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[Jesus Christ] is the image of the invisible 
God, the firstborn over all creation. For by 
Him all things were created that are in 
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invisible, whether thrones or dominions 
or principalities or powers. All things were 
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from the dead, that in all things He may 
have the preeminence. For it pleased the 
Father that in Him all the fullness should 
dwell, and by Him to reconcile all things to 
Himself, by Him, whether things on earth 
or things in heaven, having made peace 
through the blood of His cross.
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“T
he curtain has been lifted” is an idiom that aptly portrays 
when a hidden truth is revealed. On the public side of a cur-
tain called “biological science,” the perception of scientists for 
decades was that of rational, ideologically neutral researchers 

who were admirably dead to ambition and were driven to discover 
biological truths beneficial to all mankind. People trusted them.

Then came the COVID-19 pandemic, and the curtain was 
lifted. Many scientists were revealed to be biased, political ideologues 
in white lab coats given over to group think. They hypocritically ad-
monished others to “follow the science” while they selectively ignored 
scientific data contrary to their agenda.

Perhaps for the first time, people outside the academic arena 
could see how scientists consider themselves so much smarter than 
“common” people that they are justified in decreeing to others—for 
their own good, of course—what to think and how to behave. The 
pandemic exposed this hidden side. Scientists had been able to get 
away with abusing the public trust precisely because people were kept 
naïve about how scientists manipulate behavior and, more ominously, 
thought. The descriptive label given to scientists who practice elitist-
typical behaviors is scientific elites. What’s important for us to focus 
on is not the label but the behaviors.

Creationists have cautioned for a long time against trusting what 
scientific elites pronounce about Darwinian evolution. Why? Because 
one disturbing elitist behavior is the one-sided presentation of infor-
mation—the pro-evolutionary side. Adherents rationalize this behav-
ior because they’re convinced their position is so obviously correct 
that something must be wrong with dissenters. Thus, it’s for everyone’s 
own good to be force-fed only the “correct” informational diet. The 
companion elitist behavior is intolerance of differing beliefs. Many 

scientific elites embrace a worldview that’s as coercive as any militant 
religion that resorts to intimidation to ensure total conformity.

Conversely, one would be hard-pressed to find creationist lit-
erature that wants to exclude people from learning about evolution. 
The reason these approaches to the dignity and autonomy of humans 
are different is that creationists and evolutionists begin with different 
worldviews that are founded on diametrically opposing beliefs about 
creation. One side sees the first humans as created by, and bearing the 
image of, a loving heavenly Father. In Darwin’s death-driven selec-
tionism, “survival of the fittest” is the creative substitute god shaping 
all life.

Both worldviews greatly influence what people believe and 
how they behave toward each other. Creationists celebrate intellectual 
freedom. But scientific elites feel justified to habitually manipulate 
people—again, for their own good—by controlling the content of 
textbooks, educational programs, and, say, the Smithsonian National 
Museum of Natural History.

Increasing Skepticism of Scientific Elites

Certainly, not everyone previously embraced the virtuous, ro-
mantic notion of bias-free biological scientists. But what we’ve discov-
ered behind the curtain has led to a rapid change in perception. In the 
United States, medical scientists are almost revered when compared 
to other professional groups (e.g., journalists, business leaders, elected 
officials). Yet, prestige for them has markedly declined during this last 
year of the pandemic.

A recent Pew Research Center survey found that “overall, 29% 
of  U.S. adults say they have a great deal of confidence in medical scien-
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tists to act in the best interests of the public, down from 40% who said 
this in November 2020.”1 Remarkably, 22% surveyed reported they 
have “not too much or no confidence at all,” which was slightly more 
than a 50% increase. The COVID-19 pandemic provided a path other 
than the origins dispute for people to see the unappealing behavior of 
biological scientists.

Since scientists do investigations, one would expect a fair search 
by them for all potential causes for this hit to their status. A recent post 
titled “How to Confront Anti-Science Sentiment” explored some rea-
sons for scientists’ loss of respect and the increasing resistance to their 
exercise of power. This discussion candidly revealed what many es-
tablished scientists commonly think about nonscientists. It surveyed 
several causes for the surge in people’s “bashing of expertise.”2

But judging by its conspicuous absence, one cause was ruled 
out immediately—that scientific elites’ own authoritarian behavior is 
what’s alienating people. “How to Confront Anti-Science Sentiment” 
identified the problem as “a number of individuals, especially an in-
creasingly vocal cadre of social media users, [who] don’t always trust 
physicians and scientists. Rather, they view them as elites and mem-
bers of the establishment.”2

Typically, when non-elites know they’re being perceived nega-
tively, they feel that an initial look in the mirror is at least warranted. 
But scientific elites reflexively look outward. In what seems like a pro-
jection of their motives to others, they identify the resistance to their 
controlling behavior as due to a “political agenda.”2

How to Alienate the Public? Disrespect and Censorship

What do some scientific elites truly think of nonscientific peo-
ple? They agree with “Voltaire [who] observed, ‘Common sense is 
not so common.’”2 Thus, they think ordinary people are easily duped 
by “certain pundits and politicians” pushing “pseudoscience” who 
dismiss “mainstream science and medicine.” It’s inconceivable to 
these elites that the ideas or views contrary to theirs that, they admit, 
are “currently succeeding in the marketplace of ideas” could be due 
to the scientific merit of those views. Rather, to elites it “demonstrates 
the human proclivity to reject the scientific method in favor of un-
established, or even disreputable, goods and services.”2 The take-
home message here is that scientific elites don’t respect the reasoning 

abilities of ordinary people.
Yet, no evidence was offered in “How to Confront Anti-Science 

Sentiment” confirming that a “human proclivity” toward self- 
befuddlement even exists. Given that this proclivity is central to the 
beliefs of scientific elites about nonscientific people, one would expect 
them to offer some verification. A problem can be identified here. Sci-
entific elites may substitute their unsubstantiated stories for scientific 
evidence to support their claims. Then, based solely on their scientific 
authority, they expect—but during the pandemic demanded—non-
scientists to accept their claims and obey their mandates.

But when people ask for scientific evidence, they like to get sci-
entific evidence. Perhaps, substituting stories for evidence could ex-
plain the increase in people who have “not too much or no confidence 
at all” in these biological scientists.

How else has the behavior of biological scientists demonstrated 
their lack of respect for the public that, in turn, might have prompted 
the public’s diminishing respect for them during the pandemic? There 
was also the incongruity that those who claimed to “speak for science” 
were dictating different—and sometimes contradictory—weekly 
mandates. Then there was their incessant virtue-signaling in public 
about “following protocols” but hypocritically not doing so in private.

Drawing from their playbook against creationists, “How to 
Confront Anti-Science Sentiment” also sought to marginalize dis-
senting scientists by characterizing them as “anti-science.” The intent 
is to suppress alternate voices by hurting their credibility so others will 
disregard their message.

The name-calling doesn’t end there. Another epithet depicts 
others with differing positions as deniers of, presumably, the truth. 
Additionally, the research of qualified scientists who oppose the “con-
sensus” is derisively called pseudoscience, disinformation, or propa-
ganda. Again, the intent is to suppress their message. Yet, ordinary 
people may view with suspicion the censorship of conflicting views, 
whether it’s done by government, news organizations, or on social 
media.

Do Scientific Elites Act for Their Benefit or Yours?

The trick for scientific elites is to maintain access to public funds 
while distrusting those who supply them. In a clunky attempt to say 
that unscientific people lack judgment but not fault them for it, “How 
to Confront Anti-Science Sentiment” makes an excuse that’s really a 
condescending insult.

Many people have not had the privilege of learning how to criti-
cally evaluate this plethora of conflicting information. Rather 
than blaming the victim for being lured away by a siren’s song, 
we should learn to sing a more appealing tune.2

The gist of their message is “if you were smart, you’d agree with 
us, but no worries; it’s society’s fault that you’re dumb.” But it seems 
that non-elites are, in fact, quite capable of discerning what’s happen-

 The COVID-19 pandemic has shed light on the fact that scien-
tists can be biased and elitist.

 Creationists have long cautioned that scientific elites act in an 
authoritarian and manipulative manner to suppress dissent-
ing views.

 The pandemic has led more people to mistrust scientists, 
providing creationists with an educational opportunity.

 Creationists must keep warning people against trusting what 
scientific elites claim about evolution and origins.

a r t i c l e  h i g h l i g h t s
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ing behind the curtain…they just don’t like it.
A recent historical essay, “Why the School Wars Still Rage” by 

Jill Lepore, recounts the referenced 130-year battle from the perspec-
tive of scientific and educational elites who felt duty-bound to take 
on parents “over who gets to tell our origin stories.”3 Quoting original 
sources, she detailed a long saga of the elites’ distrust of ordinary par-
ents, saying:

The magazine Parents began publishing in 1926. “Devoted but 
unenlightened parenthood is a dangerous factor in the lives of 
children,” its editor said, maintaining that parents weren’t to be 
trusted to know how to raise children: they had to be taught, by 
experts.3

Lepore accepts that “experts seek the power of the state” to gain 
control over parents. Citing another educational elite, she revealed the 
remarkably long campaign for state control: “‘Each year the child is 
coming to belong more and more to the state, and less and less to the 
parent,’ the Stanford professor of education Ellwood Cubberley wrote 
approvingly in 1909.”3

To sum up, two related behaviors should be noted that likely 
diminish public confidence. First, people might not like being con-
stantly admonished to “listen to the experts.” Many interpret this as 
“shut up and obey.” Second, biological scientists’ relentless efforts to 
control people’s access to information, present one side of a story, and 
cancel dissenters—along with their near-hysterical reactions if any 
contrary information escapes to reach the public’s ears—don’t come 
across as protective measures but rather as a lot like indoctrination.

So, why do biological scientists engage in these two behaviors? 
They’re both manifestations of authoritarian control. The steady 
drumbeat that experts reason things out better than others ever could 
tends to gradually lull the public into willingly accepting a misleading 
depiction of their own competence. This leads to blissful compliance. 
Similarly, controlling the public’s access to information is necessary 
precisely because most people really do know how to critically evalu-
ate both sides of an argument. Limited information leads to a guaran-
teed outcome.

The COVID-19 pandemic didn’t create scientists who abuse the 
esteem that comes with the science profession in order to suppress 
nonconforming scientists and scientific findings; the pandemic mere-
ly exposed them. We may now be better informed to reconsider the 
role “the experts”—with their very human weaknesses and subjective 
emotions—should play in developing public policy.

A Rare Chance to Expose Darwin’s Scientific Elites

We should appreciate that curtain-lifting seldom happens. This 
rare moment of scientific candor affords an opportunity for creation-
ists. People may be open to contemplate the ways coercive tactics hurt 
science. We have an opportunity to teach them that evolutionary bi-
ologists pioneered and refined the thought-constraining tactics that 
have been employed to indoctrinate a trusting public.

How have they done this? By claiming that it’s inconceivable 
to practice biology in any other way. Evolutionary biologists used in-
tradepartmental strong-arm tactics to take control of how biologists 
must think about biology and must interpret biological phenomena.

We mustn’t let history obscure our observations. During the 
pandemic we’ve witnessed members of the biological profession rush-
ing to conform their advice to politically driven agendas, suppressing 
and persecuting dissenters, and, for many, clearly demonstrating they 
aren’t quite the experts they’d led people to believe.

When we refresh people’s memories, perhaps they’ll be less in-
clined to regard the questions “Why do so many biologists believe in 
evolution? Can they all be wrong?” as evidence for evolution. They 
might be more willing to supply their own skeptical answers. It also 
makes it easier to show the ability of “consensus science”4—especially 
when abetted by sympathetic news organizations and powerful gov-
ernmental institutions—to effectively suppress minority views like 
those of creation scientists.

Conclusion

Creationists must continue to warn against trusting what sci-
entific elites pronounce about Darwinian evolution. Evolutionists 
strive relentlessly to get people to believe one absurd story after an-
other. These stories are rooted mostly in imagination and inference, 
not in science. People’s beliefs about origins matter in terms of their 
behavior.

Many scientists embrace a worldview with a long history of mis-
ery and death—Darwin’s death-driven selectionism, i.e., “survival of 
the fittest.” The pandemic further highlighted the fact that the scien-
tific elites’ oppressive behavior has never been benign and is rapidly 
progressing to outright totalitarian control. Our practice of science 
should be the exact opposite.

The Lord Jesus loves scientists and nonscientists alike, and as 
creationists we should too. Respect for others is a way to show this 
love and that we trust their reasoning abilities enough to give them 
both sides of the story.

Let’s lift the curtain all the way. Reject paternalistic control of 
information. Avoid substituting unsubstantiated stories for scientific 
evidence. Champion freedom of speech. And in humility speak the 
truth in love.
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R
ecently, a colleague alerted me to some 
unusual fossil discoveries on Iceland 
that are best explained by ICR’s Flood 
model.1,2 The fossils of interest are 

plants, specifically lignite,3 trapped between 
lava layers. It’s the plants’ source that’s the real 
mystery. How did these plants arrive on an 
island in the middle of the Atlantic Ocean?

Lignite layers have been found within 
six different sedimentary units 
along Iceland’s coast, mostly 
on the northern and western 
flanks.1,2 Some of these lay-
ers contain leaf fossils, stems, 
and pollen. About 40 species 
of flowering plants, seven co-
nifers, and four ferns and fern 
allies have been identified in 
the lignite beds.2 Many of these 
same plant fossils are found on 
North America and Europe at 
the same geological level.

Conventional scientists 
believe that the plants that 
make up lignite beds grew in 
the same place they were buried. In this case, 
the plants were sealed off and preserved by 
lava flows. But, plants cannot materialize on 
this island. Their presence requires a migra-
tion path from either North America or Eu-
rope or both. Although most of the species 
identified could have been dispersed to Ice-
land via wind, insects, or birds, some of the 
species are more problematic.

The authors of one of the studies clear-
ly recognized this issue.

At least Fagus [beech] and Aesculus 
[buckeye and horse chestnut] have no 
potential for long distance dispersal 
and taxa such as Ulmus [elm], Fraxinus 
[ash], and Tilia [basswood] have a very 
restricted dispersal radius. Only Betula-
ceae [birch] and Rhododendron would 
have had the possibility to reach the is-
land crossing extensive water masses.1

Iceland is thought to have resulted 
from an anomalously high outpouring of 

lava called a mantle plume.4 It formed in the 
middle of the Atlantic Ocean. According to 
ICR’s research, Iceland’s volcanism began 
late in the receding phase of the Flood dur-
ing the deposition of Miocene (Upper Ce-
nozoic) units. At this time, there was already 
a sizable ocean separating Iceland from the 
continents of Europe and North America.

Uniformitarian scientists have resort-
ed to claims of “stepping stone” islands to 
explain the presence of these diverse plant 
species, a situation in which the plants es-
sentially “island hopped.”1,2 But, there is little 
evidence that the necessary closely spaced is-
lands ever existed. Today, there are no sunk-
en volcanoes between Europe and North 
America to provide an island pathway for 
these plants.

Secondly, there is no indication that 
the plants ever actually grew on Iceland. 
The thin sediments and lignite beds trapped 
between the lava flows show no evidence of 

rooting or erosion between layers. What is 
observed are extensive, flat-lying lava layers, 
one on top of the other, with no large time 
gaps in between.5

Is there a better explanation? ICR’s 
Flood model suggests these plants were 
ripped off the land surface as the flood-
waters rose over the pre-Flood continents. 

Many flowering plants lived at higher eleva-
tions and were the last to be 
inundated and stripped away.6 
These plants were also mixed 
with ferns and other lower-
elevation vegetation.

Catastrophic tsunami-
like waves during the Flood’s 
recession likely washed some 
of this floating plant debris mat 
onto the edges of Iceland as it 
emerged from the sea. Other 
waves washed plant debris out 
to the deep ocean, creating 
coal and lignite far offshore.7 

Subsequent lavas, within days 
or weeks, buried and sealed the plant fossils 
as lignite beds between flows.

No island hopping is necessary to ex-
plain these mysterious plant fossils—just a 
global flood like no other.
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r e s e a r c h
 F o r  t h e  s e r i o u s  s c i e n c e  r e a d e r

Flood Explains Mysterious Iceland Plant Fossils
 Lignite, also known as brown coal, 

is a form of sedimentary rock made 
from plants.

 Lignite is a fossil, and its discov-
ery on Iceland was unexpected 
because the plants that make up 
the lignite had to have come from 
other continents.

 The Flood ripped up vegetation 
and pushed it onto Iceland’s edges.

a r t i c l e  h i g h l i g h t s

T I M  C L A R E Y ,  P h . D .
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Y
ellowstone became the world’s first national park in 1872. Ge-
ologist Ferdinand Hayden led an expedition the year before 
through much of what became the 2.2 million-acre park, and his 
report helped convince the U.S. Congress to set aside the land for 

that purpose. It occupies the northwestern corner of Wyoming and 
spills into Idaho and Montana.

The park is unique for its travertine flows, mud pots, hot 
springs, and canyons. It houses over 10,000 thermal features and over 
half the world’s geysers.1 Its otherworldly landscapes plus raw wildlife 
have been sufficient causes to protect the region for generations. In 
this two-part series, we’ll explore park features that fit well with bibli-
cal history.

Volcanic Beginnings

Yellowstone is one of about 12 supervolcanoes in the world. 
Thick layers of volcanic ejecta from huge eruptions cover most of the 
area and beyond. The middle of the park is a volcanic plateau that lies 
about 7,300 feet above sea level. Yellowstone Lake rests within the pla-
teau, and mountain peaks taller than 11,000 feet surround it.

The central plateau has three overlapping calderas, or collapsed 
volcanoes. Each collapse occurred after a major eruption. The larg-
est eruption occurred first, and the smallest happened last. This trend 
reveals diminishing power over time instead of the steady processes 
that uniformitarians imagine. That scenario fits what we would expect 
as Earth recovered from the tumultuous Flood about 4,500 years ago.2

Geologists noticed a line of older calderas that extends from Yel-
lowstone to Oregon. Conventional scientists consider this trail to have 
formed from a mantle hot spot as Earth’s crust slowly moved across it 
over millions of years.3

However, millions-of-years age assignments rely on an assumed 
evolutionary timeline, not directly on data. The Institute for Creation 
Research has a far better interpretation. Evidence continues to build 
that Earth’s tectonic plates moved much faster during the Flood year.4 
Rapid relative movement of North America over a mantle hot spot 
likely formed the volcanic trail, perhaps within months. Catastrophic 
conditions slowed dramatically after the Flood. Today, we see little 
plate motion or volcanism at Yellowstone.

The magma source at Yellowstone is high in silica (quartz-rich). 
This resulted in especially violent eruptions. In contrast, basalt mag-
mas are lower in silica and flow more gently, like those erupting in 
Hawaii. Silica-rich continental crust likely altered the deep mantle 
magmas that rose to the surface at Yellowstone. This unique magma 

chemistry also helps explain its geysers and hot springs.

Geysers and Hot Springs

Geysers are hot springs that emit jets of hot water and 
steam. They need an active shallow heat source to superheat 
groundwater into steam. Yellowstone provides that with 
magma detected just three miles below the surface.5

They also need a fairly watertight plumbing system.6 
The silica-rich magma provides that too. Silica dissolves in 
circulating hot groundwater. It then drops out of solution 
(precipitates) onto the fracture surfaces and conduits to 
form a hard deposit called sinter. This deposit seals water 
in and makes constrictions that allow geysers to build up 
pressure.6

 A supervolcano formed Yellowstone National Park’s dra-
matic landscape, erupting during the Flood about 4,500 
years ago.

 Volcanic evidence in Yellowstone and nearby demonstrates 
the rapid tectonic plate movements and catastrophic con-
ditions that slowed dramatically after the Flood.

 The magma that heats the park’s geysers is evidence of the 
short time that’s elapsed since the Flood, and microbial life 
flourishes in the hot springs’ steaming waters.

 Yellowstone’s geological formations, unique geysers, and 
microbe-loving hot springs point to the Flood’s effects and 
Christ Jesus’ creative genius.

a r t i c l e  h i g h l i g h t s

The Yellowstone portion of ICR’s 2021 science expedition. Left to 
right: Media Director Michael Hansen, Events Director Joel Kautt, 
and Research Scientists Drs. Tim Clarey and Frank Sherwin at the 
Grand Canyon of the Yellowstone River overlook.

Excelsior Geyser Crater
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Water underground expands as it warms until 
spaces inside the conduits become compressed, like 
a pressure cooker. Steam and fluids rise, and in places 
reach Earth’s surface at nearly 200°F, sometimes jet-
ting into the sky.6 Creation scientists speculate how 
the geysers might illustrate the eruptions through 
great fractures that took place around the planet when 
the fountains of the great deep burst open at the start 
of the Flood (Genesis 7:11).

Old Faithful

Yellowstone’s most popular geyser, Old Faithful, 
may not produce the tallest eruption—although its 
130 feet-plus average is impressive—but, as its name 
implies, it’s one of the most predictable. This regulari-
ty stems from its steady source of underground water.

But Old Faithful does change. Several decades 
ago, it averaged less time between eruptions. Local 
tremors have since lengthened that time.7 Geysers like 
Old Faithful point to the role that water played in the 
formation of Earth and then its reformation during 
the Flood (2 Peter 3:5-6). 

Rainbow Pools

Rainbow-colored hot springs like Grand Pris-
matic Spring may present the most striking of Yel-
lowstone’s natural wonders. Different microbial mats 
form rainbow-like rings when viewed from above. 
Ferdinand Hayden stated in 1871, “Nothing ever con-
ceived by human art could equal the peculiar vivid-
ness and delicacy of color of these remarkable pris-
matic springs.”8

Hot water rising from depth cools as it flows 
from the center of the pools. Heat-loving (thermo-
philic) microbes called Synechoccus use unique bio-
chemistry to pioneer the perimeter of the 370 foot-
diameter Grand Prismatic Spring. They live there at 
about 150°F (65.6°C).9

These cyanobacteria harvest sunlight to obtain 
energy. In the summer, they deploy yellow pigments 
to protect their vital DNA from the sun’s UV rays. Re-
markably, it uses those same pigments to reassign that 
would-be-damaging light energy toward its green 
pigments (chlorophylls) for photosynthesis.

Outside the pool’s yellow ring grows a mixture 
of microbes that together look orange. An even wid-
er red ring lies outside of that. The wider variety of 
microbes here also use their pigments for protection 
and light harvesting, but each variation harvests a dif-

p a r k  s e r i e s

Old Faithful
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ferent part of the light spectrum available for photosynthesis. As the 
microbes share the light, they convert and store its energy into sugars.

These marvelous microbes form strings, filaments, and mats as 
they trade resources. Surface dwellers give their sugars to microbes 
beneath them and receive other nutrients in return. None of this 
works without precision microengineering, for which an actual engi-
neer like the Lord Jesus deserves full credit.

Mammoth Hot Springs

Hot springs can bring up dissolved lime, sulfur, and even mud. 
North of Yellowstone’s main caldera, Mammoth Hot Springs conveys 
two tons of dissolved lime from depth per day.5

The water here likely gets its heat not from magma like the 
geysers but from Earth’s thermal gradient (increasing temperature 
with depth) far beneath the surface. The complex at Mammoth Hot 
Springs covers nearly a square mile and deposits more lime than any 
other spring in the world.6

As the water cools at the surface, lime precipitates to form trav-
ertine, a form of limestone, in a complex of terraces. Travertine de-
posits can grow fast under the right conditions. Extrapolating today’s 
deposition rate into the past shows that this hot spring complex has 
been active for only thousands of years.

Conclusion

Yellowstone is a beautiful and awe-inspiring reminder of the 
global Flood. Calderas and thousands of feet of volcanic rock bear 
witness to great catastrophes that occurred during the Flood year. The 
magma that powers active geysers has not yet fully cooled, which is 
what would be expected from the relatively short time since the Flood.

Christ Jesus’ creative genius explains the microbes that collabo-
rate to thrive in extremely hot waters. The hot springs display part of 
the Lord’s provision of the hydrologic cycle that moves water around 
our planet. Although the Flood destroyed the world that then was, it 
left behind beauty and wonders that point us to Him.
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Grand Prismatic Spring

Mammoth Hot Springs

Dr. Brian Thomas (left) and editor Truett Billups at Grand Prismatic 
Spring on the ICR 2021 science expedition, on which this article’s 
images were taken
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M
ost people assume that both geological and fossil evidence 
support the story of evolution. Geology textbooks portray 
the formation of canyons, mountains, oil deposits, and other 
features as representing millions of years. And charts and 

diagrams line up fossils that supposedly show seamless transitions 
between life forms that branch from a “simple” initial ancestor to the 
complex diversity we find today.

But what does the evidence actually show? When you look 
closely at the rock record, you’ll see that five rules of global Flood pa-
leontology explain both the fossil evidence and also the overall suc-
cession of global megasequences that were deposited by the Genesis 
Flood. No evidence for deep time is found in the rock column, and 
fossils show the order of burial in the Flood year.

Synopsis of the Global Flood

The ICR Column Project team, led by geologist Dr. Tim Clarey, 
has mapped out the rock record of the global Flood across the world’s 
continents using extensive data from petroleum industry wells, rock 

outcrops, seismic data, and published cross-sections.1 ICR scientists 
have input detailed sedimentary rock data along with megasequence 
boundaries across every region, including the continental shelf. These 
data confirm the reality of a global geologic column created by the ac-
tion of the global Flood. This monumental and unprecedented proj-
ect has shown that the global Flood is represented by the same sedi-
mentary rock-record trends on every continent that’s been evaluated.

Not only does the overall stratigraphic sequence of the Flood 
record correspond globally, but the data also show that the Flood oc-
curred in a series of progressive inundations corresponding to each 
megasequence. These inundations were caused by violent tsunami-
like waves over the yearlong period of the Genesis Flood.1 These pro-
gressive ebb-and-flow events began their sediment and fossil deposi-
tion in the lowest regions of the continental shelf (shallow seafloors 
near land), proceeded to the edges of landmasses (lowland coastal 
regions), and then moved progressively upward onto land until finally 
the entire global landscape was under water.

During this violent global catastrophic process, aided by rapid 
tectonic plate movement, the original pre-Flood mega-continent split 

The  Five Rules  of 
Flood Paleontology

The Five Rules of Global 
Flood Paleontology

1. Sudden appearance: creature 
kinds appear suddenly in the rock 
record with no evidence of evolu-
tionary ancestors.

2. Stasis: fossil creatures look similar 
to living counterparts as well as 
fossil counterparts buried later, 
with no evidence of evolution.

3. Marine mixing: land creatures are 
often found mixed and buried 
together with marine creatures.

4. Burial by ecological zonation: 
as the floodwaters steadily pro-
gressed from the oceans onto 
land, there’s a corresponding rep-
resentation of ecosystem burial.

5. Recent burial around 4,500 years 
ago: soft tissue and biomolecules 
are found in fossils in all Flood strata.
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apart into the global configuration of the various continents we see 
today.1 Then in the latter stage of the Flood, the newly separated con-
tinents experienced continental and mountain range uplift, and the 
floodwaters receded. This final stage of the Flood was characterized 
by vast amounts of water and sediment draining across and pouring 
off the continents. Much of this sediment deposition took place espe-
cially in large basins on land next to mountain ranges and offshore in 
the oceans.

The Importance of Integrating the Fossil Record

Now that an accurate geological model of the global Flood has 
been developed, it’s important to begin integrating the fossil record 
with the stratigraphic data. After all, the thousands of meters of Flood 
sediments across the globe contain vast amounts of fossils buried 
within them as a further testament to the Genesis Flood record. But 
do these vast layers of fossil-laden sediments confirm the story that 
geology has revealed?

Indeed, they do fully corroborate the Flood’s rock record, and 
they also tell us much more about the nature of the Flood’s processes. 
For many years creationists have rightly acknowledged that the fossils 
bear record of the global Flood. In other words, why are trillions of 
dead plants and animals buried all over the earth? Localized catastro-
phes certainly do not provide a satisfying answer.

And even worse for those who ignore the truth of Scripture, 
there’s virtually no evidence of evolution in the fossils. The huge diver-
sity of plants and animals all appear suddenly with no signs of transi-
tional forms (discussed further below). Even the renowned Harvard 
paleontologist Stephen Jay Gould candidly admitted this inconve-
nient but obvious truth.

The extreme rarity of transitional forms in the fossil record per-
sists as the trade secret of paleontology. The evolutionary trees 
that adorn our textbooks have data only at the tips and nodes of 
their branches; the rest is inference, however reasonable, not the 
evidence of fossils.2

Coelacanth, a living fossil

Creationists have also noted that various kinds of creatures not 
only appear suddenly in the rock record but look nearly identical to 
their living representatives after supposed millions of years of time.3-14 
Paleontologists call this lack of evolutionary change “stasis.”

But is sudden appearance and stasis the end of the story when 
it comes to applying the fossil data as proof of a global flood? Clearly, 
it isn’t, and now that an accurate global sedimentation model for the 
Flood has taken shape, we need to add the paleontological data as 
well. This will help answer the questions of why we often find land 
creatures mixed with marine creatures, and why we find distinctive 
types of fossils that correspond to the various strata in the geologic 
column.

Sudden Appearance and Stasis

From the Cambrian rock layers near the bottom of the geologic 
column, where complex life first appears, to the uppermost section of 
Flood sediments in the Cenozoic, we see many types of fossil creatures 
and plants appearing suddenly with no previous evolutionary ances-
tors. In fact, the sudden explosion of marine animals in mind-boggling 
diversity in the Cambrian is one of evolution’s greatest conundrums.3

Not only does this initial explosion negate evolution, many 
Cambrian creatures are still with us today and look highly similar to 
their alleged 400 million-year-old-plus ancestors. Starfish, brittle stars, 
and horseshoe crabs are stellar examples of not only sudden appear-
ance but stasis. This same evolution-negating fossil trend can be ob-
served at every stratigraphic level of the geologic column.3-14

Horseshoe crab

Marine Mixing

The Flood was a marine event with massive successive tsunami- 
like waves generated by tectonic plate motion that progressively 
pushed the ocean’s water up onto land. Thus, we would expect the 
constant mixing of marine life with land creatures in the fossil sedi-
ments. In fact, that’s exactly what we see in the paleontological record 



beginning with the Carboniferous strata, when the floodwaters first 
began inundating land.8

In the Carboniferous, we see huge levels of marine life (fish and 
shellfish) mixed with land plants, insects, and lizards. This same trend 
continues upward in the geologic column at every level.9-14 For ex-
ample, sharks are found buried with dinosaurs in the Cretaceous, and 
squirrels, bats, and other mammals are found buried with rays and 
herring in the Lower Cenozoic.

Fossil bat from Green River Formation, Wyoming

Burial by Ecological Zonation

The progressive global cataclysm initially buried marine life, as 
found in the earliest Flood layers known as the Cambrian, Ordovi-
cian, Silurian, Devonian, and Lower Carboniferous systems, which 
correspond to the Sauk, Tippecanoe, and Kaskaskia Megasequences. 
As the floodwaters began inundating and destroying land, they buried 
tropical coastal ecosystems, which included a variety of insects, lizard-
like creatures, and immense amounts of lush coastal vegetation that 
formed the first massive coal seams in the geologic column. This first 
cataclysmic pulse onto land is represented by the Late Carboniferous 
or first part of the Absaroka Megaseqeunce.

Then as the floodwaters continued, we see the progressive burial 
of other inland ecosystems in successively higher and more temper-
ate environments until the high-water mark of the Flood was reached 
near the end of the Cretaceous system (Zuni Megasequence). The 

final burial phase of inland plants and animals culminated with the 
massive Flood runoff that occurred as the mountains and continents 
were uplifted at the end of the Flood, creating most of the Cenozoic 
layers and massive basin deposits (Tejas Megasequence).

Recent Burial 4,500 Years Ago

Another key aspect of the entire sedimentary rock record is the 
overwhelming evidence that it was laid down recently, about 4,500 
years ago in the yearlong global Flood. This biblical date for the Flood, 
determined by genealogies and chronologies, fits perfectly with the 
rock record evidence. The recent date is proven by the fact that every 
layer of the sedimentary rock record from the Cambrian to the Plio-
cene (Late Cenozoic) contains fossils with soft tissue and/or sensitive 
biomolecules that shouldn’t be present if they are millions of years old 
as claimed by evolutionists.3-14

Conclusion

In summary, the five rules of global Flood paleontology explain 
the fossil evidence of the rock record and also fit closely with the over-
all succession of global megasequence deposition by the Flood. These 
rules are 1) Sudden appearance: creature kinds appear suddenly in the 
rock record with no evidence of evolutionary ancestors; 2) Stasis: fos-
sil creatures look similar to living counterparts as well as fossil coun-
terparts buried later, with no evidence of evolution; 3) Marine mix-
ing: land creatures are often found mixed and buried together with 
marine creatures; 4) Burial by ecological zonation: as the floodwaters 
steadily progressed from the oceans onto land, there’s a correspond-
ing representation of ecosystem burial; and 5) Recent burial around 
4,500 years ago: soft tissue and biomolecules are found in fossils in all 
Flood strata.

The Genesis record is accurate.
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b a c k  t o  g e n e s i s

B
acteria are tiny single-cell organisms 
that show a huge range of metabolic 
and genetic variation, and also exist 
in a wide array of shapes and sizes. 

Bacteria, which are classed among the life 
forms called prokaryotes, are a part of the 
three domains of taxonomy, the other two 
being Eukarya (organisms with nuclei) and 
Archaea (the second group of prokaryotes). 
Like bacteria, archaea have no nuclei, but 
they don’t cause disease and have very dif-
ferent cell walls.

Some people call bacteria “simple,” 
but this is incorrect.1 All bacteria have very 
complex cellular systems, and some are even 
photosynthetic.2 In fact, many bacteria are 
symbionts (interreacting with plants and 
animals) and are essential to life on Earth.

In early 2022, a huge bacterium was 
discovered that measured at just over three-
quarters of an inch long (about 2 centime-
ters). It looks like a thin string and resides 
among mangroves in the Caribbean. Re-
searchers named it Thiomargarita magnifica.3

There is nothing simple about this 
bacterium. Scientists “found the genome 
[the total genetic material within the cell] 
was huge, with 11 million bases harboring 
some 11,000 clearly distinguishable genes. 
Typically, bacterial genomes average about 4 
million bases and about 3900 genes.”3

Some evolutionists have suggested 
that T. magnifica might be an evolutionary 
link between bacteria (prokaryotes) and 
cells that have a membrane-bound nucleus 

(eukaryotes). People, fungi, plants, and ani-
mals are all made up of eukaryotic cells.

T. magnifica is suggested as a miss-
ing link because this huge bacterium’s DNA 
is enclosed inside a membranous pouch, 
just as eukaryotic cells have a very com-
plex membrane-bound nucleus containing 
DNA. However, there are other ways to view 
this structure without invoking evolution. 
For example, having the cell’s genetic mate-
rial concentrated within a small area makes 
sense from a creation/design standpoint. In-
deed, according to a Science article:

Protein production factories called ri-
bosomes were inside the DNA-filled 

sac as well, likely making the translation 
of a gene’s code into a protein more effi-
cient. “Separating genetic material from 
everything else allows more sophisti-
cated control and greater complexity,” 
says Chris Greening, a microbiologist at 
Monash University, Clayton.3

In addition, T. magnifica has a large 
water-filled pouch that takes up over 70% 
of the cell’s volume. It pushes the cell’s con-
tents against its outer wall. “The bacteria’s es-
sential molecules can still diffuse in and out 
because ‘only [along the edge] is the cell liv-
ing,’ says [Verena] Carvalho, [a University of 
Massachusetts microbiologist] who worked 
on this group of bacteria.”3 This is a critical 
design feature that evidently maintains the 
metabolic activities of the bacterium and has 
nothing to do with random evolution.

Creationists view this unique bacte-
rium just as we do Tiktaalik, an extinct lobe-
finned fish that was a former missing link 
candidate.4 Instead of representing a transi-
tion between fins and legs, Tiktaalik’s fea-
tures would have worked well in the marshy 
interface between open water and land in 
the pre-Flood world, making it well-suited 
to this transitional zone.

The same might be said on a smaller 
scale for Thiomargarita magnifica. Instead 
of being a “microbe [that] blurs the line be-
tween prokaryotes and eukaryotes,”3 it was 
specifically designed by the Creator to pro-
liferate in a unique ecological niche among 
the tropical mangroves.
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F R A N K  S H E R W I N ,  D . S c .  ( H o n . )

The recently discovered Thiomargarita magnifica bacterium is three-quarters of an inch long. Its 
single-cell filaments are visible next to a dime.  
Image credit: Copyright © 2022 American Association for the Advancement of Science. Used in accordance with federal copyright (fair use doctrine) law. 
Usage by ICR does not imply endorsement of copyright holder.

 A recently discovered bacterium, 
Thiomargarita magnifica, has 11 
million bases in its genome—over 
twice that of normal bacteria.

 Due to its unique DNA pouch, some 
evolutionists think this organism 
might be a missing link between 
prokaryotes and eukaryotes.

 But Thiomargarita magnifica is 
simply another intricate life form 
designed by the Creator Jesus 
Christ to thrive on Earth.

a r t i c l e  h i g h l i g h t s

Big Bacterium–
a Missing Link?

b a c k  t o  g e n e s i s
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E
volution is broadly and almost un-
equivocally accepted as fact. Creation-
ists who try to present the evidence 
contradicting it are often met with 

“How can you go against proven science?” 
But is evolution really based on science?

How Does Science Work?

The scientific method is an investiga-
tive process based on stringent observations 
and testing. It starts with a speculation based 
on logic. This scientific hypothesis is a pre-
diction, essentially an educated guess about 
how observations of nature might work to-
gether or what causes them to happen. As 
such, a hypothesis is a limited explanation of 
a phenomenon.

A scientific theory is a demonstrable 
step beyond a hypothesis. It’s a logical ex-
planation of an aspect of nature based on 
confirmed observations. In other words, 
the initial hypothesis’ prediction has been 
tested and substantiated to a high degree 
of scientific confidence. An explanation of 
a phenomenon is categorized as a theory 
only if the data merit the classification. A 
theory must therefore have substantial ex-
planatory power.

Only after a series of observational 
testing from many different angles does a 
theory become scientific law. The key to this 
process is testability. A hypothesis must be 
readily testable to move beyond a hypoth-
esis, and a theory must be exhaustively test-
able to be called a law. Scientific precision 
results from a prediction that’s successfully 
gone through the rigors of the scientific pro-
cess and has a demonstrable conclusion.

Evolution’s Invisible Hand

How does evolution measure up to the 
scientific method? At first glance, Darwin’s “I 
think” drawing of the first rudimentary evo-
lutionary tree appears to be a hypothesis. He 
observed that species vary widely per envi-
ronment. The Galapagos Islands are a show-
case for dramatic speciation, and Darwin 
used his observations there as a springboard 
for his idea that creatures somehow evolve.

But Darwin never observed one crea-
ture evolving into another creature kind—
his imagination was the source of his idea. 
Even today, the examples evolutionists offer 
as demonstrations of evolution are all low-
confidence science.1 Darwin conjectured 
about the forces that might drive creatures 
to change and invented a mystical concept 
called natural selection from outside his ob-
servations.

Darwin never saw nature selecting; he 
observed speciation, a step in the process of 
how creatures adapt to changing environ-
ments. His concept of natural selection isn’t 
built on objective empirical evidence; it’s a 
subjective framework for interpreting ob-
servations.

Here’s the point: Nature can’t select—it 
has no such ability. When Darwin offered 
natural selection as a means by which crea-

tures change, he invented an unseen intel-
ligent agent—an invisible, undetectable 
power—that supposedly exerts remarkable 
creative power. Darwin thus conjured an 
“invisible hand” that propels living organ-
isms to somehow change in just the right 
ways to become more fit for survival.

But nature has no volition, mind, will, 
or consciousness. Instead, it’s the creature’s 
own innate abilities that lead to its adapta-
tion. The creature possesses the potential 
responses to change for its programmed 
systems to select; nature does not. Nature 
is a set of vibrant, complex, ever-changing 
conditions—and that makes the creatures’ 
continuous reading of and appropriate adap-
tations to nature’s changing conditions all the 
more remarkable.2

In contrast, Darwin’s natural selec-
tion is a fictional account of living processes 
driven by imagination, not observation. As 
such, it’s a construct, an abstract idea largely 
dependent on the subject’s mind. By defini-
tion, a construct isn’t real and has no true 
explanatory power, although it’s undemon-
strated speculations can be misused as an 
explanatory cause.

Science must be data-driven, not 
imaginary construct-driven. Darwin’s “in-
visible hand” of natural selection has no ba-
sis in reality and doesn’t measure up to the 
dictates of science.

The invisible hand in nature is the cre-
ative hand of our Creator, Christ Jesus. He 
designed creatures to respond to their envi-
ronments in just the right way from the be-
ginning: “By Him all things were created that 
are in heaven and that are on earth.”3
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Speculat ion, Invent ion, and the Invisible Hand
M I C H A E L  S T A M P

 The scientific method begins with 
a question about an observation. 
A proposed answer is a hypothe-
sis—a prediction.

 Successful testing of the hypoth-
esis leads to a theory, and success-
ful testing of the theory over time 
leads to a scientific law.

 A scientific construct is an inven-
tion, an undemonstrated hypoth-
esis used to explain something—
such as evolution’s foundational 
construct called natural selection.

 Evolution is unscientific because 
it’s based on an invention rather 
than a scientific conclusion.

a r t i c l e  h i g h l i g h t s



The Institute for Creation Research’s School of Bib-
lical Apologetics (SOBA) was launched over 12 
years ago. ICR’s SOBA programs provide biblical 
creation-based apologetics for seeking, finding, 

and sharing God’s truth. SOBA teaches biblical education 
and apologetics, blending over 50 years of biblical creation-
affirming research, education, and outreach.

SOBA programs prioritize the Lord Jesus Christ as 
the preeminent Creator God, who is worthy of our worship, 
with educational programs emphasizing commitment to 
God’s truth for personal and ministry applications. SOBA’s 
Bible-honoring faculty is committed to ICR’s core tenets re-
garding the creation account, Adam’s original sin in Eden, 
the global Flood, the Genesis dominion mandate, the Great 
Commission, and debunking “science falsely so called”  
(1 Timothy 6:20, KJV).

As its name suggests, SOBA promotes biblical apol-
ogetics, a phrase chosen to emphasize the real source of 
authoritatively relevant and knowable truth—the Holy 
Scriptures.

What: SOBA programs include the in-depth Creationist 
Worldview certificate program; Origins Mat-
ters Short Course certificates; undergraduate 
and graduate degree programs (e.g., Bachelor of 
Christian Education, Master of Christian Educa-
tion); ACSI-credentialed Back to Genesis series 
lectures for CEU credits; and occasional off- 
campus educational programs (e.g., seminary lec-
ture series, pastors’ conference messages, home-
school events, school chapel messages, etc.).

When: SOBA is asynchronous, so its online programs 
are usable 24/7. Whether you learn best at mid-
night or in the middle of the day, this online learn-
ing program will fit your busy lifestyle.

Who: The SOBA faculty includes credentialed ICR per-
sonnel, plus subject-specific adjunct faculty.

Why: SOBA’s purpose is found in Revelation 4:11: “You 
are worthy, O Lord, to receive glory and honor 
and power; for You created all things, and by Your 
will they exist and were created.”

How: SOBA’s practice is found in Ezra 7:10: “For Ezra 
had prepared his heart to seek the Law of the 
Lord, and to do it, and to teach statutes and ordi-
nances in Israel.”

Where: Visit ICR.edu to register or for additional in-
formation.

ICR’s School of Biblical Apologetics
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Deputy Chief Academic Officer Dr. Jeffrey Tomkins receives his M.C.Ed. diploma 
from Chief Academic Officer Dr. James J. S. Johnson

Left to right: Deputy Chief Academic Officer and faculty member Dr. Jeffrey P. 
Tomkins, Chief Academic Officer and faculty member Dr. James J. S. Johnson, 
and Registrar and Academic Coordinator Mrs. Mary Smith

ICR SOBA reunion dinner on February 19, 2022

ICR SOBA reunion dinner



W
hy are evolutionists surprised to 
learn that birds are intelligent, care-
ful, and very caring? Birds com-
municate among themselves, 

use tools, and often demonstrate 
altruism (unselfishly caring for 
others)—sometimes risking their 
own welfare to care for a neigh-
bor in need.1 Yet, if evolutionists 
would take Scripture seriously, 
especially Genesis, they would not 
be surprised, because Christ bio-
engineered bird kinds with built-
in traits designed to fit them for 
population success.1

Accordingly, these 
evolutionists err because 
they have the wrong bio-
logical theory of bird be-
haviors. They fail to recog-
nize God’s Genesis mandate-
purposed designs (including 
continuous environmental 
tracking systems)2 that pre-
dispose bird populations toward successful 
“filling” of various post-Flood environments 
(Genesis 9:1-7).

Consider, for example, how caring 
birds—such the African savannah thrush 
called the southern pied babbler (Turdoides 
bicolor)—altruistically serve as risk-taking 
sentinels, willingly endangering themselves 
to protect their friends and families.

We found that [Turdoides bicolor] sen-
tinel behaviour was costly because (a) 
sentinels were targeted by predators 
more often, (b) they were further [sic] 
from cover than foragers, and (c) they 
took longer to reach the safety of cover 
following a predator alarm.…These re-
sults suggest that individuals do not be-
come sentinels because it is safer. This is 
the first study to demonstrate that senti-
nels are at greater risk of predator attack 
than foraging group members.3

Likewise, consider how some cor-
vids—such as America’s scrub jay, Eurasia’s 
Siberian jay, and the Australian magpie—
rescue other birds from predators or from 
“ankle bracelet”-like GPS monitors.

Here, we describe one such study trial-
ling [i.e., trial-experimenting] a novel 
harness design for GPS tracking devices 
on Australian Magpies  Gymnorhina 
tibicen. Despite previous testing dem-
onstrating the strength and durability 
of the harness, devices were removed 
within minutes to hours of initial fit-
ting. Notably, removal was observed to 
involve one bird snapping another bird’s 
harness at the only weak point, such 
that the tracker was released.4

Humans deem themselves higher 
than animals, but how are we higher? Some 

animals are bigger, faster, hear better, smell 
better, reproduce better, swim better, live 

longer, communicate farther, ascend 
higher, descend lower, etc.5 So, a quan-

titative comparison using “more is 
better” assumptions cannot explain 
why mankind is higher in created 
value and glory than the animal 
kingdom.

Yet, as creatures go, mankind 
is qualitatively higher than other life 

forms, such as birds.6 Specifically, 
the greatest qualitative difference is 

that humans—male and female (start-
ing with Adam and Eve)—are God’s fa-

vorites, uniquely created in God’s own image.6

Thankfully, as God’s most-favored 
creatures, we humans can 
individually receive personal 
redemption and eternal life 
(John 3:16), with everlasting 
gratefulness unto Christ our 
Creator-Redeemer.
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Altruistic Birds
Embarrass Evolutionists

 Some birds act as sentinels to 
guard other birds—a dangerous 
activity, the opposite of self-serving 
survival-of-the-fittest behavior.

 Other birds help each other in 
similar ways, something that evo-
lutionists can’t explain.

 Men and women are higher crea-
tures than animals, not because 
we have better abilities but be-
cause we’re made in God’s image.

a r t i c l e  h i g h l i g h t s



M
any people relate stewardship to 
managing money. When they 
consider their resources, money 
comes to mind, along with vehi-

cles, homes, investments, clothes, and so on. 
But how often do we include people when 
we think about stewardship?

The Greek word for stewardship in 
the New Testament is oikonomos, which 
is translated “household manager.” In the 
Christian context, it involves being respon-
sible for managing the resources the Lord 
has entrusted to us. A steward is accountable 
to the “master” or owner of the resources. 
The master has entrusted the steward with 
something of value, and his desire is that 
these resources are managed, or stewarded, 
appropriately and effectively.

In Job 41:11, the Lord says, “Every-
thing under heaven is Mine.” Colossians 
1:16 states, “All things were created through 
Him and for Him.” This definitely includes 
people. God says in Genesis 1:26, “Let Us 
make man in Our image,” and David pro-
claims in Psalm 139:13, “For You formed 
my inward parts; You covered me in my 
mother’s womb.” God affirms in Jeremiah 
1:5 that “before I formed you in the womb I 
knew you.” Clearly the Lord has an intimate, 
vested interest in people. So much so that He 
took on flesh and came to pay the penalty for 
our sins and restore us to a right relationship 

with Him. Jesus loves people!
The Bible is about relationships. Lov-

ing the Lord Jesus Christ and being in a right 
relationship with Him are of paramount 
importance, and next to that is loving those 
around you (Matthew 22:36-40). When we 
show love for one another, it honors the Lord 
Jesus. We love others because He loves them 
and He loves us. As stewards of the many 
things God has entrusted to us, we should 
purposefully consider the people He has 
placed in our lives.

For a moment, reflect on the people in 
your life and know that there will be a day 
when you’ll give an account to the Lord for 
how you looked after them (2 Corinthians 
5:10). Did you care for them like He would? 
Are they better for having known you, worse, 
or unchanged? Being a good steward of peo-
ple means caring for, encouraging, protect-
ing, and even correcting when necessary.

What are some ways we can care for 
the people around us?

1. “Bear one another’s burdens, and so fulfill 
the law of Christ” (Galatians 6:2). Help 
those around you become stronger in their 
faith. Prioritize the people closest to you 
and then work outward. What a blessing 
it is to assist those under your influence to 
better understand their gifting so they can 
be effective in their work for the Lord.

2. “As each one has received a gift, minister 
it to one another, as good stewards of the 
manifold grace of God” (1 Peter 4:10). 
Use your gifts to minister to the body of 
Christ.

3. “Sanctify the Lord God in your hearts, 
and always be ready to give a defense to 
everyone who asks you a reason for the 
hope that is in you, with meekness and 
fear” (1 Peter 3:15). Equip those around 
you with God’s truth. Along with Acts & 
Facts and our daily devotional Days of 
Praise, ICR provides many resources to 
aide in this endeavor.

4. Finally, pray for them! “Confess your tres-
passes to one another, and pray for one 
another, that you may be healed” (James 
5:16). Prayer is a vital resource in a be-
liever’s life. As part of your regular prayer 
time, pray for the Holy Spirit to work in 
the people and relationships in your life.

As a Christ follower and steward of the 
King, look at others as fellow servants and 
stewards of the resources He’s entrusted to 
us so that together we can fulfill God’s pur-
poses. And if anything seems too difficult, 
we can always ask Him for help (James 1:5).

Remember, the stewardship of some-
one begins the moment they enter your life 
and only ends when the Lord decides. Con-
sider how ICR can help you 
steward the people in your 
life.

Mr. Kinman is Director of the Institute 
for Creation Research’s Discovery Cen-
ter for Science & Earth History.
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P r aye r f u l l y  C o n s i d e r 
S u p p o r t i n g 

Visit ICR.org/donate and explore how you can support the vital work of ICR ministries. Or contact us at stewardship@ICR.org or 800.337.0375 for personal assistance.

Online Donations Stocks and Securities IRA Gifts Matching Gift Programs CFC
(Federal/Military Workers)

Gift Planning
• Charitable Gift Annuities  
• Wills and Trusts

C H R I S  K I N M A N

ICR is a recognized 501(c)(3) nonprofit ministry, and all gifts are tax-deductible to the fullest extent allowed by law.

 Stewardship is most often associ-
ated with money and time.

 People are also a precious resource, 
and we’re stewards of those whom 
Jesus has placed in our lives.

 Everyone has the opportunity to 
support, mentor, and love people.

a r t i c l e  h i g h l i g h t s

Caring for the People 
in Your Life
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Thanks for the excellent continued up-
date [“Finding Biblical Clues to Design”] 
in the January/February 2022 Acts & 
Facts on your research focus for biologi-
cal engineered systems. As a professional 
chemical engineer with great interest in 
biology, I have resonated with this theoretical approach from the 
first time Dr. [Randy] Guliuzza introduced it several years ago.

The engineering framework is just as visible in basic chemistry 
and physics as biology. I am one of those strange people fascinated 
by just looking at the periodic table, seeing God’s design and en-
gineering principles screaming from the organization and rela-
tionships in the table.
 — A. T.

In the summer of 2019, I flew to North Dakota to attend the Black 
Hills Creation Conference. Drs. [Tim] Clarey and [Randy] Guliuzza 
were the speakers, and I can’t sing their praises enough. There were 
stunning field trips, and we enjoyed numerous talks. I had been fol-

lowing ICR since around 1983 when I read 
Dr. [Henry] Morris’ The Biblical Basis of 
Modern Science while teaching middle school 
life and earth science in Tampa, Florida. That 
book changed my life and was instrumental 
in leading me to the Lord.

I have Dr. Clarey’s book Carved in Stone, 
and it is beyond brilliant and beautiful. Dr. 

Guliuzza’s talks are always mesmerizing.
 — T. S.

When I read in this month’s magazine that you have a YouTube 
channel and a podcast, I went to check it out.

I watched the two-plus hour January 22, 2022, seminar “In His 
Image” that took place at the [ICR] Discovery Center and was 
truly blessed by the presentations done by the three scientists.

I shared the link with absolutely everyone in my e-mail address 
book, and hopefully some family members and friends will finally 
be ready to have ears to hear and eyes to see. 

 — L.

Good Company

Fifty years ago there were two factors which were responsible for 
my decision to attempt to follow Yeshua. One was C. S. Lewis. The 
other was ICR.
 — Dr. S. K.

I am a retired pediatrician with a special interest in creation and ge-
netics, and so have been a fan of Dr. [Jeffrey] Tomkins for a number 
of years, including his part in the video DNA Battles and his very 
useful research with the human/chimp genomes, etc. However, I 
believe that his one-page article [“The Creation Week: A Systems-
Based Approach”] in the January/February issue of Acts & Facts 
is easily the best brief, concise summary of several of the most 
important issues in the current creation/evolution debate that I 
have read anywhere!
 — A. H.

The mission and works of ICR…bring to mind Revelation 14:6-7. 
“And I saw another angel flying in midheaven, having an eternal 
gospel to preach to those who live on the earth, and to every nation 
and tribe and tongue and people; and he said with a loud voice, 
‘Fear God, and give Him glory, because the hour of His judgment 
has come; worship Him who made the heaven and the earth and 
sea and springs of waters.’”
 — T. D.

The Creation Podcast — Episode 16

As a forensic pathologist and tissue geek 
myself, I really appreciate the work that Dr. 
[Brian] Thomas is doing. His book and thesis 
on Ancient and Fossil Bone Collagen Remnants 
are fascinating and compelling.
 — J. N.

l e t t e r s  t o  t h e  e d i t o r

Have a comment? Email Editor@ICR.org or write to 
Editor, P. O. Box 59029, Dallas, TX 75229.

Unfortunately, ICR is unable to respond to all correspondence or accept 
unsolicited manuscripts, books, email attachments, or other materials.
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Each year, millions of people travel to look down 
into a deep, wide hole in the western United 
States—a beautiful place called Grand Canyon. 
How did this colorful canyon form? The Bible’s 
worldwide Flood gives us a good answer.

Grand Canyon’s rock layers look like stacks of flat, 
colorful pancakes. Each layer shows no signs that 
it was changed by wind and water before the next 
layer formed. That means all of the layers were put 
down quickly, one after the other.

About 4,500 years ago, the global Flood dropped 
thick layers like these all over the world, including at 
Grand Canyon.

Some scientists think the Colorado River slowly 
carved the canyon over millions of years. But the 
river would have had to flow uphill in some places to 
do this. That’s not possible.

ICR geologist Dr. Tim Clarey thinks lots of water from 
the end of Noah’s Flood quickly carved the canyon as 
it drained west off the Colorado Plateau. This idea 
fits both the evidence and the Bible’s timeline.

Creation 
Kids Grand Canyon

Answers: waters, covered

Color the layers of the Grand Canyon following the color code. 2 31 4 6 75
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“And the ________________ prevailed 
exceedingly on the earth, and all the  
high hills under the whole heaven were 
________________.” (Genesis 7:19)
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ICR Discovery 
Center Museum
Guide
$9.99  •  BDCMG

In the beginning God created the 
heavens and the earth.
(Genesis 1:1)

Welcome to the ICR Discovery Center for Science & Earth His-
tory! Discover the truth about biblical creation as you examine the 
scientific and historical evidence of our world.

With vivid images and fascinating facts, this colorful book high-
lights the main exhibits and activities. The more science advances, 
the more evidence we find to support a recently created universe of 
such elaborate design that it points to the goodness, wisdom, and 
power of the Lord Jesus Christ.

This museum guide can be used as a reference, a souvenir, or 
a way to tour the Discovery Center from your own home. It certainly 
can’t replace the in-person experience, but we hope you’ll share it 
with friends and family, and refer to it again and again.

Proverbs
A Verse-by-Verse 
Guide to the Bible’s 
Book of Wisdom

$12.99  •  BPAVBVG

A word fitly spoken is like apples 
of gold in pictures of silver. 
(Proverbs 25:11)

In Proverbs: A Verse-by-Verse Guide to the Bible’s Book of Wis-
dom, Tom Meyer combines research, memorization, and his higher 
education in the land of the Bible to reveal fascinating explana-
tions, insights, and cultural comments on the book of Proverbs.

Tom has an M.A. in the Historical Geography of Israel and an 
M.A. in Middle East Culture and Religion from Jerusalem Univer-
sity College. His unique perspectives on Proverbs seen through 
the lens of Middle Eastern culture, geography, archaeology, and 
customs will enrich your understanding of the Bible’s book of 
wisdom.

Call 800.628.7640 or visit ICR.org/store  |  Please add shipping and handling to all orders. Offer good through June 30, 2022, while quantities last.
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