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INTRODUCTION
J. B. STUMP

Sample List of Relevant Books

Ross, Hugh. The Creator and the Cosmos: How the Latest Scientific Discoveries 

of the Century Reveal God. Carol Stream, IL: NavPress, 2001.

Rana, Fazale and Hugh Ross. Who Was Adam? A Creation Model 

Approach to the Origin of Man. Carol Stream, IL: NavPress 2005; 

updated Covina, CA: RTB Press, 2015.

Ham, Ken. The New Answers Book. Vol. 1. Green Forest, AZ: Master 

Books, 2006.

Dembski, William A. The Design Inference: Eliminating Chance through 

Small Probabilities. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006.

Collins, Francis. The Language of God: A Scientist Presents Evidence for 

Belief. New York: Free Press, 2006.

Mortenson, Terry and Thane H. Ury, eds. Coming to Grips with Genesis: 

Biblical Authority and the Age of the Earth. Green Forest, AZ: Master 

Books, 2008.

Meyer, Stephen C. Signature in the Cell: DNA and the Evidence for 

Intelligent Design. San Francisco: HarperOne, 2009.

Walton, John. The Lost World of Genesis One: Ancient Cosmology and the 

Origins Debate. Downers Grove, IL: IVP Academic, 2009.

Snelling, Andrew. Earth’s Catastrophic Past: Geology, Creation, & the Flood. 

Dallas, TX: Institute for Creation Research, 2009.



Haarsma, Deborah B. and Loren. Origins: Christian Perspectives on 

Creation, Evolution, and Intelligent Design. Grand Rapids: Faith Alive 

Christian Resources, 2011.

Meyer, Stephen C. Darwin’s Doubt: The Explosive Origin of Animal Life 

and the Case for Intelligent Design. San Francisco: HarperOne, 2013.

Ross, Hugh and Kathy. Navigating Genesis: A Scientist’s Journey Through 

Genesis 1–11. Covina, CA: RTB Press, 2014.

1. See for example the Pew surveys of scientists’ beliefs here: http://www.pewinternet 
.org/2015/07/23/an-elaboration-of-aaas-scientists-views/.

Footnotes



YOUNG- EARTH CREATIONISM

KEN HAM

CHAP TER 
ONE

Footnotes

3. See a list of some of those modern and historical creation scientists with a PhD in 
science at https://answersingenesis.org/creation-scientists/.

4. See Ham and Beemer, Already Gone.

5. This is clearly seen in many atheist responses to intelligent-design arguments that are 
divorced from Scripture and advocated by those who accept the millions of years of death. 
The atheists give examples of natural evil, such as mosquitos carrying malaria or hurricanes 
ravaging the land and ask, “How intelligent is that? What kind of a God would make a world 
like that?”

6. See Steven Boyd, “The Genre of Genesis 1:1–2:3: What Means This Text?” in Coming 
to Grips with Genesis, eds. Terry Mortenson and Thane H. Ury, (Green Forest, AR: Master 
Books, 2008), 163–92. “A layman’s summary of Boyd’s research” is in Donald DeYoung, 
Thousands, Not Billions: Challenging an Icon of Evolution (Green Forest, AR: Master Books, 
2005), 157–72.

7. Mortenson and Ury, eds., Coming to Grips with Genesis, 315–72.

8. We must not make the mistake of thinking that an account is not accurate history if 
there were no human eyewitnesses (e.g., the account of the first five days of creation week), 
for then we would have to draw the unbiblical and historically inaccurate conclusion that Jesus 
was not conceived by the Holy Spirit working in Mary or that Jesus was not raised from the 
dead (no human saw either event). God can and did move men to write accurate history about 
many events that neither they nor any other human ever personally saw.

9. See, for example, the arguments in Walter Kaiser, The Old Testament Documents: Are 
They Reliable and Relevant? (Downers Grove, IL: IVP, 2001), 53–83.

10. Only two verses are ever cited by old-earth proponents as an objection to this claim: 
Zechariah 14:7 and Hosea 6:2. But in the first case, the context of verses 14:1, 4, and 6 shows 
that they are referring to the same unique day (in Hebrew yom ehad, just as at the end of 
Gen 1:5), the day the Lord returns at the end of the age. The Messiah Jesus is not going to 
return over long ages, but suddenly, in an instant (“in the twinkling of an eye:” 1 Cor 15:52 
and 1 Thess 4:13ff). In Hosea, the prophet calls the people to repentance and gives a promise 

1. Robert P. Jones et al., Exodus: Why Americans are Leaving Religion and Why They’re 
Unlikely to Come Back (Washington, DC: Public Religion Research Institute, 2016), 2.

2. Ken Ham and Britt Beemer, Already Gone: Why Your Kids Will Quit Church and What 
You Can Do About It (Green Forest, AR: Master Books, 2009).



(or thousand or million) years after they repent? The promise only makes sense when we take 
the days literally and take the phrases as meaning “quickly.” Neither of these verses shows that 
yom modified by a number can mean something other than a literal day.

11. See also Gerhard F. Hasel, “The ‘Days’ of Creation in Genesis 1: Literal ‘Days’ or 
Figurative ‘Periods/Epochs’ of Time?” Origins 21:1 (1994): 5–38; Andrew E. Steinmann, “  
As an Ordinal Number and the Meaning of Genesis 1:5,” Journal of the Evangelical Theological 
Society 45:4 (2002): 577–84; Robert McCabe, “A Defense of Literal Days in the Creation 
Week,” Detroit Baptist Seminary Journal 5 (2000): 97–123.

12. Scripture repeatedly affirms in various ways that it is God-breathed (“inspired,” 
2 Tim 3:16) and therefore refers to itself as the “Word of God.” God is the ultimate author. 
He moved men to write exactly what He wanted written (2 Pet 1:20–21) while using each 
one’s unique life experience, training, and personality. So what the human author said is what 
God said.

13. He used zeman in Nehemiah 2:6 and Daniel 2:16, 21; 4:33 (Heb 4:36); and 7:25, and 
‘ iddan in Daniel 4:16, 23, 25, and 32 (Heb 4:13, 20, 22, and 29).

14. See further contradictions in order in https://answersingenesis.org/why-does-creation 
-matter/evolution-vs-creation-the-order-of-events-matters/.

15. When God said, “Let the earth sprout vegetation” (Gen 1:11 ESV, NASB), it was a 
supernatural growth to maturity, just as occurred when God made a plant to grow large enough 
in a few hours or less to provide shade for Jonah (Jonah 4:6).

16. Evolutionists don’t agree on exactly what is a human being. So dates for the first 
human range from two hundred thousand to four hundred years ago or more. See, for example, 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Timeline_of_human_evolution and https://en.wikipedia.org/
wiki/Neanderthal. For arguments in favor of the conclusion that the Genesis 5 and 11 gene-
alogies are gapless chronologies, see chapter 5, “When Was Adam Created?” in Searching for 
Adam: Genesis and the Truth about Man’s Origin, ed. Terry Mortenson (Green Forest, AR: 
Master Books, 2016); also at https://answersingenesis.org/bible-characters/adam-and-eve/
when-was-adam-created/.

17. For an in-depth discussion of the issue of no death before the fall, see https:// answers 
in genesis.org/theory-of-evolution/millions-of-years/the-fall-and-the -problem-of -millions-of 
-years -of-natural-evil/.

18. See Hen ry B. Smith, Jr., “Cosmic and Universal Death from Adam’s Fall: An 
Exegesis of Romans 8:19–23a,” Journal of Creation 21:1 (2007): 75–85; http://creation.com/
cosmic-and -universal-death-from-adams-fall-an-exegesis-of-romans-819–23a. For a briefer 
discussion, see Douglas Moo, The Epistle to the Romans (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1996), 
513–14; Thomas Schreiner, Romans (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1998), 435; and John Murray, The 
Epistle to the Romans (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1993), 301–02.

19. Ronald Numbers, quoted in Gwen Evans, “Reason or Faith? Darwin Expert 
Ref lects,” http://www.news.wisc.edu/16176, 3 Feb. 2009.

20. I am not saying that the age of the earth was the focus of these verses. Rather, 
they ref lect the young-earth creationist worldview of Jesus. For a thorough discussion of 
Jesus’ words and old-earth attempts to reinterpret them, including evidence that the phrase 
“creation of the world” refers to the whole creation week and not just the first act of creation in 
Genesis 1:1, see Terry Mortenson, “Jesus, Evangelical Scholars and the Age of the Earth,” in 
Coming to Grips with Genesis, 315–46. For a short, layman’s discussion, see Terry Mortenson, 
“But from the Beginning of . . . the Institution of Marriage?”; www.answersingenesis.org/
docs2004/1101ankerberg_response.asp, a response to a web article by John Ankerberg and 
Norman Geisler on Mark 10:6.

A T T21. So read the NASB, ESV, NKJV, NIV, NLT, and NRSV. The KJV, KJ21, and HCSB 
render apo ktiseos kosmou as “from the creation of the world.” But apo (“from”) here surely means 
“since.” For reasons behind this conclusion, see Ron Minton, “Apostolic Witness to Genesis 
Creation and the Flood,” in Coming to Grips with Genesis, 351–54.

of spiritual healing and reviving “after two days” and “on the third day.” But it is no comfort 
if it doesn’t mean that God will quickly respond mercifully to their returning to the Lord. 
What would it mean if the promise was that God would revive them two to three hundred 



22. Of course Adam, Noah, and Shem were human eyewitnesses to many of the events of 
Genesis 1–11 during their lifetimes. The reference to the “book of the generations of Adam” 
(Gen 5:1) and the clearly implied intelligence of Cain (in building a city) and others in Genesis 
4 (in developing mining, metallurgy and musical instruments) and Noah and family (in build-
ing the ark), strongly suggests that man had the ability to write from the very beginning. The 

eleven toledot (“these are the generations of ”) distributed through Genesis may indicate, among 
other things, that in inspiring Genesis God guided Moses in the use of preexisting documents 
or oral tradition passed on by the patriarchs.

23. Creationists do not insist or advocate this at all, and neither did the laws in these two 
states, so this is a distortion. What we insist is that students should be allowed to hear scientific 
criticisms of evolution in the public schools. See the discussion in my article in the next footnote.

24. George Dvorsky, “How 19-year-old Activist Zack Kopplin Is Making Life Hell for 
Louisiana’s Creationists,” http://io9.com/5976112/how-19+year+old-activist-zack-kopplin 
-is-making-life-hell-for-louisianas-creationists, Jan 2013. For a careful analysis of Kopplin’s 
views, see Ken Ham and Steve Golden, “The Legacy of Brainwashing,” http://www.answers 
ingenesis.org/articles/2013/01/21/legacy-of-brainwashing.

25. “Larry King Now,” April 1, 2013, http://www.hulu.com/watch/473418.

26. Ernst Mayr, What Evolution is (New York: Basic Books, 2001), 13.

27. Not all scientists believe this. Many do believe in God (however defined), but most 
do their scientific work as if the naturalistic worldview is true.

28. See Terry Mortenson, The Great Turning Point: The Church’s Catastrophic Mistake on 
Geology—Before Darwin (Green Forest, AR: Master Books, 2004).

29. See for example, Jack Repcheck, The Man Who Found Time: James Hutton and the 
Discovery of the Earth’s Antiquity (Cambridge: Perseus Publishing, 2003).

30. Quoted in A. Holmes, Principles of Physical Geology, 2nd ed. (Edinburgh, Scotland: 
Nelson, 1965), 43–44.

31. God’s supernatural activity in the f lood account is clearly seen at least in God bring 
the animals to Noah in the Ark (Gen 7:8–9), the initiation of the unleashing of the waters on 
the same day (Gen 7:11), and the beginning of the receding of the f loodwaters by stopping 
those same sources of waters (Gen 8:2).

32. James Hutton, Theory of the Earth (Edinburgh, Scotland: William Creech, 1795), 1:273.

33. Charles Lyell, Lecture II at King’s College London on May 4, 1832, quoted in Martin 
J. S. Rudwick, “Charles Lyell Speaks in the Lecture Theatre,” The British Journal for the History 
of Science, vol. IX, pt. 2, no. 32 (July 1976): 150.

34. Charles Lyell, quoted in Katherine Lyell, Life, Letters and Journals of Sir Charles Lyell, 
Bart (London: John Murray, 1881), 1:268.

35. Martin, J. S. Rudwick, “The Shape and Meaning of Earth History,” in God 
and Nature, eds. David C. Lindberg and Ronald L. Numbers (Berkley, CA: University of 
California Press, 1986), 306, 311.

36. Stephen Jay Gould, “Catastrophes and Steady-State Earth,” Natural History (Feb. 
1975): 15–17.

37. Mortenson, The Great Turning Point.

38. Stephen Jay Gould and Niles Eldredge, “Punctuated Equilibria: The Tempo and 
Mode of Evolution Reconsidered,” Paleobiology 3 (1977): 145.

39. Charles Darwin, The Origin of Species, repr. of 1859 1st ed. (London: Penguin Books, 
1985), 293.

40. Charles Darwin, The Correspondence of Charles Darwin, Vol. 3 (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 1987), 55.

41. For more on these historical developments see Mortenson, The Great Turning Point, 
and his article, https://answersingenesis.org/age-of-the-earth/are-philosophical-naturalism 
-and-age-of-the-earth-related/.

42. Davis A. Young, “The Discovery of Terrestrial History,” in Portraits of Creation, Howard 
J. Van Till, Robert E. Snow, John H. Stek, and Davis A. Young (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 
1990), 80–81.



43. Derek Ager, The New Catastrophism (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993), xi.

44. Ibid., 190–91.

45. Kevin Anderson, Echoes of the Jurassic (Chino Valley, AZ: CRS Books, 2016).

46. This and other evidences are explained and illustrated by Andrew Snelling in the 
DVDs available from Answers in Genesis: https://answersingenesis.org/store/product/
geology-set/?sku=90–7–791. For more depth, see Snelling’s two-volume, 1128-page Earth’s 
Catastrophic Past. Dr. Snelling has a PhD in geology from the University of Sydney in 
Australia, and has done geological research in the Grand Canyon and on four continents. He 
is Director of Research at Answers in Genesis.

47. See the four-part online free video lecture by Andrew Snelling: https://answersin 
genesis .org/media/video/age-of-the-earth/radiocarbon-dating/. Also, see Andrew Snelling, 
“Radiometric Dating: Problems with the Assumptions,” https://answersingenesis.org/
geology/radiometric-dating/radiometric-dating-problems-with-the-assumptions/; Snelling, 
“Radioisotope Dating of Rocks in the Grand Canyon,” https://answersingenesis.org/ geology/ 
radiometric-dating/radioisotope-dating-of-rocks-in-the-grand-canyon/; and Snelling, 
“Significance of Highly Discordant Radioisotope Dates for Precambrian Amphibolites in Grand 
Canyon, USA,” https://answersingenesis.org/geology/grand-canyon-facts/radioisotope-dates-for 
-precambrian-amphibolites-in-grand-canyon/, originally published in the 2008 Proceedings of the 
Sixth International Conference on Creationism, 407–24, and the resources in the previous footnote.

48. For more on this point see Georgia Purdom, “Evidence of New Genetic Informa-
tion?” https://answersingenesis.org/genetics/mutations/evidence-of-new-genetic -information/; 
“Nylon-eating Bacteria Again,” https://answersingenesis.org/blogs/georgia -purdom/2012/03/01/
nylon-eating-bacteria-again/; and “Bacteria Evolve ‘Key Innovation’ or Not?” https://answersin 
genesis.org/blogs/georgia-purdom/2012/11/08/bacteria-evolve -key -innovation -or -not/. 

49. Some readers may object that light travel-time doesn’t have anything to do with evolu-
tion. But as an examination of even just the covers and contents of many secular astronomy and 
geology textbooks will show, astrophysicists speak of “stellar evolution,” “galactic evolution,” 
and geologists speak of the “evolution of the earth.” Like biological evolution, these other 
stories about the past are based on the assumption that everything can be explained by time, 
chance, and the laws of nature working on matter. The big bang theory is an evolutionary story 
about the origin of the universe.

50. Jason Lisle, “Does Distant Starlight Prove the Universe Is Old?” in The New Answers 
Book 1, ed. Ken Ham (Green Forest, AR: Master Books, 2006), 245–54.

51. This series of technical papers demonstrates from the conventional literature that 
the decay rates of all these radioactive isotopes used conventionally to date rocks as millions 
and billions of years old have actually been all calibrated (or adjusted) so the ages derived 
from them agree with the 238U decay (U-Pb) ages. See “Determination of the Radioisotope 
Decay Constants and Half-Lives: Rubidium-87 (87Rb),” Answers Research Journal 7 (2014): 
311–22, https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/determination-radioisotope 
-decay-constants-and-half-lives-rubidium-87–87rb/; “Determination of the Radioisotope 
Decay Constants and Half-Lives: Lutetium-176 (176Lu),” ARJ 7 (2014): 483–97, https://
answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/determination-radioisotope-decay-con-
stants-and-half-lives-lutetium-176/; “Determination of the Radioisotope Decay Constants 
and Half-Lives: Rhenium-187 (187Re),” ARJ 8 (2015): 93–111, https://answersingenesis.org/
geology/radiometric-dating/determination-radioisotope-decay-constants-and-half-lives-rhe-
nium-187/; “Determination of the Radioisotope Decay Constants and Half-Lives: 
Samarium-147 (147Sm),” ARJ 8 (2015): 305–21, https://answersingenesis.org/geology/ radio 
metric -dating/determination-radioisotope-decay-constants-and-half-lives-samarium-147/; 
“Determination of the Radioisotope Decay Constants and Half-lives: Potassium-40 (40K),” 
ARJ 9 ( 2016): 171–96, https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/deter-
minatio n-radioisotope-decay-constants-half-lives-potassium-40/; “Determination of the 
Radioisotope Decay Constants and Half-lives: Uranium-238 (238U) and Uranium-235 (235U),” 
ARJ (in preparation).



52. Thomas H. Huxley, Science and Hebrew Tradition (New York: D. Appleton, 1893), 
207–08. See http://infidels.org/library/modern/mathew/sn-huxley.html for Huxley’s expla-
nation of his view and the invention of the word “agnostic.”

53. Someone might object that Christian orthodoxy is ref lected in the ecumenical creeds 
(e.g., Apostles’ Creed, Nicene Creed, and Athanasian Creed) and none of them say anything 
about the how and when of creation or the extent, nature, and duration of Noah’s f lood. So, 
it is contended, this is not part of Christian orthodoxy. But this is a mistaken view for these 
creeds, which, though an important witness to some truths of orthodox Christianity, were 
written to address specific issues at those times and they do not summarize all the truths that 
orthodox Christians believed and that are important. For example, none of them mention the 
miracles that Jesus did, nor do they refer to the church’s universal belief that the Bible is the 
inspired Word of God. Similarly, they do not mention belief in a young earth and global f lood, 
for the simple fact that this was not a point of disagreement among Bible-believing Christians 
until the nineteenth century. See Mortenson, The Great Turning Point, 40–44. See also the 
comment of the old-earth geologist Davis Young, “It cannot be denied, in spite of frequent 
interpretations of Genesis 1 that departed from the rigidly literal, that the almost universal 
view of the Christian world until the eighteenth century was that the earth was only a few 
thousand years old.” Davis A. Young, Christianity and the Age of the Earth (Thousand Oaks, 
CA: Artisan Sales, 1988), 25, with similar statements on pp. 13, 20, 22, and 39.

54. For a partial list of modern and historical creation scientists see https://answersin 
genesis .org/creation-scientists/.

55. Quoted in Ronald Numbers, The Creationists (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1992), 3.

56. https://answersingenesis.org/who-is-god/god-is-good/the-god-of-an-old-earth/.



RESPONSE FROM OLD EARTH 
(PROGRESSIVE) CREATIONISM

HUGH ROSS

1. C. John Collins, Genesis 1–4: A Linguistic, Literary, and Theological Commentary (Phil-
lipsburg, NJ: P&R, 2006), 51.

Footnotes

2. Walter C. Kaiser Jr., Hard Sayings of the Bible (Downers Grove, IL: InterVarsity Press, 
1996), 48–50, 102–104. 

3. Isaac Newton, “Newton to Burnet,” letter 247 in The Correspondence of Isaac Newton, 
ed. H. W. Turnbull, vol. 2, 1676–1687 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1960), 333; 
Hugh Ross, A Matter of Days: Resolving a Creation Controversy, 2nd ed. (Covina, CA: RTB 
Press, 2015), 51.

4. Larry Vardiman, Andrew A. Snelling, and Eugene F. Chaffin, eds., Radioisotopes and 
the Age of the Earth (El Cajon, CA: Institute for Creation Research, 2000), 42–44, 306–07, 
312–13, 316–18, 334–37, 374, http://www.icr.org/i/pdf/research/rate-all.pdf.

5. For documentation of the following evidences and many more see my book, A Matter 
of Days: Resolving a Creation Controversy, 2nd ed. (Covina, CA: RTB Press, 2015).

6. A. T. Crites et al., “Measurements of E-Mode Polarization and Temperature-E-Mode 
Correlation in the Cosmic Microwave Background from 100 Square Degrees of SPTpol Data,” 
Astrophysical Journal 805 (May 2015): id. 36, doi:10.1088/0004–637X/805/1/36.



RESPONSE FROM EVOLUTIONARY CREATION

DEBORAH B. HAARSMA

Footnotes

1. Ninety-nine percent of biologists accept that humans evolved. Pew Research Center, 
“An Elaboration of AAAS Scientists’ Views,” July 23, 2015, http://www.pewinternet.
org/2015/07/23/an-elaboration-of-aaas-scientists-views/.

2. See Davis Young and Ralph Stearley, The Bible, Rocks, and Time (Downer’s Grove, IL: 
InterVarsity Press 2008).

3. Including two whom I have joined for on-stage dialogues and panel discussions: biol-
ogist Todd Wood of the Core Academy of Science and biblical scholar Roy Gane of Andrews 
University.

4. See S. Joshua Swamidass “Cancer and Evolution,” BioLogos blog post, January 11, 
2017, http://biologos.org/blogs/guest/cancer-and-evolution.

5. Some evolutionary creationists also claim the term “inerrant” for Scripture, viewing 
the Bible as inerrant in what it intends to teach. An example would be B. B. Warfield, the con-
servative Presbyterian who originated the modern concept of inerrancy and also accepted the 
evidence for evolution. Other evolutionary creationists do not use the term inerrant, finding it 
unhelpful or divisive, but uphold the inspiration and authority of Scripture.

6. E.g., Johnny V. Miller and John M. Soden of Lancaster Bible College in In the 
Beginning We Misunderstood: Genesis 1 in Its Original Context (Grand Rapids: Kregel, 2012).

7. For more responses to YEC arguments, see Stephen Mosier et al., “Flood Geology 
and the Grand Canyon: What Does the Evidence Really Say?” BioLogos blog post, June 29, 
2016, http://biologos.org/blogs/archive/flood-geology-and-the-grand-canyon-what-does-the-
evidence-really-say; Carol Hill, Gregg Davidson, Tim Helbel, and Wayne Ranney, eds., The 
Grand Canyon: Monument to an Ancient Earth (Grand Rapids: Kregel, 2016); and Davis A. Young 
and Ralph F. Stearley, The Bible, Rocks, and Time (Downer’s Grove, IL: InterVarsity Press, 2008).



RESPONSE FROM INTELLIGENT DESIGN

STEPHEN C. MEYER

2. C. John Collins, Science and Faith, Friend or Foes (Wheaton, IL: Crossway, 2003), 
77–96, 105–10.

1. I am grateful to my daughter Bethan K. Meyer for first pointing this out to me.

Footnotes

3. See for example the statement on the BioLogos website: “At BioLogos, we present 
the Evolutionary Creationism (EC) viewpoint on origins. Like all Christians, we fully affirm 
that God is the creator of all life—including human beings in his image. We fully affirm that 
the Bible is the inspired and authoritative word of God. We also accept the science of evolution 
as the best description for how God brought about the diversity of life on earth.” (emphasis added); 
http://biologos.org/common-questions/christianity-and-science/biologos-id-creationism. See 
also Denis Alexander, Creation or Evolution: Do We Have To Choose? 2nd ed. (Oxford and 
Grand Rapids: Monarch, 2014), 282–304. In this passage Alexander offers several revisionist 
interpretations or “models” of the Genesis text that all presuppose the truth of contemporary 
evolutionary theory.

4. William A. Dembski, The Design Inference (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press: 
1998). Stephen C. Meyer, Signature in the Cell: DNA and the Evidence for Intelligent Design, (San 
Francisco: HarperOne: 2009) 324–72. 



REJOINDER

KEN HAM

1. For example, old-earth arguments from ice cores, tree rings, and lake sediments are 
based on false assumptions, circular reasoning, and misreading of the technical literature that 
old-earthers cite. See http://www.icr.org/article/icr-aig-refute -biologos -old -earth -argument/; 
https://answersingenesis.org/age-of-the-earth/do-varves-tree -rings -radiocarbon -measure-
ments-prove-old-earth/; and http://www.icr.org/article/ice -cores -seafloor -sediments -age -earth.

2. The vague mantra that “all truth is God’s truth” is also deceptive because not all 
truth claims are true and the history of science is littered with abandoned claims once called 
“established truth.”

3. See chapters 1–3 and 11–12 in Terry Mortenson and Thane H. Ury, eds., Coming to 
Grips with Genesis (Green Forest, AR: Master Books, 2008).

Footnotes

4. Inerrancy is the orthodox belief of the church through the centuries. See chapters 
12–13 in Norman L. Geisler, Inerrancy (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1980).
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