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Observations by the Editor

Creationism

ntil themid-19th Century, thebiblical

account of the creation of life and the
universe was widely accepted within
Christendom. In other words, Christians
accepted the biblical revelation that the
material world was created in six literal
days about 6,000 years ago.

But when Darwinism exploded onthe
scene, Christian leaders sold out quickly
to the theories of scientists that the uni-
verseis billions of years old. To accom-
modatethat supposition, Christian theol o-
gians developed the Gap Theory and the
Day-AgeTheory. TheGap Theory argued
that there are hillions of years between
the first two verses of Genesis. In other
words, God created the universe and then
it was despoiled by the revolt of Satan,
and billions of yearslater, God re-created
theuniverse. The Day-Age Theory postu-
lates that the creation days of Genesis
were really days that lasted millions, if
not billions, of years each.

The man who almost single-handedly
revived the biblical view was Dr. Henry
Morris (1918-2006). Dr. Morris gradu-
ated from Rice University with a bache-
lor'sdegreein civil engineering in 1939.
Later, in 1950, he earned a doctorate in
hydraulic engineering fromtheUniversity
of Minnesota. He then served asaprofes-
sor of applied science at Southern Illinois
University (1956-1957), and subsequently
asprofessor of hydraulic engineering and
civil engineering at the Virginia Poly-
technic Ingtitute and State University
(Virginia Tech), where he also served as
the department chair.

In 1961 Dr. Morris teamed up with a
theol ogian named John C. Whitcomb, and
thetwo of themwrote The GenesisFlood,
which advocated supernatural creation by
God and attributed thefossil record to the
Noahic Flood.

In 1963 Morrisand nine othersfound-
ed the Creation Research Society which
was committed to reaffirming the biblical
story of creation. In 1972 he established
the Institute for Creation Research which
produces scientific studies that affirm a
young earth and refute the Theory of
Evolution.

In recent years, many other Creation
ministries have been established and the
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number of scientistsspeaking out against
evolution and in behalf of ayoung earth
has steadily increased.

The time is long overdue for Chris-
tian leaderstojoin that chorus of voices.
Unfortunately, most of those leaders
today are either silent about Creation, or
else they continue to try to conform the
biblical revelation about the Creation to
the opinions of scientists.

In the September-October issue of
this magazine, |1 spoke out strongly in
behalf of the biblical revelation that the
Creation took place 6,000 years ago in
six literal days. The article was titled,
“The Beginning and The Ending.” You
can find a copy of it on our website at
www.lamblion.com.

The purpose of this follow-up issue
is to emphasize the fact that a belief in
the biblical story of Creation is not
something limited to a few “ Fundamen-
talist preachers.” Rather, the concept of
ayoung earth (together with arefutation
of evolution) has been embraced by
many with advanced degreesin science.

The author of our lead article, Dr.
James Hugg, came to believe in Crea-
tionism through his study of science. He
concluded that special, supernatura
creation and aworldwide flood were the
best scientific explanations of what
could be observed on earth and in the
heavens.

In my opinion, the Theory of Evo-
lution and its assumption of a Creation
that ishillionsof yearsold isthe greatest
fantasy ever conceived by the depraved
mind of Mankind. ==

The cover photo is from iStockphoto at
istockphoto.com.
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Our Young Earth

I1t’s About Time: Why |

Believein a' Young Earth
JamesW. Hugg, PhD

TheHugg Family: Susan, James, Ellie, and Samuel.

(Editor’sNote: Thefirst guest article related to our theme topic
is authored by Dr. James Hugg, who is one of the trustees of
Lamb & Lion Ministries. Dr. Hugg is a renowned research sci-
entist who holds a doctorate in nuclear physics from Stanford
University. He worked for Shell and British Petroleum before
deciding to shift to the field of medicine where he became an
expert on MRI technology. After serving as aresearch scientist
for General Electricin Haifa, Israel, for several years, he moved
back to California to become head of research for a medical
technology company. He and his wife, Susan, and their two
children live in the Simi Valley area of Los Angeles. They are
members of the Shepherd of the Hills Church in Porter Ranch.)

For the first 18 centuries of Christianity, the Church almost
universally believed in a literal Creation about 6,000 years
ago* and aglobal flood in the lifetime of Noah. Inthe early 19th
Century, scientists began to develop an Old Earth Viewpoint to
support the rise of Evolution Theory. If the Earth is only thou-
sands of yearsyoung, asthe Bibleteaches, evolution of lifein all
itsvariety from nonliving chemical sisobviously impossible. Be-
lieversin Evolutionfeel comfortablewith their current claim that
the Earthis4.54 billionyearsold.? (I believethat isnowhere near
enough time for random chance combinations of chemicals to
produce even the simplest one-celled life form, but that discus-
sion is beyond the scope of this article.)

Most of the Church accommodated the Old Earth Concept
by “spiritualizing” the Genesis Creation account and developing
theories of theistic evolution over hillions of years® Those
succumbing to this compromise approach usually also down-
grade Noah’' sworldwide flood to alocal flood.* In the past four
decades, since the rise of Scientific Creation beginning in 1970
(when Henry Morris, PhD founded the Institute for Creation

Research), a controversy has arisen between Young Earth
Creationists (mostly Evangelical believers) and Old Earth
Theistic Evolutionists (mostly mainline Protestants and Catho-
lics).

Data Selection Bias. Self-Deception

All humans have a natural tendency for self-deception: we
pay much more attention to observations that reinforce our
viewpoints than to those that may contradict them. We readily
dismiss contradictory data and accept confirmatory data with
little scrutiny. By the very nature of this common human failure,
the self-deceived are unaware that they have picked through a
mountain of data to find the few observations that seem consis-
tent with their preconceived notion of what is correct. But
nowhereelsehavel encountered the extremelevel of self-decep-
tion that exists among believersin Evolution.

Let me give you an example that | witnessed in my former
career as a geophysicist for Shell and BP. You don't need to
understand thedetail sof rock dating techniquesto appreciatethis
most important point. When geologists study a rock formation
that they expect, on the basis of Evolution Theory, to have a
certain old age, they extract many samples from various loca-
tionsin theformation and send them to several different labsthat
make the measurements of apparent age. After the results come
back, they begin to weed out the samples that gave the “wrong”
answer by assuming that the samples were contaminated. The
“right” results that meet their expectations are presumed to be
reliable. After this data selection process, the geologists are left
with only the results that confirm their preconceived expecta-
tions.

| apologize if | have shocked you with the revelation that
well-meaning, sincere scientists can be so biased in their se-
lection of reportable data so that they can continue to support
wholeheartedly the myth of Evolution Theory and proclaimit to
be afact. Any timethat alarge proportion of raw measurement
data is being discarded and labeled “contaminated,” | suspect
that the reported results will be strongly biased by the precon-
ceived worldview.

An example of imaginary “ science.”

January - February 2012

The Lamplighter page 3



After | studied the scientific evidence and rejected my
former faith in Evolution,® | bought a tee-shirt that declares:
“Scientists should always state the opinion upon which their
facts are based!” Believersin Old Earth Evolution Theory have
selected avery small portion of the data that appears to support
their expectations and they publish only the “ correct” portion as
“facts.” This self-deceptive habit of Evolutionists ignoring the
vast majority of the datais one of the main reasonswhy | believe
in Creation, ayoung Earth, and a worldwide flood.

We should not be too surprised that many of the observa-
tions discarded by believers in Evolution do, in fact, support
Y oung Earth Creation.

God hasrevealed to usin the Bible Hisaccount of theorigin
of the universe and life. His Creation doestestify to its supernat-
ural origins.® We can scientifically examine the Young Earth
Creation model and test whether there are observations that
support it.

Natural “ Clocks’ Estimatethe Age of the Earth

Since no human being withessed the creation of the Earth,
we can only estimate its age by using various natural “clocks’
and some assumptions. All of these “clocks’ have common
characteristics that we can illustrate by considering the simple

An hourglass has two closed

example of the familiar hourglass.
. - chambers connected by a narrow
- passage and a quantity of sand that
a o gradually trickles from the top to
. the bottom chamber. We can tell
how long the hourglass has been
running if we measure the sand in
both chambers, measure the trickle
rate, assume the starting conditions
(how much sand wasin each cham-
ber), assume that no sand was
added or subtracted, and assume
that thetricklerate has not changed.

Now, whenweapply thishour-
glassanalogy to methods for dating
the age of the Earth, wewill seethat any of the assumptions may
have been violated, rendering the apparent age estimate incor-
rect. Thisincreasestheimportanceof using all available methods
and considering all observations.

Radiometric Dating

Let's look at the main “clock” used by Evolutionists to
estimate the age of the Earth: radiometric dating of granite or
basalt. The term radiometric means that the natural process of
radioactivedecay’ isused to measure apparent age. Radioactivity
isanatural processthat changesaradioactive“ parent” atominto
anon-radioactive“ daughter” atom. AsaPhD innuclear physics,
I would love to explain al the intricate details of radiometric
dating, but we don’t actually have to look very deep to find the
problems that invalidate this favorite technique.

Although there are more than a half-dozen radiometric
clocksin use, oneexampleisenoughtoillustratethe method: the
uranium-lead clock. Tiny crystals of zircon that are found in
granite are assumed to naturally contain some uranium atoms
when they are formed, but it is assumed that they start with no

lead atoms. It isassumed that zir-
con crystalsareimperviousto addi-
tion or subtraction of uranium or
lead, and it isassumed that therate
uranium changes into lead has al-
ways been constant. The hourglass
analogy illustration shows uranium
(red sand) in the top chamber and
lead (green sand) in the bottom
chamber. Half of the original ura-
nium would have changed into lead
in 4.5 billion years. If dl the as-
sumptions were true, then measuring precisely how many atoms
of uranium and lead arein azircon ssmplewould yield areliable
estimate of the age of the sample.

Zircon
Uranium

Lead

Many samples are measured and the results are then sifted.
If the apparent ageisyounger than expected (a“wrong” answer),
then the sample result is labeled “contaminated.” Only those
samples that give the expected result (a “right” answer) are
presumed to be “uncontaminated” and reliable. Y ou can see the
circular reasoning and data-selection bias at work.

Known Problemswith Radiometric Dating

Initial Conditions Assumption is Wrong: There are serious
problemswith the assumptions of initial conditions and constant
changerate. Dating has been attempted on basalt rocks of known
age formed from volcanic lava produced in recent history. If the
dating method assumptionsabout initial conditionswere correct,
the apparent age of these newly formed rockswould be zero. But
instead, examples from Hawaii, Mount St. Helens, and New
Zealand haveyielded apparent ages up to 3.5 million years.® The
radiometric method gives blatantly wrong answers on rocks of
known age, so why should we believe the (highly selected)
results reported for rocks of unknown age?

Radioactive Rate has Changed: Under most circumstances,
radioactive change rates are constant and are not affected by the
environment (heat, pressure, etc.). However, in anuclear reactor
therates are greatly speeded up. We have found direct evidence
of a natural reactor® in Gabon, Africa. A “natura reactor” is a
location where a heavy concentration of uranium exists, making
the uranium-lead clock run very fast and thus giving the appear-
ance of great age. If this natural reactor is later melted into
magmaand then becomesgranite or basalt, then the apparent age
of the rock formations would be billions of years, when, in fact,
they are only thousands of yearsold. It islikely that such natural
reactors were common and fed the magma released during the
worldwide flood of Noah.*® Thus we would expect the appear-
ance of great ages to be measured by radiometric methods.

A Bigger Problem:
Many Clocks Support a Young Earth

Helium in Zircon: During the change of each atom of uranium
to an atom of lead, eight atoms of helium are produced. Therate
at which helium leaks from zircon has been measured. There
should be virtually zero helium left in zircon if the samples are
truly billions of years old, yet the large amount of helium found
in the samples indicates an age of only 6,000 (+2,000) years.™*

Carbon 14 in Diamonds, Coal, and “Old” Rocks: Carbon 14
hasashort 5,730 year half-life, soit isused to date archeol ogical
samples that are thousands of years old, but not anything
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expected to be millions or billions of AFTER EDE

yearsold. There should bevirtually zero
carbon 14 in anything ol der than 60,000
years, yet dating labs worldwide have
known since the 1980’ s that significant
guantities of carbon 14 are routinely
found in diamonds, coal, oil, and other
organic compounds in rock strata that
are supposed by Evolutionists to be
millions of years old.*? This is further
scientific evidence that the Earth isonly
thousands of years old.

DNA Mutations: Mitochondria are the
power plants in every cell — plant or
animal. Geneticistshave studied therate
of mutation (genetic damage) in the
DNA of human mitochrondria, which
are passed only by the mother, and they P4/
have concluded that the mother of all |Piienic
humans — Eve — would have lived
only 6,000 years ago.** Accordingly,
they think there must be something
terribly wrong with their data. But | see
it as further evidence of ayoung Earth.

Fossil DNA: Evolutionistsinsist that DNA cannot survivelonger
than 10,000 years, yet bacteria supposed to be 250 million years
old have been revived with intact DNA,* insects trapped in
amber haveyielded intact DNA strandsdespitetheir alleged age
of millionsof years,*® and dinosaurs— supposedly extinct for 65
million years— have been found with soft tissue and blood cells
complete with largely intact DNA.

Continent Erosion, Seafloor Mud, and Salty Oceans. Geolo-
gistshave measured the erosion rate of continents and found that
it would take only 50 million years to erode continents down to
sealevel .Y If the continentsweretruly 3.5 billion yearsold, they
would beflat, just above sealevel, and there would be no layers
of rock strata. Continental erosion deposits 20 billion tons of
mud (fine rock and dirt) on the ocean floor each year. If all the
ocean floor sediment had been deposited thisway, thenit would
havetaken lessthan 12 million years. If the Earth wererealy 4.5
billion years old, the oceans would be choked with mud.*® If the
oceans started as fresh water with zero salt, they would have
reached their current level of saltiness in about 42 million
years.®® All of these estimates, which don’t include the effects of
Noah’sworldwide flood, argue that the Earth cannot be billions
of years old.

Earth’s Magnetic Field is Rapidly Decaying: The Earth's
magnetic field hasatotal energy that isdecaying rapidly at arate
for which the Earth could not be older than 20,000 years.

Overpressured Petroleum Reservoirs: The Gulf of Mexico, for
example, has deep deposits of petroleum (oil and gas) that are
“over-pressured,” that is, at very much higher pressures than
expected for their depth bel ow the ocean and sediment. The 2010
BP Deepwater Horizon oil spill# is a prime example. When |
worked for BP and Shell in the 1980's, we calculated (but could
not publish) that the petroleum should have completely leaked
out of the over-pressured reservoirs in less than 50,000 years.
The integrity of the sediments will simply not hold that much
pressure. Infact, there are spontaneous natural oil seepsthrough-

> forecast,
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P

y | should trust > M
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life on Earth “millions of years” ago...

eLl me again

by Dan Lietha OUt the Gulf of Mexico. The best expla-
2rra nation for the existence of these over-
78 pressured reservoirs requires a world-
4 wideflood with very rapid deposition of
plants and animals, rapidly covered by
sediments, at apressure and temperature
that can produce petroleum in a few
centuries.

Moon dust: Do you remember the fear
that the first moon landing would be a
disaster because the landing craft would
sink in very deep moon dust? Scientists
had calculated the rate at which moon
| dust is made by the impact of meteors
77 on the lunar surface. Assuming that the
&l moon is also 4.5 bhillion years old (the
2| supposed age of the Earth), the dust
should have been 20 feet thick. In fact,
it is less than an inch thick, consistent
with thousands, not billions of years.

did not sink in moon dust.
More Evidencefor a Young Earth

| have selected only a few highlights of the scientific evi-
dence that is mounting for a young Earth that is thousands of
years old, not millions or billions. You may find many more
resources at websites such asthe Ingtitute for Creation Research
(www.icr.org/recent-creation) and Answers in Genesis (Www.
answersingenesis.org/get-answerst/topic/age-of-the-earth).

Keep in mind that there are relatively few scientists brave
enough to publish evidence for a young Earth and creation, so
the volume of material is smaller than that published by the
Evolutionists. Recall also that Evolutionists discard most raw
dataand bury it without publication because it does not confirm
the Evolution Theory.

Jesus Taught A Young Earth

Jesus claimed to be “the truth” (John 14:6) and proclaimed
that “the Scripture cannot be broken” (John 10:35). Jesus is
identified as the Creator: “ Through Him all things were made”
(John 1:3). What then did He say about His Creation? Thereis
much evidence that Jesus accepted Genesis 1-11 as literal
history. Hereferred to Adam and Eve, Cain and Abel, Noah and
the worldwide flood as history, not alegory.

There are three verses in which Jesus referred directly to
recent Creation: “But at the beginning of creation God ‘made
them male and female’” (Mark 10:6); “Those will be days of
distress unequaled from the beginning, when God created the
world, until now . .."” (Mark 13:19); and “. . . the blood of all the
prophets that has been shed since the beginning of the world
from the blood of Abdl to the blood of Zechariah . . .” (Luke
11:50-51). In @l three cases He refers to humans existing from
the beginning of creation, leaving no roomfor vast agesand slow
evolution.?

Does It Really Matter What We Believe
About The Age Of The Earth?

| claimit mattersvery much. | cameto faith in Jesus because
| became convinced that | could trust the truth of the Bible
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account of Creation and the worldwide
flood. Genesis and Revelation are the

“ : ; ; TODAY BUT, YOU BELIEVE
) bookends™ of the Bible. Jesus is the IN SCIENCE IN BIBLICAL CREATION
Alpha and Omega, the Beginning and CLASS, | DON'T YOU?

the End” (Revelation 1:8; 21:6; and
22:13). If we cannot believe God about
Creation and Noah's worldwide flood,
thenwe cannot trust Him about anything

AFTER EDEN

THE
BIG BANG
IS REAL!

167

by Dan Lietha Supports Accelerated Nuclear Decay,”

Chapter 2 in Radioisotopes and the Age of
the Earth, vol 2, ed. L Vardiman, et a (San
Diego, CA: CR Press, 2005); http://www.icr.
org/articles/view/3131/263.

12) J. Baumgardner, “Carbon Dating Un-
dercuts Evolution’s Long Ages.” http://
www.icr.org/articles/view/117/262.

else in His Word. How could we trust YES, 13) A. Gibbons, “Calibrating the mito-
Him to resurrect usfor eternal lifeif we Ii::\m- : Lo chondrial clock,” Science 279: 1998, pages
think He deceived us with His account 28-29. Mitochondria provide the chemical
of six days of creation? | JUST energy that powers our cells.

QUESTIONED

| think it matters a great deal what
we believe about the age of the Earth.
There are many scientific reasons to
doubt the claims of atheistic Evolution-

THE ‘FACTS OF
*  EVOLUTION AND (4

7, BLAM!

& 2004 A6 | wwwr AnswersinGenesis.ong

14) R. H. Vreeland, et a, “Isolation of a
250 million-year-old hal otolerant bacterium
from a primary salt crystal,” Nature 407:
2000, pages 897-900.

15) J. Cherfas, “Ancient DNA: Still busy

iststhat the Earthishillionsof yearsold. YOU :

A SHOULD'VE SEEN after death,” Science 253: 1991, pages
And there are many scientificr nsto THE EXPLOSION! 1354-1356. R. J. Cano, et al, “Amplification
trust the biblical account that the Earth and sequencing of DNA from a 120-135
isactually only about 6,000 yearsyoung -million-year-oldweevil,” Nature363: 1993,
and that a devastating worldwide flood has greatly altered the pages 536-8.

face of our planet, giving us rock strata, fossils, continental
breakup, coal and oil, mountains, and more.

| trust that your faith has been strengthened by considering
the scientific reasons that were presented in this article for
believing in the biblical account of creation and ayoung Earth.
Believing the Bible is the most reasonable thing that an intelli-
gent person can do. ==

Notes:

1) Some scholars (not including me) believe there are significant
gapsin the Genesis geneal ogies amounting to about 4,000 years, hence
they estimate that the Earth is about 10,000 years old.

2) Wikipedia, “Ageof theEarth,” http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Age
of the Earth.

3) DavidR. Reagan, “ The Beginning and the Ending,” Lamplighter
magazine, Sept-Oct 2011, pages 3-10.
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All?" National Geographic, February 6, 2009, http://news.national
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also: Wikipedia, “Black Sea Deluge Theory,” http://en.wikipedia.org/
wiki/Black_Sea deluge_theory.

16) M. Schweitzer, et a, “ Soft-Tissue vessels and cellular preserva-
tionin Tyrannosaurus rex,” Science 207: 2005, pages 1952-1955.

17) B. Thomas, “Continents should have eroded long ago,” http://
www.icr.org/article/continents-should-have-eroded-long.

18) W. W. Hay, et d, “Masg/age distribution and composition of
sediments on the ocean floor and the global rate of sediment
subduction,” Journal of Geophysical Research, 93(B12): 1988; pages
14,933- 14,940.

19) S. A. Austin & D. R. Humphreys, “The sea’'s missing salt: a
dilemma for evolutionists,” Proceedings of the Second International
Conference on Creationism, vol. I, Creation Science Fellowship
(1991), Pittsburgh, PA, pages 17-33.

20) D. R. Humphreys, “The Earth’s magnetic field is till losing
energy,” Creation Research Society Quarterly, 39: 2002, pages 3-13.

21) Wikipedia, “Deepwater Horizon oil spill,” http://en.wikipedia.
org/wiki/Deepwater_Horizon_oil_spill.
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the earth,” http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/aid/v2/nl/Jesus-
and- the-age-of-earth.
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HE N HAM

Guest Editorial

A Young Earth —
It’s Not Thelssuel

(Editor’ snote: Ken Hamisthefounder and director of aCreation
ministry called Answers in Genesis which is located in Peters-
burg, KY, just across the Ohio River from Cincinnati. Ken isa
native of Australiaand began his career there as a public school
science teacher. In 1979 he decided to give up his academic
career and form aministry called the Creation Science Founda
tion. In 1987 he and hiswife, Mally, moved to southern Califor-
nia where he joined the staff of the Institute for Creation Res-
earch. In 1994 Ken decided to establish his own ministry. He
moved his family to the Cincinnati, Ohio area because almost
two-thirds of America’s population lives within 650 miles, and
since a future Creation Museum was planned, this strategic
location was very important in determining where to be situated.
In 2007 the ministry opened the Creation Museum that has since
attracted worldwide attention. The ministry’s award-winning
website can befound at www.answersingenesis.org. Thisarticle
is reprinted with the permission of AiG.)

Time and time again | have found that in both Christian and
secular worlds, those of uswho areinvolved in the creation
movement are characterized as“ young-Earthers.” The supposed
battle-line is thus drawn between the “old-Earthers’ (this group
consistsof anti-God evol utionistsaswell asmany “ conservative’
Christians) who appeal to what they call “science,” versus the
“young-Earthers,” who are said to beignoring the overwhelming
supposed “scientific” evidence for an old Earth.

| want to make it VERY clear that we don’t want to be
known primarily as “young-Earth cregtionists.” AiG’s main
thrustisNOT “young-Earth” assuch; our emphasisison Biblical
authority. Believing in arelatively “young-Earth” (i.e., only a
few thousands of years old, which we accept) is a consequence
of accepting the authority of the Word of God as an infalible
revelation from our omniscient Creator.

Recently, one of our associates sat down with a highly
respected world-class Hebrew scholar and asked him this
question: “If you started with the Bible alone, without consider-
ing any outside influences whatsoever, could you ever come up

with millions or billions of years of history for the Earth and
universe?’ The answer from this scholar? “ Absolutely not!”

Let’'s be honest. Take out your Bible and look through it.
You can't find any hint at all for millions or billions of years.

For those of you who have kept up with our lectures and our
articlesin Answers magazine, you will have heard or read quotes
frommany well-known and respected Christian|leadersadmitting
that if you take Genesis in a straight-forward way, it clearly
teaches six ordinary days of Creation. However, the reason they
don’'t believe God created in six literal daysis because they are
convinced from so-called “science” that the world is billions of
years old. In other words, they are admitting that they start
outside the Bible to re-interpret the Words of Scripture.

TheLabel | Prefer

When someone says to me, “Oh, so you're one of those
fundamentalist, young-Earth creationists,” | reply, “ Actualy, I’'m
a revelationist, no-death-before-Adam redemptionist!” (which
means I’ m ayoung-Earth creationist!).

Here' swhat | mean by this: | understand that the Bibleisa
revelation from our infinite Creator, and it is self-authenticating
and self-attesting. | must interpret Scripture with Scripture, not
impose ideas from the outside! When | take the plain words of
the Bible, it isobviousthere was no death, bloodshed, disease or
suffering of humans or animals before sin. God instituted death
and bloodshed because of sin — this is foundational to the
Gospel. Therefore, one cannot allow afossil record of millions
of years of death, bloodshed, disease and suffering before sin
(which is why the fossil record makes much more sense as the
graveyard of the flood of Noah's day).

Also, theword for “day” in the context of Genesis can only
mean an ordinary day for each of the six days of Creation.

Thus, as a “revelationist,” | let God's Word speak to me,
with the words having meaning according to the context of the
language they were written in. Once | accept the plain words of
Scripture in context, the fact of ordinary days, no death before
sin, the Bible's genealogies, etc., al make it clear that | cannot
accept millionsor billions of yearsof history. Therefore, | would
concludethere must be something wrong with man’ sideas about
the age of the universe.
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AFTER EDEN by Dan Lietha

THIS MORMING I'LL BE READING
Eu THE CEEATION STORY FROM
& - THE BOOK OF GENESIS, AND
o THEM REFUTE IT WITH THE
By LATEST FINDINGS FROM

SECLILAR SCIENCE, AND
THEN BACK THAT UP BY

QLIOTING THEOLOGIANS
THAT DON'T BELIEVE THE

BIBLE ANYWAY ..
248

g

[

You'll probably never hear a preacher
say this is what he’s going to do, but...

Fallible Dating M ethods

And the fact is, every single dating method (outside of
Scripture) is based on fallible assumptions. There are literally
hundreds of dating tools. However, whatever dating method one
uses, assumptions must be made about the past. Not one dating
method man devisesis absolute! Even though 90% of all dating
methods give dates far younger than evolutionists require, none
of these can be used in an absolute sense either.

Question: Why would any Christian want to take man’'s
fallible dating methods and use them to impose an idea on the
infallible Word of God? Christians who accept billions of years
are in essence saying that man's word is infallible, but God’s
Word isfallible!

This is the crux of the issue. When Christians have agreed
with theworld that they can accept man’ sfallible dating methods
tointerpret God’ sWord, they have agreed with theworld that the
Bible can't be trusted. They have essentialy sent out the
message that man, by himself, independent of revelation, can
determine truth and impose this on God's Word. Once this
“door” has been opened regarding Genesis, ultimately it can
happen with the rest of the Bible.

You seeg, if Christian leaders have told the next generation
that one can accept the world’ s teachings in geology, biology,
astronomy, etc., and use these to re-interpret God's Word, then
the door has been opened for this to happen in every area,
including morality.

Yes, one can be a conservative Christian and preach
authoritatively from God’ sWord from Genesis 12 onwards. But
once you have told people to accept man’s dating methods, and
thusthey should not take thefirst chapters of Genesisasthey are
written, you have effectively undermined the Bible' s authority!
This attitude is destroying the church in America.

So, the issue is not “young-Earth” versus “old-Earth,” but
this: Can falible, sinful man be in authority over the Word of
God?

ThePride of Man

A “young-Earth” view admittedly receivesthe scoffing from
amgjority of the scientists. But Paul warned usin 1 Corinthians
8:2 (KJV), “And if any man think that he knoweth any thing, he
knoweth nothing yet as he ought to know.” Compared to what
God knows, we know “next door to nothing!” This is why we
should be so careful to let God speak to us through His Word,
and not try to impose our ideas on God's Word.

It's also interesting to note that this verse is found in the
same passage where Paul warns that “knowledge puffeth up.”
Academic pride is found throughout our culture. Therefore,
many Christian leaders would rather believe the world’ sfallible
academics, than the simple clear words of the Bible.

A Challenge

At Answersin Genesis, we believe this message needsto be
proclaimed to the Church as a challenge to return to biblical
authority, and thus stand tall in the world for the accuracy of
God's Word. Ultimately, this is the only way we are going to
reach the world with the truth of the Gospel message.

Let's start the year by putting more and more pressure on
our Christian leaders to take a long, hard look at how they are
approaching the question of the authority of the Bible! Please
help us fulfill our mission statement: to bring about reformation

in the Church! ==

LET THERE BE TRUTH g SEE NO
JE : 2 CREATION!
SPEAK
“NO
CREATOR!
\

“Thewrath of God isrevealed from heaven against all ungodliness
and unrighteousness of men, who suppress the truth in
unrighteousness, becausethat which isknown about God isevident
within them; for God made it evident to them. For since the
creation of theworld Hisinvisibleattributes, Hiseter nal power and
divine nature, have been clearly seen, being under stood through
what has been made, so that they are without excuse.” — Romans
1:18-20
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Guest Editozial

TheKey tothe
Age of the Earth

Dr. Terry Mortenson

(Editor’ snote: Dr. Mortenson hasa
Ph.D. in the history of geology
from the University of Coventry in
England. He also has an M.Div.
| degree from Trinity Evangelical
Divinity School in Chicago. From
1975 to 2001 he worked with Cam-
pus Crusade for Christ. In 2001 he
became a researcher, lecturer, and
writer for Answers in Genesis. He and his wife, Margie, have
eight children and three grandchildren. This article is reprinted
with the permission of AiG.)

Either the rock record is the evidence of millions of years, or
it islargely the evidence of Noah's Flood. It can’t be both. |
have noticed a strange phenomenon in books written by Chris-
tians who say they believe the Bible but who attempt to squeeze
millions of years of Earth history into or before the six days of
creation described in Genesis 1. Most of these Christiansignore
the account of Noah’ s Flood in Genesis 6-9 and itsimplications
for understanding the geological history of the Earth.

Missing the Disconnection

| clearly remember separate conversations | recently had
with two of my former seminary professors. Both men arejustly
respected for their thorough scholarship and their commitment to
the inerrant Word of God. Both believe that Noah's Flood was
global, but both al so accept theidea of billions of years of Earth
history because geologists have supposedly proven it from the
rock record.

Like so many conservative Bible scholars, they have only a
superficial understanding of geology and of the biblical and
scientific evidencefor a6,000-year-old creation. They had never
thought through the implications of Noah’ s Flood on their belief
in billions of years. So, why isthe Flood so crucial to the ques-
tion of the age of the Earth?

A New Belief

We need to realize that for the first 1,800 years of church
history virtually all Christians believed that Noah' s Flood was a
global catastrophe. It was not until the early nineteenth century
that Christians began to abandon this belief, as deistic and
atheistic geologists devel oped new hypotheses of Earth history
involving millions of years.

As they looked at the thousands of feet of rock layers and
fossils worldwide, many early geologists, both Christian and
non-Christian, simply assumed that the Flood could not have
produced them. Based on this and other anti-biblical assump-
tions, they invented theories that those rock layers and fossils
had formed |ong before man cameinto existence. They proposed
two groups of theories. Some said the rocks were formed by a
succession of regional or global catastrophic floods separated by

Millions of years of erosion by the Colorado River was once the
standard explanation for theformation of theGrand Canyon. Even
someevolutionary geologistsr g ect that view today, attributing the
Canyon’sformation to many catastr ophic floods. But their world-
view can’t accept thesingleglobal Flood of Noah'sday and itsafter
effects.

long ages of time (a view known as “catastrophism”). Others
said the rocks were formed by slow, gradua processes of
sedimentation and erosion (a view known as “uniformitarian-
ism”).

These old-Earth geologists didn’'t do any experiments to
show whether the Flood waters could have produced these rock
layers. And because they didn’t pay careful attention to Scrip-
ture, they had inaccurate views of the duration, violence, and
complex nature of the Flood. Oneresult of their theorieswasthat
people began to believe that Noah' s Flood didn’t happen, or that
it wasn't global, or that it left no surviving geological evidence.

The Evidence

But think about it. A global, year-long, catastrophic Flood
did happen at the time of Noah. We can say thiswith confidence
because of the clear authority of the historical record in Genesis.
We can also confidently assert that such a catastrophe would
have left a massive amount of geological evidence, more than
any event before or since.

It would have produced vast sedimentary deposits, burying
billions of land, air, and sea creatures along with much of the
vegetation. And it would have done so on theentire planet. Then,
asthe watersreceded with great power from the continents, they
would have eroded many of the sediments laid down in the first
half of the Flood and redeposited them elsewhere.

Our minds are boggled when we try to imagine the geol ogi-
cal devastation. The worst floods since then are like a Sunday
school picnic on a sunny day compared to Noah's Flood. The
geological featuresof the Earth today are exactly what we should
expect to result from such a complex, destructive event. To say
that Noah's Flood left no geological evidence or that it was all
erased by therel atively miniscul e processes of geol ogical change
since this unique event is an absurdity of the highest order.

The Choice

So, either the rock record is the evidence of millions of
years, or it is largely the evidence of Noah's Flood. It can't be
both. If we believe what the geological establishment says —
that the Earth is billions of years old and shows no sign of a
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worldwide Flood — then that belief contradicts our belief in
Noah's Flood. If we accept God's inspired, inerrant testimony
regarding the Flood, we cannot logically believe in millions of
years. Noah's Flood truly washes away millions of years.

Whileresearching theearly nineteenth century developments
in geology, | often wanted to pound the tablein protest as| read
the writings of the old-Earth geologists and saw how they
ignored the biblical text (especially on the Flood) but declared
authoritatively that their theories did not conflict with the Bible.
At other times, | amost wept with tears of joy as | read the
biblically sound, geologically informed, and compelling argu-
ments of a handful of Christians, known as the “Scriptural
geologists,” who back then were refuting these old-Earth myths.
Sadly, most of the church followed the secular thinking of
old-Earth geologists and ignored or superficially dismissed the
arguments of the Scriptural geologists.

The debate about the age of the Earth is ultimately a
question of whose word we are going to trust: the all-knowing,
truthful Creator who has given us His inerrant book (the Bible)
or finite, sinful creatures who give us their books that contain
errorsand thereforearefrequently revised. If you firmly trust and
carefully read the Bible and become informed on creationist
interpretations of the geological record, you can easily see how
the rocks of the Earth powerfully confirm the Bible' s teaching,
both about Noah's Flood and a young Earth. ==

The* Scientific” Ageof theEarth

ientistsclaimthe Earthis9to 20 billion yearsold. Wheredo
hey get that calculation?

Edwin Hubble (1889-
1953), an American as-
tronomer for whom the
Hubble space telescope is
named, was the one who
came up with the theoreti-
cal mathematical formula
for measuring timeback to
theinitial “Big Bang.” His
calculations originally es-
timated about 18 to 20
billion years as the age of
the universe.

Then, a few years
ago, some other scientists
decided Hubble had made

a grievous misteke and Eqyin Hubble appeared on the cover
was 50% off in his calcu- of Time magazinein February 1948.
lations. Thus, the age of

the universe was cut in half (from 18 to 20 billion yearsto 9 to
10 hillion years) by the stroke of a pen!

Some scientists still hold to the 20 billion year figure. They
realize that even 20 billion yearsis statistically not long enough
to evolve the universe and all the diversity it contains.

The above article was taken from Jobe Martin’s book, The
Evolution of a Creationist, page 232.

The Mystery of Red Sirius

Dr. Paul D. Ackerman

(Editor’ snote: Thisisan excerpt from Dr. Ackerman’sbook, It's
a Young World After All which was published by Baker Book
House in 1986. It recently appeared on the Internet in the form
below as a daily devotional produced by Creation Moments at
www.creationmoments.com. It is used with their permission.)

“[It is God] Who commands the sun not to shine, and
sets a seal upon the stars; who alone stretches out the
heavens, and tramples down the waves of the sea.” —
Job 9:7-8

ace is full of mysteries. Those who think that the universe
s millions or billions of years old have more mysteries to
solve than Bible-believing Christians do.

One of these is the mystery of a star named Sirius B. This
mystery is so great for evolutionists that it was one of the main
topics of discussion at a scientific symposium at L ouisiana State
University in 1978.

NASA photograph of Sirius B made by
the Hubble space telescope.

Records of Egyptian astronomers dating back to 2,000 BC
describe Sirius B as a red star. The Roman senator Cicero,
writing in 50 BC, aso said Sirius B was red. And Seneca
described Sirius as being redder than Mars. In 150 AD, Ptolemy,
one of the most famous astronomers in history, listed Sirius as
one of the six red stars.

There is no question that Sirius was red. Today, SiriusB is
a white dwarf star. That's a problem because according to
modern evolutionary astronomy, it should take at least 100,000
years for ared giant star to collapse into awhite dwarf star.

The mystery of how the red giant Sirius became a white
dwarf in less than 2,000 years was, and still is, the topic of hot
debate. Sirius B callsinto question the most basi ¢ theories about
the supposed evolution of the universe. Obviously, those evo-
lutionary ages are not nearly so well “proven” as evolutionists
would like us to believe!

Prayer: | thank you, Lord, that even asthe starsglorify You,
they witness to the truth about the history of the universe as
revealed in Scripture. Help me, too, to be a witness for You and
Your forgiving love for humankind in Christ Jesus. Amen. ==
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Guest Editozial

Has Evolution Been
Proved?

David Cloud

(Editor’ s note: The article below is
drawn from two articles by David
Cloudwhoisthefounder and direc-
tor of the Fundamental Baptist In-
formation Service located in Port
Huron, Michigan. Cloud is a re-
nowned researcher who haswritten
extensively on the issues of Evolu-
tion and Creation. His website can
be found at www.wayoflife.org. | |
have added commentsthat areindi-
cated in brackets.)

H igh Schools, colleges, and uni-
versities typically teach only
one theory of origins, that being evolution, and the students are
not presented with a creationist or even an Intelligent Design
viewpoint. In fact, they are often given the idea that no true
scientist today is a creationist.

David Cloud

Arrogant Scientists

Whenthe National Academy of
Sciences in America published an
educational tool in 1998 entitled
“Teaching about Evolution and the
Nature of Science,” they posed this
question, “Don’t many scientists
reject evolution?’ The answer was,
“No; the scientific consensus con-
cerning evolution is overwhelm-
ing.”

Richard Dawkins

Richard Dawkins, abrash athe-
ist and anti-creationist, saysin his book, The Greatest Show on
Earth (2009):

Evolution is a fact. Beyond reasonable doubt, beyond
seriousdoubt, beyond sane, informed, intelligent doubt,
beyond doubt evolutionisafact . . . and [my] book will
demonstrateit. No reputabl e scientist disputesit, and no
unbiased reader will close the book doubting it.

According to Dawkins, if you reject evol ution, you areunin-
telligent and your sanity should be questioned, and he proclaims
that no reputable scientist disputesit.

Scientists of Faith

In fact, modern science was invented by men who believed
in divine creation. In his book, Refuting Evolution (2008),
Jonathan Sarfati, who has a Ph.D. in physical chemistry from
Victoria University in Wellington, New Zealand, says:

It isfallaciousto claim, as many evolutionists do, that
believing in miracles means that |aboratory science
would beimpossible. In fact, most branches of modern

science were founded by believers in the Bible's
account of creation.

Consider some examples:

Physics — Newton, Faraday, Maxwell, Kelvin, Joule
Chemistry — Boyle, Dalton, Ramsay

Biology — Ray, Linnaeus, Mendel, Pasteur, Virchow, Agassiz
Geology — Steno, Woodward, Brewster, Buckland, Cuvier
Astronomy — Copernicus, Galileo, Kepler, Herschel, Maunder
Mathematics — Pascal, Leibniz, Euler

In 1979, Science Digest reported that “ Scientistswho utterly
reject Evolution may be one of our fastest-growing controversial
minorities,” and stated that, “Many of the scientists supporting
this position hold impressive credentials in science.” (Larry
Hatfield, “Educators Against Darwin,” Science Digest Special,
Winter 1979, pp. 94-96).

Of course, evenif NO scientist disputed evolution, this does
not mean it is correct. The Bible says, “Let God be true, but
every man aliar” (Romans 3:4); and Jesus said, “| thank thee, O
Father, Lord of heaven and earth, because thou hast hid these
things from the wise and prudent, and hast revealed them unto
babes’ (Matthew 11:25).

But thefact isthat thousands of men and women with higher
degreesreject Evolution and believe the Bible.

The Creation Research Soci ety membership consistsof more
than 600 men and women who hold advanced degreesin science
and are committed to Biblical Creationism (www.creationre
search.org).

[Likewise, thelnstitutefor Creation Research hasamember-
ship of hundreds of scientists who reject Evolution and believe
in ayoung earth (www.icr.org).]

The membership of the Korea Association of Creation Re-
search includes 450 scientists, 150 of them with Ph.D.s in the
sciences. The President of this organization, Young-Gil Kim,
Ph.D. in Materials Science, iswith the Korea Advanced I nstitute
of Science and Technology and istheinventor of variousimpor-
tant high-tech aloys.

Secular Scientists

Critics of the Theory of Evolution can a so be found among
scientistswho do not endorse supernatural creation. | have many
booksin my library by such scientists questioning and outright
debunking the mgjor principles of evolution. Consider the
examples below:

I.L.Cohen: “...every singlecon- S ae e KEs
cept advanced by thetheory of evo- |
lution (and amended thereafter) is
imaginary and it isnot supported by
the scientifically established facts
of microbiology, fossils, and mathe-
matical probability concepts. Dar-
win was wrong . . . The theory of
evolution may betheworst mistake
made in science” (Darwin Was
Wrong: A Sudy in Probabilities,
1984, pp. 209, 210). Cohen is a |
mathematician and researcher and a
member of the New Y ork Academy
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of Sciences.

David Berlinski: “Thestructuresof
life are complex, and complex
structures get made in this, the
purely human world, only by apro-
cess of deliberate design. An act of
intelligence is required to bring
even a thimble into being; why
should the artifacts of life be differ-
ent?. .. For many years, biologists
have succeeded in keeping skepti-
cismon thecircumference of evolu-
tionary thought . . . But the burning
fringe of criticism is now contract-
ing, coming ever closer to the heart
of Darwin’s doctrine” (“The Deni-
able Darwin,” Commentary maga-
zine, June, 1996). Berlinski, is a
Ph.D. in philosophy from Princeton and has done post doctoral
work in mathematics and biology at Columbia University. He
has taught philosophy, mathematics, and English at Stanford,
Rutgers, the University of Paris, and elsewhere.

Michael Denton: “My fundamental problem with the theory [of
evolution] is that there are so many highly complicated organs,
systems and structures— from the nature of the lung of abird, to
the eyeof therock lobster — for which | cannot conceive of how
these things have come about in terms of agradual accumulation
of random changes. It strikes me as being a flagrant denial of
common sense to swallow that all these things were built up by
accumulative small random changes. Thisis simply anonsensi-
cal claim, especially for the great mgjority of cases, where
nobody can think of any credible explanation of how it came
about. And this is a very profound question which everybody
skirts, everybody brushes over, everybody tries to sweep under
the carpet” (“An interview with Michael Denton,” Access
Research Network, Vol. 15. No. 2, 1995). Denton, who has a
Ph.D. in biochemistry from King's College London, is Senior
Research Fellow in molecular biology at the University of Otago,
New Zealand.

Soren Lovtrup: “I believethat one day the Darwinian myth will
be ranked the greatest deceit in the history of science” (Darwin-
ism: The Refutation of a Myth, 1987). Lovtrup is a Swedish
biologist.

Richard Milton: “I am seriously concerned, on purely rational

grounds, that generations of school and university teachers have
been |ed to accept speculation as scientific theory and faulty data
as scientific fact; that this process has accumulated a mountain-
ous catalog of mingled fact and fiction that can no longer be
contained by the sparsely elegant theory [of evolution]; and that
it is high time that the theory was taken out of its ornate Victo-
rian glass cabinet and examined with afresh and skeptical eye”

(Shattering the Myths of Darwinism, 1992, p. 4). Milton is a
sciencejournalist and design engineer. He has been amember of
the Geologists' Association for over 30 years.

Michael Pitman: “Neither observation nor controlled experi-
ment has shown natural selection manipulating mutations so as
to produce a new gene, hormone, enzyme system or organ”
(Adamand Evolution, 1984, pp. 67, 68). Pitman was achemistry
professor at Cambridge University.

BIG BANG

Wolfgang Smith: “Thepoint, how-
ever, is that the doctrine of evolu-
tion has swept the world, not on the
strength of its scientific merits, but
precisely in its capacity as a Gnos-
tic myth. It affirms, in effect, that
living beings created themselves,
whichis, inessence, ametaphysical
clam. .. Thus, in the fina analy-
sis, evolutionismisin truth a meta-
physical doctrine decked out in
scientific garb” (Teilhardism and
the New Religion, 2009, p. 24).
Smith is a Ph.D. in mathematics
from Columbia University and has
been a mathematics professor at
MIT, UCLA, and Oregon State
University.

THEORY

In the Beginning There Was Nothing.....
Which Exploded

L ee Spetner: “Despite the insistence of evolutionists that evo-
lutionisafact, it isreally no more than an improbable story. No
one has ever shown that macroevolution can work. (“Lee
Spetner/Edward Max Dialogue,” 2001, The True Origin Ar-
chive). Spetner earned aPh.D. in physicsfrom MIT, and worked
with the Applied Physics Laboratory of the John Hopkins
University from 1951-70.

William Thompson: “Aswe know, there is a great divergence
of opinion among biologists, not only about the causes of
evolution but even about the actual process. This divergence
exists because the evidenceis unsatisfactory and does not permit
any certain conclusion. It is therefore right and proper to draw
the attention of the non-scientific public to the disagreements
about evolution. But some recent remarks of evolutionists show
that they think thisunreasonable. Thissituation, where scientific
men rally to the defence of a doctrine they are unable to define
scientifically, much less demonstrate with scientific rigour,
attempting to maintain its credit with the public by the suppres-
sion of criticism and the elimination of difficulties, is abnormal
and undesirable in science” (Introduction to The Origin of
Secies, 6th Edition, 1956, p. xxii). Thompson was an entomol o-
gist and Director of the Commonwealth Institute of Biological
Control, Ottawa, Canada.

Colin Patterson: “The explanation value of the evolutionary
hypothesis of common originisnil! Evolution not only conveys
no knowledge, it seems to convey anti-knowledge . . . Most of
you in this room will have to admit that in the last ten years we
have seen the basis of evolution go from fact to faith! It does
seem that the level of knowledge about evolution is remarkably
shallow. We know it ought not to be taught in high school, and
that’ sall weknow about it.” (Patterson wasthe senior paleontol-
ogist at the Museum of Natural History in London when he gave
thisaddressat the American Museum of Natural History in 1981,
cited from White and Comninellis, Darwin’s Demise, 2001, p.
47.)
Believing Scientists

| think it is also insightful to take a look at statements by
scientists who are Christians. [Two books in recent years have
highlighted their viewpoints. The first, published in 2001 and
edited by John F. Ashton, istitled In Sx Days: Why Fifty Sci-
entists Chose to Believe in Creation. The second, published in
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2004 and edited by Carl Wieland,
has a similar title: The Genesis
Files: Meet 22 Modern Day <ien-
tists Who Believe in a Sx-Day Re-
cent Creation.] Some excerptsfrom
these books and others are repro-
duced below.

Edwar d Boudreaux: “Thereis not
one single instance whereby all the
tests essentia to the establishment
of thescientific validity of evolution
have been satisfied. There are hy-
potheses, grandiose models, suppo-
sitions, and inferences, al of which
areformulated and reinforced withinthecollectiveand self-serv-
ing collaborations of the evolutionist gurus. However, none of
this amounts to true scientific evidence for evolution. It wasin
the 1970’ sthat, to my great surprise, bewilderment, and disgust,
| became enlightened to this. Up until that time | had not given
the evolution matter very much thought. On the contrary, |
presumed that researchers committed to the study of evolution
possessed the same integrity as that expected of any credible
scientist. .. Subsequently, the greatest embarrassment of all was
for me to find that THERE SIMPLY WAS NO VALID SCI-
ENCE WHATEVER, in any of these numerous publications
touting evolution.” (Boudreaux earned aPh.D. in chemistry from
Tulane University and served as a professor emeritus of chemis-
try at the University of New Orleans. Quoted from, In Sx Days,
pp. 205, 206.)

John Cimbala: “Over a period of a couple of years, it became
apparent to me that the theory of evolution has no legitimate
factual evidence.” (Cimbala holds a Ph.D. in aeronautics from
the Californialnstitute of Technology. Quoted from, In SxDays,
p. 201.)

Raymond Jones: “As| looked at the evidence— trying to be a
dispassionate scientist — | could not find the evidence for the
multitudes of intermediate formswhich should exist if evolution
was true.” (Jones has a Ph.D. in biology. Quoted from The
Genesis Files, 2004, edited by Carl Wieland, p. 28.)

Angela Meyer: “I have never seen any evidence for evolution.
All that | see around me in nature points to a divine designer.”
(Meyer earned aPh.D. in horticultura science from the Univer-
sity of Sydney. Cited from In Sx Days, p. 143.)

Colin Mitchell: “How secureistheideathat thereisan uninter-
rupted creative sequence from the big bang through the forma-
tion of the solar system, the solidification of the earth, the
spontaneous generation of life, and the evolution of plants,
animals, and humansto end in the world around ustoday? Isthis
schemeimpregnable? By no means. It hasfatal gapsandinconsis-
tencies.” (Mitchell’s Ph.D. is in desert terrain geography from
Cambridge University. Quoted from In Sx Days, pp. 318, 319.)

name.”

Gary Parker: “For three years, | used al the evolutionary
arguments| knew so well. For three years, | lost every scientific
argument. In dismay, | watched the myth of evolution evaporate
under thelight of scientific scrutiny, whilethe scientific casefor
Creation-Corruption-Catastrophe-Christ just got better and
better. It's no wonder that the ACLU fights by any means to
censor any scientific challenge to evolution!” (Parker’sPh.D. is

“Evolution is not adhered to on
scientific grounds at all. Rather, itis 55
clung to though flying in the face of
reason, with an incredible, fanatical,
and irrational religious fervor. It
loudly claims scientific support when,
in fact, it has none worthy of the of datathat is accumulating on life

in biology and geology from Ball
State University. Quoted from Per-
suaded by the Evidence, 2008, p.

Timothy Standish: “Progressingin
my studies, | slowly realized that
evolution survives as a paradigm
only as long as the evidence is
picked and chosen and the great poll

isignored. Asthe depth and breadth
of human knowledge increases, it
washes over us aflood of evidence
deep and wide, dl pointing to the
conclusion that life is the result of design.” (Standish holds a
Ph.D. in biology and public policy from George Mason Univer-
sity. Quoted from In Sx Days, p. 117.)

Ker Thomson: “If the evolution or creationism discussion were
decided by sensible appeal sto reason, evolution would long ago
have joined the great philosophical foolishnesses of the past,
with issues such as how many angels can dance on the head of
apin, or theflat-earth concept . . . Evolution is not adhered to on
scientific groundsat all. Rather, it isclung to though flyinginthe
face of reason, with an incredible, fanatical, and irrational
religiousfervor. It loudly claimsscientific support when, in fact,
it has none worthy of the name.” (Thomson has a D.Sc. in
geophysicsfrom the Colorado School of Mines. Heistheformer
director of the U.S. Air Force Terrestrial Sciences Laboratory.
Quoted from In Sx Days, p. 217.)

Jeremy Walter: “The principles and observations of true
science do not contradict aliteral interpretation of Genesis 1, but
in fact offer support for the creation of all thingsin six days!”
(Walter’ sPh.D. isinmechanical engineering from Pennsylvania
State University. Quoted from In Sx Days, pp. 21, 22.)

Keith Wanser: “I am firmly convinced that there is far more
scientific evidence supporting a recent, six-day creation and
global flood than thereis an old earth and evolution.” (Wanser,
has a Ph.D. in condensed matter physics from the University of
Cdlifornia, Irvine. Quoted from In Sx Days, pp. 103, 104.)

A.J. Monty White: “| became convinced that people believein
evolution becausethey chooseto do so. It hasnothing at all to do
with evidence. Evolution is not a fact, as so many bigots
maintain. There is not a shred of evidence for the evolution of
life on earth.” (White earned his Ph.D. in gas kinetics from the
University College of Wales. Quoted from In Sx Days, pp. 257,
259, 260, 263.)
A Challenge

In 1969 Dr. John Grebe, speaking to the Texas State School
Board, offered a $1,000 reward to anyone who could “provide
any first example of physically verifiable evidence (or even a
basic mathematical model) sufficient to elevate the hypothesis of
macroevolution up to the status of scientific theory.” The
challenge was offered to the top evolutionary scientists of that
day. Grebewasthedirector of nuclear and basic research at Dow
Chemical, Midland, Michigan. Onemanwho tried to collect was
atheist David Bradbury. He had been a brash defender of evo-
[ution for 20 years since hisuniversity days. Not only was he not
ableto find the evidence to defend evolution, Bradbury eventu-
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aly became a Bible-believing Christian and he re-offered
Grebe's challenge. On January 28, 2002, Bradbury wrote:

This $1,000 challenge remains open (and uncollected).
Until someone (teacher, board member or professor)
can cite even asingle example of empirically confirm-
able evidence that random shifts in gene frequency
acted upon by natural selection can (or does) cumula-
tively collect to produce macro-evolutionary change, it
would appear only reasonable to responsibly refrain
from introducing such conjecture as proper scientific
theory to students and to the public” (“Report on
Comments on Proposed Modificationsto Draft of Ohio
Science Academic Content Standards,” http://www.arn.
org/docs/ohio/ohioreport020402. htm, viewed April 5,
2010).

There is no evidence that a self-replicating cell could arise
from non-life. There is no evidence that mutations and natural
selection could account for the vast complexity of life. Thereis
no evidence that man did arise from or even could have arisen
from the animal kingdom. There is no evidence that gradualism
could have produced the global distribution of fossils.

In spite of the lack of evidence, multitudes have gone out
into eternity trusting that the Bibleiswrong and that evolutionis
true.

A Tragic Example of Misplaced Faith

Consider the sad case of Ar-
thur Keith. He was one of the
greatest anatomists of the 20th
century, but he was duped by the
Piltdown hoax. His book, The An-
tiquity of Man (1915), centered on
Piltdown, treating it asthe missing
link. In his autobiography Keith
described attending evangelistic
meetingsand being ontheverge of
converting to Christ, but he re-
jected the Gospel because he felt
that the Genesis account of cre-

ation had been proven to be a
Sir Arthur Keith myth.

Inreality, Keith gambled hiseternity on evolutionary myths.
In 1953, he was informed that the Piltdown fossils were a hoax,
but by then he was an old man steeped in humanistic rationalism
and a“ pronounced opponent of the Christian faith.” Asfar aswe
know, he went to his grave in that condition. He should have
looked at the evidence for the Bible much more carefully and
prayerfully. He should not have been so ready to believe what
Biblecriticsand evolutioniststaught. The stakewasfar too high,
and the same istrue today.

I, for one, refuse to stake eternity on unproven theories that
are constantly changing. | don’t careif theentire scientificworld
believes that evolution istrue. They must provide real evidence
to support their theory, and they have never done this.

An Example of Firm Faith

While many in the early 20th century turned away from the
Bible because of evolution’s popularity, many others were wise
and refused to follow such flimsy “science.” One of these was

John Mann, who was awarded the
M.B.E. (The Most Excellent Order
of the Empire Medal) by the Queen
of England for his work in solving
the cactus problem in Austraia
The cactus, which had been im-
ported into the country in 1839, was B
proliferating out of control and by
1914 had taken over 60 million
acres of primefarm and ranch land.
Mann discovered how to mass '
breed the Cactoblastic cactorum, a
caterpillar that isanatural enemy of
the cactus. In an interview in 1982,
he reminisced about the debate over
evolution in the 1920s and how he decided not to accept it.

*
John Mann

One man who influenced me was the Professor of
Anatomy at the University of Adelaide. He wrote the
Progress Prize Memoria Lecture, “The Ancestry of
Man.” He wrote about the discovery of an exceedingly
early fossil anthropoid in America. This fossil animal
was named Hesperopithecus. Not only wasit named but
its complete form, both male and female, were shown
as a whole page illustration in an English illustrated
weekly, as part of an article on “The Early Humanoid
in America,” by Professor Elliot Smith. But the anat-
omy professor pointed out the only evidence on which
this was based, consisted of a single water-worn molar
tooth, and that there were other learned authorities of
the day, such as Dr. Smith Woodward, who had sug-
gested that it was the tooth of a bear. When | read that
in1923, | thought to myself, “Well, evol utionary theory
appears to have been built upon 99% imagination and
1%fossils,” so | maintained that asa Christian | would
believein theBibleuntil somebody could come upwith
any definite proof that men had evolved from animals
... (*Famous Creation Scientists: Interview with John
Mann,” Answersin Genesis, October 1982).

While evolution is not backed up with solid evidence, the
Bibleis. Thereare*many infallible proofs’ that the Bibleiswhat
it claimsto be, the divinely inspired Word of God. ==

ORISR

s Great Book!

EVOLUTION

Jobe Martin’s book, The Evolution
of a Creationist, is one of the best
™ books in print about the origins of
| the universe and life. Dr. Martin
was a professor of dentistry. One
| day as he was teaching how teeth
evolved from fish scales, a couple
of hisstudentschallenged him. That
challenge led to his rejection of
evolution and acceptance of super-
natural creation asthebest explana-
tion of the natural universe.

The book is easy to read and isfull of many illustrations of
the impossibility of evolution. 287 pages, $15 plus the cost of
shipping. To order, call 972-736-3567.
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God Madethe Box

Nathan E. Jones

The guest you’' ve had on your TV show the past couple
weeksisnot onel can believe. Hehas God placed soin
abox that in hisfinitemind he can’t perceiveauniverse
older than 6,000 years. The reason | have a problem
with that is from the words of the Bible itself. Yes, |
know the Genesis account very well. I’ve got three
guestions. Care to comment? — Jamesin Florida

es’ email, along with aslew of other emails, came stream-
ng into the ministry last September after we aired our “ Christ
in Prophecy” television show's four-part series titled “Jobe
Martin on Creationism and Evolution.” Dr. Martin was aformer
dental professor and Evol utionist who having clearly seen God' s
eternal power and divine nature from what has been made came
to faith in Jesus Christ and put histrust in the Bible' s account of
the six days of Creation. Through Biblical Discipleship Minis-
tries, and their Nature Proclaims videos, he and hisfamily teach
all over the country that we can implicitly trust the Bible's ac-
count of the Creation.

Like Dr. Martin, I'm a believer in a young earth and so
would in some circles be called a“Y oung-Earther.” Our world-
view here at Lamb & Lion Ministries is based on the idea that
the earth and everything in the universe began a mere 6,000
years ago. It is not a wildly popular view — even among
Christians — nevertheless | believe it is a biblically supported
one.

| would respectfully disagree that taking the 6-day/24-hour
Genesis account to be narrow minded, or that a young earth
places God in abox whatsoever. So, for those who doubt that the
earth could be young, I’d be happy to comment on James' three
questions.
Three Questions

1) “When did Lucifer get thrown out of heaven? Y ou know he
had to be there before Eve chose to pick from the Tree of the
Knowledge of Good and Evil.”

Thisquestion is prompted by the Gap Theory. According to
that theory, after God created the heavens and the earth, Satan
rebelled and was cast down to earth. He made havoc of the
creation, causingit to descend into chaos. Then, millionsof years
later, God re-created the universe, and that re-creationiswhat is
recorded in Genesis chapter 1.

What this question is really getting at is, “When were the
angels created?’ The Bible does not tell us directly, but we are
told in Job 38:4-7 that they rejoiced when God created the
meaterial universe. So, they must have pre-dated the creation.

But that does not mean that Satan and athird of the angels
werecast from Heaven beforethe creation. Thereisnoindication
that Adam sinned the very next day after Eve was made, so there
was plenty of time after the creation — maybe even decades —
for Satan to lead arebellion in Heaven and be cast down to the
Garden.

2) “The dinosaurs are older than 6,000 years.”

Who knows for sure that the dinosaurs are older than 6,000

Nathan is the Web Minister for §
Lamb & Lion Ministries. Assuch, &
he maintains our website and Y
respondsto questionsabout Bible
prophecy and defends the funda-
mentals of thefaith.

Nathan is available for radio and [

Skypeinterviewsand for speaking B
engagements at churches and
conferences. Y ou can contact him
through our websiteat www.lamb
lion.com, or you can email him at

njones@Ilamblion.com.

years? Science requires observation in the scientific method to
draw that conclusion, and nobody today is 6,000 years old.

The dinosaur stumbling block many face is because our
modern mindset has been classifying dinosaurs as a separate
group of extinct lizards since the 1800's. In times before the
Theory of Evolution, they werejust included as part of thewhole
animal kingdom. That’ stheway the Bible sees dinosaurs, and so
it includes them in its description with the rest of the animals,
like the Behemoth and Leviathan in Job.

Certainly, many of our dragon legends that exist in all cul-
tures, developing inisolation from one another, show dinosaurs
may have still been roaming the Earth even up until the 1500's.
A few like the aguatic plesiosaur have been found even in the
Twentieth Century!

3) “Why did God tell Adam and Eve to ‘replenish’ the earth?
Does that mean it had been peopled beforehand?’

God in Genesis 1:28 commands mankind to be fruitful, and
in the old King James version to “replenish” the earth. In other
versions, Adam and Eve are told “to fill” the earth, because the
Hebrew word alm does not mean to replenish. Rather, that word
according to Strong’s simply means “to fill.” In fact, this very
sameword is used in Genesis 1:22 where the command is given
by God to “fill the waters of the seas.” Later versions of the
Bible have rendered the verb properly as “to fill.” Sadly, this
mistrangation of alm to “replenish” is the very source of all
these pre-Adamic theories today, like the Gap Theory that
proposes a gap of millions or billions of years between Genesis
land 2.

Have Faith

So, where do we get the 6,000 as the number of years since
the Creation? Dr. Martin explains that we get that amount by
calculating from the Bible's genealogical tables.

The Bible is God's Word teaching us what He wishes to
reveal to us. It's also the foundation for our faith in and under-
standing of our Savior. Anything outside of the Bible is wild
specul ation based on man’ sown imagination and limited view of
the universe. While there is much that God has yet to reveal to
us, we should not speculate beyond exactly what the Bible
teaches. The Bible gives us 6,000 years and so 6,000 years is
what | will believe. =
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Mortimer Adler —

Dr. Mortimer Adler (1902 - 2001) was born into a
Jewish family, became an agnostic, then converted
from evolutionist to a creationist and, eventualy, to
Christianity. He is considered by many leading intel-
lectuals to have been one of the greatest thinkers in
modern history. He wrote over 45 books and 200
articles. He served as chairman of the board of editors
of Encyclopedia Britannica for many years. His 54
volume Great Books of the Western World has sold
over aquarter of amillion copies since 1952.

Dr. Adler was an outspo- 8
ken opponent of Darwin- [ ¥
ismfor amost half acen-

tury. He eventually wrote two
books on the topic. In one, titled
What Man Has Made of Man, he
branded the Theory of Evolution a
“popular myth,” and argued persua
sively that it was not an established
fact. He concluded that evolution
“is an attempt to explain certain
facts in biology by proposing hy-
| pothesesthat are not propositionsto
be proved, but are merely imagina-
tive guesses about unobservable
processes or events.” He added that in his educated opinion,
evolution is nothing but “wild speculation.” (Source: “Jewish
Scientists Who Oppose Darwinism” by Jerry Bergman, www.
aig.org.)

Jack Kinsdla—

“Oneof thefirst rulesof legitimate scientific investigationisthat
one approaches an issue with an open mind, rather than begin-
ning with a conclusion and then working backward to find evi-
dence to support it. But when it comes to the Bible, that is the
first rule to be broken. Scientists and historians who even con-
sider the Bible are immediately and permanently derided as
‘religiously biased’ despite mounting evidence that all human
history began exactly as the Bible says that it did.” (Source:
“Calendars Pointing to Creation,” published in The Omega
Letter, www.omegal etter.com. Jack Kinsellaisaresearcher and
writer.)

Dr. Mortimer Adler

Michadel Johnson —

“| was painting on the South Rim of the Grand Canyon shortly
after moving to Arizonain 1983. | was there with afriend, Earl
Carpenter, who is well known for his Grand Canyon paintings.
At the time, | was indifferent to the idea of God, but certainly
marveled at the beauty and size of what Earl called‘ The Upside-
down Cathedral.’ | sat down to rest for a few minutes after
finishing asmall field sketch of the canyon, and | noticed avery
small and beautiful wild flower. That's when | heard a small
voiceinside of me say,  Someone madethis.’ It was seven years
later that | gave my lifeto Christ, and | have never forgotten that
voice.” (Source: Email message to Dr. Reagan dated September
1,2011. Michael Johnsonisaworld classlandscape painter who
lived and painted for many yearsin Santa Fe, New Mexico. He
and hiswife, Sharon, now liveon Whidbey |slandin Washington
State.)

FOOD

THOUGHT

Ernst Chain —

Dr. Ernst Chain (1906-1979) was born in Berlin,
Germany, where heobtained hisPh.D. inbiochemistry
and physiology. Since he was of Jewish heritage, he
decided to flee to England after Hitler cameto power.
He became a professor at Cambridge and then at
Oxford before moving to Rome to work for a health
institute. He returned to Britain in 1964 where he
finished out his career ashead of the biochemistry de-
partment at Imperial College London. In 1945 he was
awarded the Nobel Prize in Medicine for his work
with penicillin.

One of Chain’s life-long
professional concerns
was Darwinism. He stated that Dar-
win's Theory of Evolution was a
“very feebleattempt” to explainthe
origin of the species. Heargued that
its assumptions were so flimsy that
“it can hardly be called a theory.”
He concluded one of his essays on
the topic by stating that he “would
rather believein fairiesthanin such
wild speculation” as Darwinism. In
another essay he observed that
“God cannot be explained away by
such naive thoughts’ asthe Theory
of Evolution. (Source: “ Jewish Scientists Who Oppose Darwin-
ism” by Jerry Bergman, www. aig.org.)

Dr. Ernst Chain

Maimonides —

“Those who follow the law of Moses hold that the whole
Universe has been brought by God into existence out of non-
existence. Thistheory isundoubtedly afundamental principle of
the law of Moses; it is next in importance to the principle of
God' sunity.” (Mosesben-Maimonwholived from 1135t0 1204,
was aso known as Mamonides and as Rambam. He is con-
sidered to have been the preeminent medieval Jewish philoso-
pher and one of the greatest Torah scholars of al times. This
guoteisfrom hismonumental philosophical work titled Guide of
the Perplexed.)

Albert Mohler —

“Virtualy every form of theological liberalism arises from an
attempt to rescue Christian theology fromwhat is perceived to be
an intellectual embarrassment — whether the virgin conception
of Christ, the historicity of the miraclesrecorded inthe Bible, or
... theinerrancy of Scripture and the Bible's account of crea-
tion.” (Source: “ No Passfrom Theol ogical Responsibility — The
BioL ogos Conundrum,” www.albertmohler.com. Dr. Mohler is
the President of Southern Theological Seminary in Lousiville,
Kentucky.)

Duane Gish —

“Evolution requires an enormous faith in miracles — where
materialistic philosophy actually forbids them . . . Evolution
theory isan incredible faith.” (Source: The Fossils Still Say No,
pages 206-208, Dr. Gish has a Ph.D. in biochemistry from the
University of California, Berkeley.) ==
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Put Yourself in ThisPicturel

Lamb & Lion Holy Land Pilgrimage Group in November 2010

n November of 2011 Dr. Reagan completed his 44th trip to
Israel. He took a pilgrimage group consisting of 49 people
from all over the United States.

Dr. Reagan lovestaking groupsto I srael becauseit bringsthe
Biblealivefor theminanew and specia way. For example, after
having been to Isragl, a person will never again read the word,
Capernaum, without it jumping off the page and affecting them
emotionally, for they will have been there and seen it and per-
sonally experienced it. As one person put it so insightfully, “A
pilgrimage to the Holy Land converts the Bible from black and
white into technicolor!”

Every aspect of a Lamb & Lion Holy Land pilgrimage is
personally designed by Dr. Reagan, resulting in some unique
features. For example, the group always spends an entire day in
Tel Aviv visiting the ancient port of Jaffa, walking through the
Carmel Market, visiting aM essianic outreach center, and hearing
Dr. Reagan make a major presentation about Isragli history at
Independence Hall where the Declaration of Independence was
read by David Ben Gurion on May 14, 1948, fulfilling many
ancient propheciesabout I srael intheend times. In contrast, very
few groups led my other ministries ever spend any timein Tel
Aviv.

Other unique sites visited by Dr. Reagan’s groups include
Akko, the Crusader capital located near the border of Lebanon,
and the Mount Herzl Cemetery in Jerusalem.

The ministry’ s next pilgrimage is scheduled for May 5-16 of
2012. The group will spend two nights in Tel Aviv, two in
Tiberias (on the Sea of Galileg),and 6 nights in Jerusalem. To
secureadetailed brochure, call 972-736-3567. Thegroup will be
limited to the first 50 who register. ==

- _— ]
heSeaof Galilee.

aughter, Rach , n-t

Dr.Reaganwith hisd
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Celevision Update

New Media Minister

Dr. David R. Reagan

am delighted to announce that we have called Trey Collich to
be our new Media Minister. In that capacity, he will be in
charge of producing all our television and video programs.

Our previous Media Minister, Larry Watts, resigned to form
his own ministry called His Nature TV (www.hisnature.org).
Larry’ sministry will focuson producing video and TV programs
for kids. The programs will show young people how to defend
the fundamental s of the Christian faith.

Trey is the son
of our Director of
Finance, George
Callich. Trey has
literally grownupin
our ministry. In
2000 he and his
younger brother,
Preston, went with
me to Israel and
appeared with mein
a video production
caled “Israel in Bi-
ble Prophecy.” Asaresult of that experience, Trey becamevery
interested invideo production. Whilestill in high school, hewent
to work for an outstanding Christian video producer in Plano,
Texas, learning the craft of video productioninthe old-fashioned
way, by serving as an apprentice.

3
- . £ AHTE
Trey Collich in Israel in 2008.

Israel in 2000, from left to right: Don Gordoni, the ministry’s
Media Minister at that time; Trey Collich; Trey’'s dad, George;
Trey’s brother, Preston; Shai-Shalom Matter, our |sraeli guide;
and Ronnie Jones, one of the ministry’strustees.

Helearned well, and after he graduated from high school, he
went towork for Lamb & Lionasavideo editor and field camera
operator. He made several moretripsto Israel with me working
both as a member of a video crew and as a lone videographer,
shooting on-the-fly.

Trey got married in November. Hiswife, Joanna, isanurse.
They have made their homein Allen, Texas.

The video we produced in Israel in 2000, entitled “Israel in
Bible Prophecy,” isavailable for acost of $12. =

“Christ in Prophecy” Broadcast Schedule

National Networks

On cable networks throughout the nation.

Daystar Network
DirecTV Channel 369

DISH Channel 263

Zone Pacific Mountain Central Eastern
Day Wed. Wed. Wed. Wed.
Time 4:00pm 5:00pm 6:00pm 7:00pm

I nspiration Network
Available on cable networks
DirecTV Channel 364

DISH Channel 259

Zone Pacific Mountain Centrd Eastern
Day Sun. Sun. Sun. Sun.
Time 3:00pm 4:00pm 5:00pm 6:00pm
The Church Channel
DirecTV Channel 371
Zone Pacific Mountain Centrd Eastern
Day Sat. Sat. Sat. Sat.
Time 6:30pm 7:30pm 8:30pm 9:30pm

National Religious Broadcasters Networ k
DirecTV Channel 378

Zone Pacific Mountain Central Eastern
Day Sun. Sun. Sun. Sun.
Time 2:00pm 3:00pm 4:00pm 5:00pm
Golden Eagle Broadcasting Networ k
DirecTV Channel 363
Zone Pacific Mountain Centrd Eastern
Day Tues. Tues. Tues. Tues.
Time 4:00pm 5:00pm 6:00pm 7:00pm
Regional Networks
i “ChristinProphecy” isbroadcast throughout

VISIE N southern Louisiana on the Family Vision
Network at various times. See: www.kajn.
com/familyvision.

New M exico Family Stationsisanetwork
consisting of two stationsin Albuquerque.
Our program is broadcast on Thursday at
11:00pm and on Saturday at 3:00pm.
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Schedule —

Dr. Reagan is scheduled for surgery on
December 13th for thereplacement of hisleft
knee. Accordingly, he has been forced to
cancel al his speaking engagements for
January and February. Hisfirst appointment
for the new year isin March at the Wood-
land Hills Baptist Church in Longview,
Texas (2-4). Later that month he will be one
of several speakersat aprophecy conference
in Tulsa, Oklahoma sponsored by Phillip
Goodman Ministries (29-31). In April heis
scheduled to speak at Lakewood Christian
Church in McAlester, Oklahoma (15) and at
the Worldview Conference in Branson,
Missouri (27-29).

2012 Calendar —

We till have some copies left of our beautiful 2012 Holy Land
calendar which features sites in the Galilee that were important
in the life of Jesus. The calendar sells for $5 plus the cost of
mailing.

Volunteers —

We are very blessed to be assisted by a number of volunteers.
Several of these are people who assist our Web Minister, Nathan
Jones, with the Christ in Prophecy Facebook group. One of the
moderators of that group is Carmela Carson Croteau who lives
in East Branch, New Y ork.

Carmela’s father was a Navy-enlisted man who survived the
attack on Pearl Harbor in December of 1941. Today, she lives
with her parents and cares for them. She writes, “I have two
married children, a son in Florida, and a daughter in Italy, and
three granddaughters. My four-legged children consist of a cat
and three horses. | am very blessed to be part of the Lamb &
Lion Ministry, and | thank God every day for His provision in
my life. Without Him, | would not be who | am today.”

Noticel —

If you are not a Prophecy Partner, and you are receiving this
magazine by mail, thiswill the last copy you will receive unless
you renew your subscription. To renew, call usat 972-736-3567
between 8am and 5pm Central time, Monday thru Friday.
Prophecy Partners receive the magazine free of charge.

2012 Bible Conference —

Our annual Bible conference is scheduled to
be held this year during the last weekend in
June (June 29-30). The theme of the confer-
ence this year will be “Israel in the End
Times.” It will beginon Friday evening, June
29, with a concert by Ted Pearce, who is
considered to be the foremost Messianic
musician on the scene today. The speakers,
besides Dr. Reagan, will be Arnold Fruch-
tenbaum, Jeff Seif, Mark Hitchcock, Gary
Frazier, and Bill Koenig. Arnold Fruchten-
baum is the founder and director of Ariel
Ministriesin San Antonio, Texas. Jeff Seif is
a former spokesman for Zola Levitt Min-
istries. Mark Hitchcock is pastor of Faith
Bible Church in Edmond, Oklahoma. He is a prolific writer on
Bible prophecy. Gary Frazier is the founder and director of
Discovery Worldwide Ministries. He is a recognized expert on
the nation of Isragl, having visited the country more than 100
times. Bill Koenigisamember of the White House Press Corps.
He publishes a news report called “Koenig's Watch,” which is
a weekly summary of important Middle East and world news.
The conference will end on Satur-
day evening with a banquet featur-
ing Dr. Reagan as the speaker. The
conference site will be the Marriott
Hotel in Allen, Texas (a suburb of
Dallas). The conference is free of
charge except for the Saturday eve-
ning banquet which will cost $35 a §
person. Seating is limited, so regis-
tration is required. To register, call
972-736-3567.

Do 00N PRSE THE LD

Prophecy Partners—

Our Prophecy Partnersprovidethefinancia baseof our ministry.
They arealso our prayer partners. Wewould liketo inviteyou to
become one of our Partners by pledging to give $20 a month or
more for one year. Y ou will receive a special letter each month
from Dr. Reagan, together with a gift. The letter outlines our
financial and prayer needs and provides updates about our
outreach through television, theInternet, and publishing. Thegift
is usually a DVD copy of one of our TV programs. Prophecy
Partners are also eligible for discounts on purchases from the
ministry. To sign up as a Prophecy Partner, just call 972-736-
3567. =

:
Dr. Reagan with Prophecy Partner Billy Weyandt from
Burbank, California
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Dr. David R. Reagan and Nathan Jones
interview Caryl Matrisciana

hree interviews with Caryl Matris-
ciana, aworld-class expert on Hin-
duismwhowasbornandraisedin India.

In the first interview she defines the
characteristics of Hinduism and dis-
cusses how Hindu thought was popu-
larized in America. She also identifies
ways in which Hinduism has impacted
Western culture.

In the second interview she focuses on
Yoga and explains its dangers. She
points out that it is inseparable from
Hinduism, and that the idea of “Chris-
tian Yoga® is an oxymoron.

Inthefinal interview Caryl exposesthe
dangers of the Emergent Church Move-
ment. Inthe process of theseinterviews,
Caryl tells the remarkable story about
how she came to know Jesus as her
Lord and Savior. The running time of
this video album is 74 minutes.

ric Barger has developed a well-
eserved reputation as one of the
leading defenders of the Christian faith.

This album contains three interviews
with Eric. The first focuses on the
Emergent Church Movement, which
Eric identifies as one of the most apos-
tate and dangerous trends within Chris-
tendom today.

The second interview is concerned with
the importance of doctrine. Eric points
out that Christianity is quickly becom-
ing a“doctrineless’ religion where peo-
ple can believe whatever they please.

The third interview leads into a presen-
tation of Eric's amazing personal testi-
mony about how God delivered him
from being adrug-crazed rock musician
who was deeply involved in the occult.
The running time of the album is 74
minutes.

Three New Video Albums Are Ready For Distribution

ST

Ivin Price presents the entire book

of James in a dramatic enactment
that will touch your heart and uplift
your soul. Before reciting the book, he
presents a very clever, humorous, and
insightful introduction, telling what it
must have been like to be the brother of
Jesus.

Alvin is a gifted actor who has a deep
understanding of the message of the
book of James. He has performed this
dramatic presentation more than 100
times at churches, schools, and prisons.

Thisisagreat programfor both individ-
ua and group study. The five chapters
of James, plus the introduction, can be
used to present six teaching lessons
about a book that is full of practical,
down-to-earth instruction about Chris-
tian living. The running time of the

video is 30 minutes.
Ofk40]

Thealbumssall for $12 each, plusshipping. You can purchaseall threefor $30. To order, call 972-736-3567 between !_.L
8am and 5pm Central time, Monday through Friday.

[=]:
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