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Evolutionists Say Amazing Things
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“Evolution is a Leap of Imagination”

Richard Dawkins is one of the world's greatestfenders of
evolution. He regularly derides those who beligve supernatural
deity. In the preface to one of his bestsellingksp he wonders why
“the vast majority of people” refuse to deny theeunatural and
therefore refuse to accept god-less evolution lidtereasons why he
thinks people persist in religious belief and coadels with the truth
that evolution is “contrary to all intuition,” and “a very large leap of
imagination ...a leap of the imagination so large,ttwathis day, many
people seem unwilling to make it.”

Dawkins acknowledges that creation points treator, but then
exchanges that truth for the lie of evolution (Rom® 1:18-25). Like
Caiaphas (John 11:49-53), Dawkins utters trutheuniling to oppose
the Kingdom of God (Dawkins mentions two truths:af fereation
points to a creator; That evolution is a leap daigination).

Dawkins writes,

We are entirely accustomed to the idea that comelegance is an
indicator of premediated, crafted design. Thigriebably the most
powerful reason for the belief, held by the vasjamty of the people
who have ever lived, in some kind of supernatueithd It took a very
large leap of imagination for Darwin and Wallacesé® that, contrary
to all intuition, there is another way and, once yave understood it,
a far more plausible way, for complex “design” tis@ out of primeval
simplicity. A leap of imagination so large thad, this day, many
people seem unwilling to make it. It is the maimpose of this book
to help the reader make this 18p. -MSB
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Human or Ape, No In-Between

Natural History Museum in Vienna, Austria.
Australopithecus afarensis.

credit: Wolfgang Sauber (Own work), via Wikimedian@nons, 2013.
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Human or Ape, No In-Between

CosmocCaixa, a science museum in Barcelona, Spain.
Australopithecus afarensis.

credit; Airin at wikivoyage shared, via Wikimediai@mons, 2008.
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Cover photo: One of several evolution apologetmskbets written ang
published by the National Academy of Sciences.selbeoklets ar¢
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claims of evolutionists. Second: To better undethat the goal o
many leading evolutionists is to eliminate belre&icreator god.
See a critique starting on page 8.
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4 FaithReality

Devotion

Faith is Reality

Now faith is the reality of what is hoped for, th@roof of what is not
seen. For our ancestors won God’s approval by By faith we

understand that the universe was created by Godis\mand, so that
what is seen has been made from things that are vistble. ...By

faith Noah, after he was warned about what was nyat seen and
motivated by godly fear, built an ark to deliverdiiamily. By faith he

condemned the world and became an heir of the reggisness that
comes by faith. Hebrews 11:1-3, 7 (HSCB)

Here begins the Bible’'s great chapter on faitimich lists 20
individuals and groups of peopl&ho trusted God’s promises as sure
and certain, and who looked forward to spendinghétewith God in
heavert. The world would not judge some of these men aochen as
righteous, since the list includes a prostitute h@g, deceivers
(Abraham and Jacob), and murderers (Moses and Patidm God
also choose to write major parts of the Bible).t Bed declares that
by faith these sinners “won God’s approval,” aatet in verse 39 God
says it again, “All these were approved througlir ttaéth.”

Before listing these people of faith, God pd®& us with one general
example of faith. “By faith we understand that tinéverse was created
by God’s command, so that what is seen has beee mamh things
that are not visible.” Every article of faith i®lleved by faith,
including belief in creation. By faith we belietreat “He spoke, and it
came into being; He commanded, and it came intstexte,” (Psalm
33:9).

I % 1 & 28&# 3.8&% 4 &% #
x2 ) 2 05
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Anatomy expert and Confessional Lutheran Dri®&entort® has
written a very good articté (available free online) detailing how
evolutionists create apemen. Mention explains,

Knowing from Scripture that God didn’t create amg@en, there
are only three ways for the evolutionist to create:

1. Combine ape fossil bones with human fossiklsand declare
the two to be one individual—a real “apeman.”

2. Emphasize certain humanlike qualities of 1o==il ape bones,
and with imagination upgrade apes to be more hukeanl

3. Emphasize certain apelike qualities of fogsdihuman bones,
and with imagination downgrade humans to be moetikap

These three approaches account for all of themats by
evolutionists to fill the unbridgeable gap betweges and men
with fossil apemen!

Museums around the world show extinct apes mitiman-like
features. The actual fossil bones of these extipes have ape-like
feet and hands (for climbing trees), ape-like asi (allowing only
short distance and unstable upright walking, jikstinodern apes), and
ape-like skulls, but the imaginative models at minse replace some
of these ape-like features with human feattfesThe knuckle-
walking!® Australopithecus afarensis shown on the next two pages
walking upright with human feet. It is easy todimany more
examples of such grossly misleading museum displays
[See photos on the next 2 pages.] -MSB

15 Menton was an assoc. professor of anatomy at \Wgisiti University School of
Medicine from 1996-2000 and then served as assofegsor emeritus. He also
served as a consulting editor 8tedman’s Medical DictionaryHis PhD is from
Brown University in cell biology. He holds membirsin a congregation of the
Church of the Lutheran Confession (CLC).

16 David Menton, “Did Humans Really Evolve From Aplkel Creatures?” in The
New Answers Book 2, ed. Ken Ham (Green Forest: &td3boks, 2008), 83-93.
https://answersingenesis.org/human-evolution/apefaidhumans-really-evolve-
from-apelike-creatures/

17 Menton, 89.

18 Menton, 86-91.

19 Menton, 91.

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)
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Know Evolution —The Evolution Story is a MixtureRefality and Fabrication

Human or Ape, No In-Between

Evolutionists claim many transitional forms weéen apes and
humans. According to a 2016 survey, 14-24 yeas stk this as the
best evidence for millions of yeas. We know for certain from
Scripture that every kind (not every species) ahplnd animal was
created during creation week only thousands ofsyego. Those
created kinds have diversified through naturalcele into millions
of species. (See the articlatural Selectionjn the Fall 2016 LSI
Journal.)

Humans have always been humans. Apes havesalbeen apes.
How then do evolutionists claim to have bones of paman, part ape
creatures? The evolution story is a mixture ofiyeand fabrication.
Evolutionists’ claims for human evolution are amewle of that truth.
Evolutionists start with real bones, fossils, artdacts. These remains
are from humans and apes who lived and died ipaiseé That is the
truth part. Then the fabrication begins.

So how do evolutionists claim to have fossilpart human, part ape
creatures? One way is to take fossils of our luarecestors and
imagine ape-like attributes for those people. Tisatdone with
Neanderthals and Cro-Magnon Man. Another is te thdssils of
extinct apes and imagine human-like attributegtiose apes. That is
done with the famous *“Lucy” fossil and other typesf
australopithecines. Another way is to accidentallgven fraudulently
combine fossils of apes and humans into one creaturhe most
famous example of fraud is the Piltdown man who haided as an
apeman for over 40 years until the fraud was disyin 1953.

14 Daniel A. Biddle, “Targeted Apologetics®nswers —Building A Biblical
Worldview vol. 12 no. 1 (Jan-Feb 2017), 48-51.
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God begins this Scripture by revealing thathfas “reality” and
“proof.” Through faith we can be certain that Gwdated the universe
from nothing, that 8 people survived a planet-wided aboard Noah's
Ark, that Jesus died on the cross and rose on Eastelay, and that
we will spend eternity in heaven with Jesus ou@awVe cannot see
these things with our physical eyes, but we cantbeen clearly
through the vision of faith.

credit: Northwestern Publishing House, 2003, OTI8Bictures for Multimedia.

Noah worships God upon leaving the ark
(Genesis 8:15 — 9:17)

Noah is our ancestor. He did not win God'srapal by obediently
building an ark. He won God’s approval by faithe tsame way we
win God’s approval. Noah is an heir of eterna End is now with
God in heaven, because he has “the righteousratssaimes by faith.”
We have that same righteousness that comes by fhghrobe of
righteousness we received from Jesus when he brasgb faith.

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)
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We Pray

Lord, send your Spirit to strengthen my faithlaead, hear, and
contemplate your Word. Increase my trust in yadiiaryour promises.
I am a sinner who does not deserve any good from lyot in your
amazing love you gave me faith and the righteoisstiest comes by
that faith. Thank you. Thank you. Thank you. Hcam | ever thank
you enough? You are amazing. There is no ondikésgou. Protect
me from the temptation of evolution, which seeksshipwreck my
faith through false claims about you, about yourtlyand about your
creation. Amen

-MSB

Feedback

Send your comments to Lutheran Science Instit@&9A W. Edgewood Ave.,
New Berlin WI 53151 (or office@LutheranScience.o@pmments should be
under 250 words. Longer submissions may be usadjagst editorial. Not
all comments received can be used.

LSI Ministry
Your [LSI] ministry is so necessary today - for Bilbased Lutherans,
Christians, and the world! Thanks for all you doéng! We LOVE
the LSI Journal. We do thoroughly enjoy it!

Debbie Dietrich AZ

Free Print Journals for Congregations
My adult Bible class is going through Genesis rigbtv, and they're
going to LOVE this. Rev. Peter Metzger WI

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)

Neanderthals 27

room for semi-humans, non-human human ancestorg&ven our
“cousins.” Since they weren’t animals, they mustenbeen humans.

However, where to place them in human history oara lzhallenge.
Creationists admittedly are divided in their opitsoThe most popular
idea though seems to be that they were one ofdimadic tribes which
left Babel after God confused the language of tllisabedient people.

Were they religious? Almost certainly they were my opinion,
although what kind of faith they had we probablyl wever know.
Considering how easily the account of Noah’'s Flaad passed down
from generation to generation, these descendamsati likely would
have retained knowledge of that great event andehsons for it. In
addition, modern science has discovered that humenborn with a
penchant for faith in God and that atheists mystagram their minds
in order to separate themselves from religiou$ fait

The bottom line is that these ancient humamne wither believers in
the promised Messiah or they weren't. If they tioélieved, then they
can look forward to eternal life with us in heauscause they were
part of the world, as in “For God so loved the widhat he gave his
one and only Son, that whoever believes in himlstatl perish but
have eternal life” (John 3:16).

Reference: Barbara J. King, “Were Neanderthals glelis? - a
Commentary,” NPR, December 7, 20%6.

Warren Krug, a retired teacher, holds a B.S. fronon€ordia
University —Chicago and an M.S. in education froklaboma State
University. He serves on the board of the LutheBarence Institute
and is a member at Trinity in Caledonia WI.

© %66 % .6 6076 6676838 86 5
#S #. &
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26 Neanderthals

Some skeptics believe these hints of ceremonighlsiall have natural
explanations. Yet, when considering all the evidenting believes
some Neanderthals did indeed bury their dead viahning and care.
But is there proof these people engaged with tipersatural or the
sacred? We can't say today for certain why the Neghals buried
their dead as they did.

As intelligent beings, Neanderthals probablynsidered life’s
mysteries such as the weather or the end of theés.| And
anthropologist John Hawks of the U. of Wisconsifer@d his opinion
on the possibility Neanderthals were religious. ddgs that “there is
really very little in most religious traditions thia different from what
Neanderthals do. So | don't think it is at all ivipable that the
Neanderthals had a humanlike religious capacity.teligion is
considered practice and not just belief, King vgitehen the
Neanderthals can be said to have had a religion.

Commentary:

First, it is most certainly not “clear” that Neamithals were merely our
“cousins” and not us. Isn’t the fact they matedwiitimans and passed
down their genes to modern humans proof that thest thave been
members of our human species as well? The abdityterbreed is
usually considered the main characteristic of acigge So, even
looking at these ancient people from a secular pamt, they should
be considered fully human.

Secondly, consider all the other evidence thaints to the
intelligence and sophistication of Neanderthalsjewce which King
did not mention. Some reconstructions of Neandkrtitam fossils
have made them look much more human than theyfame pictured.
They reportedly wore make-up, cooked their foodemnted tools, were
expert mariners, and had language skills. The Bifleourse, has no

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)

Faith is Reality
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Evolution Apologetics by the National Academy
-Recommended Reading For the Creationist

Mark Bergemann

This article reviews and critiques three botsklgublished by the
National Academy of Sciences. These booklets mpmitant to the
creationist in two ways. First: To correctly leatime claims of
evolutionists. Second: To better understand thatgoal of many
leading evolutionists is to eliminate belief inreator god.

Correctly Learning the Claims of Evolutionists

Some sources of information about evolutiorufses including
some websites, cable shows, and books written &itimer creationist
or evolutionist viewpoints) may appear to be aduthtive, but still
present false descriptions of the evolution stdtys vitally important
that our creation apologetic correctly describesdhims of evolution.

There is no source more trustworthy for helpisgcorrectly learn
the claims of evolution than the National Acaderfiysoiences. The
National Academy of Sciences is a group of leadicigntists formed
by act of Congress, a group who advises the USidemis The
Academy has written many books which teach evalutid series of
three booklets not only teach evolution, but alsodemn creation. |
recommend the most recently published of the thi®egence,

Evolution, and Creationisngas the most concise and useful. For that

reason, this article will center on that bookleid send with a few
comments on the other two.

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)
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LSI Blog

How Religious were Neanderthals?

by LSI Blog writer Warren Krug. Posted Dec 12,201

There is still a lot of mystery surroundingghencient humans, but
they likely had some kind of religious faith.

A certain Spanish cave which once was inhalitetleanderthals
has piqued the interest of some archaeologisti&ldribe cave is the
grave of a toddler, and the grave is surrounde8ddyorns of animals
such as bison and red deer. A hearth likely onoeiged heat with its
fires. Archaeologist Enrigue Baquedano has opihatithese are the
probable markings of a funeral ritual, but while thones are real, the
idea that a funeral ritual was once conducted is thve is merely
informed speculation.

Nevertheless, the Neanderthal funeral scetmasoraised questions
in the mind of anthropology professor emerita Beab& King. Did
Neanderthals practice religion and how could we bat if they did,
she wonders in a commentary published by NPR (Nati®ublic
Radio). King says that “it is clear” these anci@eiople were our
cousins, not our ancestors or members of our spétieno sapiens.
Still, she admits they lived in Europe and Asidimes alongside our
human ancestors. In fact, they likely interbredhwitumans. Some
humans today carry Neanderthal genes.

As all informed people today will acknowledddeanderthals were
not the dumb, brutish cave people they once warsidered to be. We
know they built complex structures, used featharsotnament
themselves, and hunted mammoths and other mega faitim tools.
There are other Neanderthal sites around the watldsuggestions of
ceremonial burials. But were these beings relid?ous

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)



24 We Do Not Know

constructed from those chemicals, even for the lgishfife form. Paul
Davies correctly states above that “a living cdiis “staggering
complexity.”

“In The Dark” About Life’s Origin

Evolutionists “do not know” and are “in the Baabout the origin
of life, because they have “rejected” the truttcdation which God
reveals in Scripture. They “willfully ignore” créan and the Noachic
Flood.

Jeremiah 8:9 The wise will be put to shamey thill be dismayed
and snared. They have rejected the word of thd,lsar what wisdom
do they really have?

2 Peter 3:5-6 They willfully ignore this: Lorgo the heavens and
the earth were brought about from water and throvager by the word
of God. Through these waters the world of thaetperished when it
was flooded.

Suppress The Truth

So many of those who reject creation also tefesir Savior Jesus.
They “suppress the truth” and will be “without egeli when on
Judgement Day they are condemned to eternity &oantthe Savior
they rejected.

Romans 1:18-22 For God’'s wrath is revealed flamaven against
all godlessness and unrighteousness of people whothiir
unrighteousness suppress the truth, since whétecknown about God
is evident among them, because God has showntlieta. For His
invisible attributes, that is, His eternal powedativine nature, have
been clearly seen since the creation of the wdmdihg understood
through what He has made. As a result, peopleilneut excuse. For
though they knew God, they did not glorify Him asdsor show
gratitude. Instead, their thinking became nonsesmse their senseless
minds were darkened. Claiming to be wise, theyabecfools. -MSB

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)

National Academy 9

Eliminating Belief in a Creator God

Some internationally known champions of evalatviciously attack
Christianity with wild claims, such as accusingatrenists of child
abuse for teaching their children about creaticth @ren for teaching
their children that there is a god. Books by mawmglutionists and
certainly those by scientific societies avoid sucitrageous claims.
Therefore, some readers might expect these Acadmooklets to
simply state their case for evolution and not diyeattack Christianity.
Those readers would be mistaken. The Academyrig clear that
teaching creation is not only unscientific, bubdtarmful. They claim
that Christians have no business teaching creasahe origin of the
universe, since origins are not in the domain bgien.

Note these three National Academy of Sciences lt®kire
EVOLUTION APOLOGETICS. They attack Christianitylhey are
written to:

1. Teach select details of the evolution story.

2. Convince the reader:
» That “Deep Time” (billions of years) is reality.
 That there never was a global flood on earth.
» That all living things including people are redtby common
ancestry.
« That Christians should believe this and the oéstvolution. (The
Academy claims evolution fits well with Christiayi}

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)
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Science, Evolution, and Creationism.
by the National Academy of Sciences and
Institute of Medicine. Washington, DC:
National Academy Press, 2008. 88 pages,
softcover, $14.95.

Free pdf at
www.nap.edu/catalog/11876.html

Science and Creationism: A View

from the National Academy

of Sciences, ? Ed.

by the Steering Committee on Science and
Creationism, National Academy of
Sciences. Washington, DC: National
Academy Press, 1999. 48 pages, softcover,
out of print.

Free pdf atvww.nap.edu/catalog/6024.html

Teaching About Evolution and

the Nature of Science.

by the Working Group on Teaching
Evolution, National Academy of Sciences.
Washington, DC: National Academy Press,
1998. 150 pages, softcover, $19.95. Free
pdf atwww.nap.edu/5787
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Evolutionists Say Amazing Things

“We Do Not Know”

World renowned evolutionist Paul Daviesvrites in Scientific
American (underlined words referenced below),

We do not know the process that transformed a nashnof
chemicals into a living cell, with all its staggeyi complexity.
...We are almost as much in the dark today aboupatieway
from nonlife to life as Charles Darwin was whenWrete, “It is
mere rubbish thinking at present of the originiia; lone might
as well think of the origin of mattet?

This is an amazing admission from an expeftha evolutionary
theory of how life began. His words mean that dlaerpast 150 years,
evolutionists have learned almost nothing about hmam-living
chemicals became the first living thing. This clpgom of evolution
claims that in 1859 Darwin was “in the dark” ashiw life began
without a creator, and we are still “in the dardtiay. | agree. No one
knows how non-living chemicals could ever self-assie into life,
even over an infinite length of time.

Life Has “Staggering Complexity”

In Darwin’s day, single cell life (such as baet) was thought to be
very simple, like a ball of jelly. One hundredyifyears later we know
better. We have learned how extremely complexdifeNVe know the
many extremely complex non-living chemicals neeftedife and the
tremendous number of sophisticated structures whialst be

1 paul Davies, theoretical physicist, cosmologistrabiologist, best-selling
author, and winner of many prestigious science dsvar
http://cosmos.asu.edu/

12 paul Davies, “Many Planets Not Much Life ~We Stiive No Idea How
Easy It Is for Life To Arise-and It May Be IncretiitDifficult,” in Forum —
Commentary on Science in the News From the Exggeisntific American,
September 2016, 8.

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)
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day/night warming/cooling.
-- assume the Oort Cloud exists, while claimingpzzridence for it.
-- assume non-living molecules self-assembledliféo

-- assume similarities between animals are duemonton descent,
instead of common design.

-- assume soft tissue from dead dinosaurs remafhfos 60 million
years.

--assume rock layers were deposited over millioihgears, even

though the 1980 eruption of Mt. St. Helens showmat it can
happen in months.

Third Booklet

This third and lengthier bookléigaching About Evolution and the
Nature of Sciengas similar to the booklets reviewed above, buhwi
more depth and with additional content. It begiith the question,
“Why Teach Evolution?,” then has 15 pages listingngn reasons.
Significant space is devoted to the history of isoge especially the
development of the Theory of Evolution. The laaif lof this booklet
is devoted to helping teachers plan lessons foR kelence, especially
evolution. There are also three multi-page “diald two of them
between teachers, and one of a teacher explainiolgiteon to her
class.

Mark Bergemann, a retired electrical engineleoJds a B.S. from
UW-Milwaukee. He serves as president of the Lathe3cience
Institute and as Evangelism Board chairman at G&itepherd’s
Evangelical Lutheran in West Allis WI.

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)
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Unless otherwise noted, the following commentsrrefe¢he first
of these three booklet§cience, Evolution, and Creationism
Quotes from the second booklet are denoted =t

The back cover of the print version 8tience, Evolution, and
Creationism (not in pdf version) states, “For educators, shisle
teachers, community leaders, legislators, polickers and parents
who seek to understand the basis of evolutionaignse, this
publication will be an essential resource.”

The preface states that this booklet is thedtion of a booklet with
another title,Science and Creationism: A View from the National
Academy of Sciences, 2nd Hthe second booklet reviewed in this
article).

Recommended Pages

Most of chapters 1 and 2 (pages 1-12 and 1p@518-29 and 34-
52) briefly explain many claims of evolution inciad, natural
selection, definitions of science/theory/fact, @welution of stars and
planets, the origin of life, biological evolutioand human evolution.
These 31 pages are a great resource for correetlgihg many claims
of evolution, and have often been quoted in LSIrdalarticles over
the past five years. The remainder of the booldésoted to
condemning creation as an unscientific, unreasenaiid harmful
belief.

“Only” A Theory

It is common for creationists to falsely clait&yolution is only a
theory and has not been proven.” In science, aryhds
overwhelmingly held as true. Theories do not bexdiaws” or
“facts” as more evidence is accumulated. All thbemks define

3 Also stated on the web page under “read the fdtdption” at
www.nap.edu/catalog/11876.html

LSI Journal, Vol. 31, no. 1 (Winter 2017)



12 National Academy

“science” and scientific words like “theory” andatit.” The Academy

writes on page 11 (pdf 28),
The formal scientific definition of theory is quitdifferent
from the everyday meaning of the word. It refersato
comprehensive explanation of some aspect of natateis
supported by a vast body of evidence. ...The thewry
evolution is supported by so many observations and
confirming experiments that scientists are confidbat the
basic components of the theory will not be overtdrby new
evidence. However, like all scientific theoriesg tiheory of
evolution is subject to continuing refinement aw/ ra@eas of
science emerge or as new technologies enable alissry
and experiments that were not possible previously.

Stellar and Solar Evolution
Many people think of evolution as biologicalygrbut the evolution

story starts with the Big Bang, which is claimedéve produced time
and space. It is further claimed that the stadsganets formed later
on their own. Pages 18-21 (pdf 35-38) give akjaierview of stellar
and solar evolution. The Academy describes evmiudis beginning
with the Big Bang (page 18; pdf 35),

Biological evolution is part of a compelling histal

narrative that scientists have constructed overldbe few

centuries. The narrative begins with the formatanthe

universe, the solar system, and the Earth, whited in the

conditions necessary for life to evolve.

Human Evolution

Some creationists think evolutionists teaclt fieople descended
from monkeys, chimpanzees, or apes, but that isoriact.
Evolutionists claim people descended from “ape-tkeatures.” The
Academy corrects this misunderstanding on page [®f @41):
“Humans are not descended from chimpanzees or donother ape
living today but from a species that no longer &xis
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followed to produce the first cells.

It seems to me that the Academy is being desingus here. They
have no idea how non-living chemicals self-assethioéo the first
living creature. Even expert evolutionists adrist(seeWe Do Not
Know elsewhere in this issue of the LSI Journal). Addally,
evolutionists have NEVER questioned “whether lifeuld have
originated by chemical processes involving nonlial
components.” Evolutionists arbitrarily reject evitre possibility of
God being the source of life. Once one rejects, Bmdonly remaining
possibility is that life “originated by chemical qmesses involving
nonbiological components.”

The Academy criticizes creationists on Page 8 {&iff2 ed.],
Special creation or supernatural intervention... séen as
unalterable, and evidence is sought only to supparticular
conclusion by whatever means possible.

The preceding charge is as applicable to einl#s it is to creation.
Many basic assumptions of evolution are “seen aaltenable.”
Evolutionists will never alter their arbitrary dahiof a creator god,
their belief in deep time (millions and billions gkars), or their
rejection of a global flood on earth (even thougéyt propose global
floods on other planets). Evolutionists suppoesthassumptions “by
whatever means possible.” Because evolutionigéstra creator god,
they make countless assumptions, then “eviden@dught only to
support” those assumptions.

For example, evolutionist¥’
-- assume hydrogen gas molecules self-assembiedtants.

-- assume rocks self-assembled into the earth.
--assume polar ice layers represent years, notiducl storms or

10 paragraph based on: Mark Bergemdbid, God Use Evolution to Create?,
presented at LutherDays, September 17, 2016.
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| see this quote as an attack on even thosistahs who believe
God used evolution and billions of years to creasch Christians
accept every part of the evolution story but $til’e God involved at
certain points along the way, such as making nangichemicals into
the first life form, and breathing the Breath ofd_(soul) into the first
humans. Such Christians may be seen as havingdadfgthe gaps”
theology, where things “not yet explained sciectifiy must be
attributed to a supernatural deity.” The Academydemns even these
Christian evolutionists by asserting, “It confusks roles of science
and religion by attributing explanations to onettbalong in the
domain of the other.” Here the Academy assertsttteonly source
of knowledge about the origin, age, and workingshef universe is
science. The Academy claims that religion hasingtto say about
these things, as these things are in the domasgience and outside
the domain of religion.

Second Booklet
The second bookle§cience and Creationism: A View from the

National Academy of Sciences, 2nd,HBegins with a great two page
long (pages 1-2, pdf 12-13,"%2ed.) explanation of science and
definition of the scientific terms, “Fact,” “Hypotkis,” “Law,” and
“Theory.” Several LS| Journal articles over thestpfive years have
quoted from these pages. The Academy writes oa pdpdf 13) [
ed.],

Fact: In science, an observation that has beermategiy

confirmed and for all practical purposes is acogpe“true.”

Truth in science, however, is never final, and vidnaccepted

as a fact today may be modified or even discardeubtrow.

Page 6 (pdf 17) [2 ed.] has an amazing claim,
For those who are studying the origin of life, theestion is
no longer whether life could have originated by ratoal
processes involving nonbiological components. Tinrestjon
instead has become which of many pathways migte haen
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Homologous Structures
In a section titled, Common structures and behaviors often

demonstrate that species have evolved from commoestors’, the

Academy states (pages 24-25; pdf 41-42),
Evolutionary biologists call similar structurestiarive from
common ancestry “homologies.” Comparative anattsmis
investigate such homologies not only in bone stmest but
also in other parts of the body, and work out etvohary
relationships from degrees of similarity. Using thame
logic, other biologists examine similarities in fli@ctions of
different organs, in the development of embryos, iror
behaviors among different kinds of organisms. E€hes
investigations provide evidence about the evolaign
pathways that connect today’s organisms to themmon
ancestors. Hypotheses based on this evidencectraie
tested by examining the fossil record. Sometirseparate
lineages independently evolve similar features,winas
“analogous” structures, which look like homologieg result
from common environments rather than common ancestr

Consider what the Academy is saying. If tweatures have a
similar feature (like a similar bone arrangement an claw),
evolutionists make one of two conclusions: 1) TIio creatures
descended from a common ancestor (“homologouststas”), or
2) That feature evolved twice independently (“agalgs structures”).

Evolutionists completely ignore the possibitityat similar structures
are a result of common design. Evolutionists usense ALONE
when writing the evolution story, and science doe$ consider
miracles as a possibility. So if something is tesult of a miracle,
evolutionists will never reach that conclusion naatter how
overwhelming the evidence for miracles, becausg thject miracles
as a possibility. They will accept non-miraculexplanations even in
cases where the only available non-miraculous esplans are
unreasonable (such as life from non-living chensical
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While evolutionists claim similar structures aolid evidence for
evolution, those similar structures are also selidience for creation.
Creationists also analyze similarities in creatuhgn attempting to
determine relationships between those creatures.omefimes
similarities do indicate common ancestry. For epl@mna creationist
may conclude that the similar bone structures wersg dinosaur
species indicate that these dinosaurs probablyeddsd from a
common ancestor, a dinosaur. A creationist may etsiclude that
similar structures in several other dinosaur speitidicate that those
dinosaurs are probably of different created kindd do not have a
common ancestor.

Not Enough Water

The Academy commits the Straw man fallacy by misegnting

creationist claims. The Academy alleges,
Some creationists believe that Earth’s present fanch the
distribution of fossils can be explained by a wailie flood.
But this claim also is at odds with observationd amidence
understood scientifically. The belief that Earte&diments,
with their fossils, were deposited in a short pegritnes not
accord either with the known processes of sedintientar
with the estimated volume of water needed to deposi
sediments on the top of some of Earth’s highestntzis.
(page 38; pdf 55)

God could have provided enough water during\bachic Flood to

cover today’s tallest mountains, but few creatitsnisake such a claim.

Creationists commonly assume the amount of susfader on earth
today is about the amount of water used for thecNiwaFlood. That
amount of water would cover the entire planet alhdha pre-flood
mountains, which are assumed to be smaller thaayt®diigh peaks.
The Academy off-hand rejects the Noachic Flood @itheven
knowing the arguments creationists make. Thabas pcholarship.
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Does Science Disprove Religion?

The booklet concludes with a Q&A, and the figaéstion is, “Does
science disprove religion?” The Academy’s answemgitis with the
words (italics in original),

Does science disprove religion? Science can negim/e
nor disprove religion. Scientific advances haviledasome
religious beliefs into question, such as the idbasthe Earth
was created very recently, that the Sun goes arth@Barth,
and that mental illness is due to possession bstsspr
demons. But many religious beliefs involve enditox ideas
that currently are not within the domain of sciendéus, it
would be false to assume that religious beliefs can be
challenged by scientific findings. (page 54; piif)7

Stop Teaching Creation
The Academy declares that the origin, age, watkings of the
universe and everything in it are the domain oémscé and not the
domain of religion. Religion should not intrude smience by teaching
creation. The Academy continues its answer toqumestion, “Does
science disprove religion?”
As science continues to advance, it will producereano
complete and more accurate explanations for natural
phenomena, including a deeper understanding obdiicdl
evolution. Both science and religion are weakdnedlaims
that something not yet explained scientifically e
attributed to a supernatural deity. Theologiangehzointed
out that as scientific knowledge about phenomeia hiad
been previously attributed to supernatural causagases, a
“god of the gaps” approach can undermine faithttfermore,
it confuses the roles of science and religion hyibatting
explanations to one that belong in the domain efather.
(page 54; pdf 71.)
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faith. Science and religion are different ways of
understanding the world. Needlessly placing them i
opposition reduces the potential of each to couteilio a
better future. (page xiii; pdf 14.)

Quotes from religious leaders who believe ilidois of years are
printed on four pages under the title, “Acceptaotthe evidence for
evolution can be compatible with religious faith."The Academy
continues this theme throughout the booklet,

Religious denominations that do not accept the menae of
evolution tend to be those that believe in striditgral

interpretations of religious texts. ...Attempts ib grience
and religion against each other create controwergre none
needs to exist. (page 12; pdf 29.) ...Science aligion are
different ways of understanding. Needlessly plat¢hem in
opposition reduces the potential of both to conotgbto a
better future. (page 47; pdf 64) ...Newspaper atalision
stories sometimes make it seem as though evolamh
religion are incompatible, but that is not trueamy scientists
and theologians have written about how one canpadush
faith and the validity of biological evolution. gge 49; pdf
66.) ...The study of science need not lessen or oomipe
faith. (page 54; pdf 71)

The Academy desires that all Christians rejeethistorical account
of creation revealed by God in Scripture, just asnynChristians
already do. Those Christians who do not rejecatoe are charged
with pitting science and religion against each pthéet it is evolution
which attacks the very core of the Christian faitvolution denies the
need for a Savior, and the doctrines of man, calgim, actual sin, the
fall into sin, the law, and death. Death is thegly for sin, not the
means God used to create. Evolution and ChrisfialiRE pitted
against each other.
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Creationist claims that the Noachic Flood mayehdeposited most
fossils is in keeping “with observations and eviderunderstood
scientifically.” To say otherwise ignores obseiwas such as the
sedimentation which occurred as a result of thé& E8ption of Mount
Saint Helens, which laid down layered sedimentsljls that seen at
the Grand Canyon. Fossilization requires veryddmirial and that is
exactly what a global flood would do. The Flooduhbform fossils in
continental sized sedimentary rock layers, andithakactly what we
observe today.

Sequence of Fossil Layers
The Academy presents evidence as supportitignglof years. Yet
that same evidence supports a planetary flood aneagh which is
thousands of years old. The Academy summarizearagmph by
contending (page 38; pdf 55),
The sequence of fossils across Earth’s sedimeritgspo
unambiguously toward the occurrence of evolution.

This is NOT “unambiguous” evidence for evoluatidoecause these
same fossil layers are what would be expected thenNoachic Flood,
which is evidence for creation. One would expés location of
Noachic Flood formed fossils to be dependent updreres those
creatures were living, and on their ability to temgrily escape the
rising flood waters. Fossils of bottom dwellingasereatures such as
trilobites would be in layers together. Fossilssel creatures which
were not bottom dwellers (most fish) and land aménmeould not be
found with the trilobites. Then there would bedes/of fish. Then
there would be layers of land animals. The bidged animals could
escape flood waters for a while, while smaller ditesmice would be
buried first. Fossils of people are not found vdthosaurs, trilobites,
and many other creatures, because people did vetwith those
creatures. So the sequence of fossils is solitkede for the Flood.
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Creation Promoted By “Small Groups”

The Academy is factually incorrect in its atmmto minimize the
number of creationists. They make it seem likeettae rather few
creationists in the USA, when they know that mdmant half the
country is creationist (using the Academy’s deiamtof “creationist”
in their words below). The Academy asserts (p&3e38; pdf 54-55),

In the United States, various views of creationtgpically
have been promoted by small groups of politicadjive
religious fundamentalists who believe that only a
supernatural entity could account for the physiotelinges
in the universe and for the biological diversitylié on
Earth. But even these creationists hold very rhfie
views. Some, known as “young Earth” creationisttigve
the biblical account that the universe and thelEasre
created just a few thousand years ago. Propopéttiss
form of creationism also believe that all livingirtps,
including humans, were created in a very shortogeof
time in essentially the forms in which they existlay.
Other creationists, known as “old Earth” creatits)is
accept that the Earth may be very old but rejeberot
scientific findings regarding the evolution of lixg things.

A 2014 Gallup poll found that 42% of Americaan® creationists
who believe that “God created human beings pretiighmin their
present form at one time within the last 10,000ry@s so.” Another
31% are creationists who believe “Human beings tewaved over
millions of years from less advanced forms of Ifat God guided this
process.” Only 19% believe “Human beings have \@alover
millions of years from less advanced forms of Ifat God had no part
in this process? It is because the majority of Americans believa G
created (some “young Earth” and some “old Earth&t the Academy
writes and updates these evolution apologetic hodksnly “small

4 Gallup, May 8-11, 2014ttp://www.gallup.com/poll/21814/evolution-creatism-
intelligent-design.aspx
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groups” were promoting creation, then the Acaderoyld not have to
put its resources into condemning creation.

Many of these creation believing Americans bgldo LARGE
church bodies and other groups which promote aeati Most
churches promote “old Earth” creation, while a msofaller number
promote “young Earth” creation. The number of peagssociated
with just the following “young Earth” groups makée point that there
are LARGE groups advancing creation. The churatidsp school
systems, and other groups listed below each tegobng Earth”
creation. [Some individuals belong to multiple gps.]

373,000members, Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod (WELS
41,000enroliment, WELS early childhood — gr. 12 schoaiteyn®
2,097,000members, Lutheran Church Missouri Synod (LCMS).
221,000enroliment, LCMS early childhood - grade 12 scheysitent
36,000enrollment, LCMS Concordia University all 10 campsis
15,000,000membership, Southern Baptist Convention.
500,000readership, Institute For Creation Reseafaits & Facts

287,000visitors in 2015 to the AIG Creation Museum in Kiazky.
Millions have toured in 8 yeaPs.

Billions of Years Compatible With Christianity?

The Academy argues that Christians can belrewdlions of years
without harming their faith. The two are “fully mpatible.” The
president of the Academy, president of its Institat Medicine, and
the booklet committee chair sign the preface, whigy end with the
claim,

As Science, Evolution, and Creationismakes clear, the
evidence for evolution can be fully compatible wighgious

5 http://synodadmin.welsrc.net/download-synodadmiivied-synod-
reports/?wpdmd|=3263&Ind=fFOXmuSxKVhKp9dO085aziKKmaC UxQ5c33sim
CXPi4VVKIPjbCpbBTzguwfTXA

6 https://www.lcms.org/Document.fdoc?src=lcm&id=2959

7 http://blogs.lcms.org/2014/cus-enrollment

8 Henry M.. Morris, ‘Sowing And ReapinyActs & Facts vol. 46 no.1 (2017): 7.

9 https://assets.answersingenesis.org/doc/articlestannual-report-2015. pdf
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