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As Dr. John Morris is so fond of saying, “It’s a great time to be a creationist!” Last year the ENCODE Project all but destroyed the mechanisms for the theory of evolution. This year we have seen the publishing of startling evidence for a young Earth and recent dinosaurs!
Our lead story are the amazing findings presented at a scientific symposium last August, but which is only now coming to light because evolutionists actively tried to hide it. We also have an informative article on what science is and whether it can be wrong? This Communiqué also includes a unique column about a “Culture War against Christ!” As always, we have a listing of multiple creation teaching opportunities in Texas. We hope you are encouraged and enlightened by this month’s SABBSA Communiqué! 
<>Radiocarbon in Dino Bones
International conference result censored 
Published: 22 January 2013 by Carl Wieland (CMI)
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Wikimedia commons/Julian Fong, LA Natural History museum
A team of researchers gave a presentation at the 2012 Western Pacific Geophysics Meeting in Singapore, August 13–17, at which they gave 14C dating results from many bone samples from eight dinosaur specimens. All gave dates ranging from 22,000 to 39,000 years, right in the ‘ballpark’ predicted by creationists. But if dinosaurs really were millions of years old, there should not be one atom of 14C left in them.

This was a joint event of the American Geophysical Union (AGU) and the Asia Oceania Geosciences Society (AOGS). It appears that the researchers approached the matter with considerable professionalism, including taking great pains to eliminate contamination with modern carbon as a source of the 14C signal in the bones. The lead presenter was Dr Thomas Seiler, a German physicist whose PhD is from the Technical University of Munich. The video of his presentation was up on YouTube at the time of writing this report. 

The researchers seem to be associated with Catholic creationist groups, which have reported the conference earlier and more vocally than evangelical creationists. One of these reports states that afterwards, “the abstract was removed from the conference website by two chairmen because they could not accept the findings. Unwilling to challenge the data openly, they erased the report from public view without a word to the authors or even to the AOGS officers, until after an investigation. It won’t be restored.” 

Indeed, one can go online to see a screen shot of the original program. But going to the official conference site, the talk has clearly been removed. (Go to Wednesday, room Leo 2, double-click on BGO2, which is the session that had the presentation. The numbers go from 4 to 6, omitting 5, which was the one on 14C in dino bones.) So much for science’s alleged openness to the data. The ‘power of the paradigm’ can be clearly seen.

Two of the report’s physicist co-authors, Professor Dr Robert Bennett and Dr Jean de Pontcharra, till recently with the French Atomic Energy Commission’s Grenoble Research Centre, are urging colleagues to do their own carbon dating of dinosaur bones. They say that the media should be encouraging scientists to do this also, presenting the findings openly and honestly at similar conferences. This would certainly be in the interests of scientific truth—especially following the repeated findings of soft tissue in dinosaur bones, and now even seemingly irrefutable DNA in dinosaur specimens. The public has the right to know the actual chronology of the dinosaurs, and indeed the history of the earth.

Of course the people you know will generally not get to hear this powerful information from regular sources. We have been repeatedly surprised when on ministry tours how few people even know about the soft-tissue finds by secular scientists. This is an exciting time to be a creationist, both getting this sort of information, and being able to pass it on. So it’s more important than ever to be not just subscribing to but actively supporting reputable, non-sensationalistic creation organizations committed to this important task. Please, keep helping us defend and proclaim the real history of the Bible, on which the credibility of the Gospel itself depends.
What is Science and is it ever wrong 
Bill Nye “the Science Guy” was on TV the other day assuring the viewing audience that science had proved the world was 4.5 billion years old. For most people when a person with credentials, such as a person with a Ph.D. stands in front of them and says science has proved something, they take that as gospel since science isn’t their thing and science has done and created remarkable things for today’s society. So most folks reason that if a scientist says it’s so, it must be true. But, scientists are not perfect and science does not have all the answers. For example medical science is doing great things today, but the death rate is till 100%! Let’s take a look at what science is and what it can and cannot do and see how much “faith” we should place in scientists’ claims.

Science can be divided into two primary categories: (1) empirical science and (2) historical science. Empirical (operational) science entails a systematic approach to knowledge that uses observable, testable, repeatable, and falsifiable experimentation to understand how nature commonly behaves. [1]

In simple terms, a scientist makes an educated guess about how things work (hypothesis). He then tests that hypothesis by doing experiments (tests) to see if what he thinks about nature is actually true. If his experiments confirm that what he thought about nature is true, he can share that information with others who can repeat his experiments and verify what he says about nature. His methods and interpretation of the results will also be scrutinized by others to see that his experiments actually do prove what he is saying about nature (this is peer review).  
The existence of God, the creation of all matter from nothing and the origin of life cannot be tested in the laboratory, or recreated by experiments, and there can be no “eye witnesses” to these events around today. Thus, evolutionists believe they are making a logical assumption by eliminating God from all discussions in science. It is their view that only natural phenomena which presently occur in nature and which can be examined, tested for, and verified are legitimate topics for science. By such logic God is naturally and logically excluded from the discussion.

In deciding to eliminate God from the equation though they make two very faulty assumptions. The first is that all phenomena in the universe can be explained by the laws of nature. Since we don’t know everything there is to know about the universe and all creation, that is an absurdly ridiculous assumption. This bad assumption is followed up in science today by an inconsistency with the application of this adherence to natural laws as being the only causes we are allowed by science to pursue.

Evolutionists and other conventional scientists today have in many fields regularly explained away unanswerable questions about the observations made in nature by “inventing new physics” which have never been observed, cannot be recreated in the lab and which cannot be verified experimentally. When the creationist does that they yell them down as using a “God of the Gaps” (whatever we cannot explain yet we attribute to God) answers for anything they cannot explain. In operational science this never occurs because other scientists and the market place will not allow it. But, what do we call it when the evolutionist goes outside the laws of nature to explain observations which violate these laws? They call it discovering new physics (such as quantum mechanics), while many us would call it invoking the “Tooth Fairy” instead of God!

For those who say, “What unanswerable questions?” and say, “I thought the scientists had everything figured out,” let me cite just a few examples. The “Big Bang” cosmology calls on the “Tooth Fairy” on multiple occasions. 

First we do not know how all of the matter and energy for the universe came from nothing. This violates the first law of thermodynamics. Second, all descriptions of the “primordial egg,” the mythical particle which contained all of the energy in our universe and which could fit on the head of a pin with almost infinite mass defies all the laws of physics we know. Third, for “the inflation” (the explosive expansion of the universe in the seconds after the Big Bang) to occur as a result of the “Big Bang” all matter and energy in the universe would have been accelerated to speeds many times the speed of light which again violates relativity theory. Fourth, when galaxies are spinning faster than we can explain how their gravity holds them together, instead of allowing that this is a phenomenon beyond our current knowledge, they invent unseen, unobserved “dark matter” with unknown properties since its existence has never been verified in the lab to explain this conjectured phenomenon. Fifth, when the universe is found to be accelerating away from the center of origin rather than slowing as previously theorized, instead of questioning our previous assumptions about the Big Bang, they invent unseen, unobserved and non-verifiable “dark energy!”[2]

I could go on for quite a while giving examples of such “double standards” in science. But, the point is made. How is attributing what we cannot explain with natural forces to God different than attributing them to “invented natural phenomena which we have never observed, cannot experiment on and can never be repeated or falsified?” What we will show in all of our seminars and writings is that our insistence that God is the Creator is supported by much more than a “God of the Gaps” philosophy. We have real logical and scientific reasons for believing the God of the Bible is the Creator of all we see.

Operational science versus origins (historical) science.  

The second bad assumption evolutionists have made is not recognizing when they depart from the realm of operational (empirical) science and venture into the realm of origins (or historical) science. 

Operational science enables us to discover how things in this world work and behave in present time utilizing the scientific method.  It does so through experiments which show that results have been tested, can be repeated and verified to show consistent results. Given the same conditions, we can reasonably assume their operation will remain the same. This is the form of science which has produced all of the wonderful technology and medical advances we enjoy today.

Origins (historical) science is the study of the unobserved and unobservable past (history).  Origins science relies upon the principles of causality (assumes everything that has a beginning has a cause) and analogy (e.g. we observe that intelligence is needed to generate complex coded information in the present, so we can reasonably assume the same for the past). In this way historical and origins science is more philosophy than science. Since it can never be tested, repeated, verified or falsified it does not meet the rigor of the empirical scientific method and is subject to the whim of whoever’s philosophy and assumptions are applied to selected historical evidence. [3]

Operational science uses the scientific method to investigate our world and how it operates in the present. Origins science can never do this. The most we can honestly do is set up the frameworks or models for what we think we should find in the past via the creation model and the evolution models of origins and see which one better fits the available data. 

In this case, the creation model fits the available data far better than the evolution model, but it is excluded from consideration by the arbitrary decision of the evolutionary community to exclude anything but purely natural causes from consideration. This is done despite overwhelming evidence to the contrary.

Evolutionists use origins/historical science to form hypothesis about how things occurred in the past.  The problem evolutionists run into is they are unable to repeat the claims of their hypotheses using the scientific method, which is one of the reasons the 15 Questions for Evolutionists indeed cannot be satisfactorily answered by evolutionists. They also do not differentiate between beliefs based on empirical science (those proved in the lab) and those theorized by historical science (which can never be proved in a lab). This is another double standard going on in evolutionary science today. The conventional scientists demands that only empirically based results which can be observed, tested, repeated in a lab, and falsifiable via experimentation be accepted from creationists, but then readily accept answers in their own fields of study which completely violate this requirement. 

Origins science violates this requirement by its very nature and yet they treat their theories in the fields of origins science as they were experimentally proved “laws of nature” (this theme is repeatedly echoed in the traveling “Darwin Exhibit” making its way to museums around the country and put together by among others evolutionists Niles Eldridge Curator of the Department of Invertebrates at the American Museum of Natural History since 1969 and Dr. Eugenie Scott, executive director of the National Center for Science Education since 1987).

The Effect of Worldview
Another thing to be said about science is that its investigators (scientists) in the realm of origins science are seldom unbiased, whether creationist or evolutionist. Ideally, scientists are totally dispassionate about the results of their experiments and simply take the results of their experiments at face value. The truth is that scientists are human and have foibles, biases and investments in outcomes just like any of us. There is also now considerable political and economic pressures on scientists to make sure their theories fall in line with evolutionary theory. Because of this, their findings and interpretations in the realm of origins science are frequently biased toward their point of view or worldview. [4] A couple of examples of this viewpoint bias will show how this openly affects what we call scientific interpretation of the facts. 

It has been known for some years that there is a discrepancy between reality and radiometric dates. A prime example of this is in the Grand Canyon. A lava flow on top of one rim of the Grand Canyon dates as much older than the basalt base at the bottom of the canyon. Logic tells us this cannot be from either a conventional or creationist point of view. These results are clearly wrong in spite of the fact that they used isochron dating methods to arrive at these dates, which supposedly get rid of one of the troublesome assumptions underlying radiometric dating (we will talk more about these in a later chapter). [5] In spite of this and many other clear examples of the faultiness of radiometric dating, evolutionists cling to the validity of these dating methods because they yield the kind of old earth dates their worldview requires. When we can by counterexamples show that radiometric dates of known age rocks are in error, why would we have any faith in the dates of unknown age rocks??? The answer is that the results (even very questionable ones) give evolutionists the answers they want so they stick with them. That’s not science; it is faith in a religion!

Another example of this type of bias in science is the story of how scientists came to the conclusion that the moon was about the same age as the Earth. When NASA had the rocks that were brought back from the moon in the Apollo lunar landings dated via radiometric techniques, there were very widespread dates. The dates ranged all the way from less than 1 billion years old to 28 billion years. This in fact, is very bad data from which to select any date. There was a range of dates for many of the rocks between 3.5 and 4.1 billion years, so they originally concluded in the 1970’s that this must be the age of the moon and that all other rocks which dated older than this were in error. [6] It also should be noted that this reveals another bias introduced into scientific findings. The “cherry picking” of data, which means they only pay attention to data which supports their hypothesis and ignore all others. This not only occurred with respect to the age of the moon, but recently caused a big stir when it came to light that environmentalists were cherry picking and deleting/obfuscating data to support their global warming agendas.

The conclusion that the moon was about 3.6 billion years old caused great problems within conventional astronomy, because it said that the moon was not formed with the earth and called for such exotic theories as the “moon capture” theory to be tossed about (for which there is little or no empirical evidence). To address this problem, a committee was formed to look at these dating results again and that committee issued a finding that the moon was in fact close to the age of the Earth (between 4.1 to 4.4 billion years old). [6] This allowed the moon to fit into more palatable “Big Splash” and other conventional theories which fit into their evolutionary worldview. The data had not changed, there were very few samples which dated to this new age range the committee voted on, but they changed their interpretation of the data based on their own worldview (their own biases). This is not what science should be, nor is it the dispassionate view of scientific results which the general public thinks is occurring.

Consensus Science

The final development we have seen recently showing how worldview can supersede experimental results in science, has been the use of “consensus science.”  Consensus science says “that since most scientists believe something to be true, that makes it so.” Truth unfortunately is very independent of popularity contests. Just because most people (even most scientists) believe something is true does not make it true. Without experimental results to verify that opinion of what truth is all we have is an opinion held by a lot of people.

You will hear some very dishonest scientists today say something like “no competent scientist believes evolution is not true.” Such a statement immediately classifies Dr. Francis Crick, Dr. Chandra Wickramasinghe, Sir Fred Hoyle, Dr. John C. Sanford and thousands of others who have been proclaimed by the scientific community as eminent scientists as incompetent. The more honest among them will make the truthful statement that “the vast majority of scientists today believe evolution is a law of nature.” And if you look at the numbers, their claim would seem to be quite valid. There are millions of research scientists around the world who seem to be in agreement that evolution is truly happening in nature. But, what of the thousands of research scientists who stubbornly hold to their opinion that macro-evolution (one species turning into another) does not occur in nature. Are they wrong simply because they are in the minority?

An excellent example of this occurred almost 400 years ago. Nicolas Copernicus and then Galileo Galilei believed that the Earth revolved around the sun based on Copernicus’ observations and calculations and verified by Galileo’s observations with the first telescopes. The rest of the science community and the Roman Catholic Church disagreed. They still believed in Ptolemy’s ancient idea that the sun revolved around the Earth. Nearly everyone in the world agreed that these men were wrong. [7] This is consensus science. It was also bad science, because everyone in the world was wrong except for these two men, as modern observations have verified.

The bottom line of all of this is if we are to truly do science, we cannot before we start doing experiments eliminate any possibility, no matter how remote from consideration. The priori (before we start) assumption that the answer to any question can never be God is by itself unscientific, and would have been laughed at by the greatest scientists of our history such as Newton, and Copernicus.
Footnotes
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3. Who’s really pushing ‘bad science’?, Naturalism, Origins and Operational Science, Dr. Jonathan Sarfati, http://creation.com/whos-really-pushing-bad-science-rebuttal-to-lawrence-s-lerner#f11; 

4. http://www.truthnet.org/Genesis/4-Genesis-Worldviews/Creation-Atheistic-Worldviews.htm
5. http://www.icr.org/article/excessively-old-ages-for-grand-canyon-lava-flows/
6. http://www.darwinisdead.com/unreliability_of_rad_dat2.htm + report by Dr. Daniel Harris, Ph.D. Astronomy who reviewed all of the Apollo 11 radiometric data (1970)

7. Isabelle Pantin (1999), "New Philosophy and Old Prejudices: Aspects of the Reception of Copernicanism in a Divided Europe", Stud. Hist. Phil. Sci. 30: 237–262
This article was written by Scott Lane, SABBSA

A culture war – or a war against Christ?

Dr. Michael Youssef - Guest Columnist OneNewsNow     http://www.michaelyoussef.com/
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Some in the media have popularized the term "culture war," giving the impression that the war being waged against Christianity is the same thing as a war against everything that is traditional. But in 2013, let's change the term. Let's call it what it is: "A war against Christ."

Certainly there are many American traditions rooted in Christian teaching and history. But mixing some traditions with what is purely Christ-honoring -- although it may recruit support from non-Christian traditionalists or conservatives -- dilutes the Christian dye.

Take for example the ACLU's war against Christians praying in public schools while obliging Muslims the ability make their noon prayers in a school. Or Vanderbilt University's discrimination against Christians -- forbidding them from meeting on campus if they adhere to their religious principles. Or dozens of other cases that are clearly a war against Christ and His followers -- pure and simple. So let's call it what it is.

Christians know why the world hates us. The One we worship warned us 2,000 years ago. Jesus said that the reason they hate us is because they hated Him. Just look what they did to Him!

Christians should seek to understand that type of hatred. But by "understand," I don't mean we should wave the white flag of surrender. On the contrary, we should be worried if the secular culture were to embrace us with open arms. We ought to be wary, for example, if Piers Morgan were to one night praise the sacrificial services that Christians practice as an indication of our love for Christ and one another. Or we should be concerned if MSNBC were to run a documentary on how so many the things that civilized the world -- from our educational system to the hospital movement -- were ALL inspired by the teaching of Jesus Christ.

The norm is for Piers Morgan and his ilk to praise Angelina Jolie for donating a goat to an African village or applauding Brad Pitt for giving a few crumbs from his bulging table to the South African poor through the U.N.

But true Christians do not seek to give of themselves -- healing the sick, feeding the hungry -- so they can be recognized by the likes of CNN. In fact, if we seek the praise of those who control this world's system -- even if some of them call themselves Christian -- then we have lost our reward in Heaven.

I know the desire to have the world recognize their service lures in some Christian leaders. But what they actually get sucked into is a diabolical scheme to equate their obedience to Christ to the "charitable work" of non-Christian groups. Let them, and us, be forewarned that to crave the world's praise is to lose something far more important: our eternal reward.

Our attitude should be to let them hate us all they want, while we will still love our enemies and bless those who persecute us. Let them malign us all they want. We will not return evil for evil. We will let our "good" defeat their "anti-Christ" schemes.

Let them denigrate our love for our Lord, and for others, all they want. They can never defeat our caring spirits. "Greater is He that is in you, than he that is in the world." We are not in a public relations war. We are in a spiritual war. Therefore, don't wave the white flag. Don't be tempted to cave in to their pressure.

Keep on serving. Keep on loving. Let them war against us to their hearts' content. For we read the last chapter, and it says, "The Lord wins!" Have a power-filled 2013!

Editor’s Note: We are at the forefront in this culture war against Christ. It is the ultimate aim of creation evangelism that people can believe the whole bible as we show them that it can be trusted from the first verse! One of the main strategies of the adversary has been to discredit the rest of the Bible and thereby make people ignore Christ. We are at work against this strategy.

Humor Corner
What was the longest day in history? The Sixth day of creation... God created Adam, but there was no Eve!
January through April 2013 - Creation Science Seminar 

Starting on Sunday, January 20, 2013 SABBSA President Scott Lane will offer a creation science seminar featuring a series of multi-media presentations. All presentations will begin at 5:15 pm on Sunday evenings at Live Oak First Baptist Church,                                           11560 Toepperwein Road (map) Live Oak, Texas 78233. We have enjoyed good and faithful crowds for this seminar so far!
The schedules of presentations are listed below (see our SABBSA resources page at www.sabbsa.org/resources for a synopsis of each of these presentations): 
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February 10 - Darwin and Radiometric Dating
February 17 - Fossils, Physics and Genetics 
February 24 - Young Earth Evidences
March 10 - Biological Evidences for a Created World
March 17 - Biology and Missing Links
March 24 - God and Dinosaurs
April 7 - Genetic Entropy and the Mystery of the Genome
April 14 - "Audience's Choice" of Creation Presentation 

Call 210-861-0454 for more information. 
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Science Workshop Movies at FEAST

“Popcorn and a Movie” night will be on the 4th Monday of each month at 6:30 pm. We have enjoyed large and enthusiastic crowds for these events this year, while viewing the very best and latest data in the field of creation science! 

Listed below are the Movie titles that we have scheduled for each month as well as our guest moderator.
January 28, 2013 - "What You Aren't Being Told About Astronomy: Our Created Solar System" with  Dr. Daniel Harris handling the Q&A

February 25- "What You Aren't Being Told About Astronomy: Our Created Stars and Galaxies" with         Dr. Daniel Harris handling the Q&A

March 25 - “Darwin’s Dilemma” with Scott Lane handling Q&A

April 22 - "Metamorphosis" 
A companion young children’s program will also be provided. This month’s program is: Fossils: what are they? How are they formed? How do they fit with what the Bible teaches? And do they taste good? Come and find out... for ages 5-10.
Dr. Jobe Martin to speak in San Antonio!
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Dr. Jobe Martin, writer, creation speaker and producer of the fantastic series of creation films “Animals which Defy Evolution!” will speak in San Antonio on May 17 and 18 at the Family Educators Alliance of South Texas (FEAST) 23rd annual Home School Convention and Curriculum Fair at 25 Burwood Lane, San Antonio, TX 78216. We will print more information about his topics and times as they become available.
SAVE THE DATE (Tuesday 5 March, 7:30PM, Farmers Branch Dr. Pepper Star Center Conference Room. 
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Metroplex Institute of Origin Science (MIOS)
Don Patton - March 5, 2013, 
“Noah’s Ark: Newest Discoveries"

Dr. Don R. Patton, the founder and first Chairman of MIOS, is known primarily as a Biblical/Scientific Creation authority in the areas of geology, paleontology, and archaeology. Dr. Patton has shown himself around the world to be a competent scientist, researcher, speaker, excavation supervisor, and strong advocate for the truth of a young Earth. Don left MIOS in December 2008 to pursue other creation-apologetic interests including the search for and scientific documentation of Noah’s Ark “upon the mountains of Ararat” (Genesis 8:4).
The first editor of National Geographic, Gilbert Grosvenor (1875-1966), has been quoted as follows, “The discovery of Noah’s Ark would be the greatest archeological find in human history, the greatest event since the resurrection of Christ, and it would alter the currents of scientific thought.” 
On 5 Feb 2012, via a 2012 Creation Conference DVD, Dr. Don Patton shared the evidence for the Genesis Flood being real and global, as well as the historical eyewitness evidence for the Ark being on Mt. Ararat, and the 2011 scientific evidence which he hoped to be able to follow up on in his recent 2012 search. 
In March Don, will, visit in person, to build upon the foundation of information and hope that this presentation so excitedly offers to Ark enthusiasts. 
Editor’s Note: MIOS is our sister organization in the Dallas – Fort Worth area.

Around Texas 

Houston: 
The Greater Houston Creation Association (GHCA) meets the first 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:
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. 

Last Month at SABBSA 
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In January we were pleased to present the Power Point presentation called "Darwinism as a Philosophy". In this program presenter Terry Read showed that the 
General Theory of Evolution (Darwinism): 

1. Is a Materialist Philosophy; 
2. Requires inconsistent thinking; 
3. Is bad Science; and
4. Does not fit what we observe, but the Biblical World View does.

After the presentation we were glad to honor Terry with election to our Board of Directors.
Next regular meeting: Tuesday, February 12, 2013 at 7 pm
Coming to SABBSA in February - "Ape-Men: The Grand Illusion" 
The consensus among secular scientists is that man evolved from an ape-like creature over a period of millions of years. But what is that claim based on? 

In this illustrated lecture presentation featuring Dr. Terry Mortenson, you will see that the "scientific evidence" does not stand up to scrutiny and that Christian leaders trying to fit ape-men into Genesis are seriously mistaken. The gospel importance of the supernatural creation of Adam and Eve is then made clear. See for yourself that the idea of ape-men is a grand illusion, deceiving millions and undermining both the clarity and authority of Scripture and the gospel message itself! 

Please join us on February 12 for this enlightening video and warm Christian fellowship! As always we will meet at the Jim’s Restaurant at the corner of San Pedro and Ramsey. We hope to see you there!
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