
Week 3: Examine the dating methods for young ages of the earth (1). Assignment 3: Write a summary of lecture notes.

Evidence for a Young Earth
Part Five of a Five-Part Series on The Age of the Earth.
Randy S. Berg

Don't you think it's a bit odd that there are virtually NO Public debates between evolution-believing scientists and Creation scientists?  And considering the fact that roughly half of all scientists (and 88% of the public) believe in (either) spontaneous or slow Creation this is even more astounding.  
What are evolution-believing scientists and the media so afraid of?  In other words: IF the theory of evolution is anywhere near as sound as they claim, then why not have some publicly televised debates on this issue?  
And why are so few media reporters afraid to give Creation Scientists ANY of their time?   Are they afraid that the facts might upset their "faith" (or lack of it), or that their liberal bosses and co-workers won't approve of what they might Discover: IF they reported on what they found?  And that's a mighty BIG IF.

Introduction:
Contrary to what we've been told over and over by the evolution-believing mass media, the "scientific" establishment, and old-Earth (slow) Creationists (who don't want God to receive too much glory), there are, in fact,  numerous geophysical and astronomical clocks which point to a  young age for the earth, solar system, and universe.  In fact, such young-earth indicators are in the majority.  But  because the scientific establishment and the media are biased in  favor of  evolution, and against the Creator, and because evolution requires an old earth to appear plausible, the public at large is rarely informed of  the mounting evidence that contradicts the old earth dogma of evolution.  
In the pages that follow we discuss 22 clocks, or indicators that the Earth and Universe are young.  Or to say it another way: there is a LOT of scientific evidence that suggests the Earth is perhaps only thousands of years old, and that the 4.5 billion year age that evolution-believing "scientists" have LOUDLY proclaimed -- over and over -- is incorrect.

Time Clocks:
A "clock" is any geophysical or astronomical process that is changing at a constant  rate. Clocks may be used to estimate how long a process has been  going  on for.  All clocks (including  radiometric ones) require the use of  at least  three assumptions. These are:
1. The rate of change has remained constant throughout the past.
2. The original conditions are known.
3. The process has not been altered by outside forces.
In each of these cases it is not possible to prove that the assumptions are true.  For example flooding can greatly alter sedimentation  rates, and with  clocks over 5,000 years old, the original conditions cannot be known with certainty.  Therefore scientists  must  make a guess with regard to what they believe the original conditions might have been.  The shorter the time involved, the more likely that a specific process has been constant, and unaltered by external influences.

The  following clocks point to a young earth, solar system, and universe. Taken together, they suggest that the earth is quite young -- probably less than 10,000 years old.
 

	                                 Clock
	                Age Estimate

	    1.     Receding Moon
	 750 m.y.a. max

	    2.     Oil Pressure
	 5,000 - 10,000 years

	    3.     The Sun
	 1,000,000 years max

	    4.     The Oldest Living Thing
	 4,900 years max

	    5.     Helium in the Atmosphere
	 1,750,000 years max

	    6.     Short Period Comets
	 5,000 - 10,000 years

	    7.     The Earth's Magnetic Field
	 10,000 years max

	    8.     C-14 Dating of Dino Bones
	 10,000 - 50,000 years

	    9A.  Dinosaur Blood and Ancient DNA
	 5,000 - 50,000 years

	    9B.  Unfossilized Dinosaur Bones
	 5,000 - 50,000 years

	    9C.  165 Million Year Old Ligaments
	 5,000 - 50,000 years

	   10.    Axel Heiberg Island
	 5,000 - 10,000 years

	   11.    Carbon-14 in Atmosphere
	 10,000 years max

	   12.    The Dead Sea
	 13,000 years max

	   13.    Niagara Falls
	 5,000 - 8,800 years max

	   14.    Historical Records
	 5,000 years max

	   15.    The San Andreas Fault
	 5,000 - 10,000 years

	   16.    Mitochondrial Eve
	 6,500 years

	   17.    Population Growth
	 10,000 years max

	   18.    Minerals in the Oceans
	 Various (mostly young) Ages

	   19.    Rapid Mountain Uplift
	 Less than 10 million years

	   20.    Carbon 14 from "Old" Sources
	 10,000 to 50,000 years

	   21.    Dark Matter and Spiral Galaxies
	 100 - 500 million years (max)

	   22.    Helium and lead in Zircons
	 6,000 years


1.  Receding Moon:  
The gravitational pull between the Earth and Moon causes the Earth’s oceans to have tides.  The tidal friction  between the Earth’s terrestrial surface and the water moving over it causes energy to be added  to the Moon.  This results in a constant yearly increase in the distance between the Earth and Moon."1  This tidal friction also causes the Earth’s rotation to slow down, but  more importantly,  the energy added to the Moon causes it to recede from  the  Earth.1,2   The rate  of recession was measured at four centimeters per year in 1981; 3  however, according to Physicist Donald DeYoung:  
"One cannot extrapolate the present 4 cm/year separation rate back into history. It has that value today, but was more rapid in the past because of tidal effects.  In fact, the separation rate depends on the distance to the 6th power, a very strong dependence ... the rate ... was perhaps 20 m/year ‘long’ ago, and the average is 1.2 m/year. 1
Because of this, the Moon must be less than 750 million years old -- or 20% of the supposed 4.5 billion-year age of the Earth-Moon system.4
Note: Even though the maximum age obtained from this method is more than 10,000 years, it is nevertheless much younger than the alleged 4.5 billion year age for the Earth-Moon system proposed by evolutionists. Note also that nobody knows how the Moon got to be in its present orbit. All of the proposed theories as to where it came from have serious problems.  It is a complete mystery — unless it was designed that way from the beginning.
See also: What does the Moon have to say about all this -- Creation going on...? 

2.  Oil Pressure:  
When  oil  wells are  drilled, the oil is almost always found to be under great pressure. This presents a  problem for those who claim "millions of years" for the age of oil, simply because rocks are porous.  For as time goes by, the oil should seep into tiny pores in the surrounding rock, and, over time, reduce the pressure.  However, for some reason it doesn't.  Perhaps because our oil deposits were created as a result of Noah's Flood only about 4600 years ago?  Some scientists say that after about 10,000 years little pressure should be left. 5,6,7,8  Here's More.

3.  The Sun:  
Measurements of the sun's diameter over the past several hundred years indicate that it is shrinking at the rate of five feet per hour. Assuming that this rate has been constant in the past we can conclude that the earth would have been so hot only one  million  years ago that no life could have survived.  And only 11,200,000 years ago the sun would have physically touched the earth. 9,10,11,12   Also, if the sun were indeed billions of years old,  then it seems a bit odd for its magnetic field to have doubled in the past 100 years, but this is what the evidence suggests.  See also: Global Warming - Is the Sun to Blame?,  The Young Faint Sun Paradox, and  Speedy Star changes Baffle Long-Agers  

4.  The Oldest Living Thing:  
The oldest living thing on earth is either an Irish Oak or a Bristlecone pine.  If we assume a growth rate of one tree ring per year, then the oldest trees are between 4,500 and 4,767 years old.  The fact that these trees are still alive and growing older means that we don't  yet  know how old they will get before they die.  It also strongly suggests that something  happened  around 4,500 to 4,767 years ago which caused the immediate ancestors of these trees to die off. 13,14,15  Note also that it is possible for trees to produce more than one growth ring per year, which would shorten the above estimated ages of these trees.  Also, with regard to fossil tree rings, the author has been unable to find any documented instances of fossil trees having more than about 1500 rings.  Janelle says 1700.  This is significant since we are told that God (literally) made the Earth, and all that is in it, only about 1800 years before the Noachian Flood described in the Book of Genesis.  See alsoEvidence from Living Things

5. Helium in the Atmosphere:  
Helium is a byproduct of the radioactive decay of uranium-238. As uranium decays, the helium produced escapes from the earth's surface and accumulates in the atmosphere. As time passes, the amount of  helium in the atmosphere increases. Scientists have estimated the amount of  uranium  in  the earth's crustal rocks.  From this they estimate the amount  of  helium that should be produced, and from these they can calculate how much helium is being added to the atmosphere over a given amount of time.  They also know how much helium is currently in the atmosphere.  
If we use the same assumptions that radiometric dating experts make -- i.e.: no initial daughter/byproduct (or helium) in the earth's early atmosphere, a constant decay rate, and that nothing has occurred to add to or take away the helium --  then the earth's  atmosphere is at most 1.76  million years old. 16,17  Other estimates say it is much less: or only 175,000 years. 18    
For a much more detailed discussion see: Helium Evidence for a Young World Remains Crystal Clear, and Helium Evidence for A Young World Overcomes Pressure, by D. Russell Humphreys, Ph.D. 

6. Short Period Comets:  
Short  period comets revolve round  the  sun once every hundred years or less.19  With each revolution they lose 1-2% of their mass.  After several hundred revolutions they disintegrate.  At present there are over 100 short period comets in our solar system, many of  which  have periods of  less than 20 years.20  Since comets are believed to have originated at the same time as the solar system. 21 This, plus the fact that they have not all disintegrated, suggests that either the solar system is young, or that new comets are continuously being added.
Evolutionists  have come up with  theories to explain the existence of comets, and how new ones are being added. One is called the Oort Cloud theory, named after  J. Oort.  This suggests that a hypothetical cloud surrounds the solar system that is said to extend past the orbit of Pluto.21  The other theory is called  the Kuiper belt theory, and it is directed at short period comets, as opposed to to Oort Cloud theory, which is directed at both long and short period ones.  Although some people claim that the Kuiper belt has been discovered, to this author's knowledge that is not the case. Nor has even one hypothetical object (i.e. asteroid of comet material) been observed to transform into a would-be comet.  See reference 20 for more on this.  See also the Astronomy section of the "Young" Age of the Earth and Universe Q&A page.
The existence of short period comets suggests that our solar system is less than  10,000 years old: otherwisethey would have burned out long ago.22
7. The Earth's Magnetic Field:  
The Earth's magnetic field is decaying at the rate of about 5 % every 100 years.  This means  that about 1450 years ago it was twice as strong as it is today, and  2900 years ago it was four times as strong.  Therefore, assuming that the rate of decay has been constant for the recent past, then only 10,000 years ago the earth's magnetic field  would have been 128 times as strong as it is today: so strong that the amount of  heat  produced would have prevented life as we know it from existing on earth. 23,24,25,26   In other words, it seems likely that the Earth's magnetic field is quite young, and suggests that the earth itself is also young.  
The fact that the earth's magnetic field is decaying is well documented.  For example, a recent NOVA Specialon this subject brought this out very clearly.  In fact, at present rates of decay, the earth may not even have a magnetic field 1000 years from now.  And although, the NOVA special strongly suggested that this may simply mean the earth is getting ready for another reversal, such may not be the case, as Dr. Humphreys work suggests.  A brief portion of Dr. Humphreys findings are quoted below.
"Shortly after that I published a review of the evidence for past polarity reversals, reaffirming their reality (Humphreys, 1988).  Then I developed my dynamic-decay theory further, showing that rapid (meters per second) motions of the core fluid would indeed cause rapid reversals of the field’s polarity (Humphreys, 1990). I cited newly discovered evidence for rapid reversals (Coe and Prévot, 1989), evidence in thin lava flows confirming my 1986 prediction.  Since then, even more such evidence has become known (Coe, Prévot, and Camps, 1995).
The reversal mechanism of my theory would dissipate magnetic energy, not sustain it or add to it, so each reversal cycle would have a lower peak than the previous one. In the same paper (Humphreys, 1990, p. 137), I discussed the non-dipole part of the field today, pointing out that the slow (millimeter per second) motions of the fluid today could increase the intensity of some of the non-dipole parts of the field. However, I concluded (that) ... the total energy of the field would still decrease.
Despite these ... answers, skeptics today still use Dalrymple’s old arguments to dismiss geomagnetic evidence. Much of that is probably due to ignorance of our responses, but some skeptics are still relying on the non-dipole part of the field. They hope that an energy gain in the non-dipole part will compensate for the energy lost from the dipole part.
I said, “hope,” because it appears that since 1967, nobody has yet published a calculation of non-dipole energies based on newer and better data. So that is what I will do below. It turns out that the results quash evolutionist hopes and support creationist models." 27Emphasis Added
Another major problem with old-earth beliefs in this regard is the timing of the earth's last reversal.  Old earth believers claim that it took place 780,000 years ago; however, at current rates of decay, only about 10,000  years ago the earth would have been so hot that no life could have survived on its surface.  And even if we assume that in the past the earth's magnetic field decayed much slower than today, we are still only looking at about 20,000 years ago that life could have existed on the earth.  This indicates that old-earth dates for the earth's past magnetic reversals (arrived at using radiometric method) are probably incorrect, and suggests that the assumptions used in old-earth (radiometric) dating were (and are) incorrect.  See also: Radiometric Dating and the Age of the Earth, and Continental Drift and the Age of the Earth and the Links associated with these articles. 

See also: The Mystery of the Earth's Magnetic Field and Magnetic Evidence on the Ocean Floor

8.  Direct Dating of Dragon Bones:  
By evolutionary reasoning, dragon bones only occur in the so-called Cretaceous, Jurassic, or Triassic eras.28 According to the geological time chart such creatures (now called dinosaurs) died out  between 65 and 220 million years ago.  What is  not well known about these eras is that they are based upon the theory of evolution -- which requires extremely long  periods of time. When evolution-biased scientists say that they "know" such things, they not being forthright.  For while they may, in fact, believe such things, if  they were honest they would admit that such "dates" assigned to these eras are  highly questionable.  See Are Dinosaur Bones Millions of Years Old for why dinosaurs probably became extinct in recent times.

 So how can we date dragon bones? 
One piece to the puzzle is the fact that many dinosaur bones are not permineralized or turned into stone. This means they can be directly dated by the Carbon-14 method, the exact same way  a mammoth or  Neanderthal  bone is dated.  This has also been done on numerous occasions by various laboratories  in the United States and Europe, and the dates indicate that dinosaurs were alive from 9,800 -- 50,000 years ago.29,30,31  This author discussed this with Paul LeBlond, Professor of Oceanography at the University of British Columbia.  Dr. LeBlond said that any C14  date over 5,000 years is highly questionable.32  Therefore, despite what  popular  publications may report,33 we can establish that all mammoths,  Neanderthals,  or other bones "dated"  over  5,000 years by the C14 method are likewise  questionable.  If  we accept  any, then we must accept them all: including those that are incompatible with evolution-based "ages" associated with the Geological Time Chart.  

However, the very fact that many thousands of dinosaur/dragon bones contain organic material is a strong indication that these creatures became extinct in  the recent past.  This is discussed in greater detail in the sections below.  See also C-14 Dating.

9A.  Dinosaur Blood  and  "Ancient" DNA:  
Before the existence  of  supposedly "ancient"  organic material  had been well publicized, it was predicted that"no DNA would remain intact much beyond 10,000 years." 34  This prediction was based upon the observed  breakdown of  DNA.  
Not long  after this prediction was made, very old  DNA  started turning up.  For example, at the Clarkia Fossil Beds, in Idaho, a green magnolia leaf was discovered in strata that was said to be 17 million years old.35  Because it was so fresh-looking and even pliable,  scientists decided to see if any DNA was present.  And to  their  surprise  they discovered that there was: and that it  matched the DNA of modern  magnolia trees.
Since then, DNA claims have been made for supposedly older material such as dinosaur bones,36,37 and insects in amber.38  It was said that the reason the magnolia leaf was preserved was  because it was buried in clay; 39however, the 17 million year date is still doubtful.  Likewise,  scientists say that DNA from the insects was  preserved  because they were entombed in amber.
However,  a serious problem arises when we come to the dinosaur bones;  for these were not entombed  in amber or clay, but in sandstone.40,41  And because sandstone and bone are both porous, this means that ground and rain water would be able to seep into the rocks, and thus into the bones as well.  The fact that the outer part of one of  these bones was mineralized 42 gives strong evidence that water -- and thus oxygen -- had access to the bones.  The fact that the inside of the bones are not mineralized is an indication that they are young.  The fact that the partially  mineralized bone had (what looked like) red blood cells in it 43 is a  strong  indication that it  is  young: probably less than 10,000 years old.
When Mary Schweitzer first saw the bones under a microscope, she said:
"I got goose bumps,"..."It was exactly like looking at a slice of modern bone.  But ... I couldn't believe it.  I said to the lab technician: 'The bones, after all,  are 65 million years old. How could blood cells survive  that  long?'" 44  Emphasis Added
This is good question indeed; however, the answer from the "scientific" establishment says even more.  For they refuse to consider the likely possibility that the bones are (perhaps) as much as 64,995,000 years younger than what they have told the public to believe.
Note:  Although it was claimed that  DNA was isolated in  the dragon bones from Montana and Utah, it was so fragmented that the results have (thus far) not been replicated.45,46,47  However,  laboratory tests have confirmed the presence of collagen and Heme and other organic protein molecules in the tyrannosaurus from Montana -- the one with little round things that looked just like red blood cells.48,49
Remember that the ancient DNA from the magnolia leaf discussed above was supposed to last for a maximum of 10,000 years before decaying into inorganic matter.  Therefore, if  the 17 m.y.o. "date" is correct, then scientists were off  by a  factor of  1,700  in  their (observation-based) prediction with regard to the breakdown rate of DNA.  So much for using "science" when it seems to HINT that something is amiss with the evolution-based Geological Time Chart.
More recently, DNA has been extracted from two 30-million-year-old insects (a beetle and a bee) that were trapped in amber.  In this case they were off by a factor of 3,000 with regard to the observation-based prediction of  DNA  preservation.  However, the organic dinosaur remains present the greatest difficulty for the "scientific" establishment  to overcome.  This is due to the alleged greater age involved and because of the much greater exposure to the elements.  
Because sandstone and bone are porous,50,51 and because the bones were partially mineralized, it is virtually certain that water could (and did) get to these bones.  Because DNA only lasts for about 10,000 years before it disintegrates, it is likely that  no organic matter at all would survive much longer than 20,000 years. This means that the prediction with regard to how long organic matter can survive was off  by a  factor of  over  3,000 or that something is seriously wrong with  the evolution-based dating  system and the geological time chart.  Either the scientific methods used to estimate the  rate of  breakdown of  organic matter are grossly in error, or the great ages associated with these organic remains are off by a factor of over 3,000.  This, coupled with the fact that such unfossilized dinosaur bones can be (and have been) dated by the Carbon 14 method, and yield dates between 10,000 and 50,000 years old, suggests that the great ages promoted by the evolution-believing establishment are in error.  See also The scrambling continues and the Links below for more info.
However, even beyond this are (the purported) 165 million-year-old Ammonites (discussed below) with their organic ligaments still intact, that were buried in mud, and the supposedly 300 m.y.o. fossil wood (impregnated with limestone) that still has its  organic woody structure intact.  Then there is the case of bacteria preserved alive in salt crystals for (a purported) 250 million years.  
Such anomalies strain the credibility of supposedly objective "scientists" who are willing to bend and strain the facts of science to promote the Story of how they think that life just might have -- against all "odds" -- arose on earth without any intelligence behind it over "millions and millions of years."  Even worse: they Demand that our children be taught such things in school as if they were facts.  

In a More recent article, about:  "what appears to (be) a soft tissue inside the bone, with what appears to be blood vessels and cells... similar to a stretchy bone matrix", we are told that:

"the tissue... has revealed organic components that somewhat  resemble cells and fine blood vessels. The discovery was quite an unexpected one. The leader of the research team Mary Schweitzer had routinely tried dissolving pieces of the bone to understand its mineral composition, when she found something unusual: a transparent filament that closely resembled blood vessels. She even found traces of what appear to be red blood cells, osteocytes (bone-building cells)." Emphasis Added
The article also stated that the "fossilized bone was dated back some 70 million years ago."
Mary also speculated that:

"It is possible that the outer parts of the leg fossilized while the vessels were trapped within mineralized bone and remained intact all these millennia." Emphasis Added
Of course it is also "possible" that the bones are not 70 million years old, but rather only a few thousand.  But such a scenario, would eliminate any possibility of evolution playing anything other than an extremely minor role in the Creation of life on Earth, while also pointing in the direction of a Creator/God: something that old-earthbigots don't want discussed in public classrooms.  And so they continue to speculate about how the Impossiblejust might have possibly occurred: a long, long time ago, in a land far away: while ignoring the evidence that strongly suggests that such would simply not happen in trillions of years, even on a so-called suitable planet that was covered with water, and full of Bubbles  and lightning: unless an outside Intelligence acted upon and ordered it.   

In other words, the belief that we are a byproduct of Nature is, for all practical purposes, outside the realm of empirical (i.e. observable and testable) science.  Some of these dedicated believers also claim to believe in God, yet they don't think that the Creator should get much (if any) of the credit for the Creating, but instead Mother nature.  These people think that the words "Creation" and "Creator" must never be mentioned in public classrooms, but rather only such words that support  their beliefs.
So much for keeping "religion" out of the classroom, while at the same time displaying one's ignorance with regard to what the Founding Fathers intended, and which was practiced for over 200 years in the United States of America.  But that was before the modern age of ignorance, political correctness, and the mass media Agenda of coercing the public to believe in things that are based more on wishful thinking than on empirical and testable science.  Some may say I am ranting but check out the facts for yourself and make up your own mind, rather than simply believing what our left-leaning media wants you to believe: i.e. that the Creation doesn't even have a Creator, but simply blew itself into existence.

For more on why Dinosaurs and Man must have lived together see: Evidence that Humans and Dinosaurs Lived Together at the same Time.
See also Are Dinosaur Bones Millions of Years Old?, and "Oldest" DNA ...".  

For facts on the complexity of Living organisms, see: How Life Began  and The Facts of Life.  
9B.  Unfossilized Dinosaur Bones:  
A 1987 article in  the  Journal of  Paleontology  begins as follows:
 "Hadrosaur  bones have been found on the Colville River north of Umiat on the North Slope of Alaska." 52  
What is perhaps most interesting about these "many thousands of bones" is that they "lack any significant degree of  permineralization." 53,54  In fact,  the people who discovered them didn't report it  for 20 years  because they thought  they were bison bones.  Because the bones were partially exposed in a "soft, brown, sandy silt," 55 and because every year the snow melts and subjects them to the elements for two to three months, these bones also call in question the evolutionary-based ages of dinosaurs, and the Geological Time Chart itself.  See also 8 and 9A above.  For more on Dragons and Man living together at the same time seeUnfossilized Dinosaur Bones.  See also this CBS News story and USA Today article for more on organic dinosaur remains.

9C.  165 Million Year Old Surprise: 
In  May  of  1996 it was reported that ammonites in pristine condition have been found in "a 'mysterious network' of mud springs on the edge of the 'market town' of Wootton Bassett, near Swindon, Wiltshire, England." 56  What is so interesting about these purportedly 165 million-year-old ammonites is that:
"many still had shimmering mother-of-pearl shells ... (and) they retain their original... aragonite [a mineral form of calcium carbonate] ... The outsides also retain their iridescence... And... in the words of Dr. Hollingworth, 'There are shells ... still have their organic ligaments and yet they are millions of years old.'!" 57,58Emphasis Added
It is a fact that water is a component of mud.  It is also a fact that oxygen is a component of water. Oxygen allows oxidation to take place.  Oxidation  causes things  to break down.  These mud springs are further  evidence that something is wrong with the current evolutionary scheme for dating fossils.
10.  Axel Heiberg and Ellesmere Islands:  
Axel Heiberg and Ellesmere Islands are located in northern Canada, above the Arctic circle. The winters are so cold there that the only "trees" able to grow are small shrubs less than a foot in height.59  However something very strange has been found on these islands that testifies to a very different past: i.e. numerous large trees and tree stumps lying on,  or buried just beneath the surface.60,61,62
How did they get there?  And more importantly, when did they get there?
It is claimed that the trees are leftover remnants of forests which inhabited this area 40-65 million years ago.60,61,62  The scientific data suggests otherwise.  For instance, they are not petrified, 60,61,62 but can  be sawed and burned.  In addition, pine cones,  pine needles,  and leaves are also preserved in the sandy/silty soil. 60,61,62  Another clue to the puzzle is that the roots of these trees are missing. 60,61,62  This suggests that they didn't grow here but were uprooted by a catastrophic event and later re-deposited at different levels.  This is exactly what has happened in Spirit Lake near Mt. St. Helens; however, the upright trees on the bottom of this lake are still under water.  At some time in the future, they may be left standing upright -- looking as if they grew there. 63-70
 In regard to this, Quiring, states :
"During  the eruption many trees from  the surrounding  hillsides were washed  into  the lake.  Today, thousands of logs, protected within the monument,  float back and forth with the changing winds.  As some of  the trees sink, roots first, they settle  upright on the lake  floor to  form a  'sunken forest.'" 71
In regard to the preservation of the organic matter on Axel Heiberg Island, an online article states the following:
"The Axel Heiberg fossils are largely preserved as mummifications.  Although usually compressed, the wood and other remains are relatively unaltered chemically and biologically (Obst et al, 1991). Preservation of the fossils is exquisite, including leaf litter, cones, twigs, branches, boles, roots, etc. Where these are not compressed, they are virtually indistinguishable from equivalent tissues found in the forest floor of modern conifer forests ... The reasons why preservation is exceptional and there is so little mineralization remain obscure.  Analysis of the organic remains indicate that they were buried in a fresh-water environment (Goodarzi et al, 1991)."  Emphasis Added
Although these trees are frozen for most of the year, each summer the snow melts  and  for about  three months  the temperature  reaches into the 70 degree Fahrenheit range.72  Such warm  temperatures should (normally) allow decomposition to take place.  One explanation for the remarkable degree of preservation is the suggestion that these trees were "mummified" by being buried under significant amounts of strata, and then, over time, this overlying strata was eroded.  

This is perhaps possible, however, it is also possible that these trees are not millions of years old, but rather only a few thousand.  Also, the fact that the roots of some of these upright trees are missing suggests that they were uprooted by a catastrophe, and transported by water to these islands (perhaps) in the not-too-distant past. Otherwise they would have decayed.

Similar trees from Siberia are only 7,000 years old.  For example, in "Cataclysms of the Earth," by Hugh Auchincloss Brown, on page 31, Mr. Brown makes the following comments:

"In certain areas of northern Siberia innumerable tree trunks called by the natives "Adam's wood" and said to be in all stages of decay are embedded in the solidly frozen tundra. Because they were once growing trees, of types which do not grow in that climate,they confirm that a change in climate has taken place, such as would be caused by a careen of the globe. They could have been broken by a hurricane or flood. If so, they will show a clean break on the side on which the breaking force was imposed and torn fibers on the lee side. A reexamination of the wood, to determine genera and species of the trees, will enable us to establish the latitude range or climate in which these trees grew."   Emphasis Added

"A so called mammoth tree, with fruit and leaves still on it, was discovered and reported after a landslide of Siberian tundra. Such cold storage of fruit 7,000 years old can only be explained by a sudden transportation of the fruit from a warm climate in which it grew to the cold storage climate in which it has been refrigerated. This specimen of fruit, with leaves, and many other specimens of leaves reported found in Siberia also confirm the careen of the globe."   Emphasis Added
Velikovski, in his book "Earth in Upheaval" (1955, Edition), reported similarly preserved trees in the frozen tundra of Alaska.

See also Discovery of 260 million year old fossil forest from Antarctica, where we find the following:
"The wood was most interesting to me. In some cases branches were preserved, suggesting that the wood had not been transported far by streams. We found an impression of a piece of bark with a knot preserved clearly – not bad for about 250 million years old! The stumps were not replaced by silica, and thus are not “petrified,” but they have been freeze dried in a way that has preserved the growth rings in some cases. On one tree, we counted 26 annual rings, and it was probably older because not all the growth rings were preserved."
Emphasis Added
For more on these trees and other (supposedly very old) material see:  
Carbon Dating of "Fossil" Wood and Unfossilized Dinosaur Bones.
A Tropical Reptile in the 'Cretaceous' Arctic, by Michael Oard
Sustainability: A Glacial Perspective -- Lessons of a Forty Million Year Old Forest, By Dr. Richard Jagels
The Oldest Wood in the World by Carla Helfferich
Scientists Battle over turf in Arctic land that time forgot, by Ed Struzik
11.  Carbon-14 in the Atmosphere:   
Carbon-14 is produced when radiation from the sun strikes Nitrogen-14 atoms in the earth's upper atmosphere.  The earth's atmosphere is not yet saturated with C14.  This means that  the amount of C14 being produced is greater than the amount that is decaying back to N14.  It is estimated that a state of equilibrium would be reached in as little as 30,000 years.  Thus, it appears that the  earth's  atmosphere is less than 30,000 years old.  In fact, the evidence suggests it is less than 10,000 years old. 73,74,75  Some of these estimates place the atmosphere's age at 50,000 years, and others at 100,000 but they each pose serious problems for old-earth scenarios.   See also Item 20 below, and associated Links. 

12.  The Dead Sea:  
The Dead Sea is in Israel. It is receives fresh water from the Sea of Galilee via the Jordan  River.  The Dead Sea has a very high salt content.  Even so, it continues to get saltier since it has no outlet other than by evaporation. Scientists  have measured the amount of salt added each  year by the  Jordan River; and they  have also calculated the amount of salt in the Dead Sea.  From these it  is possible to estimate  how long this process has been going on for.  Assuming a constant rate of salt/water flow, and  a zero salt level at the beginning, then the age of the Dead Sea is only 13,000 year old. 76,77   For more on this subject, Click Here and scroll down.

13.  Niagara Falls:  
Up until the recent past, when the top of  Niagara  Falls was  reinforced with concrete, the water was carving a channel upriver toward  Lake  Erie at the rate of about four to five feet per year.  Since the channel is now about seven miles long (35,000 feet),  this means that the age of  Niagara Falls is  between  7,000 and  8,750 years old (or less). This, of course, assumes that the rate of erosion has been constant.  The age of  North America, is likely the same.78,79,80   For more on this see the following comments by Ian Juby.

14.  Historical Records:  
Depending on which book one consults, historians claim that human history goes back 4,600- 5,400 (or more) years;  however, according to Froelich Rainey, 1870 B.C. (plus or minus 6) is the "earliest actual recorded date in human history." 81,82,83   Also on this point, Sylvia Baker quotes Professor Libby as follows: 

"Professor Libby learned this when he tried to verify his Carbon-14 method.  He said. 'The first shock Dr. Arnold and I had was when our advisers informed us that history extended back only 5,000 years... You read statements in books that such and such a society or archeological site is 20,000 years old.  We learned rather abruptly (that) these... ancient ages, are not known accurately; in fact, it is at about the time of the First Dynasty in Egypt that the first historical date of any real certainty has been established.'" 84
See also "How Far Back to the Records Go?" 
15.  The San Andreas Fault:  
The San Andreas Fault is one of the most active faults in the North America.  It  runs into the Pacific Ocean at Tomales Bay, just east of Pt. Reyes, about 30 miles north of San Francisco.  It is said to move from 1/2  to 2 inches per year. 85  How long has it  been moving for?  The answer varies greatly.  Some say it  has moved for tens of  miles, and others say perhaps hundreds. The evidence is highly questionable.86  There are a few granite outcrops that hint that it may have moved  12,000  feet;87 however  this  too  is questionable since the origin of granite itself  is  uncertain.  Some geologists believe most granites are igneous while others believe the majority are metamorphic. 88 If the granite referred to above is of volcanic origin, then it could have come straight up from the ground.
One thing that appears certain is that there is much disagreement with regard to how long this fault has been active. Looking at a geology map of the Pt. Reyes area, one may note that there are a few features that suggest that the fault has not been moving very long. These are: Sand Point, Tom's Point, and Lagunitas Creek. 89 The fault crosses each of these and yet none of them appear to be offset at all.  This evidence suggests that this  fault is quite young -- on the order of a few thousand years old.  See also Continental Drift.
16.  Eve's Mitochondrial DNA:  
Mitochondrial  DNA  is different from  nucleus  DNA  in that  it  has "only 37 genes, compared to the estimated 100,000... in the cell's nucleus..." 90  It  is also different in that it is only passed on from the mother,90,91,92,93 or at least, so it was once thought; however that is now very much in question, as is brought out in the Links below. 
In 1989 scientists said that they had compared the Mitochondrial DNA of various different races of people and concluded that they all came from a single woman (they called her Eve) who lived from 100,000-200,000 years ago.90,91,92 This story was widely reported in  the press.  A few years later scientists actually measured  the rate of Mitochondrial mutations and  discovered that they changed about 20 times faster than was earlier reported.94  This means that Eve did not live 100,000-200,000 years ago but rather only 5,000-10,000.  This  greatly  revised date is very close to the Biblical account of Adam and Eve.  Unfortunately for those who want the whole truth, this didn't make the headlines. See also: "The Demise of Mitochondrial Eve" and  Mapping Human History: Discovering the Past Through our Genes.
17.  Population Growth:  
Today the earth's population doubles every 50 years.  If  we assumed only half of  the current growth rate and start with one couple, it would take less than 4,000 years to achieve today's population.  95,96,97    
See Population Statistics for more on this. 
18.  Minerals in the Oceans:  
By measuring the amounts of various minerals that are present in the oceans and calculating the amounts of each that are added each year by river runoff, scientists can estimate how old the oceans are.  When doing so the great majority of minerals yield young ages for the earth's oceans -- many of which are less than 5,000 years. 98  See also The Sea's Missing Salt, 99 by Dr. Steve Austin.
19.  Rapid Mountain Uplift:  
In March of 2005, Dr. John Baumgardner released his assessment of the "Recent Rapid Uplift of Today's Mountains" in an Impact article.  In it he discovered that:
"An ongoing enigma for the standard geological community is why all the high mountain ranges of the world -- including the Himalayas, the Alps, the Andes, and the Rockies -- experienced most of the uplift to their present elevations in what amounts to a blink of an eye, relative to the standard geological time scale.  In terms of this time scale, these mountain ranges have all undergone several kilometers of vertical uplift since the beginning of the Pliocene about five million years ago.  This presents a profound difficulty for uniformitarian thinking because the driving forces responsible for mountain building are assumed to have been operating steadily at roughly the same slow rates as are observed in today's world for... the past several hundred million years." 100
20.  Carbon 14 from (supposedly) Old Sources: 
Carbon 14 is found in organic materials of all types, including diamonds, coal seams, carbonized wood, unfossilized wood and dinosaur bones.  In fact, that is the problem.  In other words, Carbon 14 is found where it shouldn't be -- if the earth were "billions of years" old.  
Commenting on this in their extensive paper: "Measurable 14C In Fossilized Organic Materials: Confirming The Young Earth Creation-Flood Model," Dr's Baumgardner, Humphreys, Snelling, and Austin stated in their Conclusion that:
"The careful investigations performed by scores of researchers in more than a dozen AMS facilities in several countries over the past twenty years to attempt to identify and eliminate sources of contamination in AMS 14C analyses have, as a by-product, served to establish beyond any reasonable doubt the existence of intrinsic 14C in remains of living organisms from all portions of the Phanerozoic record. Such samples, with ‘ages’ from 1-500 Ma as determined by other radioisotope methods applied to their geological context, consistently display 14C levels that are far above the AMS machine threshold, reliably reproducible, and typically in the range of 0.1-0.5 pmc. But such levels of intrinsic 14C represent a momentous difficulty for uniformitarianism. A mere 250,000 years corresponds to 43.6 half-lives for14C. One gram of modern carbon contains about 6 x 1010 14C atoms, and 43.6 half-lives worth of decay reduces that number by a factor of 7 x 1014. Not a single atom of 14C should remain in a carbon sample of this size after 250,000 years (not to mention one million or 50 million or 250 million years). A glaring (thousand-fold) inconsistency that... exists between the AMS-determined 14C levels and the corresponding rock ages provided by 238U, 87Rb, and 40K techniques. We believe the chief source for this inconsistency to be the uniformitarian assumption of time-invariant decay rates. Other research reported by our RATE group also supports this conclusion [7, 23, 42]. Regardless of the source of the inconsistency, the fact that 14C, with a half-life of only 5730 years, is readily detected throughout the Phanerozoic part of the geological record argues the half billion years of time uniformitarians assign to this portion of earth history is likely incorrect. The relatively narrow range of 14C/C ratios further suggests the Phanerozoic organisms may all have been contemporaries and that they perished simultaneously in the not so distant past. Finally, we note there are hints that 14C currently exists in carbon from environments sealed from biospheric interchange since very early in the earth history. We therefore conclude the 14C evidence provides significant support for a model of earth’s past involving a recent global Flood cataclysm and possibly also for a young age for the earth itself." 101  Emphasis Added
See also: Carbon-14 Dating Shows that the Earth is Young, 102  and What about Carbon 14. 103 
Abbreviations: 
Ma = Million years ago.
pmc = percent modern carbon

21.  Dark Matter and Spiral Galaxies:  
Although it isn't well known, the galaxies themselves also provide strong evidence that the Universe itself is less than (a maximum of) 500 million years old.  That's because spiral galaxies should lose their "structure," or spiral arms, in only four or five revolutions, but for some reason they don't.  Perhaps it's because they're Young?  See also What Happened to all the Dark Matter?, 104 Exploding Stars point to a Young Universe 105and Part Three of this series on the Age of the Earth.

22. Zircons:  
Zircons are tiny volcanic crystals.  They also are found to contain far more helium and lead than they should -- IF the earth were "billions of years old."  Humphreys, Austin, Baumgardner, and Snelling have written a paper on this subject as well, and in their summary they said that:

"We contracted with a high-precision laboratory to measure the rate of helium diffusion out of the zircons ... Here we report newer zircon diffusion data that extend to the lower temperatures ... of Gentry's retention data. The measured rates resoundingly confirm a numerical prediction we made based on the reported retentions and a young age. Combining rates and retentions gives a helium diffusion age of 6,000 ± 2,000 years. This contradicts the uniformitarian age of 1.5 billion years based on nuclear decay products in the same zircons. These data strongly support our hypothesis of episodes of highly accelerated nuclear decay occurring within thousands of years ago. Such accelerations shrink the radioisotopic "billions of years" down to the 6,000-year timescale of the Bible." 106  Emphasis Added

See also: Helium Diffusion Age of 6,000 Years Supports Accelerated Nuclear Decay. 

(下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。)
一个年轻的地球证据 
第五部分的对地球的年龄五部分组成的系列。 
兰迪学伯格

你不觉得这是一个有点奇怪的是几乎已经没有任何关系的演变，科学家相信科学家和创新公共辩论？并考虑到所有的事实，即大约科学家（和88％的市民）的一半认为（或）自发或缓慢创作这更是令人咋舌。 

什么是进化信仰的科学家和媒体如此害怕？换句话说：如果进化论是任何地方的声音，因为他们声称接近，那么为什么没有这方面的问题的一些公开的电视辩论？ 

而且，为什么这么少的媒体记者害怕给他们任何时间创作科学家？难道他们害怕事实会破坏他们的“信仰”（或缺乏），或者他们的自由老板和同事不会同意他们可能会发现：如果他们看，他们发现报告？这是一个强大的很大的可能。 


简介： 
相反的是，我们已经告诉了和演化信仰的大众媒体过来，“科学”的建立，旧地（慢）创造论者（谁不想得到太多上帝荣耀），也有，事实上，众多的地球物理和天文钟指向一个对地球，太阳系和宇宙的年纪。事实上，如此年轻的地球指标是占多数。但由于科研机构和媒体都偏向于进化的青睐，并反对创造者，因为进化需要一个合理的旧地球出现，广大市民很少通知违背了越来越多的证据旧地球进化的教条。 

在随后的页面中我们将讨论22个时钟，或指标，地球和宇宙是年轻。或者说是另一种方式：有一个科学的大量证据表明，地球是唯一的可能是几千岁，而四十五点〇亿年时代，演变，相信“科学家”的大肆渲染 - 一遍又一遍 - 是不正确的。 


时钟： 
一个“时钟”是任何地球物理或天文过程，是在一个恒定速率变化。时钟可用于估计多久进程已就此案。所有的钟表（包括辐射的）要求至少有三个假设。它们是： 

1。的变化率在过去保持不变。 
2。原来的条件是众所周知的。 
3。这个过程还没有被外来势力所改变。 

在这些情况下是无法证明的假设是正确的。例如洪水，可大大改变沉积速率，并与超过5000年的老钟，原来条件不能知道肯定。因此科学家必须作出关于猜猜看，他们认为原来的情况可能有。所涉及的时间越短，越有可能某个特定的进程已不断受到外来影响，并没有改变。 

下列时钟指向一个年轻的地球，太阳系，宇宙。两者合计，他们认为，地球是很年轻 - 可能小于10,000岁。 
      时钟 




年龄估计 
    1。月球后退 



最多7.50亿 
    2。机油压力 



5000 - 10000年 
    3。太阳 




最多1百万年 
    4。最老活的 



最多4900年 
    5。大气中氦 



最多1.75百万年  
    6。短周期彗星 



5000 - 10000年 
    7。地球的磁场 



10000年最多 
    8。碳-14定年的恐龙骨骼 

10,000 - 50,000年 
    第9A条。恐龙血液和古DNA 

5,000 - 50,000年 
    9B条。 Unfossilized恐龙骨骼
5,000 - 50,000年 
    9C条。 165百万年前的韧带

5,000 - 50,000年 
   10。阿克塞尔海贝格岛 


 5000 - 10000年 
   11。碳-14在大气 



 10000年最多 
   12。死海 




 13000年最多 
   13。尼亚加拉瀑布 



 5000 - 8800年最多  
   14。历史记录 



 5000年最多 
   15。圣安德烈亚斯断层 


 5000 - 10000年 
   16。线粒体夏娃 



6500年 
   17。人口增长 



 10000年最多 
   18。在海洋中的各种矿物质

（主要是年轻）年龄 
   19。快速山隆起



少于1000万年 
   20。碳14从“老”源


10,000至50,000年 
   21。暗物质和螺旋星系


1 - 5亿年（最多） 
   22。锆石中氦和铅



6000年 
1。滚动时月亮： 
在地球和月球之间的引力作用使地球上的海洋有潮汐。地球之间的陆地表面和水潮汐摩擦引起的能量运动在它被添加到月球。在恒定的距离每年增加地球和月球之间的这种结果。“一本潮汐摩擦也会使地球的自转减速，但更重要的是，能源添加到月球使其从Earth.1消退， 2，经济衰退率是衡量每年四厘米，1981年3不过，据物理学家唐纳德德扬： 

“一个不能推断目前4厘米/年分离率回到历史。它那时值今日，但更多的是因为潮汐效应过去迅速。事实上，分离速度取决于距离的第六权力，依赖性很强的速度... ...也许是20米/年'长'以前，平均为1.2米/年1。 

正因为如此，月球必须少于750万年的历史 - 假定的20 45亿年的地球，月球system.4年龄％ 
注意：即使最高年龄由这种方法得到超过一万年，但它仍然是比所谓的45亿进化论者提出的地月系统岁的年龄更年轻。还要注意，没有人知道如何到达月球在其目前的轨道。所提出的理论都以它来自哪里有严重问题。它是一个完整的奥秘 - 除非它的目的是从一开始就这样。 

另见：什么是月球必须说，对于这一切 - 创造上...去？ 

2。油压： 
当油井钻探，石油几乎总是发现在巨大的压力。这对于那些谁主张“数以百万计的”石油时代，只是因为多孔岩石的一个问题。对于随着时间的推移，微小的油应渗入周围岩石孔隙中，并随着时间的推移，减少压力。然而，由于某种原因没有。也许是因为我们的石油储量为创建为诺亚的洪水仅约为4600年以前的结果？一些科学家说，经过约10000年小的压力应该留下。 5,6,7,8这里的更多。 

3。太阳： 
太阳的，在过去几百年直径测量表明，它是在5英尺的速度每小时萎缩。假设这一比率是一贯的，过去我们可以得出结论，地球本来只有100万年前，没有生命可以存活这么热。而且，只有一千一百二十零点零零零万年前太阳将有实际接触地球。 9,10,11,12此外，如果太阳确实十亿年之久，则似乎有点为它的磁场奇怪，在过去100年中翻了一番，但是这是有证据表明。另见：全球变暖 - 是太阳惹的祸，师弟微弱太阳悖论，并迅速改变挡板星龙腾空 

4。目前最古老的活物： 
地球上最古老的活物可以是一个爱尔兰橡树或狐尾松。如果我们假设每一年一个年轮的增长速度，那么，最古老的树木之间4500四七六七年岁。事实上，这些树依然健在，而且年龄增长意味着我们还不知道他们会得到多大年纪才死去。它也有力地表明，东西约4,500四七六七年前，造成这些树的直系祖先死了发生的事情。13,14,15还要注意它有可能为生产更多的树木每年增长超过一环，这将缩短上述估计这些树木的年龄。此外，关于化石树木年轮，笔者一直无法找到拥有比更多的化石约1500环树的记录实例。贾内尔说，1700年。这一点很重要，因为我们被告知，上帝（字面）所作的地球，和所有在它是，只有大约1800年之前对noachian洪水在书中描述的成因。另见从万物的证据 

5。大气中氦： 
氦气是铀238的放射性衰变的副产品。铀衰变，氦产生于地球表面和大气中逃逸积累。随着时间的推移，大气中氦的增加量。科学家们估计，铀在地球的地壳岩石的数额。从这个，他们估计氦应产生量，并从这些他们可以计算出有多少氦被添加在一个给定的时间到大气中。他们也知道有多少氦目前在大气中。 

如果我们使用相同的假设进行放射性测年专家 - 即：没有初始女儿/副产品，在地球早期大气，不断衰变率（或氦），且无任何已发生的增加或带走氦 - 那么，地球的大气层是最一七六〇〇〇〇年岁。 16,17其他估计说，这要少得多：或只十七点五〇〇万年。 18 
制定更详细的讨论见：氦证据一个青年世界仍然水晶般透明，氦证据一个年轻的世界克服压力，由D.罗素堪博士 

6。短周期彗星： 
短周期彗星围绕着每一次革命，他们失去了他们的质量1-2％的百年一遇太阳或less.19。经过几百年的革命，他们瓦解。目前有超过100个太阳系短周期彗星，其中许多不到20 years.20由于彗星被认为是在太阳系作为同时起源时期。 21，加上一个事实，即他们并没有全部瓦解，表明无论是太阳系是年轻人，或者新彗星正在不断增加。 

进化论者想出的理论来解释彗星的存在，以及如何利用新的正在增加。一个称为奥尔特云理论，后j的奥尔特的名字命名。这表明，一个假设的云包围太阳系是说过去的Pluto.21延长轨道别的理论被称为柯伊伯带的理论，它是在短周期彗星执导，而不是到奥尔特云的理论，针对的是长期和短期的。虽然有些人声称，柯伊伯带已被发现，这位作者的知识，情况并非如此。连一个也没有假想的对象（即小行星彗星物质）被观察到转化为一个潜在的彗星。见这更多的参考20。又见“青年”的地球和宇宙的年龄问答页面天文学部分。 

短周期彗星的存在表明，我们的太阳系不足1岁：否则，他们会点燃了长ago.22 

7。地球的磁场： 
地球的磁场衰减在5％左右，每100年间。这意味着，约1450年前的两倍，因为它是强大的今天，和2900年前，强四倍。因此，假设衰减速度已为近期不变，那么只有1万年前，地球的磁场会被看作强128倍，它是今天：如此强烈，所产生的热量会阻止生命我们知道，从地球上现有的IT。23,24,25,26换言之，这很可能是地球的磁场是很年轻，并表明，地球本身也是年轻。 

事实上，地球的磁场衰减是有据可查的。例如，最近利华特别就这个问题提出了这一点非常清楚。事实上，在目前的衰变率，地球甚至可能不会有1000年从现在开始的磁场。虽然，新斯科特别强烈建议，这可能仅仅意味着地球正在准备再逆转，这种可能并非如此，作为博士堪工作建议。阿堪博士被引用的部分结果摘要如下。 

“不久之后，我发表了对过去的极性反转对证据的审查，重申他们的现实（堪，1988）。后来我发展我的动态理论的进一步衰退，显示出快速（米每秒）的核心流体运动的确会导致该领域的极性迅速逆转（堪，1990）。我举出新发现的快速反转（科和Prévot，1989年），薄熔岩证据证明流动确认我1986年的预测。从那时起，甚至更多的证据已成为众所周知（安科，Prévot，和营地，1995年）。 

我的理论逆转机制将消散磁能，不能维持或添加到它，所以每个逆转周期会比前一个低峰值。在同一份文件（堪，1990年，第137页），我讨论了该领域的非偶极子的一部分的今天，指出今日缓慢运动的流体（每秒毫米）可提高强度的一些非该领域的偶极子部分。然而，我得出的结论（即）...该领域的总能量仍然会下降。 

尽管这些...答案，怀疑论者今天仍然使用达尔林普尔的旧调辞退地磁证据。其中很多可能是由于我们的反应的无知，但有些怀疑论者仍然在外地的非偶极部分依靠。他们希望，在非偶极部分能量收益将弥补能量从偶极部分丢失。 

我说，“希望”，因为它看来，自1967年以来，还没有人发表了关于新的和更好的数据为基础的非偶极子能的计算。所以这就是我将做如下。原来，这些结果推翻进化论的希望和支持创世模式。“重点新增27 

在这方面的另一个古老的地球信仰的主要问题是地球上最后转回的时间。旧地球信徒声称花了78万年前的地方，但在目前的速度衰减，只有大约1万年前，地球就会一直这么热，没有生命可以在其表面存活。即使我们假设在过去的地球磁场的衰减比现在慢得多，我们仍然只看着大约20000年前，生活在地球上可能存在的。这表明，对地球的磁场倒转过去的旧地日期（善于用辐射方法来）可能是不正确的，并建议，在古老的地球上使用的假设（辐射）约会分别为（和）不正确。另见：辐射约会和地球的年龄，和大陆漂移与地球和链接年龄与这些物品相关。 

另见：洋底的地球磁场的神秘和磁性的证据 

8。直接约会龙骨骼： 
通过进化推理，龙骨仅发生在所谓的白垩纪，侏罗纪，或根据地质时间图这样的生物三叠纪eras.28（现在叫恐龙）死亡65至220万年前了。什么是不充分了解这些时代知道的是，它们也是生物进化的理论基础 - 这需要一段很长的时间。当演化偏科学家说，他们“知道”这样的事情，他们不坦率。因为尽管他们可能，事实上，相信这样的事情，如果他们是诚实的，他们都承认，这样的“日期”分配给这些时代是高度怀疑。看到的是恐龙骨骼万年历史的恐龙为何可能成为近期灭绝。 

 那么，如何才能日期龙骨头？ 

其中一块让人不解的是，许多恐龙的骨头都没有permineralized或化为石头变成事实。这意味着他们可以直接由碳14的方法，方式不尽相同庞大或尼安德特人的骨头是月月。这也做了关于在美国和欧洲的各类实验室多次和日期显示，恐龙还活着，从9800 - 5.0万年ago.29，30,31笔者曾与保罗莱布拉德，海洋学教授本在英属哥伦比亚大学。莱布拉德博士说，任何超过5000年的碳14的日期是高度questionable.32哪些流行的出版物，因此，尽管可能会报告，我们可以建立33个，所有猛犸，穴居，或其他骨头“过时”5000年的碳14法也同样疑问。如果我们接受，那么我们必须接受所有：包括那些与进化的时间图与地质相关的“年龄”不相容。 

然而，这一事实本身有成千上万的恐龙/龙的骨头含有有机材料是一种强烈的迹象表明，这些生物成为最近灭绝。这是更详细地讨论了以下内容。见也是C - 14约会。 

第9A条。恐龙血与“古”的DNA： 
据称存在之前，“古”有机材料已广为人知，有人预测说：“没有DNA仍将大大超过10000年不变。”34这个预测是基于观察到的DNA破裂。 

在这之后不久作出的预测，很老的DNA开始转向了。例如，在虾化石层，在爱达荷州，一个绿色的玉兰叶在那被说成是一千七百点○○万年old.35因为它是新鲜的前瞻性，甚至柔韧地层发现的，科学家们决定，看是否有DNA的目前。而令他们惊讶的是，他们发现有：和它相匹配的现代玉兰树的DNA。 

自那时以来，取得了DNA的索赔，如恐龙骨骼，36,37和昆虫为所谓旧材料amber.38有人说，玉兰叶被保留的原因是因为它是埋藏在泥土，39但是，17百万日起一年依然成疑。同样，科学家们说，从昆虫DNA的保护，因为他们被埋葬在琥珀。 

然而，严重的问题出现时，我们来到了恐龙的骨头;为这些人不是在琥珀或泥土埋葬，但在sandstone.40，41及砂岩，因为骨都是多孔的，这意味着地面和雨水将能够渗入岩石，从而进入骨骼以及。认为这些骨骼矿化一外层部分是42个事实强有力地证明，水 - 因而氧 - 已经进入到骨头。因此，关于里面的骨头没有矿化其实是一个迹象表明，他们还年轻。事实上，骨矿化的部分有（什么样子）在其43个红血细胞是一个强烈的信号，这是年轻的：可能小于10,000岁。 

当玛丽施魏策尔第一次看到在显微镜下的骨头，她说： 

。。“我鸡皮疙瘩都起来了,"..."正是在这样一个现代骨片寻找，但...我简直不敢相信我说的对实验室技术人员：'骨头，毕竟是65万年的历史。血细胞怎么能活那么久？“重点新增44 

这是一个好问题，确实，但是，从“科学”的建立，回答说，甚至更多。因为他们拒绝考虑可能的可能性，即骨骼是（或许）高达6499.5万年比他们告诉公众相信年轻。 

注：虽然有人声称DNA是来自蒙大拿州和犹他州的龙骨隔离，它是如此分散的结果（到目前为止）并未replicated.45，46,47然而，化验证实了胶原蛋白的存在和血红素和其他霸王龙在从蒙大拿州有机蛋白分子 - 与小轮的事情之一，就像红血cells.48，49看 

请记住，从上面讨论的玉兰叶古DNA应该是一个最大的10000年之前最后为无机物质腐烂。因此，如果17 m.y.o. “日期”是正确的，那么科学家们通过在其1700（观察型）关于DNA的故障率预测的因素了。因此，使用“科学”当它似乎在暗示的东西太多不对劲与演化的地质时间图。 

最近，已提取的DNA从两个30亿岁的昆虫（一只甲虫，一只蜜蜂），这些被困在琥珀。在这种情况下，他们关闭了3000关于DNA保存观测为基础的预测因素。但是，目前仍然有机恐龙的“科学”，以克服的最大困难。这是由于年龄较大，因为据称在更大的风险所涉及的要素。 

由于砂岩和骨骼是多孔的，因为50,51和部分骨骼矿化，这几乎是可以肯定的是，水（并没有）到达这些骨头。由于DNA只持续了大约10000年解体之前，很可能没有将所有的有机物质生存时间远远超过20,000年。这意味着，对于有机质多久才能生存预测是关闭的一个因素，或者超过3000是非常严重的错误与演化的交友系统和地质时间图表。或者是用估计的有机物分解率的科学方法是非常错误的，或与这些有机关联的伟大时代仍然是由3000多因素了。这与事实是这样的unfossilized恐龙骨骼可以（已经）由碳14的方法过时，产量在10,000和50,000岁的日期相结合，建议由进化信仰的建立推动了伟大的年龄在误差。另见扰仍在继续，下面的链接获取更多信息。 

然而，甚至超出了这个（传说中）165亿岁的菊石（下面讨论）与其有机韧带仍然完好，被掩埋在泥土，据说300和肌化石木（浸渍用灰岩），仍然有它的有机木质结构保持不变。然后是保存在细菌案件盐晶体活着的（一个自称）250亿年。 

这种异常紧张的所谓客观的“科学家”谁愿意弯曲和应变科学事实，以促进他们的想法，生命也许有信誉的故事 - 对所有的“可能性” - 地球上没有出现任何情报在它背后的“百万到几百万年。”更糟糕的是：他们要求我们教导孩子在学校这样的事情，好像他们是事实。 

在最近的文章中，就：“这似乎（是）内骨与软组织似乎是血管和细胞...类似弹性的骨基质，”告诉我们： 

“组织...这有点类似于透露精血细胞和血管的有机组成部分。这项发现相当意外之一。玛丽的施魏策尔研究小组曾尝试常规的骨溶解件，了解其矿物成分，当领导她发现了一些不寻常的：。一个透明的丝，血管非常相似，她甚至发现了什么痕迹似乎是红血细胞，骨细胞（骨建设细胞）“。重点增加 

文章还指出，“骨化石的日期是约7000万年前。” 

玛丽还推测： 

“这是可能的腿部化石的外部零件，而船只被困在矿化骨和保持完整所有这些千年。”重点增加 

当然，这也是“可能”，即骨骼没有七千万年岁，而只有几千人。但是，这样的情况下，将消除任何打得比在地球上的生命非常次要的角色创作其他任何进化的可能性，同时在一个创造者/神方向指向：一些旧地偏执狂不想讨论在公共教室。于是他们继续推测可能只是如何可能发生不可能的事：一个很久很久以前，在一个遥远的土地：而忽视甚至强烈的证据表明，这种完全不会发生在几年万亿，一所谓合适的星球，是与水覆盖，与泡沫和闪电充分：除非外部情报采取行动，并命令它。 

换言之，相信我们是一个自然的副产品是，从实际用途以外的经验（即观察和可测试）科学领域。这些专门的信徒也有人宣称相信上帝，但他们并不认为造物主应该得到大部分的信贷（如有的话）的创作，而是大自然。这些人认为将“创造”和“造物主”绝不能提到公共教室，而是支持他们的信念只有这样的话。 

这么多的饲养“宗教”，走出教室，而在同一时间显示就打算什么开国元勋之一的无知，这是在超过200美利坚合众国年实行。但是那是以前的无知，政治正确性现代，大众媒体和公众议程胁迫相信这是基于一厢情愿的想法不是科学的实证，可测试的东西。也许有人会说我咆哮，但检查出自己的事实，弥补自己的头脑，而不是简单地相信正是我们左倾媒体要你相信：即该创作甚至没有一个造物主，而是自爆本身成立。 

更多关于恐龙为何人必须生活在一起看到：有证据表明人类和恐龙生活在同一时间一起。 
另见已有上百万的恐龙骨骼？，和“最古老的”DNA ...". 

有关生物体的复杂事实，请看：生命起源和生命的事实。 
9B条。 Unfossilized恐龙骨骼： 
以1987年的古生物学杂志文章开头如下： 

 “鸭嘴龙骨骼已发现的科尔维尔河以北的乌米亚特对阿拉斯加北坡。” 52 

也许最关心的是什么这些“骨头成千上万”有意思的是，他们“缺乏任何permineralization重要程度。”53,54其实，谁的人发现他们没有报告了20年，因为他们以为他们是野牛的骨头。因为骨头被部分暴露在“软，棕色，砂质粉土，”55，因为每年积雪融化的题材为两至三个月的元素，这些骨头也质疑恐龙的演化为基础的时代，和地质时间图表本身。另见第8及9A以上。关于龙和住在同一时间一起男人更见Unfossilized恐龙化石。见有机恐龙也较多这个故事，美国哥伦比亚广播公司新闻今日文章遗骸。 

9C条。 165万年前的惊喜： 
1996年5月份据报道，在原始状态菊已发现“的神秘网络的穆德斯普林对'场镇的伍顿巴西特，近斯温顿，英格兰威尔特郡优势。” 56是什么使这些据称是1.65亿岁的菊有趣的是： 

“许多人仍然有闪闪发光的母珍珠贝壳...（和）他们保留其原有的...文石[矿物形式的钙碳酸盐] ...在在外侧还保留他们的彩虹色... ...而在霍林沃思博士的话来说，'有壳...还有他们的有机韧带，但他们是亿万年的历史。'！“ 57,58强调后加 

这是一个事实，即水是泥的组成部分。这也是一个事实，氧是水的组成部分。允许氧发生氧化。事情起因氧化分解。这些泥泉进一步的证据表明，一些与当前的化石进化的约会计划错误的。 
10。埃尔斯米尔岛和阿克塞尔海贝格： 
阿克塞尔海贝格和埃尔斯米尔岛位于加拿大北部北极圈。如此寒冷的冬天是那里唯一的“树”能够成长为小灌木还不到一英尺的东西少height.59但很奇怪一直在这些岛屿上发现，证明了一个非常不同的过去：即许多大型的树木和树躺在树桩上，或埋下方的surface.60，61,62 

他们是如何到达那里？而更重要的是，他们什么时候到达那里？ 

据称，树木，其中有人居住的40-65万年前这个地区森林剩下的残余。 60,61,62的科学数据表明情况恰恰相反。例如，他们不是吓呆了，60,61,62但可锯和焚烧。此外，松果，松针，树叶也保存在沙质/淤泥质土。 60,61,62另一条线索的谜是，这些树的根是失踪。 60,61,62这表明，他们并没有在这里成长，但被一个灾难性的事件，后来逃难重新存放在不同的层次。这正是在灵湖山附近发生。圣海伦斯，但是，关于这个湖的底部直立的树木仍在水。在未来的某个时间，他们可能会留下直立 - 看上去好像他们长着。 63-70 

 关于这一点，Quiring的规定： 

“在从周围的山坡喷发很多树木被洪水入湖。今天，成千上万的日志，在纪念碑的保护，与不断变化的浮动风来回。由于一些水槽的树木，根首先，他们定居在直立湖地面形成一个'沉没的森林。“71 
至于对有机物对阿克塞尔海贝格岛，保存一个在线文章指出以下几点： 

“阿克塞尔海贝格的化石主要是保留作为mummifications。虽然通常压缩，木材和其他遗迹相对不变的化学和生物（奥布斯特等，1991）。化石的保存精美，包括落叶，锥，树枝，树枝，树干，树根等，如果这些不压缩，他们几乎从现代针叶林枯枝落叶层...保存的原因是例外，有那么一点矿化组织中发现相当于区分仍然掩盖。分析有机仍然表示，他们在淡水环境埋（Goodarzi等，1991）。“重点增加 

虽然这些树是在一年的大部分冷冻，每年夏季冰雪融化，约三个月的温度到华氏70度的温度达到range.72这样温暖的应该（通常）允许分解发生。其中一个显着的保存程度的解释是，这些树木是“木乃伊”的地层下被大量掩埋，然后建议，随着时间的推移，这个覆岩层被侵蚀。 

这也许是可能的，但是，它也可能是这些树并不岁百万，而只有几千人。此外，事实是，这些直立有些树的根是失踪，这意味着它们连根拔起一大灾难，并通过水在不太遥远的过去，这些岛屿（也许）运输。否则，他们就会腐烂。 

从西伯利亚类似的树木只有7000年的历史。例如，在“灾变的地球，”由Hugh Auchincloss布朗在第31页，布朗先生提出了以下意见： 
说：“在西伯利亚北部无数树称为当地人树干某些地区”亚当的木材“，并在腐烂都在扎实冻土嵌入式阶段。由于它们曾经被越来越多的类型不成长的树木，气候，他们证实，在气候变化已经发生，如将造成的小宗地球。它们可能是由飓风或洪水破坏。如果是这样，他们将展示一个侧面上划清界线被判处的断裂强力和撕裂的背风面的纤维。一个木材复审，以确定属种的树木，将使我们能够建立纬度范围或气候中，这些树木生长。“重点增加 

“一个所谓的庞大的树果，叶仍然在上面，发现并报告后，西伯利亚苔原山体滑坡。这种古老的水果7000年只能由一个运输的水果突然从温暖的气候解释冷藏它生长在寒冷的气候中储存它已冷藏。这种果实标本，用树叶，树叶和许多其他标本报道在西伯利亚发现也证实了小宗地球。“重点增加 

Velikovski，在他的著作“地球的动乱”（1955年版），报道同样保存在阿拉斯加的冻土地带的树木。 

看到来自南极洲，在那里我们发现下面还为260万年前的化石森林的发现： 

“木是我最感兴趣的分行在某些情况下保存下来，这表明没有木材运输流，我们迄今为止所发现的一个个结对一块树皮保存清晰的印象 - 。。不是坏的约2.5亿年老！的树桩没有取代硅，因而不是“僵化”，但他们一直在一个已经保存在某些情况下，冷冻干燥方式的年轮。一树，我们算26个年轮，它是旧版因为不是所有的年轮被保留了下来。“ 
重点增加 

有关这些树木和其他（据说很旧）材料请参阅： 
碳的“化石”恐龙骨木材和Unfossilized约会。 
一个在'白垩纪'北极热带爬行动物，由迈克尔Oard 
可持续性：冰川视角 - 四千万年的教训古老的森林，博士理查德Jagels 
世界上最古老的树林由卡拉Helfferich 
科学家在北极争夺地盘的土地，当时忘了，由Ed斯特鲁齐克 

11。碳14的环境： 
碳14是从太阳时产生的辐射罢工在地球上层大气中的氮-14原子。地球的大气层是尚未饱和的碳14。这意味着正在生产量为C14比金额更大的是腐烂回N14。据估计，平衡状态会在短短达到30,000年。因此，看来，地球的大气层是不足3岁。事实上，有证据表明，它不足1岁。 73,74,75这些估计有些地方在50,000年大气中的年龄，和其他人在10万，但他们每个姿势适用于旧的地球情形严重的问题。又见项目零下20度，以及相关链接。 

12。死海： 
死海是在以色列。它是通过接收来自约旦河加利利海的淡水。死海有非常高的盐含量。即便如此，它继续得到咸，因为它没有出口比其他蒸发。科学家已经测量的食盐添加量由约旦河每年，他们也计算在死海的含盐量。从这些是有可能的估计多久这一进程已就此案。假设盐/水流量恒定的速率，以及在开始无盐水平，那么死海的年龄只有1.30万年的历史。 76,77如需更多有关这个议题，点击这里，向下滚动。 

13。尼亚加拉瀑布： 
直到最近，当尼亚加拉瀑布的顶部是用混凝土加固，水是雕刻在大约每年四，五英尺的速度朝着伊利湖上游渠道。因为通道，目前约七英里长（35,000英尺），这意味着尼亚加拉瀑布年龄为7000八七五零年岁（或更少）。这当然，假设侵蚀率一直不断。北美的年龄，很可能是same.78，因为在这看到伊恩Juby以下意见更79,80。 

14。史书记载： 
根据这本书一咨询，历史学家声称，人类的历史可以追溯到4600 - 5400（含）以上年，但根据弗罗利奇雷尼，公元前1870年（加或减6）是“人类历史上最早的实际记录的日期。” 81,82,83同样在这一点上，西尔维亚贝克教授利比报价如下： 

“教授利比认识到这时候，他试图以证实其碳14的方法。他说。'第一轮冲击阿诺德博士和我是当我们的顾问告诉我们，历史上只有5000年的扩展回来...你在书中读到报表。某某一个社会或考古现场20000岁我们学到冷不丁地（即）这些...，古老的年龄不知道准确的，事实上，它是在对埃及第一王朝的时候，第一次真正把握历史的日期还无法确定。“84 

另见“还有多远回到记录去？” 

15。圣安德烈亚斯断层： 
圣安德烈亚斯断层是在北美最活跃的断层之一。它运行在托马莱斯湾到太平洋，东边的铂。雷耶斯，约30英里处的旧金山。据说这是移动1 / 2到每年2英寸。 85你有多久了移动吗？答案差别很大。有人说，它为几十里感动了，有人说也许数百人。证据是非常questionable.86有一些花岗岩露头的暗示，它可能已转移1.2万英尺，87然而，这也令人怀疑，因为花岗岩的起源本身是不确定的。一些地质学家认为花岗岩是火成岩，而大多数人相信，大部分是变质。 88如果上面提到的花岗岩火山的起源，那么它可以来直接从地面。 

有一件事情似乎可以确定的是，对于有多久，一直活跃断层多的分歧。在看的Pt地质图。雷耶斯地区，人们可能会注意到，有一个建议，故障没有移动很长的一些功能。它们是：桑德波恩特，汤姆的点和拉古妮塔斯河。 89断层穿过其中每一个都没有，但似乎是抵消的。这一证据表明，这种故障是很年轻 - 对几千年的旧秩序。另见大陆漂移。 

16。夏娃的线粒体DNA： 
线粒体DNA是从细胞核的DNA，因为它有不同的“只有37个基因相比，估计有10万在细胞的细胞核... ...” 90这也是不同的，因为它只是从母亲，90,91,92,93或至少，因此它一度被认为合格，不过，问题是现在非常多，因为是带来了以下的链接。 

1989年，科学家说，他们比较了各种不同种族的人线粒体DNA，并得出结论，他们都从一个单一的女子来到（他们叫她夏娃）谁从100,000-200,000年ago.90生活，91,92这个故事在媒体广泛报道。几年后，科学家实际测量的线粒体基因突变率，发现他们改变了约20倍的速度比早期reported.94这意味着，除夕夜没有辜负100,000-200,000年前，而只能5000-10000。这极大地修订日期非常接近，亚当和夏娃圣经帐户。不幸的是，那些谁想要的全部真相，这并没有成为头条新闻。另见：“消亡的线粒体夏娃”和绘图人类史：发现，通过我们的基因过去。 

17。人口增长率： 
今天，地球上的人口每50年增加一倍。如果我们假设有一对夫妇只目前的增长速度，并开始一半，将在不到4000年才得到今天的人口。95,96,97 
见人口统计数据获取更多信息。 

18。矿物的海洋： 
通过测量是目前海洋中的各种矿物质的数额和计算每个加入每年由河流径流的金额，科学家可以估算几岁的海洋中。当这样做的绝大多数矿物产量为地球上的海洋年轻的年龄 - 其中许多是低于5000年。 98另见博士史蒂夫奥斯汀海的失踪盐，99。 

19。山快速隆升： 
2005年3月，约翰包姆加德纳博士发表在他的影响的文章“最近快速隆升今天的山”的评估。调查中，他发现： 

“一个社区的标准进行地质之谜是，为什么世界上所有的大山脉 - 包括喜马拉雅山，阿尔卑斯山，安第斯山脉和洛矶山 - 经验丰富的数额是多少，一到他们目前大部分海拔抬升转眼间，相对于标准地质时间尺度的规模而言，这个时间。，这些山脉都经历了上新世以来，约五百万年前开始的垂直隆起数公里。这为均变了深刻的困难因为思维的驱动力为山区建设工作被认为大致均在作为当今世界观察...过去数亿年相同的缓慢速度已经运行平稳。“ 100 

20。碳14的（据说）旧来源： 
碳14是有机物质中发现的所有类型，包括钻石，煤层，炭化木，木材和恐龙骨骼unfossilized。事实上，这就是问题所在。换言之，发现碳14是不应该的地方 - 如果地球是“数十亿年的”老。 

在谈到这个广泛的文件：“在可测14C的化石有机材料：确认的年轻地球创造防汛模式”，博士的包姆加德纳，堪，内灵，奥斯汀说在他们的结论是： 

“研究人员通过几十演出了十几医疗辅助队在认真调查的几个国家的设施在过去二十年来试图找出并消除在AMS 14C的污染来源分析，作为一种副产品，有助于建立超越任何合理怀疑的存在内在14C的生活从显生宙生物记录所有的部分遗骸。这些样本，以'年龄从1-500马如其他放射性同位素应用到他们的方法确定的地质背景下，始终显示是14C的水平远远超过了AMS机械门槛，可靠重现性好，通常在0.1-0.5临市局的范围。但这种水平的内在14C的代表均变了重大困难。区区25万年相当于43.6半衰期为14C的。一克现代碳包含大约6 × 1010 14C的原子和43.6半衰期衰变的价值减少了7 × 1014的因素数目。不是单个原子的14C应该在这种规模的碳25万年后仍然样本（不提到百万或5000万或250百万年）。一个明显的（千倍）之间存在不一致...本队- 14C的水平，确定相应的岩体中238U提供年龄，87Rb和40K的技术。我们相信，此不一致的主要来源是时间不变的衰变速率均变的假设。其他研究小组报道我们的速度也支持这一结论[7，23，42]。不管不一致的来源，14C的事实，与的半衰期只有五千七百三十○年，很容易在整个显生宙地质记录的一部分检测论证了一半的时间uniformitarians亿美元分配给该年的地球历史的一部分很可能不正确。相对狭窄的范围内对14C / C比值进一步建议显生宙生物可能已全部遇难，他们的同时代人在不那么遥远的过去同时进行。最后，我们注意到有迹象表明，目前在14C的存在从生物圈碳交换密封因为非常早期的地球历史环境。因此，我们得出结论14C的证据的规定，对地球的过去，涉及最近全球性洪水灾难，可能对于一个年轻的地球本身也模型的大力支持。“新增101个重点 

另见：碳-14测年表明地球是年轻的，102和怎么样碳14。 103 

缩略语： 
马=万年前。 
临市局=百分之现代碳 

21。暗物质和螺旋星系： 
虽然它不是众所周知，星系本身也提供了强有力的证据表明，宇宙本身比（一个最大）500万年的历史少。这是因为螺旋星系应该失去只有四，五个革命的“结构”或螺旋武器，但是由于一些原因，他们没有。也许是因为他们还年轻？另见什么都发生了暗物质？，104恒星爆发点，一个年轻的宇宙105号和部分这份关于地球的年龄系列三。 

22。锆石： 
锆石是微小的火山岩晶体。他们还发现含有氦，并导致更应该比他们 - “。十亿年之久，”如果地球是堪，奥斯汀，包姆加德纳和斯内林写关于这个问题的文件以及，并在他们总结他们说： 

“我们用的高精度测量实验室签约氦扩散的锆石率...在这里，我们报告的数据，新的锆石扩散延伸到...绅的较低温度下保存数据。响亮的量率确认数值预报的基础上，我们提出报告留存及一个年轻的年龄。结合率和留存给出了6000 ± 2000多年的氦扩散年龄。这违背了在同一锆石核衰变产物的一十五点零亿年均变的时代。这些数据强烈支持我们的高度加速核衰变发生在数千年前的年集的假设。这种加速度缩小到圣经中的6000年时间表放射性同位素“数十亿”。“新增106个重点 

参见：6000年支持加速核衰变氦扩散年龄。
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