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“And He saith unto them,

 Why are you fearful,
 O ye of little faith?”

 (Matthew 8:26).
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On one occasion, the disciples of Jesus
were afraid that they were about to die in
a violent storm on Lake Galilee, and He
rebuked them in these words: “Why are
ye so fearful? how is it that ye have no
faith?” (Mark 4:40).

There may be a sort of obverse par-
allel here in connection with the alarm
being expressed by Darwin’s disciples
today over the storm generated by cre-
ationism in the evolutionary establish-
ment. Their control of the nation’s pub-
lic school system is being threatened,
they fear, by creation seeking entrance
into their domain.

William Provine, of Cornell Univer-
sity, made this point to his fellow evolu-
tionists several years ago. In words of rare
evolutionary consistency, he advised as
follows:

And I have a suggestion for evolu-
tionists. Include discussion of super-
natural origins in your classes, and
promote discussion of them in pub-
lic and other schools. Come off your
high horse about having only evolu-
tion taught in science classes. The
exclusionism you promote is pain-
fully self-serving and smacks of elit-
ism. Why are you afraid of confront-
ing the supernatural creationism
believed by the majority of persons
in the USA and perhaps worldwide?1

WHAT ARE THEY AFRAID OF?
Nevertheless, an urgent appeal for

funds was recently sent out by Dr.
Eugenie C. Scott, Executive Director of
the National Center for Science Educa-
tion (NCSE). She notes with alarm that:

In just the last eighteen months, anti-
evolutionary legislation was intro-
duced [in ten states,] and in the
United States Congress itself.2

Most of these bills were not to ban
evolution, of course, but only allow for
the inclusion of the scientific evidence for
creation along with evolution. Some
merely wanted evidence for “intelligent
design” to be included—or even just the
negative scientific evidence against evo-
lution.

The question is just why are the lead-
ers of evolutionism so fearful of allow-
ing even a hint of creation or theism into
the public schools? They are supremely
confident (so they say) that science
proves evolution, so any classroom dis-
cussion of the pros and cons should al-
ways result in firming up their students’
faith in evolution. Note the following
from a recent book on evolution.

Evolution is a Fact. The idea that life
on Earth has been evolving for some
3.5 billion years is not a theory. It is
a fact. It is the only possible inter-
pretation of the numerous different
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kinds of evidence that scientists have
been uncovering for well over a cen-
tury.3

If that is so, the result of such class-
room discussions would strengthen the
case for evolution—would it not?

After all, almost half the support for
public schools comes from taxpayers
who don’t believe in evolution, so don’t
their opinions count for something?

“Scientific” creationists have suc-
ceeded in holding their ground with
the American public despite decades
of debates with scientists: recent
Gallup polling shows that 45 percent
of Americans believe in a young
earth and a literal Adam and Eve, a
number that has not significantly
changed in thirty years.4

In recent decades, vast numbers of
parents have opted to place their young
people in private schools or home
schools, and this is certainly one of the
main reasons.

What are evolutionists afraid of? They
use the smokescreen of church/state sepa-
ration, but this could not be the real rea-
son. It has been shown that the First
Amendment was never intended to re-
move God or creation from the schools.

There is also the constant refrain that
all scientists are evolutionists, so only
evolution should be taught in science
classes.

But that is not true either. There are
thousands of scientists who are creation-
ists,5 and probably many times that num-
ber who simply suppose evolution is true
because their leaders say so.

Creation scientists may be in the mi-
nority so far, but their number is grow-
ing, and most of them (like this writer)
were evolutionists at one time, having
changed to creationism at least in part
because of what they decided was the
weight of scientific evidence. Admittedly,
the scientific “establishment” (members

of National Academy of Science, offic-
ers and leading writers in scientific soci-
eties, textbook writers, professors on
major university facilities, etc.) are al-
most all thoroughly committed to evolu-
tion. As Richard Morris has said:

Many lay people conceive of science
as a body of knowledge that has be-
come more or less firmly estab-
lished. To some extent this is true.
For example it is not likely that any-
thing short of divine revelation is
ever going to convince biologists
that evolution did not happen.6

But divine revelation will not convince
them either! There is overwhelming evi-
dence that the Bible is the written Word
of God, and they have already rejected
that.

Instead of science, their commitment
to evolutionism properly should be called
scientism. One of their leading spokes-
men, Michael Shermer, has in effect not
only admitted this fact but also actually
gloried in it.

Scientism is a scientific worldview
that encompasses natural explana-
tions for all phenomena, eschews su-
pernatural and paranormal specula-
tions, and embraces empiricism and
reason as the twin pillars of a phi-
losophy of life appropriate for an age
of Science. . . . cosmology and evo-
lutionary theory ask the ultimate ori-
gin questions that have traditionally
been the province of religion and
theology.7

And they reject creation science be-
cause it has religious overtones! But there
is more.

We follow . . . the dictates of our sha-
mans; . . . it is scientism’s shamans
who command our veneration. . . .
with scientism as the foundational
stratum of our story and scientists
as the premier mythmakers of our
time.8
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As creationists have pointed out re-
peatedly, evolution is not science, but
religion and Shermer has beautifully de-
scribed its religious structure. Since they
think evolution is the true religion, its
leaders (Shermer calls them “shamans”)
are desperately defending it against what
they consider a false religion.

But despite what they loudly allege,
the creation “religion” is scientific. Its
predictions concerning scientific laws
and processes of the present and the fos-
sil record of the past are precisely con-
firmed in the real world.

No wonder they are afraid of dealing
realistically with the evidence, instead
relying on intimidation to maintain their
monolithic control over the religion of the
schools—which is nothing less than the
religion of secular humanism and athe-
ism.

ICR has a small booklet entitled, The
Scientific Case Against Evolution, which
briefly documents the fact (from the state-
ments of evolutionary scientists only) that
there is no scientific evidence for past
evolution, present evolution, or possible
evolution. When she visited ICR several
months ago, I challenged Eugenie Scott
to review the booklet and refute it if she
could, then later reminded her by letter
of this challenge.

Whether she ever read it, I don’t
know. I have not heard from her since.
But she is as adamantly committed to
evolution as ever, and is vigorously try-
ing to increase the membership of her
NCSE. In her fundraising letter, Dr.
Scott says:

And remember we are always avail-
able to help when creationism rears
its ugly head. . . . Right now, for ex-
ample, we are helping members in
Ohio fight off a determined effort to
include intelligent design creation-
ism in the state’s education stan-
dards.9

Whatever arguments they are using in
Ohio, I feel confident they are not trying
to demonstrate the scientific “proofs” of
evolution nor its non-religious character.
Evolution is scientism, not science. It has
no place in the public schools, except as
an atheistic philosophy of life.

Why are they so fearful of creation
science? The obvious answer is that they
are men and women of strong faith in
evolution, but that is a religious faith, not
able to overcome the waves on the sea of
scientific facts that support creation.
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Skeptics have often pointed out that no
archaeological evidence for the existence
of Jesus Christ has been discovered. And
they are correct, at least perhaps up until
the present. A recent incredible discov-
ery may put to rest that criticism.

A secondary issue must first be con-
sidered. Is it reasonable to expect such
artifacts or inscriptions? After all, the man
Jesus was not a prominent governmental
leader. He was essentially an itinerant
preacher, with few possessions, and even-
tually suffered the death of a common
outlaw. Would the Romans have recorded
His life or death with an inscription or
statue? Certainly not.

Actually, Jewish archaeological evi-
dence of the entire period is rather sparse.
There are the remains of large and exten-
sive Roman cities, and adequate inscrip-
tions of leaders, including Herod, Pilate
and Festus. There are also influential Jews
such as Caiaphas, but almost nothing can
be found recording the lives of ordinary
individuals. And remember that in A.D.
70 Jerusalem was totally destroyed by
Titus. What may still exist is buried under
the thriving modern city. Certainly the
odds are against an artifact’s survival.

The scarcity of archaeological arti-
facts can be contrasted, however, with the
wealth of historical evidence for Christ.
Soon the apostles had written letters de-
tailing Christ’s life and teachings, to be
followed by the writings of Paul all
widely copied and circulated, within the
lifetime of eyewitnesses. The Roman his-
torian Josephus mentioned Christ several
times while relating noteworthy civic
events, including the execution of one
named “James, the brother of Jesus who

was called the Christ/Messiah” referring
evidently to Jesus’ brother James, leader
of the early church and author of the New
Testament book bearing his name.

The new artifact is an ossuary, a me-
dium-sized box in which human bones
were placed for permanent burial after the
flesh had all decayed away. This practice
was employed for only a brief period of
time from about B.C. 20  to A.D. 70. The
box is made of a soft, chalky, limestone,
common to the area. The contents have
long since vanished.

Most remarkably, an inscription has
been etched into the side which reads,
“James, son of Joseph, brother of Jesus”
in the Aramaic script of the time. Careful
studies, including scrutiny under a scan-
ning electron microscope show the in-
scription to be genuine. The patina, or
oxidized surface equally covers both box
and the interior of the etched letters. The
recognized expert on such matters, Dr.
Andre Lemaire, concludes: “I am pleased
to report that in my judgment it is genu-
inely ancient and not a fake.”

All three names used were common
in that era, but seldom was the deceased’s
brother mentioned, unless that brother
was noteworthy. To have all three listed,
in correct Biblical relationship certainly
supports the possibility of this being the
ossuary of the Biblical James.

With or without the ossuary or other
archeological evidence, we can still be
confident that the events are true. The
Christian faith is a reasonable faith, well
grounded in the facts of history, and the
Bible is an entirely accurate document.
On its teachings we can base our lives
and eternal destiny.

by John D. Morris, Ph.D.
HAS ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE FOR JESUS BEEN
DISCOVERED?


