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David Berlinski, and Mi-

chael Denton have shown 

otherwise. 
Stephen Gould has claimed 

that “professionally trained scien-

tists ... understand the factual 

E 
volut ionis ts 

proclaim only 

the ignorant 

have doubts 

about evolution. How-

ever, some very intelli-

gent non-creationists like 

Richard Milton, David 

Stove, Norman Macbeth, 
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member of St. John’s Ev. Lutheran Church, 
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from the Wikipedia online encyclopedia. 
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basis of evolution and don’t dis-

pute it” and that “no biologist 

questions the importance of natu-

ral selection.” Furthermore, 

“evolution is a theory [and] a 

fact” and a fact is something 

“confirmed to such a degree that 

it would be perverse to withhold 

provisional assent.”1 Richard 

Dawkins has asserted that “if you 

meet somebody who claims not 

to believe in evolution, that per-

son is ignorant, stupid or in-

sane.”2 Gould and Dawkins have 
not always agreed on everything, 

but if you integrate their views 

you’ll find them claiming that to 

be doubtful of evolution is to be 

willingly misled about the truth 

of evolution. However, there are 

a number of non-creationists who 

have serious reservations about 

its truth. To really capture what 

they have to say it would be best 

to contrast their thoughts with 

those of evolutionists. 

The fossil record is suppos-

edly one of the most potent evi-

dences for evolution. The oldest, 

simplest organisms are on the 

very bottom of strata which are 

said to be billions of years old 

while the more complex animals 

exist in higher strata. It is diffi-

cult for evolutionists not to as-

sume that there is a process of 

progression from simple to com-

plex during those billions of 

years from then until now. 

Any dating method depends 

upon knowledge of several fac-

tors: the value of the process 

when it began, that the process 

has continued at a steady rate 

throughout the life of the process 

and nothing has interfered with 

that process to change the values 

of that process, and the rate at 

wh ich  t he  p roces s  has             

progressed. Richard Milton, a 

GouldGouldGouldGould    

   1. Stephen Gould, Hen’s Teeth and Horses 
Toes (New York: Norton, 1983), 254-
255; on the cover of John Ashton, In Six 
Days: Why Fifty Scientists Choose to 
Believe in Creation (Green Forest, AR: 
Master Books, 2000).   

 

2. Richard Dawkins, “Ignorance Is No Crime,” 
Free Inquiry Magazine 21:3 (Summer, 
2001), reproduced at the Council for 
Secular Humanism’s website http://
www.secularhumanism.org/library/fi/
dawkins_21_3.html (February 13, 2004), 
accessed December 15, 2011. 
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science journalist and member of 

MENSA and the Geologists’ As-

sociation, disputes the confidence 

in radiometric dating. One exam-

ple he cites will suffice to explain 

such doubt. Uranium decays into 

radiogenic lead which is distinc-

tive from the lead that is already 

in the rock, and the amount of 

decay into this lead is constant. 

At first glance this method might 

appear as a likely candidate for 

dating rock, but Melvin Cook 

(professor of metallurgy at Utah 

University and author of Prehis-

tory and Earth Models) has pos-

tulated a way by which common 

lead can be transmuted into a 

form which is indistinguishable 

from radiogenic lead: the capture 

of free neutrons which occurs in 

a process of fission in a uranium 

ore deposit. So the uranium-lead 

method fails the test of whether 

there are no outside agencies or 

processes that can interfere with 

our dating method. If we don’t 

account for this error in this dat-

ing method, we will be left with 

an extremely old date for our 

rocks. 

Evolutionists frequently assert 

that not only can evolution be 

revealed in the rocks but in eve-

ryday observable changes. Theis-

tic evolutionist and theologian 

Langdon Gilkey, who covered 

the 1981 creationist trial in Little 

Rock, Arkansas (in which the 

ACLU challenged Arkansas Act 

590 which required equal time 

for teaching creation-science and 

evolution-science) succumbed to 

this view. Evolutionist Francisco 

Ayala, a witness at the trial, pro-

fesses that in modern science a 

species is a population capable of 

interbreeding. These populations 

change over time, with the result 

that some of them can no longer 

breed with the others, and, in 

such a case, a new species devel-

ops. This type of species change 

is observable, he says. Then 

Gilkey invites anybody to come 

to his lab to view such a process. 

He comments: 
Those of us lay people who were 

listening realized that ‘observing 

evolution’ did not mean the unreal 

claim to have watched an early 

form of primate change into a 

hominid some three to four mil-

DawkinsDawkinsDawkinsDawkins    
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lion years ago [but] it meant ... 

observing and checking similar, if 

not identical, changes illustrating 

the same principle in a current 

laboratory situation; and it meant 

making predictions according to 

these same principles that could 

be checked in our own future ex-

perience.3 

Similarly, theistic evolutionist 

Kenneth Miller balks at protests 

that the only evolution we can 

see is microevolution and is will-

ing to assume that small changes 

will eventually add up to big 

ones. He suggests that if micro-

evolution can redesign one gene 

in fewer than two hundred gen-

erations in bacteria, for instance, 

there should be no principle of 

biochemistry or molecular biol-

ogy that would prevent it from 

redesigning dozens or hundreds 

of them over a few weeks or 

months to produce a new spe-

cies.4 

Milton, however, disputes this 

claim. There have been attempts 

to improve the sugar content in 

beets or the number of bristles on 

the fruit fly Drosophila, but in 

both cases there was a limit to 

variability. Milton quotes evolu-

tionist Ernst Mayr as saying: 

“Any drastic improvement under 

selection must seriously deplete 

the store of genetic variability 

[and] the most frequent corre-

lated response of one-sided selec-

tion is a drop in general fitness. 

This plagues virtually every 

breeding experiment.” Darwin 

knew of this limit and, because 

he could not account for the 

agent of change either, Milton 

says that “Darwinism had almost 

been consigned to the scientific 

scrap heap by the beginning of 

the twentieth century.” However, 

the rediscovery of Mendel’s ex-

periments in plant breeding and 

their combination with Hugo de 

Vries’ idea of mutations into a 

new synthetic theory changed 

everything. Mutation provided 

3. Langdon Gilkey, Creationism on Trial: 
Evolution and God at Little Rock (Minneapolis: 
Winston Press, 1985), 139-140. 
 
4.  Kenneth Miller, Finding Darwin’s God: A 
Scientist’s Search for Common Ground 
Between God and Evolution (New York, NY: 
Cliff St., 1999), 108. 

MillerMillerMillerMiller    
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the engine of evolution to leap 

beyond the bounds of genetic 

homeostasis with natural selec-

tion preserving the fittest ani-

mals, and evolutionists presumed 

that minor changes in animals 

(like changes in finch beak size) 

could be extrapolated into pro-

ducing larger ones (like changes 

from one-celled organisms into a 

vertebrate). 

After much debate in the first 

half of the twentieth century, a 

group of evolutionists including 

Ernst Mayr and Theodosius 

Dobzhansky defined a species to 

be a group of animals or plants 

which are able to interbreed and 

produce offspring and are repro-

ductively isolated from other 

groups. That definition was un-

workable in some instances be-

cause many plants do not repro-

duce sexually and some groups 

of animals cannot interbreed even 

though they are genetically iden-

tical. Aware of the problems with 

this definition, Mayr and 

Dobzhansky redefined it loosely 

as groups of populations which 

actually or potentially interbreed 

and are reproductively isolated 

from other groups. 

That this revision is crucial to 

Darwinist trickiness, Milton 

shows with a perfect example. 

Researchers have studied 

changes in finches on the Galapa-

gos Islands where Darwin made 

his voyage, and they have noticed 

that sometimes different finches 

mated and sometimes they did 

not. In cases where different 

finches bred, it was described as 

“hybridization” which is the mat-

ing of animals of different spe-

cies. However, if we adopt the 

first definition of species (a 

group of animals or plants that 

are able to interbreed and pro-

duce offspring and are reproduc-

tively isolated from other 

groups), we could conclude that 

these finches were different 

members of the same species and 

that no speciation had indeed oc-

curred. Evolutionists have since 

abandoned breeding as a test for 

membership in a species, and 

when they find variation they 

describe it as an instance of evo-

MendelMendelMendelMendel    
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lution producing new species 

rather than change within a spe-

cies.5 What Ayala seems to sug-

gest is that any change is evi-

dence for evolution even if no 

test has been made to determine 

whether there are any limits to 

change or whether some variants 

can breed and are still members 

of the same species. 

Nor is Milton a lone non-

creationist voice on this. As early 

as 1971, Norman Macbeth cast 

stones at the whole idea. Macbeth 

stated that Darwin recognized the 

limits to variability as early as 

1844, but extrapolated small 

changes into larger ones when 

arguing that “Slow though the 

process of selection may be, if 

feeble man can do so much by 

his powers of artificial selection, 

I can see no limit to the amount 

of change ... which may be ef-

fected in the long course of time 

by nature’s power of selection.” 

Macbeth points out that extrapo-

lation is a dangerous game worth 

indulging in only if you have rea-

sons to pursue it, and that Dar-

win’s extrapolation appears to be 

unjustified. Macbeth cites Ger-

man biologist Bernhard Rensch, 

author of Evolution Above the 

Species Level, as saying that he 

did not have any examples of 

macroevolution — although he 

asserted that macro changes 

should not be regarded as impos-

sible. Such changes over time 

require many intermediate forms 

and Darwin assumed that over 

time they would be found, but 

over time they were not. This 

lack of evidence pushed Richard 

Goldschmidt to propose the idea 

of the “hopeful monster” in 

which genetic changes happened 

rather quickly so that transition-

als were not needed.6 This miss-

ing evidence even led Steven 

Stanley in 1981 to propose a 

“new evolutionary timetable” in 

which animals evolved rapidly 

5. Richard Milton, Shattering the Myths of 
Darwinism (Rochester, VT: Park Street 
Press, 1997), chapters 12-13.  
 
6. Norman Macbeth, Darwin Retried: An Ap-
peal to Reason (Boston, MA: Harvard Com-
mon Press, 1971), 29-33. 

DarwinDarwinDarwinDarwin    
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leaving few transitional. So the 

animals did evolve over time — 

just rapidly.7 

Michael Denton has also 

lobbed his own complaints. 

There are plenty of examples of 

rapid changes in species (e.g., the 

Hawaiian honeycreepers); but 

just because some change is   

possible it does not follow that 

unlimited change is possible. 

Denton compares complex ani-

mal systems to sentences and 

geological features. You may be 

able to convert one sentence into 

another by changing one letter at 

a time, but there may be a limit 

as to what sentences we can cre-

ate, and we may need sophisti-

cated design to create new ones. 

Likewise, wind or water may 

cause some changes in nature by 

processes such as erosion, but it 

would never create a portrait of a 

president such as those on Mount 

Rushmore.8 

Here is where Macbeth makes 

his biggest contribution by citing 

David Fischer who describes “the 

fallacy of the possible proof” as 

an attempt to demonstrate that a 

statement is true or false by es-

tablishing the possibility of it 

being true or false.9 This is ex-

actly how Darwinists today argue 

when they postulate that even 

though evolution may not be pos-

sible, with enough time the im-

possible becomes possible. Some 

evolutionists even go further than 

this and explain away the fine 

tuning of the universe as a result 

of chance operating in an unlim-

ited array of universes. Given 

enough universes, eventually one 

will arise that looks designed but 

is not actually designed. How-

ever, this is fallacious reasoning; 

the mere possibility of something 

happening does not mean that it 

did or that it can or will.10 

There is an unwarranted phi-

losophical assumption which 

leads Miller to ask for evidence 

that natural selection cannot go 

beyond mere antibacterial resis-

tance, rather than providing evi-

dence that it does. He assumes 

that only evolution’s doubters 

7. Steven Stanley, The New Evolutionary 
Timetable (New York, NY: Basic Books, 
1981). 
 

8. Michael Denton, Evolution: A Theory in 
Crisis (Chevy Chase, MD: Adler & Adler, 
1985), chapter 4. 
 
9. Macbeth, 32. 
 
10. For an example of this line of reasoning, I 
offer George Wald who has said: “Time is in 
fact the hero of the plot.... What we regard as 
impossible on the basis of human experience 
is meaningless here. Given so much time, the 
‘impossible’ becomes possible, the possible 
probable, and the probable virtually certain. 
One has only to wait; time itself performs the 
miracles” [quoted in Ken Ham, ed., The New 
Answers Book 3 (Green Forest, AR: Master 
Books, 2009), 156. In other words, although 
evolution is impossible, given enough time for 
it to happen, it is certain to happen (sic!) 



11 July-September, 2012 

must be the one who must pro-

duce evidence for their case be-

cause one must presuppose that 

natural processes are capable of 

generating life in all its complex-

ity. 

However, as the convert to 

theism Antony Flew has shown, 

there is good reason to start with 

the assumption that a mind or 

intelligence created the universe 

and life, and to demand that the 

evolutionists must be the ones to 

prove their case. Flew cites phi-

losopher Alvin Platinga who 

“introduced the idea that theism 

is a properly basic belief” which 

means “that belief in God is simi-

lar to belief in other basic truths, 

such as belief in other minds or 

perception (seeing a tree) or 

memory (belief in the past).” 

People take certain propositions 

as basic and others as derivative 

of those, and belief in God is one 

of those basic beliefs. Flew also 

cites Ralph McInerny who rea-

soned that it is natural to believe 

in God because of the orderliness 

of the universe, and concluded 

that the idea of a god is innate. 

So Platinga argued that theists 

did not bear the burden of proof, 

and McInerny argued that the 

burden of proof must fall on athe-

ists!11 

So in this case, since the idea 

that simple morphological 

changes can be extrapolated into 

larger ones is the whole “story” 

of evolution (a key tenet of athe-

ism), and atheism undermines 

belief in God, and belief in God 

is a basic belief innate in every 

human, then the burden of proof 

rests on Miller to show that the 

small changes in bacteria can be 

extrapolated into the larger ones. 

He must show this even though 

he is not specifically arguing for 

11. Antony Flew, There is a God: How the 
World’s Most Notorious Atheist Changed his 
Mind (New York, NY: HarperCollins, 2007), 
55-56. 
 
12. I say this because belief in a creator is 
innate, so we should presuppose a creator 
and ask for evidence that overturns our pre-
supposition (even if we do not presuppose 
the Christian God).  

PlatingaPlatingaPlatingaPlatinga    
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the truth of atheism.12 

Duane Gish has been notori-

ous for questioning whether or 

not the fossil record is evidence 

for evolution. Denton has, too. 

His chapter on that topic in his 

much-quoted Evolution: A The-

ory in Crisis begins with a com-

ment from Steven Stanley (the 

same one who postulated that 

there are gaps populated by punc-

tured equilibrium) that if our 

knowledge of biology were re-

stricted to those species presently 

on earth, we might wonder 

whether evolution would be noth-

ing but an outrageous hypothesis. 

Darwin met challenges to the 

veracity of the fossil record by 

arguing that the fossils which 

were missing in his day would 

eventually be found, yet Denton 

estimates that our discoveries 

have been so vast that 99.9% of 

all paleontological work has been 

carried out since 1860 (i.e., after 

the 1859 publication of Darwin’s 

famous On the Origins of the 

Species). Unfortunately for the 

evolutionist, discoveries have not 

yielded positive results. Denton 

concludes the chapter by noting 

that paleontology “does not pro-

vide convincing grounds for be-

lieving that the phenomenon of 

life conforms to a continuous 

pattern. The gaps have not been 

explained away.”13 

Since evolution is said to ex-

plain the existence of all biologi-

cal life, mankind must also be a 

product of evolution. That means 

that human social constructs such 

as religion, morality, violence, 

and altruistic acts must be ex-

plained using Darwinian proc-

esses. How, then, do we explain 

how mankind — which at one 

time was competitive to the point 

only the fittest survived — now 

has a moral and altruistic nature? 

Three methods have been pro-

posed to explain this, and David 

Stove has criticized them all. The 

“cave man” approach claims that 

GishGishGishGish    

12. I say this because belief in a creator is 
innate, so we should presuppose a creator 
and ask for evidence that overturns our 
presupposition (even if we do not presuppose 
the Christian God).  
 
13. Denton, chapter 8.  
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mankind was once ruthless in 

competing, but is no longer. 

Stove says that this is really not 

any explanation at all because 

Darwin’s theory of natural selec-

tion is a generalization about how 

life is, and if it is not true now, 

then it is not true. The “hard 

man” method claims that life is 

truly a competition among hu-

mans now even though every 

scrap of life proves otherwise. 

The “soft man” approach simply 

refuses to admit that there is any 

inconsistency. Neither of these is 

persuasive, and we must suppose 

that there is an internal contradic-

tion in evolutionary theory which 

cannot be reconciled.14 

Stove is not referring to a rea-

soning relic of the past. As re-

cently as 2009, Fred Edwords 

explained in The Humanist that 

the practice of ethnic cleansing 

confers genetic benefits on the 

victors by eliminating genetic 

competition, and that civilization 

is mankind’s “effort to repeal the 

law of the jungle” which is “a 

conspiracy of the weak against 

the strong for the benefit of all.” 

So, using the cave man approach, 

Edwords suggests that earlier in 

human history we practiced 

genocide which conferred bene-

fits on mankind, but now we are 

civilized which confers different 

benefits on mankind.15 Robert 

Wright, focusing on Bill Clin-

ton’s sexual improprieties, sug-

gests that men engage in sexual 

affairs which do not create off-

spring because they are saddled 

with primitive urges where more 

sex meant more offspring.16 In 

other words, pre-civilized man-

kind used to engage in genocide, 

14. David Stove, Darwinian Fairytales: Selfish 
Genes, Errors of Heredity, and Other Fables 
of Evolution (New York, NY: Encounter 
Books, 1995), essay #1. 
 
15. Fred Edwords, “Why Genocide?” The 
Humanist: A Magazine of Critical Inquiry and 
Social Concern (January/February 2009); also 
published at http://thehumanist.org/january-
february-2009/why-genocide, accessed 
December 15, 2011. 
 
16. Robert Wright, “Politics Made Me Do It,” 
Time (February 2, 1998); also published by 
CNN Pol i t ics,  h t tp: / /www.cnn.com/
ALLPOLITICS/1998/01/26/time/wright.html, 
accessed December 15, 2011. 

EdwordsEdwordsEdwordsEdwords    
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but not any longer, and rampant 

sexual activity used to foster 

more offspring, but not any 

longer — even though we some-

times may be saddled with those 

urges. We used to behave like 

cave men, but we don’t anymore. 

There is a certain philosophi-

cal mistake which has plagued 

historical ideas: puppetry theo-

ries. I’m not referring to anything 

having to do with Howdy Doody! 

What Stove means is the attribu-

tion of our behavior not to indi-

vidual choices but to forces be-

yond our control. Dawkins first 

dived headfirst into this philoso-

phy when he proposed that we 

were controlled by selfish genes, 

and now he has expanded his 

theory to memes, which Stove 

defines as “anything which can 

be transmitted by non-genetic 

means from one human being to 

another.”17 

S t ove  s ays  Dawkin s ’ 

“discovery” (if you can call it 

that) is one of the most 

“effortless” discoveries ever 

made. This is a mere philosophi-

cal pseudo-discovery, Stove says, 

which reveals Dawkins’ own ver-

sion of “the devil made me do 

it.”18 

David Berlinski suggests that 

questions of what evolution can 

accomplish multiply like party 

guests. Why, for instance, is the 

pitcher plant carnivorous but not 

the thorn bush? Why does the 

Pacific salmon require fresh wa-

ter to spawn but not the Chilean 

sea bass? Evolution cannot ex-

plain such things. George Wald’s 

response that various organisms 

try various things is unconvinc-

ing. 

Neither can evolution explain 

how life developed. Evolutionists 

frequently rely on explanations 

which invoke the very same in-

telligent programmer or creator 

which the theory of evolution 

was supposed to eliminate. Ber-

linski’s summary judgment sug-

gests that “unable to say what 

evolution has accomplished, bi-

ologists now find themselves un-

able to say whether evolution has 

accomplished it. This leaves evo-

lutionary theory in the doubly 

damned position of having com-

promised the concepts needed to 

make sense of life – complexity, 

adaptation, design – while simul-

taneously conceding that the the-

ory does little to explain them.”19 

Evolutionists have often as-

serted that they have a monopoly 

on all the clear thinking. This 

essay shows that often those who 

do not believe in evolution have 

better arguments, whether they 

are creationists or non-

creationists. LSI 

17. Stove, 188. 
 
18. Stove, essay #7. 
 
19. David Berlinski, “The Deniable Darwin,” 

Commentary (June 1996), 19-29. 
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T 
he legend goes that in 

the fifth inning of 

game 3 of the 1932 

World Series, Babe 

Ruth gestured to center field as if 

to tell all who were watching that 

he would hit the next pitch for a 

home run. The fact is that the 

Babe did hit a home run, and the 

alleged incident has become 

known in baseball lore as the 

“called shot.”1 Even in the year 

of Babe’s record 60 home runs, 

you’d go broke betting even 

money that the Bambino would 

hit one on any particular one of 

the 154 games that season. To 

predict one on a specific swing of 

the bat to a specific spot would 

be truly amazing. 

Jesus called his shot many 

times. Particularly in the Gospel 

According to John, Jesus gives 

specific indications of about what 

was going to happen before he 

did many of his miracles. In par-

ticular, he predicted his own res-

urrection.2 Only God has control 

over life and death. Only God 

could call his own shot regarding 

his own resurrection! 

In science there are similar 

feats. Albert Einstein’s General3 

and Special4 Theories of       

Creationists Creationists Creationists Creationists     

Call Call Call Call     

Their Shot … Their Shot … Their Shot … Their Shot … 

Again!Again!Again!Again!    

 
By Bruce Holmen, Ph.D.By Bruce Holmen, Ph.D.By Bruce Holmen, Ph.D.By Bruce Holmen, Ph.D. 

Dr. Bruce Holman is the executive    
director of the Lutheran Science Institute. He 

is a member at St. Marcus in Milwaukee. 

1. L. Montville, The Big Bam: The Life and 
Times of Babe Ruth (Random House Digital, 
Inc., 2006). 
 
2. For example, cf. John 16:16-28. 
 

3. Albert Einstein, “The Foundation of the 
General Theory of Relativity,” Annalen der 
Physik 49 (1916), 769-822. 
 

4. Albert Einstein, “On the Electrodynamics of 
Moving Bodies,” Annalen der Physik 17 
(1905), 891-921. 
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Relativity predicted time dilation 

and space curvature, both of 

which have actually been ob-

served.5 Such confirmations are 

strong indications that the basic 

theory is actually true. Young 

earth creationists are particularly 

adept at shocking the materialis-

tic scientific community with 

expectations which turn out to be 

verified by observation. Steve 

Austin recognized the 1980 erup-

tion of Mt. St. Helens would 

quickly produce many geological 

formations previously thought to 

require millions of years of geo-

logic evolution. He rushed to the 

site and documented the rapid 

formation of a miniature Grand 

Canyon and Petrified Forest, 

among other features.6 

In 2000 and 2005, the RATE 

Group — named after Radioiso-

topes and the Age of The Earth 

— published a summary of an 

extensive study of radioactive 

phenomena which had relevance 

to the age of the earth.7 This team 

of eight young earth creationist 

researchers was committed to the 

idea that the earth is only thou-

sands of years old, not millions 

and billions. They held this con-

viction because of their firm be-

lief in the inerrancy of Scripture, 

and because of their own previ-

ous scientific research. The team 

members found more evidence of 

a young earth during their study, 

which they published in summary 

form in 2005.8 However, they did 

find clear evidence that a large 

amount of radioactive decay has 

in fact occurred in the earth. 

When they put their findings into 

a young earth paradigm involving 

a global flood, they concluded 

that the rate of radioactive decay 

had accelerated during both crea-

tion and the flood. Soon after 

they published their findings they 

were severely criticized9 because 

there was no experimental evi-

dence of changes to radioactive 

5. Edwin Taylor and John A. Wheeler, 
Spacetime Physics (W. H. Freeman & Co., 
1992). 
 
6. John Morris and Steven A. Austin, 
Footprints in the Ash: The Explosive Story of 
Mount St. Helens (Master Books, 2003). 
 
7. L. Vardiman, A. A. Snelling and E. F. 
Chaffin, eds., Radioisotopes and the Age of 
the Earth (Institute for Creation Research 
and Creation Research Society, 2000 [vol.1] 
and 2005 [vol. 2]). 
 
8. D. Russell Humphreys, “Evidence for a 
Young World,” Impact 384 (June, 2005), 
http://www.icr.org/article/1842. 
 
9. Greg Neyman, “RATE Research Comes 
up Empty,” Creation Science Rebuttals, Old 
Earth Ministries (November 2005), http://
www.oldearth.org/rate_nonsense.htm, 
accessed June 10, 2012. Randy Isaac, 
“Assessing the RATE Project,” Perspectives 
on Science &Christian Faith, American 
Scientific Affiliation (June, 2007), 143-146, 
http://www.asa3.org/ASA/education/origins/
rate-ri.htm, accessed June 10, 2012. 
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decay rates, or even a theoretical 

mechanism by which such a 

change might be possible. 

The RATE scientists — along 

with all Bible believing Chris-

tians — recognized that God is 

not limited by physical processes, 

and that his creative activities 

during the creation week can 

only be classified as miracles not 

congruent with processes which 

we are able to examine today. 

However, the fact that they sug-

gested rates of radioactive decay 

accelerated during the flood in 

Noah’s day suggested that there 

was some mechanism by which a 

global acceleration might be ef-

fected. They were gesturing at 

the center field fence. 

Since that time, and quite 

separate from the RATE work, 

researchers at Purdue, Stanford, 

and at government research cen-

ters, have observed a number 

instances of radioactive decay 

rates which were not constant.10 

Moreover, they were able to cor-

relate the changes in the rate of 

decay to the rotation of the sun’s 

core. They suggested that the 

decay of radioactive nuclei is 

accelerated by neutrinos gener-

ated in the core of the sun. This 

suggestion has significant impli-

cations for both nuclear and solar 

physics. It also represents evi-

dence that there is a mechanism 

by which the radioactive decay 

rates throughout the whole world 

may be accelerated. It’s another 

shot called by young earth crea-

tionists. 

The apostle Thomas declared 

“Unless I see the nail marks in 

his hands and put my finger 

where the nails were, and put my 

10. P. A. Sturrock, et. al., “Power Spectrum 
Analysis of Physikalische-Technische Bunde-
sanstalt Decay-Rate Data: Evidence for Solar 
Rotational Modulation,” Solar Physics 
(October13, 2010), 1-16. E. Fischbach, et. 
al., “Evidence for Solar Influences on Nuclear 
Decay Rates,” WSPC Proceedings (July 21, 
2010), 1-6. P. A. Sturrock et. al., “Further 
Evidence Suggestive of a Solar Influence on 
Nuclear Decay Rates,” Solar Physics (May 
17, 2011). E. Fischbach, et. al., “Evidence for 
Time-Varying Nuclear Decay Rates: Experi-
mental Results and Their Implications for 
New Physics” (June 7, 2011), http://arxiv.org/
abs/1106.1470v1, accessed June 10, 2012. 
J.H. Jenkins, et. al., “Analysis of Experiments 
Exhibiting Time-Varying Nuclear Decay 
Rates: Systematic Effects or New Phys-
ics?” (June 8, 2011), http://arxiv.org/
abs/1106.1678v1, accessed June 10, 2012. 
P. A. Sturrock, et. al., “Concerning the 
Phases of Annual Variations of Nuclear De-
cay Rates” (June 3, 2011), http://arxiv.org/
abs/1106.2374v1, accessed June 10, 2012. 
P. A. Sturrock, et. al., “Power Spectrum 
Analysis of LMSU (Lomonosov Moscow State 
University) Nuclear Decay-Rate Data: Further 
Indication of r-Mode Oscillations in an Inner 
Solar Tachocline” (March 21, 2012), http://
arxiv.org/abs/1203.3107v2, accessed June 
10, 2012. E. Fischbach, et. al., “Solar Influ-
ence on Nuclear Decay Rates; Constraints 
from the MESSENGER Mission” (September 
1, 2011), http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.4074v2, 
accessed June 10, 2012. P. A. Sturrock, et. 
al., “Analysis of Gamma Radiation from a 
Radon Source: Indications of a Solar Influ-
ence” (May 1, 2012), http://arxiv.org/
abs/1205.0205v1, accessed June 10, 2012. 
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11. D. Russell Humphreys, “Evidence for a 
Young World,” Acts & Facts 34:6 (2005), 
http://www.icr.org/article/1842, accessed 

hand into his side, I will not be-

lieve [in the bodily resurrection 

of Jesus from the dead]” (John 

20:24-29). One week later Jesus 

confronted Thomas with the 

physical evidence of his resurrec-

tion. But just as God had mercy 

on Thomas in spite of his weak 

faith, so he has also had mercy on 

us in these last days. A young age 

for the earth – thousands of years 

old rather than millions and bil-

lions of years – has been well 

documented by the witness of a 

number of scientific observa-

tions.11 Although not specifically 

mentioned by Scripture, such 

scientific observations are consis-

tent with what Scripture teaches 

about this relatively recent crea-

tion. That should be enough to 

shame unbelievers who reject 

God’s Word. 

We should recognize the fact 

that there is a lot that we don’t 

know about nuclear physics and 

the cosmology of our universe. 

Just as Thomas should have re-

lied on the promise Jesus made 

that he would rise from the dead, 

so we should rely on the fact that 

his Word does not lie nor mis-

lead. We can have confidence 

that every aspect of his Word is 

true! LSI 
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Pitcher Plants to Ants: ‘We Need You’ 
 

The two species are involved in a symbiotic  

arrangement in which they help each other. 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Summary: Carnivorous pitcher plants of the species Nepenthes 
bicalcarata should not be doing very well, living as they do in the 
nutrient-poor peat swamp forests of Borneo. This pitcher plant 
also lacks the slippery walls and the corrosive fluid that make its 
relatives such efficient killers. 
 
However, many of these pitcher plants have managed a symbi-
otic arrangement with an ant (Camponotus schmitzi) that helps it 
to prosper and also helps the ant as well. The plant has swollen 
tendrils at its base which serve as a home for the insects. The 
plant also offers the ants food, nectar, which is secreted on the 
rims of the pitcher plant. 
 
In return, the ants seem to serve the plant in many ways. They 
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clean the pitcher mouth to keep it slippery enough to catch prey. 
They attack weevils that would like to munch on the plants. They 
remove the remains of large prey from the pitchers before the 
remnants rot. They hide under pitcher rims to prevent the plant’s 
prey from escaping. Also, their droppings fertilize the plants. 
 
However, scientists had wondered if the plants were really bene-
fiting from the arrangement or if it was mainly helping the ants. 
So, they did some research on pitcher plants that were hosting 
the ants as well as  some that weren’t. "The symbiotic ants are 
shown to be crucial for the nutrition and survival of their host 
plant," said researcher Vincent Bazile, an ecologist at University 
Montpellier 2 in France. 
 
The pitcher plants with the ants had more and larger leaves, their 
foliage was three times as rich in nitrogen, their pitchers were 
larger and more numerous, and they captured more prey. An 
analysis of leaf pigment showed that the plants without the ants 
suffered from nutrient deprivation.  
 
"This combination of carnivory and ant-plant mutualism is, in the 
plant kingdom, an outstanding and unique adaptation for the ex-
ploitation of nutrient-poor soils," ecologist Laurence Gaume of 
University Montpellier 2 said.. "This may explain why Nepenthes 
bicalcarata displays exceptional life span and vegetative growth, 
reaching heights up to 20 meters (65 feet) into the forest canopy, 
a record for the genus." 
 
(Photo of pitcher plants from Wikipedia, by Hans Breuer.)  
 
Source: Charles Choi, “Carnivorous Plants Employ Bodyguard Ants,” 
LiveScience.com, (May 9, 2012), http://news.yahoo.com/carnivorous-
plants-employ-bodyguard-ants-213207637.html  

Comment: Symbiotic arrangements in nature are those in which 
two dissimilar species are living together. Mutualism, as was the 
case in this story, is a symbiotic arrangement in which both spe-
cies benefit. Other examples of symbiosis include sea anemones 
and hermit crabs, goby fish and snapping shrimp, African ox-
peckers and large African animals such as hippopotamuses, and 
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many more. 
 
Symbiosis is difficult to explain from the Darwinian viewpoint. It 
would seem that both species involved in a symbiotic arrange-
ment would have had to evolve at exactly the same time, espe-
cially in cases where the existence of each depended upon the 
other. Evolutionists explain symbiosis by claiming these are ex-
amples of what they call co-evolution. They say that the two spe-
cies in symbiosis exert selective pressures on each other that 
results in the evolution of the new arrangement. But evolution is 
supposed to be a gradual process, making it unlikely both part-
ners in a symbiotic arrangement could remain healthy while wait-
ing around for the partnership to fully take hold. 
 
This story poses another problem for evolution. How do some 
species get to be so smart? The ants involved in helping the 
pitcher plants display amazing knowledge for such “simple” crea-
tures. They know where to go to find the nectar. They know how 
to clean the plant’s mouth. They know that weevils are the 
plant’s enemy and need to be driven off. They know they need to 
do janitorial work on the remains of the larger prey that remain 
inside the plant. They know where to hide so that they can pre-
vent trapped prey from escaping. And they know they need to 
leave their droppings where it will fertilize the pitcher plant. 
 
Doesn’t it make much more sense to believe the examples of 
symbiosis are the work of a Creator Who prepared both species 
for these arrangements at the same time? Doesn’t it make more 
sense to believe that the intelligence shown by lowly creatures 
like the pitcher plant and the ants was given to them at once and 
wasn’t a case of having to learn something gradually. 
 
It seems we humans also are involved in symbiotic arrange-
ments, such as with our pets. We protect and feed them and give 
them a home. They provide us with companionship and some-
times even protect us. We  can and should thank God for all his 
gifts. “Give thanks to the LORD, for he is good; his love en-
dures forever” (1 Chronicles 16:34). And the best example of 
His love is sending His Son, Jesus, to Earth to become our  
Savior. 
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DRAGONS AND THE CHINESE ZODIAC 
The Chinese Zodiac consists of a cycle of 12 years, 
each year being designated by a different animal. 
Currently, this is the Year of the Dragon. It is interest-
ing that 11 of these 12 animals (rat, ox, tiger, rabbit, 
etc.) are alive and well in the modern world. So, why 
did the Chinese choose a “mythical” dragon as one of 
the animals some five centuries (or longer) before 
Christ when this calendar 
was being developed? Is 
it possible the “dragon” 
was really a type of      
dinosaur that was at that 
time alive and well like the 
other 11 animals? 
 
Source: Creation (July-
September, 2012); photo from 
Wikipedia  

NUGGETS 

Which Fish Have The Most  
Omega-3s? 
 
Salmon, farmed (6 oz.) -- 4,504 milligrams  

Salmon, wild (6 oz.) -- 1,774 milligrams 

Herring, Atlantic (3 oz.) -- 1,712 milligrams 

Anchovy (2 oz.) -- 1,165 milligrams 

Mackerel, Atlantic -- 1,059 milligrams 

Trout (2 oz.) -- 581 milligrams 

Sardines (2 oz.) -- 556 milligrams 

Pollock, Alaskan (2 oz.) -- 281 milligrams 

Catfish, farmed (5 oz.) -- 253 milligrams 
Source: Mayo Clinic Health Letter (November, 2010) 
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FLYING DINOSAURS WERE LIKE THE WRIGHT BROTHERS 

According to Dr. David Menton, “the Cincinnati Enquirer (page four, 
January 2007) reported that ‘flying dinosaurs employed the same      

strategy that the Wright brothers used 125 million years later’ and that 
‘like the Wright brothers, prehistoric animals had to figure out how to 

glide before they were capable of powered flight.’ But are we to conclude 
that evolution actually ‘employed strategy’ in its effort to ‘figure out’ how 
to fly? Isn’t it interesting that biology teachers are forbidden to use the 
expression ‘intelligent design’ when referring to the integrated complexity 
of biological systems but they apparently can use 
words like ‘invent,’ ‘experiment,’ ‘strategy’ and 
‘figure out’ when referring to the chance  
evolution of these same systems.”  

 
Source: http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/aid/v2/n1/microraptor-gui  

CARE FOR YOUR  

ELDERLY DOG 
 

DDDDogs need extra attention and care 
when they age. For most breeds 
after they reach the age of 7.… 
►Have a veterinarian evaluate 
them every six months. That in-
cludes checking and cleaning their 
teeth. 
►Monitor your dog’s weight, as too 
much weight causes increased 
wear on the joints and can acceler-
ate the development of arthritis. 
►Make sure the dog is getting 
daily exercise, by playing with it 
and/or walking it. 
►Keep you eyes open for sudden 
changes in behavior such as in   
appetite or thirst or activity. 
 
Source: American Profile (January 15-
21, 2012) 

The Theory Of  

Evolution And  

Reality 

 
“Many people think that 
to deny evolution is 
simply to bury one’s 

head in the sand and 
ignore reality. But the 

vast majority of science 
proceeds independent 
of evolution. The way 

the world works 
(operational science) 

has nothing to do with 
evolution.” 

 
Source: Creation  

Ministries International 

Update (May, 2012) 
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MORE NUGGETS 

 

    
 Like Us on Facebook Like Us on Facebook Like Us on Facebook Like Us on Facebook    

    
            LSI now has a page on  

Facebook. 
 

Check us out and  
be among the first  

to LIKE US. 
    

Source: answersingenesis.org 

DON’T FEEL BLUE OVER BLUEBERRIES  
Blueberries can cut the risk of developing type 2 diabetes 
some 23% in people who eat a cup or more of the fruit 
each week. So says a report published in the American 
Journal of Clinical Nutrition. Scientists think certain    
falconoid in blueberries may have protective effects.     
Apples may reduce the risk as well. These fruits may also 
reduce the risk of developing Parkinson’s disease by 40%. 

Source: USA Weekend (June 15-17, 2012) 

 

 
“Praise the Lord,  

O my soul.  

O Lord my God,  

you are very great; 

you are clothed  

with splendor and  

majesty.” 

Psalm 104:1 
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Possible Signs of Hearing Loss 
 

ALL FISH FINS HAVE A PURPOSE 

 

M 
any fish such as salmon have a small fin 

on their backs, called an adipose fin. Its 

purpose until recently was unknown and 

considered by many researchers as a   

useless leftover from the fish’s supposed evolutionary 

past. As a result, salmon 

hatcheries would clip the fins 

off. However, a marine      

biologist noticed the fish has 

trouble swimming without the 

fin. The fin is now known to 

contain a network of nerves 

and likely serves as a sensory 

organ to help the fish navi-

gate turbulent waters. 

 
Source: Answers (January-March, 2012) 

You often ask  
people to  
repeat  

themselves. 

You have  
difficulty  

understanding  
people when 
you can’t see. 

You have trouble 
following  

conversations in  
a group  
setting. 

You complain that 
people around you 
are mumbling. 

You turn up the 
television or   

radio louder than 
other people can  

tolerate. 

You avoid family 
gatherings or social 

occasions that  
occur in noisy  

environments. 

—Source: Cleveland Clinic Men’s Health Advisor (October, 2011) 
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A Temple for Atheists 
Atheist philosopher/writer 

Alain de Botton has an-
nounced plans to build a 151-
foot tall tower in London as a 
“temple for atheists,” Each 
centimeter of the tower’s 
interior will illustrate “more 
than 300 million years of life 
on earth.” After de Botton 
made critical comments 
about Richard Dawkin’s 
“agg ress i v e ”  a the i sm, 
Dawkins shot back angrily 
that the money for the tower 
could better be spent on 
secular education.—Creation 
(July-September, 2012) 
 
Single Moms Dominate 
More than 50% of all births 

in the U.S. now are to single 
mothers under 30. According 
to Child Trends, 60.4% of 
unwed births are to women in 
their 20s and about 20% to 
teen mothers. While 59% of 
mothers in 2009 were mar-
ried when they had a child, 
the surge of births to unmar-
ried younger women is trans-
forming the family unit.—
He r i t a g e  F o u n d a t i o n 
(2/24/12) - quoted in Clearly 
Caring (2012-No. 1) 
 
White Births No Longer 

A Majority 
White births are no longer 

a majority in the U.S., the 
Census Bureau has an-
nounced. Non-Hispanic 
whites accounted for 49.6% 
of all births for the latest 
reporting period. While whites 
will remain a majority for 
some time, a younger gen-
eration with minorities in the 
majority has broad implica-
tions for the country.—
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel 
(5/17/12) 

Tennessee and Darwin 
The governor of Tennes-

see has allowed a bill to 
become law that may allow 
teachers in state schools to 
teach creationism.  By not 
signing the bill, it became law 
by default. The bill will require 
education authorities to assist 
teachers in addressing scien-
tific controversies.  The con-
troversial issues listed in the 
bill include evolution, the 
chemical origins of life, global 
warming, and human clon-
ing.—www.livescience.com 
(4/12/12) 
 
Creation Museum Adds 

An Observatory 
A new observatory housing 

a historic telescope has been 
dedicated at the Creation 
Museum. The new observa-
tory has been named the 
Johnson Observatory after 
Lyle Johnson, a creationist 
inventor whose works have 
been used by NASA. One of 
several telescopes in the 
observatory is a 16-inch 
reflector telescope invented 
by Johnson. The Johnson 
family said they wanted the 
telescope to go to a Christian 
group.—www.christianpost. 
com (4/18/12) 
 
Theory Dealt a Blow 
The idea that the Earth, the 

sun, and the other planets all 
formed from the same nebula 
has been dealt a blow. Re-
searchers studying samples 
brought back by a 2004 
NASA miss ion  found 
“anomalous” differences 
between the sun and planets 
in oxygen and nitrogen. Lead 
i n v e s t i g a t o r ,  K e v i n 
McKeegan, said the discov-
ery was surprising, and the 
implication is that the Earth 
did not form out of the same 
solar nebula materials that 
created the sun.—Creation 
(April-June, 2012) 

Lyell Disagreed With 
Darwin on Evolution 
Although Charles Darwin 

eagerly accepted the long 
geological ages promoted by 
Charles Lyell, he disagreed 
with Lyell’s view that there 
was no evidence of a gradual 
“transmutation” of one kind of 
creature into another or evi-
dence of simpler creatures 
changing into more complex 
ones. A recent online digitiza-
tion of Darwin’s handwritten 
comments in 419 books of his 
personal library revealed his 
misgivings. Next to a para-
graph where Lyell had written 
that there are limits to how 
much the original types can 
vary, Darwin had written, “if 
this were true adios the-
ory.”—Creation (April-June, 
2012)   
 

Birthplace of Jesus May 
Be Honored by UNESCO 
The site many Christians 

believe to be the birthplace of 
Jesus could become the first 
World Heritage site in the 
Pales t inian Terr i tor ies. 
UNESCO is expected to 
include Bethlehem’s Church 
of the Nativity on a prestig-
ious list of sites deemed as 
having “outstanding universal 
value.” The United Nations 
granted the Palestinians 
membership in UNESCO in 
October of 2011.—noncom 
(6/13/12) 

� NewsNewsNewsNews    � NewsNewsNewsNews    � NewsNewsNewsNews    
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  Social Security Changes 
Beginning in 2013, millions 

of Americans will no longer 
be receiving their Social 
Security checks in the mail. 
The federal government is 
phasing out paper checks for 
all benefit programs and is 
requiring people to get pay-
ments electronically, either 
through direct deposit to a 
bank account or to a debit 
card. The change will affect 
people getting Social Secu-
rity, veterans’ benefits, rail-
road pensions and federal 
disability payments. Tax 
refunds for the time being are 
exempt. About 90% of people 
who receive federal benefits 
already get their payments 
electronically.—Milwaukee 
Journal Sentinel (4/16/12) 
 
Bezos and Apollo 11 
Jeff Bezos, the billionaire 

founder of Amazon.com, will 
attempt to retrieve at least 
one of the mammoth Apollo 
11 engines from the depths of 
the Atlantic. More than 40 
years ago, Apollo 11 carried 
astronauts including Neil 
Armstrong to the moon for 
the first ever moon landing. 
An expedition headed by 
Bezos used high-tech sonar 
to discover what he believes 
are the discarded engines 
from the Saturn V rocket 
some 14,000 feet deep in the 
ocean. Minutes after takeoff, 
the rocket dropped the five 
engines into the ocean as 
planned.—news.yahoo.com 
(3/19/12) 

Koala is Threatened 
The koala has been desig-

nated by the Australian gov-
ernment as a threatened 
species in parts of the coun-
try because of dwindling 
populations. Koalas in 
Queensland, New South 
Wales and the Australian 
Capital Territory are now 
considered “vulnerable.” The 
koala, which is actually a 
marsupial and not a bear, has 
been threatened by habitat 
loss, vehicle strikes, dog 
attacks and diseases. Its 
population has been esti-
mated to number from sev-
eral hundred thousand to as 
f e w  a s  4 3 , 0 0 0 . —
www.bbc.co.uk (4/30/12) 
 

A Hagfish’s  
Odd Defense 

A deep sea creature known 
as a hagfish has a novel 
defense—it produces slime 
that gags predators. The 
long, writhing bodies of the 
fish are covered with mucus-
secreting glands. Marine 
ecologist Vincent Zintzen of 
New Zealand studied videos 
of the creatures last fall and 
saw 14 encounters between 
hagfish and fierce hunters 
like the seal shark and the 
conger eel. Every time the 
predators fled the scene, 
gagging on the slime that 
tends to clog gills but leaving 
the hagfish unharmed.—
Discover (April, 2012) 
 
Widowers Who Date 
Widowers who begin dating 

within a few years of losing 
their wives were no more 
likely to suffer from anxiety, 
depression, sleep disorders, 
and other emotional symp-
toms than married men. 
However, those problems 
were greater in widowers who 
stayed single.—Consumer 
Reports on Health (March, 
2012) 

Just 15 Minutes 
Just 15 minutes of exercise 

a day is enough to increase 
one’s life span. A study of 
more than 400,00 Taiwanese 
adults published in August of 
2011 reported that those who 
said they exercised 15 min-
utes a day lived three years 
longer on average than those 
who exercised less. Every 
additional 15 minutes of daily 
exercise cut the risk of dying 
within 8 years by 4%.—
Consumer Reports on Health 
December, 2011) 
 
Knee Replacements 
Knee replacements are 

becoming more common and 
the numbers probably will 
continue to rise. The rate 
among adults 45 to 64 more 
than doubled between 1997 
and 2007 according to a 
federal report. Some re-
searchers believe 6.5 million 
adults will be diagnosed with 
knee osteoarthritis, the main 
reason for knee surgery, by 
the end of the decade.—
Consumer Reports on Health 
(February, 2012)       

Biggest Binge Drinkers? 
It’s Not College Students 
The age group with the 

highest rate of binge drinking 
was not college-age students 
but adults 65 years or older, 
according to a survey by the 
Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention. The seniors 
binged 5.5 times a month on 
average vs. 4.2 times for 18-
24 year olds. The survey 
involved 457,677 Ameri-
cans.—Consumer Reports on 
Health (April, 2012) 

More News Briefs Online 
   Where are driverless cars 
legal? 
   How small is the smallest 
known vertebrate? 
   What is meant by brain-
controlled robotics? 
   Find these and still more 
News Briefs online at 
www.lutheranscience.org 
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“There was a violent 

earthquake, for an angel 

of the Lord came down 

from heaven and, going to 

the tomb, rolled back 

the stone and sat on it.” 

Matthew 28:2 

 

The stone that covered the 

door to the cave tomb in 

which Jesus was buried was 

very large (Mark 16:4). Yet 

the angel could easily move 

it. Even more amazing,    

Jesus, having come back to 

life, passed right through it 

before the angel even got 

there. 

By rising from the dead 

Jesus showed He was the 

true God who died for our 

sins. Now, our stonelike 

hearts have been softened 

by His love, and we eagerly 

wait to meet Him in heaven. 
 
What is stone? Stones or 

rocks are solid objects made 

of minerals which are found 

in nature on or in the 

ground. They are usually 

very hard. 

 

What are the three dif-

ferent types or rocks or 

stones? Stones have been 

classified (grouped) into 

three different types.        

Igneous rocks are formed 

from the melted material 

called magma that flows out 

of a volcano or is found in 

the ground. 

Sedimentary rocks are 

formed from materials at or 

near the surface of the earth, 

such as sand or living things 

that have died. 

Metamorphic rocks are 

formed from other rocks 

when they are put under 

great heat or pressure. 

How have people used 

rocks? People have used 

rocks, probably ever since 

� Kids’ Page Kids’ Page Kids’ Page Kids’ Page ☺☺☺☺    

StoneStoneStoneStone    

Not all stones are smooth  

like these. 
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Adam and Eve. Some rocks 

have been dug up from the 

ground if they contain    

valuable minerals such as 

iron or copper. 

People have used stone 

and rocks in building homes 

and other buildings. Small 

stones or bits of rocks are 

also needed for making  

concrete which is used in 

buildings or for covering 

roads and some driveways. 

Very precious stones such 

as diamonds and emeralds 

are called gemstones and 

are often used in jewelry. 

Diamonds are so hard they 

can be used in tools such as 

those needed for cutting. 

 
Can oysters make 

stones?  Oysters called 

pearl oysters and other   

similar sea creatures can 

produce hard, roundish    

objects called pearls. The 

best pearls can be used in    

jewelry. Pearls may be hard 

like stones, but because they 

are made inside the oyster, 

they are not stones or rocks. 

Some people think oysters 

make pearls from sand, but 

this is usually not the case. 
Source: Wikipedia 

Want a rocklike faith in 

Jesus who died for our sins 

and rose again to prove it? 

By being baptized, reading 

the Bible, and attending the 

Lord’s Supper when we are 

old enough, the Holy Ghost 

will work on our faith so we 

don’t lose the precious gift 

of heaven. 
 
Activity: Start a rock    

collection. See how the 

shapes, colors, and hardness 

of rocks can be quite        

different, and admire the 

beauty God gave them. 

The amazing Balanced Rock 

in Colorado (from Wikipe-

A pearl necklace. 



30 LSI Journal 

P 
hysicists got together 

at a conference in    

California recently to 

ponder the question 

of whether God or some other     

divinity was needed in order to 

ignite the Big Bang. 

These scientists deserve some 

credit for at least considering the 

God question and not avoiding it 

altogether. But their answer to 

this question of whether God is 

needed to explain the origin of 

the universe was, unsurprisingly, 

a resounding No. 

An astrophysicist, Alex Filip-

penko, said, “The Big Bang 

could’ve occurred as a result of 

just the laws of physics being 

there. With the laws of physics, 

you can get universes.” 

Astronomer Seth Shostak has 

opined that quantum mechanical 

fluctuations could have produced 

the cosmos. 

Outspoken astrophysicist, 

Stephen Hawking, who emphati-

cally denies the supernatural,           

suggests that with the law of 

gravity the universe can create 

itself out of nothing. 

Now, what do all these      

theories of how the universe be-

gan have in common? They all 

start with a law of physics al-

ready in place before the begin-

ning of the universe. Remaining 

unanswered is the question of 

where these laws came from be-

fore there was a Big Bang. 

If there really is a falsifiable 

scientific theory explaining how 

something could come into exis-

tence out of nothing, lots of      

folks would like to hear about it.  

These feeble attempts by   

scientists to explain away the 

absolute necessity of the universe 

to have had a Creator reminds us 

of the strongly-worded passage in 

Psalm 14:1 (repeated in Psalm 

53:1): “The fool says in his heart, 

‘There is no God.’” 

Honest cosmologists are now 

admitting the universe appears to 

be so fine-tuned and well planned 

for life a naturalistic explanation 

is elusive. But then they invent 

the bizarre idea that there are so 

many universes, the odds are at 

least one had to have all the right 

conditions for life, and that lucky 

one is, of course, ours. 

Bible-believing Christians 

know the universe began when 

God created it out of nothing. 

God, being eternal, had no      

beginning. This is something we 

accept by faith. However, who 

knows? When we get to heaven, 

we might even have gained the 

knowledge to be able to under-

stand it all scientifically. LSI 

—Warren Krug, editor 

� My ViewMy ViewMy ViewMy View    

What the Fool Says 



31 July-September, 2012 

LUTHERAN SCIENCE INSTITUTE / APPLICATION FORMAPPLICATION FORMAPPLICATION FORMAPPLICATION FORM 
 
Please complete form and mail with payment to:    Mr. Craig Schwartz,                                                                         
1710 Ulster St., Denver, CO  80220-2053  
 
MEMBERSHIPS:MEMBERSHIPS:MEMBERSHIPS:MEMBERSHIPS: 
1. Voting membershipVoting membershipVoting membershipVoting membership  (WELS or ELS, 18 years of age or older, must sub-

scribe to the Statement of Belief and Objectives in the Constitution) 
2. GroupsGroupsGroupsGroups (congregations, schools, organizations) 
3. AssociateAssociateAssociateAssociate (non-WELS/ELS, non-voting) 
4. ForeignForeignForeignForeign (outside the USA) 
5. Electronic memberships* Electronic memberships* Electronic memberships* Electronic memberships* (half-price.  Shown below in parenthesisShown below in parenthesisShown below in parenthesisShown below in parenthesis)       

* * * * All publications will be delivered via e-mail in .pdf.pdf.pdf.pdf format. 
6. Student Student Student Student (currently enrolled in high school or college or under age 18) 
7. Free OneFree OneFree OneFree One----Year Church Membership Year Church Membership Year Church Membership Year Church Membership for LSI-designated door offerings 
8. BundledBundledBundledBundled (at least five copies for one year to a single address)     
 
RATES:   Circle membership & length desired and check ___ new or ___ renewal.RATES:   Circle membership & length desired and check ___ new or ___ renewal.RATES:   Circle membership & length desired and check ___ new or ___ renewal.RATES:   Circle membership & length desired and check ___ new or ___ renewal.    

    
NAME _____________________________________________________________ 
 
ADDRESS __________________________________________________________ 
 
__________________________________________________________________ 
 
CITY ______________________________ STATE _______  ZIP _______________ 
 
E-MAIL _______________________________  PHONE (_____) ________________ 
 
Signature ____________________________________  DATE _______________ 
 
INDIVIDUALSINDIVIDUALSINDIVIDUALSINDIVIDUALS, please also fill in the following: 
 
CHURCH ___________________________________  CITY ___________________ 
 
DEGREES (if any)________________  FIELD or MAJOR_______________________ 
 
 
BUNDLED SUBSCRIPTION:BUNDLED SUBSCRIPTION:BUNDLED SUBSCRIPTION:BUNDLED SUBSCRIPTION: ____ copies (5 minimum) x $6$6$6$6 (for one year) ==== $ ______$ ______$ ______$ ______    
 

 One year Three years Ten years Lifetime 

Voting $18  ($9) $42  ($21) $120  ($60) $200  ($100) 

Group/ 
Associate/ 
Foreign 

 
$25  ($12.50) 

 
$60  ($30) 

 

 
$165  ($82.50) 

$275 ($137.50) 
Not valid for  
groups 

Student $5  ($2.50) —— —— —— 



32 LSI Journal 

L
U

T
H

E
R

A
N

 S
C

IE
N

C
E
 I
N

S
T

IT
U

T
E

L
U

T
H

E
R

A
N

 S
C

IE
N

C
E
 I
N

S
T

IT
U

T
E

L
U

T
H

E
R

A
N

 S
C

IE
N

C
E
 I
N

S
T

IT
U

T
E

L
U

T
H

E
R

A
N

 S
C

IE
N

C
E
 I
N

S
T

IT
U

T
E
 

4
1

3
0

 H
ar

ve
st

 L
an

e 

R
ac

in
e,

 W
is
co

n
si
n
  

5
3

4
0

2
 

 

 


