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The Evolution Story, as told by evolutionists, starts with the Big Bang
(inflationary cosmology) which produced hydrogen gas, which in turn trans-
formed into people as shown on page 2 (inside front cover). This story
sounds (and is) impossible, yet it is the story that evolutionists defend as
being a correct history of the universe.
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Do You Know
The Basics of Evolution?

Mark Bergemann
Many creationists have incorrect ideas about what evolution
teaches. That often leads them to make very poor—even incorrect—ar-
guments against evolution. The result can be that everything they say is
discredited, including what they say about Jesus and salvation. This quiz

points out some common misunderstandings, and it can help us to learn
what evolutionists actually teach in those areas.

For each statement below, choose:
— Evolution Teaches this, or

— Evolution does NOT Teach this,

1. Exploding stars turned into people.

2. Fish were transformed into people.

3. Evolution is a random process, like a tornado in a junk yard making
a Boeing 747 airplane.

4. Rocks orbiting the sun, self-assembled to make planet Earth.
5. Evolution is just a theory—it is not proven.
6. People, carrots, worms, and bacteria are “cousins.”

7. Natural selection is the same as artificial selection, except the en-
vironment does the selecting instead of people.

8. People descended from monkeys.
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9. Non-living chemicals self-assembled into the first living thing.

10. Evolution is a story about how the universe and everything in it
came to be, using only natural explanations.

ANSWERS

1. Exploding stars turned into people.

Evolution Teaches this. Famous evolutionist Carl Sagan said in
the original Cosmos TV series, we are all “star stuff.” He said this because
evolutionists believe that matter from exploding stars changed into people,
over billions of years. Stars took the lightest elements like hydrogen, and
produced the heavier elements like iron, which are now part of our bodies.
This aspect of the evolution story is briefly discussed on page 16-17 of the
LSI Lesson Book at www.LutheranScience.org/LessonBook.

2. Fish were transformed into people.

Evolution Teaches this. The evolution story teaches that people
descended from bacteria-like creatures. Along the way, our ancestors
were fish. Richard Dawkins asks us to imagine that fish were transformed
into people,

Think about the difference between any one breed of dog and any

other, for that is on average double the amount of change that has

been wrought, by artificial selection, from the common ancestor.

Bear in mind this order of evolutionary change, and then extrap-

olate backwards twenty-thousand times as far into the past. It

becomes rather easy to accept that evolution could accomplish the
amount of change that it took to transform a fish into a human.!

3. Evolution is a random process, like a tornado in a junk yard making
a Boeing 747 airplane.

Evolution does NOT Teach this. While some portions of the evo-

1 Richard Dawkins, The Greatest Show on Earth—The Evidence for Evolution,
hardcover ed. (New York: Free Press, 2009), 82.
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lution story include random events (such as genetic mutations), the overall
evolution story is NOT random. For example: Natural selection is not
random. It selects which genetic changes are kept for future generations.
Evolutionists have spent decades explaining why evolution is NOT ran-
dom. For details, see the article, “Never Say Evolution is a Random Pro-
cess,” on pages 30-31 in the summer 2016 LSI Journal (www.Lutheran-
Science.org/2016summer).

4. Rocks orbiting the sun, self-assembled to make planet Earth.
Evolution Teaches this. NASA declares,

Our solar system formed about 4.5 billion years ago from a dense
cloud of interstellar gas and dust. The cloud collapsed, possibly
due to the shockwave of a nearby exploding star, called a super-
nova. When this dust cloud collapsed, it formed a solar nebula—a
spinning, swirling disk of material. At the center, gravity pulled
more and more material in. Eventually, the pressure in the core
was so great that hydrogen atoms began to combine and form he-
lium, releasing a tremendous amount of energy. With that, our
Sun was born, and it eventually amassed more than 99% of the
available matter. Matter farther out in the disk was also clumping
together. These clumps smashed into one another, forming larger
and larger objects. Some of them grew big enough for their grav-
ity to shape them into spheres, becoming planets, dwarf planets,
and large moons.2

5. Evolution is just a theory—it is not proven.

Evolution does NOT Teach this. Evolutionists commonly mock
creationists for thinking that evolution is only a theory and is not proven.?
Creationists should never say that, since it shows they know little about
basic scientific terminology. Scientific theories do not become laws when
they accumulate additional evidence. Both the laws and the theories of

2 NASA, “Our Solar System,” Solar System Exploration, page updated: August
30, 2021, https://solarsystem.nasa.gov/solar-system/our-solar-system/in-depth/
accessed April 5, 2022).

3 In his book, The Greatest Show on Earth, Dawkins titles his 18-page long chap-
ter 1, “Only a Theory.”
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science are scientific facts, since those laws and theories are overwhelm-
ingly accepted as such by the scientific community. In science, the terms
“theory,” “law,” and “fact” are all treated as temporary truth, which can
be overturned at any time when falsified, and then replaced with another
temporary truth. Theories and laws of science (the facts of science) ex-
plain observational evidence. Those that do not are eventually replaced by
new theories and laws that do. Newton’s law of gravity was found to not
explain all observations, so in 1916 it was replaced by Einstein’s theory of
general relativity.

6. People, carrots, worms, and bacteria are “cousins.”

Evolution Teaches this. Evolution teaches that all of today’s life
descended from the first living thing—a bacteria-like creature. The Na-
tional Academy of Sciences [thousands of eminent scientists who advise
the US president] writes,

The millions of different species of plants, animals, and microor-
ganisms that live on earth today are related by descent from com-
mon ancestors—Ilike distant cousins. ...Though humans, fish, and
bacteria would seem to be so different as to defy comparison, they
all share some of the characteristics of their common ancestors.*

7. Natural selection is the same as artificial selection, except the en-
vironment does the selecting instead of people.

Evolution Teaches this. Bill Nye comments:

Artificial selection is the same as natural selection. ...Having
characteristics that appeal to another species is the same whether
it’s an insect pollinating you or a human.’

The National Academy puts it this way,

Artificial selection is a similar process [to natural selection], but in
this case humans rather than the environment select for desirable

4 Working Group on Teaching Evolution, National Academy of Sciences, Teach-
ing About Evolution and the Nature of Science, (Washington: The National Acade-
mies Press, 1998), 2. Free pdf at http://nap.edu/5787 (accessed March 5, 2022).
5 Bill Nye, Undeniable —Evolution and the Science of Creation, (New York, NY:
St. Martin’s Press, 2014), 74.
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traits by arranging for animals or plants with those traits to breed.¢

8. People descended from monkeys.

Evolution does NOT Teach this. Evolution actually teaches that
people descended from ape-like creatures that are now extinct. This may
seem like a minor detail, but evolutionists commonly point out this cre-
ationist mistake, and in doing so, creationists are discredited. The Nation-
al Academy of Sciences writes [italics in original],

Humans are not descended from chimpanzees or from any other
ape living today but from a species that no longer exists. Nor are
humans descended from the species of fish that live today but,
rather, from the species of fish that gave rise to the early tetra-
pods.’

9. Non-living chemicals self-assembled into the first living thing.

Evolution Teaches this. Evolutionists simply assume that non-liv-
ing chemicals self-assembled into the first living thing. To those who
write the evolution story, it must be true that millions of lifeless chemical
molecules spontaneously combined to form the first living thing. It must
be true, because they reject the only alternative: a creator god.

Amazingly, evolutionists have no idea how chemicals can natural-
ly generate life. World renowned evolutionist Paul Davies writes in Scien-
tific American (September 2016),

We do not know the process that transformed a mishmash of
chemicals into a living cell, with all its staggering complexity. ...
We are almost as much in the dark today about the pathway from
nonlife to life as Charles Darwin was when he wrote, “It is mere
rubbish thinking at present of the origin of life; one might as well
think of the origin of matter.”®

6 National Academy of Sciences Institute of Medicine, Science, Evolution, and
Creationism, (Washington: The National Academies Press, 2008), 5. Free pdf at
http://www.nap.edu/catalog/11876.html (accessed March 8, 2022).

7 National Academy, Science, Evolution, and Creationism, 24.

8 Paul Davies, “Many Planets Not Much Life —We Still Have No Idea How Easy
It Is for Life To Arise-and It May Be Incredibly Difficult,” in Forum — Commen-
tary on Science in the News From the Experts, Scientific American, Sep. 2016, 8.
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10. Evolution is a story about how the universe and everything in it
came to be, using only natural explanations.

Evolution Teaches this. The National Academy of Sciences writes,

Biological evolution is part of a compelling historical narrative
that scientists have constructed over the last few centuries. The
narrative begins with the formation of the universe, the solar sys-
tem, and the Earth, which resulted in the conditions necessary for
life to evolve.’

World famous scientist Ernst Mayr wrote in a 2009 Scientific
American article,

Darwin introduced historicity into science. Evolutionary biology,
in contrast with physics and chemistry, is a historical science—the
evolutionist attempts to explain events and processes that have al-
ready taken place. Laws and experiments are inappropriate tech-
niques for the explication of such events and processes. Instead
one constructs a historical narrative, consisting of a tentative re-
construction of the particular scenario that led to the events one
is trying to explain. ...Laws give way to concepts in Darwinism.
...In evolutionary biology, however, theories are largely based on
concepts such as competition, female choice, selection, succes-
sion and dominance. These biological concepts, and the theories
based on them, cannot be reduced to the laws and theories of the
physical sciences. ...Observation, comparison and classification,
as well as the testing of competing historical narratives, became
the methods of evolutionary biology, outweighing experimenta-
tion.'?

9 National Academy, Science, Evolution, and Creationism, 18.

10 Ernst Mayr, “Darwin’s Influence on Modern Thought,” Scientific American
website, November 24, 2009, https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/dar-
wins-influence-on-modern-thought/ (accessed 3-5-22). Mayr died in 2005. Sci-
entific American notes about this 2009 article: “This story, originally published
in the July 2000 issue of Scientific American, is being made available due to the
150th anniversary of Charles Darwin’s On the Origin of the Species. This article
is based on the September 23, 1999, lecture that Mayr delivered in Stockholm on
receiving the Crafoord Prize from the Royal Swedish Academy of Science.”
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Evolutionist or Creationist?
Who Said It?

Mark Bergemann

Sometimes evolutionists speak plainly about evolution, revealing
the weakness of evolutionary claims. At these times they often sound like
creationists. This quiz has quotes from leading evolutionists, including
defenders of evolution like Richard Dawkins, and some of the most fa-
mous and influential contributors to evolution theory like Ernst Mayr and
Steven Jay Gould.

Who said the following?

1. Creationist or Evolutionist?
"We do not know the process that transformed a mishmash of chem-
icals into a living cell, with all its staggering complexity.”

2. Creationist or Evolutionist?

"To take a line of fossils and claim that they represent a lineage is not
a scientific hypothesis that can be tested, but an assertion that carries
the same validity as a bedtime story—amusing, perhaps even instruc-
tive, but not scientific.”

3. Creationist or Evolutionist?
"The robustness of the overall fossil order and strata sequence of the
geologic record has been clearly established.”

4. Creationist or Evolutionist?
Evolution is “a very large leap of imagination” that is “contrary to all
intuition.”

5. Creationist or Evolutionist?

"The most striking fact about nature is that it is discontinuous. When
you look at animals and plants, each individual almost always falls into
one of many discrete groups.”
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6. Creationist or Evolutionist?

"The great majority of species appear with geological abruptness in
the fossil record and then persist in stasis until their extinction. Anat-
omy may fluctuate through time, but the last remnants of a species
usually look pretty much like the first representatives.”

7. Creationist or Evolutionist?

"In science’s pecking order, evolutionary biology lurks somewhere
near the bottom, far closer to phrenology [the discredited idea that
mental ability and skull shape are related] than to physics.”

8. Creationist or Evolutionist?
"Oil companies use evolutionary models to successfully ind new oil,
coal, and gas deposits.”

9. Creationist or Evolutionist?

“Inflationary cosmology [the current version of the Big Bang], as we
currently understand it, cannot be evaluated using the scientific meth-
od. ...These features make inflation so flexible, that no experiment can
ever disprove it. ...[The Big Bang is] an empty theory."

10. Creationist or Evolutionist?
“Those who would deny the existence of God, even those who are
professional scientists, are not doing so from a scientific standpoint.”

11. Creationist or Evolutionist?
“Carbon-14 dating is reliable, provided its limitations are respected
and the analysis is performed by experts in such analysis.”

12. Creationist or Evolutionist?

"Hypotheses constructed so that they can never be refuted (“falsified”
according to philosopher Karl Popper) are not considered scientif-
ic. ..Nevertheless, crucial as these philosophical objections appear,
they have not much influenced the practice of evolutionists. ...Biolo-
gists continue to undertake evolutionary investigations ...whether the
methodology is philosophically correct or not.”
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13. Creationist or Evolutionist?
Evolution is a "historical narrative” which is “largely based on con-
cepts” and written without using scientific “laws.”

ANSWERS

1. "We do not know the process that transformed a mishmash of
chemicals into a living cell, with all its staggering complexity.”

World renowned evolutionist Paul Davies wrote in the September 2016
Scientific American,

We do not know the process that transformed a mishmash of
chemicals into a living cell, with all its staggering complexity. ...
We are almost as much in the dark today about the pathway from
nonlife to life as Charles Darwin was when he wrote, “It is mere
rubbish thinking at present of the origin of life; one might as well
think of the origin of matter.””

See details on pages 23-24 in the winter 2017 LSI Journal at www.Luther-
anScience.org/2017winter.

2. "To take a line of fossils and claim that they represent a lineage is
not a scientific hypothesis that can be tested, but an assertion that
carries the same validity as a bedtime story—amusing, perhaps
even instructive, but not scientific.”?

Evolutionist Henry Gee repeatedly mocks story-telling evolutionists in
his ground-breaking 1999 book. Gee is a highly respected paleontolo-
gist and evolutionary biologist. In 1999 he was, and to this day he is,
a senior editor of the very prestigious scientific journal Nature. Gee (a
“cladist”) says that stories about why dinosaurs went extinct (page 2) or
why ape-like creatures evolved into humans (page 5) are unscientific. He
says [italics in original], “We invent these stories, after the fact, to justify

1 Paul Davies, “Many Planets Not Much Life —We Still Have No Idea How Easy It
Is for Life To Arise-and It May Be Incredibly Difficult,” in Forum — Commentary
on Science in the News From the Experts, Scientific American, September 2016, 8.
2 Henry Gee, In Search of Deep Time—Beyond the Fossil Record to a New His-
tory of Life (New York: The Free Press, 1999), 116, 117.
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the history of life according to our own prejudices” (page 2). Gee claims
that “most professional palacontologists ...rejected the storytelling mode
of evolutionary history as unscientific more than thirty year ago” [before
1969] (page 5). Cladists like Gee claim that it is scientific to decide which
creatures descended from a particular imagined ancestor and which did
not. They scientifically “test” their claims using Occam’s razor to find the
most likely ancestral relationship based on similarities between creatures.

Even though Gee and his cladist colleagues mock traditional sto-
rytelling evolutionists, they are still evolutionists themselves. As such,
Gee also mocks creationists (page 9),

In societies without science in the sense that we would understand
it today, fossils are seen as signs of divine or diabolical action
[created fossils], ...or as the bones of creatures that perished in
Noah’s flood.

3. "The robustness of the overall fossil order and strata sequence of
the geologic record has been clearly established.”

Geologist and creationist Andrew Snelling made this statement. Like
much of the evolution story, the geologic column is a mixture of reality
and fabrication. The vast time evolutionists assign to the column is the
problem, not the rock layers and fossils in the column, nor their sequence.
For details see pages 20-31 in the winter 2018 LSI Journal at www.Luther-
anScience.org/2018winter.

4. Evolution is “a very large leap of imagination” that is “contrary to all
intuition.”

Evolutionist Richard Dawkins makes this amazing statement,

It took a very large leap of imagination for Darwin and Wallace
to see that, contrary to all intuition, there is another way and, once
you have understood it, a far more plausible way, for complex

3 Andrew A. Snelling, “Doesn’t the Order of Fossils in the Rock Record Favor
Long Ages?” in The New Answers Book 2™ ed. Ken Ham (Green Forest AK: Mas-
ter Books, 2008), 345. https://answersingenesis.org/fossils/fossil-record/doesnt-
order-of-fossils-in-rock-favor-long-ages/ (accessed March 18, 2022).
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“design” to arise out of primeval simplicity. A leap of imagi-
nation so large that, to this day, many people seem unwilling to
make it. It is the main purpose of this book to help the reader
make this leap.*

5. “The most striking fact about nature is that it is discontinuous.
When you look at animals and plants, each individual almost al-
ways falls into one of many discrete groups.”®

Evolutionary biologist Jerry Coyne wrote this statement in his New York
Times bestselling book, Why Evolution is True. What Coyne admits about
animals and plants alive today, is also true of the fossil record. The fossil
record shows “discontinuous” groups (or Biblical kinds) of plants and an-
imals without intermediates.

6. "The great majority of species appear with geological abruptness
in the fossil record and then persist in stasis until their extinction.
Anatomy may fluctuate through time, but the last remnants of a
species usually look pretty much like the first representatives.”®

Evolutionist Stephen Jay Gould wrote this about the “gradualism” that he
(a biologist) and paleontologists (scientists who study ancient fossils) ex-
pected to find in the fossil evidence. Instead of finding gradually changing
fossils as expected, they found what he calls “the opposite.” They found
“abruptness.” See an expanded version of this quote on page 28 of the
spring 2018 LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2018spring.

7. "In science'’s pecking order, evolutionary biology lurks somewhere
near the bottom, far closer to phrenology [the discredited idea
that mental ability and skull shape are related] than to physics.”

4 Richard Dawkins, The Blind Watch Maker, 2™ ed. (New York: W.W. Norton
&Co., 1996), XIX.

5 Jerry A. Coyne, Why Evolution is True (New York: Viking Penguin Group,
2009), 169.

6 Stephen Jay Gould, The Structure of Evolutionary Theory (Cambridge: Har-
vard Univ Press, 2002), 749.

7 Jerry A. Coyne, “Of Vice and Men: A Case Study in Evolutionary Psychology,”
in Evolution, Gender, and Rape, ed. Cheryl Brown Travis (Cambridge MS: MIT
Press, 2003), 171.
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Evolutionary biologist Jerry A. Coyne wrote this, and it was published
in 2003 by MIT. Six years later he wrote his NY Times best seller, Why
Evolution is True. An expanded quote is on page 29 in the fall 2018 LS/
Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2018fall.

8. "Oil companies use evolutionary models to successfully find new
oil, coal, and gas deposits.”

Creationist: I wrote this in the fall 2020 LSI Journal. Following these
words, I continued,

That does not mean those evolutionary models correctly describe
the history of those deposits. Many scientific models, theories,
and laws successfully explained and predicted observations about
the world for decades or even centuries, until they didn’t and were
then replaced by new models, theories, and laws.?

9. “Inflationary cosmology [the current version of the Big Bang], as
we currently understand it, cannot be evaluated using the scien-
tific method. ..These features make inflation so flexible, that no
experiment can ever disprove it. ..[The Big Bang is] an empty
theory.”

Evolutionists wrote this in the February 2017 Scientific American. Cre-
ationists commonly point out that some evolutionary models cannot be
falsified, so those models are not scientific in that way. In this Scientific
American article, evolutionists make that charge against the Big Bang.
Evolutionary models are often presented as being accepted by all scien-
tists, but that is not true. Of course, scientists who are creationists reject
the Big Bang model, but so do some scientists who are evolutionists. Fora
lengthier version of this quote, see page 32 of the spring 2017 LSI Journal
at www.LutheranScience.org/2017spring.

10. “Those who would deny the existence of God, even those who are

8 Mark Bergemann, “Was the Flood Worldwide?” LS/ Journal vol. 34, no. 4
(2020): 13, www.LutheranScience.org/2020fall.

9 Anna [jjas, Paul Steinhardt, Abraham Loeb, “Pop Goes the Universe,” Scientific
American, February 2017, 39.
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professional scientists, are not doing so from a scientific stand-
point."™°

This statement was by evolutionist James C. Zimring. An expanded quote
is on page 17 in the winter 2021 LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.

org/202 1 winter.

11. “Carbon-14 dating is reliable, provided its limitations are respect-
ed and the analysis is performed by experts in such analysis.""

Creationists Arthur A. Eggert and Geoffrey A. Kieta state this in their Lu-
theran apologetics book. I make a similar statement on page 23 of the
summer 2019 LSI Journal,

Radiometric dating methods are useful tools. These dating meth-
ods allow us to determine with reasonable accuracy, actual ages
from the recent past (several thousand years) for organic material
(such as bone, coal, parchment, linen, wool, a cereal grain, etc.)
and relative ages for some kinds of rocks (cooled magma such as
granite and basalt). Evolutionists use these dating tools for much
more. They use many unprovable assumptions including “deep
time” (millions and billions of years) and “no flood” (no planetary
Noachian Flood). These assumptions lead to calculated carbon
dating ages of up to 50,000 years for organic matter. These as-
sumptions also lead to calculated rock ages of millions and bil-
lions of years instead of relative ages.

Learn the unprovable assumptions on which dating methods are based on
pages 8-32 in the summer 2019 LSI Journal (www.LutheranScience.org/
2019summer).

12. "Hypotheses constructed so that they can never be refuted (“fal-
sified” according to philosopher Karl Popper) are not considered
scientific. ...Nevertheless, crucial as these philosophical objections

10 James C. Zimring, What Science Is and How It Really Works (Cambridge,
United Kingdom: Cambridge University Press, 2019), 119.

11 Arthur A. Eggert and Geoffrey A. Kieta, Clearing a Path for The Gospel-A Lu-
theran Approach to Apologetics, (Sun Prairie WI: Terra Pax Lutheran Publishing,
2019), 117.
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appear, they have not much influenced the practice of evolution-
ists. ...Biologists continue to undertake evolutionary investiga-
tions ..whether the methodology is philosophically correct or
not.""

An evolutionist wrote this in his college textbook where he teaches that
evolution is true. An expanded quote is on page 30 in the fall 2018 LS/
Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2018fall.

13. Evolution is a "historical narrative” which is “largely based on con-
cepts” and written without using scientific “laws.”

World famous evolutionary scientist Ernst Mayr revealed the following in
a 2009 Scientific American article,

Darwin introduced historicity into science. Evolutionary biology,
in contrast with physics and chemistry, is a historical science—the
evolutionist attempts to explain events and processes that have al-
ready taken place. Laws and experiments are inappropriate tech-
niques for the explication of such events and processes. Instead
one constructs a historical narrative, consisting of a tentative re-
construction of the particular scenario that led to the events one
is trying to explain. ...Laws give way to concepts in Darwinism.
...In evolutionary biology, however, theories are largely based on
concepts such as competition, female choice, selection, succession
and dominance. These biological concepts, and the theories based
on them, cannot be reduced to the laws and theories of the phys-
ical sciences. ...Observation, comparison and classification, as
well as the testing of competing historical narratives, became the
methods of evolutionary biology, outweighing experimentation.'?

12 Monroe W. Strickberger, Evolution, 2nd ed. (London: Jones and Bartlett Pub-
lishers, 1996), 16-17.

13 Ernst Mayr, “Darwin’s Influence on Modern Thought,” Scientific American
website, November 24, 2009, https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/dar-
wins-influence-on-modern-thought/ (accessed 3-5-22). Mayr died in 2005. Sci-
entific American notes about this 2009 article: “This story, originally published
in the July 2000 issue of Scientific American, is being made available due to the
150th anniversary of Charles Darwin’s On the Origin of the Species. This article
is based on the September 23, 1999, lecture that Mayr delivered in Stockholm
on receiving the Crafoord Prize from the Royal Swedish Academy of Science.”
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Has Evolution
Crept into Our Thinking?

Mark Bergemann
Has evolution thinking twisted your understanding of the world?
Find out with this quiz.

Mark each statement as TRUE or FALSE:

1. There are no written historical records of the people, animals, and
plants that existed in prehistoric times.

2. In the distant past, many people lived a nomadic, tent-dwelling life
as they herded flocks.

3. After many generations of hunting wild animals for food, herding
of flocks was developed.

4. After many generations of leading nomadic lives, people settled in
the very first towns and cities.

5. All people are distant cousins.

6. Human language slowly developed from primitive languages to
complex ones.

7. After many generations of speaking a single language, people be-
gan to speak many languages.

8. The stars are older than the Earth.

9. After many generations of picking wild plants for food, farming of
food crops was developed.
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10. From earliest times, people used flutes and stringed instruments
to make music.

11. People first began to wear clothing as protection from the heat of
the summer sun and the cold of winter.

12. Snails and worms are examples of primitive animals.

13. Religious practices like giving animal and farm crop offerings to
God developed over countless generations.

14. Cave-dwelling humans used simple tools. Today we are far more
intelligent than they were.

15. People first learned to fashion tools and weapons from stone, then
from bronze (about 3,000 B.C. to 1,300 B.C.), and eventually from iron
(around 1,000 B.C.).

ANSWERS

1. There are no written historical records of the people, animals, and
plants that existed in prehistoric times.

FALSE. There is no such thing as a “prehistoric” time, since we have
written history starting with the first day that the world existed. Much of
that recorded history is in the book of Genesis, but there are also historical
details of these early times recorded in at least nineteen other Old Testa-
ment and New Testament books.'

God even tells us that Genesis 1-11 is a historical record,

This is the account about the development of the heavens and the
earth when they were created, in the day that the LORD God made
the earth and the heavens (Genesis 2:4).

1 For a list of 35 references from nineteen Bible books, see page 19 of the sum-
mer 2016 LS/ Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2016summer.
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This is the account about the development of Adam's family (Gen-
esis 5:1).

This is what happened when mankind began to multiply on the face
of the earth (Genesis 6:1).

This is the account about the development of Noah's family (Gen-
esis 6:9).

Now this is the account about the development of the groups of
people who descended from Shem, Ham, and Japheth, the sons
of Noah. Sons were born to them after the flood (Genesis 10:1).

2. In the distant past, many people lived a nomadic, tent-dwelling
life as they herded flocks.

TRUE. Abraham and Jacob are examples.

3. After many generations of hunting wild animals for food, herding
of flocks was developed.

FALSE. The second generation of humans raised sheep in flocks.
Genesis 4:2-4, Abel tended sheep, ...Abel also brought some of
the firstborn of his flock.

4. After many generations of leading nomadic lives, people settled
in the very first towns and cities.

FALSE. A city was built by Adam and Eve’s first-born son. Genesis 4:17,
“Cain built a city and named the city after his son Enoch” The EHV
Study Bible notes: “This building of a city was done in apparent defiance
of God’s judgment that Cain would be a wanderer.”

5. All people are distant cousins.

TRUE. Genesis 3:20, The man named his wife Eve because she would
be the mother of all the living.

The EHV Study Bible comments on Genesis 10:20,

The Bible does not say anything about the category race as the
term is commonly used today. The identity of peoples is often
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based on a complicated and changing mix of physical descent,
language, territory, and government.

6. Human language slowly developed from primitive languages to
complex ones.

FALSE. The first humans, Adam and Eve, could speak as soon as they
were created. Not only that, their language was not “primitive,” as they
could communicate complex thoughts with each other as well as we can
today with our “complex” languages (Genesis 1-2).

7. After many generations of speaking a single language, people
began to speak many languages.

TRUE. Moses reports,
Genesis 11:1,6-7, The whole earth had one language and a sin-
gle vocabulary. ...The LORD said, “If this is the first thing they are
doing as one people, who all have one language, then nothing
that they intend to do will be too difficult for them. Come, let's
go down there and confuse their language, so that they cannot
understand one another’s speech!

8. The stars are older than the Earth.

FALSE. The stars—and our sun—were created on Day 4, while the Earth
was created on Day 1 (Genesis 1). The evolution story falsely claims that
most stars—and our sun—are older than the earth.

9. After many generations of picking wild plants for food, farming of
food crops was developed.

FALSE. There were farmers in the second generation of humans.
Genesis 4:2-3, Cain worked the ground ...[producing] fruit of the soil.

10. From earliest times, people used flutes and stringed instruments
to make music.

TRUE. Genesis 4:21, His brother’s name was Jubal, who was the prede-
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cessor of all who play the lyre and flute.

11. People first began to wear clothing as protection from the heat of
the summer sun and the cold of winter.

FALSE. Before Adam and Eve sinned, they saw no shame in the sexual
parts of their bodies. Genesis 2:25 reports, “They were both naked, the
man and his wife, and they were not ashamed.” As a result of becoming
sinful beings, Adam and Eve’s sexual relationship was no longer pure and
innocent. Selfish, lustful thoughts crept into their minds, and they could
not control such thoughts, resulting in feelings of guilt and shame. Clothes
were invented to cover parts of the body related to sex.

Genesis 3:7,21, The eyes of both of them were opened, and they
realized that they were naked. They sewed fig leaves together
and made coverings for their waists. ..The LORD God made
clothing of animal skins for Adam and for his wife and clothed
them.

12. Snails and worms are examples of primitive animals.

FALSE. All types of creatures have existed since creation week. None
are more ancient or primitive than others (Genesis 1). The evolution story
falsely claims that the first living thing developed into all plants, animals,
and people over billions of years.

13. Religious practices like giving animal and farm crop offerings to
God developed over countless generations.

FALSE. The second generation of humans gave animal and farm crop
offerings to God.
Genesis 4:3-5, As time passed, one day Cain brought an offer-
ing to the LORD from the fruit of the soil. Abel also brought
some of the firstborn of his flock and their fat portions. The
LORD looked favorably on Abel and his offering, but he did not
look favorably on Cain and his offering.
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14. Cave-dwelling humans used simple tools. Today we are far more
intelligent than they were.

FALSE. The intelligence of early humans was equal (possibly far greater)
than the intelligence of people today. What Adam and Eve said and did,
as reported in Genesis 2—4, shows this. Noah clearly required great intel-
ligence to construct a 450-foot ship. There is no reason to think that those
descendants of Noah who lived in caves were any less intelligent than we
are today.

15. People first learned to fashion tools and weapons from stone,
then from bronze (about 3,000 B.C. to 1,300 B.C.), and eventually from
iron (around 1,000 B.C.).2

FALSE. Both bronze and iron tools and weapons were made well before
Noah’s Flood. It appears the knowledge of using bronze and iron was
lost sometime after the Flood, and then later rediscovered. Genesis 4:22,
"Zillah also gave birth to Tubal Cain, who made all kinds of tools and
weapons from bronze and iron”

FREE Membership

Please Support this Ministry
Your membership is greatly appreciated.
Associate membership is free.

Voting membership has dues.

www.LutheranScience.org/join

2_Lesley Kennedy, “The Prehistoric Ages: How Humans Lived Before Writ-
ten Records,” History Stories, https://www.history.com/news/prehistoric-ag-
es-timeline (accessed March 16, 2022).
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Scripture?
or
Human Reason?

Mark Bergemann

It is common to hear pastors, teachers, and authors make claims
without revealing whether those claims are based on Scripture or on hu-
man reasoning. It is often left up to the reader/hearer to determine which
is the case, so it is important for each of us to sharpen our discernment in
this area. This quiz may help us with that goal.

We can be absolutely certain of the truth of statements that Scrip-
ture clearly teaches. Yet Scripture is silent on many claims, and we are
free to evaluate the truth of those claims using our human reason. When
we make such reason-based judgments, we cannot be absolutely certain
that we judged correctly.

Classify each statement below as:

— True based on Scripture, or

— Scripture takes no position, so we are free to accept or reject based on
our human reasoning.

1. Most fossils are a result of Noah's Flood.
2. All people are distant relatives.

3. Mountains in the pre-flood world were much shorter than today’s
tall peaks.

4. God miraculously had all the animals travel to and go into Noah's
ark.
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5. Some dinosaurs had feathers.

6. Most of the universe is made of dark matter, which we cannot
detect.

7. God's eternal power and divine nature is clearly seen in nature.

8. Massive ice sheets once covered much of the North American
continent, sculpting the landscape.

9. Dinosaurs were on Noah'’s ark.

10. Dark energy is pushing our universe ever larger in size.

11. People have dominance over livestock.

12. The position of the sun in the sky marks seasons, days, and years.

13. There was only one continent on earth in the past.

ANSWERS

1. Most fossils are a result of Noah's Flood.

Scripture takes no position. Most creationists accept this claim. Other
creationists reject this claim, and instead think that God created fossil-con-
taining rock layers, and that dinosaurs and trilobites were never living
creatures. There are many Scriptural problems with the idea of created
fossils, and these are detailed in the article, “Did Dinosaurs Roam the
Earth?” on pages 24-36 in the winter 2020 LS/ Journal (www.Lutheran-
Science.org/2020winter).

2. All people are distant relatives.

True based on Scripture. Genesis 3:20, The man named his wife Eve
because she would be the mother of all the living.
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3. Mountains in the pre-flood world were much shorter than today’s
tall peaks.

Scripture takes no position. This is the position of many/most creationists,
as the water in the oceans today could cover the entire pre-flood planet,
including its mountains. Creationists using the “created fossil” apologet-
ic generally think the mountains we have today are relatively unchanged
from creation week (see concerns expressed in question #1).

4. God miraculously had all the animals travel to and go into Noah's
ark.

True based on Scripture. Genesis 7:13-16, especially verse 15, “Pairs of
all the animals that have the breath of life in them went to Noah in the
ark” For more details, see page 24 in the fall 2020 LSI Journal at www.
LutheranScience.org/2020fall.

5. Some dinosaurs had feathers.

Scripture takes no position. Most creationists reject this claim, but feath-
ered dinosaurs fit into the creation account without any difficulty. It is the
evolution story that needs evidence of birds descending from dinosaurs.
See the article, “Dinosaurs: Feathers or Scales?” on pages 27-31 in the
spring 2016 LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.org/2016spring.

6. Most of the universe is made of dark matter, which we cannot
detect.

Scripture takes no position. This is a claim on which many creationists
and many evolutionists agree.

7. God's eternal power and divine nature is clearly seen in nature.

True based on Scripture.

Romans 1:.20, In fact, his invisible characteristics—his eternal
power and divine nature—have been clearly seen since the
creation of the world, because they are understood from the
things he made.
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8. Massive ice sheets once covered much of the North American
continent, sculpting the landscape.

Scripture takes no position. This is a claim on which many creationists
and evolutionists agree. They disagree on the time scales.

9. Dinosaurs were on Noah's ark.

Scripture takes no position. Most creationists accept this claim. Creation-
ists using the “created fossil” apologetic reject this claim (see concerns
expressed in question #1).

10. Dark energy is pushing our universe ever larger in size.

Scripture takes no position. This is a claim on which many creationists
and many evolutionists agree.

11. People have dominance over livestock.

True based on Scripture.

Genesis 1:26, God said, “Let us make man in our image, accord-
ing to our likeness, and let them have dominion over the fish
of the sea, and over the birds of the sky, and over the livestock,
and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that crawls
on the earth!”

12. The position of the sun in the sky marks seasons, days, and years.

True based on Scripture.

Genesis 1:14, God said, "Let there be lights in the expanse of
the sky to divide the day from the night, and let them serve as
markers to indicate seasons, days, and years”

13. There was only one continent on earth in the past.

Scripture takes no position. This is a claim on which many creationists
and many evolutionists agree. For a short discussion see page 28 of the
fall 2020 LSI Journal at www.LutheranScience.ore/2020fall. Creation-
ists using the “created fossil” apologetic generally think the continents we
have today are relatively unchanged from creation week.
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Apologetics
—What Is It?

Mark Bergemann
Mark each statement as TRUE or FALSE:

1. Apologetics is defending the Christian faith, often using extra-bib-
lical arguments (presenting claims from logic, science, history, etc.).

2. Luther supported using arguments from reason (extra-biblical
claims) in our apologetic.

3. Evolution is completely wrong.

4. Jesus and the Apostles repeatedly used logical arguments from
reason when speaking with unbelievers.

5. God is worthy of our trust, because science confirms what God
says in the Bible and therefore God is trustworthy.

6. The purpose of apologetics is to win arguments.

7. In ministry to believers, apologetics can remove barriers to the
gospel by blunting temptation.

8. In ministry to unbelievers, apologetics can remove barriers to the
gospel, and that may lead the unbeliever to listen to the gospel

message.

9. We can be absolutely certain that dinosaurs are not the ancestors
of modern birds.

10. Science can strengthen our faith that God created the world.
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11. Science does not increase the effectiveness of the Gospel in bring-
ing souls to faith.

12. We can prove—using scientific arguments—that people did not
descend from ape-like creatures.

13. From nature, people can learn that God is their Creator. From
their conscience, they can learn that God demands they do what
is right and not what is wrong.

ANSWERS

1. Apologetics is defending the Christian faith, often using extra-bib-
lical arguments (presenting claims from logic, science, history, etc.).

TRUE. For a discussion of the Biblical role of apologetics, see “Theo-
logical Foundations” on pages 8-11 in the LS/ Lesson Book (www.Luther-
anScience.org/LessonBook), and the article, “Can Witnessing a Miracle
Lead to Faith?” on pages 4-14 in the winter 2020 LS/ Journal (www.Lu-
theranScience.org/2020winter).

2. Luther supported using arguments from reason (extra-biblical
claims) in our apologetic.

TRUE. Siegbert Becker writes in his book, The Foolishness of God,

We have heard him [Luther] say, in regard to the natural knowl-
edge of God, that there is no argument from reason that cannot
be overthrown by another argument from reason. While Luther
believed it was ridiculous and downright blasphemous to presume
to defend Scripture with rational argumentation, yet he also be-
lieved it was perfectly proper to point out the logical weakness
in the attacks made on Scripture whenever the opportunity to do
so presented itself. In his controversies with his adversaries he
says a number of times, “This reason itself is forced to admit.” It
is evident that Luther did not place a great deal of confidence in
such a procedure, but there is scarcely an opponent against whom
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he did not use this approach. ...All of these examples make it
abundantly clear that Luther is not averse to the use of reason in
the area of apologetics.'

Some falsely claim the opposite—that Luther opposed using apol-
ogetic arguments from reason. To do so, they quote Luther out of con-
text. Luther did indeed state (as quoted above), “There is no argument
from reason that cannot be overthrown by another argument from reason.”
Now this can be applied in two opposing ways: 1) That we should not use
arguments from reason, since our claims might be overturned, or 2) That
we can use such arguments, because we may overturn the claims of others.
Becker’s book gives many examples making it clear that Luther held to
application #2, that we can use such arguments.

Those who take note of what Becker says in the section of his
book titled, “Luther and Probability,” but miss what Becker writes in the
section “The Place of Reason in Apologetics,’™ can easily fall into this mis-
understanding of both Becker and Luther. In his “Luther and Probability”
section, Becker uses this same Luther quote while comparing the minimal
knowledge of God revealed in nature to the much fuller knowledge of God
revealed in Scripture. We can only have certainty through God-created
faith. Natural knowledge of God does not provide such certainty.

3. Evolution is completely wrong.

FALSE. There is truth in evolution. Evolution is partly true and partly
false. It is a mixture of reality and fabrication. A true part of evolution
is that natural selection produces new species of plants and animals. A
false part of evolution is the claim that natural selection also produces new
kinds of plants and animals. Evolutionists correctly point out that the geo-
logic column has a sequence of twelve fossil-containing rock layers. Then
they ask us to imagine that the plants and animals that left these fossils de-

1 Siegbert W. Becker, The Foolishness of God—The Place of Reason in the The-
ology of Martin Luther (Milwaukee: Northwestern Publishing House, 1982), 176,
182 (pages 169, 174 in 2012 print and LOGOS editions).

2 Becker, 37-42 (in both the 1982 and 2012 editions).

3 Becker, 176—182 in the 1982 edition (pages 168—175 in the 2012 print and
LOGOS editions).
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scended from a bacteria-like common ancestor. Even dating methods give
us very useful information on the age of certain things, but evolutionists
then falsely claim that dating methods show millions of years. Evolution-
ists often use the true parts of the evolution story as evidence that the false
parts of evolution are also true.

Evolution is a story about how evolutionists imagine things might
have come into existence without a creator god. Evolutionists describe
the theory of evolution as a “historical science” and even as a “historical
narrative” which is “largely based on concepts” and written without using
scientific “laws.” Evolutionists start with the assumption that there is no
creator god. Evolution, then, is the best story they can write without a
creator god.

4. Jesus and the Apostles repeatedly used logical arguments from
reason when speaking with unbelievers.

TRUE. Jesus repeatedly used logical arguments to silence unbelievers
(Matthew 12:9-14, 12:24-29, 21:23-27, 22:15-22; Luke 13:15-16). Peter
and Paul sometimes preceded their gospel message with arguments from
reason (Acts 2:14-15; 14:15-17; 17:22,23,28).

5. God is worthy of our trust, because science confirms what God
says in the Bible and therefore God is trustworthy.

FALSE. An article in the Wisconsin Lutheran Quarterly addressed this,

[We must not let] our sin darkened human reason ...sit in judgment
on God, deciding if God is worthy of our faith. This arrogant atti-
tude opposes God (2 Corinthians 10:5, Romans 9:20-21). This is
the sin of Adam and Eve who questioned God’s command, “Did
God really say?” (Genesis 3:1 HCSB). Our first parents used their

4 Ernst Mayr, “Darwin’s Influence on Modern Thought,” Scientific American
website, November 24, 2009, https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/dar-
wins-influence-on-modern-thought/ (accessed 3-5-22). Mayr died in 2005. Sci-
entific American notes about this 2009 article: “This story, originally published
in the July 2000 issue of Scientific American, is being made available due to the
150th anniversary of Charles Darwin’s on the Origin of the Species. This article
is based on the September 23, 1999, lecture that Mayr delivered in Stockholm on
receiving the Crafoord Prize from the Royal Swedish Academy of Science.”
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reason and decided God was not telling the truth. It is true that
much of Scripture can be confirmed by our human reason, but our
reason will always be able to find ways to question God. ...Hu-
manly speaking it is reasonable to think that the light we see from
distant stars has been traveling toward earth for billions of years.
This goes against Scripture, so creationists have proposed some
possible scientific solutions, but those are no more than conjec-
tures. Christians who want to test God using science may decide
against God based on star light or some other reason.’

6. The purpose of apologetics is to win arguments.

FALSE. The purpose of apologetics is to remove barriers to the gospel
message of salvation through faith in Jesus—or as Eggert and Kieta put
it—apologetics is “clearing a path for the gospel.”® Our apologetic goal is
to bring people to saving faith in Jesus and to strengthen those who already
have faith. That means the goal of apologetics must be to clear “a path for
the gospel,” since God works only through the gospel in Word and sacra-
ment to create and strengthen faith.

An article in the Wisconsin Lutheran Quarterly asks,

What role ought archaeology play for us? I would suggest the fol-
lowing: 1) We never look to archaeology for proof that the biblical
text is accurate. God’s Word stands on its own. If the findings of
archaeologists appear to disagree with the inspired text, we stand
on the text. As with every “science,” archaeological “truths”
change from day to day. 2) We may choose to use archaeological
evidence as a sort of pre-evangelism. The fact that there is extra-
biblical evidence that some of the people in the Bible lived, and at
the appropriate time, might suggest to some that the Bible is worth
listening to.”

5 Mark Bergemann, “The Narrow Lutheran Middle Road for Creation,” Wis-
consin Lutheran Quarterly 113, no. 3 (summer 2016): 163-174.

6 For a review of Eggert and Kieta’s book, Clearing a Path for the Gospel-A Lu-
theran Approach to Apologetics, see pages 15-23 of the winter 2020 LS/ Journal
at www.LutheranScience.org/2020winter.

7 Thomas D. Kock, “Archacological Discovers of 2021,” Wisconsin Lutheran
Quarterly 119, no. 2 (spring 2022): 142—-143.
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Winning apologetic arguments is meaningless. We are to show
Christian love for others while we lead them to the gospel. Always re-
member that we are Christ’s ambassadors to the world, meaning we are
God’s representative to everyone, including evolutionists. We should
reflect the love of Christ as we speak with others. 2 Corinthians 5:20:
"We are ambassadors for Christ, inasmuch as God is making an appeal
through us!

7. In ministry to believers, apologetics can remove barriers to the
gospel by blunting temptation.

TRUE. Apologetics can help believers by blunting temptations, helping
them see logical inconsistencies in unbelief, and helping them better un-
derstand spiritual truths. In places like 1 Corinthians chapters 9 and 15,
Paul uses many logical arguments when addressing believers.

8. In ministry to unbelievers, apologetics can remove barriers to the
gospel, and that may lead the unbeliever to listen to the gospel
message.

TRUE. While witnessing to unbelievers, apologetics can be of value if
it leads to an opportunity to share the gospel message. Reason may also
be useful in silencing certain objections to the validity of Scripture, but
reason and non-biblical evidence at best provide a short introduction or
a point of contact. Presentation of law and gospel should not be delayed.

9. We can be absolutely certain that dinosaurs are not the ancestors
of modern birds.

TRUE. Some parts of the evolution story go against Scripture—such as
millions of years (Exodus 20:11, 31:17) and common descent (Genesis
1:20-27). We can be certain that those parts of evolution are wrong, be-
cause God’s Word is true (John 17:17).

10. Science can strengthen our faith that God created the world.

FALSE. God works only through the gospel in Word (the Bible) and sac-
rament (Baptism and Holy Communion) to create and strengthen faith
(Romans 10:17; 1 Corinthians 1:21; 1 Peter 3:21; Matthew 26:26-28).
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Creation is an article of faith—and as such—is believed based on faith
(Hebrews 11:3). Scientific arguments can (although rarely) lead an atheist
to become a deist, believing in a generic god. Sometimes, that deist later
finds the true God in Scripture and becomes a Christian through hearing
the gospel. While knowledge of God is evident from seeing what God
made (the universe), our Old Adam rejects that knowledge of the true God
and replaces it by “worshiping creation,” today exemplified by worshiping
evolution instead of our Creator. (Romans 1:18-32).

11. Science does not increase the effectiveness of the Gospel in bring-
ing souls to faith.

TRUE. See comments under question #10.

12. We can prove—using scientific arguments—that people did not
descend from ape-like creatures.

FALSE. While fairly strong arguments against this (and against other parts
of the evolution story) can be made, they cannot be proven false (or prov-
en true), any more than God can be proven to exist or not exist. Belief in
creation (and rejection of common descent and millions of years) is based
on faith (Hebrews 11:3). Scientific “proof” is in most cases a claim that
something is likely to be true. See the LSI Journal article, “How Can a
Lie Like Evolution Have Scientific Evidence?” at www.LutheranScience.

org/2015Le.

13. From nature, people can learn that God is their Creator. From
their conscience, they can learn that God demands they do what
is right and not what is wrong.

TRUE. From creation (nature) we learn that God is almighty and wise,
that God is our creator (Romans 1:18-25; Psalms 19:1). From our con-
science we learn about right and wrong, and that God demands that we do
what is right and not what is wrong (Romans 2:15). What can people not
learn? Nature and our conscience teach that there is a god, but not who
God is. Nature and conscience teach nothing about Jesus our Savior. God
reveals who He is only in the Bible, God’s very Word.
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Teaching a Lutheran Response

The Lutheran Science Institute (LSI) is a 48-year-old gospel min-
istry dedicated to developing and teaching a confessional Lutheran re-
sponse to evolution.

Video Course

LSI offers a video course in creation apologetics: “Evolution—A
Christian Response,” along with a related 41-page Bible study that pro-
vides discussion questions and Bible passages for each video. The videos
(all ten in both English and Spanish) along with the Bible study (in pdf, rtf,
and docx) are FREE at www.LutheranScience.org/[LBvideos. This video
course is based on the LSI Lesson Book (2™ ed.). It was produced at the
request of Academia Cristo and TELL, WELS mission groups that use
these videos in their online ministries.

LS| Lesson Book

The 48-page LSI Lesson Book is a course on creation apologet-
ics. It summarizes 263 pages of LSI Journal articles and provides links to
those articles. Most of these articles are used as texts for the MLC online
courses Creation Apologetics 101 and 102. Pdf copies are FREE at www.
LutheranScience.org/LB. Print copies can be purchased ($1.95 each or
$0.95 in bulk) at www.LutheranScience.org/store.

300 Articles

LSI has more than 300 articles on its website, and many are top-
ically sorted. Themes include dinosaurs, fossils, the Flood, natural se-
lection, ape to man, dating methods, the origin of life, and more at www.
LutheranScience.org.

Permission to Copy

LSI grants schools and churches permission to reproduce its arti-
cles for use in their school or church, but LSI must be named and its web
address included in every reproduction.
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Set of Books

LSI offers a 920-page set of 27 books (all LSI Journals since 2016
plus the LSI Lesson Book). Most articles summarized in the LS/ Lesson
Book are in this set. Each of these books (and 36 others) are FREE in pdf
at www.LutheranScience.org/journal. Print copies can be purchased at
www.LutheranScience.org/store.

Learn to Question Unprovable Assumptions

LSI offers a 36-page book that carefully develops and demon-
strates use of an important response to evolution: Questioning the unprov-
able assumptions on which evolution is based—such as the “No Creator”
and “No Flood” assumptions. This is the winter 2021 LSI Journal at www.
LutheranScience.org/202 1 winter.

LS| Members

Nearly 8 in 10 LSI members have a college degree, and 65% of
those members have a masters or PhD. Many of those degrees are in
theology or education, as 27% of LSI members are pastors and 23% are
teachers. More than 1 in 10 members have a science degree, many of
those with a masters or PhD. LSI members have PhDs in a variety of
fields including biology, geology, chemistry, and physiology. About 10%
of members with science degrees are medical doctors (MD). LSI member-
ship has grown by 79% over the past five years, to 424 members today.

LSl in Your Will

The LSI Trust Fund is ready to receive gifts of all sizes, whether
$500 or $500,000. The Trust Fund accumulates funds for larger ministry
programs and looks forward to someday having paid staff to do expanded
ministry that our volunteer staff is unable to do. It also ensures LSI oper-
ating expenses are met in years of income shortfall, as occurred in 2016,
when the LSI Trust Fund provided $2,000 toward operating expenses. The
LSI Trust Fund is governed by the document at: www.LutheranScience.

org/Trust.
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Printing Costs Doubled

COVID changed print industry pricing, resulting in a doubling
of the cost to print the LS/ Journal. Printing the LSI Journal in 2022 will
cost about $5,000 more compared to spring 2021 prices. This is a 45%
increase to the LSI budget, simply due to printing cost increases!

Most LSI Journals printed are distributed free at conferences and
through mailings to teachers and churches. Since October 2020, journals
have been mailed to all religion and science teachers at WELS/ELS high
schools and colleges. We will continue distributing these free journals
in the hope that the Lord will provide donors to cover the higher cost. If
funding does not materialize during 2022, then cutbacks of free print jour-
nals may be required.

LSI Receives No Financial Support from the WELS

Please consider making a generous gift today, whether $20, $90,
$250, $500, $1,000, $2,000 or more. Your gift is greatly appreciated.
Also, consider adding LSI to your will. The LSI Trust Fund is ready to
receive estate gifts of all sizes.

36 Donors Like You

Financial support in 2021 came from 36 generous people
like you, who provided $12,775 in gifts and dues. Of these 36 in-
dividuals, eighteen gave up to $99, nine gave $100 to $199, seven
gave $200 to $1,000, and 2 gave more than $1,000. An additional
$538 was given by two congregations.

www.LutheranScience.org/donate

or mail your check to Lutheran Science Institute,
13390 W. Edgewood Ave., New Berlin WI 53151

* The LSI Trust Fund checking account at USbank was closed in 2021, and its
$2,308.35 (plus $91.65 from the Operating Fund) was used to purchase two
$1,200 LACE notes. This will result in a $78.00 annual income increase for the
Trust Fund. LACE is the WELS/ELS Lutheran Association for Church Extension

at www.Lacelnc.org.
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Operating Fund

Jan 1, 2021 $1,181.22
Gifts $12,927.16
Dues $386.00
Print LS/ Journal subscriptions $535.65
Other income $0.34
INCOME $13,849.15
Expenses -$11,132.04
Transfer to LS/ Trust Fund -$91.65
Outstanding Liabilities -$0.00
EXPENSES -$11,223.69
Dec 31, 2021 $3,806.68
Special Projects Fund
Jan 1, 2021 $3,500.00
Gifts $0.00
INCOME $0.00
Video partnership final payment -$2,500.00
EXPENSES -$2,500.00
Dec 31, 2021 $1,000.00

Trust Fund
Jan 1, 2021 $9,435.44

Transfer from LS/ Operating Fund $91.65
Interest * $221.88
Dec 31, 2021 $9,748.97

Net Assets on Dec 31, 2021

US Bank (Operating and Special Projects) $4,806.68
US Bank (Trust) * $0.00
LACE: 8 notes at 3.0% and 3.5% (Trust) * $9,748.97
PayPal (for receiving online donations) $0.00
Less outstanding liabilities -$0.00

$14,555.65
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