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As the cooler weather comes and Thanksgiving approaches, we at SABBSA would like to thank you for your attention to the creation issue and holding to an attitude of faith in the inerrancy of scripture. May you and yours have a Happy Thanksgiving! 
This month’s Communiqué presents a preview of articles patterned after the lectures given at the Discovery Institute’s “Science and Faith: Friends or Foes” Conference. We also have an update on how the Ardi find has been debunked by evolutionists! Also, we have an illuminating article from Dr. Daniel Harris on brain size and intelligence called “The Ascent of Man.”
Science and Faith: Friends or Foes
This past October 23rd and 24th I was privileged to attend the Discovery Institute’s “Science and Faith: Friends or Foes” conference held at Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary in Fort Worth, Texas.  I was curious about the Discovery Institute for several reasons. They have been at the forefront in promoting intelligent design and feature many of ID’s best proponents. However, they have also been ridiculed in the national media for their part in education / creation controversies in Kansas, Texas and Pennsylvania and for promoting intelligent design (ID) as a “backdoor” way of getting Creationism into the schools. I wanted to know what kind of people they were and whether they were the underhanded demons the media had painted them as.
What I found was the most impressive assembly of cutting edge theorists with Ph.D.’s I have ever witnessed; all of which are committed believers in God’s word and faithful Christians (a fact the national media demonizes them for).

I got to meet good and fascinating people including: Dr. William Dembski who has authored several books on Intelligent Design (and paid for it by being booted out of Baylor University); Dr. Jay Richards, who helped write and bring to the screen the “Privileged Planet” book and video; Dr. Don McLeroy, former Chairmen of the Texas State Board of Education;  Dr. Stephen Meyer, author of the new book “Signature in the Cell” which is causing huge waves in science media and will make him the evolutionist’s primary target in the coming year; and many others.
 I was privileged to sit through more than 13 hours of presentations by this distinguished group of ID scholars. Among the topics explored were: The Role of Christianity in the Founding of Modern Science; Materialism's Effect on Theology; Materialism's Effect on Ethics and Culture; The Return of the God Hypothesis; Evidence of ID in Cosmology and the Cell; and the Challenge of Theistic Evolution. I will endeavor to give you a synopsis of many of these lectures in the coming months. If one intrigues you please email me and I’ll either put it in the next month’s Communiqué or email my presentation notes to you.
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Why Darwinism Won’t Work or the Natural Limits to Biological Change
I lead off by telling you about this lecture from Dr. Ray Bohlin, Ph.D. (Probe Ministries and Discovery Institute fellow) who is a molecular and cell biologist, because this was God’s gift of an answer to me of a question I had been harboring for the past year. What fixes the kinds? Is it the natural limits of how far an organism can vary before critical systems are compromised and it simply fails or is selected out by being nonviable, or are there preset walls in the DNA which prevent variation of one kind to another (positive speciation)? The short answer is both. Here is the extended answer God and Dr. Bohlin gave me to this question. What follows are my annotated notes from his and Dr. Stephen Meyer’s lectures.
Ph.D. used to mean doctor of philosophy. It doesn’t any more. We turn out Ph.D.’s who are mechanics. They know how to set up an experiment and carry it forward, but do not know how to think or question why or what they are doing? Darwinism is a naturalistic process (philosophical component) which allows no room for any outside force. They believe they are objectively interpreting facts when they are in fact by definition limiting the facts they can consider and perhaps miss truthful answers.

Evolution has 6 definitions (and it’s difficult at times to tell which one they are using)
Change over time - fact

Changing gene frequencies in natural populations - fact

Natural populations changing in response to environmental changes - fact

New species arising naturally (species which will not breed with another population) - fact

All new adaptations due to mutation and natural selection - theory

All organisms descended from a common ancestor – theory

We misuse the word evolution in the culture. Business does not evolve over time. It could only be said to evolve if there was no intelligent or directed input! The focus on all new adaptations due to mutation and natural selection is a “red herring.”  Variation is the major contributor!
Examples of adaptive appendages in environments: Air-wings (only two types); Water – fins (only a few ways to propel through water); Land – appendages for walking. There are real limits on biological variation to have function in an environment. These limits extend to the genome.
Artificial Selection is used as an example of evolution. In fact, it is by definition not evolution since it is directed! Darwin was a breeder and used his experience in Origin of Species. The end result of all breeding is that eventually all selected qualities eventually fizzle out – we never see a rose become a daisy. This is true because there is only so much variability preprogrammed into the DNA, there is only so much variation allowable before critical systems are compromised and the so called “junk DNA” among its many functions has both “back up” copies and regulatory functions to see to it that the DNA does not mutate, nor vary beyond certain set limits to keep the organism viable.
Artificial Selection is a guided process and thus does not exemplify an unguided process as evolution is purported to be. Even artificial selection has real limits. Chickens don’t produce cylindrical eggs, nor do plums grow to the size of watermelons. The natural limits within the genome prevent this.

Peppered Moths is used as an example of evolution. This example came forward in 1950. It took 100 years for a falsified example of selection?? Both forms of the moth always existed. We did not produce a new species. Even today the method of selection with these moths is in great doubt? And, at best peppered moths would have been an example of selection (which Creationists do not dispute), not of evolution, nor speciation.
Darwin’s Finches/Grant’s (a researcher who has done many years research on the finches)
Galapagos have wet season and dry seasons or cycles. Finches only mate in the wet season. When things are really dry for two years, the longer beak finches are selected for since they can get scarce food. During the wet season the smaller beaks can then get the smaller seeds. Thus they are selected for in wet cycles. There is no directional evolution. This variation is going nowhere!! They all interbreed – thus they are not different species. We cannot separate the finches by mtDNA (mitochondrial DNA) analysis. Adaptive radiation is very minor and still in progress.

These all show variation, and selection, but not speciation. What does it tell us about evolution? – Nothing!

Woodpeckers are specifically designed for their function. Their tail acts as a buttress for its pounding motion.  Its talons are designed to grasp into wood and complete the supporting tripod assembly for its head drill. The bird’s beak is both shaped and hardened for its purpose. Its eyelids act as goggles to protect them from the wood splinters it generates pecking into wood. Its tongue wraps all the way around his head, giving not only a storage area for its unusually long tongue (which is uniquely designed to extend and grasp food out of the holes he makes in trees), but also acts as a shock absorber system for its brain. The dual attachments of the tongue to its nostril and its beak are a wondrous design which defies evolutionary explanations. Indeed the whole organism is a wonderful testament to design by an intelligent creator and defies evolution to explain how such complex systems could occur randomly.
Grasse‘s research on shows variation in bacteria is all a swing to the left and right forever around a median position. Again, there is no forward evolution.
[Dr. Bohlin plugged a new DVD – “Darwin’s Dilemma – the Cambrian Explosion” (5-10 million years in which all but one phyla burst into being). Phyla = body plans (invertebrates, vertebrates, etc.) We have no data to explain this – it’s not natural it looks like an outside influence. Sudden creation! We will attempt to get this video for presentation at a future SABBSA meeting.]
Polyploiting – our genome is diploid. We have two copies of our genome in our DNA. Some plants have multiple copies (polyploid), some of which are varying in the background (supposedly genetic drift – the silent mutation of “non-coding – junk DNA”). Thus, we should have a great opportunity for evolution in these polyploid plants, but it does not occur in nature when observed. The problem again with genetic drift is there is no selection action. Also this assumes this is all action in “junk DNA” which is not functioning. We are now finding there is no such thing. The non-coding DNA has all regulatory functions of the genes.
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What is Intelligent Design?
Signs of Design – Intelligent Design – Dr. Stephen Meyer (Dr. Meyer’s mini lecture dovetailed onto Dr. Bohlin’s to show what ID is and how DNA reveals itself to be a designed information system)
What is ID? ID broke onto the scene in 2004 – Anthony Flew an atheist said he believed there was some type of creator due to American intelligent design theorists. This advertised ID.
2004 – Richard Steinberg – published an article (by Meyer) in the journal he edited for the Smithsonian. The article was on intelligent design and he was kicked out of the Smithsonian for doing so (we also had the Dover case).
Newton had the idea of intelligent design – he said so in how the orbits of bodies were so finely tuned by God. Darwin debated this design argument.
Survival of the Woolliest – some sheep have changed over time by directed interbreeding. Darwin extrapolated this to happening by chance (multiple cold winters which selected for the woolliest – nature substituted for the breeder). His idea was that given enough time that by chance the breeding of desired = superior traits would accumulate.
ID – key features of living systems can be best explained by the activity of a designing intelligence. 

Evolution says change over time occurs, universal common descent with modification (branching tree design). They see cause of change due to selection and random variation. Design is it real or illusion? Evolution says it’s an illusion, ID says it’s real. Darwin did not know of the turbine engines in your mitochondria. There is a host of nanotechnology in the cells which defy evolutionary explanations.

These systems always have irreducible complexity (i.e. they are not functional until all components are there perfectly tuned for use). Otherwise the function and organism fails. No evolutionary steps make sense to get there.

The machine code of the genes is uncannily computer like. It looks like and functions exactly like computer code, but better! ID better explains these irreducibly complex structures than undirected evolution. In fact, it now appears that an unbelievably apt comparison for the DNA is to think of the 2% of DNA coding for active proteins as software, and the 98% of non-coding (supposedly “junk DNA”) as the operating system the software (coding DNA) operates on which tells the protein coding sections when, where and how to do what it does!
ID is not faith based, but it is faith friendly. You can hold to ID without holding to the inerrancy of the Bible or even of a belief in Yahweh! But, ID allows for such beliefs and has theistic implications, but it is not based on Genesis or church doctrine. This is what has been perverted in the media.  An idea can have implications without being based on those implications. ID challenges the Darwinian world view. There was a mind before matter, rather than matter before the formation of the mind. ID supports a theistic worldview. 

There are now “Thought Criminals” – those people who have been suppressed or censured for their belief in ID. 

In summary, the answer to my question was again both. Limiting speciation is both the selection action of varying so far as to compromise critical systems and the regulation in “junk DNA” which directs what will be done and how far an organism or system may vary.

For more information on the presentations from this conference go to http://www.discovery.org/a/13201 
The Quick Death of “Ardi” as Transitional

We reported in last month’s Communiqué of a supposedly ancient transitional form between men and apes called “Ardi.” What’s fascinating is how my critique of this find mirrors how evolutionists over the past month buried any hope of this find being thought of as transitional to man. In short, they point out that the whole idea of common ancestry is the recognition of common traits. Ardi’s apparent lack of common traits does not make it the perfect transition far removed from men and apes and thus our oldest transition, but makes it no transition at all!

The history of most of these finds is a 10 to 20 year cycle of discovery, press conference, public excitement, followed by scientific analysis in subsequent years which disprove the find as transitional. This happened in the cases of Lucy, Java Man, Nebraska Man and many others. It’s heartening to see a rare quick recognition by evolutionists of evolutionary assertions which simply cannot be!
If you want more information on how Ardi could not be a human transition, read the article in this month’s Acts & Facts from ICR at http://www.icr.org/article/4982   
Ascent of Man?

Or, Is your Brain Really Necessary?

By Daniel H. Harris, Ph.D.

A central belief of evolutionists is that man arose from animal ancestors, generally called the “ascent of man.”  Evolutionists suppose that man’s higher faculties arose as his brain size increased. 

The Bible tells us that in the beginning “God created man in His own image….” [Gen. 1:27] and “breathed into his nostrils the breath of life and man became a living soul,” [Gen. 2:7].   The evolutionist view and Biblical view are polar opposites.  So, does your brain make you human, or is it God?

In the mid 1800’s evolutionists began collecting brain weight measures.  Based on their belief that brain weight must be a measure of intelligence, they quickly surmised that men [avg. brain of 49 oz.] are more intelligent than women [avg. brain of 44 oz.], justifying their lesser status.  Of course all those researchers were men.  And by ruling out enough large brained blacks they were able to affirm the superior intelligence of the white race [their race]. All of this was very corrupt science, overflowing with cooked data [2].  But since these findings aligned well with the prejudices of their culture, these false ideas were widely acclaimed, justifying the evil perpetrated on non-white races. 

An easy test of the brain weight intelligence connection is the brain weight measures of geniuses [1, 2].  The largest known was that of the English poet, Lord Byron, 82¼ oz. [168% of avg.].  Above average was that of the French paleontologist Georges Cuvier, a 64 oz. brain [131% of avg.].  Not surprising. 

What is surprising is the large fraction of geniuses with average to below average brain weights.  For example, the great mathematical genius Karl Friedrich Gauss, had a 52 oz. brain [6% above avg.], and Albert Einstein’s brain was quite average.  Below average was the American poet Walt Whitman with a 45 oz. brain [92% of avg.]. Far below average was the literary genius, Anatole France, with a 35 oz. brain [71% of avg.].  Genius brain weights vary so much that we can be certain that a large brain is not necessary for high intelligence. 

More recent studies also dispute the alleged brain mass -- intelligence relationship.  Consider some of the early results of brain-scan technology.  The journal Science (Dec. 12, 1980, p1232) reported investigations of hundreds of patients having hydrocephalus [water on the brain].  About half the patients who had more than 90% of their brain space filled with fluid had IQ’s over 100.  One student at Sheffield U. [England], who gained a first–class honors degree in mathematics, had an IQ of 126 and just a 3 oz. brain, 6% of normal.  His brain cortex was a layer ~1/25th of an inch [~1mm] thick pressed against his skull, the central region was filled with fluid.  Clearly, brain size-mass is not what makes this student human.

The question “what sets man apart as thinker” is a central topic of artificial intelligence research.  Addressing this question, Dr. John R. Searl of the U. Calif. Berkley [Scientific American, Jan. 1990, p26] makes a very persuasive argument that thinking is much more than just the manipulation of information.  Machines manipulate information with zero discernment of that information.  Insect and animal brains hint at minimal discernment.  By contrast man shows extraordinarily refined discernment, using very deep and subtle meanings of ideas to guide information processing.  Man is totally distinct, ontologically different, from machines and animals.   Thus when the truly unique character of man is fully appreciated the “ascent of man” idea becomes utterly absurd.   
The best science supports the Biblical view, that man is unique, because only man is created in the image of God.  The Bible also tells us, that man is fallen in sin and unbelief.  Out of that unbelief came the crazed invention of the “ascent of man.”  The “ascent of man” idea is a product of the fall, which can be better reckoned as the “descent of man.”  

1 “The Book of Lists” by David Wallechinsky, Irving Wallace & Amy Wallace, Bantam Books,  1978 , p294-295.

2 “The Mismeasure of Man” by Stephen Jay Gould,  W. W. Norton Co. 1981, p92-94.

Editorial note: There is another fascinating inconsistency in the “brain size” arguments evolutionists use is to equate brain size to intelligence. They almost invariably assume that larger brain size equates to greater intelligence and superior development.  However, they all make a notable exception of Neanderthals which had a larger cranial capacity than we have. Why would this rule of larger brains = greater intelligence be a steadfast rule except when they don’t want it to be?? Dr. Harris article shows even more evidence of how dangerous this over simplistic assumption can be in anthropology.
Tuesday, October 13, 2009 

We thank all of the visitors to our group who saw "Darwin, The Voyage That Shook The World... 2009 marks the 200th anniversary of Darwin's birth and the 150th anniversary of the publication of his book, "Origin of Species.” "The Voyage that Shook the World" retraced Darwin's journey, exploring the places and discoveries crucial to the formulation of his Theory of Evolution. 
We were especially impressed by the balance of the presentation that night. This video does an excellent job of factually recounting Darwin's voyage, explores his discoveries and the cultural background which underpinned his interpretations of those discoveries. Then it very even handedly has several scientists and scholars discuss the cultural impact of his work as well as how current research has backed up or falsified his claims. We heartily endorse this work.
Sunday, November 1, 2009 at Live Oak First Baptist

We had an encore presentation of "Already Gone: Why your kids will quit church and what you can do to stop it" which was soberly received by the crowd in attendance.

Monday, October 26, 2009

 Dr. Carl Williams continued at FEAST with his presentation of the Demolishing Strongholds curriculum from Answers in Genesis (AIG).  The two videos presented were “War of the Worldviews - Part 2 (Ken Ham, 24 min.) and Evolution in Pop Culture - Part 1 (Carl Kerby, 21 min.). These were well received by the crowd of 55 youth and parents in attendance.  Mrs. Cindy Williams gave the younger crowd a chance to make chocolate fossils and color creation coloring activities.

The second video was particularly intriguing as it revealed the almost unnoticeable ways that the evolutionary worldview is “slipped” into mainstream media and thought. We will take a two month vacation from these presentations in view of Thanksgiving and Christmas, and resume them again on the fourth Monday in January. Go to our website calendar page for a full schedule and details.
Coming Tuesday, March 9, 2010, at 7 pm 

Lanny and Marilyn Johnson are former evolutionists trained in the sciences. Creation teaching was instrumental in bringing them to a settled assurance that all of God’s Word can be trusted. In 1993, God led them to join Alpha Omega Institute and establish the Children’s Ministry to fortify children with the truth of the Bible and to help them avoid the pitfalls of evolution. They will join us in March and bring a presentation on “The Hand of God - Fibonacci Numbers and the Divine Proportion.” 
They will also be speaking at Communion Church on March 7th and 8th, 2010. They have an opening on March 10-12 to speak at your church or organization. Contact Scott Lane at 210-599-7240 to schedule them.
 
Tuesday, November 10, 2009, at 7 pm 

 In November, we will feature the video "Arguments Creationists Should Not Use" with Dr. Jonathan Sarfati, (49 Minutes). In this candid presentation before an international conference of nearly 600 creationist speakers and writers, scientist Dr. Jonathan Sarfati reveals the out-of-date, faulty, and downright "flakey evidences" that reputable creationists must avoid. Bottom line: hold "facts" loosely and instead focus intensely on God's written Word as the guide to evidence interpretations! This video not only updates us on arguments which have been debunked by more recent scientific research and discoveries, but it also reveals several "urban myth" stories which have floated around creationism for years and which have no basis in fact!
As always, we will meet at the Jim’s Restaurant at the corner of San Pedro and Ramsey. We hope you will join us for an evening of fellowship and education in God’s creation.
