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billion years old and that our earth is 4.6 billion years old. They
go on to say that complex organisms showed up in the fossil
record at about 540 million years ago and that dinosaurs evolved
about 230 million years ago and went extinct 65 million years ago.
Modern man is said o have evolved only 200,000 years ago, and
there were supposedly ‘archaic men' prior to that, ever since we

Secular scientists confidently declare that the universe is 13.8

split from an ape-like common ancestor with chimpanzees about
6 million years ago. Millions and billions of years are assumed as
fact and hardly anyone challenges them.




Deep time is taught in every country of the world. Millions of books and

research articles have been written that assumed deep time. Even the road

signs at national parks and monuments claim ancient ages for the geology

they are describing (figure 1.1). Science programs promote deep time on

television. Most entertainment assumes deep time. It is especially noticeable

in science fiction. Newspapers run headlines about the latest discovery of a
fossil with a supposedly firm date of
many millions of years ago.

The public-school system also
teaches deep time as fact. It starts in
kindergarten. One of my grandsons,

while in kindergarten, checked out
a book from the school library on
dinosaurs. Children love dino-
saurs, but such books have a hook
inside for millions of years and

1 1
Figure 1.1. Sign several miles from the author's evolution.

home describing the geology of the Gallatin Valley ‘Evolution’ refers to mole-

in terms of millions and billions of years.
cules-to-man changes over very

long periods of time. Inherent in
the idea is the concept of common ancestry. The slight changes in types of
dogs or finch beaks, which some people erroneously think of as ‘evolution,
really represent the diversification of the genetic system already built into
the Genesis ‘kinds’ Of course, species change. This is part of God’s design.
But the changes we see are not the types of changes required by common
ancestry!?

The Bible has stood the test of time

The constant drumbeat of deep time coming from different places in our
culture (from the halls of science to Hollywood studios) makes it appear
as though it is absolute fact. This leaves Christians wondering whether
deep time is true and, if it is, how it fits into the Bible. Many Christians
have taken this route and attempted to fit deep time into the Bible. William
Dembski, one of the leaders in the Intelligent Design Movement, who says
he would like to believe the Bible teaches a young earth, believes that geol-
ogy and astronomy have proven deep time to be true, so he goes along with
establishment scientific consensus:
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I myself would adopt [young-earth creation] in a heartbeat
except that nature seems to present such strong evidence
against it ... In our current mental environment, informed
as it is by modern astrophysics and geology, the scientific
community as a whole regards young-earth creationism as
untenable.’

But note that we do not prefer the phrase ‘young-earth creationism.
Instead, we like to call ourselves ‘biblical creationists, for the Bible clearly
teaches a young earth.*

Some people question the trustworthiness of the Bible, however,
because it claims deep time is not true, as we will see. Many have left
Christianity over it.

Figure 1.2. Archeological dig at Megiddo, Israel.
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Despite multiple attacks by numerous critics, the accuracy and truth
of the Bible has withstood the test of time. The Bible has been shown reli-
able by fulfilled prophesies, archeological discoveries (figure 1.2), and by
its internal consistency.” The culture and people of ancient times, cities,
and other historic locations were spoken of before archeology discov-
ered proof of their existence. Even when skeptics believed the Bible was
making things up, further excavations proved Scripture accurate on many
separate occasions.®

Further archeological research has often clarified what at first appeared
to contradict Scripture. Chapter 5 in the book of Daniel is an example of
how this can happen. Daniel records an incident where writing appeared
on the wall of the palace in Babylon. Daniel was called to interpret the
words along with the offer of becoming third in the kingdom. The words
declared the imminent fall of Babylon. Scripture records Belshazzar as the
last king of Babylon, but archeology in the 1800s said that the last king
was Nabonidus. For a time skeptics felt vindicated. Later, the Nabonidus
Cylinder (figure 1.3) was found. It turns out that Belshazzar was the son of
Nabonidus and co-ruler of the kingdom. The cylinder confirms that Daniel
would be third in the kingdom because there already was a first and second!
If the book of Daniel had been written even a few hundred years later than
the events, this fact would have been quickly lost, especially since ancient
cultures rarely kept written records of the history of other cultures.

The accuracy of Scripture is also affirmed by the fact that there are many

ancient copies or fragments of copies of the books of the Bible, more than

any other ancient book—by far. The Dead Sea Scrolls

(figure 1.4) date from about 100 years

before Jesus. Except for a few minor

copyist errors, the book of Isaiah

and other writings are remark-

ably identical to those books in

the Bible we have today. No other

ancient work can claim anywhere

near such a degree of accuracy and

long-term reliability. Throughout

the ages there were scribes who

meticulously copied the Bible from

Figure 1.3. The Nabonidus Cylinder of Sippar generation to generation, as is clear
on display in the British Museum. (public domain) from the manuscript evidence.
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