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Recently, in The Tool Box, we 

featured a series of articles examining 

numerous evidences that point to the 

validity of the Biblical account of a 

cataclysmic global Flood.  In this 

issue of The Tool Box, we will be 

starting another series of articles that 

will delve into the evidences that 

support the Biblical inferences that the 

universe is actually “young” in 

comparison to the supposed billions of 

years age assigned by evolutionists.  

This first article will deal with the 

“telescopic” evidences of a young 

universe – that is, evidences from our 

solar system and 

beyond that 

confirm the 

Biblical inferences 

of a young 

universe.  In the 

subsequent 

articles, we will 

examine evidences 

from the other areas of science that 

relate closer to home in the fields of 

geology, biology, anthropology, and 

theology. 

 

The Age of the Universe: Does it 

Really Matter? 

 

Some might ask if the age of the 

universe really matters.  In fact, the 

debate over the age of the universe is 

of utmost importance because the 

answer to the question of the age of 

the universe hinges upon whether or 

not the Bible is true.  Many people 

would argue that God’s Word, the 

Bible, is not relevant in today’s  

 

society and culture, or that it is not 

worth reading because it is “just a 

bunch of myths and lies, disproved by 

scientific facts.”  Although the Bible 

is not a science textbook, when and 

where it touches on subjects that 

pertain to science, it can be trusted 

and eventually will be found to be 

inerrant.  Jesus Christ Himself said 

that if we could not trust the Bible 

when it touches upon the physical 

world, then we would not be able to 

believe it when it speaks about things 

related to the spiritual world, and our 

eternal destiny.
1
  Of course, Christ 

was asking a 

rhetorical 

question in order 

to make the point 

that the Bible 

does speak 

truthfully and 

accurately as it 

informs us of the 

things of the physical universe, and 

therefore it can and should be trusted 

when it teaches us about the spiritual 

realm, and eternity.   

 

Ultimately, Christians must 

believe God’s Word, whether or not 

science may seem to agree with it, and 

even if none in the scientific 

community accept the Scriptures as 

accurate and authoritative.  To do 

anything else would be to distrust an  

 
(article continued on page 2) 
 

                                                 
1 See John 3:12 
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infinite Creator, and instead place 

finite man’s opinions in an 

authoritative position.  Making this 

kind of compromise leads to many 

other problems both theologically 

and logically. 
 

The Bible and the Evolutionary 

Paradigm 
 

To begin with, most logically 

thinking and reasoning human 

beings would agree that if 

something is complex in form, it 

must have been designed by 

Someone greater.  And yet the 

majority of scientists today claim 

that the universe came about 

randomly.   
 

Many of these hold to the 

idea of a “Big Bang” theory of 

the origin of the universe, which 

is supposed to have occurred 

billions of years ago, forming 

what is observed today over a 

long process of time and 

chance. 
 

Not surprisingly, the 

Bible, when read in context 

without any outside ideas to 

prevent a straight-forward, 

literal interpretation, has a much 

different view to share.  From 

Genesis chapters one and two, 

Exodus 20:9-11, and from 

genealogies listed in locations like  
 

1 Chronicles 1:1-28, 2:1-15, 

Mathew 1:1-17 and Luke 3:23-38, 

it could only logically, literally and 

theologically be concluded that 

God purposefully fabricated the 

universe and everything in it in six 

literal, twenty-four-hour-days, only 

a few thousand years ago.  
 

Some might ask, “But are 

there any scientific observations 

which would agree with the idea of 

a young creation?”  Actually, there 

are quite a number of calculable 

and / or observable instances that 

support the argument for a recent  

 

 
 

 

creation of the cosmos.   In the 

remainder of this article, we will 

explore just a few scientific 

observations which confirm the 

Biblical teaching of a young universe.     
 

Planetary Energy and Magnetism 

Decay  
 

Although not necessarily the 

foremost argument for recent creation, 

scientists have observed that the 

planets Jupiter and Neptune both emit 

more than twice the amount of energy 

than they receive from the sun.
2
  

Logically, this could go on for only so 

long before cooling off drastically.  

This presents a dilemma for those who 

believe the planets are billions of 

years old. What is actually found is 

that they both are a lot warmer than 

expected, which is agreeable with the 

concept of a few thousand year old 

solar system.
3
    

 

A similar problem is the loss of 

strength from planetary magnetic 

fields.  To calculate this decay back 

billions of years would either mean 

that the earth’s magnetic field would 

have been so strong that it would rip 

iron out of blood, or that somehow the 

decay rate was extremely low in the 

past, enabling it to maintain enough 

potency to still be relatively strong at 

the present time.  However, there is 

evidence that the earth’s magnetic  

 

                                                 
2 See “The Outer Planets: Giant Planets: Interiors” 
produced by the Laboratory for Atmospheric and 
Space Physics – University of Colorado at Boulder 
found at: http://goo.gl/1nRyg  
3 Ibid. 

 

field is actually weakening pretty 

rapidly.
4
  This would make it seem 

then that if ‘billions of years’ were 

true, these magnetic fields should be 

extremely weak or non-existent in the 

present. 
 

Saturn and Titan: Evidence for a 

Recent Creation 
 

The large “gas giant” planet 

Saturn, and one of its moons, Titan, 

also serve as evidence for a young 

universe.  For many years, scientists 

speculated that the atmospheric make-

up of Titan, one of Saturn’s moons, 

was likely composed of various 

elements like methane that would 

have chemically reacted over time to 

form a liquid surface.
5
  However, in 

2005, when the Cassini-Huygens 

research probe landed upon the 

surface of Titan, the scientists 

were surprised to find out that the 

surface of Titan was actually 

basically a cold, frozen desert.
 6

  

Of course, the scientists who had 

predicted the nature of Titan’s 

surface were basing their forecast 

upon an evolutionary timescale, 

and therefore they were left 

disappointed by what they 

actually discovered.
7
  However, if 

they had started from a Biblical 

frame of reference, they likely would 

have more accurately predicted what 

the surface of Titan was really like.  
 

Just as Saturn’s moon gives 

evidence of a young universe, so too, 

Saturn’s characteristic rings also 

demonstrate that the universe must be 

young.  Saturn’s beautiful rings are 

comprised primarily of ice particles, 

and are believed to probably be as old 

as the planet itself.  Of course, the 

evolutionary scientists believe that  
 

(article continued on page 5)  
 

                                                 
4 See “The Earth’s Magnetic Field is Young” by Dr. 
Russell Humphreys found at http://www.icr.org/ 
article/earths-magnetic-field-young/  
5 See “Titan vs. Billions of Years” by David F. 
Coppedge found at: http://www.icr.org/article/2837/ 
6 Ibid.  
7 Ibid. 



“What about Distant 
Starlight?” 
 

One of the questions most 

asked of those who hold to the young-

earth (Biblical) creationist viewpoint is 

“if the universe is young, then how can 

we see light from stars that are billions 

of light years away?”  This question 

seems to present an unexplainable 

conundrum for the view that the 

universe is young.  Thankfully, 

brilliant minds in the young-earth 

creationist community have researched 

the answers to the supposed 

contradiction between the belief that 

the universe is young, and the apparent 

vast amounts of time required to 

transmit light from stars in distant 

galaxies to our eyes here on planet 

earth.  By digging deeper into this 

very intellectually demanding 

question, we can see that there really 

are legitimate, logical, answers that 

comport with the belief that the 

universe is actually young compared 

with the widely accepted 

evolutionary timescale. 
 

Past attempts to reconcile the 

conundrum of distant starlight in a 

young universe have been lacking 

theologically, logically and 

scientifically.  One theory said that the 

light from the stars was created “in 

route,” or as a light beam – thus giving 

an “apparent age” of billions of years.
1
  

This theory is theologically untenable 

as it makes God out to be a cosmic 

trickster – something that the Bible 

clearly says is against His character.
2
  

Another popular explanation was that 

the speed of light was much greater in 

time past, thus reducing the amount of 

time needed for light to travel billions 

of light years to our planet.  However, 

this theory is scientifically 

problematic.  The scientific discipline 

of physics tells us that the speed of 

light affects other aspects of the 

universe such as energy and mass – 

think of the famous formula E=MC
2 

where E is energy, M is mass, and C
2  

 

 

                                                 
1 See “Did God Create with Appearance of 
Age?” by Dr. John D. Morris found at: 
http://tinyurl.com/8wq3nav  
2 See Titus 1:2; Hebrews 6:18 

is the speed of light multiplied by itself.  

If the speed of light were greater in the 

past the nature of mass and energy would 

have been greatly different too.  Another 

explanation is that the universe was much 

smaller when initially created, and 

throughout the time since its creation it 

has been expanding, thus making the 

distances between the stars and the earth 

much greater than they originally were.  

Proponents of this theory point to 

Scriptural references in such places as 

Isaiah 42:5, 45:12, 51:13; and Jeremiah 

10:12, as well as to the scientifically 

sound observations of the expansion of 

the universe detected by the shifting of the 

light spectrum found in starlight from blue 

to red which indicates movement away 

from the observer.
3
 

 

One of the more sound explanations 

for the distant starlight problem is the 

“gravitational time-dilation” theory.
4
  In 

this theory, the earth is at or very near the 

center of an expanding universe, causing 

it to be in what has been termed a 

“gravitational well.”  This theory says that 

the speed of light related to such things as 

gravitational forces may have sped up or 

slowed down time
5
 itself to the point 

where the age of the universe really could 

be billions of years in certain parts, but 

from the vantage point of the earth still be 

only a few thousand years old.  In other 

words time does not “flow” at a constant 

rate under all circumstances, but rather it 

can be affected by other forces like 

motion and gravity.  In this theory, time  
 
 

                                                 
3 See “What is Redshift?” by the European Space 
Agency found at: http://tinyurl.com/9epfybq 
4 See “Seven Years of Starlight and Time” by Dr. D. 
Russell Humphreys found at: 
http://www.icr.org/article/seven-years-starlight-time/ 
5 Time would be increased or decreased depending 
upon from which vantage point in the universe it 
was being measured. 

moves more slowly on earth than in other 

parts of the universe.  
 

Perhaps the most recently 

developed theory to explain the problem 

of distant starlight in a young universe is 

the “Anisotropic Synchrony Convention” 

as propounded by Ph.D. Astrophysicist 

Dr. Jason Lisle of the Institute for 

Creation Research.
6
   Dr. Lisle’s theory 

proposes that the methods of measuring 

time used by modern scientists are 

different from what God used in Genesis.  

Basically, in this theory, the Bible uses 

“observed time,” that is measuring events 

by the time they were observed (in this 

case the point at which starlight reached 

the earth), whereas modern scientists use 

“calculated time” or the time it takes for 

light to travel from one point to another.  

God in His infinite wisdom knew that it 

would be thousands of years before a 

means by which measuring the speed of 

light and the distances to other stars 

could be developed, so He used 

“observed time” which would be a way 

of communicating to people throughout 

the ages.   The nature of the 

mathematical and physics background 

necessary to fully explain this theory, 

like some of the other theories posited, 

is beyond the limited scope of this 

column, so I recommend that you review 

Dr. Lisle’s excellent explanations of his 

theory found here: http://goo.gl/MjR1 and 

here: http://goo.gl/isUot.  
 

In closing, it is noteworthy that the 

evolutionary, “big-bang” theory of the 

origin of the universe also has a “distant 

starlight” problem which must be 

reconciled.
7
  So, while we may not have a 

100% “solid” answer to the question of 

distant starlight in a “young” universe, be 

assured that God’s Word is true and 

trustworthy!
8
  Our understanding of His 

creation may change from time to time as 

we come to know more about it, but He 

Himself is unchanging!
9
 

                                                 
6 See “Anisotropic Synchrony Convention – A 
Solution to the Distant Starlight Problem” by Dr. 
Jason Lisle found at: http://tinyurl.com/8aeoxuf 
7 See “Light Travel Time: a problem for the big 
bang” by Dr. Jason Lisle found at: 
http://tinyurl.com/9z9b6vh 
8 See 1 Peter 1:24, 25 
9 See Isaiah 46:9, 10; Malachi 3:6; Hebrews 13:8; 
James 1:17 
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The Origins Debate in the News 
 

“The more things change, the more they stay the same.”  So 

goes the old saying.  In much of the modern origins debate this truism is 

found to be the case.  A recent science news article announced that the 

ink sacs of a fossilized cephalopod believed to be over 150 million 

years old contain traces of the ink pigment melanin in essentially the 

same form as modern cuttlefish ink.
1
  The author of the article says;  

 

“The finding -- in an extremely rare case of being able to 

study organic material that is hundreds of millions of 

years old -- suggests that the ink-screen escape mechanism 

of cephalopods -- cuttlefish, squid and octopuses -- has not 

evolved since the Jurassic period, and that melanin could 

be preserved intact in the fossils of a range of 

organisms.”2
 

 

I find it interesting that, instead of questioning the assumed age of 

the fossils, the researchers just accept that the melanin in the ink sacs 

must have been able to stay intact for those millions upon millions of 

years.  Now, when it comes to whether or not red blood cells found in 

T-Rex bones are really red blood cells, these evolutionists adamantly 

hold that they cannot be red blood cells because “red blood cells cannot 

survive for millions of years.”
3
  Of course, because they blindly accept 

the evolutionary time-scale, they do not think to question whether 

maybe their dating methods for measuring the age of fossils could be 

way off.   
 

Another thing that seems rather intriguing is the fact that these 

researchers accept that the ink pigment of cephalopods has not changed 

for countless millions of years.  One of the researchers commented that, 

"[t]he whole machinery apparently has been locked in time and passed 

down through succeeding generations of cuttlefish. It's a very optimized 

system for this animal and has been optimized for a long time."  So in 

this way, the researchers give credit to the impersonal “force” of 

evolution through natural selection.  Maybe a better idea would be to 

just accept that God created animals a certain way in the beginning, and 

made them to reproduce essentially without significant changes 

throughout the millennia since creation.
4
  This reminds me of Romans 

1:21, 22 
 

“For although they knew God, they did not honor him as God or 

give thanks to him, but they became futile in their thinking, and 

their foolish hearts were darkened.  Claiming to be wise, they 

became fools…” 

 

While it is great to make discoveries of the sort mentioned in this news 

article, we need to remember to give the glory to God for His creation!  

He made all things for His pleasure!
5 

                                                 
1 See ScienceDaily - May 21, 2012 “Squid Ink from Jurassic Period Identical to Modern Cuttlefish 
Ink” found here: http://goo.gl/sI58M 
2 Ibid. 
3 See Smithsonian Magazine – May 2006 “Dinosaur Shocker” found here: 
http://www.smithsonianmag.com/science-nature/dinosaur.html 
4 See Genesis 1:20 - 25 
5 See Colossians 1:16; and Revelation 4:11 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Resource Spotlight 
 

 
 

Distant Starlight: Not a Problem for a 

Young Universe, by Dr. Jason Lisle.  
 

We all know that the stars in our 

universe are billions of light years away 

from us, right?  So, if the universe really 

was created by God only a few thousand 

years ago, then how could the light from 

those stars have reached us by now?  

Surely, the universe must be billions of 

years old, because we know that the 

stars are so far away, and it takes such a 

long time for the light to reach us.  

Right?  Actually, Dr. Jason Lisle, 

himself an Astrophysicist with a Ph.D. 

from the University of Colorado, offers 

some very plausible explanations for 

how the light could reach us within only 

a few thousand years.  In this 

presentation, Dr. Lisle explains these 

theories, which are based upon good 

science, and sound Scriptural exegesis.  

Before you write off the presentation as 

being too stuffy or intellectual, let me 

assure you that Dr. Lisle is one of the 

most effective communicators in the 

young-earth creationist camp.  He 

makes this subject, and many others 

very easy for even the layman to 

understand. 
 

To order a copy of this excellent DVD, please 
visit our website: www.creationevangelismtools.org,  
click on the “resources” button at the top, then click on 
the “Science” link. 

 
 

 

Feedback: 
 

“Take it from someone who has a pet 
peeve with bad web site designs.  1. Your 
audience's first glimpse of CET is great!  
Very professional.  2. Easy to navigate 
site.  3. I kind of have fallen in love with 
the same topics, so I'm biased. You're 
doing amazing!” 

 

 -  J.B., Oklahoma  
 

   
 
 



Evidences of a Young Universe, article continued from page 2:  

 

Saturn is somewhere around 4.5 billion years old.
8
  

However, there is evidence to suggest that the rings 

of Saturn could not be that old, as they have shown 

signs both of disintegrating and of shrinking inwards 

at a fairly rapid pace.
9
  

 

The Moon: Our Retreating Companion 

 

Another piece of evidence that baffles 

evolutionists is the rate at which our lunar companion 

is moving away from us.  

Recent findings indicate that 

the moon moves away from 

the earth about 1.5 inches 

yearly.
10

  At that rate, the 

moon would have been 

touching the earth around 1.4 

billion years ago.  This 

presents an inconsistency for 

those who claim and teach that 

the earth and moon are more 

than 4 billion years old.  

However, assuming that the 

earth and moon are about 

6,000 years old, at that rate of 

recession, the moon would be 

only 800 feet closer to us than 

it is now, which is not that 

dramatically troublesome.
11

 

 

Comets: Melting Away the Millions of Years 

 

Comets are balls of ice and dirt, which traverse 

the solar system in elliptical courses, which usually 

take them past the sun – which melts and blasts away 

a portion of the frozen material each time.   The 

average comet has enough material to last around 

100,000 years.
12

  If the solar system is billions of 

years old, then why haven’t all of the comets 

disintegrated by now?  Evolutionists believing in 

billions of years of time and chance cannot explain 

this, unless they propose a hypothetical location 

where replacement long-period comets are formed, 

and eventually fall into orbit in the inner solar 

system.   They call this the “Oort cloud” and place it 

somewhere far out in the solar system, well away 

from the radiation of the sun.   Oddly, no evidence 

                                                 
8 See “How Did the Solar System Form?” found here: 
http://goo.gl/6Rsnw 
9 See “Saturn’s Rings Short Lived and Young” by Dr. Andrew Snelling 
found at: http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/tj/v11/n1/saturn#f4 
10 Dr. Jason Lisle, War of the Worldviews (Answers in Genesis, 2005) 
p.64, 65 
11 Dr. Jason Lisle, War of the Worldviews (Answers in Genesis, 2005) 
p.64 
12 Ibid. p. 66 

currently exists for such a cloud.  Evidence does exist for a 

region far out in the outer edges of the solar system for a belt of 

comet materials that may explain where some of the comets 

originate.  While this belt - the “Kuiper Belt” - does have comet 

elements, there is not enough material there to continually be 

replacing the short period comets.
13

  However, if we assume a 

young solar system (six to ten thousand years old), then the 

problem of comets melting away is not a problem as all. 

 

Spiral Galaxy Windup 

 

Because the outer “arms” of spiral galaxies slowly rotate, 

while the inner regions rotate 

faster, a spiral galaxy is slowly 

and constantly becoming more 

and more twisted up as the 

spiral becomes tighter.  This 

could happen for a while 

without drastically altering the 

appearance of the galaxy, but 

not for as long as the 

evolutionary billions of years 

universe requires without being 

entirely twisted up and the 

characteristic “arms” becoming 

unrecognizable.  Evolution-

believing scientists have tried 

to come up with ways to 

explain away these 

inconsistencies, like the “spiral 

density wave theory”, but these have their own problems as 

well.
14

  

 

Conclusion: Man’s Opinions Change, but God’s Word is 

Steadfast 

 

While none of these examples mentioned singly or 

combined prove conclusively that the universe is young, they 

do serve as confirmations of the Biblical inferences that the 

universe is much younger than the evolutionists make it out to 

be.  They also show that there are holes in the claims by 

evolutionists that the universe is billions of years old.  In the 

next article in the series, we will examine evidences for a 

young universe found in the realm of geology.  Until then, 

remember that while man’s opinions regarding the formation 

and the age of the universe are constantly changing, God’s 

Word is unchanging, and should serve as the bedrock of our 

faith!
15

 

 

 
 

                                                 
13 Dr. Jason Lisle, Creation Astronomy: Viewing The Universe Through Biblical 
Glasses DVD (Answers in Genesis, 2004) 
14 Ibid. 
15 See 1 Peter 1:24, 25 
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Sweat, Air Conditioning and the Fall 

Working in 

the sun almost 

every day this 

summer helped me 

to appreciate our 

modern 

convenience of air 

conditioning. 

Without the 

constant hydration 

with which I 

sustained my body, I would most assuredly have 

overheated. But even with air conditioning / HVAC 

systems being available to us, our marvelous Creator, God 

Almighty, has designed into us a self-cooling “air 

conditioning” system that is highly efficient, and in all 

reality, without it you would be dead. 
 

The average adult human has a normal body 

temperature around 97.8 degrees Fahrenheit (about 35 

degrees centigrade). At this temperature, while the body is 

resting, the amount of energy being consumed by the 

person is rather low, but still significant enough that 

without any intake of nourishment – fresh food, and water 

– the body will go into dehydration within as few as four 

hours. However, someone who is physically exerting 

themselves uses their water supply much more quickly, 

which is the main reason why physically active people 

should drink substantially more water every day than those 

who are not physically active. However, even just sitting 

in one location for long periods of time can make one 

dehydrated, as water vapor is exhaled every time we 

breathe. 
 

Some of the water taken into our bodies is 

converted and the oxygen is absorbed through the 

intestinal walls and used as a nutrient for our bodies’ cells. 

When we have enough water, the cells in our bodies have 

enough “fuel” to continue to operate properly. But when 

we are taking in less water than we are expending, our 

bodies actually begin to shut down any “unnecessary” 

body parts, such as extremities (fingers, toes, etc.), because 

blood flow has been greatly reduced and necessary 

nutrients are not being delivered to the proper areas. The 

body begins to actually use its own resources in order to 

maintain an energy level, and begins to “eat itself.”  

 
 

          (article continued on page 7) 
 

 
 

 
 

Dr. David Mention  

For a while in my younger teen years, I considered going to 

med school, for plastic surgery.  It was just a dream, mostly.  I lost 

interest, and didn’t pursue it any further than just thinking about or 

considering it as a possibility.  But, my fascination with the human 

body didn’t fade.   
 

In 2005, after our family went to hear Ken Ham present a 

series of lectures on Creationism, we purchased a whole litany of 

DVD presentations produced by Answers in Genesis.  Two of the 

presentations were by Dr. David Menton. 
 

The first I remember watching was his absolutely riveting and 

spine tingling lecture on the development of the human baby from day 

one of conception, throughout the growth of the child in the womb, up 

to the amazing miracle of childbirth.
1
  For me, it was as if I were a 

small child again learning, for the first time, how a baby is made.  I 

was enraptured with each intricate part of the process.  Dr. Menton 

did a marvelous job conveying how at every step of the way, if 

everything were not just right, it would be the end of the marvelous 

process known as human gestation. 
 

Dr. David Menton began his 

illustrious career as a biomedical research 

technician at the prestigious Mayo Clinic, in 

Rochester Minnesota.
2
  He worked in the 

Dermatology department from 1960-1962.
3
  

Shortly thereafter, he became Associate 

Professor of Anatomy at Washington 

University of Medicine in St. Louis, 

Missouri,
4
 a position he held for thirty-four 

years, when he was made the Associate 

Professor of Anatomy, Emeritus.
5
  Menton obtained his Ph.D. in cell 

biology, from Brown University in Providence Rhode Island.
6
 

 

David Menton has devoted his life to studying out the 

implications of Darwin’s theory of evolution, especially in the area of 

biology and anatomy, but also in the area of worldviews/personal 

philosophy.  Some of the topics he speaks about are based on his 

anatomical background, while others are based on his interest in 

Darwin. 
 

In the three part DVD series The Evolution of Darwin, Menton 

delves into the thinking that influenced Darwin and the publication of  

 
(article continued on page 7) 

 
 

                                                 
1 http://tinyurl.com/8nf3cz6 
2 http://www.answersingenesis.org/outreach/speakers/david-menton/bio/ 
3 Ibid. 
4 http://churchofchristarticles.com/blog/administrator/interview-with-dr-david-menton/ 
5 Ibid. 
6 http://www.answersingenesis.org/outreach/speakers/david-menton/bio/ 



Copying the Creator, article continued from page 6:  

 

To prevent dehydration, it is recommended that an 

individual sip on water, and let it “soak into” the blood 

vessels in their mouth, before swallowing it. Gulping 

water when dehydrated is not an effective way of 

alleviating symptoms.
1
  When a human being sweats, the 

moisture comes through the pores in the skin, and is 

released onto the surface of the skin. This process, while it 

does rob the body of needed fluids, is actually a means of 

energy conservation. Once the sweat has seeped from the 

pores, the moisture spreading across the larger surface area 

of the skin creates a cooling effect, as air moves across the 

skin. Without the ability to sweat, the human body’s core 

temperature would reach a critical level within minutes, 

and heat stroke would occur within a matter of a very few 

hours.  

 

Air conditioning systems are effective because they 

cause large amounts of pre-cooled air to pass over the 

human body, thus skipping the sweat process, and making 

an individual less tired or worn out, because they are not 

using up their own fluids to cool their body. In this sense, 

we have copied our Creator, and have attempted to create a 

system that cools our bodies, without our bodies having to 

do more than lift a finger to flip a switch. 

 

On another note, while sweat is a result of the curse 

God place upon His creation after the rebellion and fall of 

Adam and Eve (See Genesis 3:19, and the surrounding 

verses), it should also be viewed as a grace, and a 

wonderful gift from God! While we humans tend to have 

an aversion to physical labor, the act of work is not 

actually what God cursed, as He originally created Adam 

and Eve to tend and keep the Garden of Eden (work, to be 

sure!), but actually cursed man with sweat, and thorns and 

thistles, all of which would make work difficult, and 

would serve to remind us that we rebelled against God, 

and destroyed His perfect order. 
 

 

 
 

                                                 
1 http://tinyurl.com/9h3pcvk 
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his well-known book Origin of the Species.
7
  In an interview, Menton 

quoted W.R. Thompson “A long enduring and regrettable effect of 

the success of the Origin of Species was the addiction of biologists to 

unverifiable speculations.” That, to me was the biggest hit we took 

from the whole Darwinian mentality….Darwin speculated without 

limit. And it’s this limitless speculation that I think W. R. Thompson is 

talking about. Thompson went on to say, “The success of Darwinism 

was accompanied by a decline in scientific integrity. This is already 

evident in the reckless statements of Haeckel, and the shifty devious 

histrionic statements of Thomas Huxley.”
8
 

 

As a distinguished member of the well-known Creation 

apologetics ministry, Answers in Genesis, Dr. Menton has had 

numerous opportunities to speak about his field of study, anatomy, 

among many other topics.
9
  Educating masses of people on how well 

created the human body is, refuting the idea of slowly evolving parts.  

His range of topics is great and varied.  One of his more fascinating 

talks is on feathers, and how the claim made by evolutionists 

regarding the evolution of dinosaurs from birds, based upon the 

structural differences between scales and feathers, makes it highly 

unlikely, nay, impossible for the one to have come from the other.
10

 
 

His other highly touted talk is on “Lucy” (Australopithecus 

afarensis), the supposed ape-woman discovered by Maurice Taieb 

and Donald Johanson (among others) in Ethiopia in 1974.
11

  Dr. 

Menton eloquently explains how there are large and glaring evidences 

opposed to the evolutionary relationship between human beings 

(created beautifully and purposefully in God’s image) and so called 

“hominids” – evolutionary prerequisites for humans.
12

 
 

Any audience can learn from this man.  His well of knowledge 

runs deep, and has influenced and inspired countless lives world-

wide.   
 

I am the LORD, and there is no other, 

    besides me there is no God; 

    I equip you, though you do not know me, 

that people may know, from the rising of the sun 

    and from the west, that there is none besides me; 

    I am the LORD, and there is no other. 

I form light and create darkness, 

    I make well-being and create calamity, 

    I am the LORD, who does all these things. 
 

Isaiah 45:5-7 

 

 
                                                 
7 http://tinyurl.com/8mgxp2c 
8 http://tinyurl.com/9w4nk6n 
9 Ibid. 
10 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1eZ7VUgfH2g 
11 http://www.talkorigins.org/faqs/knee-joint/johanson1.html 
12 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FI4ADhPVpA0 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Australopithecus_afarensis
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Australopithecus_afarensis
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EVOLUTIONISTS IN 
THEIR OWN WORDS 

Compiled by Phoebe Kautt 

“Little did I realize that in a few 
years I would encounter an 

idea -- Darwin's idea -- bearing 
an unmistakable likeness to 

universal acid: it eats through 

just about every traditional 
concept, and leaves in its wake 

a revolutionized world-view, 
with most of the old landmarks 

still recognizable, but 
transformed in fundamental 

ways.”1 
 

- Daniel Dennett, a famous 
American philosopher, atheist, 
secularist, and professor.  He is 
also known as one of the “Four 
Horsemen of New Atheism.” 

2
  

 

Compiler’s Note: 

In the previous sentences Dennett says 

this universal acid is something, “so 

corrosive that it will eat through 

anything!  … What would happen if you 

somehow came upon or created a dollop 

of universal acid?  Would the whole 

planet eventually be destroyed?”  Dennett 

seems to think more consistently, 

explaining in the next paragraph how, if 

evolution is true, then it is all 

encompassing, like the universal acid.  

 

Footnotes: 
1 Darwin’s Dangerous Idea: Evolution and the 
Meanings of Life, pg. 63.  http://tinyurl.com/8quucgr 
2 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Daniel_Dennett, 
http://tinyurl.com/8pelmyq 

 

Ministry Update 

 

We are reminded daily of the 

Lord’s abundant grace.  One of those acts 
of grace and love came to Joel just 
recently.  He gratefully received a full 

scholarship to the Institute for Creation 
Research’s School of Biblical 
Apologetics (SOBA), and hopes to begin 

his Masters level courses in January 
2013.  We are excited to see how the 

Lord can and will use this opportunity to 
the furtherance of His kingdom and the 
ministry with which He has entrusted us.  

Please be in prayer for Joel as he 
prepares for the rigors of study!   

 

Another exciting opportunity has 

come up in the past few weeks, as well.  
CET Ministries is planning on partnering 

with a local men’s Bible study group to 
produce a witnessing and apologetics 
film.  Please be in prayer that the Lord 

will guide those who are in charge of the 
script, cinematography, editing and 
everything in between!  We believe it 

will be used by the Lord in a very 
powerful way to equip Believers with 
answers, and to reach lost souls with the 

Gospel message.   
 

Last of all, we are still trying to get 
a venue lined up for the More Than 
Philosophy Conference, planned for 

Summer 2013.  Once that is straightened 
out, we will be able nail down a date and 

secure the speakers.  We will keep all of 
you updated about it through our website, 
Facebook, and of course, The Tool Box.  

Prayers for all of that would be great 
appreciated, as well.  Please especially 
pray that we will be able to secure a 

venue very soon, and that it will be the 
right venue for the conference!   
 

“Finally, brethren, farewell. Become 

complete. Be of good comfort, be of one 

mind, live in peace; and the God of love 

and peace will be with you.”  
 

1 Corinthians  13:11 

 

 

 

 

 

Mission Statement 
 

We see the problem of 

evolutionary thinking as eating 

into the foundation of the 

Biblically correct worldview.  We 

desire to strengthen the faith of 

other Christians in the reliability 

of Scripture, and equip them to 

have answers for skeptics and 

unbelievers.  As our culture 

declines morally, Christians need 

to uphold the authority of the 

Bible in every aspect of the 

culture. 

 

Our ultimate mission is to reach 

souls for Christ.  We work to lay 

the Foundation (Genesis) for the 

Gospel. 

 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
 

You can contact CET 
Ministries by: 

 
Mail: 
P.O. Box 265 
Princeton, Texas 75407 
 
Phone: 
(972) 542 - 6211 
 
Email: 
mail@creationevangelismtools.org  
  
Website: 
www.creationevangelismtools.org 
 
 

Free Offer! 
 

To receive a free 
copy of the 
booklet: “What Does 
the Bible Say about 
Astronomy?” please 
write us today, at: 

            

CET Ministries 
P.O. Box 265 
Princeton, Texas 75407 
mail@creationevangelismtools.org 

 
 


