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Introduction 
A. Today I want to talk about the science of creationism. Should it be taught in public 

schools? Is creation science just a mask for teaching religion? Is the teaching of 
creationism true science? There are many major questions about this topic and I 
cannot deal with them all today, but I can assure you there are good scientific answers 
to these questions. 
1. Where did Cain get his wife? 
2. Where did all the races come from? 
3. How did Noah get all the animals on the Ark? 

B. We have some booklets and lots of literature that address these issues. I encourage 
you to pick up some of it. Let me help you out. The MAIN reason most Christians 
struggle with evolution and creation is simply this. They HAVE NOT DONE THEIR 
HOMEWORK!!! If you are really serious and have real questions about evolution and 
creation all you need to do is read some scientific articles about creation. You have all 
been spoon fed, brainwashed with the THEORY of evolution, but have NEVER read 
even ONE BOOK or one article on the science of creation.  

C. The reason I am teaching on the topic of evolution versus creation is so that you can 
get access to scientific research that the public schools are censoring for fear that it 
might show how foolish the teaching of evolution really is. The educational elite today 
will do whatever it takes to prevent people from hearing anything that challenges 
evolution. They will make fun of scientists or teachers who teach creation, try to 
intimate people who say they believe in creation, and even seek to legally keep it out 
of the schools. So much for being ‘open-minded!’ 

D. I am not a scientist but I am a person who can think and I feel I should be allowed to 
ask questions and challenge theories that I am taught. This material we shall look at 
today is presented to you not so much that you can remember all of it and use it in an 
argument with an evolutionist. It is presented with the hope that you will see that the 
Biblical teaching of creationism is good science and that you will get this truth settled 
in your heart once and for all.  

E. Many people believe that “science” has proven the earth to be billions of years old and 
that every living thing descended by the evolutionary process from a single cell, which 
was the result of a chance combination of chemicals. This is just not true and it is “bad” 
science.  

F. The fossil record does NOT show the gradual evolution of one life form into another 
as predicted and demanded by the theory of evolution.  



1. The missing links are called that because they are truly ALL missing, none has 
ever been found! There are HUGE gaps in the fossil record at ALL the major 
breaks: fish to amphibians, amphibians to reptiles, reptiles to birds, and reptiles to 
mammals. With the hundreds of thousands of fossils that have been uncovered 
and put into museums, you would think we would have at least a “few” missing 
links! Furthermore, no fossil remains of any creature linking humans to ape-like 
ancestors have ever been discovered. There is no “missing link” or half ape/half 
human creatures. They are figments of the imagination of the artists who draw 
them for the books in which they appear.  

2. Or they are forgeries like the Piltdown man that was taught in all schools for almost 
40 years. The Piltdown man forgery was a deliberate hoax by evolutionists. Animal 
bones were used (part of a modern skull and the jaw bone of an orangutan) to 
appear to be the remains of a half ape/half human creature. Yet this forgery was 
used in all public school science textbooks until the early 1960s! In all those ape 
to man posters, you see the Piltdown man is still on there! If the evolutionists have 
the evidence for the evolution of ape to a human why fake it?  

G. If you get into a discussion with an evolutionist rather than trying to remember all this 
material it might be better to approach it this way. “I know there is good scientific 
research available for anyone who is ‘open-minded’ enough to challenge the theory of 
evolution. I can get it for you if you are really interested in educating yourself.”  

H. I want to recommend that you make it a point to head down to Cincinnati to see the 
Creation Museum and now there is the Noah’s Ark exhibit. They are incredible 
scientific museums with so much scientific information available that supports the 
belief in a literal 7 days of creation. If you truly are interested in educating yourself and 
getting good scientific research done by brilliant scientists, geologists, nuclear 
physicists, molecular biologists, cosmologist, I encourage you to make the trip. I can 
promise you that you will not regret it and it will change your life if you have any 
questions at all about evolution or creationism. Also if you ever want to do research 
on creationism the best website you can go to is answersingenesis.org. 

I. Today I am just going to talk about the idea of creationism as it relates to 6 literal 24 
hour days or 6 billion years. You won’t see any of this in public school science books. 
Where is the free exchange of ideas that is supposed to take place in schools? The 
idea of billions or millions of years is critical to the theory of evolution, but unbiased 
scientific research is strongly pointing to the truth of the creation story and a young 
earth. If the billions of years’ theory can be disproved, evolution will crumble. 
 

Is it really that important that we believe in the six-day creation story? Mark 10:6 
A. Some people say, what is the big deal, so long as I believe in Jesus what does it matter 

if I believe in evolution or creation? Well, it does matter and let me give you three 
reasons why.  
1st Jesus believed in the story of creation. In Mark 10:6 we find Jesus making 

reference to the story of creation as He taught about marriage between a man 
and a woman. He declared that marriage is to be between a man and a woman 
because “from the beginning of the creation1 God made them male and female.” 

                                            
1 The phrase “of the creation” is found 4 times: Mark 10:6, 13:19, 2 Peter 3:4, Rev 3:14. It always refers to 

the creation of the world. It NEVER is used to refer to the creation of marriage.  



It is clear that Jesus believed in the creation story and He used it as a basis for 
His teaching for marriage. If we reject creation we make Jesus a “false teacher.”  

2nd If we can reject the plain teaching of Genesis, why can’t we reject the plain 
teaching of other scriptures? If we reject Bible teaching just because it is hard to 
believe or science says it is impossible, then why not reject Jesus’ virgin birth and 
His resurrection from the dead, or His miracles, since science says they are not 
possible? Either the Bible can be trusted or it cannot. Either it is divinely inspired 
or it is written by men. If it is divinely inspired then we can trust what it says to be 
true. 

3rd The creation story gives us the entire foundation for the salvation of man. If there 
was death, disease, and destruction before man sinned then the whole concept 
of sin and its curse is now without any basis and the need for salvation is no longer 
necessary. According to the creation story, everything was created good. There 
was no death, disease, and destruction. It was not until Adam and Eve sinned that 
these things came upon the earth. Sin brought the curse of death, disease, and 
destruction. Jesus came to pay the price for this sin by His sacrifice on the cross. 
His death and resurrection have broken the curse of sin and have brought the 
gospel or the spreading of God’s kingdom on this earth. Without the creation story 
as we read it in Genesis we have no plan of salvation. Our only hope is that 
someday man will evolve and be good. But with six thousand years of history filled 
with wars and corruption, we don’t have much hope. 

B. The belief in the teaching of creation is not optional. If we reject creationism we make 
Jesus a false teacher, we destroy the entire plan of salvation and we make the Bible 
a book that was written by men. Creation is not simply something that Christians can 
take or leave. It is a foundation upon which we build our entire belief system.  

 
What does the Bible say about the “day?” Gen 1:1-5, 8, 11-13, 19, 21-23, 27-31, 2:1-3 
A. Does the Bible mean 24 hour days when it says the entire creation was made in six 

days? The Hebrew word for the day is “yom.” Whenever the word “day” is used with a 
number, like the “first day” which is 359 times, it ALWAYS means an ordinary 24 hour 
day.2 <Say that again> 

B. Whenever “evening and morning” are used with the word day, 57 times, it always 
means a 24 hour day. <Say that again> 

C. Whenever “night” is used with the Hebrew word, “yom,” 53 times, it always means a 
24 hour day. <Say that again> 

D. Given this immense, overwhelming, 100% consistent, contextual evidence, one is 
tempted to ask somewhat flippantly, “What could God have done to emphasize that 
the days of Genesis chapter are literal 24-hour days?” Might I suggest that He could 
have used the Hebrew yom together with numbers, morning, evening or night? Oh, 
that is exactly what He did!! 

E. The word “day” used here in Genesis can only mean one literal 24 hour period of time. 
There is another Hebrew word for “day.” It is “olam” and it means an indefinite period 
of time. Like “In his day,” or “Back in the day,” etc. That is not the word that is used 
here in Genesis. The word used here is “yom” which can only be interpreted as a literal 
24 hour day. 

                                            
2 https://creationtoday.org/the-hebrew-yom-taking-one-day-at-a-time/ 

https://creationtoday.org/the-hebrew-yom-taking-one-day-at-a-time/


F. So what do we find in Genesis: evening, morning, first day, evening, morning, second 
day, evening, morning, the third day, over and over. The writer was clearly trying to 
say something. What do you think he was trying to say? The first day is an ordinary 
day. In case you didn’t get it, he adds evening and morning. The second day, in case 
you are a little slow, is an ordinary day. In case you are intellectually challenged, he 
adds evening and morning and so on. These days in Genesis are ordinary 24-hour 
days. Consistent unbiased biblical interpretation will show this.  

G. There is no way to get ages or 1,000 of years from this. 
 

Why did it take God six days to do this? HE CREATED THE WEEK 
A. Many people struggle with the idea that God could make all this in six days. The fact 

is He could have made all that was created in SIX seconds. Throughout Scriptures, 
God is shown as an instant Creator, not six days or six billion years. To give a few 
examples:  
1. He turned the water into wine instantly. 
2. He stilled the storm on the sea in an instant.  
3. He raised the dead with His word.  
4. He healed the sick instantly. 

B. So did God have the skill or the power to create all of creation in six days? The real 
question is why did He take six days? He did this to create what we call the SEVEN 
DAY WEEK. Let’s do a little science: 
1. We get the 24-hour day from earth rotating on its axis.  
2. We get our year from the earth rotating around the sun.  
3. We get the months from the moon rotating around the earth. 
4. Where did we get this idea of a seven-day week? There is NO SCIENTIFIC 

evidence for a seven day week!!! We have nothing that explains our use of a seven 
day week except creation!  

C. God purposely took six days of work and one day of rest to create the world to give 
us a blueprint for our lives, six days of work and one day of rest. I call this the “rhythm 
of life.” (Exodus 20:8) God took the seven days to create what we call the week. It 
must have been painstaking for God to slow down to our pace, to six days. It would 
have been more to His nature to create everything instantly. God took six days to give 
us a plan for living. Work for six days, and rest on the seventh. The institution of the 
Sabbath comes from a belief in a literal six days of creation. The Sabbath is a literal 
24-hour day that God established as the seventh day of the first week of creation. 

D. God was establishing a rhythm of living so that we would live long, blessed and healthy 
lives. People who don’t know enough to slow down one time a week basically miss 
out on the abundant life that God ordained for them, and that is sad! 

E. The seven days of creation, 6 plus 1, was literally seven 24 hour days. There is just 
no other way to read this.   

 
Does the Bible teach billions of years? 
A. Is there anything in the Bible that would give us the hint that the six days of creation 

were anything other than six days? Well people have really tried and there are all sorts 
of ideas but they have no theological basis. They are fabrications, which are forced 
into the Bible to get it to agree with the evolutionist’s theory that the world is billions of 



years old.  
B. Some say the Bible does teach billions of years but it is hidden between verse 1 & 2. 

It is called the GAP theory. They teach that God created all the creation over millions 
of years before we get to verse 2. This could not be true because when we read that 
God says on the sixth day, “Everything was good.” He could not have seen all the 
billions of years of evolution, which would be death, disease, and destruction and then 
say, “It is good.” The GAP theory has no biblical basis. 
 

There are big problems with the theory of evolution that you don’t ever hear about 
particularly with the dating methods 

A. The theory of evolution says that the universe, including the earth, is very old. 
Evolutionists attempt to prove this through many different means primarily through 
different dating methods. The most common one that most of us have heard about is 
called Carbon 14 dating (14C) How accurate is this system? It is not as accurate as 
scientists want you to believe. Just do a google search on this and you will see that 
many, many scientists are now rejecting this dating method and trying to come up with 
new ones.  

B. 14C only works for things which once contained carbon, it can’t be used to date rocks 
and minerals, for example. Scientists know how quickly 14C decays, and so it becomes 
possible to measure how long it has been since the plant or animal died.  A formula is 
used to figure how old this item is by how fast 14C decays. There are lots of problems 
with this dating system. Here are just a few:  
1. In 1984 petrified wood was found in Switzerland sandstone. This sandstone was 

supposed to be 20 million years old. This means that the wood should have been 
20 million years old. Any piece of wood that is supposed to be that old would not 
give any reading of 14C at all. It would not be datable by the 14C method. After 
about 50 to 100,000 years all 14C is supposed to be decayed. Anything which was 
really millions of years old would have no detectable 14C left. This wood was taken 
to one of the most prestigious laboratories in the world to be dated. They came up 
with a date of approximately 36,000 years. Oops, a small 19 million year mistake! 
The 14C in the wood had not totally disintegrated. This is more in line with the 
science of Biblical creationism. Taking into account the higher concentration of 14C 
in the atmosphere before the flood; this rock would be dated at less than 4,000 
years old. Of course, you would never hear of this in the censored public school 
system! 

2. This happened again in 1997 in Sydney Australia when a large petrified piece of 
fossil wood was discovered in a sandstone slab. This particular sandstone was 
supposed to be 230 million years old. A piece of this fossil wood was sent for 14C 
analysis to a laboratory in Cambridge, Boston, and an internationally recognized 
commercial laboratory. This laboratory uses the most advanced equipment, which 
is supposed to produce the most reliable results, even on minute quantities of 
carbon in samples. The laboratory staff was not told exactly where the fossil wood 
came from, or its supposed evolutionary age, to ensure there would be no 
resultant bias. The analytical report from the laboratory indicated radiocarbon had 
been found in the fossil wood, yielding a supposed ‘age’ of about 34,000 years. 
Oops, a small mistake of only 225 million years! Of course, if this fossil wood really 



were 225–230 million years old as is supposed, it should be impossible to obtain 
a radiocarbon age, because all detectable 14C should have decayed away. The 
laboratory’s calculated age is much greater than the true age. Again, this is more 
in line with the science of Biblical creationism. Taking into account the higher 
concentration of 14C in the atmosphere before the flood; this rock would be dated 
at less than 10,000 years old. Of course, you would never hear of this in the 
censored public school system! Correctly understood, this radiocarbon analysis is 
totally consistent with the biblical account of a young Earth and a recent global 
Flood, as recorded in Genesis. Bible creationism is good UNBIASED science! 

C. There are many, many other examples of incorrect 14C dating that you will never hear 
or read about in the false biased so-called ‘science’ books about evolution! These 
have all been censored and deleted! 
1. Coal from Russia supposedly 330 million years old, was dated at 1,680 years with 

14C dating.  
2. Natural gas from Alabama and Mississippi claimed to have been 50 to 135 million 

years old, gave dates of 30,000 and 34,000, respectively. When adjusted 
according to the 14C present before the Flood it would be dated at less than 10,000 
years old. Correctly understood, this radiocarbon analysis is totally consistent with 
the biblical account of a young Earth and a recent global Flood, as recorded in 
Genesis. 

3. Bones of a saber tooth tiger from the Labret tar pits, supposedly 100,000 years 
old, gave a date of 28,000 years old, when adjusted according to the 14C present 
before the Flood it would be dated at less than 10,000 years old.  

4. A block of wood found encased in Cambrian rock supposedly 200-300 million 
years old, gave a date of 4,000 years. Oops, a small mistake of 200 million years! 

D. It seems that long-age believers are left with only three options: 
1. Accept the corrected radiocarbon dates. This would mean that the age of the rocks 

and sandstone shrinks from 200-300 million to 36,000 years or much less. The 
whole geologic dating system would be thrown into disrepute. 

2. Arbitrarily reject the radiocarbon date. They could tell everyone that 14C is not 
good because it keeps giving young earth dates. 

3. Ignore the result, and hope not too many get to know about it. 
E. Guess which one has been chosen??? Mostly still using and teaching the 14C as being 

accurate. Although the word is now getting out that 14C has problems, so there is a 
frantic search to find something that can replace it. We see, then, that far from being 
an embarrassment to the creationist who believes in a young Earth, the radiocarbon 
method of dating when fully understood in accordance with modern atmospheric data 
gives powerful support to his position. 
 

There is much physical evidence to contradict the ‘billions of years’ 
A. Of the methods that have been used to estimate the age of the earth, 90 percent point 

to an age far less than the billions of years asserted by evolutionists. 
B. Red blood cells and hemoglobin have been found in some (unfossilized!) dinosaur 

bones. But these blood cells could not last more than a few thousand years, certainly 
not the 65 million years since the last dinosaurs lived, according to evolutionists. 

C. There is much evidence for a rapid formation of rock (geological) strata that would be 



caused by a worldwide flood. The lack of erosion between rock layers supposedly 
separated in age by many millions of years. There is no erosion so they can’t be 
millions of years old. The lack of any disturbance in the rock strata by biological activity 
such as worms, plant roots, etc. Again this would imply recent creation instead of 
billions of years.  

D. The earth’s magnetic field has been decaying so fast that it looks like it is less than 
10,000 years old. 

E. Radioactive decay releases helium into the atmosphere, but not much is escaping. 
The total amount of helium in the atmosphere is so very small right now. It is 1/2000th 
of that expected if the universe was really billions of years old.  

F. A supernova is an explosion of a massive star; the explosion is so bright that it briefly 
outshines the rest of the galaxy. The supernova remnants (SNRs) should keep 
expanding for hundreds of thousands of years, according to physical equations. Yet 
there are no very old, widely expanded SNRs, in our galaxy, the Milky Way, or in its 
satellite galaxies, the Magellanic Clouds. This is just what we would expect for ‘young’ 
galaxies that have not existed long enough for wide expansion. 

G. You won’t see any of this in public school science books. Where is the free exchange 
of ideas that is supposed to take place in schools? 
 

Summary Col 2:8 & Joshua 24:15 
A. Colossians 2:8 “See to it that no one takes you captive through philosophy and empty 

deception according to the tradition of men, according to the elementary principles 
of the world rather than according to Christ.” Many Christians have already been taken 
captive. They have rejected the plain teaching of God’s word for so-called “scientific” 
evidence. But the fact is that all “true unbiased” will always agree with God’s Word.  

B. People wonder how millions of years could be squeezed into the biblical account of 
history. Clearly, such huge time periods cannot be fitted into the Bible without 
compromising what the Bible says about the goodness of God and the origin of sin, 
death, and suffering, the reason Jesus came into the world.  

C. There are many Christians who would maintain their respect for God’s Word but make 
a distinction with its historical and moral sections. They believe that only the moral 
section is truly inspired as absolute Truth and the rest is not necessarily inspired by 
God. These are people who have been taken captive by the philosophies of men and 
are choosing to side with these unsupported ideas instead of siding with Jesus, who 
strongly believed in the creation story.  

D. We need to side with Jesus. He said, “But from the beginning of the creation God 
made them male and female.” (Mark 10:6). This only makes sense with a timeline 
beginning with the creation week thousands of years ago. It makes no sense at all if 
man appeared at the end of billions of years. 

E. You need to choose today, who are you going to trust? God’s Word or the word and 
ideas of men? I answer as Joshua did, “As for me and my household we will serve the 
Lord.” Josh 24:15. 

 
 


