These notes accompany the “Basics of Creation Versus Evolution” slide presentation.





Title Slide


This presentation gives an overview of the basic issues


surrounding the creation versus evolution controversy.


It should take about one to two hours to give this presentation, or to read through the talk if the notes for each slide are read. The material is suitable for high school age or older. Speakers should have a good basic understanding of creation/evolution topics.
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Overview


The main points to be taken away from this presentation


are:





No one, including creation scientists, disputes that


so-called "micro-evolution" (variation within a type of


organism) caused by natural selection occurs and is


responsible for the large number of species (non-interbreeding groups) found within a type. Almost all touted evidences for evolution are of this category (like the "peppered moth" example).





Large scale change of one type of organism into


another (e.g. cat to dog), so-called "macro-evolution", is beyond the ability of mutation coupled with natural selection to produce. Evolutionists acknowledge this is a "research issue".





The "geologic column", which is cited as physical


evidence of evolution occurring in the past, is better


explained as the result of a devastating global flood


which happened about 5,000 years ago, as described in


the Bible.





The belief that the residual atoms of a "Big Bang" eventually produced people ALL BY THEMSELVES is scientifically inconsistent with the well-proven Second Law of Thermodynamics, and the fundamentals of Information Theory. This idea is much more a "religious belief" than a scientific fact.





There is no reason not to believe that God created our


universe, earth, plants, animals, and people just as


described in the book of Genesis.


Why is This Subject Important?


The subject of origins is important because "how we got


here" is the most fundamental question that can be


asked. "Why we are here" is a question science cannot


answer, but which is just as important. How we answer


these questions for ourselves provides the basis for


how we think about the world - it defines our


"world-view". The belief that people were created by


God, in the "image of God", is at the heart of


"creationism". The belief that people now exist because


of a long string of random chance events is one of the


tenets of "naturalism", of which "evolution" is a part.


Naturalism is the idea that "nature" is "all there is",


there is no supernatural. Even though some evolutionary


scientists profess belief in God, evolution has no need


of Him. It is obvious that these two ideas are opposed


to each other, and that only one can be true - either


God exists and He created us, or we are a product of time


and chance.





Some people say that God used the mechanisms of


evolution to produce people. This is known as


"theistic evolution". However, when it is understood


that mutation and natural selection, the driving forces


behind evolution, are totally incapable of producing


large-scale change, it is seen that this compromise


position does not make sense. The people who hold to 


this view have been led to believe that science has "proven" evolution, but such is not the case.





Finally, it should bother us that the truth is not 


being taught. At a minimum, special creation should be 


acknowledged as a viable possibility. Evolutionary


training leads to an atheistic way of thinking.


World-view Implications


These two world-views of creation and evolution say


very different things about who we are, why we are


here, and who is ultimately in control. These two


different outlooks tend to lead to radically different


behaviors. If we teach that people are nothing but


"higher animals", then we shouldn’t be surprised when


they act like animals, and the value of human life is


discounted and the value of animal life is improperly


inflated. Hitler and others have justified their evil


actions based on evolutionary thinking ("the survival


of the fittest"). Evolutionary scientists do not of


course condone these actions, but it IS where this type


of philosophy has led. Naturalism has no ground on


which absolute morals can be based and leads to


relativistic thinking. Evolution provides no explanation for


why our inner sense of moral values should even exist.





Many of the social ills of today stem from a lack of


understanding and/or desire to follow the intended


relationship between God <=> people <=> the creation.


The ideal is for people to love God and other people


(the two most important commands in the Bible, see


Mk 12:30-31) and to take proper care of the creation


(the job of Adam and Eve). The Biblical mandate to


"subdue" the earth (Gen 1:28) includes learning to


understand it and make use of it (which is what


scientists do), but not to pollute or abuse it.


Evolution is Everywhere


The "Theory of Evolution" as outlined by Darwin is a biological theory, but the concepts of evolution (that change is the normal state of things, and that natural processes or mechanisms are always  sufficient, eliminating the need for God) is now applied to all areas of scientific study as well as to society in general. We expect things to change. Even our laws are increasingly no longer grounded on absolute moral principles but rather on the shifting views of society (popular opinion). Evolution is a pervasive idea that is found everywhere. Especially since we can’t get away from it we need to be sure we understand it and how it influences our thinking.





Indeed, "science" has now been defined such that only


natural considerations and explanations are allowed, 


regardless of what might actually be true. This is why 


"creation science" is regarded as an oxymoron by some,


even though many of the founders of modern science


(such as Isaac Newton,  Louis Pasteur, and Gregor


Mendel along with many others) were Bible-believing


theists who felt that their job was to "think God’s


thoughts after Him". The Bible teaches that the


universe has order and purpose, and makes a clear


distinction between the spiritual and natural worlds,


and so Christianity encourages (and even mandates -


Gen 1:28) scientific exploration and understanding of


the world. This is in contrast to other religions such


as animism (spirits live in everything), Buddhism


(reincarnation, possibly as an animal or insect), or


Hinduism (animals and insects have souls) where this


distinction between the spiritual and natural is


blurred.


Confusing?


To the average church-going person the concept of


"evolution" can be very confusing. Most churches still


teach that it was God who created us, and children hear


the Sunday School stories of Adam and Eve and Noah’s


Ark. Yet almost every other influence says that this is


not true! Most of these people assume that science has


proven evolution and end up adopting a "theistic


evolution" outlook, believing that evolution took


place, somehow guided or started by God. This is an


expected result, particularly given that access to the


creation "side of the story" is somewhat difficult to


come by. Parents need to prepare their children for the


onslaught of evolutionary indoctrination that they will


encounter.





We have been taught to put our trust in science - that


it has, if not all of the answers, a good number of


them. Can it be that all of those scientists practicing


from an evolutionary viewpoint could be wrong? The


explanation is that for day to day scientific work


(practical or operational science) it does not matter


whether macro-evolution or "atoms to people" evolution


is true. Many scientific advances are making use of the


concepts of mutation (genetic engineering) and natural


selection to improve various aspects of plant and


animal life (such disease control), concepts that


modern creationists, contrary to what many believe,


have no problem with. God designed plants and animals


to have a degree of variability which man is free to


take advantage of. Scientists are only wrong when they


claim that this variability can lead to new, higher


order forms of life, or that life could have developed


on its own from dead chemicals.


What is Creation?


"Creation" or "Creationism" is based on the revelation


from God as found in the first part of the book of


Genesis in the Christian Bible Old Testament (or the


Jewish "Torah"). The creation is described as taking place over a six-day period, after which God rested (and therefore no more creating has taken place since). Strict creationists believe that these were 24-hour earth days and that the earth is quite young, while others calling themselves creationists take these to be "long periods of time" (millions of year) and typically believe the earth to be very old (around 4.6 billion years as is commonly taught). The arguments in both camps are extensive. Some of the main points are:





In favor of 24-hour days: the text seems to go out of


its way to make sure each "day" is understood as a


normal day through the use of the words "evening" and


"morning" associated with each day; unless there are


compelling reasons the text should be interpreted


naturally (as actual days); given that God was doing


the creating, the real question is "why did He take so


long?". Also, as we know from the theory of relativity,


it is possible that from the frame of reference of the


earth six 24-hour days DID take place, while a much


longer period of time may have elapsed in the rest of


the universe (which could account for the time for


distant starlight to reach earth). Also, the Bible says death entered the world with the fall of man, implying there was no evolutionary animal death before the appearance of man on the earth.





In favor of long periods of time: a "day" CAN mean an


indefinite period of time, and does mean this in some


places in scripture; there is a lot of activity on day


six (animals and Adam created, Adam lonely, Eve


created, animals named); some scientific evidence seems


to indicate the earth is old (such as radiometric


dating of some rocks).


What is Evolution?


The word "evolution" is commonly used as being synonymous with "naturalism", the idea that nature is "all there is". The "Theory of Evolution" as described by Darwin refers to biological evolution - the formation of new species through gradual change. The larger questions of how the first life was formed or how the materials of the universe came into being are part of naturalism but


scientists do talk about the "evolution of the universe".


Theories of how the universe came into being belong to


a field known as "cosmology", while "abiogenesis"


refers to theories of how the first life came about.


Each field is very speculative.





Scientists believe they can describe the formation of


the universe back to a small fraction of a second from


its beginning. They believe the "Big Bang" explosion


(a rapid expansion of space) was "lumpy" (non-uniform)


and gravity caused clumps of matter to condense into


stars. The main proof of the Big Bang is the


observation that the galaxies of the universe appear to


be moving apart from each other (the Doppler shift). If the universe contains enough matter then the expansion would reverse itself (because of gravity) and the whole thing would (possibly) start again. Many people like this idea


because it avoids there being "a beginning", but for


now there is not enough known matter to cause this


eventual contraction (which is why scientists speculate


about the existence of so-called "dark matter" to


provide the "missing" mass).


The "Theory of Evolution"


The "Theory of Evolution" was described by Darwin in


1859 in his famous book "On the Origin of Species by


Means of Natural Selection", subtitled “The Preservation of Favored Races in the Struggle for Life". There had been


evolutionary ideas before Darwin’s time (such as the


ancient "Great Chain of Being") but Darwin was the


first to popularize a reasonable scientific mechanism for


how life forms could change through natural means.





"Neo-Darwinism" takes the ideas of Darwin and updates


them with the science of "genetics" (instead of belief


in the inheritance of acquired characteristics).


Modern genetics developed after the time of Darwin.





The basic idea of organic evolution is that randomly


occurring mutations introduce a small change into an organism. Natural selection retains those changes


which end up providing the organism with some slight advantage, because the individual with the change is more likely to survive and reproduce at a higher rate, whereby


the beneficial change is eventually spread throughout the entire population. "Differential reproduction" describes


this idea.





The theory also speculates that all life, including


both plants and animals, derived from a single simple


life form through a very long series of small changes.


"Descent with modification" describes this idea.





Mutation and natural selection CAN lead to the


formation of a new species (populations that don’t


normally inter-breed). Before Darwin most scientists


believed that God created every species individually,


but modern creation scientists now believe that the


created "kind" was above the species level (probably


approximately equivalent to the family, subfamily, or


possibly genera taxonomic rank).


Two Models of Origins


This table (from Morris, "Scientific Creationism") lists the major aspects of the competing models of origins.





Both models support the idea that a plant or animal


"type" can change through natural or artificial


selection (such as dog breeding). The big difference


is how much change can take place. Creation supports


variation within a type (the Genesis "kind"), representing "good design" which allows populations to exhibit differing dominant traits in differing environments. Evolution believes that these smaller adaptations, given enough time, can


eventually accumulate to become large changes, to the


point where a "new type" or organism would now exist.





If evolution is true, the fossil record should show a


continuous, gradual change from simpler life forms to


more complex ones, with transitional forms existing in


all cases. If creation is true, all higher-order forms


(above the species level) were created fully functional


and the fossil record should show abrupt appearance and


no transitional forms. A "transitional" or


"intermediate" form means a plant or animal which has


some feature showing only partial development, such as


"wings" that are part scale and part feather,


documenting a transition from a reptile to a bird, for


example. No such conclusive example is known, yet


countless such cases must have existed if evolution is


true! Note: a transitional form is often confused with a


"mosaic", where an animal exhibits traits from


different types, but where each trait is fully-formed.


Mosaics are unusual but don’t provide any proof for


evolution).


Interpretation of Scientific Data


(Slide concept from Institute for Creation Research seminar)


The traits of the competing models as given on the


previous slide are quite different and it would seem a


simple matter to resolve which model is true.


The problem is that scientific data can in most cases


be interpreted in different ways. Scientists like to


portray themselves as impartial, but in fact we all


have biases and make underlying assumptions. Depending


upon whether you are starting with an assumption that


evolution must be true, or creation must be true, the


same scientific data will frequently yield


interpretations which support either evolution or


creation. This is why the same "fossil record" (or the "geologic column") is touted both by evolutionists as proof of evolution (supposedly showing an increase in complexity of animals over time), and at the same time, by creationists as proof that evolution never occurred


(showing abrupt appearance with no transitions). People also arrive at differing conclusions about something like


the geologic column because it is a complex phenomena,


with many considerations needing to be taken into


account, requiring much specialized knowledge.


Many times our knowledge is also incomplete and the


gaps must be filled via speculation, often confused with scientific fact by the unaware.


"Evolution" - Proved or Not?


So ... is evolution really true or not? Has it been


proved? Most scientists say it has been proved beyond


doubt and should no longer be called a theory.


Creationists say there is not a shred of evidence


evolution has occurred. The problem is that the same


word, "evolution", is being used to mean two vastly


different things.





The adaptation of populations through natural selection


is well-proven. It is a fact. This is what textbooks


and popular shows typically regard as synonymous with


"evolution", but this phenomenon is better labeled


"variation within a kind" or "adaptation". It is


frequently called "micro-evolution", but this is a


misnomer. Common "examples of evolution" (like Darwin’s


finches) fall into this category. "Speciation", the


formation of non-interbreeding sub-populations, or new


"species", sometimes results. However, CHANGE AT THE


SPECIES LEVEL IS UNIMPORTANT in the big picture, as


NO INCREASE IN COMPLEXITY (no upward evolution) is


taking place.





Change beyond the species level is also popularly


termed "evolution" (as well as the formation of the


structures of the universe and the first life). Above


species-level changes (that exhibit an increase in


complexity) are better labeled "macro-evolution".


Evolutionists acknowledge that macro-evolution is still


a theory (actually more like a concept) without proof,


requiring further research. It is still a question


whether macro-evolution uses the same mechanisms as


micro-evolution (mutation and natural selection), or


something else. Macro-evolution has never been observed.





Understanding the difference between micro and


macro-evolution is key to understanding a big part of


the creation/evolution controversy. The other key is to


realize that the controversy is less about scientific


fact than about promotion of a theistic versus


atheistic world view.


What is True?


Building on the distinction between micro and


macro-evolution, this chart summarizes "what is true".


Natural selection leading to variation is true.


However, it DOES NOT FOLLOW, and there is little


evidence for, extending or extrapolating the truth of


natural selection to say that a "subatomic particles to


people" evolutionary scenario is therefore true. But this is what usually takes place. An example of so-called micro-evolution is presented, and the viewer is lead to believe that by inference the entire naturalistic scenario is therefore true. What starts as scientific fact turns seamlessly into theory and then wild speculation without the viewer being told that a corner has been turned and


huge gaps crossed!


Peppered Moth "Evolution"


The "peppered moth" example is probably the best known,


or most often cited proof of "evolution is action".


As explained by Menton: "The Peppered moth (Biston betularia) is typically a whitish moth covered with black spots. This coloration provides an effective camouflage for the moths as they rest on certain Birch trees.  Like humans, however, these moths can be found in a range of pigmentation from very black to very white and all shades in between. In a much touted study in England it was found that when the white trees, on which the moths rested, became dark from industrial pollution, birds ate more of the lighter moths (missing the darker ones). It came as no surprise that the population of darker moths increased while the lighter ones decreased. It was further observed (but rarely mentioned) that when cities cleaned up their air, the trees got lighter and the lighter moths again predominated." This is NATURAL SELECTION in action.





The problem is that there is NO EVOLUTION occurring (no increase in complexity)! At the start of the story there are both light and dark colored moths present. At the end of the story there are both light and dark colored moths present. No new trait has been acquired. The only difference is a shift in the color distribution in the population.





Development of resistance to antibiotics by bacterial


strains is another frequently heard story along the


same lines. These are simply cases of recombinations of


existing genetic characteristics selectively preserved


in a changed environment, not examples demonstrating an increase in complexity.


Spectrum of Beliefs


There are a spectrum of beliefs between "pure


creationism" and "pure evolution". Organizations such


as the "Institute for Creation Research" (ICR), the


"Creation Research Society" (CRS), and "Answers in


Genesis" (AIG) believe God created during six literal


24-hour days, the earth is young, and the global flood


was a real event.





Organizations such as "Reasons To Believe" (RTB)


believe that the days of creation are long periods of


time, but consider themselves creationists because God


started the process and intervened along the way to


introduce new types of plants and animals. They believe


in "pre-men" that later became human only after God


gave them a soul. This view is known as "progressive


creation", a type of "theistic evolution". There is a


slight difference - theistic evolution is creation by


continuous evolutionary processes started by God.


Progressive creation is similar but says that God


intervened occasionally to do "mini-creating" when


necessary to keep things going.





There are people who believe that God exists but that


atoms-to-people evolution is true. God basically "wound


up" the universe and let it go. This "god" for many is


not the personal God of the Bible but a distant, impersonal one.





Finally, true evolution is really an atheistic philosophy and has no need for any type of God, even an impersonal one. Proponents may still use "God-talk", but their "god" is some type of creative force that is an (as yet undiscovered) property of matter (like the "force" in the Star Wars movies).


The Appeal of Evolution


What is the appeal of evolutionary philosophy?


Many people believe in evolution because it is what


they were taught and are ignorant of the actual facts.


But its ultimate appeal is that it provides an excuse


for people to justify their selfish behavior. It is part of the "long war against God" that has been fought throughout the ages. Evolution provides a necessary support for "humanism", "secularism", "communism", and other man-centered philosophies.


Reasons Against Evolution


Some of the major reasons why evolution cannot be true


are now presented.





1. Going from a Big Bang to a structured universe, from


non-life to life, from simpler life to higher-order


life all involve a tremendous increase in complexity.


However, it is well-proven that when things are left to


themselves, they always become LESS complex (they


decay), the opposite of what evolution requires.


This is known formally as the Second Law of


Thermodynamics. This tendency can only be overcome


through the application of DIRECTED energy (such as


using your muscles to put together the parts of a


bicycle). Evolutionists argue that the sun provided


more than enough energy to overcome the Second Law on


the primitive earth, which is true, but this was not


directed energy. To carry the above bicycle analogy


forward, it is like saying that applying a blow torch


at random to those bike parts should be enough to put


the bike together!





The information content of a person (to describe the


structure and operation of a person) is many, many


times that of a bacterium (which is also far from simple), yet the field of Information Theory has shown that information, such as the coded programs in the biological cell, NEVER arises as a result of random, chance processes like those at the


core of evolution.





2. The mechanism of neo-Darwinian evolution, natural selection acting on mutations, is totally inadequate. Almost all known mutations are harmful. The best (only?) "beneficial"


mutation cited is sickle cell anemia (it can provide immunity against malaria). Also, natural selection does just what is says. It only "selects" from what is already present - it cannot create anything new!


Reasons Against Evolution (continued)


3. The gap from non-life to life is very big. It


requires both DNA and RNA to be present, working


cooperatively, at the same time. Each of these


structures are very complex. To get around this problem


evolutionists say the first life may have been


RNA-only, but this is pure speculation (and is still a


significant problem). To date man has created only the


simplest low-level building block of life in the


laboratory (most of the amino acids). And if he does create life one day, it will involve the use of complex equipment and well thought out procedures, documenting the necessity for intelligence to make it happen. No "warm little pond" will do!





4. If evolution is this grand process that has


transformed the simplest life into people, it should


surely be demonstrable in the laboratory. In fact,


extended experiments with fruit flies have produced


many types of deformed fruit flies, but they remain


fruit flies. Evolutionists will point to the large


amount of time needed for evolution to work, but on the


order of 10,000 generations of fruit flies have been


bred and exposed to many times a naturally-occurring


amount of mutation-inducing radiation, with no


indication that any increase in complexity (upward evolution) is happening! These experiments show (like plant and animal breeding) that organisms have a certain capacity for change which cannot be exceeded.


Reasons Against Evolution (continued)


5. If evolution cannot be documented in the laboratory,


the only other place to find it would be in the record


of the earth’s history. However, the fossil record


clearly shows that macro-evolution has not taken place.


The oldest fossils of a particular plant or animal are


always fully-formed (not some simpler version), and


look identical in all significant aspects to the same


plant or animal living today (although many fossil


types are extinct).





The near-oldest rocks, so-called "Cambrian" rocks,


contain many complex creatures, like Trilobites (now


extinct). They are fully-formed, and there is not the


slightest trace of a more primitive ancestor to be


found in the older, "Pre-Cambrian" rocks. This period in evolutionary earth history is called the "Cambrian Explosion" because of the vast number of new life forms that appear abruptly. What is true between the Pre-Cambrian and Cambrian ages is also true between every other age - no transitional forms are found! The most frequently cited "intermediate form", the reptile/bird "Archaeopteryx" is really a bird that has some reptilian features (like teeth). It has a "mosaic" of traits (some bird, some reptile), but each trait is fully-formed (including the feathers). There are animals alive today that are mosaics (e.g. the duckbill platypus). A true


reptile/bird intermediate would show reptilian scales


"half-way" transformed into feathers.





Because the fossil record show abrupt appearance and


"stasis" (no change), the evolutionary theory of


"punctuated equilibrium" was developed by Gould and


Eldredge for speciation, which basically says we don’t see evolution in the fossil record because it happens fast in small


isolated groups. It is an argument from lack of evidence.


Reasons Against Evolution (continued)


6. For those who place trust in the Bible, it should be


noted that the Bible always speaks of special creation


by God as a fact. If evolution were God’s mechanism


there would be no reason for Him to hide it in His


revelation. Even Jesus Himself refers to the creation


(and the global flood of Noah’s time) as facts.


The listed scripture references (NIV) include:





Col 1:16 "For by Him all things were created: things in


heaven and on earth, visible and invisible, whether


thrones or powers of rulers or authorities; all things


were created by Him and for Him. He is before all


things, and in Him all things hold together."





Heb 1:2 "... He has spoken to us by His Son, whom He


appointed heir of all things, and through whom He made


the universe."





Heb 1:10 "In the beginning, O Lord, you laid the


foundations of the earth, and the heavens are the work


of your hands."





Jesus said: Mk 10:6 "But at the beginning of creation


God ‘made them male and female.’"





Also: Mt 24:37-39 "As it was in the days of Noah, so it


will be at the coming of the Son of Man."





7. Finally, when scientific data is examined, a


creationist interpretation can be usually be provided


which is just as reasonable, if not superior to, an


evolutionary interpretation.


Time's Arrow


(Slide concept from Institute for Creation Research seminar)


Creationists say that degeneration in the universe, as


formalized in the Second Law of Thermodynamics, thwarts any proposed "molecules to man" upward development. This point was made on an earlier slide, but it is important enough to repeat more explicitly.


Evolution/naturalism postulates that one of the most


basic tenets of science has been repeatedly and


continuously violated on a grand scale!





To reiterate, evolutionists try to get around this problem by claiming that the entropy DECREASE on the earth


(increase in order and complexity as evolution is


taking place, driven by the energy of the sun) has been


more than overcome by the greater INCREASE in entropy


on the sun (which is expelling considerable energy).


Therefore, the sun-earth system as a single unit has


obeyed the second law. However, this scenario is


thermodynamically impossible!





When an entropy decrease is proposed (like evolution


taking place), there must be postulated either a


mechanism, machine or external influence, NOT JUST AN


ENERGY FLOW, that causes the unnatural event to occur. The second law has been constructed in such a manner that entropy always increases when a natural


spontaneous process occurs. Evolution has no directing


external influence to overcome the effects of the


second law. An energy flow like that provided by the


sun is necessary, BUT NOT SUFFICIENT, for the second


law to be overcome.


Best Evidence for Evolution?


What do evolutionists say to prove their case? Steven


Gould at Harvard University cites three things:





1. Micro-evolution and natural selection are proven,


with the implication being that macro-evolution is


just "more of the same". As stated earlier, creationists also agree that natural selection can lead to variation (the formation of non-interbreeding groups, different “species”), but the extrapolation is unwarranted and unjustified. Physical limits are soon reached beyond which no more change can be made (as illustrated by dog breeding, for example).





2. Examples of so-called transitional forms from the


fossil record are cited. However, the "good" examples


of transitional forms are few, and none are


indisputable. If evolution were true, there should be


so many intermediates that we could not even categorize


them. In fact, it should not be possible to tell where


one type of animal "ends" and another "begins". Look at


the evolutionary "tree of life" and you will find only


the leaves, with speculative branches showing few if


any common intermediates (remember: dashed lines don’t count!).





3. So-called "imperfections" in nature are cited.


For example, why would God give the Panda bear a thumb


that appears to be fairly useless? Or why do men have


nipples? One answer is that just because we don’t


understand why something is the way it is, doesn’t


mean it doesn’t have a good purpose or aesthetic value.


This is a weak argument at best.


Radiometric Dating Principles


The presentation now moves on to topics of dating the


earth, and the world-wide flood. 





Can we rely on radiometric dating principles to prove


that the earth is really very old, thereby providing


the necessary time evolution requires if it is true?





The basic premise behind radiometric dating is that a


parent isotope in a rock or other object containing the


isotope (such as Potassium, K) decays over time into a


daughter isotope (such as Argon, Ar) at a known rate (as measured in the laboratory), specified by its "half-life".





Some methods use isotopes that have a long half-life,


and are therefore capable in theory of measuring long


amounts of time, while others such as Carbon-14, have a


relatively short half-life and can only measure recent


history.


Radiometric Dating Flaws


The validity of radiometric dating depends upon the three


listed assumptions being correct. The decay rate being a


constant is probably true but the other two are


questionable (what was the parent/daughter ratio when


the object being tested was "created"; and the


assumption that there has been no loss or addition of


the parent or daughter component throughout its


history). Scientists, of course, try to correct for


these flaws through techniques such as carefully


choosing the samples, dating multiple samples, etc.


However, there are many cited cases of inconsistent


dating results where the obtained date was very


different from the expected date based on the position


of the rock in the geologic column (see Woodmorappe,


"Studies in Flood Geology", where over 300 major


inconsistencies are documented), and results where lava


flow rocks of a known recent age were dated to millions


of years old (such as at Grand Canyon, as documented


by ICR scientists). There is also the issue of


"selective publication", where the reported dates will


always tend to be those that fall into the "already


known to be approximately correct" range, while other


samples giving the "wrong date" "must be bad".





Creationists have also advanced theories which may


explain why rock samples appear to have old ages, and


question the validity of the "isochron" dating procedure, which uses multiple samples. The bottom line is that radiometric dating procedures don’t provide the consistent absolute dating method we would like to have.


Dating the Earth


In Appendix 6 of the book "The Biblical Basis for


Modern Science", by Henry Morris, he gives a table


listing 68 global processes that indicate a "young" age


for the earth (some of these are given on this slide). None of these estimates are overly valid, for the same reasons that radiometric dating is not overly valid. That is, the assumptions of a uniform rate through all time, zero initial daughter component, and a completely closed system through all time are unlikely to be valid. However, the important point is that the vast majority of physical processes that affect the entire earth tend to point to an earth that is much less than the 4.6 billion years old typically given as its age.





For example, the process of salt build up in the


ocean has been studied extensively by creationists and is fairly well understood (ICR Impact No. 8, "Evolution: Oceans Say No!", Nevins). When the most favorable parameters (for evolutionists) are used (no initial salt content in the ocean and minimum amount of salt entry per year), a value of only 76 million years is obtained as the MAXIMUM possible age of the earth. Of course, more reasonable parameters can date the earth by this process into the approximate 10,000 year age of the earth that strict creationism teaches.


World-wide Flood Evidences


Is there evidence that there was once a flood which


covered the entire earth? If this were the case you


would think the result would be obvious, and


creationists say it is!





Global flood evidences include:





The earth’s features (such as mountains, canyons,


regional stratigraphy (large-scale single rock beds),


soft bending of rock strata, etc.) require some type of


catastrophic explanation.





Sedimentary rock formations (formed through water


deposition) cover substantial portions of North America


and other continents.





There is no evidence that coal, oil, or ore deposits


are being formed today, yet massive deposits are found


in the earth.





Likewise, the earth contains many great fossil beds,


none of which appear to be forming today either.


Fossils require rapid burial to be preserved.





Exceptions in the geologic column indicate that it was


not formed in a gradual manner, such as the appearance


of single trees that extend vertically through multiple


"ages".





Detailed study of Carbon-14 dating results provide a date for the flood of around 5,000 years ago, which agrees fairly well with the Biblical chronology (see Whitelaw, "Time, Life, and


History in the Light of 15,000 Radiocarbon Dates", in


"Speak to the Earth").


Other Flood Evidences


There are other, non-geological, evidences that point


to a start (or rebirth) of the earth approximately five


to ten thousand years ago, as would be the case if a


global flood has occurred.





The origin of civilization is generally agreed to be in


the Middle East, which is where Noah’s Ark landed.


The Middle East just "happens" to be a good, centrally


located place from which to repopulate the world.





The oldest written materials date back five to six


thousand years.





The first signs of civilization, things like pottery,


agriculture, the domestication of animals, metallurgy,


and the first cities are dated by secular scientists to


approximately 10,000 years ago at the earliest.





The oldest known living things, the Bristlecone pine


trees in California, date to about 5,000 years ago.





Study of the build up of human population makes it 


clear that humans have only existed for a few thousand 


years (not millions), even when the maximum likely 


effects of war, disease, disaster, and other 


population-reducing factors are considered.





An analysis (by Whitelaw) of 30,000 radiocarbon dating 


results published in the "Radiocarbon" journal shows 


an unmistakable spike in the death of living things 


about 5,000 years ago.


The Geologic Column


The "geologic column" illustrated in textbooks shows


the supposed progression of animals from "simpler"


forms in the oldest ages to increasingly more advanced


forms in later ages, and is used to "prove" that


evolution has actually taken place. One gets the


impression that a core sample from any land surface on


earth will contain the illustrated progression of


fossils. However, such is not the case. "Only 15-20% of


the earth’s land surface has even three (of the ten)


geologic periods appearing in ‘correct’ consecutive


order" (Woodmorappe).





The column is seen to be a self-fulfilling reality


based on circular reasoning, once it is realized that 


the definitive way in which rocks are dated is by the


"index" fossils they contain. Yet the dating of the


fossils is based on their presumed "stage of evolution"


as determined by the age in which they are found.


Fossils date rocks, rocks date fossils!





Creationists believe the column, to the degree it


superficially illustrates a general tendency, is the


result of the global flood. It represents a rapid, not


"millions of years", deposition of all the plant and


animal material existing on the earth at that time.


Hydrodynamic sorting action, the tendency for destruction of similar habitats to occur in the same order around the world (near the ocean habitats overcome before inland habitats), and animal mobility considerations are sufficient to produce the general tendencies seen in the column. The recent volcanic explosion at Mt. St. Helens produced similar stratigraphic features to those found at "grand canyon" (but on a smaller scale) in a matter of only days and hours!


A Feat of Engineering


Suppose you were an engineer and were told that your


job was to design a robot having the listed


specifications. To build such a robot is today beyond


our technological capabilities, and if we ever build


such a robot, you can sure that a lot of planning and


designing will have gone into the effort. People


recognize the tremendous intelligence and skill that


would be needed to perform such a task.


Engineering Performed


Yet, the task outlined on the previous slide HAS been


performed. It is a "robot" we call an "ant". And even


though an ant is marvelously designed and has many


capabilities, it is trivial and unimportant compared


with man. If the intelligence and planning needed


"just" to build an ant/robot is so great, how much


greater intelligence and planning must have been


required to create the universe, the earth, and all


living things! Evolution and naturalism, having no


designer to supply intelligence, following no plan,


is absolutely, totally incapable of having produced


the world we know.


Top Evidences for Creation


In summary, what are the top evidences in support of


creation?





First, the Biblical revelation provides the only claimed


"eyewitness account" of the creation of the universe.





Second, the well-known principle of "cause and effect"


requires that there must have been some infinite "first


cause" (which we label "God"), as an effect is always


less than its cause.





Third, complexity never arises through the results of


random, chance processes. This is a common sense


observation consistent with known scientific laws.


Living things are complex machines.





Fourth, nature exhibits a tremendous amount of design.


The universe, the earth, and living things are not only


highly complex, but have function and purpose.


The ecosystem of the earth is finely tuned with every


part of it related to the rest in a delicate balance.





Fifth, the Bible documents a global flood as the cause


for the fossils we find in the earth. Since God created


each kind directly we would expect the fossil record to


show the "abrupt appearance" of fully-formed plants and


animals, which is what we find.





Finally, all theories of origins ultimately come down


to either a supernatural or natural (or no) cause.


Evolution postulates that complex living systems


self-developed from dead chemicals. Macro-evolution has


never been demonstrated. A naturalistic big bang into


people scenario is not justified by the actual scientific facts. Supernatural causes are a necessity!


Biblical Concepts Surrounding Creation


Some creationists like to distinguish between


"Scientific Creationism" and "Biblical Creationism".


The first presents arguments for creation without


reference to the Bible, while the second adds Biblical


religious concepts. However, this is really an


artificial division intended to "work around"


separation of church and state issues, and hasn’t


succeeded well in practice since everyone knows that


"intelligent design" requires a creator! The full


creationist message must discuss WHY the originally


"very good" creation (Gen 1:31) is no longer so, and


what the future holds.





The first people (Adam and Eve) were told by God "but


you must not eat from the tree of the knowledge of good


and evil, for when you eat of it you will surely die."


(Gen 2:17, NIV). This was a small test of their


obedience, and they failed because they wanted to "be


like God" (Gen 3:5). Because of this sin God cursed the


creation (Gen 3:17) and the death of people and animals


became part of the world. The Second Law of


Thermodynamics became operative at this time, and


latent characteristics of plants and animals now


necessary in a savage world started to exhibit


themselves. As time went on the world became a VERY bad place and God sent a global flood as punishment on


mankind (Gen 6:5-7).





God later sent Jesus Christ to earth to redeem mankind,


"that whoever believes in Him shall not perish but have


eternal life" (Jn 3:16).





When the world becomes bad enough again, Jesus will


return a second time and will judge mankind (Ac 17:31,


Ro 2:16, 2Ti 4:1). He will renew the heavens and the


earth (Rev 21:1) and remove the curse placed upon them


(Rev 22:3), providing an eternal home for the redeemed!


Conclusions


We frequently hear that belief in evolution is


"scientific" while belief in creation is "faith".


However, we have seen that this is not true.


Creationists acknowledge that variation caused by


natural selection is a proven fact (which demonstrates


good design). But once we get beyond this, there is


much about evolution that requires great faith (such as


believing that dead chemicals became living on their


own), while the evidence for creation is in accord with


all scientific facts, especially the broad principles


of thermodynamics and information theory. There is good


reason to believe that the creation and a global flood


took place exactly as described in Genesis.





Ultimately, evolution/naturalism is man’s attempt to


eliminate the need for God, and thereby His rule over


us. If there is no God, something like evolution MUST


be true. However, the obvious complexity and design of


the creation shows otherwise, as it says in Romans


1:19-20 (NIV):





"... what may be known about God is plain to them


(godless and wicked men who suppress the truth),


because God has made it plain to them. For since the


creation of the world God’s invisible qualities - his


eternal power and divine nature - have been clearly


seen, being understood from what has been made, so that


men are without excuse".





Remember: "Through Him all things were made; without


Him nothing was made that has been made" (John 1:3, NIV)


For Further Study


Here are some suggestions for further study:





"Scientific Creationism" (Morris) is an introduction to Creation Science and makes a good book to start with.





"The Biblical Basis for Modern Science" (Morris) covers many of the fields of science from a creationist perspective.


It is the best general creation science "science" book.


It cover many fields of scientific study in some detail.





"Darwin on Trial" (Johnson) provides a good introduction to the creation/evolution controversy. Written by Berkeley Law


Professor Phillip Johnson, it examines the evidence in an easy to understand manner.





"Evolution: A Theory in Crisis" (Denton) and "Darwin’s Black Box: The Biochemical Challenge to Evolution" (Behe) are both written by non-creation scientists. These books


document the inadequacy of evolution as a mechanism for


creating and advancing life.





The "Institute for Creation Research" is the world’s


leading creationist organization. Sign up to get their


free monthly newsletter called "Acts & Facts".


They have an extensive catalog of creation science


materials available.





The "Answers in Genesis" organization publishes a


magazine that is very colorful and easy to read called


"Creation". They also publish a technical journal for


advanced studies.





Many creation science resources are now available on


the Internet. See the "Creation Science on the Web"


page at address http://mall.turnpike.net/C/cs/links.htm.
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