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Chapter 3 ———

THE ORIGIN
OF THE EARTH

Why the Earth did not evolve
out of a molten state

This chapter is based on pp. 117-151 of Origin of the Universe
(Volume One of our three-volume Evolution Disproved Series). Not
included in this chapter are at least 38 statements by scientists.
You will find them, plus much more, on our website: evolution-
facts.org.

Within the past 50 years there has surfaced alarge amount of
scientific data that disproves evolution. In this present study, we
will primarily focus on just one of these discoveries.

And this one discovery, which took yearsto carefully re-
search, itself disproves the theories of the Big Bang, stellar
evolution, and the formation of earth from molten rocks.

That discovery concerns something that is very small in
nature; yet there aretrillions of them! Although evolutionary
scientistshavetried very hard to disprovethisdiscovery, they have
been unableto do so.

The man who researched it out is Robert V. Gentry; and the
incredible discovery isastounding (*#1/9 What Scientists and Re-
search Writers Have Said about the Research of Robert Gentry /
#2/16 What Other Scientists Have Said about It/ #3/14 What Evo-
lution Has Said about It*).

Consider these facts, which were uncovered by Gentry’s re-
search:

(1) The major basement rocks on our planet (granite) did
not originatefrom thegradual cooling of molten lava, but came
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CROSS-SECTION OF A POLONIUM 218 HALO
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POLONIUM-218 HALO—lIllustrated below is
an idealized cross section of a polonium-218
halo. Its alpha particles have 6.00 MeV (million
electron volts) of energy. Polonium 218 (Po 218)
has a half-life of 3 minutes. Its decay is followed
by two other alpha halo producers: polonium
214 (Po 214) and polonium 210 (Po 210). Each
one produces a halo in the granite. When sliced
through the central grain, they appear to be
three concentric circles.
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{million electron voits) of energy. Polonium 218 (Po-218) has a half-life of 3 minutes. Its decay Is followed by

two other alpha halo producers: polonium 214 (Po-214) and polonium 210 (Po-210).

POLONIUM 218 HALO—An idealized cross section of a polonium 218 halo. Its alpha particles have 6.00 MeV
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into beingin their present solid form. That fact completely dis-
provesthe Big Bang and every evolutionary theory of the origins of
stars and our world.

(2) Thosemaj or rock formationscameinto existencewithin
a space of less than three minutes time! Incredible? Yes! But
scientific evidence confirmsit.

You are about to learn about the trillions upon trillions of
radiohalos that are in all the granite rocks, boulders, mountains,
and foundation strata of the world. Those little halos prove that
those rocks came into existencein solid form within lessthan 180
seconds!

The above is the introduction to a lengthy chapter in our three-
volume set. The complete chapter (Chapter 5) is on our website.
Here is a brief summary of the findings:

Po-218 HALOS - AND THE ORIGIN OF GRANITE

In the late 1800s, scientists began studying rocks with microscopes
in order to better understand their crystals and composition. Learning
how to cut rocksinto thin slices, they turned their microscopeson certain
rocks, especially granite,—and found small colored concentric circles
inside them. It was eventually realized that these were actually spherical
shellsthat went around a central grain in the center (something like slic-
ing an onion through the middle, and finding circles; that is, circlesinside
circles.) Thesecircles (actually sliced sections of the spheres) were given
the name, ““halos.” We today call them ““radiohalos.” (The technical
term is pleochroic halos.)

A radiohalo is the mark left around a particle of a radioactive sub-
stance by the radiation coming from the particle. It can only formina
solid, such asrock; since, in aliquid or in molten rock, the mark would
dissipate and could not be seen.

1 - There are many polonium 218, 214, and 210 halos in granite; in
fact, careful specimen counts and extrapolations based on them reveal
that therearetrillionsupon trillions of them in granitesall over the
world.

2 - Thevast mgjority of these polonium 218, 214, and 210 radiohal os
have no uranium 238 haloswith them. Thereforethey areprimary polo-
nium halos, and not daughter products of (not made by) uranium
238.

3 - The primary polonium-218 (Po 218) halos are totally indepen-
dent of radioactive parents. They areorigina inall rock inwhichthey are
found. Thereisno evidencethat they were caused by uranium in the
central grain or by passing uranium streams.

4 - Theseindependent Po-218 halosdeveloped their half-lifehalo
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“l just don’t understand this.
The theory says it stopped at the

“We’'re still trying to figure out Conrad line. But the deeper we
how granite made itself.” go, the more granite there is.”

“Don’t tell the students about “What a problem is on our
the alpha recoil technique, and hands! There are trillions of those
then it will be easier to say that Po-218 halos out there! They’re
Gentry is wrong.” in the granite everywhere!”

“We’'ll just pretend they don’t
exist. We've applied that tech-
a way to eliminate the Po-218 halo nique to so many other objections
problem! He uses a blowtorch.” to the theory.”

“We have a scientific break-
through! Dr. Knukledorf has devised
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in only threeminutes (in other words, they emit radiation for only afew
minutes), so the radiohalos had to bein those rocks when the rocks
werefirst brought into existence.

5-Therock in which they arefound had to besolid at thetimeit
wasfir st brought into existence, or those haloscould not form inside
it within that three minutes. However, all evolutionary theories say
that the earth was molten for millions of years.

6 - Since Po-218 halos are found by the trillions throughout all
the granite of theworld, all of that granitehad to originally become
solid in far lessthan three minutes, when it wasfirst created, in or-
der for the Po-218 halos to form properly.

7 - Since this granite is the basement rock, forming a thick layer,
with the continents of theworld aboveit and the basalt and magmabelow
it, all thiscontinental foundation had to be formed solid in lessthan
three minutes time. With this fact in mind, there is little reason to
expect the magma below and the continents above to have been
formed in millionsof years, if the granite between them wasfor med
in lessthan three minutes.

For example, nearly everyone hasdropped anAlkaseltzer tablet into a
glass of water and watched it fizz away. If you found aglass of ice with
half an Alkaseltzer tablet in the bottom, and bubbles going up in theice,
what would you conclude? Obviously theice froze very quickly, or the
tablet and bubbles would have disappeared. So we can know that the
granites became solid in minutes, or the polonium radiohal os would not
haveformed.

8 - The alpha-recoil technique has proven that these isolated, inde-
pendent Po-218 haloswere definitely not caused by “ passing uranium or
other radioactive solutions” astheorized by critics of thisdiscovery. Al-
pha-recoil research revealsthat radioactive damage trails are awaysleft
by passing radioactive solutions.

9 - The granites should not be classified with the igneous rocks (all
of which came from molten rock), but rather as primordial or Genesis
rocks. Granite (generally amost whitein color) isoriginal in itspresent
solid form and is not secondary to a prior cooling from the black
basalt beneath it or from anything else.

10 - Granite with its large crystals cannot be made from any
molten rock, including malten granite! When men melt granite, and
then let it cool, it always reforms itself into ryolite, never into granite.
Ryolite hassmaller crystalsand looks different. Thisisanother evidence
that granite was not formed from molten rock.

11 - Po-218, Po-214, and Po-210 halos in granite cannot be repro-
duced in the laboratory. No one has provided an acceptable explana-
tion of how independent polonium could have gotten inside those
granitesin thefirst place. It is an impossible situation, but there they
are.

12 - Lab tests on polonium hal os are often made on micain granite.
But fluorite, another large granite mineral, also has polonium halos. Un-
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“If we cannot make Po-218
halos in the lab,—how did the rock
doit?”

“Well just say that all those hun-
dreds of thousands of Po-218
samples were ‘contaminated,” and
that, after ‘careful investigation,’
the ‘scientific community’ has dis-
proved Gentry’s research.”

“We have missing matter, missing
neutrinos, missing antimatter, miss-
ing strata, missing transitional spe-
cies, and missing laws. And now Gen-
try has found uranium rings, tracks,
and sunburst patterns that are miss-
ing! Because of them, the Po-218 ha-
los cannot be secondary!”

GENTRYS
FASIFICAT 10N

“We have been able to produce
machines with enough squeeze
power to make diamonds; why
can’t we make granite?”

“Quick, close up that New Mex-
ico 3-mile zircon hole! Gentry has
found evidence in it that the Earth
is only a few thousand years old!”

“l can’t figure out how Gentry
could have tinkered with so many
thousands of primary Po-218 ha-
los. Everywhere | chip away in the
granite | find them.”
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like mica, fluoriteisatotally solid mineral, and polonium halosim-

bedded within it arethesameasthough they wereimbedded in solid,
thick, unflawed glass.
13 - Another strong evidencethat theindependent polonium halos

are unique, and not daughter products of uranium, isthe fact that
thering structuresof polonium aredifferent than thosein uranium-

chain halos. The sunburst pattern of delicate needlefision tracks, always
seen in uranium radiohalo chains after etching, is totally missing from
polonium radiohal os.

Po-210 HALOS IN WOO0D - AND THE FLOOD

14 - Research into true secondary polonium halos (coming from ura-
nium) revealed that only polonium 210 (and not also 214 or 218) halos
areto be found within coalified wood. Thisis due to the fact that secon-
dary Po 214 and Po 218, with their very short half-lives, could not escape
and rel ocate rapidly enough from uranium parentsto form halos.

15 - The presence of Po-210 halos in the wood reveals a very
rapid deposition of the wood during a Flood.

16 - Elliptical (squashed, oval-shaped) Po-210 halosreveal that
rapid covering of thiswood occurred, as material was piled on top
of it.

17 - The existence of double Po-210 halos (squashed halos, with
round ones superimposed on top of them) revealsthat rapid forma-
tion of therock strata above the coalified wood occurred; for, within
only afew decades, theincrease of pressure from additional overlay ma
terial had stopped occurring.

18 - Because these wood samples camefrom threedifferent geo-
logical strata levels, separated according to evolutionary theory by
millionsof years, and becausethe seven major eventsthat happened
toonegroup of sampleshappened tothem all—firm evidenceisthus
provided that a single Flood (occurring at onetimein history) was
responsiblefor therapid deposition of all these strata. Thisis strong

evidence against evolutionary dating of the rock strata of earth.

HELIUM INl ZIRCON CRYSTALS
- AND THE AGE OF THE EARTH

19 - Analysisof zircon crystals, from fivelevelsof hot rock in a
15,000-foot hole, revealed that almost no increase of lead escape
had occurred at even the lowest level. Thisis powerful evidencein
favor of ayoung earth and is consistent with a 6000-year age.

20 - Analysis of helium content in those small zircon crystals
revealed amazingly high retentionin 197° C. [386.6° F.] zircon crys-
tals. Thisprovides adouble proof for avery young age for the earth. If
the earth were millions of years old, that helium would have totally
escaped from the zircon crystals.
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21 - Thelead-206/lead-207 ratio istoo high, which is additional
evidence that the independent polonium halos were not originally de-
rived from uranium.

Robert Gentry has written a 316-page book about his findings.
Youwill find it to be fascinating reading. It not only discussesthe scientific
facts, but also tells the story of how he made the discoveries, reported on
them extensively in professional journals,—and eventually was shut out of
the scientific community, when it wasrealized that his discoveries supported
creation. The book isentitled, Creation’s Tiny Mystery, and can be obtained
by sending $12.95, plus $2.00 to cover shipping charges, to Earth Science
Associates, Box 12067, Knoxville, TN 37912.

CHAPTER 3 - STUDY AND REVIEW QUESTIONS
THE ORIGIN OF THE EARTH
GRADES 5 TO 12 ON A GRADUATED SCALE

1 - Draw adiagram of apolonium 218 halo and identify the various
parts.

2 - Write abrief report on granite, what it is composed of, whereitis
found, and itscommercial importance.

3-Why does Gentry classify granite asa“ Genesisrock” ?

4- List 10 of the 21 findings of Robert Gentry and their implications.

5 - Write abrief paragraph or two, describing aradiohalo. Also ex-
plain why and how wasit formed.

EVOLUTION COULD NOT DO THIS

The spongeis a creature which lives in many parts of the world, and
is regularly harvested in the Gulf of Mexico. This little fellow has no
heart, brain, liver, bones, and hardly anything else. Some sponges grow to
several feet in diameter; yet you can take one, cut it up in pieces, and
squeeze it through silk cloth, thus separating every cell from every other
cell, and then throw part or al of the mash back into seawater. The cells
will al unite back into a sponge! Yet asponge is not a haphazard arrange-
ment of cells; it is a complicated structure of openings, channels, and
more besides. Yes, we said they have no brains; but now consider what
these amazing little creatures do: Without any brains to guide him, the
mal e sponge knows—to the very minute—when the tide is about to begin
coming in. Immediately he releases seed into the water and the tide car-
riesthem in. The femal e sponge may be half amile away, but sheis smart
enough (without having any more brains than he has) to know that there
are seeds from the male above her in the water. Immediately recognizing
this, she releases thousands of eggs which float upward like a cloud and
meet the male sperm. The eggs are fertilized and new baby sponges are
eventually produced. Really, now, Uncle Charlie, you never explained
the origin of the species. Can you explain anything else about them?
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Ghapter § ———

THE AGE
OF THE EARTH

Why the Earth
is not millions of years old

This chapter is based on pp. 153-179 of Origin of the Universe
(Volume One of our three-volume Evolution Disproved Series). Not
included in this chapter are at least 15 statements by scientists.
You will find them, plus much more, on our website: evolution-
facts.org.

How old isPlanet Earth? Thisisanimportant question. Even
though long ages of time are not a proof of evolution, yet without
thelong agesevolution could not occur (if it were possiblefor it to
occur).

Actually, there are many evidences that our world is quite
young. Here are some of them:

First we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM THE STARS that
the universe itself is quite young:

1- STAR CLUSTERS—There are many star clustersin the uni-
verse. Eachoneisacircular ball composed of billionsupon billions
of stars, each with itsown orbit. Sciencetellsusthat some of these
clusters—with their stars—aremoving sorapidly, together, in
a certain direction that it should be impossible for them to
remain together if the universewerevery old.

2 - LARGE STARS—Some stars are so enormous in diam-
eter that it isthought that they could not have existed for even
afew million years, otherwise their initial larger mass would
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have been impossibly lar ge. These massive stars radiate energy
very rapidly—some as much as 100,000 to 1 million times more
rapidly than our own sun. On the hydrogen basis of stellar energy,
they could not have contained enough hydrogen to radiate at such
fast ratesfor long ages, because their initial mass would have had
to befar too gigantic.

3-HIGH-ENERGY STARS—Somestar sareradiating ener gy
so intensely that they could not possibly have survived for a
long period of time. Thisincludes the very bright O and B class
stars, the Wolf-Rayfert stars, and the P Cygni stars. Radiation lev-
elsof 100,000 to 1 million timesas much asour own sun are emit-
ted by these stars! Yet, by the standard solar energy theory, they do
not contain enough hydrogen to perpetuate atomic fusion longer
than approximately 50,000 to 300,000 years.

4-BINARY STARS—Many of the starsin the sky are binaries:
two starscircling one another. But many of thesebinary systems
point usto a young age for the univer se, because they consist
of theoretically “young” and “old” starscircling oneanother.

5- HYDROGEN IN UNIVERSE—According to one theory of
solar energy, hydrogen isconstantly being converted into helium as
stars shine. But hydrogen cannot be made by converting other ele-
mentsintoit. * Fred Hoyle, aleading astronomer, maintainsthat, if
the universe were asold as Big Bang theorists contend, there
should be little hydrogen in it. It would all have been trans-
formed into helium by now. Yet stellar spectra reveal an abun-
dance of hydrogeninthe stars; therefore the universe must beyouth-
ful.

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM OUR SOLAR
SYSTEM that our solar system is quite young:

6- SOLAR COL L APSE—Research studiesindicate that our sun
isgradually shrinking at asteady rate of secondsof arc per century.
At itsrate of shrinkage, as little as 50,000 years ago the sun
would have been so large that our oceans would boil. But in
far lessa time than 50,000 years, life here would have ceased
to exist. Recent studies have disclosed that neither the size of the
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sun, nor our distancefromit, could be much greater or smaller—in
order for lifeto be sustained on our planet.

“By analyzing data from Greenwich Observatory in the period
1836-1953, JohnA. Eddy [Harvard-Smithsonian Center for Astro-
physics and High Altitude Observatory in Boulder] and Aram A.
Boornazian [mathematician with S. Ross and Co. in Boston] have
found evidence that the sun has been contracting about 0.1% per
century during that time, corresponding to ashrinkage rate of about
5 feet per hour. And digging deep into historical records, Eddy has
found 400-year-old eclipse observations that are consistent with
such ashrinkage.”—**‘Sun is Shrinking,” Physics Today, Septem-
ber 1979.

Extrapolating back, 100,000 years ago, the sun would have been
about twiceits present size, making life untenable.

7 - SOLAR NEUTRINOS—In 1968 it was discovered that the
sun isemitting hardly any neutrinos. Thisevidence pointsdi-
rectly toavery youthful sun. These neutrinos ought to be radiat-
ing outward from the sun in very large amounts, but this is not
occurring. Thisfact, coupled withthe discovery that thesunisshrink-
inginsize, point to arecently created sun.

8- COMETS—Comets, journeying around the sun, are assumed
to have the same age as our world and solar system. But, as* Fred
Whipple has acknowledged, astronomers have no idea where or
how comets originated. Yet we know that they are continually
disintegrating. This is because they are composed of bits of
rocky debris held together by frozen gases and water. Each
time a comet circles the sun, some of the ice is evaporated and
some of the gasisboiled away by the sun’sheat. Additional mate-
rial islost through gravitational forces, tail formation, meteor stream
production, and radiative forces. The most spectacular part of a
comet isitstail, yet this consists of material driven away from its
head by solar energy. All the tail material is lost in space as the
comet moves onward.

A number of comets have broken up and dissipated within the
period of human observation. Some of those regularly seenin the
nineteenth century have now vanished. Others have died spectacu-
larly by plunging into the sun.

Evidently all the comets should self-destruct within atime
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frame that is fairly short. Careful study has indicated that the
effect of thisdissolution process on short-term cometswould have
totally dissipated them within 10,000 years.

There are numerous comets circling our sun, including many
short-term ones, with no source of new comets known to exist.

9- COMET WATER—It has only been in recent years that sci-
entists have discovered that cometsare primarily composed of wa-
ter, and that many small comets are continually striking the
earth. Yet each strikeaddsmorewater to our planet. Scientific
evidence indicates that, if the earth was billions of years old, our
oceanswould befilled several times over with water.

10- SOLAR WIND—ASsthesun’sradiation flowsoutward, it
appliesan outward forceon very, very small particlesorbiting
thesun.All of theparticlessmaller than 100,000th of acentime-
ter in diameter should have long ago been “blown out” of our
solar system, if the solar system were billions of years old. Yet
research studies by satellitesin space have shown that those small
particlesare abundant and still orbiting the sun. Therefore our solar
systemisquiteyoung.

11- SOLAR DRAG—Thisisaprincipleknown asthe “Poynting-
Robertson Effect.”” Our sun exerts a solar drag on the small
rocks and larger particles (micrometeoroids) in our solar sys-
tem. This causes these particles to spiral down into the sun
and be destroyed. The sun, acting like a giant vacuum cleaner,
sweeps up about 100,000 tons[82,301 mt] of micrometeoroidseach
day. The actual process by which this occurs has been analyzed.
Each particle absorbs energy from the sun and then re-radiatesit in
all directions. This causesad owing down of the particleinitsorbit
and causesittofall intothesun. At itspresent rate, our sun would
have cleaned up most of the particlesin lessthan 10,000 year s,
and all of it within 50,000 years.

Yet there is an abundance of these small pieces of rock, and
there is no known source of replenishment. This is because each
solar system would lock inits own micrometeoroids, so they could
not escape to another one; and the gravity on each planet and moon
would forbid any of itsgravel to fly out into space.
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Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM THE OTHER
PLANETS IN OUR SOLAR SYSTEM that the solar system is
quite young:

12 - COMPOSITION OF SATURN'S RINGS—*GP. Kuiper re-
ported, in 1967, that thetrillionsof particlesin theringscircling
the planet Saturn are primarily composed of solid ammonia.
Since solidified ammonia has a much higher vapor pressure
than even ice, reputable scientists recognize that it could not
survivelong without vaporizing off into space. Thisisastrong
indicator of ayoung agefor Saturn’srings.

13 - BOMBARDMENT OF SATURN’S RINGS—M eteoroids
bombarding Saturn’sringswould have destroyed them in far
lessthan 20,000 years.

14- MORE RING PROBL EM S—NASA Voyager trekshave dis-
closed that Jupiter and Uranusalso haveringsencircling them! (In
addition, a1989 Neptuneflyby revealed that it al so hasrings—four
of them.) These discoveries have only augmented the problem of
the evolutionists; for thiswould indicate a young age for those
three planetsalso.

15 - JUPITER'S MOONS—The Voyager | space probe was
launched on September 5, 1977. Aimed at the planet Jupiter, it made
itsclosest approach to that planet on March 5, 1979. Thousands of
pictures and thousands of measurementswere taken of Jupiter and
itsmoons.

loistheinnermost of thefour original “ Galilean moons,”
and was found to have over sixty active volcanoes! These vol-
canoes spew plumes of gjectafrom 60 to 160 miles[97 to 257 km]
abovelo'ssurface. Thisisastounding.

Nothing on our planet can match this continuous stream of
material being shot out by |0’svolcanoesat avelocity of 2000 miles
per hour [3218 km per hour]! The usual evolutionary model por-
traysall the planets and moons as being molten 5 billion years ago.
During the next billion yearsthey are said to have had active vol ca-
noes. Then, 4 billion years ago, the vol canism stopped asthey cooled.
loisquitesmall; yet it hasthe most active volcanoes we know



Age of the Earth 133

of. Obvioudly, it is quite young and its internal heat has not
had timeto cool.

16- MOONSTOO DIFFERENT—If all four moonsof Jupiter’s
“Galilean moons’ evolved, they should be essentially alikein
physical characteristics. Thetheorized millionsof yearsthey have
existed should cause them to have the same amount of volcanoes
and impact craters, but thisisnot so. In contrast, arecent creation
would explain lo’s volcanoes and the variety of other surface fea-
tures.

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM OUR OWN
MOON that it is quite young:

17 - MOON DUST—AIthough most people do not know it, one
of the reasons so much money was spent to send a rocket to the
moon was to see how thick the dust was on its surface!

Evolutionists had long held to thefact (aswe do) that the earth
and moon are about the same age. It isbelieved, by many, that the
earth and itsmoon are billions of yearsold. I f that weretrue, the
moon would by now have built up a 20-60 mile [32 to 97 km]
layer of dust on it!

In*lsaac Asimov’sfirst published essay (1958), he wrote:

“ ..l getapicture, therefore, of thefirst spaceship [to the moon],
picking out anicelevel place for landing purposes, coming slowly
downward tail-first and sinking majestically out of sight.”—* Isaac
Asimov, Asimov on Science: A Thirty-Year Retrospective (1989),
XVi-Xvii.

Inthe 1950s, *R.A. Lyttleton, a highly respected astronomer,
saidthis:

“The lunar surface is exposed to direct sunlight, and strong ul-
traviolet light and X-rays [from the sun] can destroy the surface
layers of exposed rock and reduce them to dust at the rate of afew
ten-thousandths of an inch per year. But even this minute amount
could, during the age of the moon, be sufficient to form alayer over
it several milesdeep.”—*R.A. Lyttleton, quoted in R. Wysong, Cre-
ation-Evolution Controversy, p. 175.

In 5 to 10 billion years, 3 or 4/10,000ths of an inch per year
would produce 20-60 miles[32-97 km] of dust. Inview of this, our
men at NASA were afraid to send men to the moon. Landing there,
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they would beburied in dust and quickly suffocate! So NASA first
sent an unmanned lander to its surface, which made the surprising
discovery that there was hardly any dust on the moon! In spite of
that discovery, Neil Armstrong was decidedly worried about this
dust problem as his March 1970 flight in Apollo 11 neared. He
feared hislunar lander would sink deeply into it and heand Edwin
Aldrin would perish. But because the moon is young, they had no
problem. Thereis not over 2 or 3 inches [5.08 or 7.62 cm] of
dust on itssurface! That istheamount onewould expect if the
moon wer e about 6000-8000 year s old.

*Dr. Lyttleton’sfactswere correct; solar radiation doesindeed
turn the moon rocks into dust. With only afew inches of dust, the
moon cannot be older than afew thousand years.

Itissignificant that studies on the moon have shown that only
1/60th of the one- or two-inch dust layer on the moon origi-
nated from outer space. Thishasbeen corroborated by still more
recent measurements of theinflux rate of dust on the moon, which
also do not support an old moon.

18- LUNAR SOIL—Analysisof lunar soil negatesthe possibil-
ity of long ages for the moon’s existence. The dirt on the moon
does not reveal the amount of soil mixing that would be ex-
pected if the moon werevery old.

19 - LUNAR ISOTOPES—Many wonder what value there has
been in collecting moon rocks. One of the most surprising moon
rock discoveriesis seldom mentioned: Short-lived Uranium 236
and Thorium .230 werefound in those stones! Short-term ra-
dioactiveisotopesdo not last long; they quickly turnintotheir
end product, which islead. If themoon wer e even 50,000 year s
old, these short-life radioisotopes would long since have de-
cayed into lead. But instead they were relatively abundant in the
moon rocks! Theimportance of this should not be underestimated.
The moon cannot be older than several thousand years.

20- LUNAR RADIOACTIVE HEAT—Rocks brought by Apollo
teams from the moon have been dated by the various radiometric
methods. A variety of very conflicting dateshaveresulted from
these tests. But the factor of relatively high radioactivity of
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those rocksindicates a young age for the moon.

21 - LUNAR GASES—Several inert gases have been found on
the surface of the moon. Scientistsbelievethat these gasescame
from thesun, in theform of “solar wind.” M athematical calcu-
lation revealsthat, at today’sintensity of solar wind, theamount
of inert gasesfound on the moon would be built up in 1000 to
10,000 year s, —and no longer. These calculations are based on
Argon 36 and Krypton 84 concentrations. Even 20,000 years ago
would be far too lengthy atime. Therefore the moon could not be
older than about 6000-10,000 years.

22 - LUNAR PHENOMENA—A growing collection of data of
transient lunar activity (moon quakes, lava flows, gas emissions,
etc.) revealsthat themoon isnot acold, dead body. It isstill adjust-
ing to inner stresses and is not yet in thermal equilibrium. Yet, all
things considered, if the moon werevery old it should not show
such thermal activity.

23 - LUNAR RECESSION—Scientists have discovered two in-
teresting facts: (1) Themoon isalready far too closetotheearth,
and (2) it is gradually moving farther away from us. Thisis
caled recession of the moon. Due to tida friction, the moon is
slowly spiraling outward away from planet earth! Based ontherate
at which the moon is receding from us, the earth and the moon
cannot bevery old. Thisisanimportant point and caninno way be
controverted. The present rate of recession clearly indicatesayoung
agefor the earth-moon system. If the moon wer e older—even 20
to 30,000 year sold,—it would at that earlier timehavebeen so
closethat it would havefallen into the earth!

“Themoon isslowly receding from Earth at about 4 cm [1%%in]
per year, and therate would have been greater in the past. The moon
could never have been closer than 18,400 km [ 11,500 miles], known
as the Roche Limit, because Earth’'s tidal forces would have shat-
tered it.”—Jonathan Sarfati, Creation Ex Nihilo, September 1979.

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM THE AT-
MOSPHERE that the earth is quite young:

24 - ATMOSPHERIC HELIUM—The radioactive decay of ei-
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ther uranium or thorium produces helium. According to evolu-
tionary theory, these decay chains have been going on for bil-
lions of years, and should therefore have produced a much
larger quantity of helium than isfound in our world. Theamount
of helium on our planetisfar too small, if our world hasexisted for
long ages.

“There ought to be about athousand timesas much heliumin the
atmosphere as there is.”—* “What Happened to the Earth’s He-
lium?”” New Scientist, 24, December 3, 1964.

Tofit theevolutionary pattern, our atmospherewould now have
to contain much more than our present 1.4 parts per million of he-
lium. Some evolutionists have suggested that the helium ises-
caping out into space, but no evidence has ever been found to
substantiatethis. Research has shown that, although hydrogen can
escapefrom the earth, heliumisnot ableto reach “ escape vel ocity.”
In order to do so, the temperature of the planet would haveto betoo
highto support thelifethat evol utionists say hasbeen herefor over
abillionyears.

To make matters worse, not only are we not losing helium to
outer space—we are getting moreof it from there! * Cook has shown
that helium, spewed out by the sun’s corona, is probably entering
our atmosphere (Melvin A. Cook, “Where is the Earth’s Radio-
genic Helium?”” Nature 179, January 26, 1957).

Atmospheric heliumisproduced from three sources: (1) radio-
active decay of uranium and thorium. (2) Cosmic helium flowing
into our atmosphere from space, but especially the sun’s corona.
(3) Nuclear reactions in the earth’s crust, caused by cosmic ray
bombardment.

K ofahl and Segraves concludethat, using all three helium
sourcesin the calculation, earth’s atmospheric age would be
reduced to 10,000 years. In addition to this, a worldwide cata-
strophic event in the past such asthe Flood could, for ashort time,
have unleashed much larger amounts of helium into the atmosphere.
Such an event could significantly reducethetotal atmospheric age.
Helium content is agood measure, since there is no known way it
can escape from the atmosphere into outer space.

Also seelLarry Vardiman, The Age of the Earth’s Atmosphere:
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A Study of the Helium Flux through the Atmosphere (1990), in
which he arguesthat, on the basis of atmospheric helium content,
the earth cannot be over 10,000 years ol d.

25- CARBON-14DISINTEGRATION—T he present wor ldwide
buildup of radiocarbon in the atmosphere would have pro-
duced all the world’s radiocarbon in several thousand years.
Yet, ironicaly, itisCarbon 14 that isused by evolutionary scientists
inan attempt to provethat life has existed on our planet for millions
of years!

Robert Whitelaw, anuclear and engineering expert at Virginia
Polytechnic Institute, found that the production rateis not equal to
thedisintegration rate. Infact, hiscalculationsreveal arecent turn-
ing on of the C-14 clock,—otherwise the two factorswould be bal -
anced. Whitelaw’ s research indicates that the clock wasturned on
approximately 8000 years ago. (See chapter 6, Inaccurate Dating
Methods, for more on radiocarbon dating.)

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM METEORITES
that the earth is quite young:

26- METEOR DUST—M eteorsare continually hurtling into the
atmosphere and landing on our planet. They are then known as
meteorites. But small amounts of meteor dust (called micromete-
ors and too small to see) also enter our atmosphere and gradually
settle to earth. The composition of these materialsisiron, nickel,
and silicate compounds.

On the average, about 20 million meteor s collide with the
earth’s atmosphere every 24 hours. It is now known that, be-
cause of meteorites and meteorite dust, the earth increasesin weight
by about 25 tons [22.7 mt] each day.

We have here another evidence of ayoung earth; for theamount
of meteorites and meteorite dust earlier accumulated in rock
strata, inrelation totheamountsreachingtheearth at present,
would indicate an age in thousands of years, not millions.

27- METEOR CRATERS—Meteor cratersarefairly easy tolo-
cate, especially sincewe now have such excellent aerial and satel-
lite mapping systems. For example, the meteor crater near Wins-
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low, Arizona, is ¥ mile[1.2 km] in diameter and 600 feet [1,829
dm] deep. Efforts have been made to locate meteor cratersin
therock strata, but without success. They alwaysliecloseto or
on the surface. This and erosional evidence indicate that all
the meteor craterswhich have struck the earth areall only a
few thousand yearsold. No larger meteors struck the earth prior
to that time, for no meteor cratersarefound anywherein thelower
rocks.

28- METEOR ROCK S—M eteors of various types are continu-
ally plunging into earth’s atmosphere, and some reach the surface
and are then called meteorites. Supposedly this has happened for
millionsof years—yet all the meteoritesdiscovered areawaysright
next to the earth’s surface! Thereareno exceptions! No meteor-
itesareever found in thedeeper (“older”) sedimentary strata.
If the earth were very ancient, many should be found farther
down. Thisisan evidence of ayoung earth. Itisalso anindication
that the sedimentary strata was rather quickly laid down not too
long inthe past.

“No meteorites have ever been found in the geologic column.” —
*Fred Whipple, “Comets,” in The New Astronomy, p. 207.

*Asimov’'stheory isthat “ crustal mixing” hasremoved all
trace of the meteorites. But the nickel from those meteorites
should still betherelittering theearth’ssurfaceand to befound
beneath it. But thisisnot the case.

“For many years, | have searched for meteorites or meteoric ma-
terial in sedimentary rocks [the geological strata] . . | have inter-
viewed thelate Dr. GP. Merrill, of the U.S. National Museum, and
Dr. GT. Prior, of the British Natural History Museum, both well-
known students of meteorites, and neither man knew of a single
occurrence of ameteoritein sedimentary rocks.”—*W.A. Tarr, “Me-
teorites in Sedimentary Rocks?”” Science 75, January 1932.

29 - TEKTITES—Tektites are a special type of glassy mete-
orite. Large areas containing them are called ““strewn fields.”” Al-
though some scientistsclaim that tektitesare of earthly origin, there
isdefinite evidencethat they are actually meteorites.

Every so often, ashower of tektitesfallsto the earth. Thefirst
werefoundin 1787 inwhat isnow western Czechoslovakia. Those
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in Australia were found in 1864. They were given the name tek-
tites, from aGreek word for “molten,” because they appear to have
melted in their passage through the atmosphere. Tektites have also
beenfound in Texasand several other places. Each shower lieson
thesurfaceor inthetopmost layer sof soil; they arenever found
in the sedimentary fossil-bearing strata. If the earth were 5 bil-
lion years old, as suggested by evolutionists, we should expect to
find tektite showersin al the strata. If the earthisonly afew thou-
sand years old, and a Flood produced all the strata, we would ex-
pect to find the tektites only in the topmost layers of the ground and
not in the deeper strata. And that iswherethey are.

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM THE GLOBE
that the earth is quite young:

30 - EARTH ROTATION—The spin of the earth—which is
now about 1000 miles[1609 km] an hour—is gradually slow-
ing down. Gravitational drag forces of the sun, moon, and other
factors cause this. If the earth werereally billions of yearsold, as
claimed, it would already have stopped turning onitsaxis! Thisis
yet another evidence that our world isnot very old.

Lord Kelvin (the 19th-century physicist who introduced the
Kelvin temperature scale) used this slowing rotation as a reason
why the earth could not be very old. Thedeclineinrotation rateis
now known to be greater than previously thought (Thomas G.
Barnes, “Physics: A Challenge to ‘Geologic Times,”” Impact 16,
July 1974).

Using adifferent calculation, we can extrapol ate backward from
our present spinrateand 5 billion yearsago, our planet would have
had to be spinning so fast it would have changed to the shape of a
flat pancake. We, today, would still have the effects of that: Our
equator would now reach 40 miles[64 km] up into the sky, and our
tropical areas—and all our oceans—would be at the poles. So, by
either type of calculation, our world cannot be more than a few
thousand yearsold.

31- MAGNETIC FIELD DECAY—AS you probably know, the
earth hasamagnetic field. Without it, we could not use compasses
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EARTH'S MAGNETIC FIELD—Research studies conducted under the auspices of NASA have produced an abun-
dance of evidence regarding the magnetic field of the earth. Because we have it, our planet is protected from
powaerful solar and cosmic radiations.

The chart, below, shows the magnetosphere (also called Van Allen radiation belts) as traced by satellites. These
beits, which appear on the chart as lines, appear to be made up of charged particles trapped in the earth’s mag-
netic field.
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to identify the direction of magnetic north (which is close to the
North Pole). Dr. Thomas G. Barnes, a physics teacher at the Uni-
versity of Texas, has authored a widely used college textbook on
electricity and magnetism. Working with data collected over the
past 135 years, he has pointed out that earth’s magnetic field is
gradually decaying. Indeed, he has shown that thismagneticfield
is decreasing exponentially, according to adecay law similar to
the decay of radioactive substances.

In 1835 the German physicist, K.F. Gauss, madethefirst mea-
surement of the earth’smagnetic dipole moment; that is, the strength
of earth’sinternal magnet. Additional evaluations have been car-
ried out every decade or so sincethen. Since 1835, global magne-
tism has decreased 14 per cent!

Onthebasis of facts obtained from 1835 to 1965, thismagnetic
field appearsto have a half-life of 1400 years. On thisbasis, even
7000 years ago, the earth would have had amagnetic field 32 times
stronger than it now has. Just 20,000 years ago, enough Joul e heat
would have been generated to liquefy the earth. Onemillion years
ago the earth would have had greater magnetism than all objectsin
theuniverse, and it would have vaporized! It would appear that the
earth could not be over 6000 or 7000 years old. (On the accompa-
nying graph, beyond the point where the curve becomes vertical,
our planet would have had the magnetosphere power of amagnetic
star!)

“The overall intensity of the field is declining at a rate of 26
nanotedasper year . . If therate of declinewereto continue steadily,
the field strength would reach zero in 1,200 years.”—*““Magnetic
Field Declining,” Science News, June 28, 1980.

“In the next two millennia, if the present rate of decay is sus-
tained, the dipole component of the [earth’smagnetic] field should
reach zero.”—*Scientific American, December 1989.

Thismagnetic decay processisnot alocal process, such as
onewould find in uranium, but wor ldwide; it affectstheentire
earth. It hasbeen accurately measured for over 150 years, and
is not subject to environmental changes since it is generated
deep intheearth’sinterior.

If any fundamental planetary process ought to be a reliable
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indicator of the earth’s age, it should be our earth’s magnetic field—
and it indicates an upper limit of decidedly less than 10,000 years
for the age of the earth.

Most of the factors described above would apply to the age
of the earth, which appears to be decidedly less than 10,000 years.

Most of the following items of evidence would apply to the
length of time since the Flood, which evidence indicates may
have occurred about 4350 years ago.

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM BENEATH THE
SURFACE that the earth is quite young:

32 - ESCAPING NATURAL GAS—OQil and gas are usualy lo-
cated in aporousand permeablerock, like sandstone or limestone,
whichissealed by animpermeablerock-like shale. Fluidsand gas
can easily travel through the containing rock, but more slowly pass
out of the impermeable cap. Evolutionary theory postulates that,
tensor hundredsof millionsof yearsago, theoil and gasweretrapped
inthere.

But natural gascan still get through the shalecap. A recent
study analyzed the rate of escape of gas through shale caps. It
was found to be far too rapid for acceptance by evolutionary
theory. If the world were billions of years old, all the natural gas
would already have escaped.

33 - OIL PRESSURE—Frequently, when oil well drillers first
penetrateinto oil, ageyser (“gusher”) of oil spewsforth. Studies of
the permeability of the surrounding rock indicate that any pres-
surewithin the oil bed should have bled off within afew thou-
sand years, but this obviously has not happened yet. The ex-
cessive pressure within these oil bedsrefutestheold earth” theory
and provides strong evidence that these deep rock formations and
the entrapped oil are less than 7000-10,000 years old. The great
pressuresnow existingin oil reservescould only have been sus-
tained for a few thousand years.

“Why do we see an explosive gusher when a drill strikes oil?
Because ail, like natural gas, is maintained in the earth at enor-
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mously high pressure—about 5000 pounds per squareinch at adepth
of 10,000 feet. Supposedly oil and gas have been lying there for
millions of years. But how could they havelasted that long without
leaking or otherwise dissipating those extreme pressures.” —James
Perloff, Tornado in a Junkyard (1999), p. 136.

34- OlIL SEEPAGE—A 1972 article, by *Max Blumer, (**“Sub-
marine Seeps: Are They a Major Source of Open Ocean Qil Pollu-
tion?”” in Science, Vol. 176, p. 1257) offers decided evidence that
theearth’scrust isnot asold as evol utionary geol ogists had thought.
*Blumer says that oil seepage from the seafloor cannot be a
sour ce of oceanic oil pollution. He explains that if that much
had been regularly seeping out of the ocean floor, all theoil in
offshore wellswould be gone long ago if the earth were older
than 20,000 years.

In contrast, geologists have already located 630 billion barrels
[2,002 billion k] of oil that can be recovered from offshore wells.
But if our planet were older than 20,000 years, there would be no
offshoreoil of any kind to locate and recover through oil rigs.

35- LACK OF ANCIENTLY DESTROYED RESERVOIRS—AII
of the oil in the world must have been placed there only inthere-
cent past. We can know this because if long ages of time had
elapsed for earth’s history, then we should find evidence of
anciently destroyed oil reservoirs. Therewould beplaceswhere
all the oil had leaked out and left only residues, which would
show in drilling cores! But such locationsare never found. Coal is
found in various stages of decomposition, but oil reservoirsare never
found to have seeped away.

36 - MOLTEN EARTH—Deep within the earth, the rocks are
molten; but, if theearth werebillionsof yearsold, long agesago
our planet would have cooled far more than it now has.

37 - VOLCANIC ERUPTIONS—There are few active volca-
noestoday; yet, at sometimein the past, therewerethousands
of them. In chapter 14, Effects of the Flood, we will learn that
many of these were active during the time that the oceans were
filling with weter.

The greater part of the earlier volcanism apparently oc-
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“Qur first moon shot is nearly
ready. We’ve developed a lunar
crane to pull the first lander out of
the 50 feet or so of dust that Asimov
and the scientists say it will fall into.”

Science vs. Evolution

“We’ve spent millions on trips
to the moon, and not once have
we been able to find hardly any
dust.”

“Boss, maybe we could fill the
cargo bay of a space shuttle with
dust and dump it by a moon
lander. Then we could say the
moon is old.”
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“Soil mixing, solar winds, and
luner gases! Don’t worry about
such things. The pubilic is too dumb
to know better; just tell them the
moon is millions of years old.”

2 =

“We’ve spent $3 million an ounce
on moon rocks—and everywhere we
find short-lived radioactive isotopes
which prove the moon is only a few
thousand years old. —Take them back
and dump them on the moon!”

7

“But boss, if the Earth is older
than 20,000 years, the moon
would have been so close it would
have fallen on top of us!”
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curred within anarrow band of timejust after the Flood. If it
had |asted longer, our world today would have afar larger amount
of volcanic material covering its surface. Instead we find that the
Deluge primarily laid down the sedimentary deposits.

But even today’svolcanoesare an indication of an early agefor
the earth. If even the present low rate of vol canic activity had con-
tinued for thelong ages claimed by evolutionistsfor earth’shistory,
there would be far more lavathan there now is. Only ayoung age
for our world can explain the conditions we see on earth’s surface
NOW.

38- ZIRCON/LEAD RATIOS—Thisand the next discovery were
made by R.V. Gentry; and both are discussed in detail in chapter 3,
Origin of the Earth, and in his book, Nature’s Tiny Mystery.

Zircon crystalsweretaken in core samplesfromfivelevelsof a
very hot, dry 15,000-foot [45,720 dm] holein New Mexico, with
temperatures always above 313° C. [595.4° F]. That ismore than
200° C. [392° F] hotter than the sea-level temperature of boiling
water.

Radiogeniclead gradually leaksout of zircon crystals, and
does so morerapidly asthe temperature increases. But care-
ful examination revealed that essentially noneof theradiogenic
lead had diffused out of that super-heated zircon. Thisevidence
points strongly to ayoung agefor the earth.

39 - ZIRCON/HEL UM RATIOS—When uranium and thorium
radioactively decay, they emit alphaparticles—which are actually
helium atoms stripped of their electrons. Analysis of the helium
content of those same zircon crystals, from that same deep
New Mexico hole, revealed amazingly high helium retentionin
those crystals. Yet heliumisagas and can diffuse out of crystals
much morerapidly than many other elements, including lead. Since
heat increases chemical activity, al that helium should be gone if
the earth were more than afew thousand years old.

40 - SOIL-WATER RATIO—Thereis clear evidence in the soil
beneath our feet that the earth isquiteyoung; for it isstill in the
partially water-soaked condition that it incurred at thetime of
the Flood. Thisevidenceindicatesthat aFlood took place, and that
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it occurred not more than afew thousand years ago. Thisis shown
by water table levels (which, as you know, we today are rapidly
draining).

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM THE EARTH’S
SURFACE that the earth is quite young:

41-TOPSOIL—Theaver agedepth of topsoil throughout the
world isabout eight inches. Allowing for lossesdueto erosion, it
has been calculated that it requires 300 to 1000 yearsto build one
inch [2.54 cm] of topsoil. On this basis, the earth could only be a
few thousand yearsold.

42 - NIAGARA FALLS—The French explorer, Hennepin, first
mapped NiagaraFallsin 1678. From that time until 1842, thefalls
eroded the cliff beneath them at arate of about 7 feet [213 cm)] per
year. Morerecent calculationswould indicatearate of 3.5 feet
[106.68 cm] of erosion per year. Sincethelength of theNiagara
Fallsgorgeisabout 7 miles[11 km], the age of thefallswould be
5000 to 10,000 years.

But, of course, thewor [dwide Flood, the existence of which
isclearly established by rock strata and other geological evi-
dence, would have been responsible for a massive amount of
initial erosion of thefalls.

Thereareanumber of largewaterfallsin theworld which plunge
into gorges; and, over the centuries past, these were dug out asthe
waterfall gradually eroded away the cliff beneath it. In each in-
stance, the distance of the cut that has been made, inrelationto the
amount of erosion that is being made each year by the falls, indi-
catesonly afew thousand years since the falls began.

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM THE OCEANS
that the earth is quite young:

43-RIVER DELTAS—Did you ever seean air-view photograph
of the Mississippi River delta? You can find an outline of it on any
larger United States map. That river dumps 300 million cubic yards
[229 million cubic meters] of mud into the Gulf of Mexico every
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year, at the point wheretheriver entersthe gulf. For thisreason, the
State of Louisiana keeps becoming larger. Yet, for the amount of
sediment dumpingthat occur s, the Mississippi deltaisnot very
large. In fact, calculationsreveal it has only been forming for the
past 4000 years.

TheMississippi-Missouri river systemisthelongestintheworld
andisabout 4221 miles[6,792 km] inlength. Because, below Cape
Girardeau, flatland inundation a ong the Mississippi hasawaysbeen
a problem, over a hundred years ago, Congress commissioned
*General Andrew A. Humphreys to make a survey of the whole
area. It wascompleted in 1861. The English evolutionist, * Charles
Lyell, had earlier made asuperficial examination of theriver andits
deltaand declared theriver system to be 60,000 yearsold since, he
said, the deltawas 528 feet [ 1609 dm] deep.

But Humphreys showed that the actual depth of the delta
was only 40 feet. Below that was the blue clay of the Gulf, and
below that, marine fossils. His discovery revealed that the lower
Mississippi valley used to be a marine estuary. Using Lyell’s for-
mulafor age computation, Humphreys arrived at an age of about
4620 years, which would be approximately thetime of the Genesis
Flood.

Less data is available for other world river systems, but
what is known agrees with findings about the age of the Mis-
sissippi delta.

Ur of the Chaldees was a seaport several thousand years ago.
Today itisalmost 200 miles[322 km] from the Persian Gulf. That
distance wasfilled in asdelta formation filled from the Tigris
and Euphratesrivers. Archaeol ogists date the seaport Ur at 3500
B.C. Assuming that date, the deltaformed at 35 miles[56 km] for
every 1000 years.

According to evolutionary theory, everything occurs at a
uniform rate and the earth is billions of years old. If that is so,
80,000 years ago the Persian Gulf would have reached to Paris! At
the same rate of delta formation, 120,000 years ago the Gulf of
Mexico would have extended up through the Mississippi River—
to the North Pole!
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44 - SEA OOZE—As fish and plantsin the ocean die, they
drop to the bottom and gradually form an ooze, or very soft
mud, that isbuilt up on the ocean floor s. Thisoccurs at therate
of about 1inch[2.54 cm] every 1500 years. M easuring the depth of
thisooze, it isclear that the earth is quite young.

45 - EROSION IN THE OCEAN—If erosion has been occur-
ring for millionsof years, why below sealevel in the oceansdo
we find ragged cliffs, mountains not leveled, oceans unfilled
by sediments, and continents still above sea level?

An excellent example of thisisthetopology of Monterey Bay,
Cdlifornia. Itisfilled with steep underwater canyons—so steep that
small avalanches occur on them quite frequently. (See **“Between
Monterey Tides,” National Geographic, February 1990, pp. 2-
43; especialy note map on pp. 10-11.) If the earth were as old as
the evolutionistsclaim, all thiswould long ago have been flattened
out.

46 - THICKNESS OF OCEAN SEDIMENTS—About 29 billion
tons [26.3 billion mt] of sediment is added to the ocean each
and every year. If the earth were billions of years old, the ocean
floor would be covered by sediments from land measuring 60 to
100 miles[96.5to 160.9 km] thick, and al the continentswould be
eroded away. But, instead, we find only a few thousand feet of
sediment in the ocean and no indication that the continents have
eroded away even once. Cal culations on the thickness of ocean sedi-
mentsyield only afew thousand yearsfor our planet.

Theaveragedepth of sedimentson theocean floor isonly a
little over % mile [.804 km]. But if the oceans were billions of
years old, the rate of sediment deposit from the continents would
have resulted in aminimum of 60 miles[96.6 km] of sediments, on
the ocean floors, and closer to 100 miles[160.9 km].

Plate tectonics theory (chapter 20, Paleomagnetism [omitted
from this book for lack of space; you will find it in chapter 26 on
our website]) declaresthat gradually subducting plates bury them-
selves deep into the earth, carrying with them the sediments on top
of them. But, according to that theory, thiswould only remove about
2.75x 10 tons [2.49 mt x 10%] per year, or merely 1/10th of the
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“Asimov said there would be 54
feet of meteor dust all over the
earth if the earth was 5 billion years
old, so we were assigned to this
graduate research project. It will
take awhile to complete it.”

“We’re looking for a meteor
crater in the rocks. According to
the theory, there’s supposed to
be a lot of them here.”
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“Barnes and his magnetic field
decay discovery has presented
us with an overwhelming prob-
lem. The best we can do is ig-
nore it and hope it will go away.”

“According to the old-earth
theory, the Mississippi Delta is
13,000 miles long, extends up past
North America, the North Pole, and
started halfway down Russia.”

“Professor Wiffenpoof, you said
that oil-bed pressures reduce as
the oil leaks away from the rock.
Then how can petroleum be mil-
lions of years old and still have such
high pressures?”

“But teacher, if man has been
on the earth for over a million
years, how can the earliest civili-
zation be only a few thousand
years old?”
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annual new sediments being added from the continents!
The 60 miles[96.6 km] of ocean sediments needed by the evo-
[utionistsfor their theory ishopelessly missing.

47- OCEAN CONCENTRATIONS—Wehaveafairly good idea
of the amount of various elements and salts that are in the
oceans and also how much is being added yearly by rivers,
subterranean springs, rainwater, and other sour ces. A compari-
son of the two factors pointsto ayoung age for the ocean and thus
for the earth.

Of the 51 primary chemical elements contained in seawater,
twenty could have accumulated to their present concentrationsin
1000 years or less, 9 additional elements in no more than 10,000
years, and 8 others in no more than 100,000 years. For example,
the nitrates in the oceans could have accumulated within 13,000
years.

48 - GROWTH OF CORAL—Coral in the ocean grows at a
definiterate. Analysis of coral growth in the oceans reveals that
oursisayoung world.

“Estimated old agesfor the earth are frequently based on ‘ clocks’
that today areticking at very slow rates. For example, coral growth
rates were for many years thought to be very slow, implying that
some coral reefsmust be hundreds of thousands of yearsold. More
accurate measurements of these rates under favorable growth con-
ditions now show us that no known coral formation need be older
than 3,500 years (A.A. Roth, ‘Coral Reef Growth,” Origins, \Vol. 6,
No. 2, 1979, pp. 88-95).”"—W.T. Brown, In the Beginning (1989),
p. 14.

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM LIVING THINGS
that the earth is quite young:

49 - TREE RINGS—The giant sequoias of California have no
known enemies except man. And only recently did man (with his
saws) havethe ability to easily destroy them. Insects do not bother
them, nor even forest fires. They live on, century after century.
Yet the sequoias are never older than about 4000 years. These
giant redwoods seem to be the original trees that existed in their
timber stands. Sequoia gigantea, in their grovesin the SierraNe-
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vadaMountains, never have any dead trees (“snags’) among them.
Unless man cuts them down, there is no evidence that they ever
die!

The University of Arizonahas adepartment that specializesin
tree dating. *Edmund Schulman of its Dendrochronological
Laboratory discovered a stand of still older treesin theWhite
Mountains of California. These wer e bristlecone pines (Pinus
longalva).

Beginning in 1978, Walter Lammerts, a plant scientist, spent
several years working with bristlecone pine seedlingsin their na-
tive habitat of Arizona. He discovered that the San Francisco Moun-
tain region, inwhich they grow, hasspring and fall rainswith avery
dry summer in between. Working carefully with the seedlings and
giving them the sametype of watering and other climatic con-
ditionsthat they would normally receive—hefound that much
of the time the bristlecone pines produce two growth rings a
year. Thisisan important discovery, for it would indicatethat
the sequoias—not the bristlecone pines—areprobably theold-
est living thingson earth.

Think of it! Today we havejust ONE generation of the Sequoia
gigantea! Both the parent trees and their offspring are till aive.
Thereisno record of any tree or other living thing that isolder than
any reasonabl e date given for the Genesis Flood. In the case of the
giant sequoias, thereisno reason why they could not havelived for
many thousands of yearsbeyond their present life span.

For additional information on tree ring dating, see chapter 6,
Inaccurate Dating Methods.

50- MUTATION L OAD—Before completing this section on the
evidence from living things, it is of interest that one researcher,
*H.T. Band, discovered in the early 1960s that natural selection
was not eliminating the ““genetic load™ (the gradually increasing
negative effect of mutation on living organisms). Thusmutational
defectsareaccumulating, even though someareonly on reces-
sive genes. Calculations, based on genetic load, indicate that life
formscould not have continued morethan several thousand years—
and still be asfree from mutational defectsasthey now are.
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Much more information on mutations, including amore com-
plete discussion of genetic load, will begivenin chapter 10, Muta-
tions.

Next we shall consider EVIDENCE FROM CIVILIZATION
that the earth is quite young:

(The information given in this section is somewhat paralleled
by material to be found in Ancient Culturesand AsFar Back asWe
Can Go, near the end of chapter 13, Ancient Man. Additional ma-
terial will be found there.)

51 - HISTORICAL RECORDS—If mankind has been living
and working on Planet Earth for millions of years, why dowe
find recor dsof man only dating back to about 2000-3500 B.C.?
And these records, when found, reveal the existence of highly
developed civilizations.

Asis shown more fully in chapter 13, Ancient Man, the writ-
ings, language, and cultures of ancient mankind started off fully
devel oped—nbut are not found to have begun until about 2000-3000
B.C.

(1) Early Egyptian Records. The earliest historical books
arethoseof the Egyptiansand the Hebrews. The historical dates
assigned to the beginnings of Egyptian and Sumerian history are
based primarily on king-lists. The earliest records are the Egyptian
king-lists, dating from about the First Dynasty in Egypt, between
3200 and 3600 B.C. But internal and external evidence indicates
that these dates should be lowered. An Egyptologist writes:

“We think that the First Dynasty [in Egypt] began not before
3400 and not much later than 3200 B.C. . . A. Scharff, however,
would bring the date down to about 3000 B.C.; and it must be ad-
mitted that his arguments are good, and that at any rateit is more
probable that the date of the First Dynasty islater than 3400 B.C.,
rather than earlier.”—"H.R. Hall, “Egypt: Archaeology,” in Ency-
clopedia Britannica, 1956 edition, Vol. 8, p. 37.

Theproblem with First Dynasty datesisthey arebased on
theking-listsof Manetho, an Egyptian priest who lived many cen-
turies later, in 250 B.C. Manetho’s writings have only been pre-
served in a few inaccurate quotations in other ancient writings.
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Barton, of the University of Pennsylvania, points out the problem
here:

“Thenumber of yearsassigned to each [ Egyptian] king, and con-
sequently thelength of time covered by the dynasties, differ inthese
two copies, so that, whilethework of Manetho formsthe backbone
of our chronology, it gives us no absolute reliable chronology.” —
George A. Barton, Archaeology and the Bible, p. 11.

Confusion in regard to Egyptian dating has continued on
down to the present time.

“In the course of asingle century’sresearch, the earliest datein
Egyptian history—that of Egypt’s unification under King Menes
[first king of thefirst Egyptian dynasty]—has plummeted from 5876
to 2900 B.C., and not even the latter year has been established
beyond doubt. Do we, in fact, have any firm dates at all?’—
Johannes Lehmann, The Hittites (1977), p. 204.

It is difficult to obtain exact clarity when examining ancient
Egyptian texts. A number of Egyptologiststhink that Manetho's
lists dealt not with a single dynasty—but with two different
ones that reigned simultaneously in upper and lower Egypt.
Thiswould markedly reduce the Manetho dates.

Manetho’sking-list give usdatesthat are older than that of any
other dating recordsanywherein theworld. But there are anumber
of scholarswho believethat (1) thelist deal with two simultaneously
reigning sets of kings; (2) that they are not numerically accurate;
and (3) that Manetho fabricated names, events, numbers, and
history, as did many ancient Egyptian Pharaohs and histori-
ans, in order to magnify the greatness of Egypt or certain rul-
ers. For example, it is well-known among archaeologists and
Egyptol ogiststhat ancient Egyptian records exaggerated victories
whilenever mentioning defeats. The Egyptians had acenter-of-the-
universe attitude about themsel ves, and they repeatedly colored or
falsified historical reporting in order to make themselves|ook bet-
ter than other nations around them.

In contrast, it is highly significant that well-authenticated
Egyptian dates only go back to 1600 B.C.! Experts, trying to
unravel Egyptian dating problems, have cometo that conclusion.

“Frederick Johnson, coworker with Dr. Libby [in the develop-
ment of, and research into, radiocarbon dating], cites the general
correspondence [agreement] of radiocarbon datesto theknown ages



154 Science vs. Evolution

of various samplestaken from tombs, temples, or palaces out of the
historical past. Well-authenticated dates are known only back as
far as 1600 B.C. in Egyptian history, according to John G. Read
(J.G. Read, Journal of Near Eastern Studies, 29, No. 1, 1970).
Thus, the meaning of datesby C-14 prior to 1600 B.C. isstill asyet
controversial.”—H.M. Morris, W.W. Boardman, and R.F. Koontz,
Science and Creation (1971), p. 85.

Because cosmologists, chronologists, historians, and ar-
chaeologists heavily rely on Egyptian datesfor their theories,
Egyptian dating has become very important in dating the an-
cient world, and thus quiteinfluential. Thisis becauseit pur-
portsto provide us with the earliest historical dates. Thereis
evidence availablethat would definitely lower archaeol ogical dates
and bring theminto linewith Biblical chronology.

We planned to include amore complete study on thissubjectin
chapter 21, Archaeological Dating, but we had to heavily reduceit
for lack of space. However, you will find it in chapter 35 on our
website, evolution-facts.org.

(2) The Sumerians. The Sumerians were the first people
with written recordsin theregion of greater Babylonia. Their
earliest dates present uswith the same problemsthat we find
with Egyptian dates. * Kramer, an expert in ancient Near Eastern
civilizations, comments:

“Thedates of Sumer’searly history have alwaysbeen surrounded
with uncertainty.”—*S.N. Kramer, “The Sumerians,” in Scientific
American, October 1957, p. 72.

(We might here mention that the carbon-14 date for these earli-
est Near Eastern civilizationsisnot 3000, but 8000 B.C. In chapter
6, Inaccurate Dating Methods, we will discover that radiocarbon
dating serioudly decreasesin reliability beyond about 1500 yearsin
the past.)

52 - EARLY BIBLICAL RECORDS—(*#1/10 Ancient Histori-
cal Records*) The Bibleisvalid history and should not bedis-
counted in any scientific effort to determine dates of earlier
events. The Bible has consistently been verified by authentic
historical and ar chaeological resear ch. (For anin-depth analysis
of aprimary cause of apparent disharmony between archaeol ogical
and Biblical dates, see chapter 35, Archaeological Dating, on our
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website).

Itisconservatively considered that thefir st booksof theBible
werewritten by Moses c. 1510-1450 B.C. (The date of the Exo-
dus would be about 1492 B.C.) Chronological data in the book
of Genesiswould indicatethat Creation Week occurred about
4000 B.C., and that the date of the Flood was about 2348 B.C.

Some may see aproblem with such adatefor the Genesis Flood.
But we are dealing with datesthat are quite ancient. The Flood may
have occurred at a somewhat earlier time, but it may also be that
the earliest-known secular dates should belowered somewhat, which
isprobably the case here. It iswell to remember that, in seeking to
corroborate ancient dates, we can never havetotal certainty about
the past from secular records, such aswefind in Egypt and Sumer.

53- ASTRONOMICAL RECORDS—T hroughout ancient his-
torical writings, from timeto time scholar s come acr oss com-
ments about astronomical events, especially total or almost
total solar eclipses. Thesearemuch moreaccur atetimedating
factor sl Becauseof theinfrequency of solar eclipsesat any given
location and because astronomer scan dateevery eclipsegoing
back thousands of years, a mention of a solar eclipse in an
ancient tablet or manuscript isan extremely important find!

A solar eclipse is strong evidence for the dating of an event,
when ancient records can properly corroborateit.

We can understand why the ancients would mention solar
eclipses since, as such rare events, they involve the blotting out of
the sun for ashort timein the area of umbra (the completely dark,
inner part of the shadow cast on the earth when the moon coversthe
sun). Yet, prior to 2250 B.C., we have NOT ONE record of a
solar eclipse ever having been seen by people! Thisisavery
important item of evidence establishing a young age for the
earth.

“The earliest Chinese date which can be assigned with any prob-
ability is2250 B.C., based on an astronomical referenceinthe Book
of History.”—*Ralph Linton, The Tree of Culture (1955), p. 520.

54-WRITING—T heoldest writingispictographic Sumerian
inscribed on tabletsin the Near East. The oldest of these tab-
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lets have been dated at about 3500 B.C. and were found in the
Sumerian temple of manna.

The earliest Western-type script was the proto-Sinaitic,
which appeared in the Sinai peninsula about 1550 B.C. This
wastheforerunner of our Indo-Aryan script, from which descended
our present al phabet.

55- CIVILIZATIONS—Itishighly significant that notruly veri-
fied archaeological datings predate the period of about 3000
B.C. When larger datesare cited, they comefrom radiocarbon dat-
ing, from methods other than written human records, or from the
suspect Manetho’sEgyptian king-list.

56- LANGUAGES—M ankind issointelligent that languages
wer e soon put intowritten records, which wer eleft lying about
on the surface of the earth. We know that differencesin dialect
and language suddenly devel oped shortly after the Flood, at which
time men separated and travel ed off in groupswhose memberscould
understand one another (Genesis 11:1-9).

Therecordsof ancient languages never go back beyond C.
3000 B.C. Philological and linguistic studiesreveal that a major-
ity of them are part of large “language families’ ; and most of
these appear to radiate outward from the area of Babylonia.

For example, the Japhetic peoples, listed in Genesis 10, trav-
eled to Europe and India, where they became the so-called Aryan
peoples. Theseall usewhat wetoday call the Indo-European Lan-
guage Family. Recent linguistic studies reveal that these lan-
guagesoriginated at acommon center in southeastern Europe
ontheBaltic. Thiswould beclosetotheArarat range. * Thieme,
aSanskrit and comparative philology expert at YaleUniversity, gives
thisestimate:

“Indo-European, | conjecture, was spoken on the Baltic coast of
Germany latein thefourth millennium B.C. [c¢. 3000 B.C]."—*Paul
Thieme, “The Indo-European Language,” in Scientific American,
October 1958, p. 74.

For more information on languages, see chapter 13, Ancient
Man.

57 - POPULATION STATISTICS—Our present population ex-
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plosion is especially the result of improved sanitary conditions at
childbirth and thereafter. In earlier centuries, many more children
died before the age of three.

It isthought that the period between 1650 and 1850 would
be a typical time span to analyze population growth prior to
our present century, with its many technological advantages.
One estimate, based on popul ation changes between 1650 and 1850,
provides uswith thefact that at about the year 3300 B.C. therewas
only onefamily!

“The human population grows so rapidly that its present size
could have been reached in less than 1% (3200 years) of the mini-
mum time assumed (Y2million years) for man on the basis of radio-
metric dating.”—Ariel A. Roth, summary from ““Some Questions
about Geochronology,” in Origins, Vol. 13, No. 2, 1886, pp. 59-
60.

Therate of world population growth hasvaried gresatly through-
out history asaresult of such things as pestilences, famines, wars,
and catastrophes (floods, volcanoes, earthquakes, and fires). But
with all thisinmind, estimatesgener ally focuson 300 million as
thepopulation of theearth at thetimeof Christ. Based on small-
sized families, from thetime of the Flood (c. 2300 B.C.) to thetime
of Christ, the population by that time would have been about 300
million people.

If, in contrast, the human race had been on earth for one million
years, astheevolutionistsdeclare, even with avery low growth rate
of 0.01 (1/100) percent annually, the resulting population by the
time of Christ would be 2 x 10* people (2 x 10* isthe numeral 2
followed by 43 zeros!). A thousand solar systems, with nine planets
like ourscould barely hold that many people, packed in solid!

58- FACTSVS. THEORIES—In 1862, * Thompson said the earth
was 20 million years old. Thirty-fiveyearslater, in 1897, he doubled
it to 40 million. Two years later, *J. Joly said it was 90 million.
*Rayleigh, in 1921, said the earth has been herefor 1 billion years.
Eleven years later, *W.O. Hotchkiss moved the figure up to 1.6
billion (1,600,000,000). * A Holmesin 1947 declared it to be 3.35
billion (3,350,000,000); and, in 1956, he raised it to 4.5 billion
(4,500,000,000). Just now, the age of the earth stands at about 5



158 Science vs. Evolution

billion years. Pretty soon, someonewill raiseit again.
Men dream up theories, and then they call it science.

“These datesfor the age of the earth have changed, doubling on
average every fifteen years, from about 4 million years in Lord
Kelvin'sday to 4500 million now.”—* Michael Pitman, Adam and
Evolution (1984), p. 235.

“Dr. A.E.J. Engel, Professor of the California Institute of Tech-
nology, comments that the age for the earth accepted by most ge-
ologists rose from a value of about 50 million years in 1900 to
about 5 billion years by 1960. He suggests facetiously that ‘if we
just relax and wait another decade, the earth may not be 4.5t0 5
aeons[1 aeon =1 billion years]|, as now suggested, but some 6to 8
or even 10 aeons in age."—H.M. Morris, W.W. Boardman, and
R.F. Koontz, Science and Creation (1971), p. 74 [referring to
*A.E.J. Engel, “Time and the Earth,”” in American Scientist 57, 4
(1969), p. 461].

Thoselong ageswereassigned primarily because of a 19th-
century theory about rock strata (see chapter 12, Fossils and
Strata) and supposedly confirmed by radioactive dating (the
serious problems of which are discussed in chapter 6).

In thischapter, we have seen a surprising number of solid
evidencesfor ayoung earth. They all point to a beginning for
our planet about 6,000 to 10,000 year s ago.

Theyoung earth evidence is power ful. As discussed in this
chapter, (1) ultraviolet light has only built up athin layer of moon
dust; (2) short half-life radioactive non-extinct isotopes have been
found in moon rocks; (3) themoon isreceding from earth at aspeed
which requires avery young earth,—and on and on the solid evi-
dence goes, throughout the remainder of the chapter you have just
completed. Read it again. It is solid and definite. (4) The lack of
ancient human records on solar eclipses is alone enough to date
man’s existence on the earth. Men are so intelligent that, in various
places on earth, they have always kept written records—yet such
records do not exist prior to about 4300 years ago.

Theevidencefor creation scienceisclear and forthright.

In a word, it is scientific.

EVOLUTION COULD NOT DO THIS

The 6-inch Craseonycteris thonglongyal bat weighs only 0.06
ounce. Yet it has all the multiplied thousands of specialized organs that
every mammal has. How can this be? Evolution could not produce it.
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CHAPTER 4 - STUDY AND REVIEW QUESTIONS
THE AGE OF THE EARTH
GRADES 5 TO 12 ON A GRADUATED SCALE
1 - Working with your class, make sometreering samplesand
date them.

2- Doyoulivenear any of thetypesof evidenceslisted inthis
chapter? Name them.

3- Onamap of theworld, find where some of thethingswhich
are evidences of ayoung earth arelocated.

4 - Out of all the evidences given in this chapter, which show
that our planet isquite young?Which five do you consider to bethe
best? Memorize them, so you can later tell them to others.

5-Whichfivedo you consider to bethe most surprising? Why?

6 - Why isit that no historical records of any kind go back
beyond only afew thousand years B.C.?

7 - Scientists were certain that there should be an extremely
thick layer of dust on the moon. Why did they find almost no dust
onthemoon?

8 - List seven of the strongest reasons from the other planets
that indicate ayouthful agefor our solar system.

9 - List three of the best evidences from our moon that our
worldisonly afew thousand yearsold. Which one do you consider
to bethe best?Why?

10 - Which evidence from natural gasand oil do you consider
to bethe best? Why?

11 - Why do evolutionistsfind it necessary every few yearsto
keep dramatically increasing the supposed age of the earth and the
universe?

12 - How many of thelarge number of evidencesgiveninthis
chapter would be sufficient to provethat the earth is not very old?

13- Why isthe decay of earth’s magnetic field such apower-
ful argument in favor of ayoung earth only afew thousand years
old?

14 - Write a report on one “early earth” evidence (that our
worldisnot millionsof yearsold) which especially interested you.
After completingit, explainit oraly in class.





