TRIANGLE ASSOCIATION for the SCIENCE of CREATION

P.O. BOX 12051 * RESEARCH TRIANGLE PARK, NC 27709-2051 e tascinfo@earthlink.net

TASC

web site: www.tasc-creationscience.org

TASC’s mission is to rebuild and strengthen the foundation of the
Christian faith by increasing awareness of the scientific evidence

Dan Reynolds, PhD, Chairman
Fred L Johnson, PhD, Newsletter Editor
Dale Ulmer, Treasurer

supporting the literal Biblical account of creation and refuting evolution.

November 2008

OOPARTS - OUT OF PLACE ARTIFACTS
By Joe Spears

ichard Dawkins, Oxford:
“...alleged human bones in the Carboniferous

coal deposits. If authenticated as human,
these bones would blow the theory of evolution out
of the water.”!

“If a single, well verified mammal skull were to turn
up in 500 million year old rocks, our whole modern
theory of evolution would be utterly destroyed.
Incidentally, this is a sufficient answer to the canard,
put about by creationist and their journalistic fellow
travelers, that the whole theory of evolution is an
‘unfalsifiable’ tautology.”?

Steven M. Stanley, Johns Hopkins University:

“There is an infinite variety of ways in which, since
1859, the general concept of evolution might have
been demolished. Consider the fossil record—a little
known resource in Darwin’s day. The unequivocal
discovery of a fossil population of horses in
Precambrian rocks would disprove evolution. More
generally, any topsy-turvy sequence of fossils would
force us to rethink our theory, yet not a single one
has come to light. As Darwin recognized, a single
geographic inconsistency would have nearly the
same power of destruction.”

All the above quotations state that if certain evidence
exists, evolution is in trouble. The rest of this article will
present such evidence.

What are OOPARTs?

OOPARTs are Out of Place Artifacts. They are artifacts
discovered in places where they ought not to have been
found. The place may actually refer to a time, especially
if the place is a layer of rock, or geological stratum,
which is associated with a period of time.
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According to the quotations above, finding fossils or
bones in an unexpected geological stratum would pose
problems for evolutionary theory, even to the point of
blowing it out of the water. The reason bones and fossils
prove problematic in this situation is that they indicate
an order in the appearance of species which is not
compatible with evolutionary theory. Animal species
supposedly evolved from other species. If the “child”
species is found to have existed before the “parent”
species, then this is a problem for evolutionary theory.

As such, we see the problem is not limited to bones or
fossils, but the same problem would also exist if, for
example, human-manufactured items were found in
geological strata that correlated to a time before humans
are believed to have existed. Well, the question then is,
“Have such fossils, bones, artifacts, etc. actually been
found?” According to some researchers, the answer is a
resounding, “Yes!” Here are some examples.

A fossil footprint of a human and a dinosaur were found
in Texas. X-ray analysis of the fossil has shown that
there was compression of the material when the prints
were made, which means the prints could not have been
carved. The dinosaur footprint should be at least 100
million years old, according to conventional
evolutionary theory.*

A hammer, with wooden handle and iron head, has been
found in Lower Cretaceous rock and is supposed to be
about 140 million years old. The iron head is 96% iron,
2.6% chlorine, and 0.74% sulfur. (There is no carbon.) A
hoax would not have this composition. Also, the purity
of the metal is higher than that of iron produced today.
Part of the wood in the handle has turned to coal. The
end of the handle is flat as though cut with a saw.’

A carved stone was found from coal that is probably
Carboniferous, and probably 286-260 million years old
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according to conventional theories. Carved on the stone
were faces of men and carved diamond designs.® An
iron pot was found in a piece of coal which broke open
in 1912. The coal was from the Wilburton, Oklahoma
mines, which are about 312 million years old, according
to the Oklahoma Geological Survey.” In 1844, a gold
thread was found in stone that is, according to Dr. Medd
of the British Geological Survey, between 320 and 360
million years old.?

An iron nail embedded in stone was discovered in
Scotland in 1844. The head of the nail was embedded,
which argues against the nail having been hammered
into the stone. The person who discovered the nail was
Sir David Brewster, a founder of the British Association
for the Advancement of Science.” A shoe print along
with trilobite fossils was found by William Meister
inside a block of Cambrian shale, which should be over
505 million years old."""!

A metal vase 4.5x6.5x2.5 inches was found in strata over
600 million years old. According to Scientific American,
June 5, 1852, “A Relic of a Bygone Age”, “On the side
there are six figures of a flower, or bouquet, beautifully
inlaid with pure silver, and around the lower part of the
vessel a vine, or wreath, also inlaid with silver.” The
pudding stone from which it came (the Roxbury
conglomerate) is over 600 million years old."

A metalic sphere was found in a Precambrian deposit of
pyrophyllite, which was supposedly formed 2.8 billion
years ago. One theory about it is that it is a limonite
(type of iron ore) concretion. However, the sphere is
very hard—seemingly harder than limonite. Also, the
shape is spherical, and there are three parallel grooves
around the equator of the object. Even if it were a
limonite concretion, how does one account for the
parallel grooves? Its appearance is that of a man-made
object.”

Some may question the evidence. Arguments might be
presented that the evidence has been faked. Cremo and
Thompson deal with this in their book Forbidden
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Archaeology." They assert that the evidence given to
support the conventional views (that man evolved and
was not present on Earth hundreds of millions of years
ago) is equally suspect. They argue if one set of evidence
is suspect, the other set is also equally suspect and for
the same reasons.

What is the meaning of this evidence? What is one to do
with such evidence? We have several possibilities:

* we must disregard the OOPART evidence as
questionable (because of various arguments given
against them)

¢ the OOPART evidence is real—modern man really
lived tens, even hundreds, of millions of years ago

¢ the OOPARTS are real—but the dating is incorrect

The evidence should be rejected

If we disregard the evidence, we must have a reason.
The possibility of intentional faking of the evidence is
one possible reason to disregard the OOPART evidence.
There may be others. Cremo and Thompson deal with
this at somewhat more length in The Hidden History of
the Human Race.”” However, to be consistent, they
argue, if we throw out this evidence because it is
questionable, we must also throw out much evidence
used to support conventional theories. To disregard the
evidence of OOPARTSs and to not disregard the evidence
used to prove conventional theories is, according to
Cremo and Thompson, applying a double standard.

Well, if we aren’t going to throw out this evidence—at
least not yet—what else can we do with it? How do we
interpret it?

Modern man is really ancient

Cremo comes from the vantage point of ancient Indian
(non-Christian) religious documents that imply that man
has lived on earth for vastly longer periods of time than
science has allowed. So, one could argue that man in his
modern form did exist hundreds of millions of years ago,
along with dinosaurs, trilobites, and so forth.

The problem with this view is that this puts man on
earth before the creatures from which man supposedly
evolved. This is the problem alluded to in this ariticle’s
introductory quotes, which seems to “blow evolution
out of the water”.

OOPARTs are incorrectly dated

Well, one other interpretation is that, even though the
OOPARTs did come from Precambrian and other
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ancient geological strata, the dates for the geological
strata are wrong. In this interpretation, man need not
have existed on earth 600 million years ago, which
solves the problem of having man on earth too early;
but, the trilobites and dinosaurs and other living species
that have been supposed to have lived long, long ago,
must also be moved forward in time. The problem with
this is that then there is not sufficient time for these
species to have evolved.

Could the dates for the geologic strata be wrong? Dating
methods could be the subject of another long article, or
even a book. In fact, there is a book (or two) on the
subject. But, potential inaccuracies with dating methods
have been pointed out in several places.'®'” 18192

The OOPART Problem

You may be wondering, if such OOPART evidence
exists, why haven’t I heard of it or why hasn’t it been as
widely accepted as other evidence? We can see what a
problem these OOPARTSs are for conventional theories
of evolution. This is perhaps why they have been
ignored. And this ignoring need not be intentional,
according to evolutionist Stephen Jay Gould, who
described the unconscious bias of scientists in his book,
The Mismeasure of Man.*' In this book, Gould tells how a
researcher published data which contradicted his own
conclusions. Gould argues that the man would not have
published the data had he been intentionally,
consciously trying to delude the public. However, the
man himself was deluded—he was biased and fudged
the data in a way that publishing the data made known.
He could have simply published part of his data—the
part that would have supported his conclusion, and the
part which he had unconsciously manipulated, but he

' Vardiman L, Snelling AA, Chaffin EF, eds. (2000) Ra-
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also published data that could not have been
manipulated as the other data. And those data did not
support his conclusion. Why? Gould says he published
both sets of data because he was not aware of his
manipulation of the data.

So, evolutionist Gould tells us that scientists are quite
capable of not only ignoring evidence, but even
distorting it, without even being aware of it, because of
their biases. Simply ignoring or not publishing evidence
that goes against one’s biases seems less extreme than
overt distortion of data. So, if one can be done while
unawares, the other seems even more likely. The above
gives us reason to question authoritative
pronouncements from scientists, especially when we
know those announcements or statements come from a
bias about the issue being elaborated.

Incorrect Dating?

The interpretation or view that the dates for the
OOPARTs are simply wrong is now considered. What
this would imply (among other things) is that dinosaurs
were present on earth fairly recently. The following
evidence supports the recent existence of dinosaurs.

What appears to be a carved stegosaurus is present on a
temple in ancient Cambodia® In Mexico, figurines
which date back to 200 AD and earlier are obviously
dinosaurs.® Also, drawings of dinosaurs with
people—even a man riding a dinosaur—are found in
Peru and date back about 2,000 yealrs.24 These dates are
old enough to put the time before the discovery of
dinosaurs by modern science. However, the dates are
recent enough to put the time well after dinosaurs
supposedly became extinct.

These artifacts—figurines and drawings—do not
indicate man lived tens or hundreds of millions of years
ago, since the artifacts involved are of recent origin (at
least much less than millions of years ago). They pose a
real problem for the conventional dates for the
appearance of dinosaurs. Recently, T. rex tissue has been
found, in a condition that should not be possible, if the
T. rex lived tens of millions of years ago. At least, this
evidence together with the evidence presented earlier in
this article is all mutually consistent. So, the view that
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the dates are simply wrong is supported by this
evidence.

The long and the short of it is that there does exist
evidence which not only does not support conventional
theories of evolutionary development and time frames,
but argues strongly against them. §

COMING EVENTS

Thursday, November 13, 7:00 P.M., Providence Baptist
Church, 6339 Glenwood Ave., Raleigh, Room 631
David Plaisted, PhD, will present “God’s Wisdom in the
Genome.” Dr. Plaisted will survey recent discoveries
that show that the complexity of the genome is much
greater than we had thought, revealing the wisdom,
power, and intelligence of the Creator.

Thursday, December 4, 7:00 P.M., Providence Baptist
Church, 6339 Glenwood Ave., Raleigh, Room 631
(Note this earlier meeting date for December)

Mark Stephens, MCS will present “Dinosaurs: What is
the Real Story?” for adults and children. A recent dino-
saur show at the Raleigh RBC entertainment center
provided excitement for parents and children, but did it
provide the real story of dinosaurs, as the faith build-
ing creation account in Genesis does, or did it enhance
the atheistic, naturalistic evolutionary view and decrease
faith in God as Creator? You can provide a faith building
experience to counter worldviews such as those pre-
sented at the RBC center at this Christmas season. The
program is season for you and your children of 8 years
and older. You can bring your friends too. A brief video,
“Marty’s Dinosaur and Fossil Adventure,” will be
shown, followed by a question/answer period tieing
in the Genesis account of creation and creation science.
Please plan now to attend!



