and humans after they evolved
into a separate species. Gorillas
and humans have some 500
genes involved in hearing and
brain development. Of course,
we are only analysing genomes
~ of gorillas, chimps and humans
| as they are today, not imagined
millions of years in the past. So
it is no more than an assumption
that the genes have evolved.
How can information in genes
mutate into something smarter

by chance? All that can be said

Unlike the fleeting adult life of a mayfly, humans generally attain a | \with certainty from this study is
number of decades of adult life - plenty of time to recognise God’s ty y

invisible qualities in the created world (Rom. 1: 20). Image: CSM. that_ the apes anfj man have
similar genes. This is because

with God. Here is yet another aspect of they have similar body plans and similar

man’s uniqueness. functions (digestion, reproduction,

respiration etc.) and utilise similar proteins.
10 March p.5 — Non-stick spiders Man’s DNA has much in common with
Flies stick to spider webs, yet spiders them-  that of the nematode worm, a millimetre-
selves don’t. How come? long earth-dwelling creature.

“They use three tricks: their legs are Clearly, there is much about genes and
covered with hair to minimise contact their management that we have yet to learn.
with the sticky web, and coated in a By the time we have understood this,
chemical to reduce stickiness. Plus, they Darwinism should have been consigned to
are masters at tip-toeing,” the history books.

Looks like they were well designed!

10 March p.19 - Snakes on a sloping
10 March p.12 — DNA from last of the plane
great apes decoded The structure of snakes’ scales stops them
It is found that 70 per cent of genetic from sliding backwards. Interestingly, this
material in great apes is more closely cannot be the sole reason, because they are
related in chimps and humans than in less prone to slip when awake than when
gorillas and either chimps or humans. This sedated. “Videos show that the snakes
is interpreted to mean that gorillas split off can control the angle of each scale to
from primate evolution 10 m years ago,  stick as firmly as possible to a surface.”
while chimps split from humans 7 m years So although consigned to go on its belly,
in the past. the creature was well equipped by its

Yet the other 30 per cent of the gorillas®  Creator to do so.

DNA is more closely related to chimps and

to humans than chimp DNA is to humans.

This is interpreted that gorillas continued to
occasionally cross-breed with both chimps
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Does hunting the Higgs boson have any more
likelihood of success than hunting the
Jabberwocky? The mythical particle is a postulate
to shore-up a theory of the origin of the universe
that looks increasingly shaky. Image: J. Tenniel, in
the public domain.

17 March p.3 — Not the only particle in
town

“Yes-no-yes-maybe. The Large Hadron
Collider is back in business but the
Higgs boson is proving as elusive as ever,
teasing us with hints of its existence
before fading away again. If you’ve got
Higgs fatigue, join the club... By all
means, hunt the Higgs — but not to the
exclusion of other particles.”
Maybe there is no ‘god particle’.

17 March p.37 Cover story — God
“Can’t live with him, can’t live without
him.” Over 12 pages, New Scientist
concludes that religion is not something
imposed by God, but something developed

by a process of evolution. It is ingrained in
human nature, and will persist. Secularists
must learn to live with the benefits to
health and well-being of religion.
Moreover, apparently the God hypothesis
can be tested by science.

p-39 - Born believers

“...children under 10 tend to embrace
creationist explanations of living things
over evolutionary ones ... experiments
with adults suggest we do not simply
outgrow this attraction but that it must
be forcibly tamped down through for-
mal education.”

A chart shows Christianity has by far the
most adherents (2.2 billion) while
agnostic/atheist has about 750 million
worldwide.

Unlike belief in Santa or the tooth fairy that
children grow out of, adults “sometimes
reason their way to religious beliefs.”
p-46 — The God Hypothesis

Here the writer, American professor Victor
J. Stenger disputes the idea of religion and
science as ‘non-overlapping magisteria
(Gould), claiming that the existence, or not,
of God is a question science can address.
His books, God and the folly of faith, and
The incompatibility of science and religion,
gives a clue as to where he is coming from.
According to a 1998 survey, 93 per cent of
the membership of the US National
Academy of Sciences does not believe in a
personal god. Yet “about the same
percentage of all US citizens say they do
believe in a personal god”.

According to Stenger, experiments to test
the efficacy of intercessory prayer were
unconvincing. (You will know differently.)
Attempts to show that the complexity found
in biological systems is irreducible have
failed. “Life on Earth looks just as it
should look if it arose by natural
selection.” (But a century of experiments

E}
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on bacteria failed to change them into
anything else.)

Human behaviour throughout history does
not suggest that religious folk are more
moral. (Sadly true — but although man was
created in the image of a just God, his
disobedience in Eden and forever after has
spoilt that image.)

“If God is the creator of the universe, then
we should find evidence for that in
astronomy and physics. We do not. The
origin of our universe required no

miracles. Furthermore, modern
cosmology suggests an eternal
‘multiverse’ in which many other

universes come and go.” But surely
Stenger is aware that the reason the
multiverse was proposed was to get round
the glaring evidence that the universe was
created. The Anthropic Principle declares
that it appears that the universe was made
with man (Greek: Anthropos) in mind.
Tellingly, the Editorial (p.3) heads its
comment on this cover story “Know your
enemy”.

24 March p.34 Riddles of our past

This 9-page cover story reports on

“Human Evolution - The ten biggest
questions”

“Line up the genomes of humans and
chimps side by side and they differ by
little more than 1 per cent. That may not
seem like much, but it equates to more
than 30 million point mutations. Around
80 per cent of our 30,000 genes are
affected, and although most have just
one or two changes, these can have
dramatic effects.” [Surely 30 million in
30,000 averages 1,000 per gene?] “The

protein made by the human gene FOXP2,

which helps us to speak, differs from its
chimp counterpart by just two amino
acids, for example. And small changes in
the microcephalin and ASPM genes may
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underlie big differences in brain size
between humans and chimps.

“But protein evolution is only part of

what makes us human. Also critical are
changes in gene regulation — where and
when genes are expressed...most of
which have still to be uncovered.” [These
regulating sections between the protein-
coding genes were originally called ‘junk
DNA’ by the evolutionary experts!]
Clearly, the 98.5 per cent of DNA shared
by chimps and ourselves is an extremely
misleading statistic.

“Copying errors mean that whole chunks

of DNA have been accidentally deleted.
Other chunks find themselves in new
locations.” Not at all! This statement could
only be true if evolution is a fact. Such
assumptions of jumping genes cannot be
ratified since we cannot go back in history
to check changes. The article sports a time-
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The skin of man is markedly different from apes,
such as this chimpanzee. What evolutionary
benefit could there be in losing fur? If it was a
benefit, why have the various species of apes and
monkeys not also developed in this way? The
evidence points rather to man’s unique design.
Image: H. Berkovich, ww.rgbstock.com.




line from 8 million years in the past
through to the present claiming to show
stages such as when australopithecines
appear and when pubic lice evolved
following our loss of fur coats.
Australopithecines are  extinct  apes,
walking on their knuckles. Bipedalism has
many advantages, but the transition would
require many anatomical changes from ear
labyrinth balance to the angle of the tibia,
to the foot structure. Even if these changes
were possible, the intermediate forms
would be “slow, clumsy and unstable”.
Yet we learn here that this “is when the
greatest anatomical changes took place,
with shoulders pulled back, legs
lengthened and a pelvis adapted to life
on two legs.” And all this without recourse
to cosmetic surgery!
One question posed is “why was
technological development so slow?” The
real answer is that it wasn’t. The millions
of years are the invention of men like
Hutton and Lyell. Apes have never got
beyond low cunning, while the first people
were experts in metalwork and music
making (Gen. 4).

“When did language evolve?

Without language we would struggle to
exchange ideas or influence other
people’s behaviour. Human society as
we know it could not exist. The origin of
this singular skill was a turning point in
our history, yet the timing is extremely
difficult to pin down.

“Neanderthals had the neural
connections to the tongue, diaphragm
and chest muscles necessary to articulate
sounds and control breathing for speech.
Evidence comes from the size of holes in
the skull and vertebrae through which
the nerves serving these areas pass.
What’s more, Neanderthals shared the
human variant of the FOXP2 gene,

crucial for forming the complex motor
memories involved in speech.”
Clearly, Neanderthals were fully human.

Their babies must have had the high-
position hyoid bone as found in chimps,
that allowed them to swallow without
choking, but which later, unlike with
chimps, dropped to a lower position to
permit them to begin to speak.

“Dunbar suggests that hominin voices
might have evolved to sing by the
campfire.” This is the Oxford don who,
some years ago, suggested that speech
evolved to allow women to gossip!

In fact, the first man Adam walked and
talked with his Creator in the Garden of
Eden and later wrote about it (Gen. 5:1).
“Why did we lose our fur?
Mammals expend huge amounts of
energy just keeping warm. Why would
we forgo that benefit?” Especially with
an ice age following the Flood of Noah.

The article dismisses the theory that Homo
lost his fur and developed sub-cutaneous
lard in order to evolve in water. That idea
lacks fossil evidence. Other animals on the
savannah have hung on to their fur coats.
We are told that sexual selection lent a hand.
Yet not everyone is impressed by goose
pimples. Survival of the fittest this is not.

“Are there any other hominins left?”

If we evolved from apes, should we expect
to find cousins such as the legendary
Bigfoot, Yeti or Yowle. Someone from the
University of Edmonton, Canada

“recently analysed a tuft of hair from a
supposed Bigfoot to find that it came
from a bison.” Personally I don’t find that
surprising. My mum used to cut my hair
round a bison.

“We have long struggled to explain how
intelligence evolved.” But what makes
mankind unique among all other creatures
is not just our superior intelligence. We
were created in the image of God. And the
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good news is that for the Christian our
destiny is to be conformed to the image of
His Son (Romans 8:29). ‘Beloved, now are
we the sons of God ... but we know that,
when He shall appear, we shall be like Him,
for we shall see Him as He is.’

31 March p.17 — Don’t rain on my faint
sun paradox

“Around 2.7 billion years ago, a volcanic
eruption left what is now South Africa
blanketed in soft ash. Before it hardened
into rock, light rain left imprints in the
surface.” From the depth of the rain pits,
one estimates the speed of the fall of the
raindrops and thence the density of the air
at the time. “An analysis of a fossilised
rain shower suggests air density on early
Earth was broadly similar to today’s —
making it difficult to explain why Earth
was warmer than it is now when the sun
shone less brightly.”

Air density that was much like nowadays
suggests that this all happened after the
Flood. (Waters above the firmament gave
increased pre-flood air pressure.) Also,
such delicate impressions would not have
survived a world-wide inundation. So we
are looking at only thousands of years ago
at most. The sun’s brightness would also
have been much the same then as it is today.
The preservation of these ancient
impressions means they were covered
rapidly. It is the sudden geological
activities that confirm the short time-scale
of geological observations. Evolution is
thought to take millions of years.

Feathers or not

Earlier this year the BBC News website
(http://goo.gl/SsmU9, accessed 22
January) reported on new research into the
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structure of barn owl feathers. Barn owls
hunt stealthily in near darkness for their
prey of rodents such as voles and mice. It
is essential therefore that the owl's flight is
noiseless, so that it can use mainly auditory
cues to locate its prey and so that the prey
is not alerted to its presence as it approaches.

Dr Thomas Bachmann, of the Technical
University Darmstadt in Germany, found
that the feathers of the barn owl were
adapted to facilitate noiseless flight in a
number of different ways. Firstly, the
plumage of the bird is particularly soft and
dense, muffling any sounds it makes. The
wing feathers also have a very high camber,
helping to make possible flight that is slow
and hence quieter. The edges of each wing
are also extremely fine, reducing any noise
from air turbulence during flight, and the
friction noise between single feathers is
reduced by their velvety surface. Such a
combination of features speaks strongly of
intelligent design.

Contrast this with the more recent news
report (http://goo.gl/ua9Hy, accessed 06
April) of the discovery of fossils of a new
species of tyrannosaur called Yutyrannus
from China. Trumpeted with the title "T.
rex relative is biggest ever feathered animal"
the article goes on to claim that "the
creature's extensive plumage... provides
direct evidence for the existence of giant
feathered dinosaurs"! However, a careful
reading of the text of the article shows that
these so-called feathers could hardly be
less like the genuine feathers of birds such
as the barn owl. The "feathers" are simply
filaments, and might be nothing more than
the remains of collagen fibres. Yet these
remains are shoe-horned into the
evolutionary paradigm. Accompanying the
article is an artist's illustration of the
dinosaur that even takes the liberty of



including longer filaments on the forelimbs,
insinuating the impression that these are
gradually developing wing feathers, even
though no evidence whatsoever is
presented to justify this.

New Publication

The Authenticity of the Book of Genesis
by Bill Cooper. 423pp. £10.50+P&P.
Available from CSM.

In this single volume Dr Bill Cooper
argues from hard evidence that the Bible is

historically accurate throughout - in
everything, prophetical, geographical,
The Authenticity
of the Book of

Genesis

a study in three parts

Bill Cooper

linguistic and doctrinal. If you have a
longing to know how your own conviction
of its truth can be substantiated, read on, be
challenged and be completely reassured.
God’s Word is true!

Part One of this book deals with the
antiquity of Genesis, showing how each of
its component parts is considerably older
than any of the sources proposed for it by
the modernist school. Part Two deals with
the pre-Christian Flood traditions that are
found around the world, which together
present a formidable body of evidence for
the truth of Genesis when it speaks of the
Flood of Noah. Finally, Part Three draws
the reader’s attention to a certain clay tablet
which makes nonsense of the modernist
claim that the Flood account found in
Genesis is modelled on or derived from the
Epic of Gilgamesh or any other proposed
source. Highly recommended reading!

Scan the QR code below with
your mobile phone to go direct to
the CSM website.
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