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Goals of thistalk & compare:

Evidencefavoring short time and global flood

Evidence challenging short time and global flood



Why do many scientists believe in
the geological time scale 0
+ millions of years?

1. Evidence- radiometric dating, e.g.
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2. Worldview (philosophy) T Methodological
Naturalism
Naturalism REQUIRESmillions of years for

evolution of life . (F




Is there other evidence ?

Yes there is, but . . . .

GEOLOGICAL evidence + worldview = conclusion
All evidence will be interpreted by the
naturalistic worldview = long ages
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GEOLOGICAL evidence + worldview = conclusion
All evidence will be interpreted by the
naturalistic worldview = long ages

Many Christians do not
Understand the
dominating role of
Naturalism in origins




An alternative

the naturalistic worldview Is removed, does the
evidence really indicate long ages?




There iIs a real alternative

Much geological evidence is not compatible with
the millions of years




Worldviews and interpretations

+

Eachworldview makes predictions of what
research will discover

Biblical prediction:
Accumulating evidence will favor short time
and/or catastrophic processes
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Each worldview makes predictions of what
research will discover

Biblical prediction:
Accumulating evidence will favor short time
and/or catastrophic processes

Does this work? Yes



THE GOOD NEWS: Evidence
supporting a biblical worldview

+



Worldviews and interpretations

+

EXAMPLES:
Archeology - growing support for biblical accuracy

Biology 1 Darwinian theory (random mutations and
natural selection) is collapsing

Geologyrgr owi ng evidence t|
time scale



Geology 0 growing evidence that
doesnot fit técale | ong
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Conventional theory d ancient events
must be explained by processes seen or
feasible in the modern world



1. Geographically widespread
formations

=& Morrison Formation, Cretaceous
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1. Geographically widespread
formations & compared with

modern processes

‘ C Modern sedimentary dep03|t in upper Cenozoic channel; a modern fluvial analogue
Black = Pl|ocene/PIelstocene

Based on

aCtu al d ata B Lower Cenozoic sedimentary deposits in new intermountain basins
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A Paleozoic and Mesozoic sedimentary deposits, in cross-section view

100 Kilometers



1. Geographically widespread
formations

This concept can be extended
globally (Derek Ager)

White cliffs of Dover
Tri1 assi ¢c nr ed
Paleozoic coal beds S
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2. Bedded sedimentary deposits:

Why are there such distinct beds?
Why are those beds preserved?




2. Bedded sedimentary deposits:




2. Bedded sedimentary deposits:




Animals burrowing in
the sediment should
destroy bedding by






