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T 
oday these [non-
Darwinian kind of evo-
lution] ideas still reign. 
The pbs.org web site 

claims “The well-preserved 
fossil record of bryozoans [a 
phylum of aquatic inverte-
brate animals] shows that one 
species first appeared about 
140 million years ago and re-
mained unchanged for its first 
40 million years. Then there 
was an explosion of diversifi-
cation, followed by another 
period of stability for vast 
amounts of time.” The explo-
sion, it suggests, is attributed 
to punctuated equilibrium.10 

The University of California 
Museum of Paleontology 
claims “it is also important to 

note that we observe exam-
ples of gradual, non-
punctuated, evolution in the 
fossil record too” and suggests 
the question that needs to be 
answered is “what are the 
relative frequencies of punc-
tuated and gradual change?”11 
Lastly, an article in the Inter-
national Journal of Bio-
Science and Bio-Technology 
claims “Gradualism and 
punctuated equilibrium are 
two ways in which the evolu-
tion of a species can occur. . . 
Scientists think that species 
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Jeff Stueber is a member of the LSI 
Board of Directors and a free-lance writer 

living in Watertown, Wisconsin.  He is a 

member of St. John’s Ev. Lutheran Church, 
Watertown, Wisconsin.   

10. http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/evolution/library/03/5/l_035_01.html. 
11. http://evolution.berkeley.edu/evosite/evo101/VIIA1bPunctuated.shtml. 
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with a shorter evolution 
evolved mostly by punctuated 
equilibrium, and those with a 
longer evolution evolved 
mostly by gradualism.”12  Ap-
parently it escapes the au-
thors of this article that hav-
ing it both ways makes evolu-
tion unfalsifiable as a theory. 
Does evolutionist theory pre-
dict intermediate fossils 
or their absence due 
to punctuated equi-
librium? It cannot 
predict both A 
and not-A. 

Why would 
evolutionists fa-
vor the punctu-
ated equilibrium 
model? Richard 
Dawkins is refresh-
ingly honest.  Speaking 
about the gap in fossils be-
tween the Cambrian and pre-
Cambrian layers, Dawkins 
remarks that animal fossils in 
the Cambrian are “already in 
an advanced state of evolu-
tion . . . as though they were 
just planted there, without 
any evolutionary history.”  
Evolutionists of all kinds, he 
says, do really believe the gap 
is real, but this gap “is simply 
due to the fact that, for some 
reason, very few fossils have 
lasted from periods before 
about 600 million years ago.”  
Here is an opportunity for 
scientists to either affirm or 
reject special creation based 
on the fossil record, except, as 
Dawkins admits, gradualists 

and punctuationists both have 
bias against that belief no 
matter what the evidence:  
“Both schools of thought 
agree that the only alternative 
explanation of  the sudden 
appearance of so many com-
plex animal types in the Cam-
brian era is divine creation, 
and both would reject this al-
ternative.” 13 

The rapid generation of 
life forms in strata is 
part of the disproof 
that Darwin pro-
vided us in his Ori-
gin. There is al-
ways a desire to fit 
intermediates into 
evolutionist the-
ory, but when in-
termediates are rare 

punctuated equilib-
rium fills the void.  

Thus, evolutionary theory ex-
plains intermediate fossils 
(“A”) when they exist and 
when they do not exist (“not-
A”). In this case, neither can 
be used as evidence for evolu-
tion.  

 

Similarity of Species 
 
Philip Kitcher says crea-

tionists should not argue that 
because there is disagreement 
among evolutionists over how 
evolution happened, that 
therefore it is false. Evolution, 
he says,  is a certainty because 
of physical similarities be-
tween species – as in the 
limbs of vertebrates such as 
bats, horses, and humans.14  
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Evolutionists think nothing 
else could produce such simi-
larities other than evolution.    

Homology is the study of 
bodily structures  that are 
strikingly similar to each 
other, and homologous struc-
tures are those organs: the 
forelimb of the bat, porpoise, 
horse, and human for in-
stance.  According to Jona-
than Wells, Darwin believed 
homologous organs are inher-
ited from a common ancestor.  
Darwin’s followers, however, 
defined homology to be fea-
tures inherited from a com-
mon ancestor. Homologous 
structures, therefore, cannot 
be used as evidence for evolu-
tion because to do so leaves 
one mired in circular logic.  
An evolutionist could tell you 
homologous organs are evi-
dence of common descent 
when, in fact, homologous 
organs are, by definition, or-
gans that came about because 
of common descent. Wells 
suggests we can break the cy-
cle by, for instance, recogniz-
ing similarities in structure, 
calling them homologous, but 
not assuming they derive 
from a common ancestor.15 

However, characteristics 

controlled by identical genes 
are not necessarily homolo-
gous and homologous struc-
tures are not necessarily con-
trolled by identical genes. One 
example is the genes that con-
trol segment formation in in-
sects. Fruit flies require a 
gene called “even-skipped,” 
but other insects like locusts 
and wasps do not need  it.16  
This discovery a decade be-
fore Kitcher wrote his scath-
ing attack on creationism ap-
parently escaped his notice. 

If evolutionists argue that 
similar organs come from a 
common ancestor, then, if 
they want to use them as evi-
dence for evolution, they 
should not exist among ani-
mals that do not share a com-
mon ancestor.  However, 
Simon Conway Morris pro-
vides us with examples of a 
phenomenon he ca l ls 
“convergence” in which simi-
lar organs evolved independ-
ently, not from a common an-
cestor, because there are 
strong “inevitabilities” in evo-
lution.  Morris says one prob-
lem accepting evolution 
comes from the problem of 
explaining how we, with feel-
ings of purpose and moral 

12. http://www.sersc.org/journals/IJBSBT/vol3_no4/3.pdf. 
13. Richard Dawkins, The Blind Watchmaker:  Why the Evidence of Evolution Reveals 

a Universe Without Design (New York: Norton, 1987), 229-230. 
14. Philip Kitcher, Abusing Science:  The Case Against Creationism (Cambridge: MIT 

Press, 1982), 151. 
15. Jonathan Wells, Icons of Evolution:  Science or Myth?  Why Much of What We 

Teach About Evolution is Wrong (Washington DC: Regnery, 2000), chap. 4. 
16. Wells,73-74 
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identity, arose by processes 
that had no purpose. If, how-
ever, he says, “we can begin to 
demonstrate that organic evo-
lution contains deeper struc-
tures and potentialities, if not 
inevitabilities, then perhaps 
we can begin to move away 
from the dreary materialism 
of much current thinking with 
its agenda of a world now 
open to limitless ma-
nipulation.” 17  

Morris offers us 
an analogy to help 
us understand 
how life navigates 
toward specific 
forms.  Easter 
Island is one of 
the  remotest 
places on Earth 
and it seems unlikely 
that Polynesian boaters 
would find the island by ac-
cident. However, given the 
expert navigation techniques 
of the Polynesians, the is-
land’s discovery was inevita-
ble. So too, he says, there are 
biological “islands” that are 
found by life’s search strate-
gies, and it is no wonder, as 
he says, that “the argument 
for design and intelligent 
planning have such a peren-
nial appeal.”18  The irony is 
that Morris uses human intel-
ligent planning to show that 
an unintelligent purposeless 
process can do intelligent 
searches. 

This idea of convergent 
evolution is well-represented 
in scientific literature. For 

example, an article in Science 
Daily cites the convergent 
evolution of the ability to use 
sound waves to detect objects 
(echolocation) as in bats and 
dolphins.19 An article on the 
pbs.org web site talks about 
fish in the waters of Antarc-
tica using a type of antifreeze 
(molecules called glycopro-
teins that circulate in the 

blood of the fish) in their 
systems that keep 
them from freezing. 
Surprisingly, fish 
on the other end of 
the globe do this 
as well, and this 
article suggests 
the two fish spe-
cies diverged long 
before they evolved 

this ability.20  
Yet, evolutionists gener-

ally acknowledge that evolu-
tion’s outcomes are rare. 
Stephen Gould has suggested 
that if you “wind back life’s 
tape to the dawn of time and 
let it play again . . . you will 
never get humans a second 
time.”21 If this is true, then it 
is reasonable to assert that 
numerous organs or bodily 
features are unlikely to evolve 
more than once. What, then, 
might explain the numerous 
examples of similar organs 
existing that do not owe their 
origin to a common ancestor? 

 Similarity of organs and 
limbs are used as evidence for 
evolution from a common an-
cestor, but if there are similar 
structures in species that did 
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not share an ancestor this fact 
finds a place under the big 
tent of evolution in the guise 
of convergence.  Perhaps 
similar structures are evi-
dence of a common biological 
plan that might perhaps be in 
the mind of a divine being. 
Thus, evolution predicts that 
organs that are similar show 
descent from a common an-
cestor (“A”), but then claims 
similar organs do not neces-
sarily come from a common 
ancestor (“not-A”). Therefore, 
neither can be used as evi-
dence for evolution.  

 
Evolution’s  

Meaninglessness 
 
Evolution is perceived as a 

sloppy process that meanders 
about not knowing where it is 
going leaving remnants of 
poorly crafted organs behind.  
This is Gould’s claim he uses 
to buttress creationist argu-
ments that biological organs 
are cleverly designed.   

The second argument – 
that the imperfection of na-
ture reveals evolution - 
strikes many people as 
ironic, for they feel that evo-
lution should be most ele-

gantly displayed in the 
nearly perfect adaptation 
expressed by some organ-
isms . . . But perfection could 
be imposed by a wise creator 
or evolved by natural selec-
tion.  Perfection covers the 
tracks of past history.  And 
past history – the evidence 
of descent – is the mark of 
evolution.  Evolution lies 
exposed in the imperfections 
that record a history of de-
scent.22 
However, evolutionists  

frequently talk about the in-
telligently designed nature of 
our universe and life on 
Earth. Steven Pinker notes 
that we see signs of engineer-
ing everywhere, particularly 
the eye because “an eye is too 
well engineered to have arisen 
by chance [and] no wart or 
tumor or product of a big mu-
tation could be lucky enough 
to have a lens, an iris, a ret-
ina, tear ducts, and so on, all 
perfectly arranged to form an 
image.” The eye does not 
function without its connec-
tions and Pinker admits that 
“signs of design in human be-
ings do not stop at the heart 
or the eye.  For all its exqui-
site engineering, an eye is 

17. Simon Conway Morris, Life’s Solution: Inevitable Humans in a Lonely Universe, 
(Cambridge: University of Cambridge, 2003), 2. 

18. Morris, 19-20. 
19. http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2013/09/130904132548.htm. 
20. http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/evolution/library/01/4/l_014_01.html. 
21. Stephen Gould, The Meaning of Life, David Bender, ed., Constructing a Life Phi-

losophy: Opposing Viewpoints (San Diego: Greenhaven Press, 1993), 105. 
22. Stephen Gould, Hen’s Teeth and Horses Toes (New York: Norton, 1983), 258. 
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useless without a brain.”23   
Dawkins says “Biology is the 
study of complicated things 
that give the appearance of 
having been designed for a 
purpose.”24 Of course both do 
not accept that creationism is 
true even though they see evi-
dence of design. They believe 
that evolution has given us 
the illusion of design.  

Many times  evolu-
tionists write as if 
natural selection has 
a type of intelli-
gence to it. 
Stephen Gould 
writes “[Natural 
selection is the              
ma j o r  c rea -
tive force of evolu-
tionary change. No 
one denies that 
natural selection will 
play a  negative role in 
eliminating the unfit. Dar-
winian theories require that 
it create the fit as well. Selec-
t i o n  m u s t  d o  t h i s 
by building adaptations in a 
series of steps, preserving at 
each stage . . . Selection 
must superintend the process 
of creation, not just toss out 
the misfits. [emphasis 
mine]”25 Just as liberals speak 
of a “wall of separation” be-
tween church and state which 
does not literally indicate a 
brick wall, evolutionists write 
as if natural selection does 
have creative intelligence 
even though they would deny 
ever suggesting such a thing. 
If their science indicates life 

came about through intelli-
gent planning, why not take 
the next step and believe di-
vine intelligence was in-
volved? 

 On the theistic side of the 
debate, Jonathan Sarfati has 
authored a book suggesting 
there is evidence of divine de-
sign in nature, and his argu-
ments revolve around the very 

machinery-like essence of 
life that evolutionists 
speak about.  Sarfati 
does detail reasons 
to not believe in 
evolution, but his 
reasons to believe 
a creation hy-
pothesis mention 
scientific discover-
ies and not just ar-
guments against 

evolution.26 
What we are told is that 

evolution is clumsy and 
wasteful without purpose, but 
has produced biological ma-
chinery that has purpose. 
How can something with pur-
pose be produced by some-
thing that has no goal or pur-
pose?  If you think we have 
stumbled into the realm of 
metaphysics, you might be 
right.  Evolution is not just 
science; it is metaphysics 
largely dressed up as science. 

In fact, examples such as 
these dominate evolutionist 
writings.  Evolution reveals 
itself in maladapted parts 
(“A”), but clearly is flexible so 
as to accommodate what 
looks like design (“not-A”).  
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Clearly evolution cannot pre-
dict the presence of both ani-
mals that appear designed 
and don’t because to do so 
causes evolution to explain or 
predict neither.  

 
Genetic Evolution 

 
The organization New 

Mexicans for Science and 
Reason suggested when com-
paring the molecule cyto-
chrome C between bacteria 
and modern animals, the dif-
ferences average out to about 
65 percent. However, horse 
and pigeon cytochrome C dif-
fer by only 11 percent. This 
fact they suggest is predicted 
by evolution.27  They believe 
the closer animals are physi-
cally the closer they are ge-
netically.  

Yet, arguing that DNA is 
evidence for evolution some-
times leads to absurd conclu-
sions that have no evidence 
for them. An article by Gareth 
Cook in the Boston Globe tells 
a story of when researchers at 
Cambridge-based Broad Insti-
tute at Harvard and MIT esti-
mated when human ancestors 
split from chimpanzees – an 

estimate 1 million years later 
than paleontologists believe 
because of fossil evidence.  
The Broad Institute team put 
the chimp and human DNA 
side by side using a computer 
to calculate how long the DNA 
would have changed from one 
into the other.  They found 
that some parts of the DNA 
seemed to suggest humans 
and chimps have been apart 
longer than other sequences 
suggest by millions of years.  
They reconciled these differ-
ences by suggesting humans 
split from chimps and then 
bred with them later so that 
the more divergent sequences 
dated before the split while 
the less divergent ones dated 
after the split.28  

Of course another  possi-
bility is that humans didn’t 
split from chimps at all. I 
know that possibility is unac-
ceptable to Darwinists, but 
they cannot discount that 
possibility merely because 
they cannot accept it.  If, per-
haps, chimps and humans 
were created separately with 
no evolution between them, 
we would expect there to be 
similar genetic sequences be-

23. Steven Pinker, The Blank Slate:  The Modern Denial of Human Nature (New York: 
Viking, 2002), 51-52. 

24. Dawkins, 1. 
25. Stephen Gould, The Panda’s Thumb (New York: Norton, 1980), 190. 
26. Jonathan Sarfati, By Design:  Evidence for Nature’s Intelligent Designer – the God 

of the Bible (Creation Ministries, 2008). 
27. http://www.nmsr.org/essay3a.htm. 
28. In-Young Chang and Jennifer Curry, Evolution, Vol. 78, Num. 5 (Hackensack, NJ: 

H. W. Wilson, 2006), 91-93. 



LSI Journal 10 

tween the two based on what 
sequences are needed to per-
form various biologic opera-
tions they have in common.  
However, one would not be 
able to construct evolutionary 
sequences between the two – 
no more than one can con-
struct an evolutionary se-
quence between a bicycle and 
a car. If evolutionists have to 
affirm belief in evolution 
by suggesting that 
humans bred with 
chimps, then they 
will believe that 
over special crea-
tion.   

Evolutionists 
believe that non-
functional parts of 
the genetic code 
are evidence of 
evolution because 
no creator would make use-
less DNA. I agree with them. I 
do not believe that any divine 
creator would create useless 
genetic sequences. However, 
an article on the Evolution 
News web site claims pseudo 
genes (useless genes) are no 
longer nonfunctional.29 Let 
us, however, debate with evo-
lutionists on their own terms. 

 It stands to reason that if 
we found genetic algorithms 
or any algorithms in nature 
they could be attributed to 
intelligence since algorithms, 
by definition, suggest creative 
purpose toward a goal. Yet, 
when we find these in life 
forms we still attribute them 
to evolution. For instance, in 

Scientific American, John 
Koza and others discuss how 
computer programmers are 
creating software versions of 
bodily processes like muta-
tions in an area of science 
called “genetic program-
ming.” This article doesn’t 
play to Gould’s idea of evolu-
tion as a sloppy process. In 
fact, it says “The first practical 

commercial area for ge-
netic programming 
will probably be 
design. In essence, 
design is what en-
gineers do eight 
hours a day and is 
what evolution 
does.”30 There is, 
however, no way to 
reconcile a wasteful 
process of evolution 
with one that does 

design. Evolutionists cannot 
have it both ways. 

In an article on the 
talkorigins.com web site 
(which is heavily laden with 
evolutionists), Adam Marczyk 
ruminates on genetic algo-
rithms which are computer 
programming techniques that 
mimic evolution’s problem 
solving strategies. Amazingly, 
Marczyk thinks the evidence 
of these biological algorithms 
goes beyond what creationists 
can claim as evidence for their 
theory. To me, problem-
solving strategies would be 
the type of ingenious solu-
tions a divine creator would 
employ but something a 
wasteful inefficient process 
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like evolution would be un-
able to use. In this blurb, 
Marczyk hails the genius of 
evolution: 

As astonishing and coun-
terintuitive as it may seem to 
some, genetic algorithms have 
proven to be an enormously 
powerful and successful prob-
lem-solving strategy, dramati-
cally demonstrating the 
power of evolutionary princi-
ples. Genetic algorithms have 
been used in a wide variety of 
fields to evolve solutions to 
problems as difficult as or 
more difficult than those 
faced by human designers. 
Moreover, the solutions they 
come up with are often more 
efficient, more elegant, or 
more complex than anything 
comparable a human engi-
neer would produce. In some 
cases, genetic algorithms have 
come up with solutions that 
baffle the programmers who 
wrote the algorithms in the 
first place!31 

 Yet, this is exactly the kind 
of evidence Sarfati cites in By 
Design. Atheists often com-
plain about the lack of evi-
dence for God’s creation, but 
in my studies I have found 
that the evidence is so power-
ful that they can rhapsodize 
about it and yet not see it. 

Evolutionists believe evo-

lution is a sloppy process with 
no purpose to it (“A”). That is 
why they can believe in use-
less genes; no divine creator 
would employ them. How-
ever, they also believe evolu-
tion can produce sophisti-
cated genetic programs in our 
DNA that astound us (“not-
A”). Clearly evolution cannot 
be both . 

 
The Survival of the 

Fittest 
 
Julian Huxley, in his intro-

duction to Darwin’s Origin, 
describes one of Darwin’s 
central tenet: “As many more 
individuals of each species are 
born than can possibly sur-
vive; and as, consequently, 
there is a frequently recurring 
struggle for existence, it fol-
lows that any being, if it vary 
however slightly in any man-
ner profitable to itself, under 
the complex and sometimes 
varying conditions of life, will 
have a better chance of sur-
viving, and thus be naturally 
selected.”32 The principle of 
the survival of the fittest 
shows up today in evolution-
ist thought particularly in 
Susan Blackmore’s ideas of 
memes (thoughts) where the 
fittest thoughts survive. 

Humans today are not 

29. http://www.evolutionnews.org/2012/08/paper_rebuffs_v063201.html. 
30. John Koza et. al., “Evolving Intentions,” Scientific American,  Feb. 2003, Vol. 288,   
        issue 2. 
31. Adam Marczyk, “Genetic Algorithms and Evolutionary Computation,” http://    
        www.talkorigins.org/faqs/genalg/genalg.html. 
32.   Julian Huxley, introduction to Darwin, The Origin of the Species , 29. 
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dominated by competition 
where the fittest survive. Hu-
mans, instead, primarily pros-
per through cooperation, 
commerce, and charity. There 
must have, therefore, been 
some transition from struggle 
to cohabitation when humans 
thought it better to cooperate 
than to fight. According to 
evolutionists, however, the 
tendency to compete to sur-
vive lies dormant within us 
and can surface whenever 
evolutionists need it as evi-
dence for their theory. 

Take, for instance, Fred 
Edwords’s explanation of why 
genocide happens. Quoting 
Peter Singer, Edwords sug-
gests that the practice of eth-
nic cleansing confers genetic 
benefits on the victors by 
eliminating genetic competi-
tion.  Surprisingly, Singer 
finds that Moses’ act of de-
claring war on the Midianites 
would fit in well with evolu-
tionist ideas because Moses 
was eliminating genetic com-
petition. However, now we 
have civilization which, Ed-
words says, is man’s “effort to 
repeal the law of the jungle” 
and is “a conspiracy of the 
weak against the strong for 
the benefit of all.” Edwords 
says genocide and mass mur-
der will normally confer bene-
fits on the victors, but we 
must resist these impulses.33  

So, if people massacre each 
other, or cooperate, evolu-
tionists will claim both cir-
cumstances are confirmations 

of evolution.  
This is an example of what 

David Stove calls the “Cave 
Man” way of squaring evolu-
tionist theory with the data. 
What Stove is whimsically 
saying is that evolutionists 
often argue that we at once 
behaved as Cave Men, but not 
now. We at once time strug-
gled to survive and evolved 
from that struggle, but we 
don’t struggle to survive now. 
Stove says if Darwin’s theory 
were true, then no species can 
ever escape the process of 
natural selection.34 Our lives 
should still be engaged in a 
struggle to survive. 

There are other ways evo-
lutionists try to have their 
cake and eat it too. Robert 
Wright suggests, in an era 
where condoms are frequently 
used, men have sexual liai-
sons that do not create chil-
dren because according to 
evolutionary biology men are 
still saddled with urges that 
evolved in our precontracep-
tive hunter-gatherer past. 
More sex with more females 
meant more offspring. Philan-
dering is simply a holdover 
from our evolutionist past.35 

Frank Zindler uses this ap-
proach but in reverse. He ar-
gues we are Cave Men now, 
but at one time we weren’t. 
Zindler claims that we are so-
cial because evolution has 
equipped us with nervous sys-
tems that make us social. 
However, anti-social behavior 
still exists. Why? Zindler an-
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swers that we live in a culture 
that is vastly more complex 
than the world our Paleolithic 
ancestors lived in.36 So at one 
time we weren’t anti-social, 
but now we are. 

Evolutionary theory is so 
plastic that it can support 
both chaos and order. It can 
support competition and anti-
social behavior (“A”) and co-
operation and social behavior 
(“not-A”).  It can support sex-
ual philandering (“A”) and 
sexual marital monogamy 
(“not-A”).  However, theories 
that predict and explain both 
are not scientific. 

   
Conclusion 
  
Evolutionists often dis-

agree profusely on what evi-
dence confirms evolution. 
What they do agree on, how-
ever, is that life began as sim-
ple organisms that changed 
and developed into multi-
celled organism and humans 
through a meaningless proc-
ess that often leaves transi-
tional fossil in its wake and 
often not. For Darwin, the 
lack of these fossils was a 
problem, but he suggested our 

fossil record was very incom-
plete. Today, more strata have 
been unearthed and scientists 
have found missing fossils are 
the rule and not the excep-
tion. Rather than admit, then, 
that Darwin’s theory of de-
scent with modification is 
false, they suggest animals 
changed rapidly via punctu-
ated equilibrium so as to leave 
few if any fossils.  What evolu-
tionist theory has morphed 
into, then, is a theory that ex-
pects to find intermediates 
and expects, often, to find 
their absence. Thus, it is a 
theory that expects one kind 
of evidence and its exact op-
posite. However, creationists 
would expect few if any inter-
mediate fossils because they 
believe God created kinds of 
animals with no evolution be-
tween them. 

Similarly, evolutionists 
claim similar body organs 
(homologous structures) im-
ply descent from a common 
ancestor. Yet, when scientists 
discover similar organs 
among animals that did not 
share a common ancestor, 
they explain that as            
convergence.  Yet, similarity 

33.  Fred Edwords, “Why Genocide?”  The Humanist, January/February, 2009, http://
thehumanist.org/january-february-2009/why-genocide/. 

34. David Stove, Darwinian Fairytales: Selfish Genes, Errors of Heredity, and Other 
Fables of Evolution (New York: Encounter Books, 1995), 4. 

35. Robert Wright, "Politics Made Me Do It," Time, February 2, 1998, http://
www.cnn.com/ALLPOLITICS/1998/01/26/time/wright.html. 

36. Frank Zindler, “Ethics Without Gods,” American Atheist, February, 1985; reprinted 
in David Bender, ed., Constructing a Life Philosophy: Opposing Viewpoints (San 
Diego, CA: Greenhaven Press, 1993), 173. 
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of organs between different  
animals could be taken as evi-
dence of God’s creative ability 
just as similar engines in 
automobiles are evidence of 
common car design among 
several designers. 

Evolutionists claim evolu-
tion occurs as a result of a 
process that has no goal or 
end product in mind. When 
mankind came about, it was a 
lucky accident.  This mean-
ingless in evolution is neces-
sary because to posit meaning 
or purpose would be to imply 
design and perhaps a divine 
designer. Evolutionists point 
out organs that appear poorly 
designed  - the retina of the 
human eye, for instance 37 – 
but when they encounter or-
gans or processes that appear 
designed they claim they are 
explained by evolution as 
well. However, well-crafted 
organs would be evidence of 
design, not a sloppy process 
like evolution. 

Evolutionists also believe 
life has evolved through a 
struggle of the fittest where 
only the best adapted organ-
isms with favorable mutations 
survive. Yet, humans as a 
whole do not act like this, and 
hence we are not explained by 
evolutionary theory. How-
ever, evolutionists assert that 

humans at one time evolved 
in a struggle for existence, but 
decided to do otherwise. Yet 
how can man change his mind 
if, as evolutionists often as-
sert, there is no soul or self 
that can usurp biology and 
change the mind? Humans 
actually appear to be more 
like what the Bible describes: 
sinful creatures who are often 
warlike but most often obey 
inborn ethical commands im-
parted by God. 

What explains this ten-
dency of evolutionists to use 
one set of evidence for their 
theory but, often, use the ex-
act opposite as well? Clearly 
evolutionists often bear ani-
mosity toward God and, 
therefore, are in love with a 
theory of origins different 
than Biblical creationism. 
They are either unaware they 
have sacrificed sound scien-
tific methodology to prop up 
their beliefs or are unwilling 
to fix their situation. Fixing 
the problem would put evolu-
tion in a position to be falsi-
fied – a situation they would 
rather avoid. As of now, they 
have left evolution in a state 
where it cannot explain any of 
its facets I have described in 
this essay and, as such, has no 
scientific merit.  LSI 

37.  Peter Gurney, “Is Our ‘Inverted’ Retina Really ‘Bad Design’?,”Creation Ex Nihilo 
Technical Journal, vol 13, no. 1, http://www.trueorigin.org/retina.asp. 
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18. What evidence is 
there for a global flood? 

I 
n addition to what we read 
in Genesis, there is a sur-
prising amount of evidence 
that the earth once experi-

enced a global flood. Dr. 
Duane Gish has identified 
more than 270 legends about 
a worldwide flood among cul-
tures all over the world.1 
These stories, though varying 
in many details, generally de-
pict the entire world being 
destroyed by water with a fa-
vored few being saved from 
the floodwaters in an ark or 
boat of some kind. As is the 
case in all the dragon legends, 
it is reasonable to conclude 
that all these flood stories 
may be based on an actual 
event which their common 

ancestors experienced. Cer-
tainly Noah’s children would 
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have passed on their Flood 
experiences to their children 
and grandchildren, which   
verbal accounts would in turn 
be passed down from genera-
tion to generation and eventu-
ally written down among the 
various people who de-
scended from them. The 
Flood stories vary because 
many details would have got-
ten lost or would have been 
revised as people spread 
around the globe and time 
took its toll on accuracy. 

Fossils also testify to a 
global flood. Many marine 
fossils have been found in 
mountainous areas far from 
the ocean, suggesting that 
flood waters once covered the 
mountains and carried the 
animals which would become 
fossilized there. The mere fact 
that the earth has so many 
fossils suggests that a major 
catastrophe like a global flood 
must have happened because 
the creatures must have been 
buried suddenly in order for 
them to have left their fossil-
ized remains in the rocks. 
Otherwise, had they just lay 
on the ground after dying, 
scavengers would have come 
to devour their remains or 

else their remains would have 
decayed long before ossifying. 
So Noah's flood would quite 
readily explain how so many 
fossils were formed all over 
the earth. 

Other possible evidence for 
a global flood includes sug-
gestions that the various rock 
strata were laid down sud-
denly with no hint of erosion 
between the layers. According 
to standard evolution theo-
ries, the strata that we see 
(such as in the Grand Can-
yon) were laid down gradually 
with many millions of years 
between each stratum, leaving 
plenty of time for erosion be-
tween each layer. However, 
there is no evidence of erosion 
between the strata. As Gene-
sis describes it, Noah’s Flood 
could have laid them down 
within a short period of time. 
Dr. Steven Austin’s work on 
the volcanic eruption of 
Mount St. Helen’s shows how 
“old” geological features can 
be produced in a very short 
time.2 

Some people want to be-
lieve that Noah’s Flood was 
just a local or regional affair. 
This theory disagrees with 
Scripture which says that 
God’s plan was to destroy the 
whole earth with water, not 
just a small part of it (Genesis 
6:13-17), and that the waters 
rose to cover even the highest 
mountains (Genesis 7:19) – 
an impossibility for a local 
flood. The local flood theory is 
also illogical because if Noah’s 
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Flood had been merely local, 
all that Noah, his family and 
the animals would have had 
to do to survive is to have 
moved uphill to a safer place. 

 
19. Was Noah’s Ark 

large enough to handle all 
the animals that would 
have boarded the vessel? 

People who have a hard 
time picturing how all the ani-
mals could have fit on Noah’s 
ark often make at least one or 
two basic errors. First, they 
underestimate the size of 
Noah’s ark. It was actually 
quite huge! The Ark measured 
300 x 50 x 30 cubits (Genesis 
6:15), which is about 450 x 75 
x 45 feet. It would have been 
taller than a three-story build-
ing and longer than one-and-
a-half football fields. The vol-
ume would be equivalent to 
more than 500 standard rail-
road stock cars. It was far lar-
ger than the bathtub shaped 
boats which we often see pic-
tured in cartoons or drawings 
for children. 

Secondly, these people 
greatly overestimate the num-
ber of animals that would 
have been on board. Accord-
ing to Genesis, only land ani-
mals and birds were repre-
sented on the ark. As men-
tioned previously, even the 
larger dinosaurs could have fit 
on the ark, especially if they 

were much smaller juveniles. 
The marine species which 
survived the Flood must have 
found calmer areas in the 
generally turbulent waters. 
The Bible doesn’t mention 
insects, but they take up very 
little space. Plants would have 
survived as floating vegeta-
tion or as seeds. 

The biggest error in over-
estimating the number of ani-
mals on the ark is to equate 
the biblical kind with today’s 
species. As I discussed in 
Question 6, creationist geneti-
cists believe that kind is a 
much broader term than spe-
cies, so far fewer animals 
would have been needed on 
the ark to fulfill God’s com-
mand. In other words, it is 
conceivable that there was 
only one pair of canines, one 
pair of equines, one pair of 
felines, etc., all of which pos-
sessed all the genetic informa-
tion to produce the various 
varieties of dogs, horses and 
cats that we see today. Some 
creation scientists believe that 
the biblical kind is roughly 

2. Steven A. Austin, “Rapid Erosion at Mount St. Helens,” Geoscience Re-

search Institute (Loma Linda, California: 1984), abstract published in Ori-

gins 11:2 (1984), 90-98, http://www.icr.org/article/erosion-mount-st-
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equivalent to today’s family in 
the order of taxonomy. If so, 
there may have been only a 
few thousand animals on 
board. 

 
20. Were there really ice 

ages? 
Generally speaking, crea-

tionist scientists see evidence 
for only one Ice Age. Geologi-
cal evidence for the Ice Age 
include the glaciers, the U-
shaped valleys which appear 
to have been made by the gla-
ciers, and till (deposits of fine 
and coarse material) made by 
glaciers as they travel over the 
ground. Because we still have 
glaciers today, the Ice Age 
must have occurred after 
Noah’s Flood. Just as secular 
geologists are not in complete 
agreement regarding their 
theories of multiple ice ages 
(from 4 to 20), creationists do 
differ somewhat on the details 
of the Ice Age. 

According to one scenario, 
not long after the Flood great 
ice sheets developed over 
Greenland and North America 
as far south as northern 
United States, Scandinavia, 
Germany and England. In the 
Southern Hemisphere, most 
of Antarctica was covered by 
another ice sheet along with 
ice caps on the mountains of 
New Zealand, Tasmania, the 
Andes Mountains, and some 
mountains in Australia. 

Ice never covered more 
than a third of the earth’s 
land surface, even at its great-

est extent, so there was plenty 
of warm dry land left on earth 
for the descendants of Noah. 
Human societies such as the 
Neanderthals may have lived 
near the edge of the ice sheet 
in Europe. The harsh climate 
and lack of sunshine may 
have led to diseases such as 
rickets that could have caused 
their somewhat rugged ap-
pearance. After 700 years or 
so, the Ice Age ended. 

Noah’s Flood offers a rea-
sonable explanation for what 
could have caused the Ice 
Age. For ice to form on land, 
the oceans at mid and high 
latitude need to be warm and 
the land masses need to be 
cold, especially in summer. 
The oceans after the Flood 
would have been warmed by 
the addition of hot subterra-
nean water and heat energy 
released through volcanic ac-
tivity (“the springs of the the springs of the 
g r e a t  d e e p  b u r s t g r e a t  d e e p  b u r s t 
forthforth” [Genesis 7:11]). Vol-

Artist’s Impression of Earth During the Ice Age 
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canic dust from the eruptions 
would have reflected solar 
radiation back into space, 
causing low temperatures 
over land and leading to cold 
summers. The volcanic erup-
tions could have lasted for 
hundreds of years. 

Perhaps there is a refer-
ence to the Ice Age in the 
book of Job: “The tempest The tempest 
comes out from its chamber, comes out from its chamber, 
the cold from the driving the cold from the driving 
winds. The breath of God pro-winds. The breath of God pro-
duces ice, and the broad wa-duces ice, and the broad wa-
ters become frozenters become frozen” (Job 
37:9-10). If the creationist 
scientists are right, there will 
never again be another Ice 
Age like the one following 
Noah’s Flood because there 
will never again be a flood like 
that one.3 

 
21. Is the story of Jonah 

a real historical event or a 
fable? 

Jesus accepted Jonah as a 
real historical figure who in-
deed spent three days inside a 

big fish (Matthew 12:39-41). 
In fact, Jesus compared Jo-
nah’s three days inside the 
fish to the three days he him-
self would spend in the tomb 
after his crucifixion: “For as For as 
Jonah was three days and Jonah was three days and 
three nights in the belly of a three nights in the belly of a 
huge fish, so the Son of Man huge fish, so the Son of Man 
will be three days and three will be three days and three 
nights in the heart of the nights in the heart of the 
earthearth.” On the basis of this 
verse, a person might con-
clude that if the story of Jo-
nah being swallowed by a big 
fish were not true, then nei-
ther was the death and resur-
rection of Jesus. Such a scary 
thought! 

Considering that there is 
no other biblical account of a 
person being swallowed by an 
animal and living to tell about 
it, the account of Jonah is cer-
tainly a unique event. The Bi-
ble does not identify the type 
of sea creature that swallowed 
Jonah. Some possible candi-
dates that have been sug-
gested are a whale (blue or 

s p e r m 
whale), a 
shark (white 
or whale 
shark), a 
special fish 
prepared by 
God just for 
this one 
event, or 

3. Don Batten et. al., “Chapter 16: What About the Ice Ages?” The Creation Answers 
Book, Creation Ministries International, http://creation.com/images/pdfs/cabook/
chapter16.pdf . 

A whale shark. 
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some other now extinct sea 
creature. The whales and 
sharks mentioned all have 
mouths large enough to swal-
low a man. However, what-
ever it was that swallowed Jo-
nah, God had to intervene 
long enough to make sure that 
no harm came to Jonah while 
he was inside the animal.4 To 
believe in the Jonah account 
as an actual historical event is 
certainly biblical and not 
therefore unreasonable. 

 
22. What is intelligent 

design and is it an idea 
Christians can accept? 

Anybody who studies na-
ture for very long has to be 
greatly impressed. Everything 
from the vast universe to a 
simple biological cell shows 
evidence of intelligent plan-
ning. For example, a wood-
pecker can bang away on trees 
without damaging its brain, 

thanks to the clever shock-
absorbing features built into 
its head. Many people have 
wisely concluded that all the 
countless examples of clever 
features and practices seen in 
mere plants and animals are 
due to a superior intelligence 
who designed them. This the-
ory is known as intelligent 
design. 

Evidence of intelligent de-
sign is seen in the growing 
number of examples of 
biomimicry.5 Biomimicry is 
the practice of copying de-
signs in plants or animals for 
use in human inventions. For 
instance, the seeds or burrs of 
the burdock plant once in-
spired an engineer to invent 
Velcro. The Japanese in-
vented a bullet train, the fast-
est in the world, after study-
ing the kingfisher bird. Engi-
neers in Zimbabwe designed a 
modern office building with 
such efficient ventilation it 
doesn’t need central heating 
or air-conditioning. But their 
invention could only have 
happened because they first 
had studied African termite 
mounds which had the venti-
lation system first. Thus it 
would seem completely un-
reasonable to credit the hu-
man inventors with using 
their wisdom in designing the 
human inventions while 
claiming that the plants and 
animals on which these in-
ventions were based were not 
also intelligently designed. 

Intelligent design is so   Burdock Plant (Arctium lappa) 
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obvious that some scientists a 
few decades ago began a 
movement called Intelligent 
Design (ID) to highlight the 
concept and use it to counter 
Darwinian evolution. They 
use evidence from various 
branches of science to but-
tress their ideas. Their plan 
appears to be to try to make 
intelligent design scientifi-
cally respectable so it might 
catch on in the mainstream 
scientific community. To do 
this though, they have to 
avoid not only mentioning the 
Bible but also identifying the 
Intelligent Designer whom we 
know as the God of the Bible. 
ID scientists are not necessar-
ily Bible believers, and many 
seem to accept the long ages 
of evolutionism even while 
they are denying Darwinism. 
So, while Bible-based Chris-
tians may hope or even pray 
that Intelligent Design can 

help knock evolu-
tionism off its lofty 
perch (so far ID has 
had only limited suc-
cess), we cannot par-
ticipate in the ID 
movement. Because 
it is not grounded in 
the Word of God, ID 
has absolutely noth-
ing to say about our 
sins or our Savior. 
 

23. If an intelligent 
God designed the world 
so well, why are there so 
many problems? 

 
Nobody will deny that as 

well designed as the world 
appears to be there are never-
theless serious problems we 
must live with such as natural 
disasters and people acting 
badly. The Bible has the an-
swer  to  th is  r idd le. 
“Therefore, just as sin entered Therefore, just as sin entered 
the world through one man, the world through one man, 
and death through sin, and in and death through sin, and in 
this way death came to all this way death came to all 
m e n ,  b e c a u s e  a l l m e n ,  b e c a u s e  a l l 
sinnedsinned” (Romans 5:12). Be-
cause of Adam’s sin, every 
person born since then has 
inherited a sinful nature. This 
is why we have criminals in 
our world and why we find 
ourselves falling short of per-
fection. This is also why peo-
ple get sick and die. 

Tornados — just one of nature’s problems. 

4. Warren Krug, “What Swallowed Jonah?” LSI Journal (2010), http://
www.lutheranscience.org/2010-JonahsFish.html . 

5. Warren Krug, “Biomimicry,” LSI Journal (2009), http://
www.lutheranscience.org/2009-Biomimicry.html . 
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But what about natural 
disasters such as earthquakes 
and hurricanes? It appears 
that when sin entered the 
world, the entire universe had 
to suffer along with human-
kind. Mankind ruined God’s 
perfect creation. St. Paul says: 
“We know that the whole We know that the whole 
creation has been groaning as creation has been groaning as 
in the pains of childbirth right in the pains of childbirth right 
u p  t o  t h e  p r e s e n t u p  t o  t h e  p r e s e n t 
timetime” (Romans 8:22). When 
God completed his creation 
on the sixth day and looked at 
everything he had made, he 
declared “it was very 
good” (Genesis 1:31). Now it is 
not so good anymore, and our 
sin is the reason. But wait! 
There is good news for all of 
us. 

 
24. What else has 
God designed for 
us? 
 
God has designed a 
plan for everyone that 
will restore the perfec-
tion which Adam and 
Eve enjoyed in the Gar-
den of Eden before 
their downfall. “God so God so 
loved the world that he loved the world that he 
gave his one and only gave his one and only 
Son, that whoever be-Son, that whoever be-
lieves in him shall not lieves in him shall not 
perish but have eternal perish but have eternal 
lifelife” (John 3:16). Think 
about that for a mo-
ment. God sent his own 
innocent divine Son 
into this world to live 
perfectly in our place in 

order to provide us with his 
holiness (“Do not think that I Do not think that I 
have come to abolish the Law have come to abolish the Law 
or the Prophets; I have not or the Prophets; I have not 
come to abolish them but to come to abolish them but to 
fulfill themfulfill them” [Matthew 5:17]) 
and then to die innocently in 
our place to take away our 
guilt (“He himself bore our He himself bore our 
sins in his body on the cross, sins in his body on the cross, 
so that we might die to sins so that we might die to sins 
and live for righteousness; by and live for righteousness; by 
his wounds you have been his wounds you have been 
healedhealed” [1 Peter 2:24]). He 
demands nothing of us in ex-
change. 

Compare this Gospel truth 
to what the man-made relig-
ions of the world stress – how 
their followers must do many 
good works and make sacri-
fices to try to please their 
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“gods.” However, the one true 
God has provided us with a 
gift that we do not need to 
earn. In fact, nobody can earn 
it. God gave us this unique 
plan of salvation which no 
human mind could have 
dreamed up. The Gospel in 
the Bible is the only road to 
heaven, and heaven becomes 
ours only through faith in the 
promises of God’s free salva-
tion which Jesus won for our 
sinful human race. Jesus said, 
“I am the way and the truth I am the way and the truth 
and the life. No one comes to and the life. No one comes to 
the Father except through the Father except through 
meme” (John 14:6). 

Now, as we nurture our 
faith in Jesus through Bible 

study and through reception 
of the sacraments (Baptism 
and the Lord’s Supper), we 
can look forward to a beauti-
ful future home which has 
been designed just for us and 
which will turn out to be a far 
superior home to the earthly 
home we currently inhabit. 

Jesus once said “In my  In my  
Father’s house are many Father’s house are many 
rooms; if it were not so, I rooms; if it were not so, I 
would have told you. I am go-would have told you. I am go-
ing there to prepare a place ing there to prepare a place 
for you. And if I go and pre-for you. And if I go and pre-
pare a place for you, I will pare a place for you, I will 
come back and take you to be come back and take you to be 
with me that you also may be with me that you also may be 
where I amwhere I am” (John 14:2). LSI 
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NUGGETSNUGGETS  
The Unknown God 
“The Gallup and Pew organizations are well known for their surveys, 
all expressing a fairly consistent level of over 80 percent of the U.S. 
population who affirm a belief in God. … But although a significant 
majority still seems to believe in God, the accompanying questions 
reveal that the god believed in is not the God of Scripture. Just as the 
Stoics and Epicureans of Paul’s day reserved space in their philoso-
phies for an unknown god to worship (like a backup deity—just in case 
one was missed), so most indigenous populations across the globe 
believe in a Great Spirit or High God that rules the universe and the 
other deities in a distant and mysterious way. 
 
“It is of interest that the number of those who believe in Darwinism 
(although still a minority of the population) has increased over 10 per-
cent since 2005 (from 42 percent to 47 percent) [Harris poll of Dec. 
16, 2013]. In the Darwinian belief system, natural selection takes the 
place of the omnipotent and omniscient Greek Zeus of Paul’s day, 
personifying nature to orchestrate the evolution of the universe and all 
its myriad parts. … Indeed, there is a sense in which all humanity has 
a belief in an omnipotent and omniscient Being. Yet the ‘god of this 
age’ (2 Corinthians 4:4) blinds their minds ‘through philosophy and 
empty deceit, according to the tradition of men, according to the basic 
principles of the world, and not according to Christ” (Colossians 2:8).” 
 
-—Henry M. Morris, III, “Declaring the Unknown God,” Acts&Facts (September, 
2014). 

Trapped 
“Air is an environment can lead to surprising 
interactions between living and nonliving 
things. When positively charged insects fly 
close to a spider web, for example,          
electrostatic charges cause the web to move 
toward them to actively capture the hapless 
fliers.” 
——Mary Hoff, “Something in the Air,” Discover 
(June, 2014):13. 
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Getting Rid of Pesky Fruit Flies 
 
“After bringing home bananas, rinse the peels with tap water 
and then dry them with a paper towel. This should remove any 
fruit fly eggs that might be on the peels. If flies are already pre-
set, fill a large bowl with water, add one tablespoon of sugar, 
and stir to dissolve the sugar. Then add a few drops of liquid 
dish soap. The sugary water will attract the flies who will then 
drown in the water because the soap keeps them from flying 
away.” 

    

By the word of the Lord the By the word of the Lord the By the word of the Lord the By the word of the Lord the     
heavens were made, their heavens were made, their heavens were made, their heavens were made, their     
starry host by the breath starry host by the breath starry host by the breath starry host by the breath     

of his mouth.of his mouth.of his mouth.of his mouth.    
He gathers the waters of the sea He gathers the waters of the sea He gathers the waters of the sea He gathers the waters of the sea 
into jars]; he puts the deep into into jars]; he puts the deep into into jars]; he puts the deep into into jars]; he puts the deep into 

storehouses.storehouses.storehouses.storehouses.    
Let all the earth fear the Lord;Let all the earth fear the Lord;Let all the earth fear the Lord;Let all the earth fear the Lord;    
    let all the people of the world     let all the people of the world     let all the people of the world     let all the people of the world 

revere him.revere him.revere him.revere him.    
For he spoke, and it came to be;For he spoke, and it came to be;For he spoke, and it came to be;For he spoke, and it came to be;    
    he commanded, and it stood     he commanded, and it stood     he commanded, and it stood     he commanded, and it stood 

firm.firm.firm.firm.    
(Psalm 33:6(Psalm 33:6(Psalm 33:6(Psalm 33:6----9, NIV)9, NIV)9, NIV)9, NIV)    

—http://www.answersingenesis.org  

 
—“Ask Heloise,“ Good 
Housekeeping, quoted in     
Bottom Line Personal 
(9/1/14) 
 
Fruit fly photo 
(Drosophila 
melanogaster) 
From Wikipedia 

A Bill Nye Quote Ken 
Ham Really Loves 
 
“Now there is one quote from Bill Nye 
when he appeared on CNN after the 
debate that I just love:  

‘I was and am respectful of Ken 
Ham's passion. At a cognitive level, 
he believes what he says. He really 
means it, when he says that he has 
'a book' that supersedes everything 
you and I and his parishioners can 
observe everywhere in nature 
around us. I respected that commit-
ment.’ 

 
“Ah yes-the most quoted phrase from 
the debate "there is a book .... " And 
that's what the AiG ministry is all 
about-"there is a book"-God's Word 
and the saving gospel message it pro-
claims.” 
 
—A Letter from Ken Ham, June 26, 2014. 
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The Sky is Falling 
 
“In a debate with Kent Hovind, Dr. Michael Shermer made the          
following assertion: 

‘...if Young Earth Creationists like him are right, then all of science goes out 
the window, not just evolutionary biology. If the earth is only 6,000 years 
old, then most of cosmology, astronomy, physics, chemistry, biochemistry, 
geology, paleontology, archaeology, genetics, etc. are wrong’ 
 

“Hovind satirically responded, ‘the sky is falling!’ 
 
“The argument implies that if the evolutionary timescale is disbelieved 
all the scientific achievements reached since the introduction of       
Darwin's theory will be forever lost. This is foolish at best. Our ability to 
conduct research in any of the fields Dr. Shermer mentions will not be 
hindered by acceptance of Creation. Acceptance of long ages is not 
necessarily connected to our abilities to conduct operational,             
repeatable science. Dr. Jerry Bergman adds that ‘Although Darwinists 
often talk about the central importance of “evolution” in gaining a    
basic understanding of the natural world, my research reveals that in 
the daily work of both scientific education and scientific research,    
evolution is rarely mentioned (or even a concern)’ “ 
—”Anticreationist debate tactics,” Creation Wiki (July 11, 2011), http://
creationwiki.org/Anticreationist_debate_tactics  

Top 10 Foods  
to Help You to a Longer, Healthier Life 
 
1. Almonds — packed with nutrients such as fiber,          
riboflavin, magnesium, iron and calcium. 
2. Apples — good source of fiber and vitamin C. 
3. Bananas — great source of potassium, multiple         
vitamins, and resistant starch (to reduce hunger). 
4. Blueberries — good source of plant phytonutrients,  
fiber and vitamin C. 
5. Broccoli — source of calcium, potassium, folate and fiber. 
6. Beans — good source of iron, magnesium,  phosphorus,        
potassium, copper, thiamin, protein and dietary fiber. 
7. Beets — excellent source of B vitamin folate,              
magnesium, potassium, iron, copper and phosphorus. 
8. Spinach — good source of vitamins A and C, folate,     
riboflavin, vitamin B6, calcium, iron and magnesium. 
9. Sweet potatoes — high in antioxidant beta carotene; 
good source of fiber, vitamins B6, C, and E, folate and    
potassium. 
10. Wheat Germ — concentrated source of niacin, thiamin,       
riboflavin, vitamin E, folate, magnesium, phosphorus, potassium, 
iron, zinc, protein and fiber 
—Dana Ellis Hunnes, RD, quoted in “10 Foods to Help You Live a Longer, 
Healthier Life,” Healthy Years, UCLA Division of Geriatrics (Volume 13GR). 
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A man called Job here talks 
about two beautiful things in 
nature—coral and jasper. 
But, he says, they cannot 
compare to something far 
more valuable—wisdom. 
 
What is coral? Corals area 

little animals belonging to a 
group of animals called     
invertebrates, which are 
animals without backbones. 
They are related to jellyfish 
and individually are called 
polyps. 
 
What do coral polyps 

look like? When very young, 
they look like little jellyfish 
having arms or tentacles, 
mouths, stomachs, shells and 
other body parts. They come 
in many different bright 
colors and shapes. Some look 

like fans; others like deer 
anthers; and so on. 
 
How big are coral 

polyps? Just one polyp will 
be only a few millimeters 
long or much less than one 
inch. 
 
What do they eat? At the 

tips of a coral polyp’s 
tentacles are poisonous cells 
called  nematocysts. These 
nematocysts can sting small 
living things called plankton 
or even small fish which 
swim by. The poison freezes 
the prey which allows the 
polyps to easily eat them.  
 
What is a coral reef? A 

coral reef is a large group or 
colony of coral polyps, 
perhaps a million or so, 
which get stuck together. 

Kid’s PageKid’s Page  

 “Coral and jasper are not 
worthy of mention; the price 
of wisdom is beyond rubies.” 
(Job 28:18) 

CoralCoral  

Coral polyps showing their tentacles. 
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When a polyp dies, it leaves 
behind an empty shell or 
skeleton. Other polyps land 
on top of these skeletons. 
They too eventually die and 
leave their skeletons behind. 
Over many years, the coral 
skeletons get stuck to each 
other and make a reef. 
 
What is the world’s 

largest coral reef? The Great 
Barrier Reef off the coast of 
Australia is the world’s largest 
coral reef. It is 1,400 miles 

long, is made up of 900 
islands, and contains 
billions of polyps. 
 
   Job was right that our 
w i sdom i s  more 
important than coral. 
Let’s be smart and not 
turn down the gifts of 
f o r g i v e n e s s  a n d 
salvation God offers us 
through faith in Jesus. 
—Sources: Wikipedia  
oceanworld.tamu.edu 
 

Research Activity: Go 
to http://animals. 
nationalgeographic. 
c o m / a n i m a l s /
invertebrates/coral/ 
on the internet and then 

fill in the blanks below. 
Coral polyps can live 

from ___ years to _______ 

of years. Coral reefs are 

homes to about ____ 

percent of all marine 

animals. Some scientists 

think pollution and other 

factors will kill about ___ 

percent of all reefs in 30 

years. This article makes a 

mistake by saying coral 

reefs began growing 50 
________ years ago. 

Diagram of a coral polyp. 
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Join LSI as a Member (or renew membership) 
 
Thank you so much for your dues and donations. While LSI is 
a WELS organization, it receives no funding or support from 
the WELS. LSI does not share personal information with any 
other organization. 
 
Complete this form and mail to:  
Lutheran Science Institute  
4130 Harvest Lane  
Racine Wl  53402-9562 
 
LSI members MUST be a member of a WELS. ELS, or CELC 
Lutheran congregation.  I have read and accept the LSI   
Statement Of Belief (Article II of the LSI constitution).  Dues 
will increase significantly on October 1, 2014. Apply before that 
date to receive these lower rates. 
 
Select 1 of the following (USA dollars) 

�  1 year student electronic (age 13-17; non-voting) $5.00 

�  1 year student electronic (adult full time student) $5.00 

�  1 year adult electronic $9.00 

�  3 year adult electronic $21.00 

�  10 year adult electronic $60.00 

�  Lifetime adult electronic $100.00 

�  1 year adult, plus print Journal (USA) $18.00 

�  1 year adult, plus print Journal (Canada) $25.00 

�  1 year adult, plus print Journal (other) $38.00 

�  3 year adult, plus print Journal (USA) $42.00 

�  3 year adult, plus print Journal (Canada) $63.00 

�  3 year adult, plus print Journal (other) $72.00 

 
If you do not have email, you will probably wish to purchase the   
paper print version of the LSI Journal and LSI Bulletin. 
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My email address (please print clearly)  

_______________________________________________________ 

If you provide a valid email address, LSI will email the LSI Journal  
(4/year), the LSI Bulletin (8/year), and other LSI email (password 
changes, announcements, questions; up to 4/year). You will have the 
option of cancelling any or all of these emails. 
 
My name _______________________________________________ 

Mailing address __________________________________________ 

City ___________________________________  

State or Province ____________________  

Country _________________ Zip code or postal code ____________  

 
Voice phone number ___________________________________ 

 
Church (include city, and state) ______________________________ 

_______________________________________________________ 

 
What is your highest college degree? (No degree is required for mem-
bership. We simply wish to know the mix of our membership.) 
�   none 

�   2 year degree 

�   bachelor's degree 

�   master's degree 

�   PhD 

 
What is your college major? (or NONE) 

_______________________________________________________ 

 
You must send payment to complete your membership application. 
You can pay with a credit card or PayPal using our LSI online donation 
page, or you can mail a check.   Checks should be made to Lutheran 
Science Institute. www.LutheranScience.org 
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Some Secularists  
Insult the Human Race 

 

S 
ome scientists are 
looking into the dis-
tant future and pre-
dicting humans will 

not be playing a major role in 
it. 

Science writer Tia Ghose 
recently reflected on “Dawn of 
the Planet of the Apes,” a 
movie which was released this 
summer. That movie offered a 
scenario in which a powerful 
virus almost wipes out hu-
mans while enduing apes with 
superintelligence, thus setting 
up a battle for supremacy be-
tween the two species. 

This led to speculation in 
Ghose’s article on what kind 
of animal, if not apes, might 
one day take over as the 
dominant species. 

Biologist Jan Zalasiewicz 
said it might be rats. They are 
so ubiquitous and intelligent 
and have such a “highly 
evolved” social structure.  

But Robert Sternberg of 
Cornell thinks it might be 
bacteria, which already best 
humans in many ways. There 

are so many of them; bacteria  
reproduce faster than we do 
and mutate faster; they have 
been around much longer (he 
thinks); and they even live 
within us. 

However, some experts 
point to artificial intelligence 
as the biggest threat to Homo 
sapiens. A new machine has 
already demonstrated an abil-
ity to answer questions in 
much the same way humans 
would. 

All of this speculation fits 
in with secular science’s view 
that there is really nothing 
special about humans. We 
just happen to be slightly 
more advanced apes which 
temporarily occupy the top 
spot. For Bible-based Chris-
tians, that attitude is very in-
sulting and off the mark. 

Humans were created to be 
the dominant species. God is 
quoted in Genesis 1:27-28 as 
telling our ancestors to “Be Be 
fruitful and increase in num-fruitful and increase in num-
ber; fill the earth and subdue ber; fill the earth and subdue 
it. Rule over the fish in the sea it. Rule over the fish in the sea 
and the birds in the sky and and the birds in the sky and 
over every living creature that over every living creature that 
moves on the groundmoves on the ground.” 

Humans alone have been 
given eternal souls, and God 
has not promised eternal life 
to any other species, a gift 
available only through faith in   
Jesus Christ. LSI 

—Warren Krug, editor 

MyMy  

ViewView  



LSI Journal 32 

Q 
uails are small birds 
not more than 25 cm 
(10 in.) long. There 
are many different 

species that live in many parts 
of the world. Quails are often 
kept, like chickens, to produce 
eggs for sale. Quail eggs are 
small. In the wild, quails, like 
most birds, build nests in 
which to hatch their eggs. The 
mother quail lays around 12 
eggs over a period of about 
two weeks. 
 

Although the eggs are laid 
over a period of time, they all 
hatch together. This is impor-
tant because quails build their 
nests on the ground, so when 
the chicks hatch they need to 
be cared for and protected by 
the mother quail. If some 
chicks hatched before the oth-
ers, they would wander from 
the nest, and the mother quail 
wouldn’t be able to leave the 
other eggs to care for them. So 
why do the eggs, laid at differ-
ent times, hatch together? 

 

Scientists have discovered 
that, as the baby chicks grow 
inside the egg, they signal to 
each other with a clicking 
sound. These clicks act as a 
kind of “egg timer” which 
makes the eggs that were laid 
last speed up, and the older 
eggs slow down. The chicks 
then break out of their shells 
at almost the same time, and 
their mother is free to feed 
and care for them all. This 
means that the chicks are 
more likely to survive until 
they can fend for themselves. 

 
Did this wonderful sys-

tem evolve gradually? It 
makes more sense to be-
lieve that God designed 
quails (and some other 
birds) to do this from the 
beginning. 
 
—Our World (No. 107) -- 

Creation Resources Trust,      
England -- Geoff Chapman,     
editor 

QuailsQuails  


