Psalmstdverbs, Jobon up until
Jesus. Jesucknowledges that God created the heavens and the earth andaaligtin it. Jesus quotes
from Moses' work to validatélis own teaching

Mark 10:69, 6 "But from the beginning of the creatoh D2 R WYl RS (KSY YIS |
T WC2NJ 6GKAA NBFrazy | Yry akKlftft tSIFI@S KAa Tl K.
y WIYyR GKS (0SS aKIl§EKOTSORXSGIKSY (GKS@ |INB y2 f2
9 "Therefore what God has joined together, let not man separate."

Some would sayy 2ell, God did create them but not in six literal days, those dayevaetually

millions of yearsA daywith God is as a thousand yeaasd a thousand years as a dayhis may sound
like a good way to reconcile God creating with evoluttaut when we look at the details of scripture,
we run into brick walls with that understanding.

The Ten @mmandments and théaw are baed on God creating all thingssix days and resting on the
seventh-and therefore the Sabbath day (As thewen day week) wasstablished foman to rest as
God rested from I8 works (Exodus 20: 10)11Ve must come tthe scriptures with itegrity and

realize thatCreation is théasis of what is believed amthderstoodn them. It is verified by Christ
himselfand witnessed to over and over agaile canread passage after passage that acknowledges
God as the crear, affirming Moses' Creain account.

Understand this, thatvhen Moses wrot¢Genesisbhis accountit was considered out of touahith
those of his dayCreation was not seen as by one God, but mammost all other creatiomocounts
mixed mythical creatures and godsthin their story.

9



We Would Need To Edit TH&hole OfScripture

To believe that Genesis is wrong, that it is not meant to be realagatu trustworthy, is to findneself
needing to edit the whole of scripture. It is ligallingthe foundation out from undethe Bibl®@ & ¢ 2 NX R
view; pull out the framework and the whole becomes warped and unsté#tdesation's account is

wrong, then is it much like being told th&anta Claus is re@s portrayed in Christmas stories)

After growing up realizing thatwe were told a lie, a harmlessndgood natred lie, we realizé that
someone plled the wool ovepur eyes] may be the only one who fdbetrayed, bewildered, and
confused(l doubt it) but when | learned for the firdime that Santa Claus was ntoite, it did

something to meEspeciallysince it was my own parents telling me that Santa was teplaced in me
abetrayedsense of skepticism. Well then, wihelse is untrue? What other stories are you telling me?
Why should believe you now if you fettompelled to make me believe a lie? Creation is wrong? Santa
Claus is wrong? WeWhat else is wrag in the Bible that | havengrown up enough to figure out?

| don't believe for a secw that God was just giving ssmethirg to play with until weas the human
race would come to know evolutionary processes. | find it very interesting that those who have
embrace evolution in thehurchgenerally ardiberal in almost eveything else about the Bibl&here
tends to be arattitude thatothers need to grow up in their understandingsafripture. It follows that
those who hold onto the Santalaus myth of creation are really immature in their worldaie

Those who embracevolutionalso tend to find their authority for faitimixedwith whatever is ew in
science; whatever is nein reason and experienc&hey tend to be strugglinwith anchoring their faith
in scriptureperiod. Those who daanchor their faith in scripturas | do, areseen really in need of
counselingtutoring, and help. There is a general disrespect for such faith in the Bible. Not only is
creation out of date, but s the Law of Moses, the authority of the Patriarchs, the prophecy
concerning the end times, tHeadership/headship of men in the church andnarriage. Jst about
everything to do wittmaleness is being fexaminedby the feminists. We are emglhtened now. We
have grown upwe no longer have the wool over our eyes. We are liberated and stiogatted.
Authority is whatwe make it be.

The Domino Effect Is Real:

We needto realize that if we do embrace tHevolution Revolutioand jettison our faith in theomplete
ingpiration of the Holy Scripturesur faith has no leg to stand on. It is oalynatter oftime, before
every other tenat of our faith will fall tog or be distorted, rearranged¢hanged, and certainly
challenged. It is very much like dominoes.

Creation's fall, was foundation stone upon which all of scripture has witnessed not just Genesfall
will createsuch aripple in our faith that we no longer will be able to staheé onslaught of human
reason,and human experience. That is why such thingsxasemefeminism, homaexuality, Sophia
Worship, andhe denial of Christ's divinity and only way to God, have nwad $rides. Evolutionary
thinking hasnfluenced significant issues and politics; it kasboldenedthe abortion debate, it was a
foundational understanding of the superior race of the rise taidof Nazism, and of course atheistic
CommunismWithout the foundation of Genesis and creation, we are adrift.-Bbe differences
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between maleand female are challenged successfully to the point that allowimignen in combat is
reasonableand even proper to many. Moral questions are treated relatively becthesauthority to
make a stand about what is right or wrong is gone. The Bible's authogitieioned because the
Bible's basis about therigins of all things is wronif¥e have got to understand that Creation's Account
in Genesis, it is wrong, is not some min@djustment is it a devastating bloW.it is wrong, then

where arethe foundations for our faith®e have none. It is only a matter of time before alita$

treated as common among mamgachings. And so it is...

Creaton Account Is Not Wrong

Having said that, tn it becomes vital and imperative our faith to understand that the Bible's
testimony about creatioms not wrong!Not just because it means the walls will come tumbling
down, but because in truth, in Bntific reality,there is no reason not to believelit. studying the
reality of what evolution teachesevsus the reality of the facts; one can come to a reasonable
conclusion that there is no basis forHvolution ionly a faith; evolution isnot basedon

facts at all but orthe faith statements of scientific priestSvolution is true because it is
assumed to belt is true because by the will of evolutionary priests it is declared to be.

/| 2y GNI NBE G2 GdKS (Sl OK ogexanin®n objecave way dpprygachihe RGsOE | NI { A
sdence and see that indeed mudifi it circumstantially points to special creation. In other words, one

doesn't have to believthat the Genesis account is accurate just to save one's faitle. doesn't haw to

believe itis true just to be found faithful to God; but one can also labkhe realities of scientific

investigation and with their reason come to the conclusion that God indeed aedit¢hings ashe

Bible testifies. Belief in creation is suptex by rational thoughtscientific investigation, andommon

sense.

Common Sense Evidences Point To Special Creation:

1) Inthe evidence found in the fossil recoreiverywhereupon the earth, all life formsuddenly appear
in their most complex formsften alongside the simplest formSuddenly lifeappears in the fossil
record in the same forms that exist today. Evoluists will be the first to tell you that the fossil record
isnot in their favor. Harvard paleontologist Stephen Jay Gould:

"The extreme rarity of transitional forms in the fossil record persists as the trade secret of
paleontology. The evolutionary trees that adorn our teotks have data only at the tipof

their branches; the rest is inferenceot the evidence dbssils..in any local areaa species

does not arise gradually by the steady transformation of its ancestors; it appears all at once and
U ¥dzZ £ &k T2 NasERaticiPacEBdral HisiniyA86, NO.5 (May 1977:)14.

2) Insuperable barriersBarriers tlat cannot be passed without intervention
-Amino acids to proteindJitraviolet light destroys their rat of formation to the point of
nonexistence. This means left to natural forces it is imfppbesgor amino acids to form otteir
own. They are the dsis for life on earth.
-The probaliity of chance is astronomicakmino acids if they could form inltwaviolet light,
would take 50 to form one simple protein in proper sequenthis is a number of one times 10
to the 65" power. Scientists say that any probability of over a factor of one times 10 to the 50
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power will never happen. Think of taking the letters of the alphabet and throwing them down
on the ground. How long would it take to make all of the 26 lettersumsequentially? Now,

try doing this knowing that every time we cast them down many of them will cease to exist
because ultraviolet light destroys them.

3) Interdependence DNA and RNA require Enzymes to exist. Enzymes require DNA aiodeiRilsiA

Which came first the chicken or the egg? This problerepgated over and over in owvorld. The sail
needs plant life to feed animals; the plants nebd remains of animals to fegalants. In other words,
sequential life, life occurring in stages is impbles Life itself is dependentpon other life to be here.

4) Second Law of Thermodynamiéshich is affirmed by all sciéists), stateghat all things left to
themselves always tend to go frororaplex to the simple, from therganized to the unorganize
Evolution states that madtr is in a constant process iofiprovement and expansion. The First Law of
Thermodynamics states that energy is neitir@areased nor decreased; it may change from gas to
liquid, from liquidto solid, but nothing is lostr ganed. We are in a static system, or closed system of
matter in our universeThis law aliens far better with creatio@reation tooksix daysand God restd on
the seventh. Creation isot continuing but is winding down.

5) The complexity and order of i From the blueprinbf DNA to the solar system amhiverse beyond
our measurement there is beautiful balance and design.
-Our earth is so designed that if it were to increase or decreageefd®ntin itssize life would
no longer exist.
- The thimest layer of ozone protects life's existence from eight killer rays of the sun. If it
were gone so would we be.
-In considerationof the rest of the universe, that fact that there is an ocean in our world is an
exotic rarity. Most things exist either as a gas or as a solid.
-Like clockwork our solar systems functao the day, hour and minut®ur earth travels
around the sun, 365 day5 hours, 48 minutes, and 48 secoralsl has varied only in the
slightest degree.

¢tKSaS ! NB hyte ! CS¢ hFT ¢KS /NBFIGA2Yy LaadzsSa
Declarations Of Truth In Science!

Think About Tlese Things
-Where did the invisible aspects of life come from? Mait physical, but the hearthe
emotions, even the spirit of man is not made up of things that are seen.
-We are being asked to believe that nothimgde something; that somethingpn-living, made
something living. Christianity belies that the living came fromliving beingthat is God.
-Where did thought come from and ideas?
-It is amazing to think that something that didn't exist, made something that does; furthermore,
that something without a brain, like amb acids, protein, and even @amoeba, made complex
life, while human life with a bain cannot produce life in arfgshion (in other words we cannot
produce what produced us).
-Concepts are eternal: honesty, truth, kindness, goodness, patience, mese kowes,
peace, joy, happinesthings like these when did theywer begin? They existed before we did.
The eternal attributes of life: concepts, ideas, existeitself, all point to an eternakreator.
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Conclusion:

The Book oRomans tells us that All of creation exhibits the invisible attributes of a HolyRaod
1:20) Creation is not a mytto the Christian, it is a faith statement supportby reason, reality, and
commonsense. The evidence for special creation is really overwhe]mingecause of the bias, the
propaganda, and the faith assumptions of hurstia, antiChristian, and godless men and women
the scientific community, we never hear of it. They have chagkat we are to hear, to seand to
believe, and as the priests of the 20th century, we are trust, listen, and follow.

If youare a Chrisan,we needto realize that there is no reason wiwe must abandoned thwitness
found in Genesis to RevelatiarBod indeed createthe heavens and the earth &oses the man of
God was inspired to writdMlost importantly, realizehat it is afoundational tenant that influences the
whole of scripture and its authoritit.is no simplaninor matter. It is foundational to anchoring our faith
in the Bible and God's Word

Special NoteThousands a$cientists with a master's or doctor'egree insome field of naturascience
are now voting members of th€reation Research Society
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[I) Do You Know How Little Creation is Taught?
Creation Andt KS . A0f S LAfiotherkiGth? K dzNO K X

Recently, | heard that only twenty percent of the pulpits in America, of those who do believe in creation,
ever share about it. Some fifty to sevetftye percent of the ministers across our country believe in

some part of evolution and that God used it in a progressive way. Many have embraced millions of
years in historynot thousands of years.

| saw also a posting on a news feed frBactebookhat one of our former Sunday school students, a

youth member for yeas, a very bright young man, has said tRithard Dawkinkas influenced his

thinking more than any man. With this postingas a video of this famous biochemical evolutionist

teaching omguantum physics| watched the video and listened to this man pantte about science

and its factsas if every portion of discovery breathed evolution. This is a young man that hamaegn
creaton5 + 5 Q&> fAauSy G2 Yeé LINBaSyualdAazya Foz2dzi ONBI G
arguments. Needless to say, | wadhhim and encouraged him to keep as a resource a creationist

website as he entered into the college world of science. | am obviously disturbed for this young man

FYR RA&AFLILRAYIGSR® L K2LIS (KFIIG GKA& LRadGAy3a AayQi

What Islt About Evolution That Has Such A Stranglehold On The World?
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Why should | worry or care about its teachinigss only a side issue as some have said. What does it
really matter what you believe about creation or evolution; what mattersisthe sélwati 2 ¥ a2 dzf a = A
that right?

Warning:52y Qi .S 5SOSAOGSR ¢KAa 5So0ldGS La h@SNI ¢ NI

If you have swallowed evolution it is affecting your faith. You cannot take into your heaunntisily
belief systemand not be harmed.

Evolutionis a belief system and a faith as much as any religion. It teaches its own truth with one certain
demonic agenda that is to discount, dissuade, and destroy our, fruite biblical account. It is a world

GASs GKIFIG Aa O2y NI NEB (2 (GKS . A0fSQa 62NIR OASgo
such things:

1Ti 4:1 Now the Spirit expressly says tihdatter times some will depart from the faith, giving
heed to deceiving spirits and doctrines of demons,

LG tNBaSyida a! y2a8KSNI ¢ NHzi K ¢

It is directly challenging all of us to embrace a truth other than what is revealed in scripture. It brings
into question and then outright denies what the Bible teachesudlthe beginningsand what governs
our world. It thoroughly undermine K S T 2 dzy’ R I @vbré tg us2Many [CBriktienS simply do
not know what to believe or trust ifbecause supposedly evolution has proved the Bible is wrong.

Ps 11:3 Ithe foundations are destroyedWhat can therighteous do?
There Is No True Reconciliation

At the core of this confrontation is the pure foolishness, by many Christians, in tryiagdocile the

tenants of evolution with scripture Many make a false connectipby compromising the integrity of

the Word of Godlto line up with the word of evolutionary priests. The church has already fallen into a

deep hole by constantly rimterpreting scriptureby experiencesMany truths of scripture are lost

because of lettig go of the thingswe doknow SO dzaS 2F GKS GKAy3a ¢S R2yQ
Christian theologies today are simply constructs of human effortet¢oncile the Word of God with

realityd ¢ KS YS&aal3aS Aaz d¢KButreafthyNE 22X B IBA N 33 1SE & S¢S ¢ INR
the Bible alien with evolution is taking us beyond what is writeard way down a slippery slope of

doubt and confusion.

Evolution is a man embraced, and demon inspired teaching, that contradicts the Bible in so many
fundamental waysthat in truth, one must decide between thenwhich to believe It is only by keeping
the issue vague and without details, or by ignoring and redefining Biblical meaning, that there is any
sense of agreement.
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The Bible teaches that Gadeated the heavens and the earth in six literal days. It confirms this again
and again throughout the many books of scripture (Ex. 34:21; Lev. 12:5; Lev. 23:3 are examples).
Ultimately, we must see that Jesus testified to it as well:

Mark 10: 64 . daim tie Ndginning of the creatioD2 R WYl RS G KSY YIS | yR
T WC2NJ GKAa NBFazy | Yly akKrff SIS KAia Fl (K.
y WFYyR GKS (G¢2 akKlhtf 0S02YS 2yS FfSaKQT a2z (K!:

And,
John % n Eor ifiyou believed Moses, you would believe Me; for he wrote about Me.

WS&adza NBFSNE G2 !'RIFIY YR 90S YR jdz2dSR FNRY DSyS
f SIF®S KAa FFAOGKSNI YR Y 2IitkeSsSNdpdl of PohrdeSlatigtells ys S if wie2 KA &
do not believe Mosesg S ¢ 2 v Qi oMbses Wr@eSthe [first fiviel books of the Biblacluding

Genesis.

Two Opposing Views (Bias) Of History And Reality

[ SGQa 0S8 K2y Said ItyoRpphshd viewsdf e past Weé had®o opdogh§ views

of what is happening today in our world. Evolutionary priests have argredltried to frame the

debate as science versus religiorhis fooled many for a timéut that too has been exposed. What we

have is the intrpretations of evolutionists examining scieneersus the interpretations of creationists

examining science. It is simptiie biased views of the priests of evolution contending with the biased

GASsa 2F GKS LINASala 2Fi{P2RQAGERAIRGbRAZ2YS KEA dzay 6 ¢
f221Ay3 T2N 42YS dzyoAl &SR GNHzZiK 6KAOK R2SayQi SEA
to the table with a set of preconceived idaaa bias (what they want to believe). The objective then is

todetertY AYSSY GagKAOK Aa (GKS o0Sad oAaAla G2 o0S o0AlF&aSR gA

Since the world is fallen from gran®ost are carnally minded, sense degpkent, and living in sin nature.
This means thathe things of the Spirit are not readily receivéitat all. The Word of God ipisitual and
is not readily received by pride filled and arrogant men.

| Cor. 2: 18But the natural mandoes not receive the things dhe Spirit of God, for they are
foolishness to him nor can heknow them, because they are spiritually discerned.

Richard Dawkingrote,d ¢ KI & ' y@2y S ¢K2 R@norard atupid 6f haddiibbesy A a SA
that sound unbiased? Rathét soundsintolerant and restrictiveof free thought! S A ay Qi, adz3aSa.
he is demanding agreemenWhen the arguments areemak people tend to attack peoplévhen the

facts are not forth coming, the propaganda is.

Recently, | heard the report from a renowned university professor of biptbgy anyone wishing to
come to his university with any other foundation than evolutioeed not apply. It is assumed that no
true scientist can ever allow or account for the world with any explanation other than natural causes.
This understanding is calléd¢ K8zt SY ¢
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dScience fundamentally is a game. It is a game with one overridindedimihg rule Rule No.

1: Let us see how far and to what extent we can explain the behavior of the physical and
material universe in terms of purely physical and material causes, without invoking the
supernaturalln other words, science must invokdyonature causes, and explain by reference
only to natural lawe (Richard Dickerson a prominent biochemist)

As Michael Behe author 6fF NJ A V Q dwrotd, O . 2 E

GThisruleisnotscientifiE A G ¢l Ay Qi RAAO02OSNBR Ay | 102N
NEFOGAZ2YA AY F (Satitidaphidsoph i Aay Qi GS8adl

(@]
0p)

Evolution Is Bankrupt

| am amazed and disturbed how easily it appears to be that we can turn away frasarthtire to

embrace evolutionary teachingespecially todaywith so much creation science teaching. Evolution is

bankrupt in being able to explain the yical realities of this worldhe beginnings, how things wordr

how things evolved; yet, itisded NBR a GKS (NHziK yR y284 (2 06S | dz
to reveal how matter came to be, it has no clue how life began. To thiglt=e is not one paper, one

article, and not one book writterthat details how life step by step evolvad any reputable scientific

journal. There is no evidence anywhere that substantiates evolution where we can see it; but we are

G2t R FTRFYlFyidfte GKIG AG. 200d2NNBER 6KSNB 6S OFyQi af

GLFT I G(KS2NEB OflAYa G2 06S | ofotYenéritee8ebadf 1 Ay &2 Y.
attempt at an explanationthen it should be banisheti¢a A OKI Sf . SKSSZ 5 NBAY Q3
186)

G¢KS FFOG AaY ¢KSNB KIa ySOSNI 6SSy | YSSUAay3as
evolutionof complex biochemicdl & & (i 8WB % & NI BlackBax PP. 179)

G2 KIFaG 6S KI@S AXKBAt thakiis dsgkas agvandde wave over mysteries, a

miracle otherwise being discounted for the lack of any explanatidd o6 a A OKI Sf . SKSZ

Evolution is a theory that has becomesystem of beliefheld by faith in something they cannot see

0Fra Ay |00Gdzatf LINRB2FO0OO ¢ KAA R2§ayw@herertiSel Igok ihdgySe R2y
see evolution because they insist upon it. There is a Roman Catholic saying thay agipkds here.
Thisa @ Ay3 Aad a2YSOKAYy3a tA1ST aC2NJ GKS FIAOGKTFAzZ = GK
dzy 0 St ASOSNE (GKS &a1SLIWAOT y2 FY2dzyld 2F SOARSYyOS 6+
SOARSYOS 02y i NIigdswill GhangeéStieR (prasis) raind CDdgma, $dunding the pulpit

harder, having the power and position and influencing the most people, may indicate great success at

the propaganda watbut in no way does it mean they are rigkurthermore, if evolutionis true, then

why is there such an extreme effort to eliminate creationisd?Ndzi K Ol y &aidlFyR 2y AGa
interpretations may indeed persuade the masses because it is the only store in town (in most

universities)o dzi A G R2Say Qi ¢l aK gAGK NBFIfAGE D

The Faith Of Evolution
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In the video (mentioned earlier) | heaRichard Dawkindescribing quantum physics. He made a simple

yet profound statement that was understandably humorous. He said,¥ | y@2y S &dnd A Ya (2
j dzt yidzy LIK&@aAoOa (KS& aAYLX & TReZpyitiie wdsyfmaknyli thdt iyisR |j dzl y
beyond our understanding at this time. The processes are random beyond measure or comprehension;
yet, by faith (no evidence) all of it validates ezl A 2y ® | S R2Say Qi dzy,RENEGIF YR
0SSOI dzaS S@2ftdziAzy Aa (i NXgBabtunSpihSigs)t dtilFspealS toRWIIONT dzy RS |
28 R2Yy Q0 dzyRSNAGlI YR K2g D2R ONBFGSR FYR YIRS GKS
know God is the creator, quantum physics as it is understood tadayspealof creation!'Why is one

considered science and the other religion?

The reason is biaRichard Dawkin & | aSf ¥ LINRPOf I AYSR | iKSA&AG 6K2 R
physicsbutl OO2NRAYy 3 (2 KAYZ Al Fff NBGSIta S@2tdziazyo
LINEGS AGD IS OBPQI KENRGOt ERBEdzAKEY AT &2dz R2Yy Qi ¢
or insane. As long as he is the only one speakingaytseem true until another comes along to

question him (Prov. 18:17).

I NBF A2y { SyaSX[ S idgaocnt{SKpidNEhd IpsarETinga Phats
(Common Sense Interpretations) Validate Creation And Contradict Evolution.

1) Where Did The Non Mateal World Come From?

First when it comes to life, most of what we experience is beyond the physical. What we think, know,

reason, understand, feel, contemplate, imagine, and relate to in conversation, books, ideas, concepts,

etc., are not physical. Most of life is non material. [dtion has no step by step provable explanation for

the physical world and how it came to duchless\ & S @2t dziA2y Qa oAt AGe G2 S
world we all know and experience.

For example, information can be represented by physical thimgisis not dependent upon them. If you
write your name in the sand and the waters comashing thewriting away, the information is not lost,
it is in your thoughts and memories.

Information is gigantic and everywhere present in our universe. Wheri dame from? How does it
exist? Evolution can only try to work with whatlsit has no resource to explain how things came to be.
Information exists and has characteristics that only come from intelligence and only intelligence can
make use of it. Intaljence is also a hon material entity.

What we know of life, experience, and observe is that this world is abundantly complicated beyond
measure even at the smallest levels and the simplest cells. The world cries out and declares design and
creation froman infinitely intelligent being. It is pointing to the designer and creator. We have to be
willfully ignorant, stupid, and insangot to see it.

Evolution has no explanation for the origin of intelligence, information, and the non physical wdrid

fad, it cannot address jibut only to recognize that these things exist. It can only tell stories and make
conjectures on how life evolved; which is not scientific at all, even if they present it as such.
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Ps 19:The heavens declare the glory of Gaahdthe firmament shows His handiwork.

Ro 1:20For since the creation of the world His invisible attributes are clearly seen, being
understood by the things that are madeven His eternal power and Godhead, thatthey
are without excuse,

(See BookletArguments About Informatiom
HO ¢KS . A0fSQa ¢AYSEAYS LA /2YyGNIRAOGA 9@2tdziAzy

The Bible testifies that the world is only around six thousand years old. The genealogies of scripture
confirm this as it ties Adam and Eve to Abraham and King David.tTesnthem all to Christ Jesus. This
is an obstacle that creates in its testimony, in its written documentation (describing the people by
name), that cannot be expanded into millions of yeafsu have got to choose to believe scripture or
deny it to embrace evolution

(See BookletGenealogie¥

3) Death, Decay And Devouring Started When?

When it comes to salvation as being the important matter, consider that Genesis is the origin of what

we know of sin, the fall, and the curse. Remember at first kamtimade all things good (Gen. 1:31).

We learn from Genesis what happened and why we were born into the wotlinowing God. We

learn that the curse came after sin and what the result of it was. If evolution is true and millions of years
existed before lhe fall where decay, death, struggle, devouring and being devoured, is what processed
fATSQa RS@2f @SYSyiGs GKSy 6KIFG INB ¢S o0SAy3 al gSR

Evolution means sickness, death, disease; struggle, pain, sorrow, decay, devouring and being devoured,
are gaod thingsworking to evolve life. If God is the God of evolution then what are we being saved
from?We must choose which view of history is true for they both cannot be

(See Slideshow on our webslterdsbcc.orgThe Problem with Evolution; Threlenpenetrable Barriery

4) The Law Of Genesis: Everything Reproduces After Its Kinds Is Contradicts Evolution

Evolution tells us that by chance and on its own all things came to exist. From the simplest forms to the
most complex life has evolved over lioihs of years; this directly contradicts what we see in the earth

and what the law of Genesis states. Again and again the Genesis account says that everything
reproduces after its own kind.

Certainly this allows for varieties within the kinds, as in the development of certain species, due to the
gene pool being isolated; however, there has never been seen one kind turning into another. In fact, the
fossil record actually validates this overdeover as the animals of today are the same as their ancestors
found fossilized. The fossilized insects such as ants, centipedes, termites, dragonflies, are the same as
their living counterparts today. The fossilized animals such as bats, rodents, doggs, letc., are the

same as their living counterparts today.
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What we see in the fossil record is mass extinction and rapid burial in humongous graveyards all over
the world. What would have caused this massive burial of plants, animals, insects, damosdwnly in
RSASNIiaz NRO|l KAffaz |yR f2¢gflyRaAaY odzi | faz2 2y
flood)?

(See Slideshow on websiterdsbcc.orgGeology and Dating Problems

[N
N)Y

5) Irreducible Complexity Stops Evolution Completely

This is a major obstacle beyond explanation from an evolutionary mindset. Life has many intricate living
systems that require dependence for existence. As an example, plants need the insects for pollinating;
animals need the plants for food and oxygen &nel plants need the animals and insects for

fertilization and carbon monoxide. This phenomenon occurs over and over and if evolution were true,

then these mutually dependent life systems would have never developed. The answer from

evolutionary priests i KI i aAyOS S@2fdziAz2zy A& (GNHzS GKSNB Ydzai
yet.

When it comes tarreducible complexitywe have another barrier to evolution and step by step

development. Life even at its smallest realmgdsy complex. The singlcell life forms have factories,
transportation, communications, evaluations, delivery, consumption, reproduction, distribution, and

disposal systems and more that are beyond the efficiency of modern cities. The information and

intelligence that functiongn these mini worlds is without a centralized braithis is just incredible. All

of these things occur without apparent direction or reasoning. If any part of this inner world of the

AAYLIE Sad ftAFTS T2NY A& YAAaAYyHUARAR2SHYRIRXdd OIS R Y
hang around for millions of years for some mysterious new evolutionary advance to suddenly come to

life and provide the missing pieces needed for life to be produced or progress.

(See Booklets N Ay Q&) . £+ 01 . 2E

G)Humt y C220 tNAYGA 2A0K 5Ay2aldz;NBE C220 tNAYy(GaK ¢KDA
T

he Biloxi River in Glen Rose Texas iatdebground for Evolution veus Creation because human

footprints have been found mixed with dinosaurgenuine footprintsexamined in the laboratory to

validate their authenticity. If it can be proved that humans existed with dinosaurs the evolutionary

theory completely breaks down.

Dinosaurs stepped on two of four human foot prints so the human prints were actuallynflvstrig

produced! According to evolution the dinosaurs existed 240 million to 90 million years ago; while the

earliest humans were only 2.4 million years ago. There is an enormous gap in time and an enormous
assumption that would come crumbling down. Netlpare there foot prints of humans mixed with

dinosaurs, we haveave drawingsd & S NXf & KdzYlya ¥F2dzyR Ay CNIyOS (KI
0§KSY 0S5O0l dza SexistsabareRheyRiva@iiy? Tere are also carvings of dinosaurs on rocks
andcliffs in the western parts of the USA to name another situation. We have early literature that is

filled with dragon storiesand many of them have descriptions of known dinosaurs. There are many

African legends of large reptiles being described thatlivethe dense jungles. Then we have the Bible

where in thebook of Joldlinosaurs are describe in one case as behemoth!

Job 40:15 ook now at the behemothwhich | made along with youHe eats grass like an ox.
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16 See now, his strength is in his hipad his power is in his stomach muscles.

17He moves his tail like a cedafrhe sinews of his thighs are tightly knit.

18 His bones are like beams of bronze, His ribs like bars of iron.
(See The Creation Evidence Museum webpage: Creationevidendeyry| G2 a! t @A a 5SSt 1 /
C220GLINAY (€0

7) The Sedimentary Layers Expand All Over The Globe! This Points To A Worldwide Flood Not Long
Ages

The Cretaceous lime stone adjacent to the Austin Chalk Cretaceous lime stone, is sedimentary rock

which meanstiis created by water. In times past, it was viewed to have taken a long slow process but

now they admit it was verguickly laid down because of the polstrata fossils that exist in it (These

are fossils that are found in multiple layers of strata). Bh82 f 2 IA O f f I @ SNJ 32S8a | f ¢
Canada to South America, throughout the western American continent to the Far East, including

Australia. It runs over to the Cliffs of Dover in England, to all of Europe, down into Israel, further down

intotol £ £ {2dziK ! FNRAOFXGKA& fFr&@8SNJgla fIAR R2gy o0& ¢
flood!

Saturated throughout the geologic column have been found man made artifacts of all kinds. How in the

world did such items, made by man, get into rockttts supposedly tens of millions of years older than

YIy S$@Sy SEA&EGSRK ¢KS SOARSYyOS F2NJ b2l KQa Ff22R A
or insanenot to see it.

(See BooKThe Genesis Flogdy Whitcome/Morris)

8) Geologic ColumPoints To A Worldwide Flood Not Long Ages

What does the geologic column really reveal? Tdssil graveyardgontaining millions of species found
all over the earth laid down by water (and especially $ba borne fossil graveyardsund on top of

the mountains), all point to the flood. The origin adal (plant life) and oil (animal lifepoint to rapid
catastrophic events of the past such as a flood that buried and crushed these things, producing this
worldwide energy resource. What could possibly exptheir existencePolystrata fossilscream rapid
deposit of the geologic column pointing to flood geology not millions of yeéamnan artifacts, foot
prints, and dinosaur printdogether scream recent geology not millions of years.

G0 D NEngatiah Seerat

At the bottom of the geologic column is granite (which is said to be over 550 million years old) and in it

there has been an amazing discovery. In granite are found throughese tiny little halos These

halos are produced by Poloniu2i4 with a half life of 0.00164 seconds. This means the granite was

created instantly recording and capturing these halos like a snap shot photograph. God left us evidence

that His Word is true. By grace, realizing that we were going to be bombarded pgidimeptions, and

doctrines of demons, He gave us overwhelming and convincing evidences that validate His Word. God is
reaching us through our senses, our carnal minds, if we are willing to see it. Richard Dawkins has said we

are ignorant, stupid, andihsy S 0 SOl dzaS 6S R2y Qi 06StAS@S Ay S@2f dz
evolutionary priests (emperors) are the ones not wearing cloths.
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TheWall Of Truth in the Creation Evidence Museushows how at the lowest and oldest levels up to
contemporaryages, manmade articles are found throughout all the columns. The geologic column has

been usurped by the evolutionists with their stories to make us believe in long ages; when it is the

g NYyAy3I ST oSKAyR o0& D2RQa LBZdZRI\ElBYLS&fyUu IIuy’FbEuIZKQQéOS%
G2 GdzNYy (2 GKS {F@A2NX¥» D2R gAff y20 O2yiAydzsS gAl¢k
amazing grace will no longer be available. That day will be when He brings rebellion among men to an

end.

10) Where Wre The Other Layers?

| leave this brief discussion about the geologic column with this last consideration. If the geologic

column represents millions of years in build uwhere did the upper layers existvhile the lowest layers

took millions of yearso form? We are talking about enormous tonnage of multiple layers of rock in the
hundreds and maybe thousands of feet thick. Where could they have been stored, hanging, waiting to

be formed and laid down upon the older layers? This may sound silly buastbihink about it and the

more you do the more profound the problem is. The truth in fact, is that the geologic column is the

result of a worldwide flood of such power and turbulence that the rocks of the planet were all stirred by

water and laid down imapid successianit is the only reasonable explanation for what we find.

6{SS ! YRNBg 22YYIO1Qa ¢6So0aAitsS o!2aLdySaG0 ¢+ . NRIF
incredible evidences written about above.)

Conclusion:

The evidences found in thearth point far more to the truth of scripture than the ever changing and

@ 3dz2S GSIFIOKAy3da 2F S@zfdziazyd® 2SS KI @S D2RQa 62NR
accuracy. We have the miracles of the prophets and especially Jesus. We halesmoiréiee church up

to todayr (See BooklefTwo Proof§. We have no reason to shrink back from the scientific (real) data

because there has never been produce one single hard fact of science that contradicted scripture.

There have been many who interprite evidence with biased storytelling (with outright propaganda

efforts and intimidation); but this same evidence is better understood along biblical growsim

b2l KQa Ft22R® Ld Aa a ¢gla adlriSRY oafriwdrdakd A a (KS
plain sense of the evidence just crushes evolution. Why do we have such a worldwide stronghold

taught, presumed, and defended by evolutionary priests? It is because the alternative is simply
unacceptable to the world. If creation is understaaglthe truth, then there is a creator with whom we

must given an account.
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Darwin knew that his theory of gradual evolution by natural selection carried a heavy burden. He said,

GLT AG O2dZ R 6S RSY2yaliNadiviidR colil&rotipossibfydavé® 2 Y LI S E
been formed by numerous, successive, slight modifications, my theory would absolutely break
R2oYy ®§

C2NJ RSOIFRSa FTYR S@Sy I ¥S¢ OSyldzaNASasz 2dzNJ aOA Sy
GKS2NE R2SayQi oNBI|1 R2oy®d ¢KSe KI@S 0SSy G2dzia
speak, to make sure that everyone understands that evotuts a factnot to be questioned with

Recently, | heard the report from a renowned university professor of biology that anyone wishing to

come to his university with any other foundation than evolution, need not apply. It is understood that

no true sciatist can ever allow an account for the world with any explanation other than natural
OFdzaSad ¢KAA dzyRSRUBG I yRAY3a Aa OFftfSR (KS a
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Science fundamentally is a game. It is a game with one overriding and definmdRuie No. 1.

Let us see how fama to what extent we can explain the behavior of the physical and material
universe in terms of purely physical and material causes, without invoking the supernatural.
other words, science must invoke only nature causes, and explain by refererncenaiyal

law. (Richard Dickerson a prominent biochemist)

In response,

*Thisruleisnotscientiff A G 6l Ay Qi RAAO0O2FSNBR Ay | f 62N
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establishing the truth and then proving it, it is abdatowingi KS a XS@A RSy O S 4 KSNB
leads, with no artificial restrictiond §M. Behe, pp. 243)
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What many scientists do in explaining beyond the hard science before thémterpret and bring to

the table their own personal expectations and viewSuch efforts do not prove anything;gyonly

offer their best guesslif taken further then their best guess becongstory. A story told with great

passion, great intellect, or great conviction, is still a story (The ancient Greeks practiced the same thing).
The majority of scientists havesen influenced by sucstorytelling that the truth is not being

uncovered. When someone has already decided what he or she believes, we cabitheddview

When a biased view is exposed to evidence only what they are looking for is generally keen; ot

contrary or confused or mysterious evidence will not be recognized, seen, or dealt with, it will be
ignored.

The Biased ViewOften scientists are touted as being unbiased, objective, and fair minded; supposedly,

basing everything they know and teagh facts. They claim authority in their teachings because of this
objectiveness. Yet, the number one rule is to eliminate the supernatural from any explanation of our
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world. This is not objective but a prestablished bias against alternative explanatiofw the
evidences produced

[ SGQad 0SS FT2NIK NRIKG | 02dzi aedénydneisbidséaboul widkthdyy & 2 y S
are looking for, what they expect, and what they believe. No one is able to detach themselves from
preconceived ideag herefore, to argue that someone is unbiased is wrong thinking. I like what Ken

Ham said from Answers in Genesid, i Q& y 24 GKIF G d@adiadedidiew polhtzribAMia F 2 NJ
we are doing is examining which bias is the best bias to be biased with.

Richard Dawkinswrotéy ¢ K G ' ye2y S K2 RSyASa Sg@2f¢ dzobeky Aa SA
that sound unbiased? Rather it souridtolerant and restrictiveof free thoughtl S A &y Qi adza3S & (
is demanding agreementWhen the arguments are weak people tend to attack pedplken the facts

are not forth coming, the propaganda is.

What Do You Know Of Evolution That Is A Genuine Fact?

Ask yourselfaquestiot 2 K| &G R2 @&2dz 1y26 2 F SuBpdshghgziith @lyfthed KI G A a
decades of research, with all of the money spent, with all of the thousands of scientists involved in

studying evolution all around the world; there is not one undisputed fact known today that validates
evolution! Not one. Lé me give you some examples:

1) The Fossil Recor@vhich is reported to be one of the strongest areas of evidences for
evolution) shows no evidence of evolution now or in the past. There has never been found
one transitional form of one creature turning inemother. Harvard Paleontologist Stephen
Jay GoulddThe extreme rarityof transitional formsin the fossil record persists as tiade
secret of paleontology The evolutionary trees that adorn our text books have data only at
0KS (GALBAX2FTUKBSNBEAONANFTOKEEBNEYOSXYy2i GKS SgA
area, a species does not arise gradually by the steady transformation of its anciéstors;
FLIIJSENEB Fff G0 2y0S IyR FdzZ teé FT2NY¥SR®E

2) The Geologic Columnvhich is reported to be showing us, thast in millions of years layer
by layer, it better understood in rapid disposition. Each layer is supposedly older as we
descend the geologic column. The actual geologic column with all of eras named that
adorns our textbooksloes not existanywhere on tle earth. It is a fabrication. Creation
explanations of the existence of the geologic column are far more convincing. For example,
why is thereno erosionbetween layers, which surely would have occurred over millions of
years? Why are there mamplystratafossilst A {1 S GNBS (G NdHzy1a GKFG &Lk
from one layer to another? Furthermore, why are milliongassils in massive graveyards
all around the world actually showing they wdyeried suddenly™any of them are in the
throes of death, comietely maintained, some giving birth, others with food in their
mouths, some having just swallowed its prey, many complex and simpler forms of life all
together? Why does the geology of our earth show that everywhere land is it luaeat
time been under vater, from the valleys to the highest mountains? Why is it thatforce
exists todayto explain how mountains arose, the continents shifted, and the ocean
bottoms sunk?nly catastrophe can explain what we see today.
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3) The Age of the Eartls said to be nilions if not billions of years old. The Evidence used for
this comes fronradioactive materialsNone of these dating methods are preciseone of
them agree, none of them are consistent, they are all reflecting ages all over the spectrum
from thousands byears to millions, but it is only the millions of years that are accepted.
There are over 100 ways to measure the agfahe earth and many of them reflect
thousands of yearsf one of them is rightthat makes all the old dates suspect at best. No
onewas there, no human being really knows. What fuels such adgies ieeed for massive
amounts of timeto explain life gradually arising out of some primordial soup (from which
after millions of years, a simple form of life in a stgpstep process evolved into life, as we
know it). Evolution is not shown in hard scientific evidence to be occurring anyvehee
look, but it is adamantly affirmed to have happened where we cannot lodkis is not
sciencethis is a belief systema philosophy, even a religious conviction.

4) Natural Selectioris supposed to the force behind the evolutionary development efdii
earth. The major problem with natural selectionits by-product mutationis that these
processes do not anchnnot provide for an increase of informatiol.here needs to be an
increase in (information) the gene pool for any form of life to becomeenmomplex.
Natural selection can only account for variety within a species where the gene pool or
information already exists. Mutations have shown that this same information can from time
to time be reshuffledput nothing new is addedFurthermore, mutabns are 99% harmful
and cause the form of life to become less efficient.

5) The Laws of Thermodynamiese well established and agreed upon worldwide for many
centuries now. They can be shown, tested, and repeatedly seen. The first law basically say
that all things left alone are tending to wind down and go into disorder. The second is that
there is nowhere to be seen in our universe where matter and energy are being
produced everything is in a constant state nothing new is being added. Thesdl{aivs
thS FIF OS 27F S@2f dAEvdlufloy Shgis thingsdelt dondiaeynkreasing M
energy and complexity; things are moving forwards and upwards. Evolution must have an
energy source that is increasing that is why astronomers are projecting ancctuoijg
deep space star formations. These are places where energy is supposedly increasing. In our
world these evolutionary principles do not exist.

The real problem isAs long as evolution can change its tenants, its foundations, which it has over and
over again, and as long as we kemdpat it is teaching above the real testable specifidgswill continue
to thrive. The death of evolution occurs when we get to the details.

~w
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In his books I NB A V Q & , Michakl Bdhe doé&stan otmding job of bringing the details of life to

light. The black box refers to our scientific knowledge going from the-Erglke anatomy of life to its
smallest details. Evolution has always claimed that as we get closer to the smallest details we see wil
less and less complexity; that the simple cell is simple. That the properties involved are not elaborate
but basic stuff that comes from a primordial soup of our past. In his book he builds and displays openly
for anyone to see that life is not ontpmpoundingly complex, but also irreduciblaVhat this means is
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that step-by-step evolution is impossiblat the smallest levels of life. All of the components to life, and
they are enormous, must be in place, in the right order, in the right sizes, shapkanaunts; for it to
work. As biochemistry has come to the forefront of scientific knowledge about life, it has also brought
with it anunexplainable existence in evolutionagrms. We may understand how something works in
the molecular levelbut that in no way means we understand how it came to be.

When we finally were able to examine the very foundations of life and open the Black®&baye
discovered a whole city of machines within the cell. The list of operations happening in the cell is
mindbogding: there is manufacturing, transporting, receiving, managing, energy transfer,
communications, cellular switches, cables, pulleys, solar power, electrical processes, cells that swim,
cells that copy themselves, ingest food, in short a series of higblgtssticated molecular machines

are controlling every cellular proces3hus the details of life are finely calibrated, and the machinery of
life enormously complex.

These biochemical machines operate thousands of processes in each cell and theréare aoficells

in living forms. The complexity compounds again and again. Evolutionists have envisioned that these
complex machines could have come into being through a-bjegtep process, but when science looks

at the complexitythere are no steps jushuge divides The gaps between the steps of evolution and
reality are so huge that we are now looking elsewhere for the explanation of the origin of life.

California geneticist John Endler:

G! f 0K2dzZAK YdzOK A& 1y2¢6y lo2dzi Ydzil GA2yX AlG A&
Novel biochemical functions seem to be rare in evolutionttamthasis for their origin is
virtually unknown®d €

Another Scientist reports:

GThere is a considerable gap in ARarwinian theory of evolution, and we believe this gap to be
ofsuchanaturethak &t Ol yy2i 6S ONARISR 4AGK (GKS OdzNNBYy (

The Issue Is Irreducible Complexity In Nature!

Definition:a ! & A @ tofposed & several watlatched, interacting parts that contribute to the
basic function, wherein the removal of any one of the parts causes the system to effectively cease
Fdzy Qi A2y Ay Ioé
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being used to explain the coming into existence of complicated, apparently designed objects, like
eyes: For if it is not gradual in these cases, it ceases to have any explanatory power at all.

Without gradualness irthese cases, we are back to miracle, which is simply a synonym for the

total absence of explanatior. (Richard Dawkins)

The Mousetrap:

25



The parts of the mousetrap: the base, the stick, the spring, the clips, the arm, the trip apparatus, not
only must eist at once, but they must be in proper relationship to each other. The parts must be put in
proper sizes, made up of the proper materials, and the trap must be set up with bait. Leave anything out
FYR Al R2SHEAYWRIA T dyiO (iR 2 S @yleilar Idvekir de$Yoi oin havé allibit 6ne

and it ceases to function, have all but two or three, and it ceases to function. You can have the wrong
size, shape, amount, placement, and it ceases to function. This example of molecular structure is too
complex even with the humble mousetrap for chance to explain how it came to be. Now we must
enormously compound the issue with the realities of the basis of life.

The Black Box openedie must consider proteins and amino acid links. A protein has 30@6 amino

acid links. In each link there are 20 different amino acids. In this they are like words, which come in

various lengths with just 26 letters. Each amino acid has a different shape, function, and property. These
protein and amino acid links formto many different shapes within a cell. As they chemically react and

respond, the links attach, travel, unattached, and so on, to bring about thousands of chemical

0N yalr OidAazya Ay | OStf G2 LINERdzOShebetedS eat kS OSf f ¢
thousand times more complexity than the mousetrap scenarithe more we look into this irreducibly

complex cell, the more one mové&®m even the remote possibility of chance

These minute machines must be coordinated, trained, purposed caoperated, with a thousand

other protein teams. The mathematical chance of these biochemical machines coming to be on their
own all at once is astronomicalThe number is beyond our comprehension it is something like 1 x 30

to the tenth power for jusbne protein amino acid link and there are thousands) However, someone
must know the stegby-step process by which these teams evolved for evolution to be true, but a search
of the professional literature proveahat nobody knows!

a! a GKS vy davildeXoniplaxisysterhsNidBréases the inability to explain them by
evolutionary stepoy-4 G S LI LINE O S & a(i9iéhael Bellep N2 O1 St aHé

Evolutionary writings are constantly being filled with statements likeppears, is born, springs forth,
is unleashed,s apparently designed, is signaled, is activated, is controlled, perfected by evolution;
andsooiX | f £ 2F ({KS arfirades beingcovErgdiugiby evbliiionistsecause they have
no explanation for them. These terms do not explain the digstep process; they merely relate what
is going on.

InessenceS @2 f dziA2y Aa 3IAGBSY ONIB R AThis ishma difereny fioi thdsgvitho G K S &
believe in God, and by so doing, give credit to God for everything explainable and unexplainable.

Klaus Dose:
Gaz2NB GKFYy on @SINBR 2F SELSNAYSyiGlGA2Y 2y (GKS
molecular evolution have led to a better perception of the immensity of the probléra of

origin of Iife“on Earth rather than to its solution. At present, all discussions on principal theories
YR SELISNAYSyGa Ay (GKS FASER SAGKSNI SYyR Ay adl
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*For example One of the major problems for proteins to form in amino acid links iptheence of
water. Water breaks down all links and chains. Water dissolves all connections and since water is where
life is supposed to have begurthis is major roadblock!

The Mssing Papers Tell The Story!

There aremissing papersThere are missing papers in the Journal of Molecular Evolution (JME)! A
thorough investigation of not just IME but all professional & scientific papers published in the last
century has shown an absié silence on how life begarn other words, no one is writing on the
subject because no one has any answers.

Michael Behe writes

G126 RAR (KS LK2(023a8yiKSGAO NBIFIOGAZ2Y OSYyGSNI R
How did cholesterol bigathesis begin? How did retinal become involved in vision? How did
phosphoprotein signaling pathways develdgte very fact that none of these problems is even
addressed, let alone solved, is a very strong indication that Darwinism is an inadequate
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No paperswere published in the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences PNAS that proposes
detailed routes by which complex biochemical structures might have devel&uadeys of other
biochemical journals show the same result: sequences upon sequences, but no explanations. (MB, PP.
178)
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any chance of there being a boglublished on the matte® §VB, PP. 178)
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otherwise being discounted for the lack of any explanatiofMichael Behe)

A survey of 30 biochemical textbooks used in major universities over the past generation shows that
many textbooks ignore evolution completely.
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framework they do not learn how Darwinian evolution might have produced any of the
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ThereAre Two Ways People Can Know Something

1) Through personal experienc&@hrough tests, experiments, life realities, you saw it, did it; all
by direct contact, one can know something.
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2) By authority. We rely on some source of information, believing it to be reliable.

All scientists rely on authority for almost all of their scientific knowledge, either by personal
experimentation or by some authoritative professional journal that has been supported and evaluated
by others. Published works must contain pertinent evidengzovide relevant support, and be
scrutinized by peerdlo one can claim authority by some mere statement of proposed truiaP. 185)

Conclusion:

Since no one has ever tested, experimented, and proved evolution, especially molecular biochemical
evadution, no one has knowledge first handAnd since no one has ever published a paper, or book, or
even held a meeting to show the stdyy-step processes by which evolution produce complex
biochemical systemo one has authority to claim evolution is true

Therefore, Molecular Evolution Is Not Based On Scientific Authority! It Is Based On Story
Telling.
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What is left?Intelligent Design We are back to the Bible and God as the credieing just as
scientifically legitimate as any evolutionary theory.

G¢KS AaGNIAIKGF2NBI NR O2y Of dzveredygsighedThay Werel Y I y&
designed not by the laws of nature, not by chance and necessity; rather, they were planned. Life

on earth at its most fundamental level, in its most critical components, is the product of
AyGaSttAIEUBIPP.ARB)I A DA (& dE

GLFT G§KSNB Adutetf their edisterieéNdr pratilictiondesign is evident when a
number of separate, interacting components are ordered in such a way as to accomplish a
function beyond the individual components. The greater the specificity of the interacting
componentgequired to produce the function, tlygeater is our confidence in the conclusion of
desigrd(81B pp. 194)

The result of these cumulative efforts to investigate thetcatl investigate life at the molecular lewel

is a loud, cleamiercing cry of designThe scientific community is not celebrating what they all realize,

but instead a curious, embarrassed silence surrounds the stark complexity of the cell. Why, because on
the other side of design there idabel called God.

*90% of people around the worltlieve in God. Religion itself is the originator of science, yet,
scientists insist on anything but Gatis ironic and usurping of the truth.

The idea with evolution is that the entire universe with all of its complexities simply popped up from
nowhere out of nothinga quantum fluctuation from nonbeing to bemngand without a causeNow
GKIFGQa o0fAYyR FlIAGKH
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The Bible tells us plainly in Romans 1:20:

GC2NJ aAyOS G(GKS ONBFIGA2Y 2F GKS 62NIR | A& AYOQDA
by the things that are made, even His eternal power and Godhead, so that they are without
SEOdzaSx¢

Irreducible complexity within the cell h&gen identified as an enormous roadblock for evolutionary
thinking. With all of the other areas of evidence fraime fossil record, the geologic column, the laws

of thermodynamics, natural selection and mutatioffigr example, also not validating evolutiomhy

should anyone abandon the testimony of scripturd?® fact, to the open mind, these areas of

investigation pint more and more towards Intelligent Design, a Creator, and the Redeemer of mankind.
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answer that points toGod or any supernatural caus#.this is the case, and it is, why should we believe

their story telling just because they put on a white jacket and claim objectiVitgy are not unbiased;

they are not letting the evidence lead them, why should we leteitm lead us?

The Bible is a faithful witness to time past, the causes and situations of the present and prophetic
picture of the future. The Bible claims to be the Word of God, a revelation from GodTher® has
never been an archeological find, a fthscientific result, or detail found that has contradicted the
testimony found in it.

What we have in our hands with the Bible is more verifiable than evolution could ever hope to be. There
are double standardsof course when it comes to embracing thdIBior evolutionFor us to embrace

the Bible we have to be convinced thail of it is correct for us to embrace evolution, we need only

claim for some part of it to be correctThank God that with the Bible He had given us a text with

absolute certaintyof its inspiration and accuracyall of it is correct!

Recommended Reading:

1) Scientific Creationismby Henry M. Morris, Master Books, CR 2001

2) In the Beginning was Informatigrby Werner Gitt, Copyright 2001

3) Refuting Compromiseby Jonathan SarfatPh.D., Master Books, Copyright 2004

4)Big Argument: Does God Exist?2 Ky ! aKi2y 9 aAOKISf 28adF02004dx nwn aOK2flNA 9ELX 2NB
Disproved God., Master Books, Copyright 2006

AnswersinGenesis.Cowebsite is an aesome resource...
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I include it here because it presents a packed view of the creation issue. In other words, each of
these statements below came from a chapter of this book where it is expanded upon. The truth
of each statement is actually enough in itself but to the natunand bound by naturalism,

more is needed, and more is provided.
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If purpose exists there must be a Purposer, if o@eQrderer.If we sealesign in the world, we must
hypothesize a Desigr of sufficient intelligence to produce ateifigibleworld. If mind ejsts in evolving
history, someéncomparable Mind must have enabled aréatedthe possibility of ouminds. If itis so
difficult to be a human &ing without knowing somethingf God, then therenustbe a sufficient reason
for this awarenesbeingsopersistent in human cultures and societies, even when suppressed. If such
wide consent exists in history to the existence of God, thanfast beaccounted for with a sufficient
reason. If the idea of Gaslintrinsic to humarconsciousness, ¢m God must exist.

Fromthe fact of change we must hypothesize a change agent. If anything nsmrasthing must have
first movedeverything. There must be a being that causésauses and that moves alovement. If
contingent beings exist, there sitbe a necessary being. If wgperience moral obligation as
relentlessly asve do, even against parentgainst society, against superego constraints, then we must
hypothesize aground of moral obligation calling s the highest good and possessedwéightiest

moral authority. In additiorto all this, it appears to be the cadieat the very idea of perfect being
requires he existence of perfect beingtherwise that idedsless than the idea of perfect being.

From this we conclude that God, to whose existence these arguments point, exists more fully than we
who are reasoning and arguing exist (Augusti@enf.VIl. 10, LCC VI, p. 147) and that there is nothing so
proper to God as to be (Hilary, on Tdirb, NFNF2 X, p. 41). We have ample grounds upon which to say:
God exists. In this way reason begins to confirm that to which Scripture attests, that God
incomparably is.

V)The Faith of Evolutio® al y& 52y Qi ! YRSNEGFIYR ¢KS
Faitht A Deeper Look.

This message was a follow up to another message on creation vs. evadlatieryou Being
Brainwashed?These verses of Scripture speak of creation and the Gospel to show how they
are intertwined:

John 1:13 "In the Beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was
God He was in thédeginning with GodAll things were made through Him, and without Him
nothing was made that was made."

"He is the image of thevisible God, thdirst-born over all creationFor by Him all things were
created that are in heaven and that are on earth, visible and invisible, whether thrones or
dominions or principalities or powers. All things were created through Him and for Him. And
He is beforeall things, and in Him all things consist."

Colossians 1: 157 "By faith we understand that the worlds were framed by the word of God
so that the things whit are seerwere not made of thingwhichare i\ 8 A 6 f S ®¢

Hebrews 113 "God who at various ties and in different ways spoke in time past to the fathers

by the prophets, bs in these lastiays spoken to us by His Son, whom He has appointed heir of
all things, through whom alsoeHmade theworlds; who being the brightness of His glory and
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the express image of His pers@md upholding all things by the word of His powerhen He
had by Himself purged our sins, sat down at the right hand of the $#iagnHigh, ... "

Hebrews 1: 13 "Heaven and earth will pass away, but My words will byneans pass away."
Matthew 24:3 5"Jesus Christ is the same yesterday, today, and forever. "Hebrews 13:8
The Word Created All Thgs

I have chosen these specific verses of scripture because they profoundly illuminatedaustanding of
the Gospéof Jesus Christ. Further, they tell us plainly that God sen§btinto the world,a world in
which the Son Himself was the source and foundation diatllwas createdJesus Christ is thedid of
Godcome in the flesh. Jesus Christ is the Word ad Ghich has existed forever and will be forevEne
Word of God framed the worlds that are seen by a power that is not seen; sthihéhingswhich are
visible are made and created by that which is not visible. All things iaradiereatecconsist throug
Him and are upheld by the Word of His power. Jesus further staggfeavenand earth will pass
away, butHisWord will never pass away. Theovd of God which is thandergirding power and
substance of &things will never cease to band ultimately, that sameWord, which has existed and
will forever exist, remains the same yesterday, todayd forever!

By Faith We Understand This

By faith we understantb somedegree and find rest and peaéa our inquiring minds and hearts. By
faith we believe the Gospel of the Lord Jesus ChBiglaith we believe that the Bible is the inspired
Word of God, that God breathed it into the hesand minds of the authors and chose even the very
words recored to teach, instruct, rebukesorrect, and lead us to eternal life. By faith we ultimately
come to he conclusion that God is, amla rewarder of those who diligently seek Him.

Many want to mock such faith. Many want to criticize it deran of weaknas. Many want talaim it to
be a crutch, something to fall back on, something to copaulife and its realities. Agfaith is a way of
getting by in life without dealing with iMany want to claim faith agn-intellectual, as unscientifi@s
the blind leading the blind.

We must come to a conclusidhat either creation is falsand therefore the Bible isnly a guideo

faith andnot the ruleof it; or creation is true and thbkasis of Biblical revelation is intact, trustworthy,
and to be followed Genesisecords the creation account aride entire Bible confirms, validates, and
supports the creation account world view. Jesus himself usead¢heunt to substantiate Hisaching,
and speaks of creation as a fa@necannot haestly interpretthe Bible's teachings without an
understanding of creation. To tekt out would be likeaking away its foundation, its framework, and
the backbone of its testimony.

Those who try tanterpolate evolution into the Biblical account are misguided at bEs&e is no in
betweenwhere one can honestly be true to théB and believe in evolutiomhe scripturesiboveare
in the heart of the gospel message about i€hand His missiomnd the creation world view. They are
inseparable. To take it away to leare rubbish; a heap of nedistinguishable parts. From thence one
can pick and choose what theylMembrace or believe.
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| understand why we today might wish to synchronize the Bible with evolutyatmamking.After all we
are inundated with the propagala that evolution is true. It is assumedjust aboutevery area of
science, the media, avies, nature shows, and so onid the ory thing our lawwill allow to be taught
in public schooltherefore, it must be true. If so many in high places, in intpot placesjn
knowledgeable plees, believe itthere must necessarily be the evidence to backpisoconclusively
that no other view need to be taugh

That is not thecasel remember sitting down with my seminary professor debating a point or issue
raised in classSheremarked that all professors are after truth. | said, "l don't for a minute buy timat
assumption."She was surprised by my commgpait the matter is thatprofessors are human beings,
andhuman beings are like sheegl have gone astray and each seeks his/her own way. To make the
assumption that all are seeking truth is foolish. And to make the assumption that so many people
can't be wrong is also foolis

Jesus saidNarrow is the road that leads to eternal life and there are few who find it. However,
wide and broad is the road that leads to eternal damnation; and many there are who follow it. "
Jesus said, the masses are not right. Not everyone is looking for the truth. He said, "My sheep
hear my voice, and a strang@voice they will not follow." Those who are of the truthl\wear
Himand obey.

LidQa wSI f f &rhe2B&shRaith TERveFaitKIn L a

The problem is this: We are criticized for exercising faith is the Bible gewtiutionist exercises faith
in what they believe.

Henry M. Morris, Ph.DIn a very real sense, creationism is more scientific than evolutionism,
and evoltionism is far more religious than creationisrh

Beyond Our Ability To Examine It:

This is true because the theory of evolution cannot be proved or even tested. In fact, they
have pushed its tenants beyond our ability to examine it. They have madgand our years to
conceive itBvery time they claim a tenant within our scope to test or examinis proven

false or not compatible with reality and the way things work.

So in essence those who clagvolution to be true on scientific groundseamisrepresenting the truth.
In fact,those who clainevolution is true, do so not based on any supportive evidences or any
conclusive arguments ub because they believe it. They wantWhichmeans they believe it by FAITH!

They Believe Evolution Mor®n Faith Than Facts.
-The laws of nature don't support it.
-The fossil record doesn't support it.
-The complexity and order of the universe doesn't support it.
-Probability, interdependence, and other barriers, make it ludicrous.
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-The geological record points more toward creation, catastrophe, and a flood.
-Common sense arguments point toward a creator.

Pierre Grasseof the University of Paris: "From the almost total absence of fossil evidence
relative to the origin of the pyia, it folowsthat any explanation of the mechanism in the
creative evolution of the fundamental structunalans is heaily burdened with hypothesesVe
do not even have a basis to determitneextent to which these opinions are corréct.

In otherwords, we have no evidengest thoughts and beliefs;ane of them can be proved or

even tested We are then to have faith that evolution is tru&/e are to havedith that somewhere in
time past, time that we cannot setitme and place where we cannotdg evolution happenediNe are
to have &ith in matter, faith in theories, faith that nothing produced something so complex that we
cannot reproduce it todayFraith in what we cannot see

But Our Faith Is Reasonable & Supportable!

Wedon't have to believe just because the Bible says so, or becawsalin't the
whole foundation of the scriptural view will be lo$te can inced believe witrour
heart, mind and reason. | gavve realistic, actual scientific evidencésr believng in
creation:

1) The fossil record shows life suddenly appearing.

2) The insuperable barrigiof lifespontaneously emerging. The laws of probability shows the
chance is astronomical.

3) Interdependence of life. Which came first the chicken or the egg?

4) TheFirst andSecondaws of Thermodynamics are compatible with creation not evolution.
5) The compleky anddesign of the order of life and the universe decries a creator..

Speial Note Creation Scientists and Evolutionary Scientists have squared off in debates over
200 times in the past decade. In those debates Creationists hawadiuwon. Evolutionists have
given many excuses as to why they have won.

Oxfad zoologist Mirk Ridley saitl doubt if there is any single individual within the scientific
community who could copewith the full range of creationist arguments without the help of an
army of onsultants inspecial fields."

Why?This idhecause the scientific @lences support creation not evolution!

Oxfad zoologist Mark Ridley saitho real evolutionist, whether gradualist or punctualtionist,
uses the fossil recdrasevidence in favor of the theory of evolution over special creation."

Both By Faith

Christians put their faith in a God that we cannot see. Evolutionist's put their faith in processes
they cannot see. Whether you profess faith in the Bible or in evaiythe fact remains
that we both believe by faith. With evolution one is believingnratter, happenstance,
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charce;all of which is unseen, unproved, untesteadout of reach. They arbelievirg in something
that cannot be sen.

With Creation, we have the inspiration of sdtipe, we have the testimony afesus, we have the
teachingsof the Apostles, and we have much of our vadaid which Romantells us that all of creation
speaks of the invisible attributes of God. Then weehaanyreasonable facts of nature that support
special creation as mentioned before.

Ultimately thoughwe have the life, teaching, death, and resurrection of Jesus Christ as witnessed in the
Scriptures:

I John 1:1That which was from the beginning, which we have heard, which we have seen with
our eyes, which we have looked upon, and our hands have hanchedgerning the Word of
life."

God sent His son into the world and the apostles spoke with him, ate withidiirchedhim, saw him
live and move and have Higing. They believed; ydesus saidBlessed are thos&ho have not seen
and yet believe!"

Problems With Evolutionary Theories
-Kinds do not change into other kinds.
-Varieties degeneraterevert back to original kind
-Hybrid varieties are sterile.
-Natural selection is not an evolutionary process.
-Mutations ae nearly always negatt or bad (99% of the time!)
-Animals do not come from plants.
-Evolutionary Dating practices are guesses at best with many subjective assumptions.
-Age of the Earth has been shown to be very, very young, maybe 10,000 years.
-Uncertainties of scidists regarding the universe shows they really don't know.
-Big Bang Theory has major problems
-No halfway creatures have ever been discovered in the fossil record.
aAdaAry3d ftAyla INB y20 YAaaray3aT (KSeé R2y Qi SEA
-Man has never change@ven according to evolutionists.
-The Evolutionary progression of Man has no evidemmed!

Note: The Following copied is a-fdld brochure listing the various areas of science regarding the

missing fossils. This is a list ootes from leading experts in their fields. It is presented here to provide
support for the claim that the true scientific evidences, the ones we can actually see, test, and observe,
do not validate evolution.

As atri-fold documen{copied and placed ithis study not by permission because this is not a published
study), it may take a few moments to find the starting pages and paragraphs and follow its direction.

34



‘APES’ > HUMAN BEINGS

Missing

"Modem apes, for instance, seem to have sprung out of nowhere. They
have no yesterday, no fossil record. And the true origin of modem
humans — of upright, naked, toolmaking, big-brained beings — is, if we
are to be honest with ourselves, an mncm_z mysterious matter.” — Lyall
Watson"

‘Amid the bewildering array of early fossil hominoids, is there one whose
morphology marksit as man's hominid ancestor? Ifthe factor of genetic
variability is considered, the answer appearstobe no.' — Robert B. Eck-
hardt®

References:
19. ‘'The Water People, Science Digest, Vol. 90, May 1982, p.44.
20. ‘Populalion genelics and human origins', Scientific American, Vol. 226(1), January

MISSING LINK WE ALL NEED!

IT now seems certain that there never were any evolution-
ary links, and that human beings have no relationship with the
animal kingdom. But there is a ‘missing link’ that we all need
— alink between ourselves and God, our Creator.

The Bibletells us that God created man in His own image,
butman rebelled, with the result that his relationship with God
was broken. God seems far away to most people, because our
sin separates us from Him. But there is a way back; God
Himself has provided that link between ourselves and Him.
Jesus Christ, God’s Son, died on the Cross and rose from the
dead, to take away the sin which cuts us off from Him, and to
break the power of sin and death. ‘There is one God, andone
mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus, who
gave Himself as a ransom for all men. «3:\.?29 1 Timothy
2:5-6)

You have no links with the animal creation, but if you
admit your sin and accept the forgiveness available through
Jesus Christ, you can have a link with God, your Creator —a
vital, loving relationship that will last for ever! If you want lo

know more, or have any questions about what you have read,

please contact the leaflet distributor, or the publisher.

Distributed by:

THE EVOLUTIONISTS’ DILEMMA
ﬂi then is not every geological formation and every stratum full
of such intermediate links? Geology assuredly does not reveal any
such finely-graduated organic chain; and this, perhaps, is the most
obvious and serious objection which can be urged against the
theory.’ - Charles Darwin, Origin of Species, 6thed.,ch.10, para. 1.

The evolutionary trees that ador our textbooks have data only at
the tips and nodes of their branches; the rest is inference, however
reasonable, notthe evidence of fossils. — StephenJ. Gould, Natu-
fa: History, Vol. 86, No. 5, 1977, p.14. & )

EVER since Charles Darwin wrote his Origin of Species
in 1859, evolutionists have been searching for the transi-
tional fossils which his theory demands.  But although
millions of fossils have been discovered and identified, those
‘missing links’ have not turned up.

This presents evolutionists with a dilemma: did evolu-
tion take place gradually? Ordidithappenatall? Evolution-
ists are bitterly divided, with some clinging to Darwin’s
gradualistic theory, and others suggesting a new theory —
punctuated equilibrium — meaning that evolution pro-
ceeded in ‘jumps’, leaving no transitional forms. The
problem with this new theory is that, like the Darwinian
theory, there is no evidence to support it!

However, there is an explanation which fits the facts
perfectly — the biblical account of special creation! The
book of Genesis records that living things came into exis-
tence through acts of creation (see Genesis chapter one).
There is potential for wide variation within these ‘kinds’, but
there are strict boundary lines between the types which
cannot be crossed. Thousands of scientists have rejected
evolution entirely and become creationists, and many of
them have written books and papers demonstrating the supe-
riority of the creationist view over all theories of evolution.
Recommended reading:

Darwin's Enigma: Fossils and Other Problems, L. D. Sunderland
What Is Creation Science?, Henry M. Morris and Gary E. Parker
(Both available from the publisher of this Icaflet.)

Prices for additional copies (including postage): 5 copies — $1.20;

20 copies — $3.00; 50 copies — $7.00; 100 copies — $12.00

Creation Science Foundation Ltd A CN.010120304
Q PO. Box 6302, Acacia Ridge D.C,, Qld 4110, Australia

@Q (Evangelical, non-profit, non-denominational)
© Creation Resources Trust, UK. Concept used with permission.
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All quotations on these pages are from evolutionists.

vm_z_j<m.v_so_ummzvr>zqm
Missing

‘Supposedly somewhere within the group called algae lay the sources of
the higher plants, the vascular groups. Whatever these ancestors may

have been, they seem to have been irrevocably lost in the vastness of
lime." — Everett C. Olson'

* I still think that, to the unprejudiced, the fossil record of plants is in
favour of special creation.’ — Prof. E.J.H. Corner?

_ SINGLE CELLS - INVERTEBRATES
Missing
“There is still a tremendous problem with the sudden diversification of
mutti-cellular life. There is no question about that. That's a real

phenomenon.’ — Niles Eldredge’
", .. extensive searches by palaeontologists have failed to reveal the
Precambrian strata rich in fossils of multicellular animals [the ancestors

of the many Cambrian animals] which Darwin believed must somewhere
exist.” — Richard E. Leakey*

INVERTEBRATES > FISH

Missing

‘How this earliest chordate stock evolved, what stages of development
itwent throughto give rise eventually totruly fish-like creatures we donot
know.' — F.D. Ommanney®

“The geological record has so far provided no evidence as to the origin
of the fishes . . . ' — J.R. Norman®
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' there are no intermediate forms between finned and limbed crea-
tures in the fossil collections of the world." — Gordon Rattray Taylor’

_ FISH -> AMPHIBIANS

‘Althoughthis transition [from fishto amphibian] doubtless occurred over
a period of millions of years, there is no known fossil record of these
stages.” — Kraig Adler®

AMPHIBIANS > REPTILES
i A gy
FE =

‘Unfortunately, not asingle specimen of an appropriate reptilian ancestor
is known prior to the appearance of true reptiles.” — Robert L. Carroll®

“The reptiles arose from amphibians of some kind, but the details of their
early history are not clearly understood and current ideas aboutthem are
in a state of flux.' — Angus d'A. Bellairs"

“The origin of birds is largely a matter of deduction. There is no fossil
evidence ofthe stages throughwhichthe remarkable change fromreptile
1o bird was achieved." — W.E. Swinton"'

*Feathers are unique 1o birds, and no known structure intermediate
between scales and feathers has been identified.” — J. Alan Feduccia®

% The creature known as Archaeopleryx has true feathers and fully formed wings.

_ REPTILES > MAMMALS

Missing
"The transition to the first mammal, which probably happened in just on:
or, at most, two lineages, is still an enigma.’ — Roger Lewin®

"Nor is there any fossil evidence of any consequence abbut their
echidna and platypus] ancestors. Sowe have virtually nothingto help u
link these creatures to any group of fossil reptiles. — David Attenbor
ough'

LAND MAMMALS - SEA MAMMALS
Missing

* ... we have no certain knowledge of their origin [the cetaceans], for th-
earliest-known fossils from the Eocene are already unmistakably whales
and we can only guess at their evolutionary history by inference." — L
Harrison Matthews'®

"We are ignorant of their terrestrial forebears [cetaceans and sirenians|
and cannot be sure of their place of origin.” — Alfred Sherwood Romer ™

Missing

* ... allfossil bats, even the oldest, are clearly fully developed bats anc
sothey shedittle light onthe transition from their terrestrial ancestor." -
John E. Hill and James D. Smith"”

_ NON-FLYING MAMMALS -> BATS _

‘Unfortunately no fossils have yet been found of animals ancestraltothe
bats.” — Richard E. Leakey'
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VI) Evdution Is Faith InA Religious System Of Beliefs

Faith: A (religious) beliefateaching that is believed.
Religion A system of beliefs conscientious devotion to a principle or ideal

In simple wordsFFAITHoelievesa teaching that you hear. RELIGION is an orderly way of viewing and
exphining the world and what goesn with strong held beliefs or opinions.

A System Of Belief§'he Attributes Given To God From The Bible Are Given To Evdytion
Evolutionary Scientists

Why Is One Called Science And The Other Religjion

God is, Evolution is,

God is almighty Evolution is the power in life

God is everywhere Evolution is everywhere

God is all knowing Evolution is alknowledge

God is source of all life, the cause of life. Evolution is source of all life, the cause of life.
God is Invisible Evolution is unseen processes

God is eternal Evolution has always been and will be

God is sovereign Evolution gwerns

God is Love Evolution is the survival of the fittest

Have faith in God Have faith in evolutin

We Can Believe IG0dAs The Source Of Creation Or BelievEWwolution! & ¢ KS { 2 dzNOSX. 2 K
Faith!

Creationism Means:A belief that Godreated the world as destéd in Genesis, the first bodak the
Bible. The origin of life is from God.

Evolution Means:That millions of years ago life began from lmof into material substanceshanged
into small life forms, and over time increaseaadamultipliedin size, shape, and abilitiastil the
present state of the world and universe. The origitifefthappened by chance.

The pursuit of facts in the physical world is called scid¢hisesimply discoverintprough tests and
observation wiat is taking place and then describing3tience is about gainikgowledge of how
things work and whyScience stops being sciendegen we can't observe it agee it in action.

Things that happened in the narcorded past caonly be speculated or gssedat. When people
begin to guess and interpret what we do know with the things we don't kiiloi& no longer science.
These are efforts to make sense and understand what we don't kBagically, science is about how
things work and why. Religion ib@ut why things are and trying put meaning to all of it. Very often,
these two things get mixedna it can be confusing wheni# not recognized as being mixed.

Evolutionary teaching mixes science, the effort to understand how things work and wlmgy oy,
with religion, when it teaches about things not observable and improvable. It crosses the line when it
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stops trying to understand just the things we can test and see, with things we cannot and declares
authority over it. This is what happens whevo&utionist teach about the past ages, the processes, and
the meaning of life, as part of evolution.

The Preconceived Bias

All scientists have beliefs, a systematic way of viewing thédw@drhen they do science, theannot

help but be influenced bthe way they see the world. Their liefs create a bias as to whtite facts and
then interpretations mean. This is natural. The problem is that not all sciergistgnizeor
acknowledgehis. The truth isthat there are scientists who are evoiomhistsand scientists who are
creationists. Each views the information seen with a differeasb8o the issue becomes whates are
right? Each of us must decide for ourselves as we ifgadst The facts of this world what do they point
to, a creator ceating the world, or evolutiorevolving the world?

Some Of What We Actually Do Knoiw
-Life comes from life everywhere we can observe and test it.
-Everything reproduces after their own kinds.

4t KS 22NIRQA LRLMzZ I GA2Yy O02YSa FTNRY SAIKG LIS2 LY
4tKS 22NIRQa& ylLiGAz2ya I NB RSNAOSR FTNRY b2l KQa ™
1 NOKFS2ft238 @It ARIFIGSasY adomadlyadaAalrisSaz FyR 0O2f

instances
-Common sense arguments: First cause; Designer, andvigivgr point to supreme intelligence
-The conscience of mankind the world over is driven and devoted to a creator

SomeOPR @2f dziAz2yQa t NBof Sya
-After hundreds of years, thousands of scientists, and millions of dollars spent searching for
missing linksthere are none that are indisputable (A rarity at best).
-No processes known today about life, the forces involved with it, explain or even agree with
evolution. The laws of physics actually contradict it.
-The Fossil Recofdnd it is huge), doesom alien with evolutionary teaching, but rather appears
fully formed (with all forms of life) suddenly, and are just like their living counterparts of today.
-Mutationsare harmful and always restit a loss of DNA&formation.
-Natural Selectiolis an isolation and/or loss of DNA in any populatiamever an increase which
is required by evolutionary teaching.
-Extinctionin mass shows catastrophe and forces of the past that do not exist now;
furthermore, it results in a grand loss of Dikvormation.
-The world is winding down heading towards entropy not increasing in energy or winding up.
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Note: The following is copied fronCreation 20(4) Septembédovember 1998
| include it here because it is a fascinating lookthé truth found in scripture being
revealed in actual history.

+LL0O b2l KQAa RopuldeNIhg RaiKAf RNB Y

ByHarold Hut with Russell Grigg

When Noah and kifamily stepped out of th Ark, they were the onlgeople on Earth. It fell to
Noah'sthree sons, ShepHam, and Japheth, anttheir wives, to repopulte the earththrough
the children that were bornd them after the Flood. Of Noahyrandclildren, 16 grandsons are
namedin Genesis chter 10.God has left us ample evidencedonfirm thatthese 16
grandsons of Noateadly lived, that the names th8iblegives were their exact maes and that
after the Babel dispersion (Gene&ik) their descendants fanned out oveng earth and
established the various natiortf the ancient worldThe firstgenerations ater the Floodived

to be very old, with somenenout living their children, grandchildreand greatgrandchildren.
This sethem apart. The 16 grandsong Noah werethe heads of their family clanghich
became large populations in theiespective areas. Several thirfysgpened:

1. People in various areadlleal themselves by the name of thman whowas their
common ancestor.

2. They called their land, and often ithenajor city and major river, by his name.
3. Sometimes thearious nations fi off into ancestor worshipWhen ths happened, it

was natural for then to name their god after the man vehwasancestor of all of them,
or to claim ther longliving ancestor as their god

All of this means that the evideehasbeen preserved in a way thatrcaever be lost, and all
the ingenuity d mancannot erase. We will now examine it.

The Seven Sons Of Japheth

Genesis 102 reads: 'Now theearethe generations of the sons of Noghem Ham, and
Japheth: and untéthem were sons born after the flood. Therssof Japheth; Gomer, and
Magog, andMadai, and Javan, and TubahdMeshech, and Tirds.

The first of Noah's grandasmentioned is Gomer. Ezekiel locates tarly descendants of
Gomer, éong withTogannah (a soof Gomer), in thenorth quarters(Ezekiel 38:6). In ndern
Turkey is an area which in N&estament times was callégalatia The Jewish historian Flavius
Josemusrecords thatthe people who were calleGalatians or Gauls in his dayAp93) were
previously called Goerites'

They migrated westward to whare now called France and Spalfor manycenturies France
was called Gaul, & the descendants oGomer. Northwest Spain is called Galidia this day.
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Some of the Gomerites migratdurther to what is now called WaleSheWelsh historian,

Davis, recorda traditional Welsh belief thati KS RS & O S y R Hayfdédion heFledd 2 Y S NJ W
Britain from France,@2 dzii ( KNB S K dzy R NB RHe 8sbreddis tHat®hé @/éllshii KS Tt 2 :
languages cdled Gomeraeg (after their ancestor Gomer)

Othermembers of their clan settledlong the way, including in Armi. The sons of Gomer
were' Ashkenaz, amd A LIKF G K= T yR ¢23FN¥YI K¢ o6DSySaa mnYou®

Encyclopedia Britannicgays that theArmenians traditonally claim to b descended from
Togarmah and AshkendAncient Armenia reacheidto Tukey. The name Turkey probably
comesfrom Togarmah. Others of themigrated to Gernany.Ashkenais theHebrew word for
Germany.

The next grandson mentionedéagog According to Ezekiel, Magtiged in thenorth parts
(Ezekiel 38:1539:2). Jsephus records that those whohe callel Magogites, the Greeks called
Scythiang According tcEncyclopedi®ritannicathe ancient name for theegion which now
includes part oRomania and the Ukraine was Scythia.

The next grandson is MadaioAibwith Shem's son Elam, Madai is thiecestor of our modern
day IraniansJosephs says that the descendantsMfdai were called Medes by the Greeks.
Bvery ime the Medes are mentioned the Old Testament, the word usesltheHebrew word
Madai (maday)After thetime of Cyrus, the Medes are alwafgith one exception) mentioned
along with the Persians. They became dkdagdomwith one law- 'the law ofthe Medes and
Persians' (Daniel 6:82115).Later they were simply calleceBians Since 193%hey have called
their countrylran. Thke Medes also 'settled India'.

The name of the next grandson, Javiarthe Hebrew word for Greec&reece, Greciay
Grecianappears five times in the Old Testament, and is always the HebrewJagesh Daniel
refersto 'the king of Grecia' (Daniel 8:21ixerally 'the king of Javan'. Javan's severe Elishh,
Tarshish, Kittim, anBodanm (Genesis 10:4), all of whohave conections with the Greek
people.The Elyimns (an ancient Greek peopla)viously received their name frofalishah.
Tarshish or Tarsus was locaiadhe region ofCilicia (modem Turkey).

Encyclopedia Britannicays thakKittim is the biblicahame for Cypru8The Greek worshipped
Jupiter under thename ofJupiter Dodanaeus, possiblyeference tothe fourth son of Javan,
with Jupiter a derivative of JaphetHisoracle was at Dodena.

Next is TubalEzekiel mentions hiralongwith Gog and Mshech (Ezeki®9: 1). Tiglatkpileser |,
king of Assyria in about 1100 B€fers to the descendants diubal as the Tabali. Josephus
recordedtheir name as the Thobelitegho werelater known as Ibereb:Theirland, in
Josephus' day, was called by tRemansheria, and covered what is nofthe former Soviet
State of) Georgiahose capil to this day bears the namEubalas Tbilisi. From here, having
crossed the Caasus Mountains, thipeople mgrated due northeast, givingheir tribal name
to the river Tobol, andhence to the famous city of Tobolék.
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Meshech, the name of the negrandson, is the ancient name féfoscow.Moscow is both the
capital ofRussia, anthe region that surrounds theity. To this day, one section, the Meschera
Lowland still carries the namefdMeshech, virtually unchanged by theges.

According to Josephus, thiesendants of grandson Tiras weealledThirasians. The Greeks
changedheir name to ThraciansThracereached from Macedonia on the soutio the Daxube
Riwver on the north to theBlack Sea on the easttook in muchof what became Yugoslavia.
WorldBook Encyclopedi | éTdep@pgie of Thrace were savage Indeuropeanswho liked
warfare and looting.Tiraswas washipped by his descendants &isuras, or Thor, the god of
thunder.

The Four Sons Of Ham

Next we come to the sons of Harush, Mizraim, Phut, and Cana@enesis 10:6The
descendants of Ham live maintysouthwest Asia and Africa. The Riloiften refers to Africa as
the land ofHam (Psalms 105:227; 106:22). The naeof Noah's grandson Cushtie Hebrew
word for old Ethiopia (from Asawn south to Khartoum). Without exceptiothe word Ethiopiain
the English Bibles always a translation of the Hedwv word CushJosephus rended the nane
asChus 'y R al &a (KL éveriakKil§s dayiitioth iy thansefszanddy lalNdgn in
Asia, called Chusites".

Noah's next grandson mentionedasMizraim.Mizraimis the Helbew wordfor Egypt. The
name Egypt appeahundreds of tnes in the Old Testamé¢and (with one exception) is always
atranslation of the wordMlizraim.E.g. &the burial of Jacob, the Canaasbbserved the
mourning of the Egypti@sand so called the plackbel Mizraim(Genesis 50: 11Phut, the

name ofNoah's nekgrandson is the Hebrew name for {iéblt is so translated three times in
the OldTestament. The ancient river Phut sia Libya. By Daniel's day, the namael@en
changed to Libya (Daniel 11:43d€phus says, 'Phut also was tteeinder of libia[sic],and
called tre inhabitants Phutites, from himseft'.

Canaan, the name of Noah's ngxandson, is the Hebrew name foretgeneral region later
called by the RomaPalestine, i.e. modern Israel and Jordan.

Here we should look briefly atfew ofthe descendants of Ham (Genesis 1018). There is
Philistim, obviously thancestor of the Philistines (cleadywingrise to the name Palestine), and
Sidon the founder of the ancient city thdiearshis name, and Heth, the patriarch ofeth

ancent Hittite empire. Also, tis des@ndant is listed in Genesis 16:18 as beinghe ancestor

of the Jebusite$¢Jebus was the ancient name fterusalem Judges 19: 10), &/Amorites, the
Girgasites, the Hivites, #Arkites, the Sinites, the ArvaditesietZemaries, and the Hamathites,
ancientpeoples who lived in the land of Canaan.

The most prominent descendanf Ham wadNimrod, the founder of BabéBabylon), as well as
of Erech, Accad ar@dalneh in Shinar (Babylonia).

The Five Sons Of Shem
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Lag we come to the sons of Shefitam, Asshur, Arphaxad, Lud, grdm (Genesis 10:22).

Elam is the ancient name for Pexsihich is itself the ancient name for Iradntil the time of

Cyrus the peopg here were called Elatas, and they were stibften called that even in New

Testamat times. In Acts 2:9, the Jews from Pamsho were present at Pentecost wecalled

Elamites. The Persians are shiescended from both Elarthe son ofShem and from Madai,

the s of Japheth (see above). Since the 188y have called their country Iralt is

interesting to note that the wad 'Aryan’, which so fascinated Ald¢litler, is a form of the word

'Iran’. Hitler wanted to produce a pure Aryan'ra@¥ a dzLISNX Sy & . dzi GKS @SNE
signifies a mixed linef Semites and Japhethites!

Asshuiis the Hebrew wrd for Assyria. Assyria was one of the girancient empires. Every time
the words Assyrieor Assyriarappear in the @l Testament, they are translateddim theword
AsshurHe was worshipped hyisdes@ndants. 'Indeed, as long as Asayasted, that is until
612 BCaccounts obattles, diplomatic affairs and foraidulletins were daily read out to his
image and every Assyrian king held that Wwore the crown only with the exprepermissia of
AsshNH & RSAFASR IK2adoQ

Arphaxad was the progenitaf the Chaldeans. This 'is confirmed IneHurrian (Nizi) tablets,
which render the name as Arurra--the founder d Chaldea™® His descendant, Eberage his
name to the Hebrew people vihe line of EberPelegReuSerugNalor-TerarAbram (Genesis |
I: 16:26). Eber'.s other son, Jokiahad 13 sos(Genesis 10:280), all of whom apgarto have
settled in Arabia®?

Lud was the ancestor of the Lydiahgdia was in what isow WesternTurkey, Theicapital was
Sardis one of the seven churches of Asia wasSardis (Revelations 3:1).

Aram is the Hebrew word of Syria. Whenever the word for Syria appears in the Old Testament it

is a translation of the word Aram. The Syrians call themselves Aramrasahtheir language is

called Aramatic. Before the spread of the Greek Empire, Aramaic was the international language

OH YAYy3a mMyYHc FFOOP hy (GKS ONR&aAI oKSYy WSadza ON
¥ He was speaking Aramaic, the laage of the common people.

Conclusion

2SS KI @S 2yteée GF1Sy GKS o0 NRXSTSputenotgh hagli2énsaidi b2 KQ
to show that they really did live, that they were who the Bible says they were, and that their

descendants are identifiable on the pages of histdtgt only is the Bible not a collection of

myths and legends, but it stands aloras the key to the history of the earliest ages of the

world.
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ThisDrawing Tries To lllustrate The Sixteen Grandsons And Their Migration
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The Sixteen GRANDSONS OF NOAH

Secular history gives much evidence to show that the survivors
of Noah’s Flood were real historical figures, whose names were
indelibly carved on much of the ancient world...

1) People in various areas called themselves by the name of the man who was their common
ancestor.

2) They called their land, and often their major city and major river, by his name.

3) Sometimes the various nations fell off into ancestor worship. When this happened, it was
natural for them to name their god after the man who was ancestor of all of them, or to claim
their long living ancestor as their god.
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VIIl) Radiometric Dating Issues: Why the Church must listen!

Introduction

Why is understanding radiometric dating important? It is important because these dates are

dziSR (2 O2y@AyOS YAftA2ya GKIG aOASYyOS KI & aLINP
8SINA 2fR® ¢CKAA A&d&adzS GKSYy dzyRSNX¥YAySa GKS adNIA
account as beingVRONGIt means that faith then must be maintained while our mind and
AyGSttSOG SYONIOS G20KSNE UGUNMzZIKa®QEKAAwWO2 | Zdza b2
destroyed in the hearts of believers.

Ireada Churchsigh a ¢ 1 Ay3 GKS . A06f S & STN3spedids foumdsfoll K2 dzZa3 K
the problem engaged here. Reverse it and you will see the problem béttert { Ay 3 9 @2 f dzii A 2y
seriously f G K2dZAK y20 fAGSNIff&dé

This causes great confusion and doubt in the minds of anyone who reads the Bible. This is a

battle being waged today stealing away confidence in the inerrant and inspired Word of God.

Many secondary explanations are given to compromise and reconcilellevidth supposed

scientific facts The scriptures callouttous,/ 2 YSE Yy R f S WmareNdS| a2y (23S
worship God with all of our hearts, MINDS, and strength. The problem is that evolution

contradicts scripture and one must either ignore thauss and put the brain on the back

burner, or become very creative in-neterpreting the straight forward and honest meaning of

the Bible. What has happened is that the Church has lost its foundation and authority in the

Word of God. The Church is on thefensive trying to adjust the scriptures to agree with

contemporary views of the world.

What If Evolutionary Science Is Wrong?

What if the propaganda that permeates our media is way off? What we often here is rejection

notto evolution anditsagenda dzi (2 (GK2aS ¢gK2 K2fR 2y {2 aONRLINdJz
when Christian scientists with all the credentials in the world show us how the evidence does

not agree with evolutionthey are still dismissed as afmitellectual. When is the Church going

to wake up and realize that Satan has had a complete watershed of success in convincing

millions that evolution is true and the Bible is wrong? Step back, take an honestismolour

mind and intellect and examine the evidence from both sidasd we can findt fits far better

with scripture than the fallible ideas of man.

Radiometric Dates Are They Reliable?

Radioactive materials are used to determine the age of rocks or fossils. Radioactive elements
have enormously slow decay rates from which they [padioactivity) for example: alpha
particles to change from one elemedraniumto a daughter elementead.These slow decay
rates are measured as follows:

Uranium 238 decays into Lead 206 with a Hi&fof 4.5 billion years
Uranium 235 decays into &d 207 with a hatfife of .7 billion years
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Thorium 232 decays into Lead 208 with a Hiédfof 14.1 billion years
Note:t5AR &2dz {y2¢ AF Al 6SNByQlu F2NJ GKS FlLff 27F ! KR
AT ALL! Also, did you notice that the elemeares DECREASING not increasing in content?

Evolutionary Scientists use these decay rates to determine the age of rocks and fossils through a
very unreliable process. That unreliable process ultimately comes down to whatlleégve
I 62dzi S @2 exdniide & §litle dloSeil.Q &

For the above decay rates to be reliable we must first kitowe things How much radioactive
material first existed in a rock specimen; second, that the decay rate has not been altered or
influenced over billions of yegrand third, that no elements leaked out or were added since the
rock first formed.

Another Way Of Looking At it

1) Thesystem around the rocks wadosed (sealed)there was no exchanging either
losing or gaining of any radioactive elements (Pamrdaughter elements).

2) Thatnothing like water, salt, or solar neutrino influx or magnetic field reversals has
altered the decay rates

3) That weKNOW how muchiadioactive material the rock began with...

*These three assumptions can nowhere @und in our world today.There are no closed

aeaitsSvya oKSNB fSIF{Ay3 2N ofSIFOKAy3 R2SayQda aGF 1S
altad 2N ySdziNAy2 AyFfdzE 2N GKS YIFI3IySiad FASER 7T
there was no onghere when the rocks formed to tell us how much of the parent or daughter

elements were present when the rocks formed (speaking of the old rock formations).

An lllustration To Help Explain The Problem

If we were to come across a candle burningatt®tff Ra ¢ KI G O2dzZ R ¢S (y296 27
have to assume some things like the rate of burning has always been the same. But, wind or

water could alter the burning rate and even stop it. The candle itself may have imperfections

allowing the burningto speedzL) 2 NJ &4f 26 R26y ® 2 SQR KI @S (2 I aadzy
burning for a certain amount of time although it could have been burning only a few minutes

32 2NJ YAffA2ya 2F @SIFENAR 320 ¢KS (GKANR | &adzyLdi
thecandlez SQR KI @S (2 &arée AdG o6l a aAE F¥SSG tf2y3 2N &7
and give it a date of how old or long the candle has been burning. Someone would argue that

we could tell by the amount of wax that has melted and is distributed umesgh. Yet, this too

could be tricky because wind, water, sun, erosion processes could sweep away the evidence. We

could be looking at wax from another candle...that was burnt long ago.
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<= see

If you can see the problems here in this example then you wgiinb® understand the
enormous problems of radiometric dating. These problems are real.

Discordant Dates

In practice, many radiometric dates alescordant Many dates from the same rock specimen

report widely ranging dates. Some are so different themtist claimcontamination! This is an

interesting claim because the basis of using radiometric dating isrtepoken rule that

O2y il YAYIFGA2Y R2SayQi KI LILFysK thé rodksSare pueNiIgt | a & dzY LJd
only parent elements existed the formation of the rocks and all daughter elements are

present due to the decaying process. Second that no leaking or bleaching occurred in that no

radioactive material entered or left the rock specimen in billions of years. And finally, that the

rate ofdecay has not been influenced by water, salt, magnetic fluctuations, or neutrino

bombardments from the sun or supernovas. All of which are said to be active in our world and

in the recent past and ALL AFFECT RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL.

When we look at our wdd and see that rocks of differing types exist we presume that at some
time in the past they were formed. There are many rocks that have formed in recent times by
volcanic activity. We know when they formed such as the caseMtitlst. Helenghat erupted

25 years ago. When using radiometric dating methods these rocks specimens show ages in the
millions of years. These dates are way off. We know when they were forfngates for known

ages are wrong, way wrong; how can we trust dates for ages of unknowsaks?If they claim

that the original rocks only had parent radioactive material then rocks that form from volcanoes
aK2dz R KIS 2yfé LINBYyd NIRA2IOGADS YIUGSNRFf & o
both parent and daughter elements. Which medhat the rocks claimed to be millions of years

old could have formed with both parent and daughter element§that is the case, and it is

where we can test it, then all of the radioactive methods of dating are unreliable.

Dating Dilemmas

There are ther problems such as finding fossil wood deep inside supposed ancient sandstone
formations. The sandstone is dated to be 250 million years old but the fossil wood, using a
superior carbon 14 dating method dated at 33,000 to only 500 years old. Hovoissibje that
wood deep inside this formation is grossly younger?
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DATING DILEMMA

fussil Wood in ‘Ancient’ Sandstone

sl

These discrepancies are found everywhere. Another example {Sridwed CanyonRocks lying
below relatively newly formed volcanic rock is found to be younger according to radiometric
dating.

Figure A.
Geology of the
Grand Canyon
showing
calculated
radiolsotope
‘dates’ (after
Austin®).

R Sr lwavdvon agn -~
1570 millice, youre

Opalsare said to take millions of years to form naturally but some have been known to form in
only months!
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Stalactites and Stalagmitesre also said to take millions of years to form but some have been
known to form in only 14 years.

Coalis said to take millions of years to form naturally but some have been formed in only
months wth the right conditions.

Oilis said to take millions of years to form naturally but oil has been produced in only months.
The rock layers or geologic colunisisaid to have taken millions if not billions of years to form;
yet, Mt. St. Helendorm rocklayers almost instantly, in a matter of hours.

Evolutionary scientists have been frustrated by these problems or errors in radiometric dating.
Ultimately, they have used another method to verify radioactive dating results and it may
surprise you.They l@k to see where the rock is found. In what type of rock layer was it found
and what nearby fossils exisB¥ the theory of evolution(which determined the age of the rock
layers and chose the index fossils to determine their age), the scientists thenecti@os
radiometric dates that best fit the picture that they invented. What finally determines the age of
the earth and the rocks in them? It is not scientific evidence which is unreliable, and they know
it, it is the Word of evolutionary scientis&hat determines the age of any specimen is the
interpretation of the environment it was found.
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Anti-Intellectual

When we say that we are determining the age of the earth by the Word of God, Genesis, the
genealogies, and the actual written history of ma, are told that we are being religious and
anti-intellectual. When evolutionary scientists determine the age of the earth by the theory of
evolution, by their interpretations, and not by actual scientific, repeatable, and provable tests
they call it intellectual scienceThe deceptions abound, the lies continue, the assumptions are
real, and the comparisons denied. The arrogance, pride, and glory of man cover over the truth.

What we are looking at igseudo sciencéhat is being fabricated to cover ovthe simple truth
that evolutionary dogma and old ages are based on t@&idIMand their claim alone. They
make this claim in order to substantiate evolution and its need for long ages. These ages are
necessary in order to make evolution seem plausible.

Uniformitarianism

Another final note along radiometric dating methods is that they are also based on an
UNIFORMITARIAdhderstanding of the past. This is a fancy word that evolutionary scientist put
forward that means that what we see today has always been. The forces that exist today have
always been for billions of years. In essence there has been no change in treetfaicevolved

the earth and life itselfThis is what is necessary for radiometric dating to be reliable at least in
their thinking. Catastrophicevents of the past could not have occurrettherwise the

assumptions of radiometric dating would be fals®rly a few short examples will suffice to
destroy that assumption of uniformitarian thinking.

1) We know thasupernovashave occurred in the past which would have had massive
AYyFtdze 2F ySdziNAy2a G2 FFSOG NIRA2FOGAGS
2)We know thattheS I NIi K Q& Y Ihas yegetsdd@selFrapfilf iR the past we can

see theevidence in theocean floor such as the Midltlantic ridges.

3) The forceghat lowered the oceans and rose up the high mountains, (i.e. continental

drift) do not exist today.

4) We know that everywhere rocks have formed they weamder waterat some point

in the past.

All of the above events have occurred altering the decay rates of radiometric materials and
YIye GAYSa Y2NB AT Benhgzead Eachiok tReSeNvoutdhav& ddangedthe? 2 R
radiometric dating clocks dramatically making the rocks ages wildly off.

What Scientific Evidence Does Prove The Earth Is Old?

So if radiometric dating is unreliable and it is, then what scientific egeexists in the earth to
determine its age?

There are thaock layers or geologic columtyet, if you understand that there are gross

Y|

problems with this interpretation (SeBeology andDating 2 2 1 f SG0 6S OF y Qi NBf &
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There is thdossil reord; yet, if you understand that the fossils are actually the same today as
their livingcounterparts (No changes), and if you understand that these fossil graveyards had to
0S F2NX¥SR NILARf& 08 4lIGSNE a AYy.l TFE22ROP0PD5S

There is nothing else on earth excépt_y Q & fiOrh &anevslationary mindset.
Anti-Intellectual Religious Teachings

For decades or even centuries now, the Christian community has been on the defensive in

NBE3IFNRa (2 d0ASyOS FyR NBfAIA2dza 6SEtASTD 1 a YLy
R22NJ g KSy SyYyGSNRARyYy3a (GKS / KdzNDK dstully coiivice8 2 t dzii A 2 y | N.
world that religion is antintellectual and based on mysteries while science is based on facts and
AyaSttSOtdzat LINPgSaad 2KIG Aa a2 2Fth€y GKS
opposite is what is actually happenin@volii A 2y A& o6l &SR dzLl2y TA O
0StASPGS Al &a2¢é¢ YealiSNARS®2h2ziadyl @S QR
LIN2 @I 6f S>> GSaidlofSY yR (y2sy TFOlha 27

Now much of what has been talmgby Christian Religions does apply to mysterious beliefs that
are to be accepted by faitlstuff that is not necessarily biblical at.aflet, true Christian faith,
biblical faith, is intellectual, reasonable, and aligns with the real world. What weeseeded in
scripture is actual history that archeology, verifiable history, geology, anthropology, biology,
chemistry, physics, astronomy, and other scientific disciplines agree with and validate.

The real battle is over
the SAME evidence.

Fighting Over Which Beliefs Are Correct

2 KIFG ¢S | NB Treligiéhiversg Eier@iSthbelieds yi®dligioninterpreting
scienceverse the beliefs of evolutiomterpreting science. Both are equally valid in providing a
framework to viev the world; howeverboth are not equally valid in claiming to be true or
aligning with the facts there is a difference. Furthermore, in Christianity there is revelation
knowledge from the inerrant Creator whereas evolution is based on the ever chargimigro

of fallible men.

Suggested Reading:

1) Scientific CreationispHenry M. Morris Master Books, copyright 1985.

2) Refuting EvolutionJonathan Sarfati, Ph. D. Master Books copyright 1999.

3) The Lie EvolutigrKen Ham, Master Books, copyright 1987.

4) In the Beginning: Compelling Evidence for Creation and the FWalt Brown, Center for Creation Research, copyright 1995.
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IX) Geology and Dating. Deeper Look!

The Unreliability Of Dating By Using Geolophis includes the strata or geologiaiumn,
and fossils from the features in the earth.)

arAftAzzya 2F &@SIFINAR o0S3ry (G2 0S I LILXChriStan 42 GKS S|
philosophers, scientists, and educated elites roughly starting in the seventeen hundreds. They

began to lookat the geologic features of the earth and interpreted them for long ages in order

to discredit scripture.

It was therefore suggested at first and then argued, then asserted, and finally dogmatically

presumedi KI § GKS 3IS2f23A0 @atdresavisant th& RilfionsiofyedisktoS S| NI K C
accumulation created them. The lower layers were said to be far older than the layers on top of

them. It made sense that the layers on top had to come after the layers underneath; however

there are many problems idetermining how long after the bottom layers were laid that the

next layers were placed on top.

Creation Scientists agree that the top layers followed the lower layers however what is not
agreed is how much time passed.

Problems:

1) The Geologic Strataayers That Adorn Text Books Are Rarely Foumdthe real worldmany
locations show missing layetayers out of order, or older layers on top of younger layers.

2) Erosion Is Missing millions of years had passed between the layers then we would no
observe the clean lines of delineation. The smooth transitions from layer to layer all over the
earth would not exist because erosion of wind and water in rainfall would have destroyed them.
There would be huge gaps, jagged edges, intermixing of corgeritsat in many places the

lines would not exist. Therefore Erosion which is a major force of change in our world today is
nonexistentin the geologic column which shows there has been no exposure between the
layerg no time.
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3) Folding/Bending Ot.ayers When we observe the geologic column if millions of years had
passed between the time the first layers were laid down and the next layers there could be no
folding or bending of layers. The layers of rock are solid, hardened, and stiff like cor@net
concrete is cured we cannot bend it or fold it. Any attempt to do so would completely break or
crumble it. Only when concrete is still pliable could bending or folding occur. There are massive
sites of bending and folding of not just one layer bllifayers together. There is no explanation
for these features other than while the layers were together, laid down by water, still pliable,
not cured, the continents and plate movement of the earth forced together buckled, bent, and
folded them creatinghie mountain ranges we see on the earth. Think about how long it takes
for concrete to harden. It hardens in a short period of time maybe 24 hours, not 24 million
years.

The Hydroplate Theory —An Overview 81

ibooks and m
iting force could not cause this pattem? The force had to
are near the Sullivan River in southern Biitish Columbia, Canada

4) Polystrata Fossils (multiple layersyhere are many instances of tree trunks in varying
positions (sometimes upside down) fossilized in cross section throughout multiple layers of the
geologic column. There is no way these can exist if millions of years existed between the layers.
If a tree were plunged into the lower level after just a few years the exposed tree would be
rotted and decayed away long before the next layer of the strata would have even begun to
form. These fossils are said to be millions of years old as well again complibating
explanations. The only way that these trees or other polystrata fossils could exist is for the
geologic column to have already existed. If it did then what force buried these thousands of
fossils into and across these columi&imething catastrophic hto do it and at the time the
column was createdCreation Scientists agree that the column already existed when these
polystrata fossils were buried. During the flood with all of the mixing of sediment these fossils
were caught in the layered fall out.
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Life Sciences 9

Figure 7: Polystrate Fossil. Fossils that cross two or more sedi-
mentary layers (strata) are called poly (many) strate (strata) fos-
sils. Consider how quickly this tree trunk must have been buried.
Had it been slowly, its top would have decayed. Obviously, the
tree could not have grown up through the strata without sunlight
and air. The only alternative is rapid burial. Some polystrate
trees are upside down, something that might occur in a large
flood. Similar trees were observed in the process of being buried
in the lake-bottom sediments of Spirit Lake soon after the Mount
St. Helens eruption in 1980. Polystrate tree trunks are found at
many places. The above tree is in Germany.

5)2 KSNB Qa ¢ K SThibBal seenj sill@b8thou consider the evolutionary teaching of
the geologic column it means that the first layer existed for millions of years while the upper
layers had not formed yet. There are tons and tons of tagkrs above the oldest bottom

layers where were those rocks and sedimentWere they floating in air? Did the sediment of

the next layers come from outer space? And now that we are thinking aboutthése are the
next millions of years of geologic simanow? Is it above us in spadd@tween the last existing
layer and the supposed next layer it will certainly show erosion, we can see its affects all over
the earth now in only thousands of year$f. there is a new layer forming today how will it
associge with what exists now? In regards to the folded strdtaw will it alignand be the next
layer flush in similar relationship with the layers tla#teady exis?
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These are common sense problerasing presented here; yet, evolutionary presentatiats

not address them or explain how to overcome them. What usually occurs are denial and/or
AJy2NAYy3a GKSAS 3IS2t23A0Ft O2y iGN} RAOGAZ2YA (2
Ge2dz 2dzad R2y Qi dzy&akBdioraeRpt BOReN@ A& Kl YK SIANS A & &
In other words, this is over our headstakes an evolutionist to know that these problems are
no problem at all.

When Common Sense Explanations Are Not Forth Coming The Propaganda UsXally Is
X) PreHistoric Man

The following is copied from a Chick Publication (without permission) which addresses in an
AYGSNBadGAy3a gl e (GKS ONBFGA2Y | NHstaNeSMni 3 Ayad S
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E78 4 P B EREL
Man!...] wonder if he has any evidence to back
up his statements.

THIS HAPPEMVING TOOK PLACE ON THE CAMPUS
OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORMIA AT DAVIS.

Hey, have you read this article in the
Aggie?...“Have You Been Brainwashed
On Evolution?”

v s N peng

Listen to what this reporter says, “Why have |
been on this campus for four years and never
had the opportunity to hear this kind of evi-
dence? | challenge each student to hear the

: - Al other side of the issue. Don't allow yourself to
Yeah...that's the first time | ever heard of a } bebrainwashed. Hear Dr. Gish present the other
Ph.D. scientist taking that point of view on | side of the creation/evolution controversy to-
evolution. &(ama at the campus Lecture Hall”

wonedepy jau01ag

‘pensesal siBu fly sieBuassaw 0p) Aq pLEL @ NDHAdED

ayseg paiy An

THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE
BY DR. GISH HAS BEEN'
“MODIFIED AND GREATLY:
sCONDENSED FOR THIS
TPUBLICATION.

...and now | would fike to
introduce our guest speaker of
the evening, Dr. Duane T. Gish?

Wow!...We've never had a
turnout like this before. |

ﬁ

{ must examine all the evidence
and facts before we can come
to any conclusion on any given
subject. I'm asking only one
thing of this audience...that
you examine the facts thor-
oughly and without prejudice.

f Thank you. I would first like to
say how delighted | am for the

*See inside back cover for a brief
resume of Dr. Duane T. Gish.

N et e s -

e

Let's go and | (| thinkit would be a good Let's pass the word around
hear him. It | |idea. I've really been to meet at the Lecture Hall
should be | | confused on the subject tonight, and see if he has

of evolution. any solid evidence to back

up his statements.

interesting.

I'm surely glad you were
to speak tonight, Dr. Gish.

=

I know what you mean.
We've been taught that we
evolved from lower life,
which evolved from dead
matter...It just doesn't
add up.

1 only hope we have a de-
cent turnout. You just
never know how the stu-
dents will respond.

The refusal by science teachers to consider )
creation as a possible explanation for the origin
of all things, is unwarranted and undesirable.
The student is being indoctrinated without being
given a complete presentation of the evidence.

This situation could be
remedied by taking a
closer fook at both crea-
tion and evolution.

o
22008020,

First, let's examine the
claims of each.
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The evidence the EVOLUTIONIST needs to establish his claims, is fossils
showing a gradual step-by-step development of lower animal life into more
and more complex forms.

:
Ay
i
And this m_s__a be evident E

the presence in the fossil
record of many transitional

The evidence needed to sup-
port CREATION, is fossils
showing complex life appear-
ing suddenly...with no fossil
evidence of lower animals de-
veloping into new and complex
forms of life.

=7 [CREATIONISTS believe
The EVOLUTIONIST states that all life gradually | that life and our existence
evolved from a single cell, which had evolved | came by the acts of a

from dead matter. ) Creator. forms. )
go:_ let's look at the DEVONIAN And the billions of fossils ..with no evidence of these complex forms According to evolutionists it would have re-
| actual fossil evidence. found there are all of highly gradually developing from a simple form of life. || quired L5 billion years for these animals to
Y/ complex forms of life... have evolved.

{ The earliest fossils to be found e& SILURIAN

{ in the Cambrian rock strata.

‘< ORDOVICIAN

® 1.5 BILLION YEARS OF MISSING O ai\

, SINGLE FOSSIL EVIDENCE.
s>

Billions of highly complex
animals. ... trilobites, brachio-
pods, corals, worms, jelly-
fish, etc.... just suddenly ap-
pear, with no signs of gradual
development from lower
forms.

Not a single, indisputable
multicellular fossil has been
found anywhere in the world
in a rock supposedly older
than Cambrian rocks.

PRE-CAMBRIAN
VOID OF FOSSILS

EARTHS CRUST
VOID OF FOSSILS




Also...throughout the remainder of the fossil
record there is a remarkable absence of the

many transitional forms demanded by the theory
of evolution.

THERE ARE HUNDREDS OF
THOUSANDS OF MISSING
LINKS BETWEEN INVERTE-
BRATES AND VERTEBRATES

THE SEA SQUIRT IS PRE- - (% — —
SUMED TO BE THE AN- _ - JAlV y B MODERN =
CESTOR OF THE 3 s FISH

VERTE- ° - d

According to evolutionists it would have taken 100 million years for a
fish to have evoived from an invertebrate.
But there is absolutely no fossil evidence showing that this took place.

Again, the evolutionist claims that it took _E.L

on years for a fish to evolve into

]

And this is true between every
major plant and animal kind.

Al higher categories of
things, such as complex
verebrates, fishes, amphi

But again, there are no transitional forms. For
example...not a single fossil with part fins...
part feet has ever been found.

ans, reptiles, flying reptiles,
birds, bats, primates and man,
appear abruptly.

Charles Darwin admitted that
“As by this theory innumer-
able transitional forms must
have existed, why do we not
find them embedded in count-
fess numbers in the crust of
the earth? The number of in-
termediate links, between all
iving and extinct species,
must have been inconceiv-
ably great”

Let me quote some comments
by LEADING EVOLUTIONISTS.

think, to the unpreju-
diced, the fossil record of
plants is in favor of special
creation”’

There is no evidence of even
one species changing into
another. As the late Prof. R.
Goldschmidt of the Univer-
sity of California observed,
“Itis good 1o keep in mind...
thal nobody has ever suc-
ceeded in producing even
one new species by the
accumulation of

micromutaions’

Prot. George Gaylord Simpson
of Harvard University has
said, “Gaps among known
orders, classes and phyla are
systematic and almost always
large”

If evolution is irue, why don’t we see living
stages of evolution today? Shouldn't new organs
and new structures still be appearing today?

e e )

Surely il evolutionary processes had truly
existed in the past they would still be operating
today.

L

The fossil of the bird (Archagopteryx) is claimed
by some to be a link between birds and reptiles.

But Sma\amm a world of difference between
repliles and Archaeopleryx.




-

It had wings, feathers...and |

The fact that it had claws on
its wings does not prove that
it had a reptilian ancestry.
There are two birds living to-
day that possess claws!

N

All paleontologists® now ac-
knowledge that Archaeopteryx
was a true bird.

{"Darwin cited the giraffe as an out-}
standing example of natural selec-
tion. Supposedly, as a result of
! extended droughts, the supply of
| green leaves could be obtained
only at the top of the trees, and

*Paleontology is the study of fossils.

The alleged horse series was created more out
of imagination than from fossil evidence.

(o

ad

The fossils for this series are not found in the
proper time sequence as indicated by the evolu-
tionist, and the major types appear abruptly,
without transitions.

—

("And there is an interesting discrepancy in the
| skeletal development of this series.

EQHIPPUS OROHIPPUS HAD
HAD 18 PAIRS OF RIBS. ONLY 15 PAIRS.
g8
THEN PLIOHIPPUS EQUUS scoTT!
JUMPED T0 19 IS BACK TO 18.

Darwin failed to realize that body %manaz.mznb
in offsprings are determined and programmed
by DNA factors of the Genes or the Genefic
material of the parents, and not by the stretch-
ing of the neck or any other bodily exercise.

| therefore the shorter necked giraffe

_92_ off. And the giraffes which

L grew longer necks survived.
~

The cover of the journal, Science, December 9, 1966,
shows a photograph of a bat fossil that is alleged to
be over 50 million years old. This is said to be the
oldest fossil bat, but it is the same as a modern bat!
Why isn't there any evidence of change after 50
million years?

However, the
| fossil record or elsewhere that giraffes with
short necks have ever existed. And what would
have happened to young giraffes with relatively
short necks?

It might be well now to look at
the “evidence” which anthro-
pologists have assembled, in
an attempt to reconstruct the
evolution of man.

Some consider Ramapithecus to have been a | The first find of ?wﬁ_ou_:_&:@m was by Dart

hominid (a man-like ape), and this judgment
has been made solely on the basis of a few
teeth and a few fragments of the jaw. That's all
the fossil fragments they have.

in 1924. He pointed out many ape-like features
of the skull, but he believed the teeth to be man-
like. Its brain was only about 1/3 as large as
that of modern man. It was only about 4 feet tall

RAMAPITHECUS

Dr. Jolley has recently reported that a species }

AUSTRALOPITHECINES

-

of baboon in Ethiopia has the same dental and
jaw characteristics as Ramapithecus. These
characteristics are therefore not those of man! | tral
Other anthropologists have agreed that Rama-
pithecus was simply an ape.

Recently, Richard Leakey, the son of Dr. Leakey,
published evidence that indicated that the Aus-

knucklewalkers, similar to living African apes.
These creatures were nothing but apes!

opithecines were long-armed, short-legged
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