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SUBJECT:  A rather lengthy article on the origins of the Universe and of Life from the viewpoint of the Evolutionary baseline.  

Aside from the reference to alternate theories, such as the Religious Fundamentalist who believes that God created the Heaven and Earth in six literal 24-hour days, the facts presented are not even true from the evolutionist position.

The point that the article made with the "religious" view was that "most" religious people accept the "Big Bang" theory as consistent with divine creation.   Nothing could be further from the truth here also.  At least the article was honest when it stated that the "Big Bang" and all its consequences is a theory and cannot be proven.

Contrary to what many non-churched people understand about evolutionary theory and the Biblical Creation account is that the two are diametrically opposed and cannot be harmonized (i.e. Scripture and Evolutionary Science are not teaching the same thing in just another format).  For a Christian to say that he believes the Bible and also accepts the evolutionary theory is inconsistent and contradictory.  Either the Genesis account is true or it's not. There really is no other position open. For scripture to be “partly true” destroys all of it. Science on the other hand is constantly being updated and revised according to the latest discoveries and theories.  A Christian cannot say that we differ just in the interpretation of scientific detail, where the Bible is not a science text book anyway.   The descriptions of the days of creation leave no room for alternate interpretations, it either means what it says or it is allegorical or poetic.  Genesis chapters 1-11 and beyond is history prose in Hebrew. If it is allegorical then so is the rest of scripture, and we cannot trust what Jesus has told us regarding Genesis.   The evolution theory according to the referenced Detroit Free Press article, the "Big Bang" appeals because it does not require a Creator.   However, since none of us were there, we have to depend on someone who was there to tell us what happened.  The only record Christians have is the Bible, which flat out states that God called the universe into existence by divine command, i.e. something from nothing.  After the initial creation, and apparently on the 4th day, Genesis (and Isaiah also) certainly does suggest an expansion (or “stretching out”) of the space-time continuum, but form here on the creationist splits paths with the evolutionist.

The Detroit Free Press article makes the claim that, through the Hubble telescope, we have photographed the birth of stars, confirmed the existence of "black holes", found the home beyond Pluto for new comets (Oort Cloud), and found evidence of helium left over from the "Big Bang".   None of things have been confirmed or proven.  Although claims of indirect proof is just what it is- indirect.  Suspected, yes, but it is only the sought after "evidence" (interpretation) that the evolutionist is so desperately trying to find that is being displayed.  He must explain how galaxies are held together in patterns, why comets are still around after 4 billion years of earth history, and show that creation (new stars appearing) is still going on.  All this in spite of what the Bible says.

Of course the Origins charts for man/ape and life evolution are given in the article, even though there again is no evidence whatsoever for this theory.  These charts should always be challenged by Creationists (and Christians), as long as we Creationists (and Christians) have the proper facts to refute these theories.  These charts are easy to refute if we have the historical background for the discoveries that lead into the chart.

I'll grant that there are Creationists out there who do not really understand what the Book of Genesis actually teaches, (I've met a few), but with a little review of what the text says as well as some evidences for a young earth presented, these folks for the most part will reject the Theory of Evolution.  And many will say that it doesn't really matter as long as we believe in Christ.  But sad as it may be, the person who does not pay attention to Genesis does not have any foundation upon which to accept Christ's teachings.  Jesus referred to Genesis in a number of different areas when he was challenged by the Pharisees and lawyers of the day.

What is the Creationist’s conclusion regarding this newspaper article?  Since there is neither the time nor space to discuss each of these issues herein, I would have to say that even the faithful evolutionists are being led astray by their own adherents.  Talk to any astronomer who is deeply involved in investigation work (the insiders so to speak) will tell you that the "Big Bang" theory has been in trouble for a long time and they are looking for another theory to replace this one.  That alone should make us reconsider the claims.
