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INTRODUCTION

Hellz, my name is-Hent Hovind. I am a
creation/science evangelist. I live in Pensacola, Florvida.
1 have been a high school science teacher since 19%6. Itve
been very active in the creation/evolution controversy for
guite some time. As an evangelist, God has giveﬁ me the
cpportunity to preach and teach the wonderful story of H&s
marvelous creation over 400 times each yearrtm churches,
schools (public and private), parent groups, youth groups,
on the radia,.and in university debates.

It is my burning desire to help Christians get back
to a simple faith in God?s Word., Satanis method has always
been to ipstill doubt in God?s Word. The first sentence
that came from Satan that is recorded for us in the Bible
is: "Yea, hath God said?" He started by gquestioning God’s
Ha?d in the garden of Eden. It worked there so he has used
;t ever since.

In the twentieth century the major attack Satan has
launched has been against the first eleven chapters of
Genesis. He knows that the entire FEible stands ar'falls an
the walidity of these chapters. I believe that the BRible
is the infallible, inerrant, inspired, perfect Word of God.
I believe that %the Bible needs to be read and believed as
it stands. Christians are a%ten guilty of neglecting or
twisting the Hible +to fit their lifestyle or their

preconceived ideas.



In this book I'11 be cavering, in a nutshell, the
creation/evoluticon contraversy. 1 will explain why it is.
sc important, the effects.that the theory of evolution has
had on our scciety, the creaticn alterpative, and what we
should do abcout the problem. I will try to answer questions
that ﬁndern science has raised from a Scriptural viewpoint.

I am, without apology, a_Bible~believing_Ehvistian.
1 have been saved for twenty-twa years by the blocd of
Jesus Christ, God's Son. I believe that God's Hofd is
infallible and flawless in every detail. If the Rible says
that something was created a certain way, then thét is Just
the way it happened. Mow, as a science teacher, I want to
keep an open mind and understand why, haw, and when Gecd
created the earth, if those thinas can be known. There are
some things we cannct understand, and some things 1 believe
that we can.

I will be quick to paoint out that "there is
nothing new under the sun.® Most of my ideas are the
result of the input of hundreds of Godly meﬁ and women
through the years. I have attempted in this book to simply
explain the things 1 have learned through many years of
studying both science and the ERible.

In the last twenty-two years I have read hundreds
of books by creationists and evolutionists aslike on the
subject of origins. Many areat thinkers and scientists
have had an influence on me. I owe much to many, but I

must in the final analysis, take the blame/credit for what



is written in this beook. Many things 1 can documgnt and
verify with the naxperts" (whatever an expert is). Some
things in this book I couldn’t prove to anyone. I only ask
that you realistically look at the ideas presented and ask
yoursel f the simple question, '"does this kéy copen the lack,
dmes this answer the question? I1f it does--it Jjust might
be right. '
| Only Geod knows all the‘details of how it really
happened. 1 believe He has revealed many details about the
original creation in His book the Rible. Everything else
we come up with down here is just cur theory.

My weekly radio broadcast has been instrumental in
answeriné a number of questions about the creation/
evolution controversy. [ have tried to answer guestions as
thaoroughly and gcripturally as I know how. Each broadcast
dealt with a different topic. We have selected some of the
most. helpful topics and developed them into chapters toward
this book. The chapters, and consequently the subject
matter of the book, beains by discussing the history of
evalution. Where did we get this crazy idea anyway? fhe
second chapter deals with the fact that evolution is a
religicon and not a science, and therefore, should be
evcluded from public school curviculum. The third chapter
deals with the effects of evolution. What has the teaching
=f evelution brought to the world in the way of gdad o
harm® In the fourth chapter we deal with the subject of -

time. How old is the earth? In the fifth chapter we



discuss the Big Rang theory. In the sixth chapter we give
information about the Geologic Column, the foundation of
all gvalutionary teaching. In chapter seven we answer
guestions about radic carbon dating. Chapter eight gives
the truth about cave men. Chapter nine discusses the "best
evidence" evoluticonists have for evolution, that is,
archaecpteryx. Chapter ten answers the gquestion, "Has
science created life in the labarétary?" We ténk ten
chapters of the book to destroy the edifice of evolution,
and clear away the vubble so that we could build on a_clean
foundation.

'_Several legitimate guestions about the creation
account given in the ERible need to be answered. Number
wne, "Don’t all scientists believe in evalutian®" In
chapter eleven we discuss scientists, past and present, who
Qere creaticonists. In chapter tweive, we answer a commonly

L n

raigsed complaint, "Genesis 1 conflicts with Gemesis Z. In
ch%pter thirteen we give interesting evidence that
dinosaurs are mentioned in the Bible. 1 believe that
dinosaurs are not only in the Bible, but they have lived
with man all through his si% thousand year history. In
crhapter fourteen we deal with the question, "Are dinosaurs
extinct?" In chapter fifteen we discuss the human and
dinosaur footprints found tocgether in Glen Rose, Texas. In
chapter sixteen we give the creaticnists’ alternative

theory to explain the gecologic features of the sarth within

a six thousand year framewoark.



While all of the evidence is not in yet, I feel it
is still the best option to take God's word at face value.
The Bible has never been proven wrang yet, and I believe it

never will be.



THE HISTORY OF EVOLUTION

Where in the world did the idea come from that
things left to themselves can improve with time¥ Who
would start a crazy idea like that? This idea is the
opposite af.everything that we observe in the woarld today.
For iﬁstance, all the highways in cur pation today left to
themselves decay, deteriorate, and fall apart. A house
1eft to itself will become a wreck. It takes work and
constant planning to make anything improve. Everything
tends toward disorder. The firét and second laws of
thermodynamics are well establisﬁed scientific laws that
have never been chserved in the universe to be broken. The
first law says that matter canncot be created nor destroyed
by ordinary means. We do not see anything being created
today, and yet we do see an entire universe of created
material. This clearly indicates a Creator. There are
pecple in the Qurld today wha wish to avaid the concept of
God. They do not like the idea of a God telling them what
to do. fherefnre, they have come up with the most
dangeroué, damnable doctrine evéry imagined, evolution, I
Wl d 1iké in this chapter to trace the history of
evoluticnary doctrine. Where did this dangerous doctrine
come from?

Evoluticon is purely a religion. There is no
scientifi-c evidence at all to back up any form of macro—

evolution.



The technical definition of evalution means
"rhange." There is no guestion that, things do change. All
change is directed either downward toward less arder if
left to themselves, or upward with a master-mind behind it.
The cities that we live in have ‘evolved! over the years.
The city where you are now probably did not even exist
three hundred years ago. A college professor tald me that
cities ‘evolve’ with time. 1 said ta him, "I agree. If
you use this as ydur AEfinition of ‘evaolved!? then you are
including a design, a designer, and lots of wor k——pl anned
intelligent progress, not chaos ordered by self.! Not one
~f the buildings. in your city built itself by the material
rising up aout of the gfaund.“ It.did not happen that way.
1t does not ever happen that way. It never will happen
that way. It reguires intelligence and a designer.

When 1 speak of evolution, I am not referving to
emall minor changes that naturally occcur as animals have to
make some adjustments to their environment. For instance,
if we released hundreds of rabbits in an area with cold
winters, only the animals with the heavier fur would
survive. B within a few years, the populaticn would have
s little heavier fur than the earlier populations. These
small minor population shifts brought about by environment
are referred to as ‘micro—evolution.? There has been no
change in the genetic material of the rabbit. There has
only been a change in the ratioc of the population. You

still have the same kind of animal. If that climate were



to change back to a milder climate, the population of
animals would change back to having a lighter fur.

Macro—evalution would be defined as changing inta a
different kind of animal. There is no similarity between
micro-evalution and macro—evolutimnﬁ Many evolutionists
will use micro—evolution to try to prove tha£ macyr o~
evolution is true. We must guard curselves not to fall for
this false logic.

The ideé that evaluticonists try to get across today
is that there is a continual upwafd progressicon. They
claim that everything is getting better, improving, all by
itself as if there.is an inner—drive toward more perfection
and order. This is totally opposite of the first and
second law of thermodynamics. It goes against all
scientific evidence that has been accumulated. Yet, this
lie is what many men believe today. We daon't see it
happening anywhere in our universe today. We don’t see any
evidence of this in the fossil record.

1 would like to trace the history of evolution
beginning with the fall =of Satan from heaven, through the
last six thousand years,-to modern-day evolution, and
explain what those teaching this doctrine have planned for
the future.

Ta really understand the history of evelution, we
have to understand the author. Satan is the master-mind
behind this false doictrine. He was thrown cut of heaven

because of his desire to exalt himself to gadhﬁad. One of
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the underlying reascns that evolution appeals to so many

pecple is because it appeals to man’s pride. Isaiah 13:11

Says,

will

"] will cause the arrcgancy of the proud to cease and

lay low the haughtiness of the proud.” Ged is against

pride. In Isaiah 14;12~14 the Bible tells us of the fall

=f Satan from heaven.

How art thou fallen from heaven, 0 Lucifer, son
of the merning! how art thou cut down to the
ground, which didst weaken the nations!

For thou hast said in thine heart, I will ascend
into heaven, 1 will exalt my throne abave the
stars of Ged: I will sit also upon the mount of
the congreagaticon, in the sides of the north.

I will ascend abave the heights of the cloudsy 1
will be like the mast High.

Later on in the passage God says that He will cast down

Lucifer.

1 personally believe that Satan fell from heaven

about a hundred years after the creation of Adam and Eve.

.1 bel

with

ieve that he had watched Adam and Eve have fellawship

their creator with pride and envy in his heart. He

had been GEod's choir director since he was created. His

desire to be God was thwarted when GEod cast him out of

heaven.

Exekiel 2B tells of Ezekiel taking up & praphesy

against Tyrus. It is obvicus from the context that the

king

of Tyre is a picture or a type of Satan. Ezekiel

28:2-5, 17 says,

Son =f man, say unts the prince of Tyrus, Thus
saith the Lord God; Because thine heart is lifted
up (here we see the pride’ and thou hast said, 1
am a nod, I sit in the seat of Fod in the midst
=f the seas; yet thou art a man, and not God,



though thou set thine heart as the heart of Gods
Eehold, thou art wiser than Daniel}j there is no
secret that they can hide from theej

With thy wisdom and with thy understanding thou
hast gotten thee riches, and hast gotten gold and
silver into thou treasuresg

By thy great wisdom and by thy traffick hast thou
increased thy riches...

Thine heart was lifted up because of thy beauty,
thou hast corrupted thy wisdom by reason of thy
br ighteness: 1 will cast thee to the ground, I

will lay thee before kinas, that they may behaold
thee.

Tyfus is a type of Satan who lifted his heart up. Fride is
menticoned repeatedly in the Bible as being one of the main
things that God hates. 1 have-nuted several hundred
referenﬁes to pride that show God’s attitude toward it. He
hates it!! Hére are several.
Lev. #6:19 "I will break the pride of your power,"
I Sam. 2:3 "talk no more so exceedingly proudly"

Fsalm 10:® "The wicked in his pride doth persecute
the poor"

Fealm 10:4 "The wicked through the pride =f his
cauntenance will not sesk after God.."

Fealm 73:6 "PFride compasses them about as a
chain;..."

Fe. 101:5 "Him that hath an high look and a proud
heart will I nat suffer.™

Fs. 119:21 "Thou hast rebuked the proud...”

Frov. 6:16 "These si% things doth the Lord hate...
a proud look.”

Frov. 8:18 "Pride, and arrogancy...do I hate."
Frov. 13:10 "Only by pride cometh contention.®

Frov. 15:25 "The Lord will destroy the house o f
the proud...” '



Frov. 16:5 “Every cne that is proud in the heart
is an abomination to the Lord..."

Prov. 16:8 "Pride aqoeth before destructicon...”

Frav. 21:4 "An high lecok, and a proud heart...is
sin."

1s. 14:12-16 Satan’s fall "I will ascend...”

Jer. 9:23 '"Let not the wise man glory in his
wisdom neither let the mighty man.
glory in his might; let not the rich
man alory in his riches..."

Obed. 2 '"Pride...hath deceived thee.”

Matt Z3:6 ‘“"Love the uppermost rooms at feasts.”

Matt. 23:1% “"Whoscever shall exhalt himself shall
be abased.”

Mark 7:21 "From within...proceed evil thoughts...
pride..."

Luke 1:51 "He scattered the proud in the
imagination of their hearts.

Fom 1:22-30 "Frofessing themselves to be wise...
proud. ..

I Cor. 8:1 "Enowledge puffeth up..."
I Cov. 12:4 "Charity...is not puffed up..."

I Tim. 2:& "...lifted up with pride ye fall
into...."

II Tim. 3:2 "Men shall be lovers of their own
selves...proud...”

James 4:6 "God resisteth the proud.

I Jn. Z:1& "...pride of life..."

There you have just a few of the many verses in thé
Rible that deal with pride. God hates pride. In his
pride, Satan decided he-would exalt himsel f and take aver

the throne of God. This is where evaolution started. It



started in heaven in the heart of Satan. 8atan and a
number of angels that folloewed him were cast down to the
earth. Then we have the story repeated in the heart of
man. Man is trying to exalt himself. This is what
evoluticon is taaéhing tqday, that man is the pinnacle, the
wltimate.

When Satan realized he could not fake aver the
throne of God, he decided to destroy what God had created
instead. Satan, in the form of a serpent, brought the
doctrine of evalution to the Garden of Eden. In‘Genesis
3:5 the serpent says to Eve, "...ye shall be as gods.”
Fride is the same thing that Satan used to cause the fall
of man in the Garden af Eden. Satan was Jjealous of Adam
and Eve and their close unicn with God. The same is true
today. BSatan wants your attention any time you try to
serve the Heavenly Father. When Adam and Eve fell for the
line that they could become as gods, the doctrine of
evolution was successfully introduced ta the world., Man’s
pr ide and ego had been appealed to and he was no longer
content with the status God had given him.

Where did it go from there?® Genesis 94:3 says, "And
in process of time it came to pass, that Cain brought of
the fruit of the ground an offeripg unto the Lord." LCain
knew better. God wanted a blmaa sacrifice. God had shed
innocent blood to cover the sin of Adam and Eve. Cain knew
God wanted a bleody animal sacrifice, a lamb to be precise.

Cain thought that he could get favor with GBod by bringing



the work of his own hands. Cain promoted the evelutionary
doctrine that man can progress by his own efforts. It was
Cain’s pride that caused him to disregard God?’s commands to
bring a lamb. Instead he brought the fruit of the aground
which represents his own efferts to please God. When God
rejected his offer, he became angry at Bocd. Since he could
not hurt Geod, he toaok out his anger on God's servant; his
brother. In pride, he slew his brother because his
brother’s sacrifice was accepted. We are told later in the
New Testament thé reason why Cain killed his braother. In I
John 3:12 we read, "Not as Cain, who was of that wicked
one, and slew his brother. And wherefore slew he him?
Because his own works were evil, and his brother's
rightecus." This is still true today. Anyone that does
gmod in this werld is hated by those that de evil. Cain’s
efforts to "e?é;ve" closer to God met with disaster. Cain
was driven out from his family to wander in the world., His
déscgndants apparently continued fejecting Gad. Man full
of pride will seldom admit that he is wrong.

The evil in the world continued to get warse until
God had to destray the inhabitants of the earth with a
flomd. When the Flood was over, Satan began to wark on
Noah's descendants. The sfary of evolution continues in
Gen. 9:2%, "And Ham, the father of Lanaan, sSaw the
nakedness of his father, and told his two brethren
withaut.” Ham, instead of doing the wise thing of cover ing

up his father's nakedness, went out and laughed about it to



his two brothers, evidently. This resulted in a curse
being placed upon Ham's son, Caanan. Ham’s pride caused
him to try to make his father look bad. Feople who are
always cutting down cthers are usually motivated by pride.
They think making someone else lock worse will some how
make themselves locok better.

The story continues in Genesis 10. The pecple had
been commanded by God to spread cut and replenish the
earth.‘ Some decided instead to rebel against God's
authority and exalt themselves. Senesis 10:8~9 says, "And
ush begat Nimrod; he began to be a mighty one in the
earth. He was a mighty hunter before the Lord: wherefore
it is said, Even as Nimrod the mighty hunter before the
Lerd." The word ‘hefore’ in that verse means "in the face
=f the Laord®, or "against the Lard.™ Nimrod?'s rebellion
against the Lord caused him to beagin ceonstructicon of the
Tower of Babel. We see this tower menticned in Gen.
11:1-39:

And the whole earth was of one language, and of
ore speech.

And it came to pass, as they Journeyed from the
zast, that they found a plain in the land of
Shinar; and they dwelt there.

And they said one to ancther, Go tz, let us make
brick, and burn them throughly. And they had

by ick for stone, and slime had they for mor tar.,
And they said, Go to, let us build us a city and
a tower, whose top may rveach unto heaven; and let
us make us a name, lest we be scattered abroad
upon the face of the whle earth.

And the Lord came down to see the city and the
tower, which the children of men builded.

and the Lovd said, Behaold, the people is one, and

they have all one language; and this they begin
to doy and pow nothing will be restrained from



them, which they have imagined to do.
Go to, let us go down, and there confound their
1anguage, that they may not understand one

another's speech.
So the Lord scattered them abroad from thence
upon the face of all the earth: and they left off

to build the city.

Therefore is the name of it called Babelj; because

the Lard did there confound the language of all

the earth; and from thence did the Lord scatter

them abroad upon the face of all the earth.
This tower represented man’s desire to exalt himself to the
seat of God. The pride of the rebels caused the people to
want to disobey God. They wanted to stay together and
build big cities even though God had commanded them to
spread out and fill the earth.

Babylon was ene of the first cities built after the
flomd., It still exists today. The people reluctantly
spread out after God Judged them By confusing the
languages. At this point they spoke all different
1anguages because the Lord "confounded their speech." I'mo
sure for several generaticons they told stories about how it
used to be in the ‘good old days! when there was Just one
big city and everycone was cone happy family.

As we trace the history of evolution, it becomes
slightly confusing at this point because there are going to
be several different branches on the tree. I will focus on
just two of the main branches.

When the people left the Tower of Rabel, th;y tods
their false religion of evolution with them. They still

hoped that they could exalt themselves to godhood.  For the

sake of the study, we shall call them the Eastern and



Western branches of evalution.

in the Eurcpean community, actually in area of Asia
Mincr and the country of Turkey, we have the Western branch
af evolution. In the countries of China, Japan, and India
the Eastern branch af evoluti05 develaped. The branches
actually develeoped simultanecusly.

The Flood was about 2400 RB.C. which makes it about
4400 years ago. The Tower of Rabel was probably built
within the first three to five hundred years after the
flood. Let's Jjust assume that it was about 1900 E.C. when
the Tower of Habel was built. The people were scattered
from the Tewer. Many of the pecple, in their pride, gtill
tried to find some way to become their own god. This is
the basic motive behind evolution,

For the next several hundred years follewing the
Tower of Babel, there were many evolutionary—type myths
passed down from generation to generation. In the year 640
E.C. a fellow named Thales was born in Asia Mincr. At some
point in his life he began the first of the modern
evoluticnary dactrines. He said that man had evolved from
animals, animals had come from plants, plants had come from
inorganic elements, and all =f these had come from water.
Anaximander, one of the students =f Thales, enlarged on
this thecry sliaghtly. Anavimander lived from €11 to 547
., He taught Fythagoras, whz is famous for the

Fythagorean thecrem used in mathematics.



At this point, there was a split in the
evoluticonary doctrine. One group became atheistic, and
said that there was no God. Fythagoras started the group
that became pantheistic. He said there had to be a God
based on thexdesign he saw in nature, but the god that he
saw was the agod in nature. The idea of limiting God to the
natural elements is the undeflying theme of pantheism. He
lived from SBC to 489 B.C. He believed that nature is
divine. |

There are basically three types aof religions in the
world. The first type is atheism which says that there is
neo EBod.  Psalm 14:1 calls the pecple who believe there is
no God fools. The second type of religion is pantheistic
which says that nature is god. This group says that the
universe is in cantreol of itself and knows what it wants to
accomplish., Pantheism imparts a divine nature to the
elements. The third type af religion says that God is
osutside of, above, and beyond His creation. He is not
limited by His creaticon in any way. This is the almighty
infinite God of the Rible.

Socrates was a pantheist Greek philosopher who
lived from 4639 to 399 B.LC. éwcrétes did not leave many
writings, but his student‘Platu wrote prolifically. Flato,
like hic teacher Socrates, was definitely & pantheist. He
alzc believed that ngture is god. Munitz from his book

Theories of the Universe, pa. &1 says,




Flato alsc makes use of another analogical
pattern of thought in describing the universe as
an all—ipclusive Living Creature, one whose body
is perfectly spherical and whose soul animates
the whole world. In addition to this World-Soul,
the various individual heavenly bodies are
regarded by Flato as divine beings.

In the writings of Plato, we have a very definite
description of the great chain of being, or an order of the
world socul. He taught that thE'universé is a living
creature in itself. Flato's idea was not one of ascension
in evolution, but one of descending. He thought that it
went from God to man and on down to the atomic particles,
Hic idea of putting everything in a nice neat order came |
from Socrates. Plato developed this further into the great
chain «f being.

Demo-rates lived from 460 to 362 B.C. He started a
cchoel ralled the Atomist school. Democrates coined the
word tateom.?  He thought that the interplay of atomic
particles was all that was necessary to describe how the
universe got here (the same basic idea as is. taught in
modern evoslution).

Next we come to a student of Flato named Aristotle.
He lived from 384 to 322 B.&,  Aristotle developed the
"Srale =f Being."” He believed in reincarnation which
teaches that after death you waould return to earth as a new
being, either higher or lower, depending on how you behaved
during your present life. This is very similar to the

modern—day Eastern religions. He developed the idea of a



nworld scul" more fully and passed it on to many more of
his students. Aristoatle believed in a descending order of
nature. He believed in the "eternal cosmos" which says
that nature has always existed. He believed in spontaneocus
generation which says that life arose from non—life.
Aristotle is known for many scientific discoveries, and no
doubt, had a great positive impact on the world of science.
Hoﬁever, his god was not the God of the Bible. -His god was
nature. |

Aristotle was tutor to a man named Alexander the
Great. Alexander the Great was the leader of the Sreek
Empire of the third century B.C. He spread the teachings
of Aristetle all around his empire.

Theze men are all part of the Western bramnch of the
evoluticonary doctrine. The Eastern branch was also
developing during this same time. Feaople had travelled
from the Tower of Habel to the Eastern countries of India,
Fakistan, and China. ©Zivilizations began developing there.

Beqginning arcund 500 E.C., there were at least five
major religions that were-developing in the East. The
steory gets a little confusing as we try to trace the
history of evelution. Here.in the Eastern branch we again
Have two basic philosophies of rveligion. One philasophy is
atheistic, saying that there is no god at all. The other
phil osocphy again was pantheistic, saying that nature is

gc-d.



Hinduism became very popular arcund 600 B.C. It
probably began many years before that. This Feligion is
broken up into four branches. Vedanta is the most popular
branch. It teaches that the universe is a living soul.
gikhism is a ancther branch that began arcund 1500 A.D.
Janism iz a branch =f Hinduism that says that there is no
god at all. Janism teaches the doctvine of Karma. This is
a system of reincarnation where people are caﬁstantly being
born back as a different creature depending upon how they
lived in this world., The final stage ﬁf this reincarnation
is Nirvana, which is annihilaticn and you finally get tao
stop coming back. You Jjust cease to exist. The fourth
byanch is called Sankhya which is also atheistic.

Ancther religion developina in the Eastern world
during this time was Confucianism, Confucius lived from
551 to 479 E.0.  He very straongly endorsed ancestor
worehip. There was no god or after life in the system
developed by Confucius. It was simply a system of ethical,
political, and pragmatic teachings. It was a very
atheistic religion that totally left God ocut.

ZJoroaster was the rveligion of the Fersians that
developed around &00 E;E. Dar ius and Cyrus, who were both
menticned in the Bible, were followers of Zoroaster. It is
guite possible that the wise men who came to Eethlehem were
of this cult. There is no way tao prove this for certain.
This religion believed that Satan and God were equally

power ful, thereby, limiting fGod. This shows that they did



not have the right view of God in their theolegy. This
Eastern religion is still prominent today.

The Buddhist religion was alsc developing during
this time in the East. Buddha lived from 563 to 480 B.C.
Buddha means "the enlightened one." This religion
originated in India, and was later expelled from that
country. It later became very popular in China.
Eventually, it merged with the teachings of Confucius, and
became a sort of hodge—podge religion. It was a.very
atheistic religicn. It had a very rigid system of Karma,
which was a cause/affect system. Ry that I mean, he
belieyed that your deeds in e;ch incarpation, as they
called it, were reflected in the nemt'reincarnatian. There
is o mention in Buddhism nf‘the ariginal creation.

The fifth major Eastern religion that began in that
time pericd was Taaism.fuunded by Laz Tse. He lived from
£04 to 517 B.C. This religion was a rival of
Confuciusianism in China. "Taaism...was also an
gvolutionary religion, built around'the concept o=f Y‘the

Way.'" (The Long War Against Ged, p. 2213 It was

basically pantheistic in philasophy. Tacism teaches that
nature is bi-pzlar. A1l of nature is divided into yin and
yang. Yin is represented by water on the one end, and yang
ic vepresented by fire at the other end.

The five major Eastern religions that developed
during this time were Hinduism, Confucianism, Zoroasterism,

Euddhism, and Tacism. Because of the atheistic and



pantheistic philasaphies of these religions, and the lack
of importance placed on God, the entrance of communism into
these countries was very simple. When the evolutionary
doctrine was taught in these countries, the pecple did ncit
have to change their religicn in order te include it.
Evaluticn and communism blended in fine with the Eastern
religions. In about 1835, a man named Yen Fu translated
Thaﬁas Huxley's bock intc Chinese. That was probably the
turning point in China. It led the way for communism to
talke over so many «f the arien?al countries.

At the time of Christ, it was almost universally
accepted as "scientific fact" that the world was infinitely
=1d. The two philoscphies menticoned above were very
prevalent during the development of the early church.

These are the philasophie; that were referred to in Col.
=28 where the Bible says "Beware lest any man spil you
through philasophy and vain deceit.” As the Apastle‘Paul
was preaching on Mars Hill, he pegan his sermon by talking

zbout the infinite creator, the God that made the worlds.

Then Faul stood in the midst of Mars' hill, and
said, Ye men =f Athens, I perceive that in all
things ye are too superstitious.

For as I passed by, and beheld your devotions, I
found an altar with this inscription, TO THE
UNKENDWN 130D, Whom therefore ye ignorantly
worship, him declare I unto you.

God .that made the world and all things therein,
seeing that he is Lord of heaven and earth,
dwelleth not in temples made with hands; (Acts
173 22~24)

Thie immediately got the pecple’s attenticn. We are in



the same situation teday. In order to reach pecple that
have been heavily influenced by evolution, we must first
begin with the foundation, the creation. We can’t
immediately qucote John 3:16 because it sounds like a
fareign language to them. They have been so brainwashed
away from God by eveluticonary philosophy that we must begin
with the basics. We must slowly pry open their closed
minds by getting them to answer the gquestion, "Who is the
Creator who made the world? "

Almost immediately after the time aof Christ,
several groups developed around Christianify that claimed
to be Christian. Some had pure motives and samé had impure
metives. Those with impure motives desired to dilute and
destroy the Christian teaching. For example, one of the
groups that developed was from Alexandria, Egypt. There
was a school in Alexandria that had teachers that tried to
reinstate Aristotle’s philaosophy into Christianity. St
Clement, who lived from approximately 150 to 215 A.D.,
taught in this Alexandrian school. He started ane of the
early compromises that tried to bring the Almighty God of
the Rible down to the pantheist God of pature. You see the
God of creation is above and outside of the creatian
whereas the god of pantheism is in his creation and is
limited by the creation. instead 2f him being over the
universe, he fs like a major cog in the machiﬂery but not
the man running the machinery. Clement had a very clear

intention of making God a pantheist God. Evolution is just



part of a long war against God. The main idea is to brinag
God down off His throne. Satan has always wanted to do
that and he hasn’t given up vet,

Many in the Alexandrian school were of this
philosophy. They actually re—copied parts of the Rible to
be more in line with theiv beliefs and made what are known
today as the Alexandrian manuscripts. These have been
discredited and rejected by most Bible-believing Christians
berause there are differences in these manuscripts and the
other manuscripts of the Rible. Many of the Alexandrian
manuscripts are older than the manuscripts used by the
Rible-believing Christians, yat older does not mean better.
1t would only make sense that if a manuscript were accepted
a= authentic by the believers that it would be used over
and cover until it was worn out. Then a new copy would be
made. It would be checked extensively by the priests to
verify that all had been copied correctly. They would even
count the number of letters to verify that all was correct.
Then the old copy would be destroyed. This process Was
repeated many times as manuscyipts became unusable. Those
manuscripts that were not accepted would not be uwsed, and
therefore, would last l=nger. The Alevandr ian manuscripts
are the source of many of the modern—day translations.
Instead =f agning to the "oy iginal” manuscripts, the modern
translators have been using the Alevandrian This results

in a perverting and watering down of the Scriptures.



Another very influential man in the Alexandrian
school was a man by the name of Origen. He was barn
appraximately 185 A.D. and died ESE-A.D. Drigen had a very
vehement desire to put the evaluticnhary theory of pantheism
into Christianity. He especially thought that Genesis 1
and 2 needed to be thanged.- He taught that they were an
allegory, a myth. He said these two chapfers were Jjust a
story to try tao éxplain some of the processes God wused and
that they were not to be taken literally. The idea of
Genesis 1 and 2 not being literally scientifically accurate
and true probably has ocne of its major roots in the
teachings of Origen. He is a key man in the history of
evolutian.

The next man in this history of evolution is a man

[

by the name of Augustine. He was born appraximately =25
A.D. and died about 430 A.D. He is rcalled St. Augustine by
the Catholic church. Augustine still plays a vital part in
the Catholic church doctrine. He would be the equivalent of
- a theistic evolutionist today.

About £20 A.D., Mochammed, the founder of the
religion of Islam, hated the palytheism that was arcund him
at the time. 0One of his goals and desires was to develap a
monotheistic religion. He developed an unusual mixture
between Christianity and Judaism. He eventually became
very anti-Christian. He wanted a limited Sod of nature, a
pantheistic type of god. The god of Mohammedism is not the

God of the Eible by any stretch of the imaginaticn. 1t is



a little pantheistic god of nature. FPBecause of this, the
Islam religicn accepts evaluticn very readily as a
scientific fact because it fits so well with their
teaching. In the country.af Turkey ¢ which is almost

| totally dedicated to Mobhammed) evolution is ﬁaught as fact.

In 1225 A.D., a man was born named Thomas Aguinas.
He was called "the angelic doctor.” He continued
Augustine!s idea of the pantheist God. He was very
influential in reviving Aristotle's teaching in the
Catholic church. As a matter of tact, it became a law in
the Catholic church that you must teach Aristotle’s
dactrine as far as the corigin of the universe or you would
be treated as a heretic,

In the early 1600's, Galileo invented the
telescope. He looked at the moon and noticed the rugaed
sur face of the moon. He then said that the moon was not
smocth like Aristotle said it was. Aristotle had said back
in 400 B.C. that the moon was like a per fect smooth sphere,
a crystal ball to reflect the sunlight. Galilea even
cubl ished a boolk that stated that the moon was not smooth.
Aristotle was also contradicted by Galileo aon his theory of
gravity. Aristotle had said that heavier objects fall
faster than lighter obJjects. Galilex proved that to be
wraﬁg. 1n the mid 1600'=, Galileo, under penalty of death
by the Catholic church, had to vecant his awful heresy of
teaching that the moon was not smooth. He had dared to

zuggest that the doctrines af Aristatle as taught by the



church could be qung! He wrote a second book to say that
he was wrong and that the moon was perfectly smooth. The
priests even refused to locock through Galileo's telescope
because they said that it was demon possessed. The bheld of
Aristotle’s philosophy on the minds of the pecple of that
time was so strong that scientific progress was hindered.
We face the same thing today. The faulty teaching of
evolution is hindering scientific progress.

Thomas Aquinas was no doubt a very sincere man.
However, he was since;ely wrong. He was a very influential
person in the Fenaissance which is called the "Great
Awakening. " He is aoften called the father of the
Fenaissance. This was & time for getting people to think
again. They began to be sceptical of religicon in general
and %he Catholic Church in particular.

The next influential character we come to in cur
tracing ﬁf the history of evolution is Bencit de Maillet.
He was born in 1656 and diéd about 1738. He was very
anti-BRible and tried to influence anyone he could to not
believe the BRible. He was very full of ocoult ideas. He
wrote a book which was his name spelled backward,
Telliamed. He was a very avid atheist, evoluticonist, and a
materialist. He believed in a great infinite age of the
garth. He was very influential in furthering the ideas of
evolution, particularly in the country of France;

Anocther man at this time was Maupertis, born 1698,

and died 175%. He was a physicist and a mathematician, and



was & close friend of Voltaire. Roth of these men hated
rhristianity with a passion and wanted to do anything they
could to discredit the Bible.

Voltair, born 1694 and died in 1798, was a deist
and was an cpen enemy of Christianity. When he was five
years of age, he memorized "The Skeptics Feem”, and on his
death bed he said, "I am abandaneq by God and man. I shall
go to hell.” He is also gquoted as sayina, "If Geod did not
exist, it would be necessary for man to invent him." HMany
pecople in colleges today use this quote to pull pecple away
from Christianity- Voltair is alse gquoted as saying, "i
wish I had never been born.” He is alsco said to have
scoffed at Sir Isaac Newfmn. Newton had been meditatina on
Daniel 1iZ:4 which says, "But thau,-D Daniel, shut up the
words, and seal the beook, even to the time of the end: many
shall vun to and %ra, and kﬁawledge shall be increased.”
Newton said that he bel ieved that smmedéy man would go more
than 50 ﬁiles per hour. Voltair picked up on éhis and
laughed. He then fravelled arcund preaching about the
ridirulous ideas in the Rible to put such thoughts into
Newton’s head. Ysltair had a deist friend as a young man
named Abbe de Ehaﬁeuneuf, a bachelor and. probably a
homosexual . Du}ing the French Revolution, Voltair tried to
éstablish a ten—day work week in%tead =f a seven—day week
just to try to get pecple away from the seven days of
creatimon. This, of course, was a miserable failure. This

is just an example of what he tried to do to get pecple



--away fram the Bible and from Christianity.

Ancther Frenchman during this time af turmoil of
the 1600 and 1700’s was a man named Comte de
Bfoan(1707—1788}. He was the director of the French
betanical Gardens for fifty years. He was also a prolific
aukhor. He wrote a 44 volume series on sciencg called
Hist: vy of Nature. This is full of evolutionary ideas.

:1d his writing before the French Revolution, he
was very careful not to do things that would offend the
Cathe mqurch, He was very influential in spreading the

rine of eveluticon arocund the world.

Ancther man that is very important as we tréce the
history of evolution is Erasmus Darwin, the grandfather of
Charles Darwin. He was born in 1721 and ﬁied in 1802. He
was an extremely fat person. In fact,'he was so fat they
had to cut a curve in the dining room table so that he
could get up to the table., He was a medical doctor. He
was also very immoral. He had twelve legitimate children
and two illegitimate children. He was known to have had
many affairs. He was a great admirer of the French
philasspher, Rousseau, who was the chief philosopher of the
French Eevaslution. Darwin was a deist, not an atheist, but
was a strong opponent of Christianity. In 17394 he wrote a
book called Zoonomig, which contained many =f the
evolutionary ideas that were later claimed by Charles, his
grandson. The United States and England were not yet ready

to accept the evolutionary ideas because there was still



such a strong Christian influence. About ES years later,
his agrandson, Charles, would get credit for modern ideas af
evelution. Erasmus Darwin founded the Lunar Society in
Eirmingham, England in the late 1700’s.

1 think it is not a coincidence that people who are
atheists or evolutionists frequently have a wicked
lifestyle or at least a lifestyle against the plain
teachings of the Bible. Therefore, evolution is an easy
way for them to justify their lifestyle. The problem is
ane of philosophy, not cne of science. They don’t want
there ta be a God because of their wicked lifestyle. That
is their real prablem.

The next man with an influential part in this

histﬁry of evulutiaﬁ was Jean—Baptiste de Lamarck, born in
1744, died in 1829. Lamarck wrote two famous books on
zoology, one in 1809 and one in 1815. He was a French
atheist. He was appointed by the French Revalutionary
government. He was very bitterly anti-Bible and anti-
Christian. He hated the Eible, espe;ially the creation and
the flood story. He was determined to give pecple an
alternstive explanation for how the earth got here beside
the ~reation and the flood. He alsc was an immor al man.
He had six illegitimate children by three different women.
He taught a theory that giraffes had longer nechks because
they would stretch their necks to reach the leaves higher
=n the trees. Those that wers not able to stretch would

simply die cut in times of drought. Then the long necks



giraffes would pass that trait on to their children. This
is known as the "“inheritance of acquired characteristics."
There is no biclogist today that believes this thecry.
Acquired traits are not inherited because they have no
effect on the genetic. matter. Lamarck died in poverty and
was uﬁwanted when he died.

One of the men greatly influenced by Lamarck was a
man named Charles Lyell. Lyell was born in 17397 and died
in 1875. He is called the father of modern geclogy. He
was a lawyer, not a scieﬁtist. He developed what is called
the "geologic column.®  This column is still tauwght in
every earth science classroom today. The whole idea of the
geclogic column is bésed on uniformitarianism, or the
present is the key to the past. This is menticned in II
Foter 3 where it says in the last days scaffers are gzing
to come and they will say all things continue as they were.
1t goes ocn to say in II Feter 3 that they are willingly
ignovant of the creaticn and the flood. The flood explains
geclogy. The present processes do not explain geology.

The Calorads River did not form the Grand Canyon.  The
Brand Canyon was formed as the flood went down. Lyell tocik
the old philosophy of naturalism and applied it to earth
history. Sadly, manf of the creationists of his day
accepted his philoscphy. They thought it was time to
uﬁdafe the Bible and some how make the Riblical account of
creation include ecns of time. Lyell cleverly trapped

Christians of his day with his errcnecus teaching. He



wrote a book called Principles of Geology. It was this
book that influenced Charles Darwin while he was on his
vayage on the HMS Eeagle many years later. Lyell was
Darwin's friend and urged him to publish his beock, Origin
of SBpecies. Lyell had a determination te destroy the idea
=f the Riblical flood in the minds of pecple. He promcted
the teaching of Hutton. Each of these men just built on
each other’s sinking foundaticn. There was & movement in
the early 1B00’s to disarm the monarch system of
government. They saw that the Eible taught that you should
sbey the king and therefore, the Rible stood in the way of
democracy. They thought that by disproving the EBible they
would be able to disarm the monarchists. They had
political goals, not scientific goals, f;r teaching
uriformitarianism. Lyell aoften ridiculed what he called
"Mosaic geclogy.” He was very shrewd and therefore, never

openly attacked the Eible. Henry Moyrris in his book Long -

War Against Geod, pa. 65 says, "Lyell’s dominating
motivation was his desire to undermine the authority of the
Bible." |

The next man we come to in tracing the history of
evolution is a man by the name of Tharles Darwin. Darwin
was beavn in 1809 and died in 1882, He is most famous for

twm books that he authored. The se-ond one was The Descent

1t

~f Man. The first eone, and most famous, is The Origin of

Species by Means of Natural Selecticon. This book also had

a subtitle called "The Freservation of the Favored Races in



the Struggle for Life." He took a five year vayage in the
1820’ on the HMS Eeagle. During that voyage, he read
extensively Lyell'’s boaok. This greatly influenced him to
think that the earth was millicons of years cold. ' When he
returned from his vayade, he was encouraged by bLyell to
publish a book. Darwin wrote for many years, but never
published the book. Lyell realized‘that a man named
Wallace was going to beat Darwin to the punch in publishing
such a beok on evelution. Lyell encouraged Darwin to go
ahead and publish his boak. Darwin publiéhed it in 1B59.
The Industrial Revolution was well under way and pecple
ware laaking for some way to justify the cruelty that
accompanied this revolution. (Child labor, sweat houses,
etec.? Darwin’s book was Jjust what the warld needed to
justify the cruel ruthless tactics of the industrial
revolution. Darwin had a theology degree. He became &
deist, and later, very proudly an atheist. There are many
stories of him repenting on his death bed, but there still
iz much canfusion on the issue.

The next key character in the histaory of evolution
is Karl Marx. Karl Marw was born in 1818 and died in 1883.
He is known as the father of Communism. iarl Marx was very
much influenced as a younaster by a man Auguste Comte.
Comte, aleong with Herbert Spencer, James Frazier, Edward
Taylory, and some cthers, were ardent Darwinists. They
stronaly promoted Darwin's teachings, particularly thase on

the =svolution of religion. They began teaching back then



that even monotheism (the belief in cne God) was the result
of evoluticn. They said that man used to believe in many
.gods and gradually declined to Jjust one god. They taught
that religion actually evolved. This is a false teaching
thét is still promoted today in universities.

Marv was a very egotistical man. He had a definite
hatred for God and the Bible. He was born into a rich
family. He was a good friend of Friedrich Engeis, a
cocialist leader in England. They believed that struggle
is the means of development. ERecause of this belief, they
thought that class struggle was good. By the time Darwin’s
book was published, Marx had already written several books
and developed his revolutionary ideas. Even though Marx
was rich, he claimed tc take the cause of the poor class.
By the way, in every Communist country today, there are
stiil only twxs classes——the extremely rich and the
extremely pooy. Communism does not solve the problem that
it claims it is qoing to soclve; it only worsens the
problem. Hecause of the idea of development by class
struggle, Marx readily accepted Darwin’s bock when it was
published in 1853. Ey December af 1853, Jjust two months
after Darwin’s book was published, Marx and Engels were
corresponding concerning Darwin's bowk. They said that it
was exactly what they had been waiting for to justify thejr
class struggle. Marx strongly emphasized that
environmental influence, like Lamarck had diecussed, (the

belief that -ertain traits that are acquired can be passed



con genetically to the next geheration), could affect the
rate of evolution in humanity. He said that if the

envirenment were changed, pecple would evalve faster. He
thought that evolution could be controlled or acrcelerated
then by handling facﬁnvs in the environment. Marx wrote

two very famous books that radically changed the world:

The. Communist Manifesto and Das Kapital. Marx wrote in a

poem one time, "I wish to avenge mysel f against the one who
rules above..." and he has certainly accomplished that.
Berause of Marx’s deoctrine of Communism, belief in God was
outl awed, Bibles were outlawed, and millions =f people have
lost their lives in various countries around the world.  On
Judgment Day, Marx will be responsible for the lives and
blood of mill?uns of people. Marx, with his bitter hatred
toward Eod, developed Communism.

Let’'s go on in the "Who's Who! in the evoluticnary
Hzll, We will continue in chranological order by théir
birthdates, because the tangled web becomes rather
difficult to decipher. Each of these men were working with
zach wother or near each other. Sometimes they were not
sware of athers working in the samé field. Scmetimes they
were very close companions.

The next man we come to is Al fred Fussell Wallarce.
He was born in 1822 and died in 1913. He was a
contemporary with Darwin. He came up with several theories
such as the survival of the fittest. This was used by the

capitalists in the 1B00’s to justify the annihilation of



anyene who did net “fit in." For instance, Rockefeller,
tarnegie, and some of those garly tyceoons, were ruthless in
their business practices because they based their business
practices ﬁn evolution. They said only the fittest can
survive, so we will be the strongest and take over. With
fockefeller’s Standard 0il company the way they used tc
@onapmlize the ﬁarkat was by buying o-ut all of the statians
in a particular town. Any stations fhaf refused to sell
were literally "driven ocut of business.” For instance, if
the price of gascline was twenty cents a gallon,
Rockefeller would instruct his pecple to sell it far
fifteen cents a gailmﬂ far a few months, Just long encugh
to put the competitor ocut of business. When the other
station would go cut of business, he would have a corner on
the market and Jjack his prices back up. The idea of
evelution actually had its modern beginning with Wallace.
Darwin is given the credit for it, but Wallace actually
publ ished his book first, nearly a year earlier. He
emphasized a strupnle for existence, the survival of the
fittest, and natural selection. Wallace had very little

education. He served at an apprenticeship for & while. He

read Thomas Fayne's boxk, The Age of Feason, as a teenager
and became very skeptical in matters of religion. He
biended right in with ideas of socialism, Mar xism, and
anarchism. He was heavily influenced by Malthus’ book, and

he believed in spiritism and the ococult. Wallace was a

srantheist, whereas Darwin became more and move of an



atheist. They kind of split over the idea of whether there
was really a God. Because of Wallace's spiritist,
pantheist, and cccultist teaching of evolution, he could
really be considered the founding father of the New Age
movement. He lived in Malaysia for about eight years, and
watched the spiritist rituals that those people per faormed.
He developed many of his theories in that settina. The New
Age movement is nothing more than the old rebellicn against
God and the belief in evolution, with a little Hindu and
Buddhist rveligion mixed in with it.

Let?’s continue ocur Journey thrauéh the history of
evoluticon. The next man we come to is Thomas Huxley. He
was born in 1825 and died in 18395. Huxley was called
"Darwin’s bulldog." He actively promoted Darwin's work

after his publicaticn of DOrigin =f Species. He was very

strong in his beliefs, and ankious for Christianity tee be
averthrown. Thomas Huxley did not claim to be an atheist.
He claimed to be an aghostic. He is the one that actually
made up the term "agnostic." He said that if there is a
God, it doesn't matter. God had no part in his life. He
was an Erglish bioclogist and a writer. He taught that

ethics and morals had also evolved, He even wriote a book

in the 18007 called Evolution and Ethics. He was very
much & racist. Evolution lends itself readily to racism,
which can be seen by the follawing quotes from Darwin and

Huxley,

ét some future period, not very distant as



measured by centuries, the civilized races of man
will almost certainly exterminate and replace the
savage races throughout the warld. At the same
time the anthropomorphous apes...will no doubt be
evxterminated. The break between man and his
nearest allies will then be wider, for it will
intervene between man in a more civilized state,
as we may haope, even than the Caucasian, and some
ape as low as a baboon, instead of as now between
the negro or Australian and the gorilla. . (The
Descent of Man, A. L. Burt Co., 1874, p. 178)°

Mo rational man, cognizant of the facts,
believes that the average negro is the equal,
still less the supericr, of the white man. And
if this be true, it is simply incredible that,
when all his disabilities are removed, and our
prognathous relative has a fair field and no
favor, as well as no Ccppressor, he will be able
to compete successfully with his bigger-brained
and smaller—jawed rival, in a contest which is to
be carried on by thoughts and not by bites. (Lay
Sermons, Addresses and Eeviews, Appleton, 1B71,
p. 200 '

Darwin’s noticn that the varicus races were at different
evaluticonary distances from the ape, with Negroes at the
bettem and Caucasian at the top, was not unigue to him, bub
rather was almost universal among the evalutionary
scientists of the nineteenth century. Motice Huxley’é
argument that blacks could not compete intellectually with
‘the Caucasians under equal amd fair conditions. Raciem
started, or was greatly enhanced by Darwin and Thomas
Huxley. Huxley is the grandfather of two men who were also
fammuz in evoluticonary civecles today, Sir Julian Huxley and
Aldous Huxley. Thomas Huxley had been witnessed teo on
several occasicns. Here is cne guote from the Encyclopedia
of Illustraticns, #6230, entitled "Huxley's Sunday Talk, "

by J. B. Dengis,



A friend of mine was once on a parliamentary
commission with Prof. T. H. Huxley. They
happened to stay at a little country inn over
Sunday. Huxley said to my friend, "I suppose you
are going to church this morning?" "I amj I
always go to church." "I know you do," said
Huxley, "but suppose this morning you sit down
and talk with me about religicn——simple
evperimental veligion.” "I will," said my
friend, "if you mean it."

They sat down together, and my friend cut of a
deep and rich experience told him of the Cross of
Christ and pardoning love, and after three hours
tears stood in Huxley's eyes, and he put aut his
hand and said, "If only I could believe that, I
would be willing to give my rvight hand.” What do
you call that but intellectual imprisonment?

The next individual on our: journey through the
history of evolution is Ernest Haeckel. He was born in
1824 and died in 1919. He was a German biologist and
philosapher. He developed the "Bicgenetic Law," ar the
"Recapitulation Theary." This theory teaches that the
human embryo inside the mother’'s womb goes thyough the
different stages of evolution, from fish to reptile to
" mammal teo human. This has long since been disproven. It
is pow known that there is no recapitulation. This theory
ie used for the Justificatieon for abortion.  The human
embryo, the abortionists say, is not fully human yet and it
is okay to kill it because it hasn't yet reached the human
stage. I1'm not saying that abortion started with
evolutiaon. I am saying that evolution does serve to give,
in the abortionist?’s mind, some scientific justificaticn to
abortian.

Hae-kel was a advocate of Lamarck's thecory, that

acquired characteristics could be inherited. He invented



all sorts of sketches or fabricated pictures that showed
the different embrycs of animals, including man, and how
they were so similar. He later confessed that these were
lies. These sketches were reproduced and are still
disblayed in some textbooks. Haeckel became one o f
Gérmany’s ideclogists for racism, naticnalism, and
imperialism. Frobably more than any other man, Haeckel is
responsible for the influen-e cn a young man wha was to
come later and radically change the world, Adol f Hitler.
In reading Haeckel'’s ideas and experiments, Hitler decided
that the strongest race was the one tﬁat was to survive.
His imperialism led %o his belief that the Germans were to
take over the Qarld. Much harm as come to the wor 1d by
this man, Ernest Haeckel.

in the mid 1B8507s, there was a revival af the
Buddhist cult. It was co—founded by Colonel H. S, Dicotbt.
The goal of this was to unify the Buddhist. The name of
thig revival was Theosophy. The Theosophy cult was also
founded by Madam Helena Elavatsky. The second statement in
their platform of doctrinal beliefs says, "The univer se was
evolved, not created, and it functicns according to law."
e are seeing a great revival of the Mew Age cult today.

Sigmund Freud is the next man in the great
influence for evolution and against Hiblical Christianity.
He was horn in 1856 and died in 1939. He was an ardent
fmllower of Darwin. In 1915, he was convinced that

Darwin’s and Lamarck’s theories were right. He believed



that acquired traits could be inherited. He thought that
mental discrders were simply leftover behaviors that had
been appropriate in earlier stages of evolution. He also
believed in the Recapitulation Theory. Freud is-knawn as
the father of modern psychology. Many of the teachings and
practices of psychology taaay are based on Freud's
~bservaticons that man is Jjust an animal and needs to be
treated as an animal.

The next man we come to is Sir Julian Huxley. He
was bqrn in 1887 and died in 1975. He was the first
Dirertor General of UNESCD {United Nations Educaticonal,
Srientific and Cultural Organizaticn). He was also one of
the founders of the American Humanists Asscciation in 1933.
He was a pantheist and believed that nature is the gxd that
is ta be worshipped. He is gquated as saying, "Darwin’s
theory- is no longey a theory, but a fact." He is also
quoted as saying, "No supernatural designer is needed." He
believed that evolution could answer all of the problems. -
He was a leader of the New 8ge Movement until his death iﬁ
1975, It is reported by his nurse that on his deathbed, as
he looked up to heaven with a blank stare, he said, "So it
is true.”

His brother, Aldous Huxley, born in 1894, and died
1963, was a leader in the modern drug culture. He was an
atheist, & philosapher, and & strong advocate of
hallucinagénic drugs. Huxley is largely responsible for

the drug culture that developed in the sixties. He was one



of the first intellectuals teo cpenly promote taking drugs
as a way to expand your mind and yaour experience.

There are number of pexple on the list in the
twentieth century who have had an influence for evolution
and against God. Henry Fairfield Osborne, an American
anthropologist, was a leading evolutionist and an avid
yacist. During the first half of this century, he was the
director of the American Museum of Natural History. He
believed that the varicus stages of childhmod for a
Caucasian were said to represent the lower vaces and how
high they had attained in evelution. For instance, he said
that the blacks are at the bottom, then the yellow races,
then the whites are at the top. Let me gquote from
Dsbovne’s book, The Evalution of Human Fares, Natural
Higtory magazine, Jan/Feb 1926, p. 129, "

The Negroid stock is even more ancient than

the Caucasian and Monogolian, as may be proved by
an examinaticon not only of the brain, of the
hair, of the bodily characters, such as the
teeth, the genitalia, the sense ordans, but of
the instincts, the intelligence. The standard of
intelligence of the average adult Negro is
cimilar to that of the eleven-year-old youth of
the species Homo sapiens.

cvelution has brought the world so much trouble.
This is one of the key tools that Satan is using here in
the end times to bring the world under his dominiaon.
Chintoicsm is the state religion of Japan. 1t is a mixture

=f Buddhism and ancient palytheistic myths about Japanese

pexple. Shintoism teaches that the Jaﬁanese are



descendants of the gods and are destined ¥D rule the world.
They teach that the Empercr is from the 'sun god, the
highest god. It was Shintoism, based on evolution, that
.was responsible for Japan's actions in World War II. They
were determined to take over and rule the wovrld, Just like
Hitler was doing in Germany. Both of them were mot ivated
by a desire to help evolution along. This goes right back
t= the Garden of Eden where Satan said, "Ye shall be as
gods.” From the very beginning, man has had a desire to
take over the throne of God and Satan promotes that desire

by the teaching =f evalution.



THE RELIGION OF EVOLUTION

It has long been my C;Htentian that evalution is
just ancther religicn. There is no empirical evidence to
back it up so it is certainly not a part of science. The -
evaluticnists say that man made God instead of God making
man. Who is right? In this chapter I would like to
discuss the evolution of religian.ar_the religion of
evolution, which is it? The public schools have been
teaching for the last fifty years that veligion has
evalved. We have been taught that man started of f
helieving in many gods, worshiping the reocks, stars, etc,
the cave man philasophy, and that he gradually developed
monotheism (the belief in one God). Yet archaeology seems
t= tell us that Jjust the opposite is true. It tells us
that man has always been a monotheist and worshipped one
God. All of the ancient cultures seem to teach us Jjust the
opposite of what we are being taught in ocur public schools
todav.

Feligicn has not evolved. Man did not create God;
Geod created man. Since evoluticocn is just a religion, it
sheuld not be taught in public schools at taxpavers expense
unless all religicons are acing to be taught.

In 1363, the Supreme Court vuled that if a parent
ar child objects to certain materials being taught in the
public schozls, the child cannot be removed from the class

berause that would vioclate his constitutional rights. The



court further decided that the cbjectionable course or
material would have to be removed. This case involved the
question of prayer and religion. The precedent can be
applied to sex education or any other qgquesticnable
material. The ruling also said that no government building
or facility-may be used to cemmit inhibitians or
hostilities to godly religicn. There may sahe reading this
who may remember when prayer when was taken out of the
public school system. I was only in the fifth grade and did
net understand what was geing on. Madeline Murvay O'Hare
did not want her scon made to pray in the public scheool.

She said that it was abjecticnable to her. She claimed
that that was an cbvious case of the government advancing &
religion at the taxpayers ewpense. She was very successful
;n getting prayer taken out of the public school system.

Gf chrse, I dan't like what Madeline Murray 0'Hare
stands for or what she did, but it does bring up an
interesting point. If evelution is Jjust a religion, then
it also should be taken out of the public schools. I would
like to see some legal action taken to get evalution taken
ot nf,the'publicischonl system on the grounds that it is
just a religicn. The first step is to approach the schoaol
bomard and vreguest that they remave the objecticnable
materials. Step twe is to go to the people who supply the
funds for the scheol, the county commission. Step three is
to take the issue to court.

There are basically faour options in this issue.



The first copticn is to teach evalution only and ignore
creaticon or any other theor ies of the origin of the earth.
This is whatAis going on now in the public school system.
The cpticn at the other end of the scale would be to teach
only creation. This is what was going on in 1925 in
Daytocn, Tennessee. ‘Tennessee had passed a law that made
the teaching of evolution a crime. A young biclogy teacher
in the small.tawn =f Daytan was eﬁcauragéd to create a test
case by teaching evelution in spite of the law. The
teacher was arrested and tried, The now famous atheist
lawyer Clarence Darrow came in as defense for the side of
the teacher and evolution. Darrow said that it was unfair
o teach only one side of the isgue. rHe said that it was
the height of bigotry to prevent students from laérning
both sides of this issue. Even though Darrow lost the case
and the teacher was fined $100, his plea for equal
treatment was headed. Slowly the schools began to teach
the theory of evolution with the truth of creation.

Qe are now at the other end of the spectrum. The
tides have totally shifted and we are now teaching only
evoluticn. This is Scopes in reverse. The same bigotry
that they obJjected against they now candone since the tales
are turned. Even thouah they can, most public schoal
teéchers dontt mention creation. They have. been told that
it is against the law to talk about creation because it is
a religiocus subject. Evolution is religious alsco.

There are two middle~ground options available in



this issue. The first would be to teach both evoluticon and
creation in the public schocl classrooms. This was passed
as law in the state of Louisiana, but was never enforced
because people contested that law. This was contested
because the idea of creation has religions connotations and
therefore, they contested, it should not be taught in the
public school system. They immediately claim the
"ggparation of church and state."' This ideal is‘not found
in the Constituticon. It is found in Jefferson’s writings.
Even if this true, the courts decided that teachers have
the right to give any number of theories on the arigin of
the earth.

The next opticn is to leave both of these beliefs
out of the public school system. I taught high school
SEience and mathematics. I know that you can teach
students many things without menticning origins and where
we came from. It is possible to leave the issue totally up
to the home or to the church.

The public schaol systeﬁ is vight now using opticon
number one, teaching dogmatically evolution. They would
never dream of switching to option four of teaching only
creaticon. Since option two of teaching both has not
wxrked, I believe we are left with option three. I believe
we should just leave both beliefs out of the public schoal
system. Madeline Murray O'Hare had a very vaiid point. It
is net right to use tax dollars to promote religion, any

religion, in the public school system.



Webster defines a religion as "a belief in a divine
ar super—human power or powevs to be obeyed and worshipped
as the creatar of the universe." What created the
universe® Was it blind chance; evolution? I1f sao, then
blind chance is their creator and they worship chance.

Time and matter become the gods of the evolutionist, 1If
you begin taking away time from the evo}utianist by saying
that the. earth is young, that is like takiﬁg a pacifier out
of a baby's mouth. If Webster's definition of religion is
corvect, then evolution is definitely a part of religicon,
not srience. I taught science for many years, and I am not
against real science. However, we have entered the realm
of religion when we begin saying that the earth came inta
being out of nothing.

There is a wealth of information on this subject.
| et me share what a few evoluticonists have said about
evoluticon. Sir Arthur Keith, an avid evalutionist, said,
"Evoluticn is unproved and unprovable.  We believe it
because the Dﬁly alternative is spercial creation and that
is unthinkable." This reveals guite a bit about the
evoluticnists. They believe it only because they do not
like the option of special creation. L. H. Matthews, the
evelutionist who wrote the preface to the 13971 edition of
Darwin'’s berk, said, "Belief in the theory of evolution was
exactly parallel to the belief in special creation with
evolution merely a satisfactory faith on which to base our

interpretation =f nature.” Evolution is a faith, a

60



religion. Fierre Grasse, the French biologist, said,
ngrientists shculd destroy the myth of evalution.” L. H.
Lipsome, the British physicist said, "In fact, evolution in
a sense became a scientific religion. Almost atl
s-ientists have accepted it and many are prepared to bend
their observaticns to fit in with it."

Evolution without a guestion is a religion. It is
a religion of humanism. Either mén is the ultimate kina of
the world, or God is the ultimate king of the world.
Humanism is the religion of man being the ultimate.

Humanist Manifesto Dne says, "Humanism is a philosophical,

religious, and moral point of view as ald as human
civilization itself."” They admit right up front that it is
vreligious. They go on to say, "In 1933 a group of 34
liberal humanists enunciated the phileosophical and
religious principles that seemed to them fundamental. They
drafted Humanist Manifesto One,.which for it’s time was a
radical document. This document was concerned with
expressing a general religious and philoscphical oublook
that rejected Drthodam and dogmatic positions and provided
meaning and directian, unity and purpose to human life. it
was committed to reason, science, and democracy." It goes
on to say that "if no deity will save us, we must save
ourselves.” Humanism without a question is religious.
Humanists admit to this fact. Here are a few different

statements from Humanist Manifesto I & I1 that further

illustrate the religious nature of evoluticonism: (the



numbers correspond to the actual statement number from

=

Humanist Manifestc I and 11 by Prometheus Backs edited by
Faul Kurtz? The first statement is "religious humanists
regard the universe as sel f-existing, not created.” They
are calling themselves vypligious humanists.” Humanism is
a religion. Here in the foundaticonal document of humanism,
we see that they regard the universe as self-existing and
not created. In other words, they believe in evoluticon,
Matter has élways been here and the earth created itself.
The second statement is "wumanism believes that man is a
part of nature and that he has immerged as a result of a
continuous process. Again referring plainly to evolution.
it could be easily proven that the foundation of humanism
iz evolution and humanism is a reiigion. Therefore, the
teaching of evalution in the tax—supported public school
system is the fostering and furthering of a religion. The
only religiocn being promoted at the tavpayers expense is
the veligion of humanism. We need to put a stop to that.

The third statement in the Humanigg Manifesto says "holding

an organic view of life, humanists find that traditional
dual ism of mind and body must be rejected.” With the
phrase "an organic view of l1ife", they are saying that
evolution is the way we got here. The fourth statement
says, ''We are prﬁducts af a gradual develspment." "Gradual
development" again refers to evolution. The eighth

statement in the Humanist Manifesto says "Religious

humanism considers the complete realization of human



personality to be the end of man’s life and seeks its
development and fulfillment in the here and now." Again,
they refer to their philosophy as "religious humanism. "
The ninth statement says, "In place =f the old attitudes
involved in worship and prayer, the humanist finds his
emoticns expressed in a heightened sense of personal life
in a cocperative effort to promote social well-being." The
twel fth statement says, “Heligioué humanists aim %o foster
the creative in man and encourage achievements that add tao
the satisfactions of life." The thirteenth statement
Eegins "Religious humanism maintains that all associations

and instituticons exist for the fulfillment of human life.®

.~ The last paragraph of Humanists Manifesto One says "So
stand the theses of religious humanism.® That is the gist

of the Humanist Manifesto.

We go on now the the Humanist Manifesto Two written
by Faul Kurtz and Edwin Wilson. It says "salvationism
still appears as harmful.” Read this carefully. The idea
here is to teach pecple that Christians are the enemy and
that we are standing in the way of progress. 1 believe we.
as Christians need to be aware of this message. Most of
the programs on televiéian are examples of Hollywood?s
definite desire to discredit Christianity. VYou will not
see a preacher portrayed as a God—fearing man. You will
z@e him portrayed as a wild—eyed fanatic killing people, or
etealing money from the church or some other evil deed.

Vau will never see the truth in the Hollywood movies about



Christianity. There is a deliberate war being waged
against religion in general and Christianity in particular.
Other religicns such as Hinduism and Buddahism are taught
as being nkay, even in the public schools. But the idea of
bringing in Christianity is utterly despised.

The Humanist Manifests Two goes on to say "any

arcount of nature should pass the test of scientific
evidence. In our judagment, the dogmas and myths of
traditional religicn do not do so.” If they really mean
that "the account of nature should pass the test of
scientific evidence", they should examine and see if
evalution will pass the test of scientific evidence. In
order for something te be scientific, it has to be
observable. Anything cutside the realm of observation is
ot ecientific. For something to be scientific, it must be
tgstable. There is no.observatison to back up evolution and
ro test has devised to demonstrate it. If evlution
mcocurred in the past, it should have been preserved for us
in the fossil record. We have trillion of fossils, vet we
have absolutely no evidence of evolution woccurving in the
past. There is nothing going an in the present that gives
evidence of evolution.

Stephen J. Gould and Myles Eldredge, twno %amuus
evaluticnists, said, "At thé higher level of evolutianary
transition between basirc morphological designs, graduslism
has always been in trouble though it remains the of ficial

position of most western evolutionists. Smooth



intermediates between basic kinds are almost impossible to
censtruct. Even in thought experiments, there is certainly
no evidences for them in the fossil record. Curicus

mosaics like archaecpteryx do not count." In his review of

Steven Stanley’'s bock Macro—Evolution, D. 8. Woodruff said,

"Frnssil species remain unchanged throughout most of their
hisfmry and the record fails to record a sinale example of
a transition." There is no evidehce in the fossil record
for evoluticon. In a Newsweek article entitled "Is Man a
Subtle Accident?®", November 3, 19BC, it is said, "The
missing link between man and ape, whose absence has
comforted fundamentalist since the days of Darwin, is
merely the mast glamorous of a whole hierarchy of phantom
creatures. The more scientists have searched for the
tvyansiticnal forms that lie between species, the more they
have been frustrated." There have been nao missing links.
The entire chain is missing!

Evolution is a religion. It does not fit the
criteria of science. 1t is not observable. There is no

chservation for evolution in the past or in the present.

Stephen J. Gould says in Natural History The Return of

Hope ful Monsters, "The fossil record with its abrupt
transitions offers no support for gradual thangé. All
palexntologists know that the fossil record contains
precicus little in the way of intermediate forms.
Transitions between major groups are characteristically

abrupt.” If the defimnition of science is observation,



classification of data, and exper imentation, where is the
observaticon for evolution? Evaolution is a religiocus faith.
If the evoluticonists want to believe in evolution, they are
free to do so. We live in America which is a free country.
We are free to choose what we want ta believe. What I am
upset about is the fact that their faith is being taught as
science in the public school system at my expense as a
taxpayer. That upsets me areatly!

Romans 1:21 says, "Because that, when they
knew Hod, they alorified him not as Gwod, neither
were thankful: but became vain in their
imaginations, and thetr fool ish heart was
darkened, Frofessing themselves to be wise, they
became fools, And changed the glory of the
incorvuptible God into an image made like to
corruptible man, and to bird, and fourfooted
beasts, and creeping thinags. Wherefore God also
gave them up to uncleanness through the lusts of

_their own hearts, and to dishonor their own
bodies between themselves. Who changed the truth
af God into a lie, and worshipped and zerved the
creature more than the Creatwor, who is blecssed
for ever. Amen. For this cause God gave them up
unteo vile affections; for even their women did
change the natural use into that which is again
nature. @nd likewise also the men, leaving the
natural use of the woman, burned in their lust
one toward anocther; men with men working that
which is unseemly, and receiving in themselves
that recompense of their ervor which was meet.
And even as they did not like to retain Sad in
their knowledge..."

This last statement says it all. Evalution is a
deliberate attempt to elimipate God. It is time for
thinking people to dethrone eyzluticsn and get some Commn
sense back in the science class.

I write letters to the editor very freguently.

Here is one published some time age that sums up my



feelings on the subject.

Evoluticon isn't science

Femember the story of tailcrs who kept asking
for more silk and gold to make a rayal suit for
the king? The deceitful men were pocketing the
goods and giving the king imaginary clothes.
Anyone who couldn’t “see" the splendor of these
"-lothes" was obviously not intelligent.

Toe even dare to suggest that MHis Highness was
naot gorgecusly arrayed was to invite a barrage of
ridicule and scorn. A&nd so the entire kingdom
was duped into silence until a small "ignorant®
bay cried ocut, "The kind hath no clothes!"

It is still true today that a few scoundrels
can rcaJjole the masses intoa silence about the
obvicus wsing rvidicule and derisicn.  For
example: It is obvicus that evoluticon didn't,
doesn'’t and won't happen. Design demands a
designer. Frags don’t turn into princes, and
"bib bangs" make big messes not neat, orderly
universesa. There are no facts to support
gvzlutionism. It stands vroyally naked.

Dver 90 percent of the "ignorant” masses
believe that the world was created by God.
Thousands of tawpayers in this county resent
their tax money supporting the bhumanist religion
of evolution in cur schools. In spite of this,
Katie Enight (science curriculum supervisor in
Escambia County) told me that only cne person is
objecting to the teaching af evalution in our
schools. . .. Me.

How long will we let them steal our gold and
give us nothing in return? They steal our kids?
class time and brain power promating this fairy
tale of evolution while they keep asking for more
gold. ‘

Feview the books this year, and voice your
complaint. Textbooks are being selected now.
Let’s get back to teaching real science and stop
letting them tell us that evolutionism must be
included.

It ig not science and is not even remately
related to science., Even though the sacialist
tailors insist I'm the one who is blind and give
evoluticoniem voyal treatment, I still say, "The
king (evolution) hath no claothes!"



THE EFFECTS OF EVOLUTION

Evolution is probably one of the most important
subjects facing us today because of the world view and
lifestyle that it breeds. A person’s belief that he is a
creaticn of God involves a particular world view that will
make him live a certain way. 1f he believes that he is a
creation of chance, that there is no God, then that will
produce a lifestyle or world view that will have certain
consequences on his life.

Who cares anyway? Why is this subject so
important?

I1'd like to begin by saying that the subject'is
very dear to my heart. I'm both glad and sad ta he able tno
digscuss the topic of creation/evolution in the Eible. I'm
glad because 1 love the Bible and the God of the Bible and
I'm Eanared to be able ta share my faith in God's
incredible book. I'm glad because we have freedom in this
country that alla@s us to discuss topics like this. Many
~ther couptries do not even allow a discussian on this
subject. You have to accept the state cpinion. America is
headed that way, I fear. But I'm glad that right now in
America we have the freedom to discuss the contradictary or
conflicting religions of creation and evalution. I'm glad
because discussions of this type will force people to také
a stand on the issue. You either believe cne side or the

other. There is no middle ground in this case.



But I am very sad bécause many other countries
don’t allow this type of discussion on creation and
evclution. Many millions of my brothers in the faith have
given their lives and fortunes for the Blessed Bocak, the
Kible. I'm sad because it looks like many more will have
te do the same in the next few years, the way things are
aoing. I'm also sad because those who reject the words of
this Elessed Book are missing the greatest Jjoy known to
man, fellowship with God. They are alsc missing the real
reason ﬁnd purpose of life. If the words of the time-
tested Eook are true, those who reject them and the
forgiveness they offer are doomed to face God and give an
account of their sin before their Creator. Ged will be
their .udge, on that day, whereas He will be my Father cn
that day. This topic is personal for mej it's not Just
academic. 1f somecne says that the Bible is a myth and is
not true, or that the doctrine of evolution is true, and
the Benesis account of creation is false, they are
attatkiﬁg the very feundation of my faith. Jesus said that
the creation of Adam and Eve was "the beginning." (Matt.
19:4) It would be like saying that my Father is a liar.
Calling Genesis a myth, or creation a myth is like saying
slanderous things about my mom or dad or wife cr family.
It will be hard for me not to get emctionally involved in
this topic.

We need to remember Aristole’s dictum. Aristotle

said



1f a document is beinag quesfioned, the benefit of
the doubt is given to the document itself, not
arrocgated by the critic to himself. One must
listen to the claims of the document under
analysis and not assume fraud or error unless the
author disgualifies himself by contradictiens or
kpown factual inervancies.

There are basically two choices in this argument.
Choice number one .is that the material universe that we see
made itself out of nothing for no reasen. Ther, through a
long process of evaolution the different animals and man
deveinped as we see them today.

Choice number twe is that there is an infinite,
all-power ful, all-wise God who creéted this universe that
we see for some special reasons. There are those who try
tn make a middle ground position called theistic-evolution.
This says that God created the matter and helped evolution
along at critical peoints like the crigin of life and things
like that. That is an indefensible position.

The choices are either the universe made itself or
mod made it. Both are in the realm of religion. Peapie
that believe in evolution want to make you think that what
they believe is a scientific fé:t. Nothing could be
farther from the truth. These people are either extremely
aptimistic or Jjust beld-faced liars. Evolution is not a
scientific fact. It actually is not even a good theory.

It is just a hypothesis.

Actually, evolution fits into the realm of

yeligion. Webster's definition of religion says "belief in



a divine or super—human power to be cbeyed and worshiped as
the creator and ruler.of the universe." If this process of
evoluticn created and rules the universe, then that is the
super—human power that the evolutionists worship. Many
people down through the years have admitted that evalution
is just a religion. Some still won't today because they
don't understand the subject. For instance, Sir Arthur
Keith, the British biolegist, said "Evolution is unpraved
and unprovable. We believe it because the aonly alternative
is special cfeation, and that is unthinkable." L. H.
Matthews, the man who wrote the preface to the 1971 edition

of Charles Darwin’s bocok, The Origin of Species, said, "The

belief in the theary of evolution was exactly parallel to
belief in special creation, with evolution merely a
satisfactory faith on which to base our interpretation of
nature." It is a faith. Fierre Grasse, a fFrench
bioclcgist, said, "Scientists should destroy the myth of
evolution.” The British physicist, L. H. Lipsome, said,
"In fact, evoluticon became in a sense, a scientific
religian. Almost all scientists have accepted it, and many
are prepared to bend their cbservations to fit in with it."
Evoluticnists can rant and rave all they want and say thét
avﬁlutian is a proven fact, when actually there is not one
bit of scientific evidence to back up macro—evolution. By
that I mean major changes between kinds of animals.
Micro—evoluticon is small little ;hangeshwhere there

is no change from one kind of organism to andther.



Actually, evelution would be a bad term to use. Micro-
evoluticon is only variations within the kind. 1t proves
foresight of the Creator in providing His creatures with
the ability to adapt——within limits——to their environment.
1 don't question that variation exists, 1 Jjust interﬁret

the evidence as part of God’'s design.

1711 give you just ane example to help you
understand the difference. Let’s suppese we let laose five
hundred canaries on an jsland. The only food for the
canaries to eat on that island are nuts with a relatively
tough shell ar cund .them. Only the canaries that had =a
tough beak would be able to eat the nuts and survive. The
cthers would starve to death. Therefore, those that had
the teougher beaks would be able to reproduce the next
geﬁeratian. If we came back to that island in about two
hundred years, we would find that all of the canaries on
the island have tough beaks. That is not evolution.  That
is simply variation. You wonl d gtill have canaries. The
trait of having a tough beak was in the genetic structure
to begin with. Nothing new has been adqed. We have anly
selected a certain portion of the population to survive.
That is variation, not evolution. Those canaries will
never, ogiven all the time you want, will never change intc
elephants, or dinosaurs, oF trees, or tomatoes. If they
did, that would be macra—evolution., Micre-evolution is

emall little variations between the species that have been



in the genetic structure by. It has nothing whatsocever to
do with the terms that are used today. about evolution.
Let me quote Jjust a few more things here. In

Scientific America, May, 1984, Allen Boode said,

The inflationary model of the universe praovides a
possible mechanism by which the cbservable
universe could have evolved from an infinitesimal
region. It is then tempting to go one step
further and speculate that the entire universe
evolved from literally nothing.

You can "speculate" and say that it’s possible all
you want, but that is a religion. That’s your faith.
DPon’t tell me that is science. You cannot prove that. If
you want to believe that, that is fine. This is America.
You can believe whatever you want to believe, but don’t
tell me that is science, and don't use my tax dollars to
teach other kids in the public schools that that is
science. That’s nonsense. If you think that it is really
important to teach evolution to the young pecple, then go
start yourself a private schaol, charge tuition, and teach
evelution to those who want to pay to come and learn it.
But it is deceitful, wrong, and wicked to use the public’s
tax money to promote this religicon of evolution in our
public schools. We've got to put a stop to it.

Let me quote Jjust a few more here. David Kits, in

"Paleantology and Evolutionary Thought" magazine, said,

"Evolution, at least in the sense that Darwin speaks of it,
cannot be detected within the life time of a single

obhgerver." It cannot be detected. It is not part of



science. 1t is just a religion. Here is a quote from

Myer's beook Systematic and Oriqin of Species, "Darwin never

really did discuss the origin of species in his 0On the

Oriaqin of Species". Collin Fatterscon, the curatar at the

EBritish museum of natural history said, "No one has ever
produced a species by mechanisms of natural selecticn. No
cne has gotten near it."

The mechanisms for evoluticn that they try to tell
ws works so well are mutations and natural selection. No
one has ever prnducéd a new species by those means.
Evolution is a religion. If einutianists want to believe
it, that is fine. Bqt that is Jjust their faith. I want to
believe that God created it and that is my faith, and I
readily admit it.

Many say "We can’t mix religion and the public
schools." In the first place, that is a faulty argument.
The public schools desperately need some religion. They
were started by religious institutions. There is nothing
wrong with putting our religicon in the public schools.

The serond argument that many pecple say is "Well,
you can’t mix church and state." That is naot found
anywhere in the canstifutian. That is in Jefferson'’s
writings, "The Separation of Church and State." The’
constitution says that the government can make no law
respecting an establ ishment of a religion or hindering the
free exercise therecf. Teaching our young pecple that we

evolved from monkeys in hindering the religion of



Christianity. It’s causing them to doubt their faith, and
it needs to be eliminated. The first amendment goes
against the teaching of evolution. It is a hindrance to
religious activity. Evelution is just a religion. We must
establish early in the discussion that the
creation/evolution guestion cannoct be scientifically
resolved because both are religious faiths. They are
dagmas. They are what you believe.

Pecple come in to this argument having already
decided what they want to believe based on their lifestyle.
If a perscn has a wicked lifestyle and wants to get rid of
God some how, then it is only natural that he would choose
the evolutionary idea to try to leave God out.

By way of giving Jjust a little more fact that
evoluticon is just a religion, and not scientific, Steven J.
Gewld, a neted evolutionist, said in

The fossil record with its abrupt transitions,
of fers no support for gradual change. All
paleontologists know that the fossil record
contains precicus little in the way of
intermediate forms. Transitions between major
groups are characteristically abrupt. (KJV: GET
BDOK TITLED
Evolution is their faith; they believe it because that is
what they want to believe. In Newsweek magazine, "Is Man a
Subtle Accident?", (Noav. 3, 13980,
The missing link hetween man and ape, whase
absence has comforted fundamentalists since the '
days of Darwin, is merely the most glamorcus of a

whole hierarchy of phantom creatures. The more
scientists have searched for the transitional

forms that lie between species, the more they
have been frustrated.



There are no transitional forms between species
because that is nct the way we got here. Gould and
Eldridae in Falecbicaraphy (KIVy GET TITLE), said,

At the higher level of evoluticnary transitian
between basic merpheoleogical design, gradualism
has always been in trouble. Though it remains
the official position of most western
evoluticonists, smooth intermissicns between
different animals are almost impossible to
construct. Even in thought exper iments, there is
certainly no evidence for them in the fossil
record. Curious mosaics like Archaecpteryx do
not count.

In his review of Steven Stanley's book Macro—
evolution D, B. Woodruff, said, "Fossil species remain
unchanaged throughout most of their history and the reccord
fails to contain a single evample of a significant
transition.” There aren't any exaimples.

Don't fall for the statement that evoluticn is a
proven fact. 1t is absclutely not. It is their religion
versus my religian. 1 will quickly admit that what 1 have
is a faith. I cannoct prove creation and you cannot prave
evolution. If we approcach it on the common ground that
both ideas are religicus, it will make a lot more sense.
It is not scienpce versus religion. Don't let them use that
phrase when they talk about the sontroversy of creaticn
versus evolution. It is not science versus religiony it is
religion versus veligion. Both of them are simply
religiosus beliefs.

The effect of these religious beliefs has always



been of interest to me. If we teach our kids in public
schaols that they are merely animals, then they will act
like animals. We should not be surprised. If we teach kids
in school that they are a creation of Ged, that God is
their creator, and will some day be their Jjudge, we can
ewpect their behavior to be different because of theiv
basic philosophy. '

The teaching of evclution is important because,
number one, it affects our scciety. Many pecple down
through history in the name of evolution, have had some
dramatic éffects on our society. Adolf Hitler, for
instance, was an avid evoluticnist. In order to campr ehend
Hitler’s reasoning, one must go back to evalution to
understand why he did the things that he did, and thought
the way he thought. Hitler slaughtered the Jews and_hated
the blacks because he was an evaluticnist. He thought it
was his duty to aid evolution in improving the human race.
He taught and believed that each =f the different races in
the world were actually different species of man, and that
it was the Jjob of the supericr species (Germany) to
annihilate the inferior ;pecies. In the name of evalution,
Hitler clased down the Christian schocls in Germany in the
parly 1920's. He began indoctrinating the pecple heavily
with the idéa of the "German superior race", saying the
berause of evolution they had evaolved further and it was
their duty to rule the world.

Let me give you a quote here. Bir Arthur Keith, in



his bocok Evoluticon and Ethics, (1947), page 10, said,

The leader of Germany is an evalutionist, not
enly in theory, but as millicns know to their
costs, in the rigor of its practice. For him,
the naticnal "front® of Eurcope is only the
evaluticnary "fraont;” he regards himself, and is
regarded, as the incarnation of the will of
Germany, the purpose of that will being to quide
the evoluticnary destiny of its people.

Hitler was an.gvalutianist and it was the crazy doctrine of
evolution that is fupdamentally resﬁansible for World War
II.

In Japan, the same thing was going on with the
Shintu religion. This teaches that the Japanese people
evalved from gods and it was their destiny to rule the
world. Japan and Germany got together and we had an awful
time in World War IT.

Yes, the controversy and debate of
evolution and creaticn has a tremendous influence on our
society.

Joseph Staliﬁ was another evolutionist. I guote
here from the Impact article, published by the Institute
for Creation Research in El Cajon, California, Dctober,
1387, lmpact Article #17Z, entitled "Stalin’s Brutal
Faith."

One =f the men that had a profound impact on
Joseph Stalin when he was Just a young person was
the man Charles Darwin and his book The Drigin_of
Species. At a very early age, while still a
pupil in the ecclesiastical school , Coamr ade
Stalin developed a critical mind and

revalutionary sentiments. He began to read
Darwin and became an atheist.




5. Glurdjidze, a friend of Stalin’s relates, "I .
began to speak of God. Joseph heard me out, and
after a moment of silence, he said, "You know,
they are focling us. There is no god. "

] was astonished at these words. I had never
heard anything like it before.’

"How can you say such things so-sal? 1 exclaimed.

nryr11 lend you a book to read; it will show you

that the world and all living things are guite

different from what you imagined, and you will

see that all of this talk about God is sheer

nonsense,’ Joseph said.

*"What book is that??' I enquired.

"*Darwin. Yﬁu must read it,?! Joseph impressed

on me.
A few pages later, ancther individual was reflecting an
Stalin's youthful pursuits, and he added the followinag,

...In order to disabuse the minds of our seminary

students of the myth that the world was created

in six days, we had to acquaint curselves with

the geological origin and the age of the earth

and be able to prove them in argument. We had to

familiarize ourselves with Darwin’s writings.
Joseph Stalin, in the name of evalution and to help purify
the Russian race, was responsible’ for killing sixty millian
of his own people during his reign of tervrar. We are still
digging up mass graves of pecple that were slaughtered by
Stalin.

Communism also has its roots in evolution., Let me

guote some move here from the Impact Article, 172,

"Stalin's Brutal Faith," "As early as December 12, 1859,

mnly two months after the Origin of Species was published,

Frederick Engles wrote to Karl Marx, "Darwin, whom I am



just now reading, is splendid."” About a year later,
December 19, 1860, Karl Marx, the father of communism
responded, "During my time of trial these last few weeks, 1
have read all sorts of things, among others, Darwin’s book
=f natural selection. Although it is developed in the
crude English style, this is the book which contains the
basis in natural history for our view." To one Ferdinand
LLaSalle, he wrote on January 16, 18&1, "Darwin'’s book is
very impaortant and serves me as the basis in natural
science for the class struggle in histary." Zirkle that
Marv wanted tco dedicate "Das Capital" to Darwin. Harvard’s
Stephen J. Gould, an intense énd madefn spokesman for
evaluticn, corvoborates that he saw Darwin'é copy of Marx's
first copy ingcribed by Marx, describing himself as a
zincere admirer of the English naturalist, Darwin. Somecone
credite Viadimar Lenin with the following commentary on
Darwin, "Darwin put an end to the belief that the
animal /vegetable species bare no relation to one anather
except by chance and that they were created by God and are
hence immutable.” Communism has its roots in evolution.
The effects that evolution has had on cur society,
just with the three that I've mentioned here, Hitler,
Stali;, and Cammunism, are incredible. The human lives
that have been lost cannot be calculated. Nor can the
money that has been spent fighting communism and Narzism be
calculated. It staggers the imagination to think of the

efferts that evolution has had on our society. Creation

770



versus evolution is an extremely'impnrtant discussion and
debate. We are setting the trap for young people by
teaching them evoluticn in school. We are destroying our
~wn future by presenting this ridiculous doctrine as a
scientific fact. The effect on society alone is
tremendous.

The philcsophy of origins thgt a person chooses
alsa has an effect on many other decisions he or she makes.
The people that are divided on whether they believe that
aborticn is right or wrong are generally divided into the
same groups that form over the issue of creation and
evolution. If a person believes that we are a creation of
God, then of course, abortion is wrong. If a person
believes that evolution is true, that we.Just evolved with
blind chance, then abortion would be fine. The abartion
issue really needs to be argued con creaticn/evalution
gfaund first. The same cquid be said for many other issues
of life like guthanasia, druas, teen sex, homasexuality,
étc.

Secondly, I.think evulgtian not only affects our
smciety, it affects our madern science. One of the things
that we t}y to teach étudents is what is called the
ngrientific method.” There are basically four steps
involved in the scientific method. There are basically
four steps in the scientific method: obgervation,
gwperimentation, classification of data, and conclusion.

It is extremely impartéht that scientists learn to usé the



vgeientific method," particularly observation and
evxperimentation. They need to learn how to be good
scientists;

We take our science classes and try to teach them
the unobservable thing of evoluticn. Evolution has never
been cbserved in the present; it has never been observed in
the past. There is no record in the.fossil record fo%
evolution. There is no observation for this dectrine and
it does not belong in science. It is part of & religion.
There is no ewperimentation for evolution. Do an
exper iment, show me evoluticn happening. All they have
been able to show so far are genetic changes that have been
neutral or negative. There has never Qeen an‘increase in
genetic matter ovr genetic structuré.

We have developed, for instance, through the fruit
fly experiment, that went for many years, flies with no
eyes, flies with red eyes, flies Wwith rumpled winags, flies
with no wings, but never anything but another fly. It was
always a fly that was less likely to survive in the wild.
How well could a fly that couldn’t fly survive?

Evolution teaches that thinas gradually increase,
and yet there is no exper imentation to back it up. No one
has ever done one experiment to prove any phase of macro-—
evalution at all.

The effect that evolution has on science, I think
is devastating. America is rapidly lasing ground in the

world market in our science students. We are turning out



students that many other countries are able to beat in
academic scores and academic knowledge because we waste so
much class time and textbook time on this dumb idea of
evolution, 1t cannot be proved. There is no observation.
There is no experimentaticn. It does not belong in the
science classroom. It has a tremendous effect on our
scientific program. It hinders right thinking. We teach
students, "Hey, you are going to be a scientis£. Now only
believe what you can cbserve.” But yet we teach them
evolution, which we cannot cbserve. That is absurd. We
waste a tremendous amount of money trying to prove
evolution.

On the trip to the moon, they were so concerned
that there might be some type of bacteria }ife on the mcon.
They spent extra money to isalate the mocn-rocks when they
aot them in the spacecraft, and when they got them back on
garth. They will do the same with all the other planets.
They will say, "Dh, there might be life there. We need to
protect those rocks." DOne of the astronauts offered to eat
some of the moon dust on the way back to prove that there
was no life on it and that it was per fectly sterile. Bring
back a Mars rock or a Jupiter rock, I711 eat it or lick it.
There is nao life -n the other planet. Life daoesn’t evaolve.
There is no evidence for evolution and it wastes a lot of
cur money because they’ve got the wrang thinking. They
thought the moon was millions of years old, so they put

giant landing pads on the spacecraft. They wasted a lot of



money because they thought the casmic dust would be so deep
on the moon. The cosmic dust layer indicated that the moon
was only six ar seven thousand years old. We will discuss
this in further detail later in the book.

Christians need to stand up for what is right. I
bel ieve Gad's Word is the truth, and all real scientific

evidence validates it.



TIME-—WHAT IS IT AND HOW OLD
1S THE EARTH?

Believe it or not, cne of the most important
subjects that needs to be addressed in the creation-
evolution controversy is the subject of time. How old is
the earth? Is the earth and universe six or seven thousand
years old as-the Bible seems to indicate, or is it billions
of years old as the evolutionists. claim? If the earth is
not old, if it is only six or seven thousand years old, as
1 contend that it is, that ends the argument for avolution.
There can be no evoalution in such a short time frame. Time
is absolutely essential to the evolutionists. 1f a person
starte trying te prove the fact that the earth is only six
or seven thousand years old, the evolutionists get
extremely defensive. They will bring up many different
questions such as: What about carbaon dating? What abouf
the dinosaurs? What about cave men? What about the
geologic featﬁres of the earth, etc. I will try to answer
these questicns as well as many others later in this book.

First we will look at the subject of time. Lack of
hilliens of years is the Achilles’ heel to evolution. If
there isn’t a 1ot of time, the argument is absolutely oaver.
Time is essential to the evalutionist. Their entire
argument is built on the premise that there is plenty of
time.

How cld is the earth? .First of all, let’s discuss

"What is time anyway?" Time is a measurement that we use



as humans here con earth to measure the rate at which things
decay. Time is a human element that does not affect God.
I1t's difficult for us to understand how there can be nao

-~ time in heaven. How can there be ancther dimensicn? We
tend to think that this is April 28, 1990 (or whatever date
it is) in heaven. This is the most common mistake people
make when thinking about God. God is not limited by time.
There is no time at all in heaven. God is the same
yesterday, today, and forever because He is in a different
dimension then we are. Right away somecne will say, "Mow
that just doesn’t make sense. Everything is affected by
time." Be careful with statements like that. You are
trying to put human limitaticns on God. God does not have
any human limitations. We are the ones locked in time and
space, not God. Heaven and eternity are not things we can
comprehend while we are locked in flesh. An example of
this would be the story where Faul was stoned to death
outside the city of Lystra. Faul went to heaven where he
aot 3 foretaste of eternity. He saw Heaven! !

God said, "I'm sorvy, Paﬁl, you must go back down to earth.
I'm not done with you yet." Sa, Paul went back down as
they were draggiﬁg his bady out of the city to throw it on
the garbage heap. He crawled into that body again and
arose from the dead. He said fourteen years later, "I knew
a man in Christ abave fourteen years ago, (whether in the
body; or whether out of the body, I cannot tell; God

knoweth;) such an one caught up to the third heaven." (Il



Cor. 12:2) He said that there he saw things that were not
lawful for him to utter. I believe what happened there was
that he saw things that he could not describe te his
listening audience because they were still bound in their
human bodies. If you were talking to a blind man and you
were going to try to explain to him the different colors of
the rainbaw, you would be wasting your time. ‘He cannot‘
understand the differences. You cannct explain sounds or
music to a person whe has been deaf all of his life. You
just won't qet the informaticn into his mind. There are
five entrances into the human mind. We call those the five
senses. We think that Geod is limited to those five. There
may be thousands or millions of things beyond cur
comprehension. To say that it is 1990 in heaven ‘is to put
human limitations on God. I think that is a very foolish
thing to do.

What time is it in heaven? Let's imagine that you
are in a helicopter above the Grand Canyon. As you hover
up there, (we'’ll imagine~that you have the capacity to
haver for days and days at a timed, you notice thrnugﬁ your
telescope that some pecple are launching a raft at
beginning of the canyon. About thirty minutes later,
another group of people launch a rvaft. Thirty minutes
later, a third group of peﬁple launch a raft. Every thirty
minutes a new group of people starts their Jjourney through
the Grand Canycon on a raft. None of the groups can see

each othevr because of the twists and bends of the river as



it goes through the Canyon. They cannot see the group in
front of them or behind them. As far as they are
concerned, they’re all alcone. However, you, in your
helicopter, are able to see all of the groups at the same
time. You can see the cne at the beginning of the race
that left four days age, and you can see the group that is
Jjust now leavina.

EFach one of the groups has a different perspective
of the canyon.: Each one of them sees a different section
of the canyon. They are locked into position. They
cannot decide to jump ahead fifty miles or to Jjump back
fifty miles. They have to go with the flow, so te speak.
You are 'in the same position heré on 2arth as far as time
goes. We are locked into 1991 right now. We will be here
for a year, then we will be locked into 1992. We cannot
speed it up or slow it down regardless uf.what'we da.
However, God is not in our time with us. He is above time.
tod is the one in the helicopter, so to speak. He can see
the beginning and the end and the middle all
simultanesusly. That is absclutely beyond our
comprehension. We don’t understand that at all, but by
faith we have to believe that because God revealed Himself
to us as being outside of time. He is omniscient, knows
all things. He is cmnipresent, present everywhere and at
all timeé. God could right now from His vantage point in
héaven, see Adam and Eve in the garden. He could see the

end of the world, or see Christ on the cross, or any of the



historicél events between this roughly six thousand year
history of the earth. To say that God is locked into time
is a serious mistake that people need to avaid.

Someone once asked me the gquestion, "What did God
do for all of thaose billions of years before He made the
earth?" That question indicates the faulty logic that Eod
is lecked into time like we are. You must avoid that if
you are to understand anything about God. Sod created
time. He started it abcut six thousand years ago and will
let it vup until He is finished with whatever it is He
wants to do. When we gét to heaven, there will be no time.

We will not be in heaven for billions of years.
There will not be any years at all. There are many songs
that allude to time in heaven. For instance, "When we’ve
been there ten thousand years." I'm sorry, but we will not
be there for ten thousand years. We will be there forever,
which is a totally new dimension. I cannot explain it,
because 1 don't'understand it. I Just have to believe it.
I do know that it says in I Corinthians Z:'2 that God has
things that we are not capable of understanding, things
that are beyond our comprehension. There are new things
for us to learn. Right now we are not able to understand

what heaven is like because of auy limitaticns.




For instance, look at the illustration of the
electromagnetic spectrum. The section that we can see with
our eyes we call the "color range." These are basically
six colors of the rainbow: red; orange, yellow, green,
blue, and violet. The spectrum goes beycond that in bath
directicns forever. On the red side of the scale it goes
down to infrared. You and I cannat see infrared with aur
eyes. That does not mean that it.‘doesn’t exist. It Just
means that we cannot see it. The spectrum goes beyond
violet to ultraviclet. We cannot see ultraviolet. We have
a limited receptor, our eye. ‘It is able to pick up Just
thié brief range of colers from ved to viclet. Suppose
that God decided to give us eyes that would be able to see
the entire magnetic speetrum. We could then see radio
waves, radar, television, or microwaves. I don’t mean pick
them up with an instrument. I mean actually see them with
our eye, I don't know if that is going to happen or not,
but it could be that in heaven there will be brand new
colarse. 1 don't mean brand new shades or combinations of
these rolors that we are used to. I mean brand new colors.
If I went to heaven for five minutes and saw brand new

colors, and came back down to earth, and you said "Kent,

where have you been?" I would say, "Well, I've been to
heaven for five minutes." You would say, “What's it like?"
I would say, "I can’t explain it to you. " You would think

something was wrong, Just like I'm sure pecple thought Faul

was crazy after he came back daown from heaven and said, "I



saw things it is not lawful for a man to utter." HWe need
to geﬁ a new set of eyes and a new set of ears. We need to
new sensory argans if we are to understand everything that
God has for us. God has given us very limited capacities
down here on earth. We can understand and see a few
things, but God is by no means limited by cur five senses
and their limited range.

As I was thinking on this subject, I wrote a poem
to try to explain this, comparing blind men and atheists.

Twa blind men argued well into the night

about the great guestion, "Is there really sight?"
Said one to the other (and guite fervently)

"There cannot be colors or else we could see!

So take ved and green and blue off the lisst.

If I cannct see them, they must no exist.

A crazy man told me the sky is bright blue.

I listened intently but I caught no clue

cf anything out there to alter my mind.

I’m not deaf you know, I here perfectly fine.

Be quiet and listen, and then you will know

that colors aren’t real. How dare they say sa? .
They tell me that grass is some sort of green.

It looks like the rest of the world that 1've seen!
It tastes a leot different than Jjelly or cheese

(if I smell it too long it sure makes me sneeze).
It feels a lot different that ice cream or snow

but to say that it’?s green? 1'd have to say nc.

I will not believe it until 1 have seen.

There isn’t a difference 'twixt red, blue or green!!
And so the men argued with all of their might,

and I couldn’'t show them that they were not right.
They cannot see colors because they re blind!

But I couldn'’t get the truth in their mind.

Until they are agiven the great gift of sight;
never, not ever, will they see the light.

Two atheists arqued (on university sod)
about the great guestion “Is there a God?"
Said one toc the other (and quite fervently?
"There can't be a God or else we could see.
So take that old Rible and iEoad off the list.
If I cannot see Him, He must no exist.

Be guite and listen, and then you will know
that God is not real, how dare they say so??



A crazy man told me God lives up in Heaven.

I used to believe that when I was Jjust seven.

But now that I'm clder and wiser you see,

I will net believe it. You can’t prove it to me.
I cannoct sense God with siaght taste or smell.

1 do not believe in Heaven or Hell!

1’ve never heard God or felt Him at all.

1f He's really up there, I wish He would call.”

1 said, "Listen fellows, you're spiritually blind.
You've only five entrances into your mind.

That limits your input. I wish you could see.

You can’t fathom God or eternity.

There are lots of things that really are real.

1t doesn’t disprove God because you can’t !feel’.”
So you two can argue the rest of the night.
There’s na way to show you that you are not right.
When you get to Heaven (or Hell if you please?
you'1ll understand God as you fall on your knees!

1 wish you could see Him or hear Him somehow.

Eut that isn't possible where you are now.

To deny His existence is really absurd.

vou'll have to believe Him and trust in His Word.

That is the way I see it. We have to admit by
faith that God exists because we are limited in cur Senses.
A blind person believes by faith that there are colors. He
has nevér seen them, but he believes by faith that they
exist because everycne has told him about them. 1 believe
by faith that there is a Sad. 1 believe that there is no
time in heaven.

Fecple ask, "Where was God before the creation?

How long did God wait before the Garden of Eden, before He
created man®" Well, you are back into the same argument.

God didn't wait any time at all. There wasn’t any time and
I can't explain it ather than to say, that’s the way it is.

It's been explained like this. Once upon a time
there was a time when there was no time. God didn’t wait a

long time before creating Adam and Eve. He started time



when He created the earth. To answer the question, "What
did God da for billions of years?" There weren’t billions
of years before or after the creation. After this is over,
we will geo back to a different dimension (beyond aur
current capacity to understand) called eternity.

Eack to the questicn, how old is the earth? According
tc the Bible times given in Genesis 5, 11, and the
chronologies given in many other places in the Bible, the
date for the creation was abouf 4000 B.C. By adding up the
fact that Adam was 130 years old when Seth was.bnrn, and
hew old Seth was when his son was born, and so on, we can
come up with a fairly accurate time. That would be about
£i% thousand years ago. I'm not one of these fellows that
says that Adam was created on April 7, at 4:00 p.m. I
dan’t Hﬁaw the exact date. I would say that 4000 B.C. is
probably within a couple of hundred of years. I contend
that the earth is six or seven thousand years old. There
may be some slight ervror. For instance, was Adam 130 and a
half years old when Seth was born? Are the dates rounded
off to the nearest vear? MWas it on his birthday when his
son was born? Did they use a year like we us? Did they
use a saolar year——365 and a guarter days? Did they use a
Hebrew calendar-—360 days® There are some slight
possibilities for some minor changes, but nothing that
accounts for billions of years. There is no question that
the Rible clearly teaches that the earth is young. Almost

all Rible schcolars of the past were peersuaded that the



garth was young.

What happened? Why did Christians abandon the
teaching that the earth is only EQ00 yrs. old?

Many of the Christians in the late 1800's, after

Darwin’s bock The Origin of Species came out, began to try

to compromise the historic poesition of the church teo adjust
te Darwin’s thecry. They tried to blend the evoluticanary
thecry with the Rible. They began to say that maybe there
were billions of years in the Bible. Several compromise
positions were created. One of these is known as the Gap
theory. They tried to insert a gap between Genesis 1:1 and
Fenesis 1:Z. 1 believed the Gap theory for quite some

2. I had a Scofield Bible as a new Christian. It is an
cwcellent Bible, but his notes are not inspired. Scofield

4 that there was a gap between verse one and verse two.
In that gap, they claim that Satan fell from heaven and the
.arth was destroyed. In that supposed gap, we are told to
'put the great ages that the evalutimnists proclaim as
incoptestable fact. We are told that there was a
"pre—-adamic" civilization that included all the dinosaurs.
We are told that this civilization was destroyed when Satan
{211 from Heaven.

There are a number of pruoblems with that thecory.

The first problem is: It would be deceitful for God tﬁ
thide' millions of years in & gap like that and not make it
known in other scriptures. Secondly, it would be against

other scriptures in the Bible which indicate that a gap of



millions or billicns of years couldn'’t be there. The éible
says a few verses later, in Genesis 1:3, "the evening and
morning were the first day.” Many-modern translations of
the Rible change the word ?the’ to 'a' to try to overcome
this conflict. If there was-a lot of time before verse
five, then verse 5 is telling a lie. Alsa, it says in
Exodug 20:12 that God created the earth in six days.

Ancther prcblem with the Gap theory is the fact
that it is contradicting Romans S where the Bible says that
there was no death until Adam sinned. If there was some
kind of pre-Adamic civilization with dincsaurs and giant
men, or whatever they want to put in this suppﬂséd qap,
they had to die when Sataﬁ fell from Heaven and the earth
'hecame’' without form and vaoid (as they read verse 2). The
dinosaur fossils are still here on earth. We have the
5Heietnns, st they did die. That would mean that the Rible
is a 1ie in the New Testament whgrg it says that there was
no death until Adam sinned.

Probably the most serious contradiction the Gap
theary proponents must overcome is the plain testimony of
Jesus Himself. In Matthew 19:4 Jesus plainly said that the

creation of Adam and Eve was the beginning. Was Jesus not

aware of the 'gap' or was He lying to His followers? I
absolutely do not believe in the Gap theory.

If there is indeed a gap between Genesis 1:1 and
1:2 where Satan fell, it would be only a gap of a‘few

hours., This is because verse five says it was the first



day. Tﬁere is no reason to try to put billions of years in
the Bible’s framework.

The theistic evolutionists have said that the.six
days of creation were actually epics, ages, or ecns of
years. II Feter 3:8,. "A day with the Lord is as a thousand
years, and a thousand years as a day with the Lord," is a
commonly used verse to justify this compromise. This
doctrine is silly if you actually analyze the argument.

One reason the Day‘ﬂge theory would be silly is to look at
the sequence in which God created all things. If you look
at the sequence of creation, you would see why this
argument is not reascnable or scientific., Geod created the
. plants on day three before He created the sun on day four.
If you think plants are going to survive for billions of
years without the sun, ycou need to study more bicleay. I
believe fiod did that on purpose-to make us realize the days'
of creation were twenty-four hour days. He made the
plants, herbs, trees, aﬁd grass on cone day and on the next
day He created the sun. The problem is further complicated
when we realize that the insects to pollinate the plants
were not created until day five. The Day Age Theory is
ancther unnecesséryrattempt by worried Christians to try to
please the evoluticonists.

Let’s 1ook at another analogy regarding the age of
the earth. Let’s suppose you were to go cut and find a
sunken ship with a box of coins on that ship.  When you

cpen the box of caoins, you find dates on the caoins from all



different ages. If there is a coin in the bex from 1850,
right away you are limited to say that the ship sank after
1850. If you find a coin in the box from 1820, that
deesn’t mean that-the ship sank around 1820, because you
alsc have an 1850 coin in there. You are limited to the
youngest date in the baox. It may have sunk well after
that, but it cannot have sunk before that. If there is a
1850 coin in the box and it is not a forgery, then the ship
didn't sink in 1849, The same analogy is true when trying
to determine the age of the earth. ‘

There are many different ways that scientists try
to test the age of the earth. There are prabably five or
six hundred ways to try to show the age of the earth. It
iz a very difficult thing to do conclusively. If a few of
the methods to date the earth give old ages, but others
give an age that is cnly a few thousand years old, as many
do, then you have a dilemma. You must decide which you
want to accept. Because many scientists want to believe
ev;lutimn, ihey will, of course, select the few that seem
to indicate great ages and ignore the evidences that
indicate a young age of the earth. Taking only evidence
that supports a preconceived idea and rejecting all other
evidence is not very intelligent or scientific.

I will give Jjust a few of the ways to show that the
earth and solar system are young. I have a list put out by
Henry Morris, of the Institute faor Creation Research, a

list of seventy-six things that show the age of the earth



te be very young. Here are Jjust a few of the evidences of
a young earth given by Dr. Morris: 1. The influx of
cosmic dust to the earth indicates that the earth is less
than 10,000 yrs. old. Most of this dust has washed into
the soil. This cosmic dust that comes from ocuter space,
containe a high percentage of nickel. B8cientists have
searched and searched for the nickel content in the earth’s
crust., The amount of nickel is not great encugh to account
for billicns of years. It only accounts for several
thousand years. for instance, the influx of Helium <
into the atmosphere indicates something less than 175
thousand years. 2. Radicmetric decay produces helium which
has to escape into the atmasphere. By measuring the helium
content in the atmosphere, we conclude that there could not
have been radicactive decay for billions of years because
" there isn't enough helium in the atmosphere. The
percentage of helium in the atmosphere indicates a very
young ear th. Evoluticnists are searching for a way for the
hel ium to escape inte cuterspace to eliminate this evidence
for a young earth, so far na method has been found.
Ancther evidence that the earth is young is the
fact that there are still metecrs and comets flying through |
space. We know that comets and meteors bre;k up and decay
as they pass thrmugh the solar system. We have never seen
ome formed, that is, get bigger or larger. We have seen
many break up and fall apart. As comets circle arcund the

solar system they come close to the earth or different



planets. The gravitational ferces of these planets break
‘pieces off the comets and they fragment or fall apart. How
long could a comet circle through our solar system before
it would disintegrate or run into a planet? Several
astronomers have said that ten thousand years is the
longest a comet could survive going throuéh ouf solar
system time and time again (like Haley's Comet does every
seventy years) before it would disappear. If this figure
is correct, why do we still have comets? The fact that we
have comets at all indicates that the earth is still very
young. Scientists that have analy=zed this problem have
come up with the "Comet Bank Theory." They speculate that
semewhere in outer space there is a bank of comets. Every
once iﬁ a while something will check some out and
distribute them througheout the universe. I'm making fun cf
them of course, this is not exactly what they believe.
They say that the comets are supplied from another socurce,
they don't know what the source is, but we keep getting
comets because of this "Comet:RBank.”™ The very existence af
short period comets is one of the proofs of a young earth.
Ancther evidence that the earth is young is fact
that the earth’s spin is gradually diminishing. The
diminishing spin is very minar, Jjust a second a century we
are lesing. Dne second per day per century is noy
significant in a short time frame of only a few thousand
years. If you interpret that cver of billicns of years,

however, it would mean that the earth was spinning so fast



that no life could have been possible due to the shorter
days, centrifical force, earth quakes and high winds
created., The declining spin of the earth is another fact
that indicates a ycung earth.

The earth’s magnetic field is declining. Dr.
Thomas G. Barnes, a professor ﬁf physics at the University
of Texas in El Paso, claims that the earth’s declining
magnetic field is a powerful ‘indication that the earth is
extremely young. He is considéred by many to be one of the
world’s experts on the subject. His studied cpinian
iz that this bit of scientific data would limit the earth’s
age to 1955 than 25,000 years. .

If we'can‘prove that the earth is young, only six
or seven thousand years cld, that really ends the argument
af evolution. Evalutionists will fight tooth and nail to
be able to hold te the faulty iqea that the earth is
billions and billions of years «ld. When a number of
scientific attempts to establish some kind of age for the
earth prove that the earth is really very youna, reasonable
people should accept the facts. 0Of course, evolutionists
wolld Jump at anything that would indicate that the earth
is billions and billions of years old because it is such a
vital part of their thecry.

Someone would say, "What about stars? We know that
they are billions of light years away.® I don’t want to
sound like a crackpot, but actually we don’t know that

stars are billions of years away. There are two, maybe



three methods of determining how far éQay fhe stars are.
One of these methods is just simple trigonometry. However,
when you get to extremely minute angles, it is very
difficult to measure anything less than a couple of arc-—
seconds accurately. You cannot measure distances
accurately more than sixty to cone hundred light years away.
Not sixty to one hundred millicn 1ight years, Jjust sixty to
one hundred light years. The other methecd that used is
called the "Red Shift" method. We will discuss this in
more detail later.

How old is the earth? 1 believe that the earth is
only six to seven thousand years old. 1 taught high schoal
acience for fourteen years, and for thvee years taught
cellege level science. I'm convinced that much of our
modern science, especially relating to evolution, is an
absclute joke. We are in the same position as the people
in the déys before Coalumbus, when pecple were teaching that
the earth was flat, or when they taught the doctrine of
humors or draining blood to cure illnesses, and many other
wrong conclusions of science. They were very wrong.
S-ience has a long histery of being degmatically wrong.

I believe that cne of the areas in science and the
Bible.that needs to be re—studied is the critical issue of
the age of the earth. This will prave to be the undoing of
the doctrine of evaolution.

The hypothesis of evolution has had pre-eminence in

our public teaching for about the last thirty to forty



years. Darwin’s book published in 1860 really started the
controversy going. There have been groups teaching
evolution for several thousand years. The Egyptians taught
a form of evelution, saying that life evolved from the
slime along the Nile River. Today we trace our modern
gvolutionary movement to Darwin. Darwin’'s bock became
almost universally accepted within ten years of its release
in 1860. Toward the end of the nineteenth century, it was
evtremely difficult to combat this teaching of evalution.
Archaeological finds were not complete and Darwin claimed
that there were thousands of intermediate sﬁecies between
the major kinds that we find today. He said that it was a
matter of time befare these missing links were dug up. It
has been 130 years ncw, and the missing links are still
missing. 1 believe that the earth is young and Darwin's.
theary is not only unscientific, it is absclutely stupid.
To believe that all of this complicated life in this
complicated universe came about Jjust by the random shakiﬁg

of molecules demands an awful 1ot more faith than 1 have.

1 believe that the earth was created in six literal
days, not enas or epics of time like the Living Rible says
in the notes given in Genesis 1. 1t says that each day was
a pericd of time. There is no evidence of that and Een
Taylor needs to re—examine the evidence for that. I
believe that the current teaching =f evalution that is
going on in cur public schools and public universities has

spawned a great number of social evils., For instance,



Communism is a direct offshoot of evolution.

1f a frog turns intce a prince instantaneously, we
call that a miracle or a fairytale. But, if that freg
turns into a prince very slowly, taking three or four
hundred millicns years to make the transition, we will
teach that in our universities as scientific fact.

Let me give you just a few evidences that the earth
is young. First of all the coral reefs that are arowing
aff of the coast of Australia is arawing at a certain rate.
Feople have said that the growth of the coral reefsraught
t= show us how old the earth is. With study, they discover
that under certain conditinns, coral grows extremely fast.
Other under conditicns, they grow very slowly. So the rate
of growth is very difficult to determine. To praove that it
happened at a constant rate. Right after the Fleood, as all
of the water went down, all of the decayed plant matter
woiuld have made the water very high in minerals and decayed
plant and animal life weuld have been high in nutrients to
make anything to grow. Food would have been readily
available with all of the rotting carcasses of the
vegetation and the animals. The coral could have grown
much faster under these conditions, then it would have
=lowed down to its current rate. FPeople who have studied
caral reefs say that they could have been formed in four to
five thousand years with no problem. If the earth is older
than that, why aren’the the coral reefs much larger? Their

rate of growth indicates a young age for the earth.



The Bristle Cone pine trees, the red trées, and the
sequeoia trees in California. The guides in California say
that there is no reason that any of these trees should ever
die. Apparently, they will live until some disease attacks
them. I1f they are protected from disease, they will Jjust
keep on growing, adﬁing a ring every year. Une way, of
course, to tell how old a tree is is to drill a core sample
and count the rings. The Bristle Cone pine tree grows
.extremely slow. By the time a tree is one hundred years
gld, it is not quite one inch in diameter. To count a
hundred rings in a half inch is difficult and must be done
with a microscepe. Counting rings_is a little more
difficult than Jjust sawing the tree down and locking at it.
the Bristle Pine trees indicate an'age of about four
thotlsand years maximum. If the earth is millions of years
old, why don't we have a fifty thousand year old Bristle
Cone FPine tree someplace or a half a million year old? The
age of the oldest living thing in the biasphere, the |
Bristle Cone Fine, indicates a yocung age for the earth.

The evoluticnists don’t look at that cocne because that
doesn’t support their theory.

The pressure in oil wells in Texas is ancther
indicaticon that the earth is young. I lived five years in
Texas. i saw a flame shooting up in the sky one night and
went over to investigate. There were some men burning off
the natural gas as they were drilling an oil well. 1 began

asking them questicns, talked about the oil there in



Longview, Texas, they told me that they have a blowout
protector that they put about a thousand feet down in the
greund in case they drilled into a pocket of pressure. |1
asked them what kind of pressure they were talking about,
how much pressure is the oil under down there in the
areund. When drilling down about 35 hundred feet, often
the oil has twenty‘thousand pounds of pressure pey sguare
inch. If you have ever pumped up_ a bicycle tire to seventy
or eighty pounds of pressure, you understand that it is
pretty hard to do. That pressure would crack the rock in
the strata because after a pericd of time the rock could
only withstand the pressure for so long. Some scientists
spent quite a bit of time studying different rock strata
that oil is found in and the strata tﬁat the aoil is found
under, and try to determine how long the oil could
withstand the intense pressure that it was under. Melvin
Coak did quite a bit of study on this. The studies
indicated that the cil could not have been under that
pressure for more than ten thousand years. The fact that
the =il is still under that pressure indicates that it has
been down there less than ten thousand years. 0Often when
they first began drilling oil wells in the early 1930's,
they would hit that pocket of pressure and it would blow
everything up éut of the ground. The thirty ar forty
thousand feet of pipe would Jjust be shot up out of the
ground like spaghetti because af this intense préssure. I

would like to ask the evolutionists if he has some kind of



answer to the fact that if the earth is indeed million of
years old, why is the oil still undef such incredible
pressure? Why hasn’the it disipated into the rack, and
forhed cracks, and leaked out through the years?

Another evidence that the earth is young instead of
millions of years old is the sediment in the ncean; A
friend of mine out in California brought me a slab of what
"looked like a piece of polished marble, about the size of a
small tabletop. He said, "Mr. Hovind, I brought this to
you because I thought you might be interested in it." 1
asked him what it was and he said that it was a slab of
cepan floor. He said that he went down, blew the sediment
away with a jet of high speed water, and then cut a slab of
the rock out of the océan floor. The sediment in the ccean
is only a certain thickness. The thickness af the sediment
could be accumulated in about thirty or forty thousand
years at the current rate that sediment is being deposited.
If the earth is millions of years old, why isn't the
sediment thicker? This a guestion that evolutionists can'’t
answer aor aveid, because they aonly locking for evidences
that weuld seem to indicate a great age of millions or
billicns of years. Anything that would seem to be
troublesome to their ridiculous theory they simply avoid.
The ocean sediment indicate a young age far the earth. Of
course, the rate of the deposition of sediment is always a
fartor that must be considered. Right after a wnrld—wide

flood, gquite a bit of sediment would accumulate Just right



there. That is why if you get an age af twenty—-five or
thirty thousand years at our current rate of deposition, it
is possible that the first seventy percent was accumulated
in a few years after the flood. Then the rate of
deposition would have drapped to where today it would laaP
like thirty thousand years, but actually could be accaunted
far in four thousand years.

The erosion of the continents indicates a yeung
earth. Af the current rate of erocsion we are losing a lot
of ground to the cceans. New Drleans, for instance, is
built on sediment that has come down from Illincis. The
major river systems have been tested fairly carefully &
number =f times tc see how much sediment they are brinaing
out every year, how much material is being transported. At
the current rate of erosicn the continents would erode down
to sea level in fourteen million years. The mountains
would be gone and the entire earth would be a swamp. If
the evolutionist is going to say that we have 140 millicon
years since the time of the dinosaurs, that is enough time
for the earth to ercde away ten times. So they come up
with the theory of the contimental lifting, plate tatonics
(the plates shifting around), the subduction of the earth,
the Mid-Atlantic Ridge, ali of these may have some
validity, but the rate of erosion proves that the earth is
not 140 million years old. My explanation would be that
most of the erosicn, the formation of mountain ranges and

Grand Canyon, was formed after the Fload as the water went



dawn. Then the current of erosion would be misleading, and
the earth wculd be conly four to five thousand years-old
since the Flood happened. The rate of erosion is a good
evidence for a young earth.

The moon is receding. As ycou measure the distance
to the moon, it can be seen that every year . the ﬁcon qgets a
‘little bit further away. If you calculate that backward in
time, you should be able to calculate approximately when
the moon beéan to leave or was captured in our orbit. I do
not believe that tﬁe moon was captured. Some péople say
that the moon started as a part of the Pacific Ocean and
was pulled out of that area. That was taught for many
years and is still believe by some. They try to use that
to explain all of the volcances in Hawaii, saying that the
crust is very thin because the moon was pulled ocut. The
rate that the moon is receding, travelling away from the
earth, indicates a very young age for the earth. Thomas G.
Barnes, a professor of physics at the Uhiversity_of Tevas—

El Pasa, said,
It takes but one proof for a young age for the
moon or the earth to completely refute the
daoctrine of evaluticon.
That initial statement is worth thinking about. "If there
iz one procf." That is really all you need, Jjust one
procof. He goes on ta say,

One can see through simple laws of physics that the

mcon shouwld be receding from the earth. From the saﬁe




laws, one can show thaf the moon could never have survived
a nearness to the earth less than 11,500 miles.

1f the moon were any closer the tidal forces on the
earth on a satellite that size would cause extreme damage
to the satellite or to the earth, like the rings of Saturn.
Sa the moon was never closer than 11,500 miles is Barnes’
contention. The present speed of recessien of the moon is
knewn. If one multiplies the recession speed by the
presumed evolutionary age, the mcon should be much farther
from the earth than it is, even if it started out from the
earth.

There is as yet no tentable alternative explanation
that would yield an evaluticnary age of four billion years
of the moon. Here is as simple solution as science can
provide that the moon is not as old as scientists claim.
This is a very serious problem. HMany physjcists that
believe in evoclution understand the prablem.  For instance,
Dr. Louis Slitter, professcr of gecphysicist at
Massachusetts Institute for Technoloay, said, "The time
scale of the earth/moon problem still present a major
problem.” Well, it doesn't present a major prablem for me.
He understands the the earth/moon system is a serious
problem. The moon is recéding and does not indicate a
rgreat age for the earth. The age of the whole solar system
is a real problem to the evolutionists. Lord Kelvin used
the changing spin rate of thé parth and with his

mathematics proved that because of the changing spin the



earth could net be billions of years old. He séid that the
carth had to be down in the range of thousand of years.
There are many Christians who try to pacify the
evolutionists. They came up with several different
alternatives. One was the "Day Age Theory®. This said
‘ghat the days menticned in Genesis are veally pericds of
time or evolutionary ages. This is where many of the
modern translations of the Hible go bad because they change
slight little phrases in Genesis 1. Get out different
tranélations and compare how they treat Genesis 1. The
#ing James Version says, njt was the first day." It uses
the definite article the. Many cther versions of the Bible
Luse the article a. They will say that this was a first
day, and a second day. That little subtle-change is Jjust
an attempt to allaew for the "Day Age Theory." Ken faylors’
l.iving Bible, I don’the garbage heap. want to be toao '
negative because there are many good things abeout it, in
Genesis has an attempt to pacify the evolutionists by
trying to include billians «f years into the Rible
framewark. They do that by pervertinag the Scripture. The
Scripture teaches that it was the first day, and it was six
literal days, not six periods of time. God told Moses
later in Exodus 20:1Z in the Ten Commandments “"for in &ix
days God created the heavens and the earth." Moses would
have been a liar. Jesus cbviously taught in a young earth
and an instantanecus creaticon. He talked about Adam and

Eve being created, "God created them, male and female." Bo



“?

Jesus‘wouiﬁ,be a liar also if evolution were true.

There are some evidences that the earth is youna.
Mast cultures that are found in the world tell of a w&;ld—
wide flmod in the last five to six thousand years. The |
populaticn of the earth today doubles regularly. If you
were to draw up the population growth on a chart you would
see that it gees back to zero about five thousand years
ago. If man has been here millicons of years like
evalutianiéts teach, where is the population? The whole
population grawth can be studied by anyone and it will be
found that the population of the eafth dates a young age
for the sarth of four to five thousand years. Since the
Flood started with eight people.- All «f the ancient
writings that we have show a youna age of the earfh. Why
don?'’t we have pecple writing about kings that lived fifty
thousand years agn? Why is it that all of recorded history
happened in the last four thousand yeérs? |

These honest questicons deserve an honest answer. I
believe we have been lied to about the age of the earth.
Satan, the father =f all lies, has come up with this cne to

try to make a fool of Jesus Christ. Jesus said in Matthew

i=: 4 that the creation of Adam and Eve was the beginning.

I believe Jesus was right.
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