
Age of the Earth 6—
Scientific Dating
Methods

Why did people ever
start living in houses?

Camping is so exhilarating! 
I’m writing this during a

24-day, 9-state, 3300-mile
rolling camping trip to
Maine and back – no elec-
tricity and cooking over campfires. As
fire-master and camp chef, I’m
pleased to report we did 17 evening
meals before any repeats.

EVIDENCES

Everywhere I look on this trip I see
evidences of recent creation. Rock
layers exposed in highway cuts are
sharply demarcated, indicating rapid
deposition rather than gradual sedi-
ment accumulation over long eons.

Mountain strata are
sometimes thousands of
feet thick and bent in hair-
pin shapes without cracks.
Evolutionary geologists say
these strata were buried
and solidified for hundreds
of millions of years before
they were bent. But surely
they were folded when
they were still wet, soft,
and pliant shortly after deposition. No
hundred million years there!

Craggy mountains (Adirondacks
in NY, Green in VT, White in NH,
Poconos in PA) cannot be the alleged
several hundred million years old –
they would have completely eroded
away in that time. In fact, the entire
North American continent, allegedly
formed 2.5 billion years ago, would
have completely eroded away in 10
million years at today’s erosion rates.
No Michigan for us if the evolution-
ary timescale were correct!

Moreover, mountains with steep
slopes and deep gorges erode much
faster than the rest of the continent.
New Hampshire’s “Old Man of the
Mountain” pictured on its
2000 state quarter is now
gone – eroded away.
Vermont’s rugged
Quechee Gorge can only
be thousands of years old,
for otherwise it would
have eroded into gentle
valleys. The very existence
of mountains and gorges
contradicts evolutionary
timescales.

The usual response –
that eroded mountains are
continually replaced by
uplift from below – will
not fly. Erosion would
remove all layers of sedi-
ment, yet evolutionists
claim mountain sedimen-
tary layers are hundreds of
millions of years old.

The ocean’s continual
battering of Maine’s
jagged coast would have
pounded it into a gently

sloping, smooth coastline if
this pummeling had been
going on for millions of
years.

To me earth looks only
thousands of years old (with
heavy flood damage). Yet
others think it ’s billions of
years old. Who is right?

In Darwin’s day a centu-
ry and a half ago, earth had
been “proven” scientifically

to be 20 million years old. Today it
has been “proven” scientifically to be
4.67 billion years old. What will the
scientifically “proven” age be in 100
years? Will it be in the trillions?

Last month I argued that radio-
metric dating, the primary argument
supporting billion-year-ages, is
invalid and meaningless. Is there pos-

timeframe of thousands of years?
Definitely.

SCIENTIFIC CLOCKS

A scientific clockis a natural process
proceeding steadily through time
converting parent components into
daughter components. Scientists esti-
mate the length of time an isolated
process has been running based on an
assumed uniform process rate, esti-
mated initial conditions, and meas-
ured current conditions.

Scientific clocks cannot be used to
determine earth’s exact age, but they
may be used to determine upper lim-
its. The weight of the scientific evi-
dence is that the earth is thousands,
not billions, of years old. Hundreds of
different processes, in addition to
those of radioactive decay, have been
used to estimate the age of the earth.

Most give limits on the order of
100,000 years or less. Many yield lim-
its of 10,000 years or less. None
(except radiometric methods) give
values greater than 500 million years.

The commonly accepted age of
4.6 billion years is about ten times
greater than the largest values pro-
duced by non-radioactive processes.
Evolutionists publicize only those
processes which yield the largest lim-
its. The reason is their prior philo-
sophical commitment to evolutionism
with its requirement for great ages.

ACCURACY

Which clocks are more likely to be
accurate? Clocks yielding low limits
are more likely to be accurate than
those yielding high limits for these
reasons:

1) If the original state is different
from the assumed initial conditions,
this will have less influence on the
process over a short time period than

over a long time period,
thereby producing less
error.

2) The assumption
that the process system
is isolated from outside
influences is more likely
to be true over a short
time period than over a

long time period.
3) The assumption that the

process rate is uniform is more likely
to be valid for a short time than for a
long time.

When evaluating conflicting
results from different clocks, it ’s
important to assess the likelihood
that the basic assumptions hold true
for the processes upon which the
clocks are based. The longer the
process continues, the less likely the
assumptions continue to remain valid.
Processes for which the assumptions
are most likely to remain valid, such
as the decay of the earth’s magnetic
field, give limits on the order of
10,000 years.

DIAMONDS AND

CARBON-14
Carbon-14 atoms cannot
be detected in samples
older than 250,000 years

life of 5,730 years. In fact,
radiometric dating general-
ly can’t go beyond ten half-
lives – about 50,000 years

bon samples contain signif-

been unable to explain this
with billion-year-old earth
models.

Recently creationist
researchers had independ-

separate coal samples –
supposedly 34-311 million
years old. The labs found
Carbon-14 in all samples.

Twelve diamonds sam-
ples were also analyzed.

Diamonds are supposedly at least a
billion years old and therefore should
have no Carbon-14.

Similar analysis has been done on
fossil and oil samples thought to be

dence that samples are not millions of
years old, but only thousands.

Diamonds are a creationist’s best
friend.

OCEANS

Why isn’t the Gulf of Mexico full of
Mississippi River mud? At present
erosion rates it would completely fill
in 6 million years.

Annually billions of tons of sedi-
ment erode from continents into the
oceans. The existing mud on the
ocean floor (about 1300 feet) would
accumulate in under 12 million years
at present deposition rates. If erosion
had really been going on for 2.5 bil-
lion years, the mud would be over 50
miles deep.

The true explanation of the mud
is that Noah’s Flood running off the
continents eroded and deposited most
of the mud rapidly about 4500 years
ago.

Using salt concentration in the
ocean as a process clock gives an age
limit of 42 million years for the
ocean. This assumes no initial salt
and current input and output rates. If
positive initial salt concentrations are
allowed and the probable effects of
Noah’s Flood on salt in the oceans are
included, then the age reduces to only
thousands of years.

Computations for many other
ocean minerals yield much younger
ages. Yet evolutionists say the oceans
are three billion years old. The ele-
ments in the oceans do not support
this claim.

DNA
DNA degrades over time. Biologists
say it cannot last in nature more than
10,000 years. Yet intact DNA has
been recovered from dinosaur fossils
(allegedly 65 million years old),
insects in amber, and Neanderthal
skeletons. Bacteria supposedly 250
million years old have been restored
with no DNA damage. The fossils
and bacteria cannot be millions of
years old. They must be under 10,000
years.

EARTH’S MAGNETIC FIELD

first measured earth’s magnetic field

since show the field is decaying with
a half-life of about 1400 years.

No evolutionary theory exists to
explain both the present rapid decay
of the field and how it could have
existed for billions of years.

A sound creationist theory exists
that accounts for all the observed
phenomena. This model explains the
source of the magnetic field as freely
circulating electrical currents in the
core of the earth.
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Twenty thousand years ago, the
magnetic field would have been so
strong that the current necessary to
generate it would have produced
enough heat to melt the earth. Ten
thousand years ago, the strength of
the earth’s magnetic field would have
been comparable to that of a magnet-
ic star – a highly unlikely scenario.
This places an upper limit of 10,000
years on the age of the earth.

The process clock assumptions
seem quite reasonable for the mag-
netic field clock. What could affect
the huge electrical currents circulat-
ing deep in the core of the earth that
generate the magnetic field? This
process is certainly as isolated from
outside influence or contamination as
any process known to man. Moreover,
since the half-life is a function of the
electrical resistance of earth’s core, it
should remain constant. Finally, the
limit placed on the initial size of the
magnetic field seems unarguable.
Earth’s magnetic field provides com-
pelling scientific evidence for an earth
well under 10,000 years old.

A major benefit of earth’s mag-
netic field is that it protects against
damaging cosmic radiation by
deflecting harmful rays. Prior to
Noah’s Flood the magnetic field
would have been over ten times
stronger than today. This no doubt
significantly contributed to the
Genesis patriarchs’ longevity.

POPULATION

Population experts say earth’s popula-
tion in 1800 was one billion. Today it
is 6.5 billion. Thus the average popu-
lation doubling time over the last 200
years was about 75 years. Let’s be
extremely conservative and say it
takes 150 years for the population to
double.

Then in 6,000 years there would
be 40 doublings. Two people (Adam
and Eve) would grow to 1.1 trillion,
far greater than today’s population.
But about 4,500 years ago Noah’s
Flood drowned almost everyone.
Noah’s three sons and their wives
repopulated the earth. In 4500 years
there would be 30 doublings, so those
six people would grow to 6.4 billion.

Evolutionists claim the human

species started three million years
ago. For simplicity suppose it was
only 150,000 years ago (far less than
evolutionists claim). In that time
there would be 1,000 doublings so
two people would grow to more than
ten to the 301st power. This is a stag-
gering number! It ’s many trillions of
times the number of atoms in the
universe (whether scientists know this
number is another topic).

Moreover, where are all those
skeletons? Buried bones should last
well over 200,000 years, so earth
should be inundated with bones. Yet
only a few thousand human fossil
skeletons have been found.

Today’s population is easily
reachable from Noah’s sons in 4,500
years. To think that humanity has
been here even 150,000 years is sim-
ply ludicrous based on simple popula-
tion arithmetic. Earth and humanity
cannot be as old as evolutionists
claim. There are not enough people
for evolution to be true.

HOW OLD?
Scientific evidences from many fields
dispute evolutionary timescales but

testimony at face value and reject
contradictory scientific conclusions.

Astrogeophysicist Dr. John Eddy
said at a 1978 symposium, “There is
no evidence based solely on solar
observations that the Sun is 4.5-5 bil-
lion years old. I suspect that the Sun
is 4.5 billion years old. However,
given some new and unexpected
results to the contrary, and some time
for frantic recalculation and theoreti-
cal readjustment, I suspect that we
could live with Bishop Ussher’s value
for the age of the Earth and Sun. I
don’t think we have much in the way
of observational evidence in astrono-
my to conflict with that.” (Geotimes,
September 1978, p.18)

Earth is only about 6,000 years
old. This is the clear testimony of the
Bible. Sound science confirms it.

E-mail Dr. Pelletier at 

Read the Bible-Science Guy Blog 
at http://www.woodsidebible.org/
category/blogs/Bible-Science-Guy/
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Maine’s jagged Atlantic coast in Acadia National Park
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cohere with Biblical chronology.
Christians should accept the Biblical


