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In recent readi ng of Denbski and other |ID proponents |I saw t hem
make a cl aimwhich has been made for over 40 years. This claimis
one that the young-earthers have been making. The claimis that
the theory of evolution (or nmajor supporting concepts for it) is

I ncreasi ngly bei ng abandoned by scientists, or is about to fall.
This claimhas many forns and has been nmade for over 178 years.
This is a conpilation of the clains over tine. The purpose of this
conpilation is tw-fold. First, it is to show that the claimhas
been made for a long, long tinme. Secondly, it is to show that
entire careers have passed w thout seeing any of this novenent away
fromevolution. Third, it is to show that the creationists are
nmerely making these statenents for the purpose of keeping hope
alive that they are making progress towards their goal. In point
of fact, no such progress is being made as anyone who has wat ched
this area for the last 40 years can testify. The claimis fal se as
hi story and present-day events show, yet that doesn't stop anyone
wanting to sell books frommaking that claim Now for the clains

i n chronol ogi cal order.
1825
“...Physical philosophy, for a long tine past, had taken upon

itself to deny the truth of the Msaical statenents, and often with
much sarcasm because it assigned a date of not nore than about
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four thousand years ago, for the period of a Revolution which was
able to cause nmarine substances to be inbedded in all parts of this
| nhabited earth; even in places the nost renote fromthe sea, and

i n el evations very considerably above its present |evel. But, the
progress of physical research during the |ast few years, conducted
by naturalists of acute and honest mnds, has at last termnated in
so signal a concession to the testinony of the Msaical record in
this particular; that, added to the authority of Bacon's and

Newt on' s phil osophy, it renders that testinony paranount, as the
rule by which all inquiries concerning revolutions general to the
gl obe ought henceforth to be conducted. For, the m neral geol ogy
has been brought at | ength, by physical phenonena al one, to these
conclusions; 'That the soils of all the plains were deposited in
the bosomof a tranquil water; that their actual order is only to
be dated fromthe period of the retreat of that water; that the
date of that period is not very ancient; and, that it cannot be
carried back above five or six thousand years.'" Ganville Penn,

M neral and Mosai ¢ Geol ogies, Vol. 2, (London: Janes Duncan, 1825),
p. 6

1840

Speaking of the diluvial theories of Ganville Penn and the
| mm nent dem se of the old earth viewpoint:

"Till within a few years, these two [ Neptuni sm and Huttoni sn] have
been the prevailing system but another has |lately appeared which
seens likely, I think, to supercede them it is called by M.

Ganville Penn, who is its great chanpion, the MOSAI C GEOLOGY,
because it is chiefly derived fromthe Msaic H story of the
Creation and the Deluge." Ganville Penn, Conversations on CGeol ogy,
(London: J. W Sout hgate and Son, 1840), p. 38

For those who don't know, Hutton was the predecessor of Charles
Lyell and believed in an old earth wthout a global flood.

O the concordance of history and the Biblical account:

“"As tine rolls on, new accessions of proof are unfolded; these wll
accunul ate age by age continually, as Providence lifts the veil,

until in the fulness of tine, they shall nerge into one m ghty and
irresistible blaze of truth, which will consune all the cobwebs of
sophistry, and forever confound the infidel." John Murray, Truth of

Revel ation, (London: WIlliam Smth, 1840), p. Xv, Xvi




1850

O the di sappearance of old earth geol ogy and evol ution [ physi cal
devel opnment] :

“Perhaps the author of the 'Ranbles' could favour us with the
I nduction process that converted hinself; and, as the attai nnent of
truth, and not victory, is ny object, | prom se either to acqui esce
in or rationally refute it. Till then | hold by ny antiquated
tenets, that our world, nay, the whole material universe, was
created about six or seven thousand years ago, and that in a state
of physical excellence of which we have in our present fallen world

only the '"vestiges of creation.' | conclude by nentioning that this
view | have held now for nearly thirty years, and, amdst all the
vi ci ssitudes of the philosophical world during that period, | have

never seen cause to change it. O course, with this view | was,
during the interval referred to, a constant opponent of the once
fanous, though now expl oded, nebul ar hypothesis of La Place; and |
yet expect to see physical devel opnent and | ong chronol ogy w ther
al so on this earth, now that THEI R ROOT (the said hypothesis) has
been eradicated fromthe sky.[!!!]--1 am Sir, your nobst obedi ent
servant, "Philalethes." Scottish Press, cited by Hugh Ml er,
Footsteps of the Creator, originally published in 1850. (Edi nburgh:
WIlliam N mo, 1869), p. 257

1871

“Long ago, when all astrononers as well as nodern geol ogists, were
against nme in the then anmal gamat ed nebul ar and geol ogi cal

hypot heses, | ventured to prophesy, and that on the principles of
our starting postulates, that both these hypot heses, being
spurious, were destined to succunb under the advancing |ight of
science properly so called. One of these, and that by far the nore
pl ausi bl e, has since becone extinct. And now again | venture, (but
I ndeed there is no venture in the case,) to repeat the sane
prophecy regarding the survivor, that the tinme is on the w ng,

whet her we require to wait for it short or long, when it wll
followits better-half to the lower regions.” Patrick M Farl ane,
Esqg., L.MV.l., Antidote Against the Unscriptural and Unscientific

Tendency of Mbdern Geol ogy: with Renarks on Several Cognate
Subj ects, (London: Passnore & Al abaster, 1871), p. 89

1878

"There are sone signs of this whinsical theory of Evolution soon



t aki ng anot her phase. Carl Vogt has given hints that perhaps they
have, after all, nade a mstake as to the line of descent. It nmay

be found, he conjectures, that Man is not descended fromthe Ape
famly but fromthe Dog!

"Qther theories nmay soon be heard of--for the human mind is
restl ess under the burthen of nystery."” Thomas Cooper, Evol ution,
The Stone Book and The Msaic Record of Creation, (London: Hodder
and Stoughton), p. 186-187

1894

"It is true that a tide of criticismhostile to the integrity of
Genesi s has been rising for sone years; but it seens to beat vainly
against a solid rock, and the ebb has now evidently set in. The
battle of historical and linguistic criticismmy indeed rage for a
time over the history and date of the Msaic law, but in so far as
Genesis is concerned it has been practically decided by scientific
exploration." ~ J. WIIliam Dawson, The Meeting Place of Hi story and
Geol ogy, (New York: Flemng H Revell, 1894), p. 206

1895

“I'n conclusion, we venture to say that we expect one good result
fromthe publication of Professor Prestwich's treatise, and that is
that the flippant style of speaking of the Deluge, said to have
been adopted in recent tinmes by sone who m ght, one woul d suppose,
have known better, will henceforth be dropped;..." F. R Wqgg-
Prosser, "Art. VIII.---Scientific Evidence of the Deluge," Dublin

Revi ew, p. 415

1903

"I't nmust be stated that the supremacy of this philosophy has not
been such as was predicted by its
defenders at the outset. A nere glance at the history of the
theory during the four decades that it has been before the public
shows that the beginning of the end is at hand."
"Such utterances are now very comon in the periodicals of

Germany, it is said. It seens plain the reaction has commenced and
t hat the pendul umthat has swung so strongly in the direction of
Evolution, is now oscillating the other way. It required twenty
years for Evolution to reach us fromabroad. 1Is it necesary for us

to wait twenty years nore to reverse our opinions?" Prof. Zockler,
The O her Side of Evolution, 1903, p. 31-32 cited in Ronald L.
Nunmbers, Creationismln Twentieth-Century Anerica: A Ten-Vol une




Ant hol ogy of Docunents, 1903-1961 (New York & London, Garl and
Publ i shing, 1995) Source: Talk Oigins nessage nhews:

at n3n90189g@ir n. newsgquy. com . . .

1904

"Today, at the dawn of the new century, nothing is nore certain

than that Darwi nismhas |lost its prestige anong nen of science. It
has seen its day and will soon be reckoned a thing of the past. A
f ew decades hence when people will | ook back upon the history of

t he doctrine of Descent, they wll confess that the years between

1860 and 1880 were in nmany respects a tinme of carnival; and the
ent husi asm which at that tinme took possession of the devotees of
natural science will appear to themas the excitenent attending
sone mad revel." Eberhard Dennert, At the Deathbed of Darw nism
1904, cited by Ronald L. Nunbers, Creationismln Twentieth-Century
Anerica: A Ten-Volune Anthology of Docunents, 1903-1961 (New York
& London, Garl and Publishing, 1995) Source: Talk Oigins nessage

news: at n3n90189g@lr n. newsguy. com . . .

1905

Book title:

Col | apse of Evolution, by Luther Tracy Townsend -- Source: Talk
Origins nessage news:atn3n90189g@irn. newsguy.com ... Presages

Scott Huse's book by the sanme title in 1983

1912

O his theory of the flood, which he thought was bei ng accepted,
| saac Vail wrote:

It was this independent research in a very wde field of thought
that led nme to enlarge the panphlet of 1874 to a book of 400 pages
in 1885; and again it was revised and enlarged in 1902; and | have
been greatly encouraged by the fact that this last edition is now
used in sone of the colleges, and in at |east two universities as
an educator.

"When the first volune was published in 1874 it was a rare
thing to neet with a scientist who would admt that the earth had a
ring system to-day it is as rare to neet with one who does not
concede the great fact, and the great problemis resolving itself
into this form How did the earth's rings fall back to the surface
of the planet?" ~ Isaac Newton Vail, The Earth's Annul ar System
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4t h ed. (Pasadena: The Annular Wrld Co., 1912), p. v

Book title
"The Passing of Evolution", by George Frederick Wight. Volune VII
of the Fundanmentals (1910-1915) . Source: Talk Oigins nessage

news: at n3n90189g@ir n. newsquy. com . . .

1922

"The science of twenty or thirty years ago was in high glee at the
t hought of having al nost proved the theory of biol ogical evolution.
Today, for every careful, candid inquirer, these hopes are crushed,
and with weary, reluctant sadness does nodern biol ogy now confess
that the Church has probably been right all the tinme" - George
McCready Price, quoted in J. E. Conant’s The Church The Schools And

Evol ution (1922), p.18 Taken from Troy Britain's reply at http://ww.

tal kori gi ns. org/ori gi ns/feedback/jul 02. ht n

The Anerican Associ ation for the Advancenent of Science felt forced
to formally deny such a claim. They issued a report which says:

Since it has been asserted that there is not a fact in the universe
I n support of this theory, that it is a "nere guess" which | eading
scientists are now abandoni ng, and that even the Anerican

Associ ation for the Advancenent of Science at its last neeting in
Toront o, Canada, approved this revolt agai nst evolution, and

| nasnmuch as such statenents have been given wi de publicity through
the press and are m sl eading public opinion on this subject,
t her ef or e,

The Council of the American Association for the Advancenent of

Sci ence has thought it advisable to take formal steps upon this
matter, in order that there may be no ground for m sunderstandi ng
of the attitude of this Association, which is one of the |argest
scientific bodies in the world, with a nenbership of nore than

11, 000 persons, including the American authorities in all branches
of science. The follow ng statenents represent the position of the
Council with regard to the theory of evol ution.

1. The Council of the Association affirns that, so far as
the scientific evidences of evolution of plants and
ani mals and man are concerned, there is no ground
what ever for the assertion that these evidences
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constitute a "nere guess." No scientific generalization
I's nore strongly supported by thoroughly tested evidences
than is that of organic evolution." http://archives. aaas.
or g/ docs/ resol uti ons. php?doc_i d=156

1924

"..l amconvinced that science is nmaking substantial progress.
Darw ni sm has been definitely outgrown. As a doctrine it is nerely
of historical interest. True, the current teaching of geology still
occupy the center of the stage, and the real nodern discoveries

whi ch conpletely discredit these teachings are only beginning to
get a hearing. The New Catastrophismis the theory of tonorrow in

t he sci ence of geol ogy; and under the teaching of this new view of
geol ogy the whole theory of evolution will take its place with the
many ‘ perishing dreans and the wecks of forgotten deliriuns’. And
at that tine the entire teaching of science along these lines wll
be found to be in conplete harnony with the opening chapters of the
Anci ent Hebrew Scriptures. ‘In the beginning God created the heaven
and the earth." - CGeorge McCready Price, quoted in Al exander
Hardie’'s Evolution: Is It Philosophical, Scientific O Scriptural?
(1924), pp.125-126 Taken from Troy Britain's reply at http://ww.

t al kori gi ns. org/ori gi ns/ feedback/jul 02. ht n

1929

"The world has had enough of evolution ...In the future, evolution
will be renmenbered only as the crowning deception which the arch-
eneny of human souls foisted upon the race in his attenpt to | ead
man away fromthe Savior. The Science of the future will be
creationism As the ages roll by, the nysteries of creation week
will be cleared up, and as we have |learned to read the secrets of

creative power in the lives of animals and plants about us, we
shal | understand nuch that our di msenses cannot now fathom If we
hope to continue scientific study in the [aboratories and fields of
the earth restored, we nust begin to get the | essons of truth now
The tinme is ripe for a rebellion against the dom nion of evol ution,
and for a return to the fundanentals of true science," Back To
Creationism - Harold W dark (1929) Back To Creationism p. 139
Taken from Troy Britain's reply at http://ww.tal korigins.org/

ori gi ns/ f eedback/j ul 02. ht ni

1935

"The chain of evidence that purports to support the theory of
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evolution is a chain indeed, but its links are fornmed of sand and
m st. Analyze the evidence and it nelts away; turn the |ight of
true investigation upon its denonstrations and they fade |ike fog
before the freshening breeze. The theory stands today positively
di sproved, and we wll venture the prophecy that in another two
decades, when younger nen, free fromthe blind prejudices of a
passi ng generation are allowed to investigate the new evi dence,
exam ne the facts, and formtheir own conclusions, the theory wll
take its place in the linbo of disproved tidings. In that day the
wor |l d of science will be forced to cone back to the unshakabl e
foundation of fact that is the basis of the true phil osophy of the
origin of life." Harry Rinmmer, The Theory of Evolution and the
Facts of Science (G and Rapids: Wn B. Eerdmans Publishing Co.,
1935), p. 113-114

(1 wuld like to thank J. Barber for pointing this out to ne. He
had previously quoted it at: http://ww.talkorigins.org/faqgs/

hor ses/ eohi ppus_equus. ht Ml The above cones from ny copy of the book.

1940

"The Bible is the one foundation on which all true science nust
finally rest: because it is the one book of ultimte origins.

Sci ence established on this foundation will endure. In fact, there
can be no true science without this foundation. Fal se science nust
fall. Already, its decline is evident." L. Allen Hi gley, Science

and Truth, (London: Flemng H Revell Co., 1940), p. 10

1961

"l suspect that the creationist has |l ess nystery to explain away

t han t he whol ehearted evolutionist. On the bal ance of the things
that | have both read and di scovered for nyself | ama creationi st,
so far as nega-evolution is concerned. By nega-evolution one refers
to the origin of kingdons, phyla, classes and orders, the | argest
groups in any classification of living things. | concede mcro-

evol ution, of course, which is the origin by evolutionary processes
of species, genera, and even famlies. An increasing nunber of

t houghtful scientists seemto be adopting this view, which | shoul d
add is decades old, and far frombeing original." ~ Evan Shute,
Flaws in the Theory of Evolution, (Nutley, New Jersey: Craig Press,
1961) p. 2

1963
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“In spite of the trenendous pressure that exists in the scientific
worl d on the side of evolutionary propaganda, there are increasing
signs of discontent and skepticism' ~ Henry Morris, The Tw |light of

Evol ution, (G and Rapids: Baker Book House, 1963), p. 84

"Here and there, surprisingly enough, even in the standard
scientific publications nedia, there are beginning to appear

evi dences of doubts concerning evol ution. Nothing nmuch which is
overtly skeptical of evolution as a whole can be published, of
course, but at |east signs are appearing which indicate there may
exi st a very substantial substratum of doubt concerning evol ution
today." ~ Henry Morris, The Twilight of Evolution, (G and Rapids:
Baker Book House, 1963), p. 84

1970

"I ndeed, of late, nore and nore have cone to recognize not only the
reality but also the inportance of the spiritual. Dryden says that
scientists have cone to realize that atrophy of the noral and
spiritual life is inconsistent wwth well-rounded devel opnent. " ~
John W Klotz, CGene, Cenesis and Evolution, (St. Louis: Concordia

Publ i shi ng House, 1970), p. 14

1975

"QUESTI ON--Do non-Christian scientists still argue that man has
descended from apes or nonkeys?

ANSVER- - I n many school textbooks this is accepted alnost as if it
is fact, but many biol ogists and other scientists have | ong since
swng away fromthis view. There are many and varied theories of
evol ution today, but scientists who reject divine creation are
beset with serious problens and these are being increasingly
recogni zed." ~ Cifford Wlson, In the Beginning God..., (Balston
Spa, New York: Word of Truth Productions, 1975), p. 32

1976

"But even at that tine there were sone evol utionists who were

begi nning to express doubts concerning this fornul ati on of

evol ution theory. A decade later, these incipient cracks have

w dened to the point that sonme, fornerly strongly commtted to this
t heory, are now expressing disillusionnent."” Duane T. G sh, "Cracks
i n the NeoDarwi nian Jericho, Part 1," lnpact, 42(Dec. 1976). http://

WWW. | cr. or g/ pubs/i np/i np-042. ht m
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1980

“I's Darminismon it's Last Leg?" http://ww. ncseweb. org/resources/
articles/imges/cejl 03.]pg

1983

Scott M Huse's book title: , The Col |l apse of Evol ution,

1984

“"Furthernore, even if it wasn't clear in Darwn's day, the nodern
scientific creationist novenent has nmade it abundantly clear in our
day that all the real facts of science support this Biblical
position. Despite all the bonbastic books and articles, both by
secul ar evol utionists and conprom sing evangelicals, which have
opposed the nodern literature on scientific Biblical creationism
catastrophism the evidence is sound, and nore and nore scientists
are becomng creationists all the tine." Henry M Morris, A

Hi story of Modern Creationism (San D ego: Mster Book Publishers,

1984), p. 329-330

“"One of the encouraging signs of our day is to see the | arge nunber
of young people who are beginning to realize they are being
mani pul ated by the educational system In ny |ectures on university
canpuses and el sewhere, | am encouraged by the increasing awareness
of young people to this problem Mre and nore young scientists are
I nterested in searching out the creationist explanation for origins
and earth history. Sone excellent creationist research is also
bei ng acconplished by these young people even at the graduate

| evel . They are not receiving nmuch encouragenent fromthe

educati onal establishnment, but they are goi ng ahead anyway."

Donald E. Chittick, The Controversy: Roots of the Creation-
Evolution Conflict, (Creation Conpass, 1984), p. 191

1985

“"There are still sone die-hard uniformtarians who woul d question
the first assunption but, as docunented in the preceding chapter,
nore and nore in the nodern school of geol ogists are saying that
everything in the geologic colum is a record of catastrophe." ~
Henry M Mrris, Creation and the Modern Christian, (El Cajon,
California: Master Book Publishers, 1985), p. 241




1987

"Evolution is in absolute chaos today and has been especially for
this decade of the '80's. The '80's has been extrenely bad for
Evol ution. Every major pillar of Evolution has crunbled in the
decade of the '80's." D. Janes Kennedy on "The John Ankerberg

Show, " 1987

1988

"Hundreds of scientists who once taught their university students
that the bottomline on origins had finally been figured out and
settled are today confessing that they were conpletely wong. They
have di scovered that their previous conclusions, once held so
fervently, were based on very fragile evidences and suppositions
whi ch have since been refuted by new di scoveries. This has
necessitated a change in their basic phil osophical

position on origins. Ohers are admtting great weaknesses in

evol ution theory. One of the world' s nost highly respected

phi | osophers of science, Dr. Karl Popper, has argued that one
theory of origins, alnost universally accepted as a scientific
fact, does not even qualify as a scientific theory. A 1980 displ ay
at the prestigious British Museum of Natural Hi story nade the sane
adm ssion.” ~ Luther D. Sunderland, Darwin's Enigna,

(Santee, California: Master Books, 1988), p. 7,8

“Leadi ng scientists are abandoning their faith in Darwn's theory
of evolution. Way?" Luther D. Sunderland, Darw n's Enigma, (Santee,
California: Master Books, 1988), Back cover.

1989

“Al t hough the history of the earth and Iife has | ong been
interpreted by the uniformtarian maxim 'the present is the key to
the past,' nore and nore geol ogists are returning to
catastrophism" ~ Henry M Morris, "Evolution - A House Divided,"

| npact, 194, August, 1989, p. iii.

1990

"Even though the large majority of nodern scientists still enbrace
an evolutionary view of origins, there is a significant and grow ng
nunber of scientists who have abandoned evol uti on al t oget her and
have accepted creation instead." ~ Mark Looy, "I Think; Therefore,



There is a Suprene Thinker," |npact, 208, COctober, 1990, p. |

1991

O course, the demse of the Big Bang theory wll not discourage
evol utionary theorists from proposing other theories. In fact,

t heori es based on plasna processes and a revi sed steady-state

t heory have al ready been advanced to replace Big Bang cosnol ogi es. "
Duane T. G sh, "The Big Bang Theory Col | apses” |npact, 216 (June
1991), p. iv.

1993

"Today, however, the 'creative' role of natural selection is being
guestioned by a grow ng nunber of scientists. Yet nost of these
scientists have not reconsidered the intelligent design argunent
whi ch was replaced by natural selection as the supposed source of
apparent design." ~ Percival Davis and Dean H Kenyon, O Pandas
and People, (Dallas: Haughton Publishing Co., 1993), p. 67

Today, there is a growi ng recognition anong scientists of the
dramatic inplication that the principle of uniformty holds for the
origin of functional information. This is not an argunent agai nst
Darw ni an evolution. It is, however, an inportant scientific

I nference in favor of the intelligent origin of genetic nessages."”
~ Percival Davis and Dean H Kenyon, O Pandas and People, (Dallas:
Haught on Publishing Co., 1993), p. 64

“"There are hopeful signs, however. Evolution theory itself
has now col | apsed under scientific scrutiny. Further, the
foundati ons have not been totally abandoned by scientists.” ~ T. W

Varughese, "Christianity and Technol ogi cal Advance," |npact, 245,
p. ivV.

1994

"Even scientists are | eaving Darwi nian evolution in droves,

recogni zing that strictly natural processes, operating at random on
| norgani ¢ chem cals, could never have produced conpl ex living
cells. They have grown weary of arguing how randomnutations in a
hi ghly conpl ex genetic code provide inprovenents init." ~ John D.
Morris, The Young Earth, (Colorado Springs: Master Books, 1994), p.
121

“Well, the Big Bang has started to fizzle!l Astrononer Hoyle says



that a 'sickly pall now hangs over the big bang theory.' The Big
Bang has fallen with a big bang! Em nent scientists who reject the
BBT i ncl ude Nobel Prize wi nner Hannes Al fven, astrononer Sir Fred
Hoyl e, astrononer Jayant Narlikar, astrononer N. Chandra

W ckr amasi nghe, astrononmer Geoffrey Burbidge, physicist Alen
Al l en, physicist Hermann bondi, physicist Robert O dershaw and
physici st G de Vaucoul eurs.”" ~ Don Boys, Evolution: Fact, Fraud or

Faith, (Largo, Fl: Freedom Publications, 1994), p. 44-45
1995

"The cosnol ogists (wth a nunber of notable exceptions) are all
commtted to the 'Big Bang' theory of cosmc origin, the date of
which is the age for which they are searching. But the 'Bi g Bang'
itself is highly speculative, and there are a grow ng nunber of

astrononers who are questioning it." ~ Henry M Morris,
"Cosnology's Holy Grail ," Back To Genesis February, 1995, No. 74, p.
b.

"Of course, | take a different view. In ny opinion, nuch of the
history of the twentieth century will be seen in retrospect as a

failed experinment in scientific atheism The thinkers nost
responsi ble for making the twentieth century m ndset were Darw n,
Mar x, and Freud. Freud has now | ost nost of his scientific
standi ng, and Marx has been so spectacularly discredited that he
retains his influence only in the loftiest academ c ivory towers.
Darwinismis still untouchable, but the nost wi dely used coll ege
evol uti onary biol ogy textbook (by Douglas Futuyma) |inks his

achi evenent to that of the other two. Phillip E Johnson, "Wat (If
Anyt hi ng) Hath God Wought? Academ c¢ Freedom and the Reli gi ous

Prof essor” Acadene, Sept. 1995. http://ww. | eaderu. conf pj ohnson/

wr ought . ht ni

GRM Sounds a bit like Harold Cark's 1929 statenent.
1996

"We are the only people ever to see (or need) direct scientific
proof not only of God's existence, but also for H s transcendent
capacity to create space and tine dinensions, as well as to operate
I n di mensi ons i ndependent from our own four." ~ Hugh Ross, Beyond

t he Cosnpbs (Col orado Springs: NavPress, 1996), p. 33

"The Behe argunent is as revolutionary for our tine as was Darwin's
argunent was for his. If true, it presages not just a change in a
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scientific theory, but an overthrow of the worldview that has

dom nated intellectual life ever since the triunph of Darw ni sm

t he net aphysical doctrine of scientific materialismor naturalism
Alot is at stake, and not just for science." ~ Phillip E Johnson,
“"The Storyteller and the Scientist", First Things, Cct. 1996, p.47.

1997

“"Even though the Big Bang is still the cosnogony of choice for the
maj ority of astrononers, there is a rapidly grow ng body of very
conpetent dissenters. "Henry Mrris, Back to Cenesis, 101, My,
1997, p. a,b

1998

“Darwi n gave us a creation story, one in which God was absent and
undi rected natural processes did all the work. That creation story
has held sway for nore than a hundred years. It is now on the way

out. When it goes, so wll all the edifices that have been built on
its foundation.” WIlliam A Denbski, “Introduction to Mere
Creation,” in WIlliamA. Denbski, ed., Mre Creation, (Downer’s
Gove, IIl.: Intervarsity Press, 1998), pp 13-30, p. 29

“"What is science going to look |ike once intelligent design
replaces it?" WIlliam A Denbski, "Redesigning Science,”" in WIIliam
A. Denbski, ed., Mere Creation, (Downer’'s Gove, IIlI.:

Intervarsity Press, 1998), pp 93-112, p. 93

O Evol ution:

"In appearance it is as inpregnable as the Soviet Union seened a
few years ago. But the ship has sprung a netaphysical |eak, and
that | eak wi dens as nore and nore people understand it and draw
attention to the conflict between enpirical science and materiali st
phi | osophy. The nore perceptive of the ship's officers know that
the ship is dooned if the | eak cannot be plugged. The struggle to

save the ship will go on for a while, and neanwhile there will even
be academ ¢ w ne-and-cheese parties on the deck. In the end the
ship's great firepower and ponderous arnmor will only help drag it

to the bottom™" Phillip Johnson, "How to Sink a Battleship,” in
WIlliam A Denbski, ed., Mre Creation, (Downer’s Gove, III.:
Intervarsity Press, 1998), pp 446-453, p. 453

“l believe that at sonme tine well before 2059, the
bi centennial year of Darwin’s ‘Origin of Species,’ perhaps as



early as 2009 or 2019, there wll be another cel ebration that
w |l mark the dem se of the Darw ni st ideology that was so
triunphant in 1959."” Phillip Johnson, “How to Sink a

Battl eship,” in Mere Creation, ed. By WIliam A Denbski,
(Downers Grove, Ill.: InterVarsity Press, 1998), p. 446-453,
p. 448

1999

“Meanwhile, it is nmy personal hope that these positions newy
adopted by scholars in the scientific conmmunity when they do reach
the larger world, will lead to turn to a renewal of philosophy and
humane |l etters, and that an enhanced confidence in the ordered
structure of physical reality will afford nen and wonen a nore
assured, firmer stride in the paths of narrative and poetic
conposition. Actually, | have no doubt that this will be the case,
at least after ny tinme, and | cherish the suspicion that future
students of literary history, not so terribly far down the road,
may | ook back to these past two centuries as a sonewhat weird
period, during which an extraordinary nultitude of singularly

di sturbed aut hors conposed an i nordi nate nunber of very bizarre and
di squi eting books. 'Yes,' their teachers will be obliged to inform
them 'a |lot of people back in those unfortunate days had gotten it
into their silly heads that the whole world and everything in it
had sonehow evol ved by accident, you see. It was all rather
strange." Patrick Henry Reardon, "The Wbrld as Text," Touchstone,
Jul y/ August, 1999, p. 89

“Darwinists wll no doubt object to this characterization of their
theory. For them Darwi ni smcontinues to be a fruitful theory—ene
whose imm nent demse | amgreatly exaggerating.” WII|iam Denbski,

Intelligent Design, (Downers Gove, Illinois, 1999), p. 113

2000

"There is growing interest in a biological theory of intelligent
design around the world. While many still vigorously oppose all
such ideas, there is a nuch greater openness than ever before.

Phi | osophers, mathematici ans, chem sts, engineers, and biologists
are willing to suggest, even denmand, that a nore rigorous study of
intelligent design in relation to biological organisns be pursued.
A renai ssance nmay be around the corner.” Ray Bohlin, "The Natural
Limts to Biological Change," in Ray Bohlin, ed., Creation,

Evol ution, & Mddern Science, (G and Rapids: Kregel Publications,
2000), p. 44




2001

"Neverthel ess, evolutionists, having | argely becone di senchanted
with the fossil record as a wtness for evol ution because of the
ubi qui t ous gaps where there should be transitions, recently have
been pronoti ng DNA and ot her genetic evidence as proof of
evolution.” Henry Morris, "The Scientific Case Against Evolution: A

Summary, Part 1", Inpact, 331(2001) http://ww.icr.org/ pubs/inp/
| Mp-331. ht m
“Intell ectual honesty wll soon force many scientists to abandon

Darwin's theory of the evolution of species in exchange for
intelligent design or outright Biblical creation.”" Gegory J.
Brewer, "The |Immanent Death of Darwi nismand the R se of
Intelligent Design,"” |npact, 341(2001), p. i

2002

“"Creation scientists may be in the mnority so far, but their
nunber is grow ng, and nost of them (like this witer) were

evol utionists at one tine, having changed to creationismat | east
i n part because of what they decided was the weight of scientific
evidence." Henry Morris, "What are Evolutionists Afraid of?" Back
to Genesis, No. 168(Dec. 2002).

“As the evidence nounts, nmany biol ogists and others are returning
to a belief in a Creation-God.” Ralph O Mincaster, Wy Are
Scientists Turning to God?, (Eugene, Oregon: Harvest House
Publ i shers, 2002), p. 19

“The good news is that the ever-increasing acquisition of know edge
IS now pointing scientists back to God! Based on historical

factors, eventually that belief will filter down to the schools and
t he general public.” Ralph O Mincaster, Wiy Are Scientists Turning

to God?, (Eugene, Oregon: Harvest House Publishers, 2002), p. 21

"Ohers may fear a need to change their lifestyles to please a God.
Still others nake their livelihood trying to prove naturalistic
evolution. There are many possible reasons, yet the scientific
trend, particularly in mcrobiology, is a return to consideration
of God.” Ralph O Mincaster, Wiy Are Scientists Turning to God?,
(Eugene, Oregon: Harvest House Publishers, 2002), p. 35



http://www.icr.org/pubs/imp/imp-331.htm
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I n Aug 2002, Paul Nel son predicted that common descent (CD) woul d
be gasping for breath. Well it is now 2.5 years. | don't hear the
wheezi ng:

Paul Nel son (Aug 8, 2002 4:58:.47 PM
"Here's a prediction. Universal CD will be gasping for breath in
two or three years, if not sooner." http://ww.iscid.org/workshops-

2002- paul nel son. php accessed 1-26-05

2003

“I'n fact, the conmon presupposition that evolution is right nmay
soon be behind us.” Ralph O Mincaster, D snmantling Evolution,

(Eugene, OR Harvest House Publishers, 2003), p. 56

“However, in 1991, Mayr boldly stated,

‘“There is probably no biologist |Ieft today who woul d question that
all organisns now found on the earth have descended froma single
origin of life.’

“I'n the ten years since Mayr made this statenent, however,

support for it has been shattered.” Ralph O Mincaster, D smantling
Evol uti on, (Eugene, OR Harvest House Publishers, 2003), p. 72

“What shoul d one make of these evolutionary controversies
anong at hei sts? The individuals engaging in the controversies
woul d tell us that these are sinply famly fights about
details. Just be patient, they explain, and all the
controversies will be resolved in favor of a universe in which
God is irrelevant. My view is that several of the disputes
appear to be about basics, not details. And | think there is
sone probability that the entire paradi gm may conme crashing
down at sone tine in the future. “Henry F. Schaefer, Science
and Christianity: Conflict or Coherence?" (Watkinsville, GA
The Apollo Trust, 2003), p. 96

“As a result of the trenendous advances in the study of
genetics, nol ecul ar biology, and the acknow edgenent that the
fossil record does not provide any support for the theory of
evol ution, a growi ng nunber of scientists have either publicly
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rej ected evolution or have expressed very serious reservations
about Darwin’'s theory.” Gant R Jeffrey, Creation, (Toronto:
Frontier Research Publications, 2003), p.168

“I'n fact, the scientific problens and inconsistencies of the theory
of evolution are so overwhel mngly obvious that it now faces
collapse on all fronts. The only thing holding the tattered theory
of evolution together is the powerful desire of mllions of people
to hold on to the notion of evolution regardless of its scientific
weakness, because the alternative is unthinkable to its
practitioners.” Gant R Jeffrey, Creation, (Toronto: Frontier

Research Publications, 2003), p. 174
2004

“Hi story seens to be repeating itself. Just as the first
Darw ni sts gave up on the earliest versions of abiogenesis, so
scientists today are abandoning | ong-cherished pillars of the
naturalistic origin-of-life paradigm Many now specul ate t hat
|ife may have ori gi nated sonewhere other than on Earth.”
Fazal e Rana and Hugh Ross, Oigins of Life, (Colorado Springs:

NavPress, 2004), p. 27

“At the tine, Darwin offered a powerful vision for
under st andi ng bi ol ogy and therewith the world. That vision is
now faltering, and a new vision is offering to replace it.”
WIlliam A Denbski, The Design Revolution, Downer's Gove, II:

InterVarsity Press, 2004), p. 28

“Yes, we are interested in and wite about the theol ogical and
cultural inplications of Darwinisnis immnent dem se and

repl acenent by intelligent design.” WIlliam A Denbski, The
Desi gn Revolution, (Downers Grove: InterVarsity Press, 2004),
p. 50

[GRM One is tenpted to ask Denbski if it wouldn't be nore
likely for IDto replace evolution if [ots of non-religious

scientists were accepting | D?]

"Touchstone: Were is the I D novenent going in the next ten years?
What new issues wll it be exploring, and what new challenges wll
it be offering Darw nisnf"



“"Denbski: In the next five years, nolecular Darwinism-- the idea
t hat Darw ni an processes can produce conpl ex nol ecul ar structures

at the subcellular level -- will be dead. Wen that happens,
evolutionary biology will experience a crisis of confidence
because evolutionary biology hinges on the evolution of the right
nol ecul es. | therefore foresee a Taliban-style coll apse of

Darw nismin the next ten years." Anonynous (Touchstone Magazi ne),

(2004). "The Measure of Design: A conversation about the past,
present & future of Darw nismand Design." Touchstone, 17(6), pp.
60- 65. p. 64.

Wor | d Magazi ne published a series of articles on what the world
woul d ook Iike in 2025. This classic statenent cane from an
article by Phillip Johnson.

"The col | apse of the Soviet Union put an end to the Soviet nyth,
just as the scientific collapse of Darwinism preceded as it was by
the discrediting of Marxi smand Freudi anism prepared the way for
the culture to turn aside fromthe nythol ogy of naturalismto

redi scover the buried treasure that the nythol ogy had been
concealing.” Phillip Johnson, "The Dem se of Naturalism" Wrld,
April 3, 2004, http://ww. worl dmag. com wor | d/ i ssue/ 04- 03- 04/ cover 2.

asp

Fromthat sane issue we find Jonathan Wells saying the sane silly
t hi ngs.

“"Now, a nere quarter of a century |later, Darwi nian evolution is
little nore than a historical footnote in biology textbooks. Just

as students learn that scientists used to believe that the Sun
noves around the Earth and naggots are spontaneously generated in
rotting nmeat, so students also learn that scientists used to
bel i eve that human bei ngs evol ved t hrough random nut ati ons and
natural selection. How could a belief that was so influential in
2000 becone so obsol ete by 2025? Wat ever happened to evol utionary

t heory?" Jonat han Wells, "Wat ever happened to Evol ution?" Wrld,
April 3, 2004, http://ww. worl dmag. com wor | d/ i ssue/ 04- 03- 04/ cover 3.

asp
Then of course there is this:

"The house of evolution is falling. Its various theorists are

i ncreasingly at war with each other over the basic question of how
evolution is supposed to work, and its materialistic and

natural istic foundation is becom ng increasingly clear. The
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evol utionists tenaciously hold to their theory on the basis of
faith and as an axiomof their worldview The publication of these
two articles in influential nmagazi nes indicates that proponents of
evolution see the Intelligent Design novenent as a real threat.
They are right." R Albert Mhler, Jr., president of The Southern

Bapti st Theol ogi cal Sem nary in Louisville, Kentucky http://www.
christianpost.com/dbase/editorial/203/8|14|21]|28/4.htm

2006

Posted on Sun, Apr. 02, 2006

Evolution theory on last legs, says seminary
teacher

By Dylan T. Lovan
ASSOCIATED PRESS

LOUISVILLE - To William Dembski, all the debate in this country over evolution won't matter in a
decade.

By then, he says, the theory of evolution put forth by Charles Darwin 150 years ago will be dead.

The mathematician turned Darwin critic says there is much to be learned about how life evolved on
this planet. And he thinks the model of evolution accepted by the scientific community won't be able
to supply the answers.

"I seethisall disintegrating very quickly," he said.”
http://www.mercurynews.com/mld/kentucky/news/state/14244463.htm?
source=rss& channel=kentucky state

accessed 4-2-06

Seeing all this, one can reasonably ask the question: Wen exactly
will the dem se of evolution be apparent to the rest of us?

Acknow edgenent: Thanks to all who have pointed out quotations
whi ch were added to the original docunent.
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