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Proposal to outlaw
creationist teaching

In July a proposal by the Committee on
Culture, Science & Education was put
forward to the Parliamentary Assembly of
the Council of Europe that creationism and
intelligent design should be prohibited from
being taught in schools. This was picked up
by members of Creation Link and was
reported by Breaking Christian News
(www.breakingchristiannews.com/articles/d
isplay_art_pf.html?ID=4199) and the
American Center for Law and Justice
(www.aclj.org/TrialNotebook/Read.aspx?id
=502), among others.

The European Centre for Law and Justice
(the European counterpart to the ACLJ)
quickly produced and distributed a 14-page
document which effectively showed that "to
censor discussion and teaching of
creationism would violate the spirit as well
as the letters of democracy enshrined in the
European Convention on Human Rights,
the Charter on the Fundamental Rights of
the European Union, and the United
Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child."

The ECLJ pointed out that the measure
would only hamper the "educational

progress of students by restricting their
examination of competing scientific ideas
and would necessarily violate the freedom
of expression, including academic freedom,
as well as the right to the free exercise of
religion."

Fortunately the resolution was withdrawn.
Jay Sekulow, Chief Counsel for the ACLJ,
wrote: "This is a significant victory for
academic freedom and represents our
worldwide efforts to protect not only
academic freedom, but freedom of
association and intellectual pursuit.
Prohibiting discussions of creationism in
classrooms throughout Europe is nothing
short of censorship. We were very pleased
that this resolution was withdrawn after our
document was circulated amongst the
members of Parliament of the Council of
Europe."

One can be sure, however, that the
proponents of anti-creationist legislation
will try again. Something for our prayers.

Dinosaurs died in state
of distress

Fossilised dinosaurs and birds are often
found with the head thrown back, mouths
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open and with the tail curved towards the
head. Previous explanations to account for
this argued that drying muscles and tendons
formed this unusual shape. However, a
recent study by a veterinary scientist,
Cynthia Marshall Faux, (In: 'Dinosaurs
Died Agonising Deaths,’ Live Science, 9th

June 2007) argues that dinosaurs died
agonising deaths with evidence of brain
damage and asphyxiation.  One explanation
is the animals died in volcanic events as
they are often buried in ash deposits. Faux
also agrees with palaeontologists that some
of the evidence for posture could be
explained by the action of running water,
but notes water cannot explain all of the
evidence. We are left then with a picture of
dinosaurs, birds and mammals dying in a
sudden catastrophe being buried alive in
sediment in a state of distress.

 Now where do we read about such a
catastrophe? There continues to be
increasing evidence in the fossil record for
the rapid burial of living animals in
sediment. All of this evidence is consistent
with the biblical account of the Flood.

Andrew Sibley

Biomimetics

The emerging science of biomimetics
recognises the superb efficiency of the form
and function of various creatures and seeks
to replicate these synthetically. On 31 July
the BBC News website carried two
independent articles of new developments
in this interesting field.

A team of engineering students from the
University of Delft has developed tiny
microplanes called Roboswifts with unique
“morphing” wings that make them much
more agile in flight than standard aircraft.
The students were inspired by the abilities
of swifts to change the shape of their wings
in flight according to prevailing conditions.
Such shape-shifting abilities reduce wing
area and hence air drag, resulting in more

efficient energy usage. The
microplane successfully
utilises plastic “feathers”
and is controlled by a user
on the ground but there are
still many problems to be
overcome. One team
member was reported as
saying, “The birds are really
agile and they fly extremely
fast and it will be pretty
difficult for a pilot to steer
the aircraft such that it can
follow birds in real flight”.

Meanwhile a team of researchers at the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology have
created prototype mechanical fins that
mimic the movements of the bluegill
sunfish. This fish moves very efficiently in
water by using a “cupping and sweeping”
motion of its pectoral fins unlike most other
fish. It is hoped that studies of this fish’s
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abilities will lead to improved, propellerless
submarines with greater agility and speed
than conventional autonomous underwater
vessels (AUVs). James Tangorra, a
professor of mechanical engineering at
Drexel University, is quoted as saying, “If
we could produce AUVs that can hover and
turn and store energy and do all the things a
fish does, they’ll be much better than the
remotely operated vehicles we have now”.
The prototype mechanical fin is made of a
flexible polymer material that conducts
electrical signals and changes its shape in
response to them. However, to gain all the
benefits of the fish’s motion it was also
necessary to study how the pectoral fins
interacted with the other fins and with the
movements of the rest of the fish’s body.

These two research teams have made some
splendid progress, but their
accomplishments are still very far behind
those of the animals they mimic. Not only
do these creatures greatly outperform their
mechanical counterparts but they can do so
much more as well, such as grow from just
an egg and reproduce themselves. The
mechanical devices have been produced as
a result of the concerted intelligent design
of a whole team of clever minds. How
laughable to suppose that the far greater
abilities of the swift and the sunfish
developed just by blind chance.

Evolutionists fail to
win prize

Dr Joseph Mastropaolo and Mr Karl Priest
have for some years thrown open a
challenge to evolutionists called the Life
Science Prize. If an evolutionist can prove
that evolution is science and creation is

religion, then the evolutionist will be
awarded US $20,000. So far the prize
remains entirely unclaimed.

Dr Mastropaolo has a BS, MS and PhD in
kinesiology and has a post-doctoral
research fellowship in human physiology.
As an aerospace physiologist for Douglas
Space Systems, he has published two
monographs on life in space. Mr Priest is a
public school mathematics teacher in West
Virginia. He has a BS in education and an
MA in school administration and has been
an educator for more than 30 years. Every
year he demonstrates to his students that
mathematics proves beyond a shadow of
doubt that evolutionism is nonsense.  More
information on the Life Science Prize can
be found at www.lifescienceprize.org

Free e-book

Tihomir Dimitrov, who has an MSc in
Psychology, has asked us to publicise his
free e-book entitled “50 Nobel Laureates
and other Great Scientists Who Believe in
God” which is available from his website at
http://nobelists.net/. He comments, “This is
an anthology of well-documented
quotations. I believe that it will challenge
those who think that religion and
contemporary science are in an
insurmountable conflict”.

CSM website

CSM’s website has been redesigned and is
now bigger, better and brighter than ever. If
you haven’t surfed the web for a little
while, what better site to visit than
www.csm.org.uk ?
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Cuttings & Comments
from  New Scientist
by Dr David Rosevear

5 May 2007 p.6 Hands up who wants to
talk
Chimps do not have the vocal equipment to
talk, but they can communicate in a limited
way using gestures. (So can my cat.) Here it
is suggested that our language evolved from
gestures, not vocalisation. After all, babies
use gestures before they learn to use words.
But baby’s throat is designed so that speech
is only possible once the danger of choking
over food is past. Then the larynx drops to a
suitable position for speech. This drop
doesn’t happen with primates.

An old aphorism claims that Foreigners use
gestures freely, while Englishmen abroad

simply speak louder. This article asserts
that “Speech itself is best considered a
gestural rather than an acoustic system.
It’s just that the gestures are made by the
mouth” . Observations are made on captive
chimps, but these are capable of imitating
the researcher’s gestures. The philosopher
Rousseau said ‘Words would seem to have
been necessary to establish the use of
words’ (a chicken and egg situation) – and
he was a foreigner.

5 May p.14 Cell ‘bodyguards’ protect
fetus in the womb
“It’s an enduring biological mystery –
how a fetus survives in the uterus
without being attacked by the mother’s
immune system. Now it seems that in
mice at least, a cellular ‘reception
committee’ gathers to welcome and
guard each potential fetus that might be
created during the menstrual cycle. The
finding could reveal new ways of
combating miscarriage in women.”
Regulatory T-cells (Treg cells) dampen the
activity of the mother’s immune cells, while
chemical signalling molecules called
chemokines attract the Treg cells to the
uterus. “As the mouse’s fertile phase
approaches, Treg cells gather in the
uterus lining. If no pregnancy occurs, the
cells disperse, only to regroup again at
the same time and place in the next cycle.
If pregnancy does occur, a subset of Treg
cells that has already encountered the
alien male material in the embryo takes
over and protects the fetus against
rejection.”
Without these T cells, embryos would be
rejected by the mother’s immune system,
and the line would become extinct. The
irreducibly complex combination of
immune system, chemokines and Treg cells
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had to be in place, together with the
hormones regulating the menstrual cycle,
right from the very first embryo. Creation is
the only possible explanation.

12 May p.20 One gene that gave human
brains the edge
Mice and other mammals have the gene
KLK8 that codes for the protein neuropsin
II, vital for memory and learning. Humans
make neuropsin II, but apes, monkeys,
orang-utans and chimpanzees do not.
Human KLK8 is different from that in other
mammals, with a change from thymine to
adenine in a single position within the
DNA. This small change has a huge impact,
resulting in 45 extra amino acids being
added into the neuropsin II protein that the
gene expresses. Memory and learning in
humans is also affected by other genes.

12 May p.20 Magnetic Mercury is a softy
at heart
Fluctuations in the spin rate of the
innermost planet, Mercury, as it orbits the
Sun show that its core is liquid. Mercury is
so small that it is surprising that it has not
completely solidified during billions of
years. Perhaps the solar system is young!

12 May p.54 A short sharp slice of
evolutionary history
The article is a review of S J Gould’s book
Punctuated Equilibrium first published 35
years ago.
“Gould and Eldredge proposed
punctuated equilibrium as a palaeonto-
logist’s view of the history of life: they
were describing the palaeontological data
available at the time, pointing out that
there was no geological evidence to
support Charles Darwin’s belief that
species evolved gradually. Time has
shown them to be correct, and their

observations are now accepted by most
biologists as an accurate account of
evolutionary history ... It was also
appropriated gleefully by the
creationists, who claimed (they still do)
that punctuated equilibrium was a post-
hoc rationalisation for the absence of
transitional forms in the fossil record,
and that palaeontology actually
supported their belief in the sudden,
divinely inspired appearances of
species.”

26 May p.24 Museum of misinformation
This is, not surprisingly, a critical article
about the AiG creationist museum recently
opened in Kentucky, USA. An accompany-
ing cartoon shows folk looking at glass
cases containing Noah’ Ark, a serpent
coiled around an apple tree and two stone
tablets from Sinai. The writer is the vocal
anti-creationist Professor Lawrence Krauss.
“They have created a museum that
appears scientific but doesn’t tell
anything close to the truth about
science.”
“The Creation Museum is designed to
suggest that science demonstrates the
viability of a literal interpretation of
Genesis. It argues that scientific evidence
supports a six-day creation of the Earth,
a 6000-year-old universe, and a world
where dinosaurs and humans happily
roamed together ... Not a single historical
record supports any of the nonsense
displayed in the museum regarding
dinosaurs and humans cohabiting.”
Krauss should read Job 40 & 41.
“Religious tolerance is important” he
writes in his final paragraph, but then adds
“And parents should be ready to bring
lawsuits for any school system that uses
public funds to bring students to this
museum of misinformation.” Tolerance
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indeed. But all publicity is good. When
New Scientist wrote about the Genesis
Expo in 2000, we were able to write on the
signs outside ‘As featured in New
Scientist’.

2 June p.46 Just like us
“Campaigners across the world are
attempting to persuade governments to
grant great apes rudimentary ‘human
rights’
“In February this year, the [Balearic
Islands] regional parliament made
history by becoming the first to recognise
the individual rights of chimps, bonobos,
gorillas and orang-utans, giving them
similar status to a child or dependent
adult ... Legally, however, only ‘persons’
can have ‘rights’, which is why the law
needs to change to recognise the
‘personhood’ of apes ... It’s that gulf
between humans and animals that people
want to maintain. It’s the next step in the
Darwinian debate – it requires a
paradigm shift in people’s ideas about
themselves ... calls it spiritual superiority.
We just think we’re special because
we’re human.”
But where do we draw the line? Do farm

animals have ‘personhood’ so that they
cannot be bred and eaten? The mouse
shares 90 per cent of human DNA, so
should it have 90 per cent of human rights?
And how does one prevent the domestic cat

from violating the rights of the tasty
mouse?
The Darwinian debate seeks to
smudge the line between apes and
humans, denying that man is made
in the image of his Creator. The
Bible says that we must not be cruel
or neglectful to animals. We were
given dominion over the creation,
with the responsibilities that that
implies. We have legislation to curb
cruelty to animals, and are aware of
the need to preserve the habitats of
wild creatures. Even a rare snail can
hold up the building of the

Newbury bypass! But we still can enjoy
escargot.

9 June p.8 From adult to embryo
Stem cell workers in Japan and the USA
have treated adult cells from mice with four
chemicals only found in stem cells, and
produced mouse stem cells
indistinguishable from embryonic stem
cells (ESCs). The cells can become
functional reproductive cells and grow into
a whole mouse. Trials on human cells with
these four chemicals have so far not
succeeded.
Stem cells have the ability to develop into
any kind of body cell from brain to toe.
They can be used in medical treatments.
The problem has been that the use of ESCs
involves the destruction of a human
embryo, killing a potential child. Now there
is hope that this can be avoided.
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Mussels on rocky coastline in Brittany.
© Morgan Noguellou

9 June p.44 Mussel bound
“The intertidal habitat of the lowly
mussel is extreme, so it has evolved a
remarkable structure, called a byssus,
which allows it to stick to rocks despite
being buffeted by strong currents and
crashing waves.” One wonders how the
lowly mussel survived while it was
evolving the remarkable structure.

16 June p.12 Neanderthals bid for
human status
Archaeologist Terry Hopkinson of Leicester
University claims that Neanderthal man
showed innovation in tool making
techniques during the Middle Palaeolithic,
claimed to be a few hundred thousand years
ago. The creationist would say that
Neanderthals show no more variation in
morphology than the various ethnic groups
today, and they had larger brains than
today’s sapients. He lived during the ice age
that followed Noah’s flood, maybe four

thousand years ago. He suffered from
rickets, brought on by a lack of the sunshine
vitamin D.
“’Neanderthals have typically been
thought of as incapable of innovation, as
it was assumed to be something unique to
Homo sapiens’, says Hopkinson. ‘With
this level of innovation it becomes
difficult to exclude Neanderthals from

the concept of
humanity.’”

16 June p.20 ‘Junk’
DNA makes
compulsive reading
DNA in genes generates
RNA which is
translated into proteins.
But some of the DNA
that doesn’t form
protein, ignorantly
dubbed ‘junk’ DNA,
has also been found to
code for RNA. “... the
discovery of so much
extra RNA could mean

there are hitherto unrecognised subtleties
of gene regulation that now need to be
explained.” There are about twice the
predicted number of RNA transcripts. “We
don’t think they’re produced by accident
... It would now take a very brave person
to call non-coding DNA junk.”

16 June p.48 Back to their roots
“Snakes lost their legs, we lost body hair,
but that’s minor compared with some
species. We have vastly underestimated
evolution’s fondness for pruning, says
Laura Spinney.”
Of course, the problem of the incredible
complexity of some creatures on the lower
branches of the imaginary evolutionary tree
of life vanishes if you abandon the
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assumption that they evolved.
“Recent findings suggest that some of
our very early ancestors were far more
sophisticated than we have given them
credit for. If so, then much of that
precocious complexity has been lost by
subsequent generations as they evolved
into new species. ‘The whole concept of a
gradualist tree, with one thing branching
off after another and the last to branch
off, the vertebrates, being the most
complex, is wrong’ ... The entire tree of
life has been built on the assumption that
evolution entails increasing complexity.”
Loss of features, they say, is the key to
understanding evolution.
“Proponents of this idea argue that
classical phylogeny [supposed
evolutionary descent] has been built on
rotten foundations, and tinkering with it
will not put it right. Instead, they say, we
need to rethink the process of evolution
itself.”
Hippos are closest, genetically, to whales,
not pigs as formerly thought. Looks can be
deceptive. The tree based on morphology
[comparison of shapes] is very different
from that suggested by genetic data. In fact
both indicators of evolutionary relationships
are wrong in concept. Nothing has evolved
beyond minor variations consistent with
genetics. Each was made according to its
kind with its seed within itself. Classical
phylogeny has rotten foundations, and the
idea that evolution can advance through
loss of complexity is rot.

23 June p.8 Genes won’t work round the
clock
Monitoring of the activity of 20,000 mouse
genes showed that they followed a circadian
rhythm [day and night]. When not exposed
to a light-dark cycle, genes still oscillated,
but in an increasingly uncoordinated way,

drifting apart like an orchestra without a
conductor. “Everyone who diets knows
you shouldn’t eat late, and now we are
getting closer to understanding why ...
We have only had artificial lighting for
maybe 100years, so this might have
something to do with the recent rise in
obesity.”

30 June p.19 Moon recipe: smash planets
and stir
“The Earth and moon share a past
etched in silicon, and it hints that the
favoured theory of how the moon formed
isn’t quite right.”
Mineralogists have studied isotopic ratios
of silicon, iron etc in samples from Earth,
moon and meteorites. Earth and moon
match, but there is no trace of any other
body being involved in a collision to form
the moon. Now they wonder if a Mars-sized
body first created a hot cloud of rock
vapour that mixed together and cooled,
obliterating any unique signatures of the
impacting body before forming the moon. I
believe the green cheese theory is now
discounted.
The distances apart of Sun, moon and Earth
are so exactly right for life that design is the
obvious and statistically most likely answer.
On Day Four, the Creator made the greater
light to rule the day and the lesser light to
rule the night. He made the stars also.
Praise ye Him, Sun and moon: praise Him
all ye stars of light. Praise Him, ye heavens
of heavens... Let them praise the Name of
the LORD: for He commanded and they
were created. Ps 148:3-5

30 June p.23 Letters: What creation?
A reader’s letter repeats the old chestnut
about Genesis 1 and 2 contradicting each
other regarding the order of creating trees
and man.
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Genesis 1 could only have been written by
the God who also wrote the ten
commandments on two tablets of stone, and
much later stooped and wrote on the ground
with His finger (John 8). It concludes with
the toledoth Gen. 2:4.
Genesis 2 was written by Adam under the
inspiration of the Holy Spirit who had first
moved upon the face of the waters. It
concludes with the toledoth Gen. 5:1.
Probably God planted the trees in the
Garden after the creation of man (2:5),
although the past tense can also be
translated by the pluperfect ‘had’ planted.
In Matthew 19:3-6, Jesus quotes from both
chapters 1 and 2 of Genesis, endorsing the
trustworthiness of these accounts.

30 June p.30 Laying down the laws
“Science works because the universe is
ordered in an intelligible way. The most
refined manifestation of this order is
found in the laws of physics, the
fundamental mathematical rules that
govern all natural phenomena. One of
the biggest questions of existence is the
origin of those laws: where do they come
from, and why do they have the form
that they do?
“... the laws of physics possess a weird
and surprising property: collectively they
give the universe the ability to generate
life and conscious beings, such as
ourselves, who can ponder the big
questions ... Indeed, changing the existing
laws by even a scintilla could have lethal
consequences. For example, if protons
were 0.1 per cent heavier than neutrons,
rather than the other way about, all the
protons coughed out of the big bang
would soon have decayed into neutrons.
Without protons and their crucial
electric charge, atoms would not exist
and chemistry would be impossible.

“Physicists and cosmologists know many
such examples of uncanny bio-friendly
‘coincidences’ and fortuitously fine-
tuned properties in the laws of physics.
Like Baby Bear’s porridge in the story of
Goldilocks, our universe seems ‘just
right’ for life. It looks, to use astronomer
Fred Hoyle’s dramatic description, as if
‘a super-intellect has been monkeying
with physics’.”
The article goes on to offer the multiverse
theory, whereby ours is one of an infinite
number of universes, each with a different
set of physical laws. “Our universe has
simply hit the cosmic jackpot. Those
universes that can’t support life – the
vast majority in fact – go unobserved.”
But, the article’s writer Paul Davies asks,
what is the universe-generating mechanism
and where do the various sets of by-laws
come from? Our universe depends on the
laws, but the laws are strangely independent
of the universe. Nothing in the universe
demands that the laws be as they are.
One answer to his dilemma explored briefly
here is that the laws started off at the
alleged big bang in a fuzzy, flexible state,
but by a process of natural selection, honed
themselves to support sentient life.
Something surprising. And one has to
wonder why everything else in the universe
is going from order towards randomness,
according to one of these laws – namely the
second law of thermodynamics.
Maybe Fred Hoyle was closer to the truth.

7 July p.14 Prions reveal their benevolent
side
It turns out that the prion proteins that cause
mad cow disease and vCJD also play a key
role preventing the progress of Alzheimer’s.
Prions are found in all brain cells. When
they misfold they cause other proteins to
also misfold in a chain reaction that clogs
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the brain with abnormal proteins. However,
it has now been demonstrated that prion
proteins protect the brain from the build up
of plaque that causes Alzheimer’s disease.
Prions are God’s scheme for protecting the
brain, but in a fallen world, their folding in
the wrong way leads to trouble. A chemical
is being tested on mice infected with prion
disease that prevents misfolding. Mad cow
disease showed up in cattle fed on material
from brains and the central nervous system.
Ruminants are designed to feed on
vegetation.

14 July p.42 Junking the genome
“Is most of our DNA really rubbish? The
best way to find out is by deleting it ...
One study after another has hinted at
possible functions for ‘junk DNA’... Even
creationists have leapt on the
bandwagon, claiming they predicted
from the start that all DNA has a
purpose.” [We did!]
More than 98 per cent of our DNA is of the
non-coding variety. Although it does not
code for any protein, this ‘regulatory DNA’
plays an important role in boosting or
blocking the expression of nearby genes.
Not only are most of the genes in different
vertebrates the same (e.g. those in puffer
fish and humans) but even more of the non-
coding DNA is also the same. According to
neo-Darwinian theory, natural selection
conserves the genes, but if the rest were
junk it would not be conserved from
mutating. The fact that it is the same in
different creatures has made evolutionists
decide that it must have vital uses. Up to 98
per cent of DNA is transcribed into RNA,
but most of this RNA does not code for
proteins. Some is vital to gene expression,
but the purpose of most of it remains a
mystery. Surprisingly, deletion of chunks of
it in mice did not affect the health of these

rodents. Workers say the effects may be too
subtle to recognise in the lab setting. Others
think that redundancy could be built into
the system, meaning other sequences could
fulfil the same function as the deleted ones.
“Genes often have built-in redundancy,
so why not non-coding DNA?”
But would chance-and-time evolutionary
processes equip the genome with belt and
braces? If an evolutionary process could
somehow produce a gene regulating system
and whatever else the non-coding DNA
/RNA machine accomplishes, would this
evolutionary mechanism then go on to
produce a redundant duplicating system?
There would be no driving force to do so.
Surely, fail-safe mechanisms have to be
designed.

21 July p.11 How a megaflood carved the
English Channel
Bit by bit it is being acknowledged by
geologists that the processes that formed the
sedimentary layers and carved out features
are catastrophic in nature, not slow and
gradual. Perhaps eventually it might be
realised by some that this rules out the long
ages they assign to the rocks.
“Half a million years ago, Britain was
connected to mainland Europe by a
broad chalk ridge across what is now the
Dover Strait. Somehow that ridge was
destroyed, creating the English Channel.
Now we know what destroyed it: a
megaflood.” The channel’s bedrock has
been studied with ultra high resolution
sonar. “This showed deep valleys that
could only have been gouged out by vast
volumes of water.”
It is reckoned that a million cubic metres of
water per second must have flowed for
several months. Probably a vast glacial lake
left over from the ice age, hemmed in by
glaciers to the north and the straits ridge to
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the south, and fed by river systems that
were forerunners of the Rhine and Thames,
finally breached the ridge, tore through it
and gouged out the English Channel.

28 July p.21 Don’t vote for ignorance
Atheist evolutionary fundamentalist propa-
gandist Lawrence Krauss regularly writes a
page in New Scientist. Here he urges
Americans not to vote for the candidates for
next US president who do not believe in
evolution theory. “... it is vitally important
what they think about evolution, and
why any candidate who rejects it should
be swiftly rejected by US voters ... If a
potential president is unwilling to accept
the fundamental results of chemistry,
physics, biology, astronomy and geology,
all of which tell us that a six-day creation
is incompatible with everything we know
about the world, and all the principles on
which we base modern technology, then
how can that individual be expected to
assess the complex scientific and
technological issues that will form the
basis of the US policy over the next eight
years?”
Needless to say, it is the theories of science
and not the fundamental results of
experiments that rely on evolution theory.
Creationists are more than happy with the
laws of science. They point to a Lawmaker.
But the origin of the universe, the origin of
the solar system, the origin of life and the
origin of species and of man cannot
conceivably be explained by science.
Modern technology owes nothing to neo-
Darwinism. The majority of Americans
know this, as Krauss himself goes on to
say: “Sadly, the [creationist] views
expressed by these candidates reflect
those of a large fraction of the US
population, which in numerous surveys
has stated its belief that God created

humans in their present form less than
10,000 years ago.”

In this present batch of Cuttings &
Comments we have seen that human
speech, the immune system, memory,
mussels, non-coding DNA, the Earth-Sun-
moon system, the laws of physics and even
prions show clear evidence for design by an
intelligent Creator.
The magnetism of Mercury and the sudden
formation of the English Channel both point
to a recent Creation.
Darwin’s slow changes are not confirmed
by the fossil record, as Gould and Eldredge
pointed out decades ago.
Yet Krauss can only seek to rubbish
creation museums and creationist
presidents.

Brian Austin

We are sad to hear of the passing of Mr
Brian Austin, a key supporter of CSM over
many years, who pastored a church in
London. With his wife, Christine, they ran a
Christian bookshop with a strong creationist
emphasis.  For Brian, after a short spell in
hospital, he is now in the presence of his
Lord. We extend our sympathies to
Christine.

CSM subscription rate
increase

How many items on your shopping list have
remained at the same price for seven years?
In 2001, CSM raised subscriptions to £8 for
UK, £10 for overseas. Since then paper,
postage and other costs have risen
regularly, along with the minimum wage
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for helpers. For 2008 we are raising the
rate to £10 UK, £12 overseas (£ Sterling).

Please arrange with your bank to update
your standing order where necessary. And
whilst seeing to that, please would you also
arrange that the bank gives us your
postcode to ensure you are credited with the
payment. Some banks or building societies
still just give us an account number, leaving
us with no idea who is paying their
subscription!
A big thankyou to the many of you who
send more than the subscription amount.
This is especially welcome when we are
hoping to extend the Genesis Expo and
office and provide a seminar room.

Travelling exhibition

Prepared by Andrew Sibley in time to
counter the evolutionary spin given by
many at the Lyme Regis fossil festival,
CSM now has a series of A1 display boards
forming a mobile exhibition on Creation
that can quickly and easily be transported

 and assembled. This should form an
excellent accompaniment to one or more
speakers at large or small venues and can
also be used for travelling tours.

If you would like a CSM speaker for your church, school,
university, town hall or whatever, please telephone or email
us as in the panel below, giving choices of dates if possible. A
contribution to CSM towards expenses would be appreciated.
We would be able to offer a creationist bookstall.

Articles in the Journal are generally by
the editor, R. Cambridge, unless
otherwise stated. Articles, letters, notes
and other contributions from new
writers are warmly welcome.


