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Greetings from John Mackay and the Creation Research team world wide and welcome to
EVIDENCE NEWS with EDITORAL COMMENT No. 7, 31st May, AD2006.
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1. SALE REVEALS DARWIN'S GEOLOGY reports The Herald, May 17, 2006 as an original edition
of Charles Darwin's ‘On the Origin of Species’, is scrawled on and defaced by one of his peers, the
leading Scottish geologist Sir Roderick Impey Murchison. (It goes on sale for £45,000 at an event
in London during June). The book, the personal copy of Murchison, who established the Silurian
system of geology, is covered throughout in his own pencilled criticisms, scornful denunciations,
and insults. Murchison's view of Darwin is plain from his scornful remarks throughout the book.
Where Darwin discusses geological time as being longer than previously thought, Murchison
proclaims: "No! No!" In response to Darwin's idea that "he who rejects these views on the nature of
the geological record, will rightly reject my whole theory", Murchison responds with a churlish
"Good!" See Phil Miller's report http://www.theherald.co.uk/news/62172-print.shtml.
ED.COM. Darwin is on record as stating "…I always feel as if my books came half out of (Charles)
Lyell's brain, and that I never acknowledge this sufficiently; .. I have always thought that the great
merit of the Principles (of Geology) was that it altered the whole tone of one's mind, and therefore
that, when seeing a thing never seen by Lyell, one yet saw it partially through his eyes - it would
have been in some respects better if I had done this less: (Letter to L. HORNER, August 29th
[1844]). It follows that the uniformitarian framework so well expressed by Lyell is fundamental to
accepting evolution, and is a far more foundational problem than evolution. Today's geologists
have largely rejected the extreme anti catastrophic views of Lyell, but they retain the uniformitarian
concept for all dating methods. Since Lyell merely restated in a much more convincing way, the
embryonic uniformitarian views expressed by the Scotsman Hutton and the Frenchman De Buffon,
based on the assumptions of Steno, the fight against evolution needs to concentrate on refuting
and replacing the underlying assumptions in geology that gave rise to the millions of years that
enables man to even think evolution has enough time. Concentrating only on intelligent design
arguments (Lyell's and De Buffon's original positions) that still allow for the acceptance of the
millions of years, is the very issue that gave rise to the problem in the first place and it is still self
defeating. (Ref. Catastrophism, Philosophy, presuppositions)
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2. WILD "GROLAR (or Pizzly?)" BEAR FOUND, according to reports in Canadian Press 11 May,
2006 BBC News Online 13 May 2006. In April 2006 an American hunter who had a permit to shoot
polar bears shot an unusually coloured bear on Banks Island, Northwest Territories, Canada. The
bear was white with brown patches with long claws and a slightly humped back. Local hunter’s
guide, Roger Kuptana, thought it might be a hybrid offspring of a polar bear and a grizzly bear.
Canadian conservation officials have now tested the DNA of the bear and confirmed it is a hybrid.
Ian Stirling, a biologist at the Canadian Wildlife Service in Edmonton commented: "It's something
we've all known was theoretically possible because their habitats overlap a little bit and their
breeding seasons overlap a little bit. It's the first time it's known to have happened in the wild."
Grizzlies and polar bears have been bred together in zoos and produce fertile offspring. BBC
article: http://news.bbc.co.uk/go/em/fr/-/1/hi/sci/tech/4766217.stm
ED COM. The fact that grizzlies and polar bears can mate and produce fertile offspring indicates
these bears are of one kind and the differences between them are similar to the differences
between different human racial groups, and all of Darwin's Finches. The fact that Grizzlies and
Polar Bears don’t normally breed is simply because they don’t often meet one another. This fits
with Biblical history. After Noah’s flood the climate and environment degenerated and became
more variable and as animals spread out over the earth, small groups established themselves in
different ecological niches and only bred with one another. This led to the formation of separate
populations with distinctive features, which have now been classified as different species, which is
then used by the evolutionist as evidence that creatures do not produce their own kind, when they
clearly do. (Ref. breeding, hybridisation)
3. MIRROR IMAGE MOLECULE TEST DEVELOPED, as described in ScienceNOW 12 May 2006.
Many organic molecules, such as amino acids exist in two forms that are identical chemically but
are mirror images of the one another in shape, just as right and left hands are mirror images in
shape. Because they behave the same chemically they are very difficult to tell them apart, but for
molecules that are used in medicines it is important to know, because they can have different
affects on the body. A team of scientists led by Eric Anslyn of the University of Texas, Austin, has
invented a method for telling right and left handed molecules apart by making copper containing
compounds that amino acids can fit into like a key in a lock. Some are designed for right handed
amino acids to fit into, and others for left handed amino acids. When an amino acid fits neatly into
one of these molecules they change colour. Some scientists have pointed out that taste receptors
on the tongue can also tell right and left handed molecules apart. Instead of a colour change the
left and right receptor molecules in the taste buds cause an electrical signal to be sent to the brain,
which interprets the signals as different tastes, e.g. a right handed molecule may taste sweet but
the left handed one tastes bitter.
ED. COM. Designing molecules with the precision needed to fit the left and right shaped
molecules, and produce some measurable change in the receptor molecules, took creative design
by intelligent chemists with a good understanding of how molecules work and who are outside the
system. Therefore, it is absurd to claim the molecules that form the taste receptors on the tongue
made themselves, rather than being designed and made by the Creator. (Ref. biomimmicry, chiral,
bio-engineering)
4. ADJUSTABLE FOCUS GLASSES MADE, as reported in news@nature and ScienceNOW 3
April 2006. Scientists at the University of Arizona, Tucson, have developed a liquid crystal lens that
increases its magnifying power when a small electric current is applied to it. The lens could be
used by people who currently need reading glasses or bifocal lenses to see close objects. The
great advantage of such a lens is that people who need glasses for close work don’t need to
change glasses, or rely on a small part of their visual field as they do with bifocals. As about 90
percent of the population eventually needs glasses for reading and other close work, the scientists
see a great future for their invention.
ED. COM. During his recent visit to the UK John Mackay debated well known evolutionist Dr Steve
Jones (London University Biology Prof)on a BBC program hosted by Jeremy Vine. During the
interview Steve Jones said that he had taken off his glasses and could no longer see and that
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proved the human eye could not have been designed, therefore naturalistic evolution was the only
acceptable explanation for such a poor design. The fact that the human eye lens often becomes
stiff and unable to change focus in later life is a reminder that our bodies are going downhill, not
evolving upwards, and some parts degenerate faster than others. Thus the human eye is a good
reminder of the Biblical history of the world – from designed perfection to degeneration, not simple
to complex as the evolutionists claim. The fact that it takes creative optical engineers, who
understand the properties of materials and the laws of physics, to design a lens that does the same
thing as a healthy human eye lens, is evidence that the biological lens took creative design, not
chance random processes to build. As someone who wears bifocals and has to go through life with
part of the visual field out of focus this editor is pleased to see the results of creative design on
artificial lenses in this life, and looks forward to eyes that won’t degenerate in the next life. (Ref.
optics, engineering, physics)
5. MEDIA ATTACK RADICALLY INCREASES WEB HITS BY UP TO 10,000 a day as unbelievable
media coverage in Australia, the UK and the USA continues, but praise the Lord, it has also been
more positive. The media blitz may not always be how we would want it, but it can sure increase
the crowd. Praise the Lord with us for large numbers of students attending meetings in Scotland.
Latest broadcast on Creation Research was on Radio Lancashire (Sun 28 May) "Mike West
Meets". Mike started with this introduction, "My guest this week is without fear of contradiction
becoming one of the most controversial figures in the world..." Listen on http://tinyurl.com/j9u8k
The link should take you to the interview which is almost 30 minutes long and probably largely
uncut. (You will need RealPlayer installed). We suspect that it will only be up there for a week.
6. YOUR HELP IS VITAL to this world wide ministry. This month John will be in Germany, Hungary
and Romania to speak to students and to award Uni student scholarships for their Creation
Research projects. Give via www.creationresearch.net click donations or see donations section at
end.
7. AUSSIES DON’T MISS John Mackay in NSW, Tasmania, South Australia and Queensland.
Check www.creationresearch.net click Coming Events.
8. HOBBIT RESEARCHERS GO HEAD TO HEAD according to articles in Eureka Alert and Worldscience.net 18 May 2006. The debate continues over the nature of "Homo floresiensis, the bones
found on the Indonesian island of Flores that some scientists claim are a separate human species
and other scientists claim are the same species as modern humans, but were suffering from
dwarfism and microcephaly. Robert Martin of the Field Museum, Chicago, and colleagues, have
examined the various studies and have written a technical comment in Science 19 May 2006
claiming that the evidence fits the microcephaly theory and claim that the stone tools found in the
same cave as the bones "belong to types consistently associated with modern humans, or Homo
sapiens." They also claim that a skull cast of a microcephalic used in one study was not suitable
because it was from a child and was badly made. Martin commented: "There has been too much
media hype and too little critical scientific evaluation surrounding this discovery, and it is simply
unacceptable that papers should be published without providing proper details of the specimens
examined."
ED. COM. There certainly has been more media hype than critical evaluation on this topic.
However, if both scientists and popular media read the original studies, which not only described
the skull, but also the arms, legs and other bones, they would admit that the bones are an ape-like
head with an ape-shaped jaw and ape-sized body with ape-like body proportions. (See Nature, vol.
431, p1055, 28 Oct 2004 and Nature vol. 437, p1012, 13 Oct 2005 and Evidence News articles 4
May 2005 and 12 October 2005.) Overall the bones most closely resemble an Australopithecine, a
type of extinct ape, whose most famous example is "Lucy". The stone tools found in the cave are
similar to those associated with normal humans, but this is simply evidence that humans have
been in this area. This interpretation of the bones and tool does not fit any of the evolutionary
views of the bones and as long as evolutionists are determined to fit the evidence into their theory
the debate is sure to go on. (Ref. anthropology, ape-men, primates)
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ASK FOR THE HOBBIT ATTACHMENT FREE from info@creationresearch.net
9. HELP PLEASE "I recently heard John Mackay at a meeting at Edinburgh Scotland and was
impressed with his presentation and approach. I have relayed to one of my colleagues how he
explained that Thymine has a higher affinity for Thymine so it supports design being involved in
DNA creation. He went off disbelieving of this and found out that this is only under UV light or Infra
Red Energy which to me would be the conditions Evolutionists would think was there in the
beginning. Can you please refer me to the exact research John was referring to and the arguments
that go with it to help me reason with this person. They also think that with time, evolution, i.e. the
creation of DNA, the world, could just happen. How can I reason against this?
ED.COM. Dr Eager replies: "The bases that act as the letters in DNA are attached to the sugarphosphate backbone and the base on the opposite strand, but not to bases on either side. If they
do bond with adjacent bases they cannot be read by the DNA copying machinery. In UV light
adjacent thymine bases tend to bond with one another to form a thymine dimer. Normally the DNA
surveillance and repair mechanisms will find thymine dimers, remove them and replace them with
normal letters, as the thymine–thymine bond destroys the coded information sequence. When
there is a lot of UV light the repair mechanism cannot keep up with the damage and the genes
containing them are not copied properly. This is a well known cause of skin cancer. Thymine
dimers are good evidence against evolution and for creation because:
1. The evolutionists claim that UV light is a source of energy for forming pre-biotic organic
chemicals. UV light would make more thymine dimers which destroys the information in DNA,
rather than enable the formation of properly configured DNA with all the base bonding in
meaningful ways to the backbone and the opposite bases.
2. DNA within cells tends to be degraded by UV unless the surveillance repair mechanism can
maintain it. The repair mechanism involves many proteins, which are coded for by DNA. This is an
example of irreducible complexity. If the repair mechanisms are not there, or are even partly
defunct, the cells can become cancerous or are deliberately destroyed by the cell. We know this
because there is rare inherited tendency to form skin cancer caused by damage to the repair
mechanism that normally removes damaged DNA. (Try searching for "Xeroderma pigmentosa")
3. Whilst the chemical behaviour and structure of DNA can be explained by the laws of chemistry,
the information carried in the sequence of chemical letters along the strands of DNA cannot. To
understand, think of written information on a printed page. Chemistry will explain the colour of the
ink and how it is bonded to the paper, but it will not explain the difference between an ink blot and
a page of organized information printed with that same ink in a science textbook. That difference
did not come from the properties of the ink, but from the creative minds of the Intelligent Authors,
interpreted by the intelligent minds of readers who have been pre-programmed to know what
organized bits of ink communicate.
10. BUMPY BEETLE WINGS INSPIRE ENGINEERS, according to a report in New Scientist online
news 8 May 2006. The Namib desert beetle has wings covered with water-attracting bumps. In
between the bumps the wing surface is covered with a strongly water-repelling wax. This
combination of bumps and wax enables the beetle to collect water from the fogs that blow across
the desert. The bumps attract droplets of water, which gradually build up until they are large
enough to roll off the bumps and across the waxy surface to the beetle’s mouth. Researchers at
the Massachusetts Institute of Technology have developed a way to copy the beetle’s method of
condensing and channelling fluids by laying down water-attracting polymers in a pattern over a
layer of a water-repelling Teflon-like substance. By changing the pattern of water-attracting bumps
the scientists can control the flow of liquid over the surface. The US military are interested in using
the method to design self-decontaminating surfaces. Other scientists suggest it could be used to
control the flow of cooling fluids over microchips or make fluid flow through chemical sensing
devices without needing a pump.
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ED. COM. If these scientists are able to design fluid controlling devices using the design copied
from the beetle wings they will have proven that it took creative design and precision engineering
to make the beetle wing surface. The beetle wing is not the only water collecting device used by
organisms that live in deserts. Cactus spines also collect water and let it drip onto their roots.
Biologists claim that this kind of water collection device evolved so that animals and plants could
survive in the desert. However, this method of collecting water would have been very effective in
the good world described in Genesis 1 and 2:4-6, which tells us the ground was watered by a daily
mist that rose up from the earth. (Ref. bio-engineering, insects, design)
11. CREATING LIFE GETS HARDER, according to a report in BBC News Online, 3 April 2006. In
recent years biologists have speculated what would be the minimal number of genes needed to
make a functioning artificial cell, and some have tried to estimate it by seeing whether cells could
survive after having one of their genes knocked out. However, this method only studies one
chemical process at a time and many living cells have backup systems that enable them to make
the many other chemicals they also need to survive. Lawrence Hurst of the University of Bath, UK,
and colleagues, have studied two bacteria and developed a mathematical model that works out
what genes they would need to survive in their normal environments. They then used the model to
predict what would be the smallest number of metabolic processes they would need to live,
assuming they had all the right nutrients available. Their results suggested that single gene knockout studies underestimated the minimal number of genes by about 50%. Hurst commented: "The
surprise was the metabolism got to be really rather larger than people had suggested the smallest
metabolism could be." Hurst’s results may also be an underestimate as, according to Dusko
Ehrlich, of the Institut National de la Recherche Agronomique in France, "The paper deals only
with biochemical reactions, not DNA synthesis, protein synthesis, or replication. They deal with
precursors but don't deal with many macromolecules. Many essential genes are required for
synthesis of macromolecules." BBC article: http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/sci/tech/4857868.stm
ED. COM. When biologists are able to work out what genes are essential for life, and manage to
put them together with the right nutrients and make a living cell, they will have proven that it takes
intelligence and creativity to make life, not chance naturalistic or random processes. Therefore,
scientists doing these gene studies and those who read about them are truly without excuse for not
acknowledging that the genes they are merely copying and reassembling, were made by a much
greater Creator. (Ref. genetics, genome, biochemistry)
12. MALARIA FREE MOSQUITOES ARE THE NORM, according to an article in Science, vol. 312,
p514, 28 April 2006. In order for mosquitoes to spread malaria, the disease causing microorganisms have to infect the mosquito first. A few years ago some mosquitoes were found which
could prevent the malaria causing cells from doing this, and some scientists suggested that genetic
engineering techniques should be used to spread the resistance genes among the mosquito
population. In order to find out which genes enable mosquitoes to resist infection, a group of
scientists captured mosquitoes from a malaria infested region and let them produce one generation
of offspring. They allowed the offspring to feed on malaria infected blood and then examined them
to see which ones were infected with malaria parasites. Many of them were not infected in spite of
feeding from infected blood. The scientists then looked for genes conferred resistance and found a
small region on the 2L chromosome. One gene named APL1 appeared to be particularly important,
because when it was deliberately knocked out the mosquitoes became infected. The scientists
were surprised that the genes for resistance to the parasites are "remarkably common" and "the
mosquitoes that don’t have those genes may just be the odd ones out". This study has led other
scientists to suggest that control of malaria should concentrate on finding ways to kill the nonresistant mosquitoes. Matt Thomas of the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Organization in
Australia commented: "Why put new resistance genes into mosquitoes if they already have their
own."
ED. COM. The results of this study and the scientists’ conclusions are exactly what you would
predict from a Biblical Creation framework of thinking. In the beginning God made a good world
with no disease, where all animals ate plants. Therefore, all mosquitoes fed on plant juices (which
all male mossies still do), and kept any micro-organisms they happened to absorb under control.
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Therefore, there would be no malaria. As the world degenerated some mosquitoes lost their ability
to keep micro-organisms under control and became infected with single celled organisms. After
Noah’s flood, plants degenerated due to the harsh climate, and female mosquitoes were unable to
get enough iron and protein from plants to make their eggs, so they took to drinking blood when
they were ready to lay eggs. (At all other times mosquitoes still live on plant juices.) Those
mosquitoes that had the damaged genes would have accidentally transferred micro-organisms into
the blood of the person they were feeding from and started a vicious cycle of infection and
transmission of malaria. The moral of the story is don’t do an Attenborough by asking "If there is a
God of Love why did He invent malaria?" when it is our sinful rebellion which is to blame. (Ref.
degeneration, infection, disease)
13. LEARN HOW TO HANDLE SCEPTICS WITH OUR DVD DID A GOOD GOD MAKE BAD
BUGS? Darwin and Attenborough claim disease causes them to reject a Creator God. Now you
can show people the real history of disease—who and what is really to blame and the only long
term solution. Life didn’t evolve, so find out where the really nasty bugs did come from. A great tool
to witness with and easy to share. Geneticist, Dr Csaba Siffel from the Centre of Disease Control,
USA, says: "It is a wonderful presentation". How do you witness to those who claim: "If there is a
God of love, what about all the nasty diseases?" Did God invent AIDS, SARS, Malaria, Cholera,
River blindness etc? Suitable High School +. Available from www.creationresearch.net click Web
Shop.
14. GENESIS GEOLOGY DVD - A great look at how the created world began. Reveals an exciting
picture of God’s signature in the rocks. Learn how to get rid of the world’s evolutionary view and
see things through the Mind of Christ the Creator, who was there. Details events of the first 6 days
of the earth’s history as recorded in the Bible, the geological implications, and the evidence of
creation. Filmed at the Isle of Wight Dino Dig for Families, UK. Suits 12yrs + $35.00 each post free.
Available from www.creationresearch.net click Products then New Product.
15. NEW COMPETITION. We get lots of queries about "Is there intelligent life in outer space?", so
here's ONE for you to answer. "Has the Creator God of the Bible created intelligent, morally
accountable physical life elsewhere in this universe, as He did on earth?" Discussion should
include reasons and evidence for or against. Prize for best contribution is copy of our DVD
"Genesis in Geology". Judges decision is final and best result will be available as an attachment
through this ENEWS service. Entries must be submitted to info@creationresearch.net by June 30
2006.
DONATIONS TO HELP CREATION RESEARCH WORLDWIDE can be sent to the following
addresses or use our secure Web site: www.creationresearch.net and click DONATIONS.
USA: P.O. Box 281 Hartsville TN 37074 (Donations in USA are tax deductible. Make checks to
Creation Education Society)
UK: P.O. Box 1 Ashton under Lyne Lancs. OL6 9WW (Donations in UK payable to Creation
Research Trust are tax deductible - a Gift Aid Declaration is required - available from
http://www.amen.org.uk/cr/trust/giftaid.pdf)
AUSTRALIA: P.O. Box 260 Capalaba Qld 4157
CANADA: P.O Box 31034, 15 Westney Road North, Ajax, ON L1T 3V2 NEW ZEALAND: P.O. Box
40480 Glenfield, Auckland
IF YOU no longer wish to receive our updates please reply with REMOVE EN in the subject. To
assist us please include your name as well as e-mail address (and organisation name, if any).
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