REASON & REVELATION
A Montbly Journal of Christian Evidences

JANUARY 2019-VOL. 39-NO. 1

Reasons |
To Believe &
The Earth [
S Young

""R&R and Discovery
Bound Volumes |
L1



21 Reasons to Believe
the Earth is Young

The Bible implies that the Earth is around 6,000-10,000
years old, while the conventional belief held by many is
that the Earth is 4.5 billion years old. Is the Bible wrong
about the age of the Earth? Abundant evidence exists
from the disciplines of paleontology, archaeology, geol-
ogy, astrophysics, and geophysics which supports the
biblical time frame, while refuting deep time.

THE age of the Earth, accord-
ing to naturalists and old-
Earth advocates, is 4.5 billion
years.' Young-Earth creationists con-
tend that the Earth is on the order
of thousands, not billions, of years
old. Is there evidence to support the
young-Earth creationists’ premise?
First, as we have shown elsewhere,
the biblical narrative implies that
the Universe was created with an
immediate appearance of age in
many ways.” Adam and Eve were
not mere zygotes, but walking, talk-
ing, working, and procreating indi-
viduals. The trees of the Garden
were bearing fruit so that Adam
and Eve could eat from them, light
from distant stars was viewable on
Earth, and daughter elements’ were
possibly in the various rocks. That
said, while certain attributes of the
Earth would appear old, the biblical
model suggests that other features

of the Universe would highlight its

youth. Here are 21 such examples:

BIBLE

#1: Bible Teaching

If the Bible is the inspired Word
of God, then whatever it teaches
can be known to be true—includ-
ing what it teaches about the age of
the Earth. The evidence indicates
that the Bible is in fact God’s Word.*
Simple addition of the genealogies
in Genesis 5 reveals that from Cre-
ation to the Flood was 1,656 years,
give or take a few years.6 The gene-
alogies of Genesis 11, which do not
use precisely the same terminology
as that of Genesis 5,” account for
roughly 400 to 5,000 years, ending
with the birth of Abram.® From
Abram to Christ is roughly 2,000
years, and from Christ to present
day is roughly 2,000 years. There-
fore, the age of the Earth is 6,000-
10,000 years.
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PALEONTOLOGY/ARCHAEOLOGY

#1: Polystrate Fossils

Perhaps the most widely used
argument for a millions-of-years-
old Earth historically has been the
rock layers of the geologic column.
It would take millions of years for
the thousands of meters of material
beneath us to accumulate and lith-
ify—or so the argument goes. Is that
true? A polystrate fossil is a single
fossil that spans more than one geo-
logic stratum. Many polystrate tree
trunk fossils have been discovered,
as well as a baleen whale, swamp
plants called calamites, and catfish.”
Polystrate fossils prove that both the
rock layers of the geologic column
and the surfaces between them
do not require millions of years of
slow and gradual accumulation and
lithification. After all, how could
a tree escape its inevitable decay
while sticking out of the ground
for millions of years with its roots
dead and lithified, while it waited
to be slowly covered with sediment?
Polystrate fossils provide evidence
that the rock strata have formed
rapidly—fast enough to preserve
organic materials before their decay.

#£3: DNA in “Ancient” Bacteria
Support a Young Earth

In 2000, a bacterium was discov-
ered that is thought to be from
the Permian Period of Earth’s his-
tory—250 million years ago. The
problem is that, according to geo-
microbiologist of the University of
Bristol John Parkes, “[a]ll the laws
of chemistry tell you that complex
molecules in the spores should
have degraded to very simple com-
pounds such as carbon dioxide” in
that amount of time," and yet the
bacterium’s DNA was still intact.
Further, the “Lazarus” bacterium
actually revived in spite of its sup-
posed great age. Not only was the
bacterium revived, but analysis of its



DNA indicated that the bacterium
is similar to modern bacteria—it
had not evolved in “250 million
years.”"" Critics verified that the
DNA of the bacterium does in fact
match that of modern bacteria, but
respond that “unless it can be shown
that [the bacterium]| evolves 5 to 10
times more slowly than other bacte-
ria,” the researchers’ claims should
be rejected.'” So according to crit-
ics, the evidence does not match the
“theoretical expectations for ancient
DNA” predicted by the evolution-
ary model. Therefore, the bacte-
rium cannot be ancient regardless
of the evidence."” Another plausible
option: the bacterium is not 250
million years old.

#4: Human Population Statistics

Evolutionists argue that humans
(i.e., the genus homo) have been on
the Earth for roughly two to three
million years. Using statistics, one
can arrive at an estimate for how
many people would be predicted to
be on the Earth at different points
in history. For example, accounting
for factors such as war, disease, and
famine, and assuming humans have
been on the planet for only one mil-
lion, rather than two to three mil-
lion, years, we find that there should
be 10%°°° people on the planet
today."* There are, however, not
even 10" people on the Earth. In
fact, if three-feet-tall humans with
narrow shoulders were squeezed
into the Universe like sardines,
only 10*2 people could fit into the
entire Universe. It would take 10"
(minus one) other Universes like
ours to house that many humans.

It might be tempting to argue that
the Earth could only sustain roughly
50 billion people, resource-wise, and
therefore, all humans above that
number would die off. If that were
the case, however, there should be
evidence that the Earth’s resource
capacity had been met many times in

the past in the form of billions upon
billions of hominid fossils. Homi-
nid fossils, however, are acknowl-
edged to be “hard to come by.”” In
fact, “meager evidence” exists to
attempt to substantiate the origin
of the entire genus homo.' Even
after over a century of searching
for homeo fossils, one evolutionary
scientist admitted several years ago,
“The fossils that decorate our family
tree are so scarce that there are still
more scientists than specimens. The
remarkable fact is that all the physi-
cal evidence we have for human evo-
lution can still be placed, with room
to spare, inside a single coffin.”"” Is
belief in an old Earth reasonable or
irrational? Ironically, if our calcu-
lations are adjusted based on the
predictions of the biblical model,
roughly 4,350 years ago' a Flood
ensued that wiped out man from
the face of the Earth. If the planet
then began to be repopulated by six
people (namely the sons of Noah
and their wives), statistics show that
there should be roughly 6.7 to 8.1
billion people on the planet today.
As of today, the U.S. Census Bureau
documents that the world’s popula-
tion is 7.5 billion people.”

Reason & Revelation is published monthly by Apologetics Press, Inc. Periodicals postage
paid at Montgomery, AL. Postmaster: Send address changes to Reason & Revelation,
230 Landmark Dr., Montgomery, AL 36117; ISSN:[1542-0922] USPS# 023415.

Apologetics Press is a non-profit, tax-exempt work dedicated to the defense of New
Testament Christianity. Copyright © 2019. All rights reserved.

Editor:
Dave Miller, M.A., M.Div., M.A.R., Ph.D."

(*Communication, Southern lllinois University)
Associate Editor:
Jeff Miller, M.S., Ph.D."

(*Biomechanical Engineering, Auburn University)

Annual Subscription Rates:

$14.00 Domestic
$12.00 Domestic Bulk

(5+ to same address)
$14.00 Canada & Overseas

(plus shipping)
General inquiries, changes of address,
or international callers:

(334) 272-8558
(334) 270-2002

Phone:
Fax:

#5: Carbon-14 in “Ancient”
Fossils and Materials

At current rates, it takes 5,730
years for half of the radioactive
element carbon-14 (C-14), from
an organic sample like a bone or
piece of wood, to break down into
its daughter element, nitrogen-14.
With such a “short” half-life, after
57,300 years (10 half-lives), less than
0.1% of the original C-14 atoms are
left in any specimen. Current tech-
nology does not allow scientists to
detect C-14 in specimens thought
to be older than 60-100 thousand
years in age—all of the measur-
able carbon-14 is gone.”” If C-14 is
detected in any uncontaminated
specimen, therefore, the specimen
cannot be older than 100,000 years
(assuming, as evolutionists do, a
constant nuclear decay rate of C-14
into nitrogen—l4—an assumption
which would not hold in the bibli-
cal Flood scenario). The discovery
of C-14 in fossils that are believed
to be 10’s to 100’s of millions of
years old is, predictably, shocking to
those who accept the conventional
dating scheme and its underlying
techniques. No matter how much
care is taken to ensure that the
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specimens have not been contami-
nated, the fossils still reveal the pres-
ence of C-14. Fossilized wood from
the Cenozoic era (up to 65 million
years old, conventionally), fossilized
wood, dinosaur fossils, and ammo-
nite shells from the Mesozoic era
(66-252 million years old, conven-
tionally), and fossilized wood, rep-
tiles, and sponges from the Paleozoic
era (252-541 million years old) have
been discovered with C-14 present.”
Similarly, coal from the Paleozoic
era (thought to be 40-320 mil-
lion years old), and even diamonds
thought to be billions of years old,
have yielded C-14 upon examina-
tion.”” It is notable that regardless
of where the specimens are found in
the geologic column, the C-14 ages
all fall within the range of 10-60
thousand years old (again, assum-
ing a constant nuclear decay rate).
While one might predict that deeper
in the strata would correspond to
an older age, the depth in the strata
does not appear to correlate to the
measured age of the specimen, sup-
porting the creationist contention
that the entire fossil record and geo-
logic column from the Paleozoic up
into the Cenozoic era likely formed
during the single year of the bibli-
cal Flood. The geologic column and
fossil record are not a record of life
through time, but of death during

the Flood a few millennia ago.23

#6: Soft Tissue/Blood Vessels
in Dinosaur Fossils

The last uncontested dinosaur
fossil is found in the Cretaceous
period of the geologic column, below
the K-Pg boundary that marks a
mysterious extinction event that
wiped out some 70% of the planet’s
species. The dinosaur era (i.c., the
Mesozoic) extends from roughly
252 million years ago to the K-Pg
boundary, roughly 65-66 million
years ago according to the evolution-
ary timescale. Obviously, no flesh

could conceivably survive 100,000
years without decay, much less one
million years, much less 65 million
years, much less 200 million years.
As 0f2005, however, many dinosaur
fossils have been “cracked open” and
studied, only to find collagen and
blood vessels with red blood cells
intact, original proteins, and soft,
stretchy, flexible tissue. The list has
grown to include T*rex, hadrosaur,
mosasaur, tricevatops, thescelosaurus,
psittacosaurus, archaeopteryx, and
seismosaur fossils.”* While certain
sterile conditions could conceiv-
ably preserve organic remains for
hundreds or thousands of years,
the fossils being studied were not
discovered in sterile, laboratory
environments, but rather harsh
environments like the mid-western
U.S., with large temperature differ-
entials, erratic weather, and climate
conditions that accelerate decay. No
reasonable explanation has been
offered, and yet the evidence has
continued to mount.” The most
plausible explanation is that the geo-
logic strata that host the dinosaurs
do not date to 66+ million years
ago, but rather, to a few thousand
years ago.

#1: Human/Dinosaur Co-existence

According to the evolutionary,
old-Earth timeline, dinosaurs went
extinct some 65 to 66 million
years ago. Modern-day mammals
and many other living organisms
did not yet exist, since they are not
found in the strata that house the
dinosaurs. Humans (i.c., the genus
homa) only arrived on the scene two
to three million years ago according
to that paradigm. No human, there-
fore, ever saw a dinosaur. If, however,
evidence was discovered that proves
humans and dinosaurs in fact co-
existed in the recent past, then the
evolutionary timeline telescopes
down millions of years and the geo-
logic strata in which the dinosaurs
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are found are shown to represent a
time period in the not-too-distant
past. Sure enough, physical, histori-
cal, and biblical evidences are avail-
able to substantiate the co-existence
of humans and dinosaurs in the
recent past.”®

GEOLOGY

#8: Tightly Folded Rock Strata

If the rock layers of the geologic
column represent millions of years
of slow accumulation, lithification,
and erosion, one would expect the
layers beneath the surface layer to
be “brittle,” as rock layers are today.
Plate movement would, therefore,
result in the fracturing of those
rock layers, rather than bending
them—rocks do not bend, but
rather, break. In several places on
the Earth, however, rock layers
have been discovered that are bent
and folded at radical angles with-
out fracturing (e.g., the Tapeats
Sandstone and Muav Limestone of
the Grand Canyon®). These thick
layers of sediment that eventually
lithified—representing millions
of years of time, conventionally—
must have been laid down rapidly
and had not yet had enough time
to lithify before being bent by the
rapid plate movement predicted to
occur during the Flood.

#9: Rapid “Slow” Processes
Any old-Earth/evolutionary dating
technique relies on the uniformitar-
ian assumption: whatever processes
we witness occurring today must be
used to explain the past. If petrify-
ing a tree, forming oil, carving a
canyon, transforming the parent
isotopes of a radioactive rock into
their daughter elements, or moving
a continent several miles would take
millions of years at the lithification,
transformation, erosion, decay, and
“drift” rates we see today, then the
Earth must be at least millions of
years old. If, however, each of these



processes are shown to occur rapidly
under catastrophic conditions (as
predicted by the young-Earth bib-
lical model), then those processes
cannot be used to prove an old
Earth. Sure enough, as creationists
have predicted would be the case,
each of these processes has been
empirically verified as occurring
rapidly under catastrophic condi-
tions like those of the biblical Flood
model. Petrification has been found
to be able to occur in mere months
to a few years under catastrophic
conditions.” Qil has been shown
to form in hundreds to thousands
of years.” The rapid carving of
canyons has been verified to occur
under catastrophic conditions as
well.*® Studies have verified that the
nuclear decay rates of radioactive
materials can be accelerated under
catastrophic conditions,” and evi-
dence for the rapid movement in the
past of the plates upon which the
continents reside has been verified
as well.? If each of the chronom-
cters that are said to prove “old” ages
of the Earth is contradicted by the
evidence, then where is the evidence

of an old Earth?

#10: Amount of Salt in the Sea

Ocean water is salty. Each year,
hundreds of millions of tons of
sodium are added to the oceans and
only about 27% of it is removed by
other processes, leaving an annual
accumulation of 336 million tons
of sodium.” Starting with a zero
sodium content in the sea and using
the old-Earth assumption of unifor-
mitarianism, the current concentra-
tion of sodium in the ocean would
be reached in only 42 million years.
According to the U.S. National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin-
istration, however, the ocean is 3.8
billion years old.** The response to
this fact, as must be the case in other
examples in this list, would obvi-
ously be that accumulation and/or

dissemination rates must have been
different in the past. The average salt
accumulation, however, would have
to be over 90 times slower than pres-
ent rates in order to accommodate
the alleged age of the ocean. This
conjecture simply does not hold up
under scrutiny and, even if it did, it
would merely prove the creationist
contention that uniformitarian-
ism is not a reliable assumption.
Present processes are not the key to
understanding the past and, there-
fore, no old-age dating technique
can be trusted, since they all rely on
uniformitarianism. Since the Flood
happened, catastrophism, not uni-
formitarianism, is a more reasonable
assumption in interpreting physical
evidence. Intimately tied to cata-
strophism are rapid processes and,
therefore, young ages.

#11: Amount of Sediment on the Sea Floor
As water and wind scour the con-
tinents each year, 20 billion tons of
material is estimated to be depos-
ited in the oceans.” As the tectonic
plates of the Earth move, subduc-
tion occurs, with one plate slowly
diving under another towards the
mantle. One billion tons of mate-
rial is estimated to be removed from
the sea floor each year from that
process,36 leaving 19 billion tons of
sediment accumulating each year on
the ocean floor. On average, the sed-
iment thickness on the ocean floor
is 1,500 feet.” Based on the current
rate of sediment deposition, how-
ever (i.e., assuming uniformitarian-
ism once again), the sediment on the
ocean floor would accumulate in
only a small fraction of the alleged
3.8 billion year age of the ocean (i.c.,
0.5% or 19 million years).”® The
average annual sediment accumu-
lation would have to be 197 times
smaller to match an ocean age of 3.8
billion years. The amount of sedi-
ment on the sea floor simply does
not support a billions-of-years-old
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ocean, but fits well with a young
Earth when the accelerated erosion
rates during and immediately after
the Flood are accounted for.

#12: Lack of Erosion Evidence
Between Strata
When making a multi-layer cake,
the adjoining surface between layers
is smooth. If you made your cake
outside over several weeks, waiting
several days between new layers
and leaving the cake open to the
elements in the meantime, the sur-
face of each layer would exhibit the
indicators of time—decay, loss of
cake from scavengers, erosion from
rain water, etc. Similarly, if geologic
strata are formed over millions of
years, the surface between adjoin-
ing layers would not be smooth, but
would exhibit proof of time passing
in the form of, for instance, erosional
and depositional surfaces. However,
the layers, by in large (e.g., at the
Grand Canyon), display smooth
contact surfaces—indicating rapid
deposition without enough time
for erosion.”” Those surfaces which
show evidence of erosion match the
type of erosion that would be pre-
dicted if the lower surface had not
yet lithified when a rapid erosion
event occurred above the surface,
prior to further rapid deposition.
Bottom line: the Grand Canyon
exhibits evidence of a young Earth.

#13: Helium in Zircon Crystals

Zircon crystals are considered to
be some of the oldest minerals on
Earth—thought to be billions of
years old. They are very hard and
resistant to deterioration, and are
also able to preserve their contents
well, making them safer from con-
tamination. Within zircon crystals,
a portion of the zirconium atoms
are replaced by uranium while the
crystals grow. As radioactive ura-
nium-238 decays into its daughter
element, lead-206, alpha particles

(cont.on p. 8)



R&R and Discovery 2018 Bound Volumes
Save the volumes from the past

R&R 1998-2017 Discovery 1999-2017
Starting at $3.00 ea. Starting at $3.00 ea. — _

—_— . 36117
B e 1 k Drive, Montgomery, Alabama
e e | 230 Landmar Arpo\ageﬂcsPress.org

Argument for the Existence of God; Is Conception When Life Begins? Are Jesus’
Words More Important than the Bible Writers? Bible Inspiration, and more.



-\.

2018 ‘ OUND \IOI.UMES

'_ Discbvery
‘Bible-and Saencgr e
: magazme for I@d

Order today by calllng

= -(800) 234-8558 _
— ;_'_— or by visiting — ==
- Apologet_lcs_l’_ress o_rglwebstorq_




are released that combine with
nearby electrons. Helium is subse-
quently formed, which can then be
detected in zircon crystals. While
zircon crystals are able to preserve
their contents well, helium is known
to behave as a “slippery” material.
Helium atoms are small and are in
constant motion as gas particles.
They are, therefore, hard to contain,
and they diffuse quickly.*” Upon
examination of zircon crystals that
are thought to be 1.5 billion years
old, however, scientists have discov-
ered the presence of unusually high
concentrations of helium.* If the
crystals were billions of years old,
the helium should have been dif-
fused from the crystals and released
into the atmosphere, since high con-
centrations of helium can only be
sustained, theoretically, for a few
thousand years without significant
diffusion. The presence of high con-
centrations of helium illustrates the
fact that at some point(s) in the rela-
tively recent past, the nuclear decay
rate of uranium-238 was accelerated,
producing larger amounts of helium
that have not yet had time to diftuse.
If radioactive decay rates were accel-
erated at some point in the past (c.g.,
during the Flood), then radioactive
materials will appear deceptively old,
while actually being relatively young,

#14: “Orphan” Radiohalos

As a radioactive atom of uranium
decays into polonium within a solid
crystalline material, alpha particles
are released and “halos™ form,
marking the different stages of
nuclear decay. Parentless radiohalos,
however, are found in many granitic
rocks, implying accelerated nuclear

decay in the past and a young age
for the Earth.”

#15: Clastic Dikes
In sedimentary rock strata, open
fractures often exist, and in some
cases, other sedimentary material is

injected into those cracks at a later
time, filling them with a different
type of sedimentary rock. These are
called clastic dikes. The Ute Pass
fault, west of Colorado Springs, for
example, exhibits over 200 sand-
stone dikes, some of which are miles
in length. The dikes are comprised
of Cambrian Sawatch sandstone
(allegedly 500 million years old)
that injected rock from the Creta-
ceous period (allegedly 65-66 mil-
lion years old).** Is it reasonable to
presume that 500-million-year-old
sediment remained unlithified for
over 400 million years while Ordo-
vician, Silurian, Devonian, Carbon-
iferous, Permian, Triassic, Jurassic,
and Cretaceous strata were laid
down on top of it before intruding
into the Cretaceous strata? Or is it
more reasonable to infer that the
layers of the geologic column from
the Cambrian to the Cretaceous
were laid down rapidly on top of
one another during a global, aque-
ous catastrophe before they had lith-
ified? Then, during the rapid uplift
of the Rocky Mountains later in
the Flood, the Cambrian Sawatch
material was injected through the
overlying layers forming the clastic
dikes of the Ute Pass. Bottom line:
the geologic column was formed

rapidly—the Earth is young,

ASTRONOMY/ASTROPHYSICS/
GEOPHYSICS

#16: Faint Young Sun Paradox

As the hydrogen within the Sun
fuses into helium, the Sun gradually
increases in temperature. Calcula-
tions show that (at current rates) 3.5
billion years ago, the Sun would
have been 25% dimmer and would
have heated the Earth less, dropping
Earth’s temperature some 31°F.
Earth would have been below
freezing!® According to contempo-
rary thinking, however, Earth, ini-
tially molten, was hotter, not colder,
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prior to 3.5 billion years ago, and
was 6gradually cooling, not heating
up.* Not only is there no evidence
that Earth was ever frozen, but if it
had been frozen 3.5 billion years ago
and beyond, according to evolution-
ists, life could not emerge 3.5-4 bil-
lion years ago since it relies on
liquid water.

#I7: Rapid Decay Rate of
Earth’s Magnetic Field

Scientists have been measuring
the strength of the Earth’s mag-
netic field with precision since 1835.
The magnetic field is decaying at an
exponential rate with a half-life of
roughly 1,100 years.”” By implica-
tion, when we follow the exponential
function back in history, doubling
the Earth’s magnetic field intensity
every 1,100 years, we reach a point
30,000 years ago when the Earth’s
magnetic field strength would have
been com4parable to that of a neu-
tron star,” creating immense heat
that would have prohibited life from
existing and possibly even compro-
mised the internal structure of the

Earth. The Earth cannot be mil-

lions of years old.

#£18: Lunar Recession Rate

The Moon is presently moving
away from the Earth at a rate of
approximately 4 cm per year.”” The
recession rate is not linear. As the
Moon moves further from the Earth,
it recedes slower. Based on the equa-
tion that describes the Moon’s reces-
sion rate, scientists can calculate
where the Moon would have been
compared to the Earth at differ-
ent times in history. For example,
6,000 years ago, the Moon would
have been 750 feet closer to the
Earth than it is today—resulting in
little effect on the Earth. If, however,
the Moon has the contemporary
age of 4.5 billion years old, there is
a significant problem, because 1.55
billion years ago the Moon would



have been touching the Earth.”
It would be physically impossible,
therefore, for the Moon to be older
than 1.55 billion years old based
on the known recession rate of the
Moon. In response, those who wish
to maintain the contemporary belief
in deep time must argue that present
recession rates did not hold in the
past.”’ In so doing, however, they
abandon uniformitarian think-
ing (i.c., “the present is the key to
the past”) which undergirds every
deep time dating technique. They
are, therefore, once again admitting
that every evolutionary dating tech-
nique is suspect and does not prove

an old Earth.

#19: Atmospheric Helium Content

Helium is gradually accumulating
in the Earth’s atmosphere as radio-
active isotopes beneath the Earth’s
surface decay, emitting alpha par-
ticles that attract electrons and form
helium. The amount of helium in
the atmosphere has been measured,
the rate at which helium is intro-
duced in the atmosphere has been
measured, and the theoretical rate
of helium release to space has been
calculated as well. Using the typical
old-Earth assumption of uniformity
over time, it is easy to calculate an
upper limit on the age of the atmo-
sphere. The atmosphere can be no
older than two million years—as
opposed to the alleged age of 4.5

billion years.”

#10: Spiral Galaxies

Earth is located in the Milky Way
Galaxy—a spiral galaxy. Accord-
ing to the Big Bang model, galaxies
began forming within a billion years
after the Big Bang, making many of
them over 12 billion years old. Of all
of the galaxies that scientists have
observed, some 77 percent of them
are spiral galaxies.” The oldest spiral
galaxy is thought to be roughly
11 billion years old.** If you have

ever sprinkled cinnamon on a hot,
foamy drink and then stirred the
drink with a straw or stick, you will
notice the formation of the charac-
teristic spiral galaxy shape. You may
also notice that the portion of the
spiral that is closer to the center
rotates faster than the portion of
the spiral that is close to the edge
of the cup. That “differential rota-
tion” causes the arms of the spiral to
begin blurring closer to the center
of the spiral over time. After a few
rotations, the center of the spiral is
no longer recognizable. Similarly,
spiral galaxies are spinning slowly. If
spiral galaxies are as old as is claimed
by secular cosmologists, after a few
hundred million years the arms of
the spirals should no longer be rec-
ognizable—and yet many of them
are. Space.com admits: “The exact
mechanism for the formation of the
spiral arms continues to puzzle sci-
entists. If they were permanent fea-
tures of the galaxy, they would soon
wind up tightly and disappear in less
than a billion years.” Apparently,
the observational evidence does
not harmonize with the deep time
proposition of the Big Bang model.

#121: Comet Contradiction

The solar system is comprised of
hundreds of thousands of objects
that are orbiting the Sun. Over
3,000 of those objects are comets.”
Comets are balls of ice and dirt
moving through space in ellipti-
cal orbits around the Sun. They
are believed to be “leftovers from
the material that initially formed
the solar system about 4.6 billion
years ago.”’” As comets in their orbit
move close to the Sun, solar winds

and radiation from the Sun “blow”

material from the comet, creating
the characteristic tail we observe.
Since material is removed from
a comet with each cycle around
the Sun, obviously the comet will
eventually disintegrate—completely
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sublimating. The typical lifespan of
acomet is 10,000 years.”® How, then,
can the solar system be 4.6 billion

years old if thousands of comets—
thought to have formed when the

solar system formed—are still orbit-
ing the Sun? Scientists speculate the

existence of a source for new comets

that lies outside of the solar system,
but no observational evidence has

substantiated that claim. The bibli-
cal model, of course, provides a plau-
sible explanation that harmonizes

with the evidence: the solar system

is less than 10,000 years old.

CONCLUSION

This list is but a small sample of
the available evidences for a young
Earth. Keep in mind that the
assumption of uniformitarianism
undergirds many of the arguments
in this list. Uniformitarianism is a
fundamental assumption of evolu-
tionary dating techniques, not of
the biblical Creation model. The
creationist would argue that unifor-
mitarianism is extremely unreliable
due to the effects of catastrophic
phenomena (especially that of the
Flood; cf. 2 Peter 3:3-6). The bibli-
cal Creation perspective advocates,
instead, catastrophism as the reliable
way to interpret scientific evidence
from the past. By illustrating that
uniformitarianism simultaneously
proves a young Earth (according to
the examples above) and disproves a
young Earth (according to standard
evolutionary dating techniques), the
unreliability of uniformitarianism is
substantiated. The old-Earth advo-
cate is forced to abandon uniformi-
tarianism, or be guilty of holding
to it blindly without evidence of its
reliability. In abandoning unifor-
mitarianism, however, the person
who believes in an old Earth has
now yielded his primary evidence
for an old Earth and must embrace
the contention that one simply



cannot know the age of the Earth
using science. We would concur
with that conclusion, but remind
the old-Earth advocate that while
science cannot provide the age of
the Earth, there is another source
of information that can provide its
age. Recall the first point in our list:
since we can know that the Bible
is from God, what it says is true.
It gives us enough information to
know the relative age of the Earth,
on the order of thousands, not bil-
lions, of years.

There is never a reason to doubt
the Bible. True science will always
support it. If the Bible indicates
that the Earth is young, then a fair,
thorough assessment of the evidence
will substantiate that truth, even if
assessing the evidence requires time
and effort. That evidence is readily
available.
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