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Why would I spend a 27-de-
gree winter evening tromping 
through woods with Gordon 
Lonie? We were looking for 
beavers. We saw many beaver-
gnawed stumps plus a dozen 
huge cottonwood trees that bea-
vers had girdled, removing bark 
in wide bands.

Some exceeded two feet 
in diameter, like in the photo. 
Some had been girdled several years 
ago, but others, like the one pictured, 
had been freshly girdled. It’s un-
known why beavers abandon work 
on trees, but we saw many unfinished 
logging projects.

We saw clean-as-a-whistle 
branches that beavers had stripped 
of their bark. Two large beaver-felled 
cottonwoods lay like white bridges 
spanning the Clinton River, the bark 
peeled and eaten.

Gordon showed me a freshly cut 
pile of branches in the river – beavers’ 
winter food. He’d seen beavers around 
it recently. We sat quietly, waiting on 
a log in the dark, but no beavers ap-
peared that night. 

The beaver den was probably in 
the riverbank immediately beneath 
our feet, but we couldn’t confirm it. 
Often beaver dens have a small vent 
or escape hole covered with sticks. 
We searched with flashlights but 
couldn’t find it.

IntellIgent DesIgn

Despite seeing no beavers that night, 
we were both certain that beavers 
were nearby, based on the marks vis-
ible on trees and branches. Beavers 
were the most likely explanation for 
the evidence we saw.

Yet a Colorado friend saw this 
photo on my blog and emailed face-
tiously, “You were inferring from the 
marks on the tree that beavers made 
them – how do you know it didn’t 
grow that way? Are you implying 
that persons of reason can detect 
agent causation? Get real!”

Yes, causation by intelligent 
agents usually can be detected. 
This presupposition is funda-
mental to any examination of past 
events.

The government-funded Search  
for Extraterrestrial Intelligence 
(SETI) presumes the ability 
to detect activity by intelligent 
agents from their effects. Crimi-
nal investigations and archaeol-
ogy digs also presume this, as 
does cryptography (Is it a coded 
message or a random signal?) as 
well as forensics (Was death from 
natural causes or foul play?).

Why are archaeologists so ex-
cited to find a stone axe buried in 
a cave? Why are they thrilled to 
find cave paintings? It’s because 
they instantly conclude that men 
generated these effects. They in-

fer intelligent causation.
The key question is 

always, “What is the 
most reasonable explana-
tion of the effects?” and 
not, “Can you prove your 
explanation?” Without 
eyewitnesses or recorded 
testimony, one can never 
prove the validity of ex-
planations of past events. 
One must evaluate possi-

ble explanations and choose the most 
reasonable one.

explanatIons

What about the pictured cottonwood 
tree? What is the most reasonable ex-
planation of its girdle?

Potential explanations include:
1. Beavers girdled the tree.
2. The tree grew that way.
3. Humans emulated beaver work 

with a chisel.
Support for Explanation #1:
1. Eyewitnesses have photo-

graphed beavers removing bark and 
making similar marks and wood chips 
as they felled trees. 

2. Eyewitnesses report cotton-
woods are beavers’ favorite food in 
southeast Michigan.

Problems with Explanation #2:
1. The tree could not have grown 

that way. Trees grow at the bark layer; 
they die if the bark layer is cut, sever-
ing the path of nutrients to the tree. 

This is known from eyewitness re-
ports and botanical research.

2. How could the tree grow the 
wood chips scattered on the ground and 
completely disconnected from the tree? 

3. No historical or eyewitness re-
cords exist of cottonwoods growing 
this way.

Problems with Explanation #3:
1. Other girdled trees nearby were 

substantially weathered and appear to 

have been girdled in years past. Why 
would someone come year 
after year to perform this 
hoax? Did they also spread 
wood chips around the trees?

2. If done in the same 
year, why would anyone 
weather some girdles?

3. What could moti-
vate someone to girdle and 
weather trees?

4. What advantage ac-
crues? Is it worth the risk of prosecu-
tion to break the law by damaging 
park trees?

I can’t prove my claim that Ex-
planation #1 is correct. But I do 
maintain that Explanation #1 (bea-
vers) is the most reasonable expla-
nation to account for the girdled 
cottonwood tree. Other explana-
tions are implausible.

From the evidence of the girdled 
cottonwood tree, I have inferred 
the existence of intelligent 
agents (beavers) that caused the 
effects (girdled trees).

The same reasoning applies 
in many areas. Cell phones, 
computers, and televisions re-
quired intelligent agents to 
invent, develop and construct 
them. It is absurd to believe that 
far more complex plants and 
animals occurred by random 
chance. Evidence of their infi-
nitely greater complexity is that 
they reproduce after their kind.

Likewise from stone faces 
on Mt. Rushmore I infer the 
existence of a carver. Is it prob-
able that wind and rain erosion 
formed the faces we see?

If we are sure the Rushmore 
faces must have been designed, 
is it conceivable that the far 
more complex beings represent-
ed by those simple stone faces 
were formed by random chance?

Thus I infer the existence of a 
Creator (Intelligent Designer) as the 
most reasonable and most likely ex-
planation for mankind. 

CreatIon’s Drumbeat

All of Creation thunders “Creator!” 
with an incessant drumbeat. 

Scripture teaches that all men are 
morally responsible to acknowledge 
and honor the Creator because the ev-
idence of creation is abundantly clear: 
“That which is known about God is evi-
dent within them; for God made it evi-
dent to them. For since the creation of the 
world His invisible attributes, His eter-
nal power and divine nature, have been 
clearly seen, being understood through 
what has been made, so that they are 
without excuse.” (Romans 1:19-20) 

Thus, according to Scripture, genu-
ine atheists cannot exist. God’s existence 
is self-evident and unmistakable. 

People who call themselves athe-
ists “suppress the truth” that Scripture 
says they actually know (Romans 
1:18). Those who deny creation’s evi-
dence are willfully ignorant (2 Peter 
3:5). The evidence is on display, and 
men have no excuse. 

“But now ask the beasts, and let them 
teach you; and the birds of the heavens, 
and let them tell you. Or speak to the 
earth, and let it teach you; and let the 
fish of the sea declare to you. Who among 
all these does not know that the hand of 
the LORD has done this, in whose hand 
is the life of every living thing, and the 
breath of all mankind?”  ( Job 12:7-10)

All of Creation shouts “Creator!” 

E-mail Dr. Pelletier at 
BibleScienceGuy@woodsidenews.org. 
Read the Bible-Science Guy blog at 
http://BibleScienceGuy.wordpress.com 
and follow him at http://twitter.com/
BibleScienceGuy.

what is the most reasonable 

explanation of the evidence? 

that is the key question!

The bible-science guy beside a beaver-girdled cottonwood tree.
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Beavers and    Atheists

Creator.  Soli Deo Gloria.
The God of the Bible, Yahweh, is that  


