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One great writer said “may you live in interesting times.” I believe the times we live in qualify as interesting. We are watching our leaders in Washington squabble over our debt limit and balancing our budget. We live in a time of unheard of prosperity for this country and many others. We have science fiction types of technology, which seems to be squeezing out such staples as books in lieu of electronic information. We have gone to the moon, but now cannot even launch men into space. These are indeed interesting times. In the backdrop of all this is an assumption by the mainline science community, the media, government agencies and our society that the myth of evolution is a fact of reality. 

We spend a lot of time disproving this myth on these pages and we will give you more evidence toward that end this month, but our focus today is a little different. We are going to take some current events and examine how this societal belief in the myth of evolution has skewed our society and perverted science. Our monthly meeting will carry on with this topic as it features the work of Dr. John Sanford and video lectures in which he tells how evolution has hurt scientific inquiry!
First, we have an article from the associated press which details how evolutionists are now trying to resurrect archaeopteryx in the fictitious tree of life. For the uninformed, this little guy had teeth and claws like a reptile, but feathers and wings like a bird. He would be an excellent candidate as a missing link between reptiles and birds except for the fact that fully formed birds appear in the fossil record long before him (50 to 100 million years), which makes it impossible for him to be a transitional form, but just a “mosaic” as many evolutionists have admitted.

Bird or Dinosaur? Famous Fossil Not First Bird After All
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AP Photo/Nature
This undated photo released by Nature shows the fossilized skeleton of what scientists at the Chinese Academy of Sciences in Beijing are dubbing "Xiaotingia zhengi." Its discovery helped scientists propose an evolutionary tree that suggests archaeopteryx is not a bird.
One of the world's most famous fossil creatures, widely considered the earliest known bird, is getting a rude present on the 150th birthday of its discovery: A new analysis suggests it isn't a bird at all.
Chinese scientists are proposing a change to the evolutionary family tree that boots Archaeopteryx off the "bird" branch and onto a closely related branch of birdlike dinosaurs. Archaeopteryx (ahr-kee-AHP'-teh-rihx) was a crow-sized creature that lived about 150 million years ago. It had wings and feathers, but also quite un-birdlike traits like teeth and a bony tail. Discovered in 1861 in Germany, two years after Charles Darwin published "On the Origin of Species," it quickly became an icon for evolution and has remained popular since…
Archaeopteryx dwells in a section of the family tree that's been reshuffled repeatedly over the past 15 or 20 years and still remains murky. It contains the small, two-legged dinosaurs that took the first steps toward flight. Fossil discoveries have blurred the distinction between dinosaur like birds and birdlike dinosaurs, with traits such as feathers and wishbones no longer seen as reliable guides.

"Birds have been so embedded within this group of small dinosaurs ... it's very difficult to tell who is who," said Lawrence Witmer of Ohio University …
"Much of what we've known about the early evolution of birds has in a sense been filtered through Archaeopteryx," Witmer said. "Archaeopteryx has been the touchstone... (Now) the centerpiece for many of those hypotheses may or may not be part of that lineage."

The new analysis is presented in Thursday's issue of the journal Nature by Xing Xu
of the Chinese Academy of Sciences in Beijing, and colleagues. They compared 384 specific anatomical traits of 89 species to figure out how the animals were related. The result was a tree that grouped Archaeopteryx with deinonychosaurs, two-legged meat-eaters that are evolutionary cousins to birds…
Editors Note: This is a great example of how evolution prostitutes science. We have here a find which we cannot decide where it fits, on a tree which most evolutionists now agree does not fit the data and is merely a figment of our imaginations. The fact that fully formed birds not only appeared millions of years by evolutionists own time scale before this “mosaic”, and coexisted with the appearance of this supposed “missing link” does not detour them in spite of the fact that both logic and scientific honesty should push them toward the conclusion that it cannot be transitional at all. Instead they cling to the fantasy that this animal was transitional between reptiles and birds.

The assumption of evolution as fact is all consuming. Facts will not get in the way, nor will consensus. If all data says something cannot be true, but that does not fit in the evolutionary scheme, then scientists ignore the evidence and push forward in their faith in the religion of evolution. That’s not the way to advance science, but to misdirect and thwart it.
We now have a excerpts from an article by Dr. John West of the Discovery Institute. This article points out both the media and social biases today against Christianity which are being fostered by the self proclaimed Christian who killed so many in Norway last month. It also analyses his writings to reveal that he in fact distances himself from Christian beliefs and instead embraces Social Darwinism. And it is this belief in Social Darwinism which led him to his horrific acts!
The Professor and the Madman, by John G. West July 27, 2011 
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While the establishment media look to fundamentalist Christianity and various right-wing sources to explain the ideology of Norwegian mass-murderer Anders Behring Breivik, they have completely ignored his virulent … Social Darwinism, including a far-ranging proposal for a revival of eugenics inspired by Princeton University evolutionary biologist Lee Silver. 

In his 1518-page "European Declaration of Independence," Breivik reveals himself as an unapologetic champion of modern biology and the scientific worldview. ..he does not believe that the progress of science can be left to private enterprise. Instead, it requires lavish and permanent support by the state. He argues that 20% of government spending must be devoted to scientific research (pp. 1188, 1386), and he insists that funding science is more important than government help for the poor. 

Science also trumps religion according to Breivik: "As for the Church and science, it is essential that science takes an undisputed precedence over biblical teachings." (p. 1403)

Breivik lists Darwin's Origin of Species as one of the "important" books he has read (p. 1407), and Social Darwinism is never far from the surface in his discussions of social policy. At one point he laments that "Social-Darwinism was the norm before the 1950. Back then, it was allowed to say what we feel. Now, however, we have to disguise our preferences to avoid the horrible consequences of being labeled as a genetical preferentialist." (p. 1227) Breivik's vision for "a perfect Europe" also involves Social Darwinism, which he identifies with "logic" and "rationalist thought"(p. 1386) 

Breivik's Social Darwinism rears its ugly head yet again in his discussions of global ecology and overpopulation. He argues that "radical policies will have to be implemented" to reduce the human population by more than half, or 3.8 billion people. (p. 1202) He writes that if "second and third world countries" cannot curb their production of human offspring, "nature will correct their suicidal tendencies as they are unable to feed their populations." (p. 1202) He further argues that Western countries should not interfere in this natural process, even if it results in mass starvation. "If starvation threatens the countries who have failed to follow our [population control] guidelines we should not support them by backing their corrupt leaders or send any form of aid." (p. 1202) Indeed, "[f]ood aid to 3rd world countries must stop immediately as it is the primary cause of overpopulation." (p. 1203)

Perhaps the most blatant example of Breivik's Social Darwinism is his endorsement of "reprogenetics," a form of "positive" eugenics to allow human beings to take control of their evolution and produce better humans through genetic engineering. According to Breivik, "[t]he never-ending collective pursuit for scientific evolution and perfection should become the benchmark and essence of our existence." (p. 1199) He explains further:

The Nazis destroyed the reputation of "eugenics" by combining it to scientific racism and mass extermination. But seeking biological perfection is still a logical concept and I don't see why we should abandon it. .. We should legalize reproductive technologies that will allow parents to create off spring with biological improvement (reprogenetics). This must be a non-coercive form of biological improvement which will be predominantly motivated by individual competitiveness and the desire to create the best opportunities for children. (p. 1200)

Breivik advocates "[t]he commercialization and state/media encouragement of reprogenetics favoring the Nordic genotype" and "[t]he usage of large scale surrogacy facilities as a secondary reproduction option for countries to compensate for non-sustainable fertility rates. The donors of eggs and sperm will then exclusively carry the Nordic genotypes." (p. 1192)

Breivik is clearly a madman and/or a moral monster, and his Social Darwinism did not "cause" his murderous rampage…(but this editor would suggest that they contributed to them).
But Breivik's call for a new eugenics--as opposed to his murders--is another matter. The most disturbing thing about Breivik's eugenics proposals is that they are not simply inspired by his own private demons. Instead, they largely spring from "mainstream" Darwinists, past and present.
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The part that comes from the past is Breivik's obsession about the preservation of the "Nordic" race, which he believes features "rare characteristics that have been acquired through an evolutionary process which has taken more than 1 million years." (p. 1158) Breivik claims that new cultural attitudes toward "race-mixing" are leading people of Nordic ancestry to act unnaturally and undo what a million years of evolution has produced. Here Breivik is echoing the concerns of leading Darwinian eugenists from the early twentieth century like Madison Grant, who is cited by name in Breivik's manifesto. (pp. 1152-1153) 

In The Passing of the Great Race (1921), Grant denounced the American ideal of the "melting pot" and insisted that the inevitable result of race-crossing was the degeneration of the "superior" race. … Grant was especially concerned about the degradation of the "Nordic races," because he believed that Nordics were naturally "rulers, organizers and aristocrats." … Many of Grant's concerns about race-mixing were echoed by leading evolutionary biologists of the era such as Edward East at Harvard and Charles Davenport, head of the prestigious research lab at Cold Spring Harbor, Long Island. East and Davenport were both members of the elite National Academy of Sciences, and Davenport is widely regarded as one of the founding fathers of the discipline of genetics. Fortunately, although Grant, East, and Davenport were not pariahs in the early twentieth century, they are now. But they are also an example of how "mainstream" Social Darwinism of the past can still exert a pernicious influence on the present.
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However, Breivik does not simply draw on Darwinian thinkers from years gone by. His proposal for "reprogenetics" comes from a mainstream evolutionary biologist currently on the faculty of one of America's most prestigious Ivy League institutions. 

The biologist's name is Lee Silver. He is a Professor at Princeton and a Fellow of the American Association for the Advancement of Science. Silver is the scientist who coined the term "reprogenetics," and his 1997 book Remaking Eden: How Genetic Engineering and Cloning Will Transform the American Family features prominently in Breivik's lengthy manifesto in a passage that appears to have been cut and pasted from Wikipedia:

Reprogenetics is a term referring to the merging of reproductive and genetic technologies expected to happen in the near future as techniques like germinal choice technology become more available and more powerful. The term was coined by Lee M. Silver, a professor of molecular biology at Princeton University; in his 1997 book Remaking Eden.
… according to Silver, is that those parents who can afford it will be able to pick out the genetic characteristics of their own children, which Silver says will trigger a number of social changes in the decades after its implementation. Possible early applications, however, might be closer to eliminating disease genes passed on to children. 

According to Silver, the main differences between reprogenetics and eugenics, the "science" of improving the gene pool which in the first half of the 20th century became infamous for the brutal policies it inspired, is that most eugenics programs were compulsory programs imposed upon citizens by governments trying to enact an ultimate goal…

 Unlike Breivik, Silver does not advocate using genetic engineering to preserve the "Nordic" race. But he does argue that "reprogenetics" will allow human beings to take control of their evolution and evolve themselves into higher beings. …

Why not seize this power? Why not control what has been left to chance in the past? Indeed, we control all other aspects of our children's lives and identities through powerful social and environmental influences and, in some cases, with the use of powerful drugs like Ritalin or Prozac. On what basis can we reject positive genetic influences on a person's essence when we accept the rights of parents to benefit their children in every other way? (Remaking Eden, p. 277)

…Writing a hypothetical history of reprogenetics from an undetermined date in the future, Silver discusses how man has been able to use genetic engineering to evolve himself into a God-like creature:…

While the murderous rampage of Mr. Breivik is obviously not the responsibility of Prof. Silver, the same cannot be said about Breivik's chilling call for a new eugenics. There Prof. Silver served (albeit via Wikipedia) as an intellectual mentor to Breivik, who embraced Silver's program of "reprogenetics" wholesale as well as his scientific utopianism.

Ideas really do have consequences.

Editor’s Note: Why did this mad man do all these heinous things? We now get an inkling when we see his devotion to Social Darwinism, Eugenics and evolution and how it had further warped his deranged mind. He saw his murders as cleansing the purity of his superior race and helping to “force evolve” the species. 

We also see that his claims of being a Christian are limited to church affiliation at most, since he limits the role of the church to less than that of government, science or logic. Christianity means a commitment to Jesus Christ, a tenant completely missing in his manifesto. However, this is not stopping mainstream media from hanging this “kook” around our necks as another proof of Christianity’s abuses and destructive tendencies. Indeed, they paint this man as a Christian even though he is no more a Christian than the Klansmen who claimed Christianity just a few years ago!
Does NASA Data Show Global Warming Lost in Space?
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 FoxNews.com
The predicted temperature changes (darker red indicating greater change) due to global warming based on data that scientists, policymakers and the public are now questioning.
Has a central tenant of global warming just collapsed?
Climate change forecasts have for years predicted that carbon dioxide would trap heat on Earth, and increases in the gas would lead to a planet wide rise in temperatures, with devastating consequences for the environment.

But long-term data from NASA satellites seems to contradict the predictions dramatically, according to a new study. “There is a huge discrepancy between the data and the forecasts that is especially big over the oceans,” said Dr. Roy Spencer, a research scientist at the University of Alabama in Huntsville and U.S. science team leader for the Advanced Microwave Scanning Radiometer -- basically a big thermometer flying on NASA’s Aqua satellite.

“The satellite observations suggest there is much more energy lost to space during and after warming than the climate models show,” he said. The planet isn't heating up, in other words.

James Taylor, a senior fellow for environment policy at conservative think-tank The Heartland Institute, wrote at Forbes that the meaning of the new research is clear -- and it compromises what he called a "central premise of alarmist global warming theory."

"Real-world measurements … show far less heat is being trapped in the Earth's atmosphere than the alarmist computer models predict, and far more heat is escaping into space than the alarmist computer models predict," 

Read more: http://www.foxnews.com/scitech/2011/07/29/data-cooling-on-global-warming/#ixzz1TWiiFhrZ
Editor’s Note: Climate change is another politicized topic, like evolution which has taken on a “life of its own” and conclusions now more and more seem bent on fulfilling “global warming agendas of politicians (which get scientists funding) and fully ignore data to the contrary of warming. We have seen evidence in the past couple of years of renowned scientists caught “cherry picking” data (using only data which selectively will support their conclusion, while weeding out the bulk of the data which does not support them and thus falsifying the data). Further, emails between these people have shown a widespread collusion to silence and ruin anyone who does not follow their politically correct, but scientifically unfounded assertions. All of this harms and defrauds scientific inquiry!
In this vein comes another story, like the emails, which show how a well known scientist who authored a prominent story in favor of the affects of global warming on the arctic environment has now come under suspicion of his integrity and thus so does his work.

Scientist who claimed polar bears were drowning is investigated for 'scientific misconduct'
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By David Derbyshire in the Daily Mail online, 28th July 2011

The scientist who claimed polar bears were drowning because of melting ice caps is being investigated for 'scientific misconduct'. Dr Charles Monnett, an Alaskan wildlife biologist working for the U.S. government, stunned the world after spotting four polar bear bodies floating in the sea miles from shore.

He suggested the high winds and waves of a recent storm had exhausted the predators, which are normally good swimmers. He suggested that polar bears were drowning due to a lack of pack ice caused by global warming. He and his work are now under investigation.
And in a scientific paper, he and colleagues argued that the increased incidence of storms caused by global warming, and the loss of ice for polar bears to walk on, could lead to more deaths in the future. While the findings were seized upon by environmentalists as another peril of climate change, skeptics and some other scientists questioned the conclusions.

Yesterday it emerged Dr Monnett, who works for the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management, Regulation and Enforcement has been placed on leave and is being investigated for 'integrity issues' apparently linked to the polar bear report.  Dr David Whitehouse, science adviser to the skeptical Global Warming Policy Foundation, said: 'The dangers of climate science is that once you passionately believe in man-made global warming, you see connections everywhere when you should be scientifically cautious about drawing conclusions.'

Dr Monnett is in charge of a £30million project researching the Arctic's wildlife. A BOEMRE spokesman declined to comment on an 'on-going internal investigation'. The organization is believed to have barred Dr Monnett from talking to reporters. However, his suspension has infuriated conservationists who say the Obama administration is 'persecuting' Dr Monnett. 
Dr Monnett's bear sighting in 2004 was the first such recorded incident. It was cited by Al Gore in his documentary An Inconvenient Truth. In an article published two years later, Dr Monnett and his colleague Jeffrey Gleason said bear 'drowning-related deaths may increase if the observed trend of regression of pack ice and/or longer open water periods continues'. 

Polar bears are considered strong swimmers, they wrote, but long-distance swims may be more exhausting than standing or walking on ice in better weather. The paper drew worldwide attention and helped make the polar bear a 'poster child' for the global warming movement. 

In 2008, the U.S. classified the polar bear as a threatened species, the first with its survival at risk due to global warming. Last year scientists working for the UN's Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change came under fire for exaggerating the threat of global warming. The body falsely claimed Himalayan glaciers would melt by 2035 after lifting claims from an unsubstantiated report written by the green charity WWF.



Read more: http://www.dailymail.co.uk/sciencetech/article-2019953/Scientist-claimed-polar-bears-drowning-investigated-scientific-misconduct.html#ixzz1TjhVX3gI 
Editor’s Note: No science needed. To get published all you have to do is have findings which support the political agenda. If you support global warming, you get published whether it’s good work or not. If your paper supports evolution, it gets published even though there are a mountain of facts and data against it.

“The heart of the wise inclines to the right, but the heart of the fool to the left.” 
Ecclesiastes 10:2 (NIV)
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SBOE has Noncontroversial Vote
Believe it or not that is a headline. The leftwing media for a month or more had been playing up the appointment of Republican Barbara Cargill as the new Texas State Board of Education Chairmen as just another rightwing Christian zealot in charge, and predicted she and the six remaining Christian conservatives on the board would try to “fling us into the dark ages” again and try to insert “intelligent design” into the curriculum when choosing supplemental materials for science classes.
Cargill and the board greatly disappointed them by adopting noncontroversial materials which do not espouse any creationist agenda, but which do ask the students to think and evaluate about what they are presented.

Mrs. Cargill is a fine lady and one of our heroes. She is a former science teacher in the Houston area and does not deserve the character assassination the media leveled on her before she even chaired a single meeting. She will do another fine job as chairmen of the board as did Don McLeroy and Gail Lowe before her. But, don’t expect the state’s liberal newspapers to give her any credit for it
FEAST Science Workshop schedule for 2011-2012

Our friends at the Family Educators Alliance of South Texas (FEAST) have asked us again this year to provide the presentations for their Science Workshops. FEAST has asked us to use our new “Answers for Life” program in these presentations.  
"Answers for Life" is geared for adolescents, middle school, high school and college and career. Its presentations attempt to give them answers to the Big Questions in Life? Like, Is there a God? What is the purpose to life? Why is there death and suffering in the world? and more... Many of the topics seem philosophical, rather than scientific, but the presentations mix a good deal of both science to back up our conclusions and biblical apologetics in agreement with that science to underscore the points.
All presentation will be at FEAST which is located at 25 Burwood Lane at 7 pm on the fourth Monday of each month. The dates and topics for each presentation are listed below:

September 26, 2011- Is there a God? and What is my Purpose? 

October 24, 2011- Why is there death and suffering in the world? and Why do bad things happen to good people?

FEAST usually skips the November and December dates since they would conflict with Thanksgiving and Christmas
January 23, 2012 - Distant Starlight and Time, doesn't this prove the Universe is old?

February 27, 2012- The Science against Racism, and Where did Cain get his wife from?

March 26 and April 23, 2012 will be selected by the audience from a list of big questions which we have pieced together scientific and biblically agreeable answers for. So this program is customized for the audience.
A companion young children’s program will also be provided each evening. 
Around Texas 
Houston:  
The Greater Houston Creation Association (GHCA) usually meets around the last Thursday of each month. They meet at Houston's First Baptist Church at 7 pm, in Room 258. After the presentation, there will be refreshments, fellowship and creation science materials for all to enjoy. For more information go to www.ghcaonline.com.
Glen Rose:  
Dr. Carl Baugh gives a “Director’s Lecture Series” on the first Saturday of each month at the Creation Evidences Museum just outside Glen Rose, TX. The new and improved museum is also a great and beneficial way to spend any day. Presentations are at 11 am and 2 pm. For more information go to www.creationevidence.org 
Dallas-Ft Worth: 
The Metroplex Institute of Origin Science (MIOS) meets at the Dr. Pepper Starcenter, 12700 N. Stemmons Fwy, Farmers Branch, TX, usually at 7:30 pm of the first Tuesday of each month. 

Lubbock Area (Crosbyton): 
All year: Consider a visit to the Mt. Blanco Fossil Museum, directed by Joe Taylor. The Museum is definitely worth the visit if you live near or are traveling through the Panhandle near Lubbock. If you call ahead and time permitting, Joe has been known to give personal tours, especially to groups. For more information, visit http://www.mtblanco.com/. 
Greater San Antonio area: 
Watch Creation in the 21st Century, hosted by Dr. Carl Baugh at 3:00 AM on Friday. Can watch online at http://www.tbn.org/watch-us/
 

Listen to Answers with Ken Ham online at the address below. (No nearby station for this broadcast).  http://www.answersingenesis.org/media/audio/answers-daily
 To hear program from the Institute for Creation Research, listen online at this address.  http://www.icr.org/radio/
Also, tune in KHCB FM 88.5 (San Marcos) or KKER FM 88.7 (Kerrville) for Back to Genesis at 8:57 AM Mon-Fri, then Science, Scripture and Salvation at 1:30 AM, 8:00 AM and 4:30 PM on Saturdays. (Thanks to Dr. Carl Williams for researching this.)
At our July Meeting
Thanks for the good group which joined us in July, and thanks for their help in reviewing the good work done by Terry Read on the "tongue and cheek" "Thank You Darwin" slides for Darwin Day. 
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We then viewed the latest video on the formation of our solar system entitled: "What you aren't being told about Astronomy, Volume 1." The best evolutionary models say that many of the planets in our Solar System should not exist. Yet there they are. This data allows for God to create our Solar System less than 10,000 years ago, as the Bible says. It also thoroughly dispels the notion that our solar system formed from a cloud of gas 4,600,000,000 years ago, as secular astronomers claim 

This video shows that recent discoveries in space have supported the Biblical account. Each planet in our Solar System defies the evolutionary model in multiple ways. Many of the planets and moons appear to be young, not billions of years old. Plus, these objects show evidence of design, not random processes. 

In this video, we toured our magnificent Solar System, and explored the wonders in the heavens. Along the way, we visited each of the planets and many of their moons, through more than 230 breath-taking photographs and graphics from NASA and other sources. We saw how each planet uniquely testifies of its Creator. 

On reviewing this DVD, Danny Faulkner, Ph.D. (Astronomy), University of South Carolina and author of Universe by Design wrote, “I have watched your DVD. Overall, I'm very pleased with it... it is well researched and presented." We at SABBSA concur with Dr. Faulkner and would endorse this video as the best resource we have seen on the origin of our solar system. It is a devastating indictment against the evolutionary origin of our system! 
If you would like to see more about this subject go to www.creationastronomy.com 
If you would like to order this DVD for yourself, the best price for it is offered by AOI on their website at www.discovercreation.org. 
IN THE NEWS
It just so happens that two recent developments in space science were both highly affected by evolutionary thought in negative ways. The first is the announcement by NASA of the imminent launch of our next rover to explore the sides of a large crater on Mars. As is always the case today, it will be looking for water which NASA scientists will equate to the possibility of life on Mars. 
The problem is that water by itself does not mean life ever existed anywhere. What we know of life is that it is a highly complex mixture of chemicals put together with immense design. However, NASA, in search of funding has sold itself to the sole purpose of finding life “out there.” In so doing our entire space program has been taken hostage by an evolutionary theory which stands up to scrutiny less each day. This is what Dr. J.C. Sanford will talk to us in his videos this coming Tuesday on how evolution hurts science. In this case it has hijacked our space program and misdirected scientific exploration.
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Another announcement by NASA is a pure hypothesis (idea or guess) of how the side of the moon facing us is so smooth and the far side away from us is so mountainous. It is being theorized that when the “Big Splash” occurred, crashing a planet through our Earth over 4 billion years ago and out of that collision came our moon into low Earth orbit, it was initially trailed by a smaller glob of debris which for a time would have given the Earth a second moon. This second moon however, soon crashed relatively softly (the “Big Splat”) into the larger current moon raining debris on the side we see and creating some of the maria (dark colored regions thought to be lava flows) and the more even terrain than the far side. 

This is pure guesswork set forth to support an evolutionary theory in trouble. It depends on the truth of a Big Splash hypothesis which our video presentation last month showed convincingly could not be true since the moon is far too close to the Earth for the this idea to be true and the moon is made of the wrong elements to support this idea. This highlights another troubling result of evolutionary theory on science. Scientists regularly voice hypotheses (guesses) as if they were facts in support of an evolutionary theory which is unsupportable. This results in science not being an open inquiry into the truth of nature, but into a political game to substantiate a religious and political agenda called evolution. Dr. Sanford will expand on these points in his video at this month’s SABBSA meeting.
Next regular meeting: Tuesday, August 9, 2011 at 7 pm
Genetic Entropy and Is Evolution Bad for Science? 
Our meeting in August will center around two videos of lectures by Dr. John C. Sanford, an eminent plant geneticist who used to be an atheist, but turned to Christianity as a result of his research. Scott Lane will present this material in an interactive power point presentation with large clips from Dr. Sanford's lectures included. 

The topic for the first lecture we will be discussing is How Evolution is Bad for Science? This discussion will show how evolution has cut off all free inquiry, high jacked resources and miss-directed investigations in science toward political dogma, rather than operational science. Along with this discussion it will be revealed the role of a power elite in our society with a vested interest to continue this allegiance to the religion of evolution. Also discussed is the spiritual side of this whole debate and the role that man's carnal mind plays in this affair. 

The second lecture centers on the topic of "Genetic Entropy." This presentation will feature startling evidence that evolution has been rigorously falsified (disproven). It uses the new Mendel's Accountant program to show that neither the evolutionary model nor the Old Earth creationist model is supported by genetic evidence. The genetic evidence is however fully supportive of the Young Earth Creation Model! Another revelation of this data is that our genome is degenerating at a rate that will make the human race extinct within 6000 years. Join us in August for this provocative and cutting edge data.  As always, we will meet at the Jim’s Restaurant at the corner of San Pedro and Ramsey. We hope to see you there.
