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i’ INTER-OFFICE
~ To: Bill Dankenbring Date: September 10, 1970
Department:
Subﬁxi: Chapter 6 of Proof of God Bocklet From: Robhert Macdonald
(Geology)

I generally found the material from the middle of page 10 to page
25 to he excellent, MHere you have real proof that these animals were
created and did not evolve., There is one good quote you could have
used from Stokes: Esgsentials of Earths History, second edition, page
83. ''Faunal succession as revealed by the study of fossils does not
constitute positive proof of organic evolution...."

There are seven points which summarize the position we have held
for many years concerning the geologic column, These points were all
incorporated inte this chapter.

wrong order,

2, Thrust Faults were deviged to explain the wrong order of strata and
do not exist,

3. The geologic column ig mostly incorrect.

4, Rocks arc dated entirely by the fossils in them, The sequence of
fogsils used to date the rocks is merely assumed and is based on the
theory of evolution,
. The principle of faunal succession has little validity. AllL
it shows is burial order.

6, Almost all of the strata from the Cambrian on up is a result of
two floods,

7. The greater part of these strata was deposited rapidly.

i There are many instances of strata having been laid down in the

5}

All of these points in my opinion should be subjected to reexamination,
In the pages to follow I will evaluate them,

Every one of the ideas in thesc points has its source in Creationist
writings which try to cram the entire geologic history of the earth into 6000
vears, This comes from a misunderstanding of the Bible, Not one of these
points is based on what the Bible really says. It is not necessary to resort
to using any of these points to disprove evolution. There is abundant, valid
material available by which evolution can be disproved.

I have made comments on various minor items in the text of the chapter
directly on the enclosed copiecs of its pages,

Ril:slh
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Richard Sedliaceck : Date:  August 28, 1970
Article: Geology proves God exists ¥From: Robert Macdonald

I generally. found the material from the middle of page 10 to page
25 to be excellent, Here you have real proof that these animals were
created and did not evolve, There is one good quote you could have
used from Stokes: Essentials of Earths History, second edition, page
83, '"Faunal succession as revealed by Lhe study of fossils does not
constitute positive proof of organic evolution,..."

DR

But there are serious chjections to the material before and after
this, on which T have generally commented in the pages to follow,
Specific comments on the text are on The enclosed copy.

100



P R R

Commentary on Pages 5-7
g

N

This idea that thrust faults are non-cxistant came from 8,DA,
and Fundamentalist writers whe, in thedr zenl fto prove a point of
view {a misunderstanding of the Bibie), have hidden their cyes from all
the evidence that they do exist, I have personally investigated the
Lewis Overthrust avea and have found ample covidence of its existlence.
I have studicd into Whitcomb and Morris' attempt to disprove the
existence ol thrust fzults and generally agree with what My, Herrmavn
has said about it in his paper (which I have included): "The Problem
of Thrust TFaults,"

Hence, the statemcents about "mixed up' order of strata, and
"older on top of younger,” vihich have thelir source in argunents that
thrust faults do not exdist, =2re wrong. Geologistls are carelful to look
for real evideunce cf a thrust fault,  They don't base their claims on
wrong order, I have never heard of a legitimate case of strata being
found in the ”wrong order_"

Of course, the 100 miles of the geclogic coluwhn deoes not exist
at any one place on the earih. No one says it does, 1t is a cumula-
tive column for the world, It would be iwpossible to have scdimento-
tion goiﬁg on continuously worldwide without erosicn at some -locations,
But a good representative portion of it does exist in the Arizona-Utah
area: about {two miles of it., All except for two geologic periods are
represented in this area, and the fossils in these sequences do hold
to the gencrally -accepted pattern, This summor I accompanied an
Ambassador College geoology class which investigated this area and 1
can personally testify to the validity of this portion of the column.
It is very plain and easily traced in this area,

As I said before, it is impossible To have continuous sedimenta-
tion worldwide; erosion has to take place from time to time, And as
one would expect, there would hbe times at which neither erosion nor
sedimentation would be taking place. So unconfornities and breaks in

the sequence of deposition should be no surprise, 1 have seen many
unconformities. They do exist,

Hence I would disagree with the general statement at the bottom
of page 7, In my opinion, thc geologic column is necarly correct,
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Kenncih €. Herrmann November 14, 1967
HISTORICAL GEQLOGY - - - The Problem of Thrust Faultis

The theory of continental drift is accepled by aboutl 50% of the world's geologists
today. In 1933 it is estimated that no more than 2% believed this theory true.

The curvent view is that the continents, the ocean floor, and the upper part of

the mantle are moving as a unit rather than the older idea that the continents

were moving across the ocean flcor. Thousands of miles of displacement are involved.

Glaciers have moved many hundreds of miles with embedded rocks in their undersides
grinding slowly across bedrock. At times this overides a considerabie thickness of
ground moraine rather than moving it forward. The point in both cases 1 and 2 is
that we have actual "thrust faults” on a very large scale.

If the ocuter crust of the earth were to shift, new portions would be moved over the
equatorial reglons and these new portions would have to stretch to fit the eguatorial
buldge. Rift valleys would result from this stretching of the crust.

Portions of the earth's crust moving from the equatorial regions to temperate zones
would find themselves too large to fit the smaller earth circumference. Thrust
faulting on a scale of twenty to thirty miles could result.

Displacement of up to %00 miles has been measured for the S$zn Andreas Fault. It

is concelvable that wedgeshaped zreas might be crowded for room and cause local
thrustfaulting, or the thrust might be fransferred to an area miles away. Mountains
are regularly forced up along the trace of 2 major fault such as the San Andreas.

Deep focus earthquakes along the east cozst of Asiz show a relationship between
voleanoes, deep sea trenches, and crustal movement along an obligue plane,

The men who discovered thrust faults were motivated by curiesity and disputed the
phenomenon among themselves without any religious doctrine involved in any way.
Neither eveolution nor athelsm was involved,

The religious men who immediately opposed thrust faults hoped to use "wrong order”
strata and fossils to disprove the gensral burial sequence of fossils and thereby
discredit the concept of Faunzl Successicn which implied evolution. Two Creations
are buried in seguence, and in each "Flood" the siow moving, weaker and bottom
dwelling forms are buried first. Faumal succession is merely burial order.”

Failure of these religious writers to recognize the pre-Adamic creation as separate
from the creatures made to be with Adam led them to insist on one Flood to account
for all fossils, They could not distinguish Satan’'s world from man's., KNor de they
see Satan as Ruler of touday’s world.

Whazt appears to be very poor guality research, if not deliberate falsification of
evidence and quotation out of context, is evident in the writings of z number of
prominent catastrophists, iIn their zeal to disprove the one wrong idea of evolution,
they have added a2 legion of errors and untold confusion to the problem that faced the
Bible-believing Christian. The motivation of many a catastrophist is that of up~
holding the church docirine rather than to search out the truth of the matter. Each
hzs added his own errors to the confusicn of the one before him. The quality of their
rescarch is only surpassed by the deception their leaders practice in maintaining the
doctrinal errors of the particular denomination.

CONCLUSION--Thrust Faults do indosd exist on both small and worldwide seales, They
in no way support evolutionary theory, though they do support the idea of two
creations znd two desiructions by water which buried life forms in a general sequence
as the violence of the destruction increased.




Comments on pages 8-10

Faunal succession is generally a valid principle, The order in
which fossils are found in the two miles of the seguence in the
Arizona-Utah area conforms to what is claimed, This is a very easy
area to study as the strata are found one on top of the othexr generdlly,
with no poss1b111ty of mistake, : : :

Faunal succession shows not that life has evolved, but that life
on earth has changed throughout geolegic history., I think you,
believing in two creations, would agree with this statement in princi-
ple. Life in the Paleozoic was certainly different from life today!
Faunal succession does show that at various times, various organisms
were created, and at other times other organisms were wiped out, 1 do
not believe faunal succession is just a result of the sorting action
of water. My reasons for this will be dealt with later. o

The rocks of gach age do bear distinctive fossils, and there is a
good measure of validity to the dating of strata by fossils. I think -
you would agree with this in principle. You would not expect to find
a dinosaur skeleton in a stratum containing mammoth bones, or vice
versa. You would know that the stratum with the dinosaur remains was
older,

On the matter of dating rocks from the fossils and vice versa:
The idea that the reasoning is totally circular is not quite true, The
circle does have a starting point, That starting point is the known
observable sequence of fossils where that seguence can be determined
by superposition. For example, this is e3511y done in the Arizona-Utah
area, The only place the 'c1rcular reasoning is used is in tieing
isolated strata into the column where the sequence in that locality
cannot be determined, And here it is not really circular reasoning,
but an 1nterp01at10n This point is made abundantly clear in the two
gquotes helow:

Stokes: Essentials of Earth's History, p 48 ' Fncyclopedia Britannica, article: Geology.

It cannot be denied thot from g strictly philesophicsl stand-.
(_o.lﬂ 'b.L\ arg_here .. cirele, Iha _suce
ms hag been det

the Earth as a whole. They furnish us with a
chronology, “on which events are arranged  like '

i

pearls on a string.’ bedded in the rocks, and the
In the previens paragraphs we have assumed as t;“{“"c‘{}hy th:ffi?ft“_"s of 01er

. thelvss ihe argumenls are perfect

an established fact the gradual evolution of life . = E
throughout geologic time.  This provides a rational
and convincing explanation for the sequence of
fossil forms that we find in the rocks. But it is
LT
important to realize that 1he sequence of fossils vras
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conclusw*

0y inlo account thf Cfm! spatial d s!r._J_f_:_jg;gu
of tho fozsil remains. which is not haphazaxd, but controlicd by
definite laws. It is po:slblL to a very large extent to determine
the_order of supeiposition and succession of the strata - “wilhout
_anv re forence at all to therr fow . When the fossils in 1 their turn

arg ¢u crm\,l( Le: d \~.1Lh {hlq _Euce

hot assumed and does nof T any theory, as ex-
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plained on p. 9 it was revealed by pm{_nl e\p?r)m-
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£ tinn b"t\uw the m CchLquul lv in lne hmzlm number of

£ where only anc Im(‘ of evidence is available, it 'alr)r-c iy be
1. ng proof,

1“1L1ng all these facts into consideration, then, it has been found

possible (o construct a history of the carih, at any rate from the

times when conditions breame comparable with what they are now.
B : 25

ﬁ%ext terminated the guotes at these points;
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These quetes are continuations of the tweo principle guotaes that
were used in ihws section, which when taken in context, have guitc o
different meaning., Is it possible that we too can be guilty of
quoting out of context?

While it is true that faunal succession ig used to try to prove
evolution, evolulion was not originally the intent Pehind the drawing
up of tlhe sequenceo, ﬂéwydu know, the original work on faunal '
succession by Wiilinm Smith predated Darwin by a number of yeaws,
Smith was not trying to prove evolution, The sequence was what he

observed,




Comments ou pages 26-36 -

This idea that the cecllege has taught over the years that the
Centire geologic column down to the Cambrian gan he accounted for by
one or another of two worldwide floods is a slightly changed adapta-
tion of the fundamenialist--5,D,A, attenpt to eram the entire history
into 6000 vears by attributlng almost all the strata to

of the eart
Noah's Flood. We have me neced to be eubarrassed by the figures of
millions and billious of years of earth's history. The Bible sets no
limitation on the pericd before Adam., Also, we should feel no necd
to condense this peried just to digprove evolution, FEvolution falls
flat on ite face of its own accord,

Cﬂrtalnjy th@re are I0b51l WlaVGYﬂTOn 1that show mass degtruction,
But from all I've scen and read, the vast majority of all strata were
laid down slowly, Contrary to “hat creationist writers say, it
doesn't necégggfily take & cataclysm to preserve a fossil, I can show
you billions of fossil shells in San Pedro which are obviously an old
beach deposit, L1neLB percent of the fossils in the cellege collec—
tion were not preserved as a result of any cataclysn Burial,
certainly; but an inch of sediment on top of a shell_deposited in a
_mggﬁh:s\tjmp‘ox”even_lopgey_@éﬁid be suffidient for preservation,

There are a number of reasons why I fecl that the greater part of
the geologic colunn was deposited slowly.
lf The sorting action of water cannoit account for faunal
succession,

The jdea of accounting for faunal succession by the serting act-
ion of water in two floods has bothered me for some time, It just is
not reasonable to expect such perfect sgeparation by a flood., Why is
a trilobite never found in the same stratum as a dinosaur or vice
versa? Another explanation must be found Why not a number of
successive crealions before Adam with sgveral catastrophes To aucount
for fossil graveyards and extinctions of species?

2: The source of sediments,

If the entire Paleozolc and Mesozoic were laid down in one short
period of time, where did this nearly two miles of sedinments in many
parts of the world come from9 By the time sedlments accumulated in
basins to a depth of several thougsand feet, the 1ower ones W111 hqve
hardened into rock, Ir highland areas the unconsolidated sedinents
will be much th1nncr, So there is only a limited amount of
unconsolidated sediments on the earth's surface, not emnough to preoduce
these miles of sediments after being reworked by a flood. The same
would be true of Noah's Flood, What was the source of all these
sediments? .

This great thickness of scdimentary rocks can be explained if we
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allow long periods of time, Sedimentary rocks are hardened sedinents
which came from the erosion of rocks in other areas. Erosion of
solid rock, a chemical, physical and biological ‘process, tTakes time.
Time to produce these sediments which are carried away and rodeposited,
Slow crosion in onc plqco and slow deposition in another is the only

“to explai reat thicknesses of sediments, '

,...

way to ehpl

It should be added here that these great thicknesses of sedimen-
tary rochs tbemselvoc have been partly incised and eroded away to pro=-
duce_the sourcgumatcxial.i9¥”la#0f sedimentary rocks.

KE) Time is required for the deposition of the chemical sedimen-
tary rocks,

Clastic sedimentary rocks, those that are made up of broken par-
ticles of other rocks, can be deposited rapidly, Whether or not a
particular rock was deposited rapidly has to be determined by examin-
ing the stratum in which it was found,

But there is one class of sedimentary rocks that has to be

deposited slowly, Thggg_g;e_ﬁhgﬂchemncql sedlmentary rocks, which
include rock salt, chert and mosfwimportant of all, llmegtone This
type of rock has to be dep051tcd by precipitation of E'mlnoralﬂouﬁmgj
water, atom by atom, This necessarily takes a period of time, These
mlnerqls have a 11mlted solubility in water. If for a variety of
reasons there should be more of a mineral in solution than the water
will hold, the mineral will be precipitated out on the bottom forming

rock,

In the Grand Canyon alone there are five limestone formations
interspersed between various clastic sedimentary rocks-—-formations
with a total thickness of 1400 Ieet' And on top of these formations
in the southern Utah area therc are several more formations with
hundreds more fect of limestone, How long would it take to precipi-
tote 1400 fcet of limestone? As I stated azbove, the chemical sediments
come from agqueous solution. Idmestone is the least soluble of the
common minerals. 1 don't have the figures on the amount of lime that
is soluble in ocean water, but a 500-foot-thick layer of limestione like
the Redwall formation in thc “Grand Canyon couldn t be dep051ted from
aﬁy ﬁ6551b1e‘éepth of ocean water unless more 11mc were brought 1nio

the area, whlch would “take 11m0

The ultimate source of the lime is the weathering of rocks, The
lime is then carxried to the sea by water, Weathering is a slow pro-
cess, and lime is brought in slowly to the sea where it is normally
precipitated out at a rate somewhat comparable to the rate at which it
is brought in, Conceivably, lime could be precipitated rapidly out of
the ocean ] reserv01r for a short time due to a drastic change in the

temperature or the pH of the ocean, A thln quc1 of limestone could

be deposited rapidly under unusual condztloﬁs, but certainly not a

500-foot layer, Then what about the much thicker limestone deposits?
How Tong would it take to deposit the 10,000 feet of Ordovician lime-

il




stone in Alabama or the 6000 feet of it in Oklahowa? It could easily
tqko the millions of years ascribed te it)]

The long time required foxr the deposition of limestone is com-
pletely ignored by the authors of the Gemesis Flood, They do discuss
the deposition of salt beds in an atteﬁﬂfﬁto dtéy}ove slow depositicn.
They net only can offer no explanation of how they could ke deposited
rapidly during a flood, but they resort to vidiculous hypotheses such
4s an ehtire bed being transported from socma previous location
(ignoring the guestion of orjgln) or salti domos being a parL of the

original creation,

The same thing is true of the depeosition of rock salt as is true
of limestone, It would take the salt in 8000 feel of cccan water Lo
produce 100 feet ofwuel{vwmnopoalfb of salt thousands of fect thick
have boen found. How then would thesz be produced? If five miles of
ocean water were evaporated, fthere would be less than 400 fecl of salt,
OGviousiy salt watér has to be brought into the area from the outside
to replace that which is evapOIated This situation is called a
relict sea, of which we have an example today in the Caspean Seca,
Again, this is a slow process, as it depends on the rate of evapora-
tion, This is hardiy the situation onc would have in a world-wide
flocod,

S
c 4. Sequence of events demands time,
M b

The order of geologic eventls can be determined by superposition
and by studying other evidences such as ecrosion surfaces, faulting and
ignecus intrusions, These evidences often indicate perlods of erosion,
faulting, folding, metamorphism, uplift and igneous activity be
successzve sedLmﬂntary deposits, Often a long seriecs of events is
indicated for the geologic history of an arca showing a lengthy perioed
of time. I have obscrved a series of these erosicn surfaces in the
Grand Canyon —- southern Utah area between and even within formations,

I have also seen many instances of unconformities in scuthern Califor-
nia which exhibits a very complex geologic history.

5} Organic reefs take time to grow,

e e®

There arce many instances of fossil algae and coral reefs which
clearly show that they have grown in the place in which they are found
in the middle of thick sedimentary sequences, These show that the area
was under ghallow water at the time with conditions peaceful enocugh for
a recf to grow, A rcef itakes hundreds, if not thousands, of years to
Brow.,

Creationist writers claim these recfs were picked up in their
entirety by the flood and redeposited in another location (horrizon~

tdlly; rlghtw 1d0wup, ‘unbroken and with all the surroundings common to
reefg), One of our staff members personally investigated the Tamou®
Permian recf in the Guadalupe Mountains of Texas and found it to be in

the place it origina 111y grew, So here is proof that these formations

were not dep051tea in any catastrophe,




K\%_ Mud cracks, rain prints, ripple marks, eolian cross bedding
and animal tracks show normal depositional conditions.

These phenemena are fossilized in various shales and sandstones
throughout the geologic colum, They show that various conditions
were extant at the time of deposition such as shallow moving water,
shallow standing water that tater dries out, sand . duﬁégr etc, They do
not show deep watcf o1 flood conuliions TP&IC is EWE}HG of rippte -
'k that can be made in dcop water, Tbut this kind can bhe ulstln"ulshod
from the escillation ripples made b) wave “ctzou in shallow water,
Animal tracks arc abundant in the Permian Coconine Sandstone in Arlzona,
among other places, If the entire Paleozoic and Mesoxzoic werc put down
in one flood, the animals would have long since drowned by the time
theserlayers were deposited, Instead, they show normal animal activi-
ties on solid ground. : 4

Tj Fossil trees found in upright position in one formation.

There are a number of locations around the world wherc fossil tree
trunks have bheen found complete Wth rooiu in upright position in the
place they grew, Groves of fossil trecs have been uncovered in )
Glasgow, Scotland, in the Carboniferous; and Gilbea, New York in the
Devonian, In the Triassic Petvified Forest in Arizona, there are
standing tree lrunks which investigators have found to be in the same
in which ihoy grew, B

These show that life at the time these strata were deposited was
going on in a normal way, Coertainly onc would not find a series of
standing tree trunks in a flcod layer., They would be in all sorts of
positions,

Of course there had to be some sort of flocod or volcanic activity
to bury these 13V1n9 trces and proservo them, but this came after these
normal por1ods which were at least of’ suffwc1cnt duration for these
Irees to grow,

\fj Fragments of a solidified lower formation in an upper formation,
There are al least two 10Laf10ns in Utah where pebbles of older
strata can be found embedded in later formations., In Iron County, Utah
the upper surface of the Kaibab Limcstone is an erosion surface upon
which a coarse conglomerate was laid down containing worn fragments of
Paleozoic fossils, The overlying strata also contain Triassic fossils,
So here we have an example of .4 Mesozoie stratum having been deposited
with alreidy hardened pleOLOlC material - thd‘ had been reworked and

worn ShOWlncr “that ihOJL was a considerable interval between the {imes
o%fihe Paleozoic and the Mesozoic strata wcfé“dop0C1tod After the
Paleoroic fossils were originally deposited and covered by other sirata,
they were hardened, and later uplifted and cuf through by erosion, The
fossils were rounded as pebbles in a stream and redeposited in another

area where the Mesozoic material was being laid down.
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We have a similar thing in our college collection, One of ocur
staff members found in in Mesozoic deposits in Wyoming some gastroliths
{dinosaur stomach stones). 0 . cont ined a Pa100201c
brachiopod. The brqchgopod must have be fossilized a 1oné time
before the dingsauy qwallowcd ;ngglg;;g;"pﬁgxt pebble din which it was
found., Chert is deposited in the ocean (slowly, since chert is a
chemical deposit), Then the area had tc be uplifted and evoded,

Chert pebbles were washed down {o where the dinosaurs found them,
There is no doubt that they are gaglroliths, but even if one doesn't
accept tﬁ;;m fho Lqéf”romaln% that we have here a Paleozoic fossil
contained in a p 2bhle that was Tound in a Mesozoic stratum, There

must have beon ‘a considerable interval of time 1nvolve

;8) Continental drift and sea-floor spreading,

During the past two decades a weslth of data from a number of
linecs of investigation has vertually confirmed the theory of continen-
tal drift, Also confirmed is the theory of gea-~floor spreading which
is directly related to continental dvift., According to this latter
theory fresh bagaltic material w s up along the mid-ocean ridges and
solidifies, half of it being trqngpdfiga toward one continent and the
ot@epﬁhalf in the oppOQJte dircction toward ancther contlnent This
sea Tloor spreadlng takes place in all of the major ocean HTEﬁs Iin
the cagse of the North and South Atlantic Oceans, the continents of
North and South America have drifted away Irom Furope and Africas as
the ocean floor was spreading apart, though nol necessarily as rapidly,
From all evidence these continents began to break up and separate
during the Mesczoic,

_The rocks comprising the ocean floor are youngest at the mid-
.ocean rldge and become prooreg\1v013 older in either direction on
approachlng a continent,. Thus thesc rocks range in age all the WAy

frow the Cretaceous (rlght after the continental break-up) along the
marging of the continents to Recent along the ocean ridges, A
remarkable phenomenon was recorded in these rocks of continuouzly
varying age., This was revealed by the study of paleomagnetism,
Exhaustive studies have been made of all the world's oceans by
ships trailing magnetometers. These instrumsnts record the orientation
of the magnetic minerals in the basalt of the ocean floor, These
minerals show the direction at the time they ware Solldlfled of
the north and south magnetic poles There were found to be a series
of paired bands of like and unlike magnetic orientation on. elther
side of the ocean ridge, The first pair adjacent to the ridge is
oriented to show the north and south mégnetic poles in their present
locations, The second pair shows the magnetic poles in reversed
“position. The third pair shows them again _in normal position, And
so on all across the occan to Lho continents, This shows that the
north and south magnetic poles have reversed themselves a number of
times during the history of the earth! Incredible? Yes, but there
is no other explanation. These exhaustive studies have revealed a
series of 171 magnetic reversals just since the Cretaceous! And not
Jjust in one ocean, but almost _the cntlre Locean area of the carth contains
_the same record., These paired bands of mabnctlc oxleniatlon vary in




thickness showing varyine periods of fime at any given magietic orientalion.
Thus there is a definite Jpattern of thick and thin bands. This pattern
makes it possibi ‘olaice Lhoae bﬂuda £1on Jomne ocean to another

like Jaatehing { rings from one cho 1o ﬂnotner, Almost pe 1Tegt
corrolation of these bands is evident worldwide! Therefore, it can

bc shown Chat ihe sea floors have bﬂen spxoadnnﬂ at fairly uniform

rates since the Cretaceous., It dlSO confirmz the general picture

of magnetic reversals and the Fact it is a worldwide phenonenon, not local,

Just what does it take to reversc tho carthbh magnetic field?
No onec really knows whati produces the magnetic field of the earth,
but it is theowrized that therc is a dynamc action in the liguid woiﬁl
core of the earth. Convection currcents produce electric currents which
give rise to the magnetic field, Apyway it _would not be reasounable
to_expect anything massive like the earth to have fﬁpid fluctuations
in its magnetic Iiecld, let alonc a compiole reversal in polarity, N

We have in the ccean botitoms a continuous record from the Cretaccous
to the present. Can we reasonably condense this period containing
171 reversals into a few thousand years? Although it may not extend
back the 76 million years claimed, it is evident that this period is
consideraply Jonger than we used to bollexo Whatever the period,
we have a c0111nuuus eegucncc show:no a relatively constant rate of
spreading. Another confirmation of mag metic reversals is found in
the ocean sedimenis themselves As a maoncilc particle settics ip
the wﬂggy_lt or;gnt itself ccordwnD to the Earth's mu?notz f1¢1dﬂ
The fgéﬁotlc OilGﬂﬁdt‘OU in core samples of ocean sediments Can bo
determined, Core sampie s from avound the world reveal the same thicke
thin banded pattern as is found in the sez floor basalt, This shows
a constant rate of sedimentation, Decp sea sedimentls are very thin as
sedimentation takes place very slowly in the ocean, This is another
indication of a long time period,

Yet another confirmation of magnetic reversals was found by
paleomagnetic studies of terrestrjal lava flows from several locations
around the world, The same pattern is revealed duoring the last 10

reversals, The ages of these specimens wero_aﬁtermlnod by radlgqct}Xp
dating to put them into the proper seguence,  This sequence has been
determined to extend back 3% million years, The absolute ages may

not be altogpther accurate, but the sequence of ages is probably about
fi?E{”bocath”SL the q@rccncnf to the general patiorn Though not
stated in the a1t101ﬂ, the relative ages of specimens from each
location were probably determined by superposition before any age
determinations by radicactive mecans were made,

So here we have another sequence of ages, a definite indication
of time and a confirmation of the latter porticn of the ocean
bottom seguence,

One interesting thought is where does man fit into this picture?
D1d man ever experience any magnetic reversa 157 What would happen
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during =z magnetic reversal?  The magnelic Ticld of the earih
decresse until it disappeared completely befors inereasing
with opposite polarity, Ouac _purposc of the wagnoetic field
earth is to proteci man from the full oulnPiih of cosmic radies
aniggmau} 3“\619“1 thlc would be a period ol perhaps many g
wi th tle or no magretic field, Could man snrvive the full impact
of COSLjC-Téyﬁ for an extended pericd? 1 would doubt it, X wguld,
therefore, place the creation of man during the p csent cycle with
the magnetic north where il is today. T Thet would place the creation

of man dﬁring the Pleistocene instead of the Upperx Cretaceous, If

the latter were true he would have had to SUIVIVE most of these 171
magnetic reversals, Placing the cirsation of man in the leistocone .
brings up the interesting poqs1billt3 of wammals and _angiosperns bnfor ;{
Adanm,

Many more reasons could be given, but it should be apparent by
now that cdiaktAophﬂsm 110no can not account Tor the cntire genlogic

column The hlsi : _ ﬂfth iz by no means as simple as we had
at one lee thought The more one studiecs it, the more one realizes
how incredibly complex it is, And why shouldn't it be? It was Cod

who Thought it oul-—the same God who created life. There is nothing
simple about 1life!

I rea11/° thdL we “ho Jhave iaqub scicnce over the years are
entire geologic column

o We have % it to those who are now writing
and teaching others, 1 have had my part in ift, I used fto he very
dogmatic as long as 1 was dgnorant of the Jfacts, Dut when the facts
became known to me I was forced to change wy mind and repent of this
error, :
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It is interesting to note that others have independently come
to some of the same conclusions I hdv4h Ir his studies in archaeclogy,
Dr, Hoeh has come to the conclus 1on that Noah's Flood left only
thin depeosits in manv placeq a]d nonc in : Ngﬁ;éll strata
from Upper Lretaceous on up veve Noah's iLo_d deposits, Other procogse
were responsible for them, In fact he beiieves that most of the
Tertiary in the Middle Easl is pre-Adamic., The same thing would appear
Lo be true in Southern California and other locations from my
observatlicns,

o
U)

That brings us to the point of what can properly be included in
proving the cxistence of Ged by geclogy. As I said, the material from

page 10 to 25 is excellent, This would form the backbone of a good
discussion, Just show that fossils do not prove evolution, but on’
the contrar; creation, If the idea of crcation by stages seens Loo
controversial, leave JL out “TDon’t be dognatic about when variocus
species were cireated bCIOTe Adﬂh, nor 1n which destruction they becane
extinet, These things are not revealed in the Blblemmand they are
not essential fo¢ prove the cxistence of God., The essential thing

is that they werc crealed, and an act of creation demands a creator!




