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Session 1 Summary

* “The Emperor is not wearing any clothes!”

* Nothing can’t become everything!
— Even if you give 1t lots of time!

* Things only reproduce after their kind!
» Darwin’s book was wrong
» God’s book (The Bible) is right!
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Session 2 Summary
* The Great Debate — Oxford 30" June 1860
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Many promlnent

: :‘; ' scientists upheld "that |

* the physical.laws [Sir
Isaac Newton]”had
uncovered revealed
the mechanical -
perfection of the
workings of the
universe to be akin to
a watchmaker,
wherein the
watchmaker is God”

- Alexander Dugin




The -Divine Watchmaker

Escapement Wheel Jewel
Case Screw

Escapement Wheel

Escapement Bridge Center YWheel
Center Wheel L oo = Jewvel

d . Third Wheel Jewvel
heeptind } ; vl o 5 Third VWheel
Compensating &Y '

Balance Wheel .
Mickel Motor Barrel

Bridge

Balance End
Stones

Balance Screws ¥ e
“ L g

Regulator Winding Click

Case Screw
Crown YWheel




MG

Bishop William Paley
(1743-1805), in
defending the Biblical
view, and building on
Newton’s comments
said that the watch, with
Its gears, springs, and
other mechanisms
could never arise by the
actions of random
chance alone; and thus
life itself, being
Immeasurably more
complex, could not be
the product of random
chance either.




Scottish philosopher and
historian David Hume
(1711-1776), who held
notoriously ambiguous
views of Christianity,
responded by saying that
“Living systems only
have the appearance of
machines, Unless it can
be proven that living
systems are indeed
machines at the
molecular level, then
Paley’s watchmaker
argument is irrelevant”




Bishop Samuel g
Wilberforce (1805-1873) b
stood to defend the TERT

Biblical belief in
deliberate design by a
Designer (often referred iy
to as The Teleological ' ' P UR: LA
Argument). : AR




Thomas Henry Huxley
(1825-1895), nicknamed
‘Darwin’s bulldog’,
opposed Wilberforce and
sought to champion
Darwin’s concept of
evolution by natural
selection, which had
been published less than
a year before.




The Great Debate - Oxford

30t June 1860

« Darwin had said: “If it could be demonstrated that
any complex organ existed, which could not
possibly have been formed by numerous,
successive, slight modifications, my theory would
absolutely break down. But | can find no such case’
Regardless of however unlikely it may seem, If
Huxley could prove evolution was possible,
Wilberforce’s argument for design would break
down.

J



The Great Debate - Oxford

30t June 1860

Thomas Huxley argued that given enough
time, 6 monkeys on 6 typewriters could
randomly produce the entire works of
Shakespeare & Psalm 23 etc.!

6 Monkeys, 6 Typewriters, Limitless Time = The entire works of Shakespeare? Really?




The ‘Simple’ Cell
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Space Shuttle
— Man’s Most Complex Creation —
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* |t Is Impossible for things to change into
something else!
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Bird beaks (Darwins’ finches) investigation.

Birds have different shoped becks., The shape is an adaptation
to enable them to eat different s of food. On the Golapogos islands, the
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aim of the task was
for students to

own |deas of whau
IS heeded for
avolution to occur’.




_-Evolution —what do we mean?
1. Cosmic Evoiution (Big Bang)

— the origin of time, space and matter

LL
2. Chemical Evolution (92+synthetic)
— the origin of higher elements from hydrogen LLJ

3. Stellar/Planetary Evolution —
— Origin of stars and planets k|
4. Organic Evolution
— Origin of life from non life LL]
5. Macro-Evolution a8

— Origin of major kinds

6. Micro-Evolution Sei
— Variation within kinds (Gen 1:21, 24) clience
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The Nebular Hypothesis

“Some four billion years ago, the sun had
ejected a tall, or a filament, of material
that cooled and collected and thus
formed the planets...”

General History of Nature and Theory of the Heavens,
Immanuel Kant, 1755
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The Nebular Hypothesis

“Some four billion years ago, the sun had
ejected a tall, or a filament, of material
that cooled and collected and thus

formed the planets...”
General History of Nature and Theory of the Heavens,

Immanuel Kant, 1755

» 21 years earlier:
(In Latin)

-manuel Swedenborg

Prodromus Philosophiae Retiocinantis de Infinito et
Cause Creatfionis, 1734



Emanuel Swedenborg
(1688-1772)

* A mining engineer with a wide range of
Interests who also claimed to have psychic
powers.

* He claimed confirmation of his nebular
hypothesis from seances with men on
Jupiter, Saturn and places more distant.

* (Some 20 years earlier, in 1712, when
sSwedenborg was 24 years old, he had the
opportunity to visit with Edmund Halley at
Cambridge, famous for his predictions
regarding the comet that still bears his
name.)



Nebular Hypothesis

* Pierre Simon Laplace (17494827) lent his
endorsement to Kant's theory, but without
checking the mathematical validations he
was capable of providing.

* Thus, the nebular hypothesis gained
widespread respectability despite serious
mathematical flaws.

« Subseguent writers have continued to
develop variations of this view even though

iIncreasing difficulties render it rather
doubtful.



Difficulties Mount

 The sun contains 99.86% of all the mass of the
solar system.
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— The nine planets contain 98.1%.
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solar origin of the planets.



Difficulties Mount

 The sun contains 99.86% of all the mass of the
solar system.

— Yet the sun contains only 1.9% of the angu/far
momentum.

— The nine planets contain 98.1%.

— {This was known in the time of Laplace a century ago.)

There is no plausible explanation that would support a
solar origin of the planets.

« James Jeans (1877-1946) pointed out that the
outer planets are far larger than the inner ones.

— Jupiter is 5,750 times as massive as mercury,
2,958 times as massive as Mars, etc.

— This Is also a difficulty with current theories.
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Stop! Stop!
Please slow







Conservation of Angular Momentum




Venus, Uranus
and possibly
Pluto rotate

backwards from

the other planek
Earth

Venus

/..

P



6 of the 63 moons rotate backwards. g
Jupiter, Saturn and Neptune have moons

orbiting in both directions. Astonomicet
Almanac for the year 1989 (Wash. DC US. Government Printing
Office. 1989) p. E88

’




Spiral Galaxies

Since they were first discovered, galaxies have been a
source of wonder. Many are arranged into beautiful spirals.
But if they've been spinning for billions of years, wouldn't
their arms lose their slender shape?

These spirals should lose their shape in a very old universe.
Indeed, the persistence of spiral arms suggests that the
universe is very young.






God so loved the wor]d,

that whosoever believes
on [im should not Perish

but have cvcr‘asting life!
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Casting down imaginations, and
every high thing that exalts itself
against the knowledge of God
2 Corinthians 10:5
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Please
download a
copy and give
10 someone
who needs to
hear the truth
be ready always to give an answer... 1 Peter 3:15
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