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I would like to invite you into my journey through creation, and how, what and why these subjects related to it, intrigues me. Around September 2015, I’m on duty, though I shouldn't be watching the tablet, then on YouTube I’m watching Christian videos, not sure what, then automatically comes this debate Kent Hovind vs Jim Strayer and two other gentlemen, not sure of where the video was, but it was in one of the universities in the US.

So, I'm watching and Kent Hovind gave a brilliant speech on carbon dating, explaining how precarious the system is, well we will get into more detail into the processes of carbon dating, the methods, opinions and technology used in the system. It is thereafter, I'm watching several more creation debates with evolutionists/atheists.  

I think the subject of creation is important, though it entails a lot of scientific information which some church goers, christians may feel that they don’t have much interest, because it can be too technical, tedious, and what they want to hear is Jesus and prophets and what the bible is says.

Though bearing this in mind, as you are reading, and well aware there are several scriptures in the bible that pertain to the subjects of creation. For example; Romans 12:1, this scripture is referred to as a scientific worship, and a book written by Thomas Torrance explains more about this.

You will as you go through this book, we will examine scriptures, the scientists, palaeontologists, chemists, archeologists, christians, doctors, dendrochronologists, evolutionists, astronomers, physicists and so many more what they have to comment on these fascinating topics.

I began to read the bible, seriously around 2006. Though I was not a church goer then, and none of my family was, I took, I think an ESV bible and started to read from Genesis and used highlighters through reading. The first christian shop I visited was the Wesley Owen in Croydon, then it really took off from there. My interest in christianity strengthened and I became more into the ‘grapevine’, and eventually I found that Jesus is the way and the truth.

After, months of my bible reading, and then I found there were more versions of the bible, and then I started to read them, my name Nicholas Dino Berardo, I had an Italian father and my mother from South Africa, both deceased, my father atheist, though when I was younger, I mean going back to the seventies, my father use to take us out to visit cathedrals, churches, all over the uk. My mother towards the end of her life, had a lady friend who did bible study with her. I also have a brother who also had not much interest in christianity, that’s up until now, you never know he might one day get converted. It is in Matthew 28, go and make disciples of all nations, not just converts, but disciples. 

So, from 2006, I'm taking Christianity seriously, though several churches around, I'm not sure which one or ones to attend. Praise God, I'm still believing and sticking to the word, I then, shortly after my mother’s death, attend the All Saints in Carshalton, Sunday mornings, I'm going there for up to a year. I then attended a church in Wallington, a big church, remember I'm living in Waddon, Croydon then, I went there for about 6 months, and then to another anglican church in Wallington.  

Now I'm going around like a ‘free agent’ not sure of what church I should settle in. Problem also being that these Sundays, which I had to get booked off, as I work as a security officer, I'm asked to work on most Sundays. Eventually I found the church, Metropolitan Tabernacle, Elephant & Castle, Dr. Peter Masters giving great teaching. I had attended Hillsong, and KT Notting Hill, so many churches of various denominations, so one is bound to find what he or she is looking for, Psalm 133:1, How pleasant it is how brethren dwell together in unity, and of course Hebrews 10:25 the assembling of ourselves in meeting together.

I was born on 2nd June 1966, I attended a church school, I think around 1970 to 1971, near Kirkdale. Sydenham, SE26 (St. Philip’s School). Then Langbourne Primary School Dulwich 1972 to 1977. Kingsdale School 1977 to 1984. There on I went to college, studied Illustration/Graphics for 3 years and worked as a technical illustrator from 1989 to 1991. I was then made redundant by two companies! Really had to consider a career change, being unemployed and still sending my CV to employers/agencies. I had a BTEC National Diploma in Illustration, City Guilds in Illustration in 1987 to 1988. From 1992 to 1994 about, I did three part time courses, IT training, City and Guilds, A Library course that was a City and Guilds for a year, and an RSA stage 2 in IT in 1994. Though, I pushed myself in trying to pursue a career within this training, nothing materialized, and as my money situation was bleak, I'm now having to work in security up until now.

It was on some day not sure the exact date in 2010, I met some young guy, who was preaching out loud by the brow of the hill, where the tram travels, just opposite of the side of the primark. I really thank the lord I had met this street evangelist, Hebrews 13:5 Never will I leave you, never will I forsake you. It is my encounter with this evangelist that really ‘pushed’ me into christianity. Thereon after, we started going round various parts of London, Walthamstow, Tottenham, Seven Sisters, Evangelism, Bible Study, Meetings. I was then a few years after, I got baptised, speaking in tongues. I got more involved with more christians, fellowship, dinners, singing, church, though, it wasn’t all plain sailing we would meet people who were facing problems. Jeremiah 29: 12-14, Then will you call upon me and go and pray to me, and I will listen to you’.

So, go ahead and pick up that bible today, and get into the word. Kent Hovind would say it’s not time to get worried, but time to get busy. While, some twiddling their thumbs, scratching our heads, the answers are there in the bible. Like Job, who suffered tremendously, Job kept on asking questions to the lord and then soon found that his questions/prayers were answered Job 38, the Lord from a storm answered. Therefore, how much torment, suffering we endure, the lord will answer. Trust in God alone, Proverbs 3:5 Trust in the Lord, and lean not on your own understanding.’

Now, getting back to what I said originally about creation. I am a believer in the creation of everything, from the last 6 to 10,000 years. As you read through this book, I shall provide evidence, data, theories, testimonies how God created everything. Isaiah 55:8, Our ways, thoughts are not the Lord’s ways thoughts, we have to appreciate how God's perfection is all around us.

The atheist might say, well if God is so good, why do we have all the disease, famine, suffering, wickedness, disasters, catastrophes all around us. God has given mankind freewill, though they say, there is this all-powerful being, is responsible? Well, we can go with several scriptures saying, why when, how God is explaining to the unbeliever, agnostic. atheist. 1 Peter 1:23, been born again not of corruptible, but of incorruptible seed. I have to say that evolutionists, their view of life is pretty damning. I mean if I had to believe that when we die that our final is in that coffin. It just seems so futile, no wonder we have so many suicides, drug related issues that people face no hope at all.

Take for example, Bill Nye, the science guy. When he was with Ken Ham at his exhibit, Ham askes Nye what happens when we die. Nye replies ‘Our genes are passed on’ Well, at least he says our genes are passed on, so maybe by what he says, he has hope? I only pray that he comes to christ. John 17:3 ‘And this life is eternal’.

Cancer, sickness, disease, people with handicap, deaf, blind, well God certainly doesn’t take kindly to this. Genesis 3:17, ‘Cursed is the ground for thy sake’. Though, some have difficulty as Adam sinned humans are subject to suffering. Psalm 103:1-4 ‘: Lord forgives all your sins and heals all your diseases’. All of us have sinned and no one does what is righteous and never sins. Ecclesiastes 7:20, 1 John 1:8 ‘If we say we never sinned we deceive ourselves’.

Jeremiah 30:17: I will restore your health, and heal your wounds’ the miracles are there, and miracle workers, the ones that passed away, rest assured Isaiah 57: ‘The righteous are taken away, they enter peace, they find rest and lie in death.

If I had to believe what some evolutionists view on life is quite damning. If when we die, we go into a coffin and or be cremated.

Isaiah 55:8, KJV ‘For my thoughts are not your thoughts., neither your ways are my ways, and my thoughts than your thoughts.

So, this is what I intended to write about, important to myself and everybody, this is what I think, and you should give some consideration.

So, what do we mean about creation and evolution? How can we be sure which is the more accurate, truthful verifiable, say? Well, this has to be researched to some degree, though, in one topic, say in the formation of stars, evolution would give one account, say the big bang, and creation would give another. As christians we have the young earth creationists and the old earth creationists. I believe that God’s word is the most accurate and concise of any written word since time began.

Can we say that we are still complying to God’s word, when the book of Genesis says that everything was created in the last 6 to 10,000 years. Or, can we accept that everything was made in the last 200,000 years. The famous canadian Hugh Ross, maintains that everything was created in a greater period than 10,000 years, and he has written some books on it. On some of his theories, he bases it on Isaian 42:5, stretching of the heavens. Isaiah 45:12, and Psalm 104:2, all these scriptures are using the verb stretching the heavens. So Ross, puts emphasis on these scriptures and on some others, to confirm his ideas, that the universe is expanding.

Though, we have to examine these ideas, and other evolutionary theses, and to see if they stand up to real scrutiny. I make the first chapter, that is the universe this eternal space full of vast amounts of stars, planets, comets meteors, to see how the christian faith has with scriptures has brought us to believe that God is real, and how the atheistic, agnostics has explained against the God of creationism. So, I will outline the reasons backed by creationists, chemists, doctors’ anthropologists, palaeontologists.

There are many ways we can go about this, the evidence, facts, data information, possible eye-witness accounts, then maybe, we could all have an answer, we would all love something like that.

Colossians 1:16 KJV’

‘For by him were all things created, that are in heaven, and that are in earth, visible and invisible, ‘whether they be thrones, or dominions, or principalities, or powers. All things were created by him and for him.’ 

The Big Bang theory. Does the theory have any harmony or truth to it all? Are we to believe that this was caused by an infinitesimal tiny mass that exploded, or expanded, as which some scientists do believe? Let's also consider that they could not come with a definite time when it originated.

The list below are the years that scientists changed when this big bang supposedly happened, as I mentioned above by Kent Hovind in his creation speech;

1954, 1960, 1966, 1970, 1974

The Big Bang time that it occurred was contradicted more than five times., if not probably more,

Then we have to take into account the stars, constellations, formation of galaxies, the vast numbers of them. The atheists are saying how could God have created all this in 10,000 years.

Psalm 131:1 KJV;

“LORD, my heart is not haughty, nor my eyes lofty: neither do I exercise myself in great matters, or in things too high for me”.

In the KJV translation the ‘heaven’ is written in singular, whereas the other versions have it as plural.

The stars Psalm 147:4 KJV;

‘He telleth the number of stars; he calleth all by their names’. The atheists are saying how can God name all the stars? According to one doctor, if the universe is 13.7 billion years old as the Big-Bang theory suggests, it would take 1 million stars per second to count them all.

In my first chapter, I will mention the brilliant men and women who during their time of research, the limited resources facilities, their calculations, conclusions, predictions they were to come up with.

Was Georges Lemaitre the belgian priest right in his theory that the universe came from a dot of nothing. The Higgs’ Mass theory states that the dot of nothing occurred 10 -32 secs, before the beginning. The Electro Weak Era.

Genesis 1:1 KJV;

‘In the beginning, God created heaven, and the earth’.

If you saw a car, you know when you saw it (time) beginning.

You know where you saw the car (space) heaven.

You know what you saw the car (earth) matter

These three statements have to come together simultaneously as we can understand what’s happening.

In other words, if you saw an object (matter), and saw where the object was (heaven). If there was no time (beginning). This would be impossible, because for you to see the object there must be a time allocated to it. If you had time, and space only. This would mean complete emptiness. Matter must be in existence.

I come back to cosmology the stars, interesting scripture in Amos 5:8 KJV;

‘Seek him that maketh the seven stars and Orion, and turneth the shadow of death in the morning, and maketh the day dark with night, that calleth for the waters of the sea, and poureth them out upon the face of the earth: The LORD is his name’.

Notice here the seven stars and Orion. The seven stars are specifically what?

Job 38:31 KJV;

‘Canst thou bind the sweet influences of Pleiades, or the loose bands of Orion?’

Job, perhaps may have understood this, but did not have much knowledge of ordinances.

It is claimed by scientists that the estimate in the universe there is 7 sextrillion stars, that is each one of us could own 11 million stars each.

We then go to the creation of Adam, and look at 1 Corinthians 15:39 KJV;

‘All the flesh, is not the same flesh: but there is one kind of flesh of men, another flesh of beasts, another kind of fish, and another for birds.

Saying that the flesh of man is different to to that of beasts this is what one professor, Prof Von Hume said;

‘If Adam was biologically a beast, into whom God breathed his spirit and thus ‘humanized’ him, then Adam was not the first man biologically’.

And this what Darwin said about how before living creatures were formed;

‘We could conceive in some worm in a little pond with all sorts of ammonia and phosphoric salts, light, heat, and electricity, etc. that a protein compound was chemically formed ready to undergo still more complex changes. At the present day, such matter would be instantly devoured or absorbed, which would have not been the case before living creatures were formed’.

The explanation of the theory of entropy, here is one account of how a ‘closed system’ might have occurred.

‘A system that is closed to life from the outside, arid to intelligent technique is not necessarily closed thermodynamically. Even if a system is closed, the entropy of one section or component may actually decrease, provided only that the total entropy of the system increases and an example of this might well be laboratory synthesis of highly complicated molecules from the juxtaposition of molecules that are less complex.

Bishop Ussher made calculations for Genesis 2, this was on the basis of the Masoretic text. He concluded that the flood must have happened in the third millennium BC. However, the Septuagint text interprets that the flood occurred in the 4th millennium.

The Greek philosopher Pliny Said;

‘Human beings are distributed all around the earth, and stand with their feet pointing towards each other’

Here, is a quote from William Herschel in 1813 when he observed the stars;

‘I have observed the stars of which the light, it can be proved, can take two million years to reach the earth’.

Fred Hoyle ‘In Galaxies, Nuclei, and Quasars 1965’ said this about the universe;

‘There should be a difference between an anti-observer who reads the universe from the future to the past, and our ordinary procedure from reading it from past to future. This is due to the particles that can be switched by switching the sense of time’.

Some atheists might put on their graveyards, Rest in Peace RIP. Well, they believe they will be transferred to another species. Then, what would be the point in being remembered? The evolutionists still can’t explain which of the species, specifically will evolve to another. Pakicetus to whale, if that’s true? Ok, but what about the other millions of species?

Some atheists can’t remember who, was so convinced by looking at the DNA of a chimpanzee, ape and compared it with a human, with human chromosomes 46. He claimed that they are direct ancestors.

A debate with Ken Ham and Bill Nye the science guy. Nye made the claim that when the marsupials left the Ark in Mt Ararat to Australia, he had a map to show that we should be able to find fossils in the same area, and in a straight direction. Now, how can he be certain of this, because they are marsupials that they would have all travelled in the same way. Can we not consider the possibility that some of the marsupials and others took different directions?
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Isaiah 40:12 NIV

‘Who has measured the waters in the hollow of his hand, or with the breadth of his hand marked off the heavens?’

Who has held the dust of the earth in a basket? Or weighed the mountains on the scales? And the hills in a balance?

Psalm 33:6 KJV

‘By The Word of The Lord were the heavens made, and all the host of them by the breadth of his mouth’.

Genesis Account

The interpretation of the book of Genesis has made some Christians to disagree. Has God based the Genesis account of six days of 24 hour periods? Or as some suggest, has the creation been “parabolically” that the six days are great periods of time millions of years? The day-age theory has influenced some Christians to tie in scientific knowledge to bible theology, whence old earth creationism. 

It is understood that God’s communication was that scripture was parabolic, and not to be taken literally. The decision of the exegete of the text of Genesis, is it either poetic, prophetic, historical? If we consider the word day, Hebrew ‘yom’. It is translated from this yom today in all scripture, except for Genesis 32:24. The word yom had no meaning to Moses and to Israel. In scripture, God divided the light from the darkness. The light he called day, the darkness night.

The meaning of day to the Israelites in millions of years would be impossible. If we examine the word ‘yom’ Strong explains that a day is “to be warm hours” that is the period from sunrise to sunset. Genesis 2:4 ‘Generations of the heavens in the day of the lord’ this day meaning would be parabolic. Exodus 12:8, for in six days lord made heaven and the earth, and rested on the seventh day. If millions of years applies, ‘For in six million years the lord made heaven and the earth and all that in them is.

Dr. Bernard Ramm explains further into the meaning of yom;

“The problem of the meaning of yom is not fully decided as to whether it can mean period or not. The word has many uses as we have already indicated. We are not fully persuaded that it can be stretched so as to mean period or epoch or age as such terms are used in geology. Though closing the door on the day age interpretation of the word yom, we do not feel that the lexicography of the Hebrew language will as yet permit it.”

A Hebrew scholar, Leupold said;

“In the interest of accuracy, it should be noted that within the confines of one verse, Genesis 1:5 the word “day” is used in two different senses. “Day” (yom) over against “night” (Layelah) must refer to the light part of the day, roughly a twelve hour period. When the verse concludes with the statement that the first “day” (yom) is concluded, the term must mean a twenty four hour period. To make this statement, refer to two parts of a long geologic period, the first part a kind of evening; the second a kind of morning; both together a kind of long period, runs afoul of three things: first that “evening” nowhere in scripture bears this meaning; secondly, neither does “morning”; thirdly, day never means “period” (Ref: Walter E. Lammerts, Why Not Creation 1969)
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One Scientist Dillman said;

“It is claimed that some works can with difficulty be compressed within twenty-four hours, like those of the third day or the sixth., that claim may well be described as a purely subjective opinion.  Or, it may be claimed that “the duration of the seventh day determines the rest” let it be noted that nothing is stated about the duration of the seventh.”

According to Walter E. Lammerts, from the book Why Not Creation;

“It is our conviction that we have a parallel use of the word “day”. In the seventh chapter of Numbers to that in Genesis one and two. Numbers 7:1,2. Verse 10, verse 12, verse 18, verse 24. Each one of the princes in these scriptures offered one of each of the twelve days. In Genesis 2:4, it seems to be used more parabolically than in Numbers 7:84. To say that the word” day” is used parabolically in Genesis 1 and 2, is implicit with danger in the exegesis of scripture. We failed to find a single example of the use of the word “day” in the entire scriptures where it means other than a period of 24 hours when modified by the use of a numerical adjective.”

Redi, Spallanzani, Schulze, Tyndale. Pasteur, and others in the nineteenth century that the scientific world comes from pre-existing life.

There is an anomaly for the doctrine of evolution, is the fact that all branches of the animal kingdom appear together in the Cambrian system of rocks. Some fish fossils are present, and below the Cambrian there are no fossils, except a few worm burrows and seaweeds, which are doubted by some geologists. (Ref Walter E. Lammerts Why Not Creation page 246)

Doctor Morris and Whitcomb stated;

“Therefore, we must approach a study of the work in six days of creation strictly from the perspective of scriptural revelation, and not at all from that of a projection of present natural processes into the past. It is precisely this sort of illegitimate projection which has led to the theory of evolution and to the various devices that have been conceived for harmonizing it with the Biblical revelation. Since God’s revealed word describes this creation in six “days” and since there apparently is no contextual basis for understanding these days in any symbolic sense, it is an act of both faith and reason to accept them, literally, as real days.”

Some argue that the day-age theory of creation to the science of geology. Sedimentary rocks for example have been laid down for more than a depth of seven miles.

Dr Walter E. Lammerts P.33 Why Not Creation 1969 said;

“We are told that in 1815 William Smith observed that each layer had a characteristic assemblage of fossils, and by comparing the fossils in various strata in England he could establish the relative sequence of these strata. The subsequent refinement of this technique has become one of the most powerful tools for dating which the modern geologist has.”

Rocks are classified according to their age. Not to the basis of relation to layers, above and beneath. And on predominant fossil enclosures. Geology bases the assumption that sedimentary rocks in which the prevailing fossils are primitive must have been deposited earlier than rocks with fossil remains of higher life.

Dr. Lammerts stated the age of man to be of a maximum of 10,000 years. His following statement on this subject;

“I am in complete accord with Dr. Henry Morris, particularly as regards to the age of man, but the earth, stellar system, and in fact the universe. As a matter of fact, were it not for my belief in the truth and the literal interpretation of the Genesis account? I would have great difficulty in believing the earth was even 6,000 years old!  However, there seems to be no doubt that people would live vastly longer periods of time, i.e., almost a thousand years in the days before the flood. The theory that the earth must have been billions of years old is based in part upon the method of determining the age of rocks by the evidence supplied in the decay of Uranium 238 to form lead. This rate of decay is measurably slow, it is assumed that the formation of lead has required billions of years.”

‘The origin of the planets and suns from everlarging particles, those parts connected with the nebulae is called by some scientists the planetesimal theory. As parts of the condensing matter this theory is also known as the ‘capture theory’ Scientists cannot explain how original gases developed into the original nebula.’

(Ref Epiphany Studies in Scriptures Series 2, Creation, Paul S. johnson, page 286)

So, I would like to begin with the Laplace theory, his theory of a slow rotating nebula which contracted and increased in speed, which then formed a ‘rotating disc’ then held by gravity, is this how creation of the universe began?

Laplace’s theory,

French Academician Laplace 1796, his hypothesis of creation was that ‘Gases in space were fairly evenly distributed. By gravitation and attraction of their various atoms, in spheres of about 20,000,000,000,000, miles in all directions from their centres, these gases set themselves in motion rotarily and revolving rapidly as the mass condensed. The rotary motion first caused the matter to be increasingly spherical, then later, more of the matter collected at the equator of this sphere until at its equator became oblate. Instead of it being a perfect sphere. The different amounts of matter collected at the body’s equator was by centrifugal forces cast off in the form of rings, which rotated themselves into smaller spheres. He claimed that more matter was collected at the parent’s body equator as before, which in turn was cast off into a ring. This became a rotating spherical body.

Laplace bergan with a hot, slowly rotating nebula. As it cools it contracts and increases in rotational speed. It then assumed a form of a rapidly rotating disc with a thin rim of material on the edge moving too fast to be held by gravitational attraction. The material, after being ejected from the nebula, coalesced to form the outermost planet of the system (Ref Walter E. Lammerts, Why Not Creation Page 42).

The sun is rotating much too slowly to have been formed by a system that was continually contracting and speeding up.3 Planets have far too much angular momentum in comparison to the sun. Gaseous rings would have dispersed into space rather than condensing into planets. Earth would have to have an original crust for this theory.
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The Laplace theory was followed by various encounters or planetesimal theories which postulated the near approach of another star to our Sun to draw out and distribute the material of the planets. (Ref Colin Mitchell, Case for Creation page 57, 1994)

The problems with Laplace’s theory;

The difficulties of the planetesimal theories by returning to a form of nebular hypothesis, whereby the Sun and planets condensed out of interstellar clouds of gas and dust, which were rotating in eddies.

Problems with this hypothesis

1./ Before any condensation of gas and dust could occur, the nebula would have dispersed into outer space. Before gravitational attraction could become significant, the particles would have to be as big as the Moon.

2./ It is difficult to conceive that the rotating eddies could have survived long enough to get the condensation of the building material for the planets under way before they would have to be as big as the moon.

3./ It is difficult to conceive that the rotating eddies could have survived long enough to get the condensation of the building material for the planets under way before they would have dispersed or fallen into the sun.

4./ There is no obvious reason why this process, if it has once started, would not end in the formation of one large body rather than our planetary system. The sun makes up 99.8% of the mass of the solar system. What preserved the other 0.2% from the same fate?

5./ These theories cannot explain why the Sun with over 99% of the mass of the solar system has only 2% of its angular momentum (spin). Although astronomers do have explanations of how the proto-sun lost its angular momentum, the conditions under which this might have occurred are highly speculative.

It is equally difficult to understand why the converse applies to planets and their moons, most of the angular momentum in each planet-moon system being in the planet. (Refs, 1,2,3,4,5 Colin Mitchell, case for creation, page 57, 1994)

6./ The current theories are not able to explain comets. These cannot be aged in millions of years. This is because the vapourized matter in their tails is lost at a rate which would end the life of all the short-period comets in less than 10,000 years.

(Ref Colin Mitchell, Case for Creation, page 59, 1994)

Then there below there are three views for the origin of planets;

There have been three principal views on the origin of planets.  One is that they came from the reaches of space. Newton and Whiston held this view, but few followed their thinking. A second view is that the passing star either approached near to, or collided with the sun, and the debris or solar material became planets. Buffon propounded this. A third view is that before contracting, a nebular sun spans off the material which later coalesced into planets. This third view, strictly uniformitarian one, was propounded by Immanuel Kant.

Immanuel Kant, this German philosopher, of the seventeenth century, had a theory similar to that of Laplace, that gaseous clouds the nebulae rotated then collapsed and flattened to form stars/ planets. His theory was published in 1755. His theory has been considered by astronomer William Herschel that it can be more conceivable if it were not giant stars, but other several systems. Milky Ways are constitutions that have just been unfolded.

Kant propounded the view of the origin of the solar system, the Nebular Hypothesis. In Kant’s day, only six planets and nine satellites were known. An explanation of these fifteen bodies as Kant’s objective. Kant suggested that the sun was once a giant diffuse nebula, which shrank due to self-gravitation. Most of the material collected into the central star, but some of it did not. The remnants collected on a thin disc which orbited around the sun.

Kant’s conception of the solar system was that it was billions of years old, and billions of years in devolving to its present state without outside interference. Astronomers tested Kant’s hypothesis and developed some problems. (Ref Donald Patten Biblical Flood, Ice Epoch pages 268 -270)

The Nebular Hypothesis, the system devised by Laplace and Kant, and according to scientists, invokes problems such as the compression and contraction of gases to form the nebulae, and by doing this it would have to attain seriously high temperatures.

Gravitation in the Worlds

The following is a quote from Sir Isaac Newton,

It seems to me that if the matter of our sun and planets, and the matter of our universe, were evenly scattered throughout all the heavens, and every particle had an innate gravity, towards all the rest, and the whole space would, by its gravity, tend towards all the matter on the inside, and by consequence fall down into the middle of the whole space, and there compose one great spherical mass. If the matter were evenly dispersed throughout an infinite space, it could never convene into one mass, but some of it would convene into one mass, and some into another. To make an infinite number of masses, over great distances from one another throughout infinite space. The sun and fixed stars formed, supposing the matter were of lucid (gaseous nature).

The Nature of Scientific Laws

Newton’s description of gravity, “The Cause of Gravity, Is What I do not Pretend to know”. The law of gravity merely reports that in all observations that have been made, objects do fall to the centre of the earth, and that objects attract one to another with a force that is directly proportional to the product of their masses and inversely proportional to the square of the distance between them.

The Nebular Hypothesis

Laplace’s ideas of the origin of the solar system paralleled Kant’s views. Laplace postulated that the progenitor of the solar system must have been a vast gaseous fluid which cooled and contracted, leaving behind particles which later condensed into planets. The Kant theory was similar to Laplace, and the Kant-Laplace hypothesis was to be considered a scientific fact for the next hundred years. The Kantian hypothesis of heliogenesis was based on the assumption that planets were derived from solar material like the Ptolemaic theory of geocentricity. (Ref Donald Patten Biblical Flood Ice Epoch page 271)  

LeClerc Hypothesis

Georges Louis Leclerc de Buffon 1779, claimed the existence of the earth was by a celestial accident. He stated that a comet tore material out of the sun. This material cooled and then formed the earth. The theory was not well thought of by scientists, as comets could not produce a body large enough from the sun to form the earth, whence, it has been estimated that there some 20 billion comets having 1/10 of the earth’s mass. (Ref Walter E. Lammerts, Why Not Creation page 41,42, 1969)

Darwin’s Tidal Hypothesis

George Darwin, son of Charles Darwin stated that the earth, moon evolved from a large hot plastic material 4 billion years ago. It was an example of a uniformitarian idea. The moon is constantly receding from the earth a few inches each year, and extrapolating back in time, and that there was zero distance between both the earth and moon. For the angular momentum, Darwin computed that the primeval spheroid had a period of rotation of about five hours.

Harold Jeffreys demonstrated that if the necessary resonance were set up, the earth would have been too viscous for partition to occur.

The energy released in slowing the earth down to a 24 hr would be sufficient to raise the temperature of the earth to 2500.C and melt it. The great bulk of the energy would be released soon after the moon was ejected.

The Evolutionary Tidal Theory

George Darwin, in his tidal theory, of a planet formed of fluid, and where a satellite revolves around it and then the planet would be distorted in three main axes. The particle of fluid rotates with the planet which rises twice with each revolution of the planet. Darwin explains about equatorial protuberances, where the fluid has friction? He further explains that diurnal rotation and angular velocity is retarded. He believed by this hypothesis that the month was reduced significantly than the day, The day being 6 hours 50 mins, and the month being 1 day and 14 hours, this from that the day was reduced by 15.5 hours and the month at first, he said was 19 days long. G. Darwin said that the day and month are converging in identity, converging to a period of 50% of our present days? He also said if the period of the satellite is twice the rotation of the planet, the rate of change of obliquity vanishes. The investigations of obliquity of the ecliptic ‘pari passu’ with the lengths of the days of the month. G. Darwin stated that the rate of dimunation of the earth’s velocity is far greater than the moon’s orbital angular velocity, then half the day would be, three of nearly a day (If the earth's velocity was 27.5 times greater than the moon’s orbital velocity)  

George Darwin, son of Charles Darwin, kept the idea of the uniformitarian view of Kant-Lyell-Hutton, but stated that solar tides was the explanation for the planets. Similar to Buffon’s theory, G. Darwin proposed that a passing star came close to the sun, and caused solar tides that were to be emitted on a disc-like plane, where gaseous materials came from the sun. He said that Earth came from material from the sun, and the moon was borne from the earth. (Ref Donald Patten, Biblical Flood Ice Epoch page 272).

George Darwin knew that the Moon was receding from the earth at around 5 inches per year, so this was his reason for the moon coming from earth.  

Newton’s Second Edition Principia,

Newton’s quote;

“The most beautiful system of the sun, planets and comets, could only proceed from the Counsel and Dominion of an Intelligent and powerful being. And if the fixed stars are the centres of other like systems of the fixed stars should, by their gravity, fall on each other mutually. He hath placed those systems at immense distance from one another.”

Planck’s Theory

Atom definition based on Planck’s length, which is 10power of 20 one hundred billion billion times that of a nucleus of an atom. Planck’s length can be derived by accepting Maxwell’s equations, Einstein Relativity, matter and energy.

If an electron and a positron are allowed to fall toward one another, until they obtain the mass and density of a nucleus, the separate charges then moving at the velocity of light, produce a magnetic field equal to their mass.

The nucleus of an atom can carry 309 charges for neutrons and 308.5 for each proton.

Paley’s Natural Theology

Paley’s account of the universe and nature from his book;

“It is a happy world after all. The air, the earth, the water, teem with delight. In a spring noon, or a summer evening, on whichever side I turn my eyes, myriads of happy being’s crowd upon my view...... A bee among flowers in spring is one of the most cheerful objects that can be looked upon. Its life appears to be all enjoyment.; So busy and so pleased.... The whole-winged insect tribe is probable, and are equally intent upon their proper enjoyments. .... Plants are covered with aphids.... If any motion of a mute animal could express their delight it was this.”

Nature says Paley may contain maladjustments, but there is little which gives the appearance of an intent to do harm. Fangs, perhaps, are in this category -yet they are designed to kill suddenly and mercifully, not to cause unnecessary pain.

(Ref Robert E.D. Clark, The Universe, Plan or Accident. pages 158, 159, 1961)

A Scientist Believes in God

Dr. H.N.V. Temperley in his book “A Scientist who Believes in God, 1961, who was an agnostic then became a Christian, his view that in the past Christians have made the mistake of comparing the world to the finished article, such as the proverbial Paley’s watch. Despite the strong evidence of design in nature, the existence of evil makes this hypothesis inadequate. When we encounter difficulties in science, the usual procedure is to modify our hypothesis. Let us suppose the universe is not complete but is still being old-fashioned - let us liken to a factory continually adapting itself to the needs of consumers, rather than to a watch. In this way we can account for most of what we call ‘Evil’ quite easily. In a changing situation many right decisions made by good management will inevitably appear wasteful and harmful.

(Ref Robert E.D. Clark, The Universe, Plan or Accident, page 218, 1961)

Isaiah 45:18 KJV;

‘For thus saith the lord that created the heavens; God himself that formed the earth and made it; he hath established it. He created it not in vain, he formed it to be inhabited: I am the Lord and there is none else’

Take this quote from the late Prof Carl Sagan of astronomy, who died in 1996;

‘We are the representatives of the cosmos; we are an example of what hydrogen atoms can do. Given 15 billion years of cosmic evolution.’

This is also what Carl Sagan had to say about believing in God;

‘Your religion assumes that people are children and need a boogeyman so they’ll behave. You want people to believe in God, so they will obey the law. That’s the only means that occurs to you, a strict secular police force, and the threat of punishment by an all-seeing God for whatever the police overlook. You sell human beings short.’

Sagan equates God as a boogeyman, when I hear numerous people whose testimonies by giving their lives To Jesus Christ has saved them from the pit of hell.

However, Sagan had this to say about atheists

‘An atheist is someone who is certain that God does not exist, someone who has compelling evidence against the existence of God. I know of no such compelling evidence.’

Anaximander, 610 to 546 BC Greek philosopher the said this about animals;

‘That animals are produced in moisture, by the evaporation of the sun and that man was, originally, similar to a different animal, that is a fish.’

Anaximander believed the universe originated from a seed; a primordial substance called Apeiron. Apeiron could not be created or destroyed. His ideas were that the earth had three rings of fire around it, one for the sun, the moon and the stars. He believed the earth was shaped like a drum, with its diameter three times greater than its depth
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