BIBLICAL PERSPECTIVES ON THE HISTORY OF dates were retrieved from the waste basket and added to

SCIENCE the published dates, the combined results would show
that the dates produced are the scatter that one would
I. THE TIMESCALE FOR THE HISTORY OF expect by chance alone."
SCIENCE IS SHORT. Earth's ofl age was set by consensus, not by

radiometric datingHenry, 2003, pp. 176169).
History is the working of God in the world. A biblical  Evolutionists were "comparing" their opinions "among
perspective on the history of science beginfithe fact themselves," which is "not wise" (2 Cor. 10:12). We
that God has governed history by His divine power and ksiow this is true because the evolutionary age of the
not confined to human methodologies and processes toearth was deded before radiometric dating was first
bring about His will. The conventional perspective, on thsed, and even before radioactivity itself was discovered
other hand, demands that natural processes acting ovein 1896:
eons have brought abt first cosmic, then geological and "The basic time scale has remained unchanged
biological, and finally cultural development over eons since 1879'(Rowland, 1983, p. 80)"l wonder how
culminating in the most recent millennia, in which itis many of us realize that the time scale was frozen in
possible to conceive of such a thing as a "history of  essentially its present form by 184@peiker, 1956, p.
science."However, the cosmos is young and therefine 1803) "By the years 1832833, when the three

eons of fipre-historyo did not exist. volumes of Charles Lyell's great clasBignciples of
Geologywere published, the system of sequential or

A. Proof Is Lacking for an Old Universe. relative dating was well establishe@impson, 1983, p.
58).

Amazingly-- considering the dominance of the
conventional view- there is really no proof that the C. Positive Evidence Exist©f a Young Earth.
cosmos is old. Solar expert John Eddy has stated, "I
suspect that g Sunis 4.5billion years old. However,  Magnetic Field Decay. Magnetic field decay implies
given some new and unexpected results to the contraryan earth lifetime of the order of 10,000 yegBarnes,
and some time for frantic recalculation and theoretical 1983, pp. 5354; Carrigan and Gubbins, 1979, pp.
readjustment, | suspect that we could live with Bishop 123, 125) since much farther bithan that, core
Ussher's value for the age of the Earth andSthe | don't heating associated with the high level of magnetism
think we have much in the way of observational evidenagould destabilize the earth's interior. Overall, the
in astronomy to contradict thaikazmann, 1978, p. 18) geomagnetic field has lost about 15% of its energy since
Ussher put the date of creation at 4004 BC. the first measurements in the early 18(@smphreys,
There is reaIIy no scientific reason that the entir@ooz, p. 1) with a dacay of rough|y 1% per decade
universe could not be viewed goung. As evolutionary (Bloxham and Gubbins, 1989, p. 70) From 1970

cosmologisiGeorge Ellis (1975, p. 246)as written: "A 2000, the net loss was about 1.41%, confirming Barnes'
modern cosmologist who was also a theologian with strighrlier claim(Humphreys, 2002, p. 3)and

fundamentalist views could construct a universe model contradicting descriptions of the field as "self

which began 6000 years ago in time and whose edge W&sstaining" with no energy lo¢€arrigan and

at a disance of 6000 light years from the solar system. &yppins, 1979, pp. 119, 120)"In the next two
benevolent God could easily arrange the creation of themjjiennia, if the present rate of decay is maintained, the

universe. ... It would be impossible for any other scientigirength] of the field should reach ze @loxham and
on the Earth to refute this world picture experimentally Q€ ppins, 1989, p. 71)

observationally; all that heould do would be to disagree

with the author’s cosmological premises.” Old age advocates respond that though the field isyderaow, it
_ has been regenerated in the past by "field reversalese reversals
B. Radiometric DatesDerive from Circular Reasoning. areactuallyassociated with intense seismic activity during the Flood

(Humphreys, 1990, pp. 129) Coe and Prevot (1989, p. 292nd
Ultimately, the main argument for earth's old age is bas€de et al. (1995, p. 68%onfirmed hat magnetic reversals have
on arbitrary radiometric assumptionRichard Milton occurred rapidly rather than over hundreds of millions of years.
(1997, p. 51)points out that a readiness to reject Further, such reversals were superimposed on the secular decay trend
radiometric dates except those giving "expected values®ilied byBarnes. Evidence for reversals does not change the
why various radiometric methods can be claimed to conclusion that magnetic fietltecay severely constrains earth's age.
converge in the "ages" they "measure": "Thus the
published dating figureslwaysconform to preconceived
datesand never contradict those dates. If all the rejecte

The Seven Day WeekThe severday weeks evidence
H1at the days of creation were literabnsistent with the



position that the Bible can also be talkeriace value in its page 2

teaching that the creation waecent. Eolutionist

Eviatar Zerubavel (1985, p. 6writes: "For those who  rationalist and Enlightenment scholars who hiat®red

take the biblical account of the creation both seriously astdenuously to show that the Bible is not a reliable or

literally, the length of the sevetay week presents no  valid historical record. Genesisll especially have

problem at all. ... It was first practiced by God when been singled out as supposedly being at best allegories

creating the univse." Zerubavel (1985, p. 9¥urther or fanciful poetic literature. The reastur this stancés

points out that the week is not tied to the lunar cycle: simple: these chagrs claim the reality of a universal
"Those who believe that our sevéay week has fiat Creation, a global Flood, and the dispersion of all

derived from the lunar cycle seem to forget that the lattgrostFlood peoples from the Tower of Babel, and these

is not really a twentgight day cycle'(Steele, 2000p. scenarios are simply incompatible wiécularized

11). In fact, the seveday week is not related to any history.

celestial phenomena. Astronomer and professed atheist

Duncan Steelg2000, p. 73)notes: "The year, month andA. Genesis Chapters 411 Are History, Not Allegory.

day all have clear astronomical bases. Oday week,

however, does not have amnvius link with any heavenly The liberal position is that Genesis 1 did not "actually”

cycle." Zerubavel (1985, p. 11speaks of the week as  occuras written(Gibson, 1981, p. 13) To progressive

dissociated from natureéThusthe week not only serves asreationist Hugh Ross, God is speaking in the language

the cycle of work days and rest days, but also of appearances, "anthropomorphically," for an ancient

commemorates the literal Creation Week itself. people ignorant of modetiencgRoss, 2004, p. 159)
Further, "Many diparate civilizations have, for ~ But genuine anthropomorphisms involve a body motion

unknown reasons, assumed beginnings of time occurrirgy &ody part picturing God's senses or actions, and

few thousand years B.C.," and even more specifically, "never take the form of anything like a weekday"

"within a few centuries of 4000 B.GSteele, 2000, pp.  (Kulikovsky, 2002, p. 40; Young, 1964, p. 58)

135, 40) echoing solar scientist John Eddy's affirmation Beck (1982, p.742)claims that thé'creation

of the Ussher chronology quoted above. narrative ... is a story without any historical intenthe
Clergy Letter ProjecZimmerman, 2006, p. 1)

The Babylonian King Lists. Berosus, a Babylonian maintains that revelation is designed "not to convey

historian of about 300 BC, listed a series of Babylonian scientific information but to transform hearts." This
kings who lived fomanyyears-- the Sumerian king list  sounds good, urtone realizes that science is nothing
The Sumerian king list had ten kings spanning fimen ~ more than systematically studying the physical world,
Creation to the Flood, the same as the ten patriarchs fr@md the physical world is the one in which Jesus was
Adam to Noah in Genesis 5. incarnated. Divorcing divine revelation from any

Berosus tabulated each kingly reign in a unit ~ connection to the physical creation ultimately casts
called thesarus The astronomicalaruswas 3600 years, doubt o the reality and relevance of Jesus' first advent.
giving the shortedlived king in Berosus' chronology a
36,000 year life. Liberal theologians have therefdogn Even if Genesis 1 were poetry, “in the ancient world, devoid of
playedBerosus' ten kings as mythical, even claiming thairinting, without paper for notking or on which to type lectures,
the biblical writers "lifted" the Genesis patriarchs from tfe trained memory was of vital importan¢¥ates, 1966, p. 4) A
Babylonian recordéGibson, 1981, p. 156) But there was poetic syntamelpgd .irlmemorizing cohcrete content. '.'Poetry, not
also a civil sarus adnly 18% years, giving the Sumerian prose, \{vas the primitive form fqr storing the commgmty‘s memory"
king list 2,221 years from Creation to the Flood. This (o00rstin: 1983, p. 563) Boorstin (1983, p. 480yeminds us that,

. Before the printed book, Memory ruled daily life ... iMery was an

agrees remarkably well with the 1,656 years worked ourawesome faculty which everyone had to cultivate, in ways and for

from Genesis $Rehwinkel, 1951, pp. 166.67; von reasons we have long since forgotten. In these last five hundred

Fange, 1984, pp. 228). years we see only pitiful relics of the empire and power of Memory.
... Everyone needed the arts of Memory, whliie other arts, could

Il. THE BIBLICAL RECORD IS RELEV ANT TO be cultivated. The skills of Memory could be perfected, and virtuosi

THE HISTORY OF SCIENCE. were admired."

ArcheologistW.A. Albright (1957, p. 66)emphasized that
One component of a biblical perspective on the history ghe verse form is much bette_r adapted fqr oral transmission.than is
science is the position that history as presented in the any klnd. of prose.Th.e ease with which chﬂc?ren learn poetry is well
Bible is an accurate representation of the past. Otherwf§@"n: lists and recipes were formerly put into verse for ,
the Bible at best can speak only to abstracttspirissues mnemotechnic purposes.” Thus we cannot truly say that a poetic
but can say nothing meaningful about the work of God if¢,1yntax in Genesis 1 means that it did not convey the factual

. . . . information intended Yothe context of its words.

history. Since the 1600s this has been the position of »



Further, Genesis 1 is not actually poetry after all. The first page 3
poetic passage in Scripture is Genesis 4:23, sometimes
called "The Song of the Swor@Pfeiffer, 1958, p. 27, having arisen in the 1950s and 60s when "consensual
Sarfati, 2004, p. 95) Echoing Aalders, an early oppent unions began tbe widespread, abortions to be
of the framework hypothesiSurburg (1959, p. 64)asks, exceedingly common, contraception to be univetsal
"Would the account of Gen. 1 lead the ordinary reader tbhe divergence between overpopulation fears and reality
suspect that the order of created events recorded were ingtspecially extreme in the West, where "the numbers
historical?" Also echoing Aalder¥pung (1964, p. 47) of births [have fallen] so far that it is now doubtful if
answers that in Geniesl, "there is not a single allusion tananyWestern populations can maintain their numbers
suggest that the days are to be regarded as a form or merée long run'(Lal, 1998, p. 229)
manner of representation ..." Neither does the inclusion of  John Calvin (1554,p. 180)suggested that in
repetitive phrases in Genesis 1 make it poetry. In the the deatHree preFall world, people would be translated
KJV, the phrase "the evening and thermiog" and "God much like Enoch (Genesis 5:24) in the pbatl world:
saw that it was good" each appear five times, but "Truly thefirst man would have passed to a better life,
repetition is not a necessary component of Hebrew poetrgd he remained upright; but there would have been no

Repetition is moréicharacteristic of Biblical separation of the soul from the body, no corruption, no
Hebrew prose(Shackleford et al., 1997, p. 303) butis  kind of destruction, and, in short, no violent change."
sometimes confused with @dielism. "[[]f Genesis were Finally, had the world remained sinlesds
truly poetic, it would use parallelisms throughout," but itwould have foreknown and met life's needs as surely as
does no(Sarfati, 2004, p. 95) Thus Genesis 1 is a proséie foreknows life's needwow. Genesis 3:16 records
or narrative style which is "a positive record of things aghat after the Fall God told Eve, "I will greatly multiply
they actually transpired’Leupold, 1949, p. B; ... thy conception ...," signifying that in a sinless world,
Kulikovsky, 2001, p. 242) Other Scriptures and Jesus God may have rendereder-population impossible
Himself cite Genesis 1 as history (e.g., Ex. 201931:17, simply by controlling conception rates.
Ps. 8, 104, Matt. 19:8, Lk. 3:38, 2 Pet. 3:5, Heb. 4:4).

C. Chinese Writing EmbedsMemories of Genesis

B. Pre-Fall Conditions, Not Normal Now, Are

Plausible. Chinese ideographs provide intriguing evidence of the
historicity of Genesis-11. Over the millennia since the
An objection to the arliest posiCreation history dispersion from Babel in abo25600 BC, Chinese

presented in Genesis chapters 1 and 2 concerns the characters have experienced relatively slight

presence of the Tree of Life and the absence of physicanodification(Kang and Nelson, 1979, p. 5)Thus the

death (Gen. 3:23). If this condition existed, a modern pictograph fagardenis a square intersected by
uniformitarian view of history fails completely and the a cross. The square is a plot of land; the cross spreads in
biblical recad is irreconcilable with conventional views four directions, sigifying the "four heads" of the river

of earliest history as a time déath struggle, and which watered the Garden of Eden (Gen. 2:10).

primitivity. Accordingly, advocates in the Enlightenment This example might appebe similar tabiblical

tradition have sought to show that a defagie world historyonly by coincidence, but simildies sparthe

would rapidly have become uninhabitable duereatures' entire spectrum of Chinese characters. The pictograph

lemminglike procreation. for boatshows eight people in a vessel. This was the
But would a deattiree prefall world become number of survivors in the Flood (Gen. 7:7, 10:1; 1 Pet.

hopelessly ovepopulated? Such a concern originates 3:20). If this symbol is not a memory of Flood history,
partly from the misconception that the earth today is in twBy couldn't the pictogram show five people, or ten.
throes of a population explosion. How much more seveWhy eight? The motif of eight Flood survivass

would this problem be, the reasoning runs, in a world common in mythologyHenry, 2006, p. 6).

without death? But the earth is far from overpopulated. The character failowercombines several

It could support up to some 50 billion people: "A diet  pictographs and ideographs giving the idea of "men of
based on 4,000 to 4,500 kilocalories of edible plant ~ one speech who united to undertake the building of a
material [per day] could be providdor between 38 and tower made of bricks of clay or grag8rammer, 1986,
48 billion people,” about 7 times the current population p. 3). The Tower of Babel was the last such tower
(Revelle, 1974, p. 168; Easterbrook, 1999, p. 28)lost  attempted by a linguistically unified mankind.

people need far less than 4,500 kilocalories per day, so the  Memory of building the Tower of Babel in
earth's ability to support human life has not been pushe@hinese characters is another evidence that this was a
near the limit. Lal (1998, p. 229)points out that real historical event, not a myth or metaphor. It is easy
overpopulation concerns are a recent public phenomentmseewhy the earliest Chinese symbols would have



incorporated memories of the creation, the Flood, and page 4
Babel. These events had affected all mankind and were
known to all, making the original symbols immediately E. Linguistics ShowsThat All PeopleLived at Babel.
intelligible to anyone. With time, the biblichistory was
forgotten, rendering the information in pictographs and There is evidence that the different languages of today
ideographs meaningless, and forcing the change in mogiegan at one geographical site, identified in the Bible as
places to easigp-write but more abstract alphabetical Babel. This is espgally relevant to the history of
systems. science because all cultures and civilizations as we

The evolutionary view with its denial of biblical know them originated at Babel. The thousands of
history in Geneis is blind to the original meaning of the languages spoken today have proliferated from a small
Chinese characters. Evolution ridicsigctographs as  group of older now extinct languages, and these older
having no practical use. They are supposed to have begrecursors @me from an even smaller number of
only primitive precursors to alphabets. Precursors theyprimeval languages. In fact, languages belong to one of

were, but primitive they were not. three groups: (1) the Inedburopean tongues; (2) the
Semitic tongues; and (3) the Oriental and African

D. Flood Legends Are Common to Most Cultures. languages. These three groups correspond to Noah's
three sos who survived the Flood.

Flood legends have characterized virtually every major Indo-European tongues wetigose of Japhethés

culture(Murray, 2003, pp. 21:22). Lucien, an ancient descendants dispersing from Babel. The term "Semitic
Roman, wrote that the GraeBoman culture of his day languages" shows that these were the languages of
celebrated a religious day called the Day of thedDea  Shem's progeny as they dispersed, and Ham's
(Nelson, 1938, pp. 174879). Lucien said this Day of the descendants spoke Oriental and édr languages.
Dead originated from memory of a time when all people In other words, common ancestral languages
on earth had died. Since the Day of the Dead was arougxist for all modern ones. English, for example, comes
November first, Lucien deduced that this must have bedrom the Teutonic tongue which also gave rise to
when the great Flood catagiiee happened. The Day of languages including German, Dutch, Swedish, and
the Dead observance was glofRéhwinkel, 1951, pp.  Danish, a language group called hermanic
169-171). It was practiced in Britain by the Druids with languages The now extinct Teutonic came from even
human sacrificeand in the New World by the Incas who more ancient Ind&uropean roots.
paraded mummies on stretch@rmdingham, 1988, pp. English is thus an Ind&uropean language with
215216). A sanitized Druid version became Halloween Smilarities to other Germanic languages. Engfising”
Halloween is ultimately a perverted commemoration of is Germarsingen Dutchzingen Swedishsjunga(the]
global death in the Flood. sounds lkey), and Danislsynge English also has
Tacitus, who lived in Rome about 100 AD, said likenesses with ne@Germanic languages that are Indo
that all people descended from a god who was saved inEuropean. The English "three" is Latres, French
boat. He called this god Taib and his son, Mannus. Thérois, and Greekreis (Alexander, 1969, pp. 38, 39)
origin of the namé/lannusis the same as that of the name Latin, an IndeEuropean tongue, has in the last
Noah(Tacitus, 1948, p. 102) PreChristian Angle two millennia produced the Romance languages French,
Saxons, Norwegians, Danes, Icelanders, the Irish, and thieanish, Italian, and Romanian. Other ancient roots
Miautso people of China likewise traced their ancestry besidesTeutonic and Latin, all derived from Indo
bad to Noah(Cooper, 1995, pp. 84, 98, 108, 244) European, have produced other modern languages. The
The Gauls, ancient inhabitants of France, said tigéartbelowshows some of the relatiofwlexander,
had descended from three gods, Teutates, Taranis, 1969, p. 40)
and Esus. Here in its broad fornth® descent of all Knowledge of these linguistic relations had been
people from Noah's three soriBhe ancient inhatants lost and was reliscovered in the 1800s. Adexander
of Germany had the same bel{@hcitus, 1948, p. 102) (1969, pp. 37, 39%ays: "One of the fareaching
These legends are p@hristian. They cannot be discoveries of the 19th century was that many languages
merely a memory of Bible stories told by missionaries show resemblances in theirgtture, and that these
since they have too many facts twisted and corrupted. features are to bexplained, not by a process of
Where missionaries have gonetiave foundpeoples  borrowing but by descent fromcammon ancestor. ... It
already immersed in these legends. Missionaries is difficult to say when or where the pard¢sntguage
themselves have testified that these legends, plus a bagiom which these are descendegrimitive Aryan or
awareness of the one true God behind the legendary Indo-European- wasoriginally spoken, except that it

events, predated their arrii@®ichardson, 1981, p. 33) was some time before 2000 B.C., possibly 3000 or 4000
B.C."



SOME LANGUAGES IN THE INDO- EUROPEAN FAMILY page 5
Indo - European (Aryan)
b

Obbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbdbbbbbbgbbbbbd bbbbbdbbbbbd bbbbbbbbbbbC

b b b b b b
Teutonic Italic Hellenic Celtic Slavonic Indian
ObbbbbbbbabbbbbbC b b b b ObbbbgbbbC’
East b North Latin Classical b b Sanskrit Pali
Teutonic b Teutonic b Greek b b b
b West b b b b CbbbbbbbbC b
b Teuton ic b ObbbbbabbbbbC b DbbbbdbbbbC b b
Gothic b b French b Spanish b Gallic b Welsh Db b
b b [talian b Irish b b
ObbbbbdbebC b CbbbbbbC b Hindi
German b Dutch DbbbbbbbbbbbbbdbbbbbbbbbC Modern Russian etc.

English  Norwegian Danish Swedish Greek etc.

Despite Alexander's ignoranoéwhere Inde above), the Tower of Babel is only a fanciful metaphor for an origin
European was first spoken, the timing he suggests agre@wse details are hidden in the fog ofealutionary past.
with thebiblical date of the Tower of BabeAccording
the Bible, Nimrod built the Tower of Babel sometime ~ G. Linguists Have Reconstructed Conditions Met by
between 3000 and 2000 BC (Gen. 1068 11:19). Not  Migrants from Babel.
only does the commomaestry of languages point to a
single geographic origin, but the timing of this origin ~ The tongues closest to Induropean are archaic

agrees with théiblical chronology for Babel languages such as Teutonic, Italic, and Hellenic. From
these ancient roots, linguists have attempted to

F. Linguistics Indicates That All Languages Were reconstrutindo-European as a single tongue.

Once One. Reconstructed Ind&uropean words reveal details about

the lives of the speakers. Words for "oak" or "birch,"

The science of linguistics shows that all languages shaf@&example, show that people used these trees.

unity of the sort that might be expected if all mankind h&generally, he reonstructed scenario agrees with

once spoken a single tongue. conditiors thatJaphethites dispersing from Balauld
have experienceds theysettedinto Europe.

MIT linguist Noam Chomsky reached a similar conclusion. "Chomsky

holds that the grammar of a language is a system of transformationafs Claiborne (1983, p. 34tates’Not all [Indo-European words]

rules that determines a certaiairing of sound and meaning. It have been reconstructed with equal certainty, but collectively they

consists of a syntactic component [word order], a semantic compongmbvide a clear picture afie IndeEuropeans' natural environment:

[word meaning], and a phonological component [the way phonemesdaeeiduous forest or open woodland, of the sort that stretches in a

joined to form words]. The surface structure contains the informatiobroad belt between the lands ... from the Atlantic east to the Urals. ...

relevant to tk phonological component, whereas the deep structure (This description, of course, refers to thr@inal vegetation of these

contains the information relevant to the semantic component, and theegions, which today has mostly been replaced by cropland, pasture,

syntactic component pairs surface and deep structures. Hence, it isor plantations of fasgrowing evergreens such as pines.)"

merely the phonological component [the order of phonemes in vords

that has become greatly differentiated during the course of human After the Flood, climate in European latitudes was

history, or at least since the construction of the Tower of Bg§B&ht, \etter and warmer for several centuries thaw.

1975, p. 1054) Milder climate persistedntil well after the dispersion

Not all linguists agree with Chomsky's idea that a "syntactiofrom Babel ands revealed by InddEuropean
component” links surface structusith deep structure, but there is vocabulary reconstruction:

eneral agreement that a deep structure exists. This deep structure " .
g g P P [The IndoEuropeans] began moving north

strongly indicates a common origin for all languages rather than an . f mixed dland and land int
evolutionary origin of distinct languages at different places and timesf.rom a region or mixéd woodland and grassiand into one

Yet Farb (1975, pp. 26869)and most other linguists "despair of evep]c dense deciduous forest [i.e., from the sontb
finding" the "wellsprings of speech," denying the history in Genesis EUrdP€e]. The lowland areas were often boggy (the
which would unlock the mystery for them. Anthropolodistph climate ... was both moister and warmer than at
Linton (1955, p. 9)bluntly said decades ago, "We know absellut present)(Claiborne, 1983, pp. 4748).

nothing about the early stages in the development of language ..." This As Indo-Europeans migratedto Europe, "they
seltimposed ignorance continues to prevail. Even to Stent (quoted could expand the more easily because over much of



Europethere was almostabody tooppose thema fact page 6
attested to by both ecology and archeold@laiborne,

1983, p. 40) As the Bible states, the people migrating In Mesopotamia in modern Irag, the area enconipgsise
from Babel were moving into previously unsettled ancient land of Shinar, more than 20 remains of ziggurats exist

territory, and "of them was the whole earth 0Verspr(_:‘adn(Ghirshman, 1961, p. 69) Saddam Hussein was confident enough
(Gen. 919) of the location of the ruins of the biblical Babylon near Baghdad that

This is a shocking conclusion for the evolutiona e spent millions of dollars reconstructingyer, 1991 ,p. 144)
he entire city of ancient Babylon has not been reconstructed to date,

model which claims humans have been evolving and but Muaayad Saeed, head of Irag's Antiquities Department

_mlgratmg Qver th? gl_ope for the last 3"m|”|0n years. Th"%upervised a massive reconstruction in 1987 of the palace at
is why Claiborne italicized the words "there was almost Babylon" (Barkho, 1998, p. 1) Significantly, none ofhe secular

nobody to oppose them" in the dation above. Infact, scholars cited in this article went on record as doubting the existence
there was actuallgio one at alto oppose the first wave ofof the Tower of Babel. They merely asserted that it is not possible to
migrants from Babel. be certain of the Tower's appearance.

Linguistic reconstruction of Ind&uropean words The word "ziggurat" is often said to signify an artificial
confirms thebiblical history of the migration from Babel mountain in the form of a pyramid, but the original meaning of
in a wonderful way. Conditions of moistand warmer  "Ziggurat” is the idea of "rising to the skiGhirshman, 1961, p.
climate, a practically empty continent, and dispersion frga Thus, the term ziggurat as originally used by the Sumerians
south to north match the Genesis version of early post carried the connotation of a temple built "unto heaven" (Genes

: : : : 11:4), i.e., unto the glory or worship of the heavenly bodies. Only
Flood history and Japhethite pd&tbel dispersion.
y P P latter did "ziggurat" become associated with the physical form of a

certain type of temple mount.
Like the word "ziggurat," the word "Babel" itself is often

. . misunderstood, supposedhearing "gate of god."The original
The dispersion from Babeteanghat theremust have meaning of the word is "to confusgSaggs, 1971, p. 292)ecalling

beena period of global travelnd here is evidence of  the confusion of tongues occurring there. "It was later that those who
worldwide navigation, trade, and commerce in ancient remained at Babel tried to upgrade the meaning by claiming it meant
times. Diverse artifacts indicate that global travel persistBab-el, ‘the Gate of God'{Morris, 1976, p. 278) really a

throughout antiquity. For exampliae Newark Holy secondary meaning indicating the religious significance which the
Stones, atient tablets inscribed with ti[eecalogue, were Tower of Babel wielded over people's minds igiant times.
unearthed from Indian mounds in Oo1860-1867 and

appear to be genuirf@lrutz, 1980, p. 1) The lll. EARLY KNOWLEDGE AND TECHNOLOGY
implication is that global navigation occurred and includ®ERE NOT PRIMITIVE.

Hebrews many centuries before Columbus seded.

H. Migrants from Babel Traveled Worldwide.

The biblical teachig of primevalsinless man implies
I. Ruins of the Tower of Babel Exist. that early human capabilitiegereadvanced, not
primitive. Biblical information onthe Ark, for instance,

Of course, the most direct evidence of the reality of BaggMplies an advanced shipiilding capability in

would be the existence of the Tower itself, a Babyloniarntiquity. Woodmorappe (1996, p. S0hotes that,
ziggurat traceable back to pMbrahamic times. The “[T]here is evdence that ships approaching Ark length
claim has long been made that tillical story of Babel have in fact existed in ancient times.” The legendary

is a confused reference to later ziggurats, such as the ancient Greek ship variously known &gracusieor

ziggurat at Ur, which Abraham probably saw and Alexandrisis supposed to have rivaled the Ark's size
supposedly caused to be incorporated into Genesis 11 (Casson, 1971, p. 185)TheGreat Easterriwas the
(Saggsi 1971’ p. 2920"0W€V€r, thel owerruins were Iargest Shlp afloat when launched" in 1859, and was 692
unearthed in the 180084 orris (1976, p. 253lludes to  ftlong. It had an iron hul[Owen, 1970, p. 439)But

the archeological recovery of the complex of Nimrodiansome Chinese junks of centuries ago may have matched
cities surrounding the biblical Babel with the Tower as if§e Great Easterrnn size(Mills, 1960, p. 147)

focus. Archeologis€.W. Ceram (1979, pp. 326331)

discusses Koldewey's excavation of the Tower in the late. Ancient Primitivity Is a Myth.

1800s, along with the dimensions and the appearance of o _ _
the Tower when it was in active use. The biblical history of the construction of the Tower of

Babel implies a high order of technology in the earliest
It has been suggested that other pyramids and mounds in locations tMes. Indeed, Gen_- 11:5 quotes the Trinity as noting
from Babel are also based on the Tower of Babel as prototype. Forthat at Babel, mankind would be able to do whatever he
example, "the most anciepyramids of Egypt present a vestigetté ~ could imagine! The state of technologyBatbel was
same form" as the Tower of Bal{laas, 1912, p. 1) not primitive. Primitive man is a fiction, a fiction



buttressed by a number of misconceptions bordering on page 7
myth.
The Myth of Uniformitarianism. This misconception

The Myth That Cave Dwellers Were "Ape Men." applies to all of ancient history the same hagsbught
Some people have always lived in caves, but they wereriditenconditions existing today in the salled "Fertile
"apemen." Job 30:3 descibes "cavemen” living in the Crescent." Supposedly this region was always arid and
wilds after the dispersion from Babel: "For want and  non-productive. But even the Sahara did not exist until
famine they were solitary ... To dwell in the clefts of the about2000 BC; before that, there were no deserts:
valleys, in caves of the earth, and in the rocks." "Around 2000 BC there began a long and

Throughout history, caves have provided safety eventually disastrous natural change. The climate
and security{Gerster, 1970, pp. 866, 867, 860, 882, 883pradually became much drier. The Sahara received less
Some modern cultures live in cavdgecause caves provideand less rain. Its rivers began to fail and, little by
protection from weathgBlair, 1970, pp. 126, 129; little, its farming peoples had to move away and find
Jordan, 1977, p. 108; Severy, 1983, p. 737; Edwards, new homes. ... By about 500 BC the Sahara became the
1980, p. 212) In the loess plateaaf China, he people  dry and stony wasteland that we know today"
live in "caves cut into banks of easily carved silt. ... [Thegypavidson, 1966, pp. 1:A3).
are] warm in winter and cool in summégCressey, 1951, Broad river channelgisible via radar under
p. 111; DeBlij and Muller, 1988, p. 535) many feet of sand show that the Sahara was once lush

Examples of the stunning technological prowessand verdan{Hamblin, p. 217). Ancient cities
of the ancients can be multiplied ast endlessly throughout northern Africa and Asia, once heavily
(Murray, 2003, pp. 1618; James and Thorpe, 1994, pp.populated, are nowuriedby desert san(Menen, 1972,
xix, 56,61,66, 122123, 157159; Ronan, 1774, pp. 56, pp. 67-86, 173181, 202225, 55-259) These cities
65, 101, 103; Henry, 2006 pp. 1-11). Thepyramids of show that deserts have formed within fairly recent
Egypt and Roman roads and aqueducts, thousands of y@atsry. Under the more benign climate of distant

old, have endured fadonger that any of our modern antiquity, cultures flourished to a degree inconceivable

monuments are likely to stand. to the uniformitarian mind set. One of the most
interesting places to l&dor high technology is the

The Myth That Some Languages Are Primitive.All ancient land of Israel, because the Israelites are often

languages are complex; there's no such thing as a simpéereotyped as a technologically backward people.
one:"The facts have been ... unkind to the obviously racist

theory that primitive langage can be found in "darkest B. The Nomadic Lifestyle in Antiquity Is Over-
Africa' or some other equally remote region: every humaated.

language that has been studied has a vocabulary in excess

of twenty thousand words about the number that We often think of the biblical Israelites a nomadic
Shakespeare used, and far more than we find in the Bilde'pasbral. For Israel under Solomon this stereotype is
(Claiborne, 1983, p. 26) wrong. During Solomon's reign Israel was a great

nation, and the capital city of Jerusalem was "the joy of
The Myth That Ancient Peoples Believed the Earth Is the whole earth" (Psalm 48:2)Ve think ofancient
Flat. According to one version of this myth, Columbus nationsasrelatively isolated and barieg only with
proved it is roundand hiddifficulty getting fundng for near neighbors, but this is not the way the Bible
his first voyagevas kecause everyorasethought it was describes Israel under Solomon. "And all the earth
flat. The truth is that, "Contrary to vulgar legend, [the sought to Solomon, to hear his wisdom" (1 Kings 10:24,
politicians'] rejection was not based on any disagreeme@tChronicles 9:23). Israel was not isolated.
about the shape of the earth. Educated Europeans by
[Columbusg time had no doubt about the earth's 1 Kings 10 describes the queen of Shetialsto Solomon; verse 10
sphericity"(Boorstin, 1983, p. 226) says she gave Solomon 120 talents gold, plus other gifts. A talent

The flat earth myth was concocted by rationalist¥/as a unit of weight equal to as much as 12(tong, 1888, p.
(1) who believed ancient peoples were not highly evolveéd) Other estimates put the talent at 7¢Dolphin, 1992, p. 1) At
and were therefore ignorant; and (2) who desired to any rate, the queengaSolomon roughly 12,000 Ib or about.5|x tons
. " " . . . of gold. At $400 per ounce of gold, the queen of Sheba's gift was
associate the "fla@arth" belief with ChristianityRussell, - . _
. o . . . worth about $100 million. (The price of gold fluctuates; from 1971

1991'_ Pp. I)fx)' In fact,iMedieval th”kers’ like the to 1996 the low was about $250 an ounce and the high was about
classical thinkers before them, believed the earth was $800 an ouce.) Solomon's personal income included 666 talents of
round"(Russell, 1991, p. x) Awareness that the earth is gold annually from levy and tribute (1 Kings 10:14; 2 Chronicles
round goes at least back to the fifth century(B0Gorstin, 9:13), or some $500 million per year in modern money. In addition,
1983, p. 94) there was additional gold flowing into the country from the aitisi



"of the merchantmen, and of the traffic of the spice merchants, and of page 8
all the kings of Arabia, and of the governors of the country” (1 Kings

10:15); Solomon’s navy regularly brought gold and silver as well frogonstruction materials, theealth of Solomon's temple
Tarshish (1 Kings 10:223), geographlly identified with possibly was about one hundred billion dollars. There is no
Spain or ancient Carthage. Archeology has confirmed the wide reaoBLmding in today's world of comparable valuut even

Israel's commercial voyages during Solomon's time. Solomon's "shi[ﬁis astronomical value may be grossly understated
made and manned by Phoenicians, used to sail from there to distant '

Ophir [likely in Arabia] and back (I Kings 9:288)" (Glueck, 1959, p.

32) In recent decades, as the world's financial systems have moved

increasingly toward exclusive use of paper as money rather than
cious metals, the price of gold has been suppréskeghy,

0, p. 117) Indeed, most of the world's "money" now consists of
standing loans called "derivatives" made primarily among

Solomon "exceeded all the kings of the earth for riches'®
Kings 10:23, 2 Chronicles 9:22). His throne was so richly,
appointed with gold that "there was not the like made Minternational banks and multinational corporations. The entire world
any kingdom” (1 Kingd.0:20). The country was awash igo|d supply is about orkealf of one percent of global derivatives
gold. Israel under Solomon had more gold pouring into iicommodity Numbers FAQS2004, p. 1) Though unlikely to

than fabled colonial Spain of the 150@&en golden happen, if the derivatives marketliapsed the price of goldould
galleons delivered a continuous stream of wealth to  explode to 200 times its current level. Then the wealth of Solomon's
Madrid. Under Solomon silver, normally a precious metdgmple would be equivalent to 20 trillion dollars, or several times the
was considered worthless. As the Bible puts it, Solomoannual budget of the U.S. federal government.

made "silver to be in Jerusalem as stones" (1 Kings 10:27,  No wonder thaNelson Glueck(1959, p. 150)one of the

2 Chronicles 9:23). All of Solomon's drinking vessels forenmost archeologists of the mitb00s, wrote, "Almost everything

were gold; "none were of silver, it was nothing accountell? TIEE B (e e vertoks the fact ha
of" (1 Kings 10:21, 2 Chronies 9:20). P ' ’ ’

Solomon had God's blessing because of his humble plea for godly
wisdomearly in his reign (1 Kings 3:9, 1P3; 2 Chronicles 1:112).
As Israel turned away from God, they were plundered again and

) again, culminating in Tituslemolitionof Jerusalem in AD 70.
Solomon's temple was an eighth wonder of the world. 1

Kings 67 describe the building of Solomon's temple; 1 p. Solomorés Copper Smelter. Largest in Antiquity ?
Chroricles28:1-19 and 2 Chragles 2-4 also give

construction details. Its dimsions were ample but not -~ Archeologstsin the early 1900discoveredhat

vast The floor plan was 60 cubits by 20 cubits (2 Solomon's government supervised one of the largest
Chronicles 33) With a cubit equal to 1.719 ft, or abOUtcopper mining Operations in history_ }gevernment

1.5 ft(Strong, 1888, p. 16)the temple covered about twag|so designed and managed the largest metal smelting

football fields. Among the Seven Wonders of the AncieBperation known in antiquity. These discoveries moved
World, the Hanging Gardens of Babylon and the Templ@yrcheologst Glueck (1959, p. 31Jo say:

of Artemis were comparable in size, and the pyramids of "[lt may be stated categorically that no

Giza were much larger. Many modern buildings have archaeological discovery has ever controverted a

more floor space than Solomon's temple. Biblical reference. Scores of archaeological findings
What set the temple of Solomon apart from othefaye been made which confirm in clear outline or in

wonders wa its incredible expense: "This temple was  exact detail historicaltatements in the Bible. And, by

probably richer in its ornamentation and more COStIy thaﬂe same token’ proper evaluation of Biblical

any [other ancient temples], because of the large amougescriptions has often led to amazing discoveries."

of gold used in its constructiofAGS Consulting, 2004, The accuracy of the biblical record, overlooked

p. 1). All the gold in Solomon's templeould make up @ by others, made Glueck's discoveries possible. In

cube six meters on a si@olphin, 1992, p. 2) Thisis  Glueck's (1959, pp. 3132) own words, "The

about onehirtieth of all the gold ever mined up to the  whereabouts of Solomon's lotmpt port city of Ezion

present. In other words, only thirty buildings like geber was for centuries an unfathomable mystery,

Solomon's temple would contain all the gold in the worlghecause no one paid attention to the Biblical statement

today. In Sadmon's time much less gold had been mineghat it was located 'beside Eloth, on the shore of the Red

and the temple contained a much larger fraction of the Sea, in the land ddom' (I Kings 9:26; 10:22). And

C. Solomon's Temple: The Most Costly Building Ever?

global store of gold then available. that is exactly where we found it, in the form of the
Construction of the temple included 100,000  small, sandedver mound of Tell eKheleifeh on the
talents of gold and 1 million talents of silver, worth north shore of the Gulf of Agabah, which is the eastern

respectively $77 bilbn and $10 billion today, at 120 arm of the Red Sea. Memory of its location had been
Ib/talent, and gold at $400 per ounce and silver at $5 pajnuffed out like the flame of a gutted candle. Assuming,
ounce. Including the cost of cedar wood and other  however, as we did, that the Biblical statement was



literally correct, it was not too difficult to rediscover it." page 9
This discovery "verified completely the sometimes

questioned description of the Promidexdhd as being in and gold and other preciogsods of Arabia and India and Africa”
part a landwhere stones are iron and out of whose hills (Glueck, 1959, pp. 144.50).

you can dig copper' (Deuteronomy 8:@glueck, 1959, p. . .Israel remgins arich s.ourcemé_tal anq minerals .today
32). The noveKing Solomon's Minegl885) by Bribn H. "The mln_lng operations Fextenswely car'rled onin former times at
Rider Haggard placed Solomon's copper mines in AfricaT,Imnah [in the Arabah rift] by Solomon's men are being repeated on
the locatim assumed before Glueck's discoveries. a much larger scale today. A mgdern §melter_has peen erected there
Smelting operations at Eziegeber were sophisticated, to process the ore. We hawuifd its equivalent in Eziegeber,

. g . : . where Solomon's engineers had, about 3000 years ago, erected an
using the "Bessemer process," a techniqeiseovered elaborate smelter. It utilized the principle of the Bessemer blast

in the 1800s for refining large amounts of metal. furnace process. Flues were provided in its walls through which the
strong and constamtinds from the north were admitted to furnish

Glueck (1959, pp. 163165)elaborated on this procesSvhat puzzled the draft necessary for the charchatled flames in the furnace

us greatly when we first commenced operations at Té#lheleifeh was rooms(Glueck, 1959, p. 36)

what seemed to us to be the particularly unfortunate location of the site. In the later 1900s, the Bessemer process was replaced by

Situated in the center of the Arababh rift, which is banked on either sigleen more efficient methods of metal refining, but farenthan a

by high hills leadig, respectively, into Arabia and Sinai, it is open to century it was the mainstay of the metal refining industry.

the full fury of the almost constant winds that blow fiercely down the

Wadi Arabah, as if forced through a wind tunnel. ... The architects ofE, "Primitive" Peoples Had Widespread Technology

Ezion-geber could not possibly have chosen a more inclesiienalong

the entire shoreline. ... Their seeming madness, however, was S00NThe largest known ancient mining operation was the

explained. A ; » o ikt at th A removal of up to 50 million pounds of copper (25,000

The very first building brought to light at the northwest . . 5000 tons of goldsed in Solomon's temple)

corner of the mound turned out to be the largest and most elaborate

smelter ever discovered in antiquitfach of the walls of its rooms Wasfrom shafts near the coast of Lake Superior. These were

pierced by two rows of carefully constructed apertures, which could the mines of KitchiGummi which were worked for

only be flues. The upper rows opened into a system of transverse aftPOUt 1200 years beginning around 2500 BC. Most of

channels, utilizing the winds blowing almost constantly from the nortfNiS copper apparently disappeared from the New World,

and north wet to fan the flames in the furnace rooms. The lower rowdnplying that merchnt vessels from the Old World

were intended to permit the gases formed in one chamber to penetrgthipped it to Europe, Asia, and Afri¢zewell, 2000,

into the second and so on and preheat its contents. ... The ores wepgp. 1, 19, 121) Solomon's merchant marine may have

given a preliminary “roasting' at the individual miniri@s in the Wadi peen involved. By comparison, the Old World was

Arabah, and then brought for further smelting and refining to Ezion relatively poor in copper except for sites such as

geber. Layers of ore were placed between layers of lime in large, thiglblomon's minesBailey (1994, p. 23proposes that

walled, pottery crucibles. . there was a global copper industry before the onset of
"Piles of charcoal from the wooded hills of Edom were the iron age. At least at first, the p&dood iron age

packed all aroushthem in the open furnace rooms of the smelter, with .
the fires being ignited in successive order at proper intervals of time WaS therefore a séiack, not an advance. Neither the

No handbellows system was necessary, because with brilliant iron age nor the bronze age were-pigtorical, andn

calculation, Solomon's engineers had harnessed the winds tofarnis fact preFlood peoples had used iron (Gen. 4:22).
natural draft. The Bessemer principle, discovered less than a century
ago, was, in essence, already familiar some three millennia back. S&. Are We Really More Capable Than the Anciens?
well had the smelter been constructed, that when it had been completely
exposed, we could place our hands anfthe holes in the wall at the [t is a common cliche that we live in the information
south end of the structure and fell the air emerging, which had enterg@e, as if no one has before us. But so has everyone else
through the flue holes on the north side, a number of rooms'away \yho ever lived, since we are communaatmade in
Aside from the technological need for wind currents to powetnd's image. This point is worth considering at some
the Bessemer procesbetgeographical location of Ezigyeber was length because of the widespread misconception that

ritical lomon's plans for global trade: " : N PR ;
critical to Solomon's plans for global trad [computerized] ‘information’ is something new and
It was first under Solomon's reign that the Negev [southern

Israel] assumed its proper place in the magef the burgeoning state. different” (Rosenfeld, 1982, p. 22)Albert Rosenfeld

David's victories had made thpossible. It had become evident that (1982, p. 16)a geneticist anuhformation specialist,

the kingdom of Israel could not long endure, let alone thrive, without€MPhasizethat, "[No one can] point out ... an age in

the Negev. It was the key to Egypt and Arabia. It barred or opened fgman history that wasotan age of information, or an
way to India and Africa. ... It was inevitable that Solomon should havgconomy that was other than an information economy. ...
built the famous seaport and great copper smelter and industrial center "In all past ages, monarchs and high priests have
at Eziongeber on the north shore of the eastern arm of the Red Seanraintained thie power through the manipulation of

was natural that his ships should have carried its finished products tihformation. Scribes and accountants, artists and
distant Ophir and brought back in exatlye the frankincense and spices



craftsmen, even the most humble hewers of wood and page 10
tillers of the soil have lived in information economies and
have survived in accordance with their adeptness at  be small blaclblemishesn the sun, though even the

handlng information. smallestisible sunspot is several times the size of the
"In fact, we have lost much of the information they possessedrth. Galileo'sightingof sunspots was not the first
... In many ways we havessinformation to deal with thaour knowledge of them The ancient Chinese recorded

ancestors.. Certainly we need much less information to keep ourselvgginspot sightingSLhus "Galileo was not the discoverer
fed, clothed, sheltered and in reasogaulod health than people did in of sungots, as is sometimes claimed (Show, 1984,
pas.t ages. Our(_:urrent “information ecoanmgésmo_st of us from p. 31; Gribbin, 1980, p. 124) Furthermore, "sunspots
having to deal with enormous amounts of information peoplein a0 known to the ancient Greeks, but this knowledge
previous centuries couldn't live witho{fRosenfeld, 1982, p. 22) . .

"As for the increasing peentages of the working population Was_ lost in the WeSt. and_ the spottiness of the Sun only
calculated to be engaged in “information handling,' what are the restrgfdlscovere_d b_y Galileo in the early sev_elmltda .
us handling if not information? When you come right down toit, ~ C€Ntury”(Gribbin, 1980, p. 117) Yet Galileo claimed
information is all there is.(Rosenfeld, 1982, p. 16) to be the first discoverer of sunspots: "These spots have

"é [T]he foregoing was rtantended to lend a mystical aura Never been observed by anyone before (BeYynton,
to the word “information,' but rather demystify it, to counteract the 1948, p. 33) Presumablyewas ignorant of earlier
notion that information is a magical new presence somehow sprung knowledge_
newborn into the world. If we recognize ... that we have been dealing
with informaion throughout human history, we are less likely to be B Galileo's Rediscovay of Lunar Craters.
intimidated by announcements that we have now entered some strange
new “age of informatiort (Rosenteld, 1982, p. 20) During a total solar eclipse, in the final seconds before
totality, the moon does not cover the sun smoothly. The
last sliver of the sun's disk sglinto spots of sunlight
thatastronomers call "Bailey's beads." Ancient peoples
recognized theexistenceof Bailey's beads, arfdom
themthey deducethat the moon must have a rough
‘surfacewith mountains and valleysThe lunar
mountains must cover the sfirst while shafts of
sunlight continue to penetrate the lunar valleys. By
Galileo's time, however, the moon was believed to be
perfectly smooth and incorruptible, like the g@mow,
1984, p. 30) Galileo claimed he had discovered the
mountains of the mogmot knowing héadactually
rediscoveredhem.

IV. GAINS IN KNOWLEDGE ARE OFFSET BY
LOSSES.

Conventional wisdom says that ngaccumulation of
knowledge has been more or less continuously upward
biblical view implies otherwiseNewly createdinless
manbetter able to accomplish acquisition of knowledge
than peoples who lived after the Fall.

Sin darkens man's knowledg¥et even after the
Fall and Flood, human prowestsBabelas so great that
as mentionegreviously God acknowledged "now
nothing will be restrained from them, which they have
imagined to do" (Genesis 11:6). The brilliant
achievements of prodigies suab Amadeus Mozart, who
at age six gave virtuoso public piano performances and

gprgpcis?? dl\;omLe 0 fhthlegv8\/2rld sgre:tes}: mUSlIJC bﬁforteh.r;ﬁlenus exhibits noticeable phases as it orbits the sun.
led at 3XMacLeish, » b. 71)may have been withi Vereus is smallest when it is farthest away from the

reach of the average person before the Fall. The historga h, on the opposite side of the sun, and this is when it
sciene is littered with forgotten discoveries which were . ’ '

; is seen in its full phase, fully illuminated by the sun's
_herald(_ed as new knowledgen redlscovered_But there light. When Venus is on the same side of the sun as the
is nothing new under the sun (Eccl. 1:8cclesiastes

earth, it shows its crescent phase. Around 1610 Galileo
1:11 refers to the forgetfulness of human memery P

"There is no remembran £ former " the ver announced his sighting of the Venusian phases seen
€re 1S no rememorance of forme it the verse through his telescope. However, the anci&ntsw of

says, "neither shall there be any remembrance of thingsthe phases of Venughe crescent phasesre dubbed
that are to come with those that shall come after." he horns of Venus."

(E;x%nplferzsrgft:]hls far(I:t z;r(seogherﬁstrtor}ovryhl?aﬂ 3J3$ove|:|es O]I Babyloniantexts describe the horns of the
) adieo vori € early 5Most o ch wereeally planet Venus. [T]he cuneiformtexts ... speak of the
e-aiscoveries. right or the left horn of Venug [T]he phases of

Venus were observed already by the Babylonéns
Galileo, in the[1600s] was not the first to see them"

In 1609 Galileo focused his telescope on the sun, and (Schaumberger, 135, p. 302 Henry, 2006a, p. 3)
announcedhediscovery of sunspots. Sunspots appear to

C. Galileo's Rediscoveryof the Phases of Venus.

A. Galileo's ReDiscovery of Sunspots.



D. Was Galileo'sSighting of the Galilean Moons a page 11

Rediscovery?
draw what they saw. All six located Ganymede, and three saw

Galileo focused his early telescopes on Jupiter and ~ Europa as well{Dunkle, 1982, p. 78)
announced his discovery of the four largest Jovian moons

to this day called the "Galilean moons'lo, Europa, CONCLUSIONS

Ganymede and Callisto. There is evidence d@hatent o . _ . .
peopleknewof these moonsnaking GalileoGs The hblical perspective on the history of science is that
announcement another rediscovery_ God createdananwith the abllltyto accomplisl‘high

technological feats early in history rather than evolving
"In theory, Galileo's discovery could have been made lorgreeie  from primitivity. The degraded state of various cultures
telescope. All four moons- Ganymede, Callisto, lo, and Europa ~ past and present is due to regressive faaad is not a
are bright enough to be seen with the naked eye ... [And] people hawestige of an earlier evolutionary state. A biblically
seen them. According to a manuscript unearthed ... in China, the  oriented philosophy of scieneaustbuild on a biblically
astronomer Gan De noticed a 'small retiditar’ attached to Jupiter in griented history of science tmswerWhat are these
364 B.C. Itis believed he saw Ganymede, the brightest moon. To tegktors? How have they operated historically? How

that possibility, an astronomer in Peking recently asked half a dozenhave some cultures some times esped heir
college students to look at Jupiter each night without a telescope anﬂ,\a“gnant influence?
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