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STATEMENT OF POSITION

"DAYLIGHT' is a non-profit educatiohal initiative,
funded by subscriptions and donations, set up in
response to the need for a specifically Catholic
creation-science society. While recognising the
valuable contribution made by Protestant scientists
and groups, as Catholics we are not limited by the
principles of Fundamentalism, "Sola Scriptura"”, or
private interpretation of the Bible. We accept
Christ's Church as the final authority on the true
‘ sense of the Scriptures. Therefore it is editorial
policy not to publish views which attack Catholic
dogma. Apart from this, the organisation, finances
and editorship of 'DAYLIGHT' are independent of any
other secular or religious group.

AIMS

(1) To inform Catholics about the scientific evidence
that supports belief in Special Creation as opposed to
Evolution.

(2) To demonstrate that ‘the traditional Catholic
doctrines related to Origins are in conformity with
the discoveries of Science.

(3) To encourage research, discussion and education in
scientific issues related to the biblical, doctrinal,
historical and moral teachings of the Catholic Church.

SUBSCRIPTIONS

Payment for 4 issues is due annually in September.
UK & Ireland £5 . Europe £7.

Outside Europe (by Air) £10 or US$20 ; (surface) £7.
Cash is acceptable in ££ Sterling or US Dollars.
Cheques must be payable in Sterling.

Please make cheques payable to "DAYLIGHT".

Hon.Secretary & Editor : Anthony Nevard B.Sc.
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EDITORIAL

May I thank the majority of you who have already
renewed your subscriptions for 1993, and those who kindly
made extra donations to assist our apostolate. We are also
very grateful for numerous letters, press cuttings and
articles sent in by several supporters.

Every few days I receive new enquiries for literature,
some from people with little money to spare. Over the past
year, Daylight has been received in Australia, Belgium,
Canada, England, Finland, France, Ghana, Ireland, Italy,
Monaco, New Zealand, Nigeria, Philippines, Poland,
Scotland, South Africa, USA and Wales.

Experience shows that the best publicity is personal
recommendation from subscribers, so please keep 'spreading
the word'. I hope to continue to be able to send free
literature on request, especially to priests, religious,
scientists, teachers, students and editors of Catholic
publications. Please ask me for more leaflets if you can
use them. Why not make someone a gift subscription ?

To Editors. We are pleased to see some original
Daylight  articles  appearing recently in  certain
periodicals. However, we would ask that written permission
be obtained before publication, and the address of Daylight
also be printed. Thank you !

In this issue: Charles O'Connor traces the crisis in
the Catholic Church back to Darwin.

Was Augustine the first canonised evolutionist ? Does
the Bible teach that the earth is flat ? Our writers
examine these myths and beg to disagree.

Turin Shroud resurrected ? Contrary to earlier
speculations of some creationists, the reliability of the
C-14 tests was limited more by the' scientists ‘than by the

technique. Readers interested in more detailed studies
should contact CRC.

Finally, we wish all our supporters a blessed
Christmas and a very happy New Year.
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Self-imposed Crisis.

by Charles O'Connor.

Mr O'Connor is a writer of some note, who lives in Capetown, South Africa.

To understand what has happened in
the Church since the Second Vatican
Council it is necessary to go back to
Darwin’s Theory of the Evolution of the
Species.

As Peter Wilders reminded us in his ar-
ticle on Evolution and the New Theology in
the February 1989 number of Christian
Order, Adam and Eve’s disobedience
brought suffering and death to the world
and closed heaven to mankind. As their
descendants, we inherit their Original Sin.
Jesus Christ, the Second Person of the
Blessed Trinity, became man to institute
the Sacrament of Baptism in order tc
remove4he stain of Original Sin from our
souls, to teach us through His Apostles and
their successors how to save our souls, and
to open heaven to us by suffering and
sacrificing His life in atonement for our
sins. That has always becn the Church’ s
traditional teaching.

In his purely speculative, unproven
theory, Darwin sct up the hypothesis that
we are descended not from Adam but from
an amoeba or bacteria, and than man and
the ape had a common ancestor. There was
no scientific evidence to support it. Yet it
was accepted by anthropologists and

palaeontologist, but not by biologists,
whose study of comparative anatomy indi-
cated that each class of animal was distinct
from every other class, until the paleon-
tologists <laimed that they had discovered
fossils showing the transition of one class
of species into another.

The claim that evolution was a scientific
fact became universally accepted without
question. Atheist, Buddhists, Con-
fucianists, Humanists, Marxists, Taoists
and others welcomed it because it ap-
peared to support their contention that
there is no God. It was taught in biology,
geology, history, natural science and zool-
ogy classes, in schools and colleges. En-
cyclopaedias, films, magazines,
newspapers, textbooks, radio and
television disseminated it.

On his return from fossil-hunting ex-
peditions with the palacontologists, the
Jesuit, Father Pierre Teilhard de Chardin,
an anthropologist and one of those taken
in by the Piltdown Man forgery of 1908,
declared that evolution was a scientific fact
and man had evolved from a non-human
ancestor. It followed that the account of
the creation of the world in Genesis was a
myth, and the doctrines based on it were
€rroneous.

A body of Catholic and non-Catholic
biblical scholars was set up to reconcile the
contradictions between Genesis and the
theory. They came up with the idea that
Genesis was not written by Moses, as was
always believed, but by four or more
authors, who lived during different eras.
Despite the assertion of the Biblical Com-
mission of 1909 to the contrary, Genesis
they suggested was not based on historical
fact, but consisted of allegorical or mythi-
cal stories. If it was not tased on historical
fact, some means had to be found of recon-
ciling it with evolution.
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Incidentally, a computer analysis of
over 20,000 words recently made by
Professor Yehuda Radday, a Bible scholar
at the Technion University in Haifa, indi-
cates that “the probability that Genesis was
written by one author is enormous,’and that
Moses was its sole author.”

The theologians’ noisy cnthusiasm,
roused by the universal acceptance of the
theory, Fr. Pierre De Chardin’s support for
it, and the biblical scholars’ report,
deafened their ears to the voice of Pope
Pius XTI warning them that the-theory had
not been proved. The doctrines of creation
were re-interpreted in such a way as to
alter their original meaning. The basis of
the doctrine of Original Sin derived from
Genesis was discarded. A rift appeared be-
tween Christ’s teaching and that of the
Church.The inference could be drawn that
the Church had lost faith in its infallibility
and tts Founder’s promise to be with it all
days even to the end of the world.

The teaching of Thomistic theology and
philosophy ceased, a new theology
embracing evolution was introduced in
schools, colleges and seminaries, students
were taught that Geaesis is allegorical or
mythical, without any historical basis, and
the laity and the religious were misled into
believing that evolution was a scientific
fact. The feeling that its teaching was no
longer infallible freed the Church from the
fetters that had bound it and allowed it to
relax its strict moral teaching and to
tolerate the claim that we can solve our
moral problems by submitting them to the
tribunal of our own conscience.

The Church has paid a high price for ac-
ting on the advice of erring theologians.
The Tridentine Mass has been replaced by
a new Mass, lacking in doctrinal content
and composed, with the active co-opera-
tion of six Protestant clergymen, under the
auspices of the late Archbishop Bugnini,

who has been proved to have been a
Freemason.

There have been widespread liturgical
abuses. The number of confessions has
declined, whercas the number of those
receiving Communion, perhaps in many
cases sacrilegiously, has increased. Non-
Catholics, re-married divorcees, and un-
repentant homosexuals are permitted to
receive Communion. Irreverence is shown
towards the Blesscd Sacrament, and in
some churches it is difficult to locate the
Tabernacle. Statues, holy pictures, and
Stations of the Cross have been removed,
making certain churches resemble Protes-
tant churches.

Millions have left the Church,
thousands have left the priesthood, and
nuns have given up conveat life to devote

_ themselves to social work and worldly pur-
" suits. Vocations and Sunday Church atten-

dances have declined. There are not
enough newly ordained pricsts to replace
those who have retired or died, with the
result that churches have had to be closed.
The lack of pupils, students, teachers and
lecturers has also forced schools, colleges
and seminaries to close. Bishops support
heresy, immorality, Marxism and religious
indifference and flout Rome with im-
punity.

Meanwhile, it is becoming even more

evident than ever before that the theory of

evolution is scientifically baseless. It has
now been scientifically established that
species which do not share the same gene
pool cannot have any ancestral relation-
ship. Highly qualified scientists, including
Michael Denton, a molecular biologist, in
his Evolution: A Theory in Crisis have
demonstrated that the theory is devoid of
all truth. It is, in fact, on the verge of col-
lapse, but, we shall have to wait and see
whether Rome will acknowledge its error
and restore the true Catholic Faith.
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St. dugustine ~
Special Creationist.

Introduction by Anthony Nevard

"It will be noted that this view of St.Augustine
represents a more thoroughgoing and radical form of
evolution than that held by Charles Darwin and Alfred
Russell Wallace, who postulated the intervention of God
for the special creation of the first form or forms of
life. According to Augustine, God did not interrupt the
unbroken reign of natural law to create directly and
immediately the beginnings of life, nor even the body of
the first man, but’ created them in their causes or
germinal powers (rationes seminales) and then caused them
to be evolved in accordance with the operation of the
laws of nature of which He is the ultimate author."

"The Origin of Man" by J.A.Q0'Brien.
The Paulist Press, New York. 1847. p.31.

It is debatable whether the opinions of any theologian
have been so thoroughly misrepresented as those of the
fourth-century Saint Augustine. As Christians have sought
to accommodate the Theory of Evolution with the Genesis
account of Creation, both Catholic and Protestant
evolutionists have claimed him as a pioneer in Theistic
Evolutionism. The writer quoted above eulogises him with
such phrases as, "by one of those daring flights of sheer
genius... this great speculative genius... daring and
sublime conception of creation," basing his views on
those of Canon Dorlodot, "who has made a most exhaustive
study of Augustine's writings."



“"According to Dordolot, the learned Bishop of Hippo held
to a form of absolute natural evolution...It will be a
matter of surprise for many [with good reason !] to learn
that this view of absolute natural evolution under the
leadership of Augustine and  Gregory of Nyssa
prevailed, according to Dorlodot, as ‘'the common opinion
of the Fathers, at least up to the eighth century and
probably to the end of the twelfth.' " The real surprise
is how such a learned priest could have imagined that
Augustine taught anything akin to modern ‘'Evolution' -
yet that is the impression he wishes to convey. There
are some rather serious inconsistencies in this idea, as
the following two articles illustrate. In addition, the
saint believed that the first living thing to appear was
the first man, followed by plants, animals and the first
woman. His ideas certainly suggest something like
'spontaneous deneration', required by evolution, but
absolutely disproved by Science !

Perhaps those who exhort us to support St.Augustine's
views on science might be rather more impartial, and
remind us that he also wrote the following:

" But as to the fable that there are Antipodes, that
is to say, men on the opposite side of the earth,
where the sun rises when it sets to pus, men who
walk with their feet opposite ours, that is on no
ground credible.”

This view, he claimed, was condemned by reason and
Scripture !

The first of the following arxticles was written from a
Catholic viewpoint, the second from a Protestant one. It
adds further weight to the argument that 'ecumenism'
must be based on belief in Special Creation if Christian
Unity is ever to be achieved. To the extent that false
ideas are accepted, such as Evolution, that activity

must lead away from God, Who is Truth Itself.
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This article was first published in the old DAYLIGHT,
under the Editor, the late John Campbell, December 1978.

Did St Augustine
Teach Evolution?

By H. W. }, Edwards

A word here for those who believe that St. Augustine’s theology
can be invoked in defence of theistic evolution. The question
whether the saint was an evolutionist would be ridiculous
if one meant atheistic or sheerly material evolution without a soul
in respect of man, for he makes God and the soul the very centre
of his entire cosmogony. Superficially, theistic evolutionists seem
to find support from him because of his “seminal principles”. The
first we know of to claim him as the founder of theistic evolution
was Zahm-in 1894 in his work, Bible, Science and Faith. Zahm
congratulates St. Augustine for having anticipated “modern
science” (which, however, suffers again for being outmoded) in
granting the idea that “the world is under the rule of law and
that God in his government of the physical universe does not
always act directly and immediately but indirectly through the
mediation of secondary causes which we call the laws and forces
of nature. On this point Augustine is so explicit that it is impossible
to_be mistaken”. :

This view is, however, gravely inaccurate. St. Augustine did not
think transformation was possible, and, on the contrary, he affirm-
ed the immutability of species. In St. Augustine’s work, Concerning
Genesis and the Letter of the Book, he wrote: “The elements of
this corporeal world have therefore their well-defined energy and
proper qualities on which depend what each one of them can do
or not do and what reality should come or not come from each
one of them. Thus it happens that a bean does not grow from a
grain of wheat, nor wheat from a bean. A beast does not give
birth to 2 man or a man to a beast”.



St. Augustine’s well-known “‘seedlike principles” do not, as the-
istic evolutionists continue to think, constitute potencies in the
elements to evolve “from homogeneity to heterogeneity”, to
quote Zahm again, see his work, Evolution and Dogma, (1897).
St. Augustine’s words already quoted appear in much the same
way in his work on the Trinity (book 111). St. Augustine insists

that God completed his creation on the sixth day. The only ex -
ception is a miracle. Strictly speaking, St. Augustine's “seedlike
principles” have nothing directly to do with the creation. They are
of a metaphysical character. To understand them at all with a
reasonable degree of understanding it should be possible for the
fairly intelligent Catholic to read Gilson’s masterly work on the
Christian philosophy of St. Augustine, notably on pages 205-207
where Gilson shows that St. Augustine has Plato’s philosophy in
mind. Gilson writes, moreover, that- these “seminal principles” of
St. Augustine’s thought, “instead of leading to a transformist hypo-
thesis are constantly called upon by St. Augustine to account for
the stability of species”.

It is true that the great doctor had difficulty in reconciling his
metaphysics with the story of the six days of creation. But upon
this he showed a virtue seldom ascribed to him, humility. He ex-
plicitly admitted a difficulty. He wanted those who read up on this
to use “the liberty of understanding better” (in the same work on
Genesis). Jules Martin in his Augustin utterly refuted Zahm's theory
about St. Augustine’s seminal principles, writing that St. Augustine
“made no allowance for different realitics to come from the same
principle or seed”. T : ' N

It is possible that many Cathalic children at a higher level in
their Catholic education may be given a blanket assertion about
St. Augustine in respect of the theory (N.B. the theory) of evol-
ution. Very probably many Catholic children have already been
given this blanket assertion and have hever been able to contra-
dict it. Of course, there are difficulties in understanding the Six
Days of Creation: but a thousand difficulties do not make a doubt,
as Newman observed. That there exist difficulties about the theory
or theories of evolution is, apparently, never mentioned. "
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From "CREATION" Vol.6 No.3 November 1990.

Acknowledgements and thanks to Creation Science Movement.

Augustine and Gen 1- 11
| David C C Watson

Many Christians who cannot swallow Gene-
sis 1-11 as straight history take comfort
from the well-known fact that the great theo-
logian St Augustine ‘spiritualized’ creation-
in-six-days. However, we suspect that few
know how small is the pinhead upon which
he builds his pyramid of theory. It is just one
word of one verse in a non-canonical book,
which he nevertheless calls ‘Scripture’ (Ec-
clesiasticus 18,1), and that one word actu-
ally a mis- translation!

The word is ‘koinei’, Greek for ‘in general’;
but Augustine thought it meant ‘at once’
(Latin ‘simul’) and invented philosophical
reasons to support his error. However, even
if his theory of instant creation were correct,
it is, of course, diametrically opposed to that
of Christian evolutionists who want to
stretch qut the six days to 20 billion years.
Augustine thought six days too long; they
think it much too short; so there is not much
of ‘great minds thinking alike’ here.

Augustine certainly accepted Adam-and-
Eve as literal history: "'God formed the man
from the slime of the earth and the woman
from the bone taken out of the man . . . he
was not born of parents.” (De Genesi ad
Litteram 6. 11, 23, 24.) He argues that the
God who turned water into wine, and”
Moses’ rod into a serpent, instanta-
neously, does not need time to make a
man or any creature. So Adam was created
an aduit. “Does the Author of time need the
help of time?"

Turning to his City of God we find that
Augustine accepted Noah's Flood as uni-
versal and a fact (XV. 27), and the heading
to XIi. 10 is Of the Falseness of the His-
tory which Allots Many Thousand Years
to the World’s Past. He continues: “‘Let us
omit the conjectures of men who know not
what they say when they speak of the na-
ture and origin of the human race . .. they
are deceived by those highly mendacious
documents which profess to give the history
of many thousand years, though, reckoning
by the sacred writings, we find that not yet
6,000 years have passed.”

Augustine insists that the ages of the Patri-
archs are literally true (C.0.G. XV. 9-15)
and constitute a chronology.

Admittedly he did believe that thorns and
thisties were part of the original creation,
and evolutionists can extract a crumb of
comfort from this. But on the other hand he
writes: . . . the supposition that poisonous
and dangerous animals were made as
harmless creatures, is not unreasonable.”
(D.G.A.L. 3.24).

To sum up: Augustine’s interpretation
of Genesis, however diffuse and at
times confused, is no friend to Darwin
and Lyell. He was a literalist, but by no
means ‘naive’; a Young Earth creation-
ist, right in the middle of mainstream
Christianity.

The above article comes from an Evangelical Protestant
perspective, but makes several good points with which we

can agree. Of course,

Ecclesiasticus

is accepted as

canonical by the Catholic Church. 18:1 [Douai] reads: "He
that liveth for ever created all things together..."
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A supplementary list appears on the back page of this
issue. The original list of 13 items can be found in
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Not by carbon
alone...

By GIANNI VARANI

Sindonologists from around the world met in Bologna in May to contest the
results of the Carbon 14 tests on the Holy Shroud of Turin. The face of Christ
or a medieval fabrication? The mystery deepens.

.

They challenge the radiocarbon
dating. They suspect Dr. Michael Tite
of the British Museum of having
distorted the results of the analysis of
Turin’/s Holy Shroud by following pro-
cedures which have still not been made
clear. Finally, they accuse Luigi
Gonella, the scientific consuitant of
Turin’s former archbishop Anastasio
Ballestrero, of having betrayed the
sacred relic. They are the so-called
“Sindonologists,” experts on the “Sacra
Sindone” as it is called in Italian (“sin-
done” means “shroud” in Italian), bet-
ter known among English speakers as
the Holy Shroud of Turin. Scattered
throughout the world, they have
gathered facts and research on the
mysterious cloth of Turin for nearly a
century. They say they were never con-
sulted regarding the fateful Carbon 14
testing, which last October produced
a date for the Shroud of between 1290
and 1360 A.D., excluding — if the test
results are correct — the possibility that
the Shroud could be the authentic
burial cloth of Jesus.

. - —w

But according to members of the In-
ternational Committee of Shroud
Studies, the issue is still open. To those
who accuse them of being the
“crusaders of the Shroud” moved by
emotion, they reply that they are scien-
tists above all. Their crucial argument
is now the so-called “iconographic
trail,” which they claim proves the
Shroud existed long before the Carbon
14 dating indicates it was fabricated. In
order to explore this evidence with the
relevant historical, anatomical and an-
thropological methods, they organized
an international symposium in Bologna
to which experts from around the
world were invited.

In support of the thesis that the
iconographic evidence contradicts the
Carbon 14 dating results, Alan
Whanger, an American psychiatrist
who first became interested in the
problem of the Shroud in 1977, ex-
ecuted a series of photographic
superimpositions of images comparing
the image on the Shroud to numerous
representations on coins and icons




prior to 1000 A.D. According to
Whanger, the results, obtained
through the use of a number of polariz-
ing filters, show the existence of
numerous “points of congruence” with
the Shroud face. Whanger belicves
these similarities can only be explain-
ed by the hypothesis that the Shroud
served as the primary model for icons
of the Byzantine period.

Depending on the icon examined,
Whanger says he found up to 250
points of convergence. Perhaps the

most striking result of Whanger’s
research is the similarities it has turn-
ed up between the Shroud image and
the Christ Pantocrator image dating to
the 6th century A.D. “This icon (the
Christ Pantocrator image) is the most
accurate non-photographic image of
the Shroud ever discovered,” Whanger
contends.

There is no scientific consensus,
however, about how ‘much *“con-
gruence” there must be between two

Photographic positive images before it is proven that one is
of the Holy Face, an the same as, or dependent upon, the
image unsuspecteéi for other. Whanger thus resorts to the

forensic criteria used by criminal

nineteen centuries. . . .
€ lawyers and investigators. According to

Further information on recommended books and video-
cassettes, giving detailed accounts of the scientific
study of the Holy Shroud, and of the current controversy,
may be obtained from:

~

In France ~ In Canada

Maison Saint Joseph
1 £
],_

Maison Sainte Therese
udes s

Secretary in England

Mr.David Boyce
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these forensic standards, only 45 to 60
converging points are needed in order
to establish the identity or common
origin of two images.

The first application of the Whanger
method dates back to 1981 when he ex-
amined some Byzantine icons dated
between 692-695 A.D. These are the
earliest extant icons which bear the
frontal image of Christ’s face. In this
case, on a surface of the face measur-
ing less than one half-inch, Whanger
claims to find 145 points of con-
gruence. Moreover, by using polarizing
filters, Whanger has found 74 points of
congruence between a coin dating from
29 A.D. and the electronic image trac-
ed from the eyelid in the Shroud im-
age, where the letters “ucai” are clear-
ly visible. (Some Sindonologists argue
that the ancient Jews used a coin plac-
ed over the eyes of a corpse to keep the
eyelids closed. They claim that the in-
scription on this coin can be seen on
the Shroud, as if imprinted there.) The
letters Whanger says he sees are said
by Sindonologists to be part of a Greek
coin inscription from the Roman im-
perial period at about the time of the
emperor Tiberius, who ruled from 14
to 37 AD. i

Atre these dim traces of letters a kind
of involuntary fingerprint of Pontius
Pilate? For Sindonologists, they repre-
sent a mystery within a mystery. The
hypothetical medieval forgery revealed
by the Carbon 14 test, in other words,
would have had to combine
anatomical, numismatic, and
photographic knowledge of extraor-
dinary precision. The Sindonologists at
the Centre for Shroud Studies consider
such precise and detailed knowledge an
“impossible mixture” for a forger in the

1300s.

The “iconographic trail” obviously
does not end here. Another alliance
between electronic photography and
icon images had been attempted several
times by Giovanni Tamburelli and
Nello Balossino, both working in the
Department of Engineering at the
University of Turin. According to
them, a comparative “numerical
analysis” of the Shroud image and six
icons dated between the 6th and the
13th centuries proves “the identity of
the man of the Shroud with the im-
ages.” They argue that their research
at least proves the existence for cen-
turies of a single image reference for the
numerous representations compared.

Furthermore, Andre Dubarle,
French biblical scholar and historian,
believes that a miniature (that is, a tiny
painting) in the Pray Codex in
Budapest and usually dated to around
1195, is a faithful reproduction of the
Turin Shroud. Dubarle holds that
some details in this miniature could
also prove the existence of burnings on
the funerary cloth prior to those caus-
ed by the 16th-century fire in
Chambery, which left clear scorch
marks on the cloth.

Friar Bruno Bonnet-Eymard is one
of the fiercest opponents of the
radiocarbon dating. Bonnet-Eymard
argues that the most ancient and com-
plete image of the Shroud dates back
to 705 A.D. He cites as proof a draw-
ing of a relic now lost — the so-called
umbella of Pope John VI — but
faithfully reproduced by a 17th-century
archivist, Giacomo Grimaldi, before
the oratory containing the umbella was
destroyed in 1606. This eighth century
reliquary with the image of the man of
the Shroud carved into it is, according
to Bonnet-Eymard, perhaps buried in
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th \’ anean Al\lu'\\ gl ll G b
brought to light again. The vorain .l.
small covering on the body of
Grimaldi’s Christ would simply be a
sign of self-censorship on the part of the
artist.

Where does all this lead? The con-
viction of Bologna's archbishop,
Giacomo Biffi, is that “until we arrive
at ‘a simultaneous and peaceful vision
of all the elements involved, the issue
is still to be considered an open ques-
tion.” The Archbishop of Turin,
Giovanni Saldarini, expressed a similar
( view during a homily. “However the

1 s

| 0
I

‘ Giacomo Biffi, the cardinal archbis‘hop of

Bologna, told the conference that, as long .

as there is contradictory evidence, the
question remains open.

Shroud was formed, we need to explain
this unique scientific and historical ob-
ject, now more surprising and
mysterious than before, by an inter-
disciplinary, free and united research
program,” the archbishop said. For the
Catholic Church, then, the Shroud

ye
wiier - Y DR IN ¥

tre dirccoors of the Cenra for
Shroud Studies question the pro-
cedures used by Titc's team in conduct-
ing the Carbon 14 testing. Among the
problems raised are: the lack of clarity
about whether the linen was checked
thoroughly for possible contamina-
tions; the rather late report of the ex-
istence of a fourth sainple from
medieval times — in addition to the of.
ficial three — five months after the
publication of the scientific results; and
finally, the exclamation point on Tite’s
blackboard where the testing dates ap-
peared. “Why so much enthusiasm?”
the Sindonologists ask. Under these
circumstances, John Heller, a
biophysicist of the New England In-
stitute, judges thiat the results of the

" scientific laboratories at Oxford, Tuc-

son, and Zurich, are to be considered

According to Pierluigi Baima
Bollone, director of the Study Center
for the Shroud and also a professor of
forensic medicine, the iconographic
“trail” is only one of many which can
be followed to get at the truth of the
Shroud. He sets this method alongside
the more classic ones which range from
pollen testing of the Shroud linen and
atomic scans to the investigation of
possible historical and atmospheric

" contamination of the material, which
~.might have distorted the results of the

carbon testing. Bollone’s objective is to
reopen an interdisciplinary study of the
cloth. In his view, history, art, physics,
chemistry and medicine should unite
in order to verify whether or not the
Shrouyd is actually carrying the image
of a man who lived in the st century
A.D. and who may have become the
model for countless artistic representa-
tions in succeeding centuries.
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Flat-Earthers

From ‘CREATION'

May 1990,

reprinted with CSM
rmission.

M W J Phelan

ceptics frequently point out that the ‘flat earth’ view was the
prevailing cosmology of antiquity, and imply that this was also
the view of those who wrote the world’s oldest book, the Bible.
if the Bible is in error it can hardly be divinely inspired, as it

claims to be.

In Isaiah 40, 22 we read ‘It is He (the Lord)
who sils above the circle of the earth, and its
inhabitants are like grasshoppers’ The He-
brew word for circle, ‘chug’, can mean
either a circle or a sphere (see Davidson ,
‘Analytical Hebrew & Chaldee Lexicon’, p
CCXUIX; Gesenius, ‘Hebrew & Chaldee
Lexicon to the Oid Testament’, p 263, word
no. 2329.) Is Isaiah propounding a two-
dimensional round disc or a globe?

We find the word ‘chug’ again in Job 22, 14,
and Proverbs 8, 27, where it is seen to refer
to the sky or atmosphere, ‘the circle of hea-
ven'. The ancients thought of the sky as a
dome arched over the flat earth, but the
Scripture uses the same word to describe
the shapes of both the earth itselt and its
atmosphere.

Not only is the word ‘chug’ used to describe
both earth and atmosphere, but in Job 26,
10 it is used to describe the shape of the
seas. ‘He drew a circular horizon on the
face of the waters, at the boundary of light
and darkness. (NKJV) The Good News
Bible puts it; ‘He divided light from darkness
by a circle drawn on the face of the sea.’

Today we can look back from space and
see one hemisphere of the earth illuminated
by the sun while the remainder is in dark-
ness. The boundary between the light and
darkness is a ring around the globe, sweep-
ing round as the planet revolves upon its
axis.The circular boundary only exists be-
cause the earth is a sphere. No such ring
would be found on a flat earth, the shape
the world was imagined to be in antiquity!

Thus some basic knowledge of the shape of
the earth, the effect this shape has on its
illumination by the sun, and its rotation, is
implied in this verse. Moreover, since the
earth’s surface is 70% seas, the circular
boundary of light and darkness is mainly on
the face of the waters!

in the same chapter of Job (26, 7) another
verse describes the form of the earth. ‘He
stretcheth out the north over the emply
place, and hangeth the earth upon nothing.’
Lt Col L Merson Davies, who was author of
several of the early pamphlets of this Move-
ment in the nineteen forties, remarked
about this verse in his book ‘The Bible &
Modern Science’. He wrote, “What could
this talk of the north being over the empty
place convey to a man who regarded the
earth as a small flat surface? The North to
us is a horizontal direction, just like each of
the other points of the compass. How then
could one go, on a world which was a small
flat surtace, to a spot where the North would
change direction from the horizontal to the
vertical plane? And if the North, why not the
East?

"Yet we may go as far east as we like on
this globe, and never find a spot where the
East can be said to be ‘over’ us: but it we
travel to the North we do come to a spot (the
North Pole) where the North ceases allo-
gether to exist as a horizontal direction and
becomes a vertical one. All horizontal
directions, at the North Pole, point south; as
does the direction vertically downwards.
The North, however, is overhead; and this is
a consequence of the spherical shape of the
earth.




“"How true, also, is Job’s statement that the
North is stretched out over the ‘emply
place’! The word so rendered is ‘tohu’, and
is the same word as is rendered ‘waste’
(RV) in the second verse of Genesis. Dry

land is not visible at the North Pole. There,
as probably in the second verse of Genesis,
the world is found covered with a desolate
waste of frozen waters. (And note that this
very North Polar condition of things is also a
consequence of the shape of the earth.) But
who told Job not only that the North would
be found over a terrestrial spot, but also that
that spot would be a desolate one?” (The
Bible & Modern Science, by Lt Col L Merson
Davies, pages 34-5.)

The second part of that same verse (Job
26,7) states that the earth is hung upon
nothing; that is, suspended in free space as
we now know it to be.
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Thus, to recap, (1) the earth is described in
the Scriptures as being the same shape as
its atmosphere, and this is only true be-
cause the earth is spherical. The globe of
the earth is enveloped by the larger globe of
the sky. (2) Job speaks of the circular
boundary between the darkened and sunlit
areas of the world which exists only be-
cause the earth is a sphere. (3) The North is
spoken of by Job as being a vertical
direction at a point on the earth that is said
to be a waste place. This is an accurate
picture of the North Pole, which is as
described because the earth is not flat, but a
globe. (4) All the occurrences of the Hebrew
word ‘chug’ indicate a spherical earth, even
by implication in Job 26, 10 where the word
refers to a ring of twilight that girdies the
spherir.a! earth.

Isaiah, seeing Him who sits on the round
earth, anticipated by centuries the dis-
coveries of astronomy.

The Scriptural texts in the Douai version read:

Isaias 40:22
earth,

"It is he that sitteth upon the globe of the
and the inhabitants thereof are as locusts:

he that

stretcheth out the heavens as nothing and spreadeth them

out as a tent to dwell in."
Job 22:14 "..

Proverbs 8:26/7
rivers,

"He had not yet made the earth,
nor the poles of the world.
"When he prepared the heavens,

.and he walketh about the poles of heaven."

nor the

I was present: when

with a certain law and compass he enclosed the depths:"

Job 26:10 "He hath set bounds about the waters,

till light

and darkness come to an end."

Job 26:7
space,

"He stretcheth out the north over the empty
and hangeth the earth upon nothing."

The idea that the earth is spherical can certainly be
traced back to Pythagoras, in the 4th century-B.C. One of
the simple observations on which this fact was based is
that of the Eclipse of the Moon. During this event, anyone
can easily see that the shadow of the earth passing slowly
across the face of the moon has a curved edge. In the
South of England, on the night of December 9/10, thanks to
a clear sky, an excellent view was obtained of a total
lunar eclipse - a dramatic and somewhat eerie spectacle.
AN
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If you want to keep informed
of the progress of Creation
Science world-wide, your best
value for money is a
subscription to Creation. The
bimonthly  journal provides
news, reviews, and recent
quotations from Nature, New
Scientist and Scientific
American - and more ! £5 p/a.

Poll shows 47% creation-
ists in US

A GALLUP POLL in the United States
has found that almost one in every two
people surveyed believes that God created
humans in their present form within the
past 10,000 years.

The poll was taken in November 1991.

People were asked which of three com-
mon views they held: man’s creation by
God within the past 10,000 years, evolu-
tion with God taking part, or evolution in
which God took no part.

The most accepted view, held by 47% of
respondents, was that ‘God created man
pretty much in his present form at one
time within the last 10,000 years.

Only 9%, fewer than one person in every
10, accepted the widely taught atheistic
view that man evolved over millicns of
years with no part taken by God.

The survey also revealed the damage to
Christian belief that secular university
training can have. While almost one in
every two overall held the strictly crea-
tionist view, only one in four college
graduates still held this view.

The survey avas published in U.S. News
& World Report on December 23, 1991.
Item kindly supplied by Mr Robert
Doolan, Editor of Creation Ex Nihilo
magazine, CSF, Australia.

Creation Science Movement
50 Brecon Ave, Portsmouth PO6 2AW, UK.
1932 - 1992
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NEWS FROM CSM

Acknowledgements and thanks o Dr.Rosevear.

The 5th European Creationist
Congress at High Leigh, Hoddesdon,
was attended by some 100 delegates from
France, Germany, Holland, Switzerland,
Sweden, Monaco, Bulgaria, Russia, the
UK and such colonial outposts as Hong
Kong and the USA.

Ten of the [4 papers were strictly
scientific: of particular interest were Dr
Scherer’s (Germany) demonstrating that
photosynthesis could not have evolved,
and Dr Kouznetsov's (Russia) describing
a new method of dating fossils by laser -
which indicates that dinosaurs were con-
temporary with Cromagnon Man. Two
papers dealt with Flood geology.

On the biblical side, David C C Watson
emphasised the importance of miracles in
Exodus as a background to the 4th
Commandment; Paul Ballance showed
how “God created through evolution”
opens the door to New Age fantasies.

Copies of the proceedings may be
obtained from the BCS for £4.00 + 50p
postage (UK), at PO Box 22, RUGBY,
Warks. CV22 78Y

Andrew Brown of the Independent, who
made such a mess of reporting the
Gish/Rosevear/Stringer/fHowgate debate 5
years ago (so that one professor of
evolution had to write from his hospital
bed disclaiming that he had taken the
leading part, as alleged,) wrote a disparag-
ing piece for his newspaper about the
congress.

He mocked the CSM pamphlet on Anglo-
Saxon Dinosaurs. As a result we sold
clean out of that particular pamphlet on
our book-stall.

CRT, who produce “Our World” and
“Original View”, and run a rcsources
unit of creationist tapes, slides and
videos, has celebrated its tenth annivers-
ary. Congratulations, and God bless
them!

TCCT distributed almost twelve thou-
sand pieces of literature during the 3
days of the Royal Cormmwall Show this
summer, using their Creation Information
Unit.

Both Geoff Chapman and Brian Gran-

- tham-Hill, directors respectively of CRT

and TCCT, are also members of CSM
Council. At our CSM Council
meeting in September, the Hon Sec,
Mrs Joan Rosevear, reported an annual
income from subscriptions and literature
sales of over £19,000. Annual expendi-
ture on printing, postage, meetings, etc
was also in excess of.£19,000. We thank
the Lord for providing for His work
through His people. CSM held 50 meet-
ings during 12 months. Membership
continues to climb steadily despite some

" lapses due to non-renewal of subs. We

continue to send freely to many 3rd
World members.

Some CSM members have recently been
voicing the idea that the UK needs a
creationist exhibition hall cum
museum in a good tourist area. You
might pray about this and let us know
your thoughts.
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Audio - Cassettes

EVOLUTION / CREATION

THE GREAT DEBATE - Fr.Nesbitt / P.Wilders £4.30
THE CREATION-EVOLUTION CONTROVERSY - P.Wilders £4.30
A PHILOSOPHER LOOKS AT SCIENCE, EVOLUTION

AND THE FAITH - Dr.Wun.Marra £4.30
CREATION SCIENCE- THE CATHOLIC REVIVAL
A.Nevard (Pro Fide Forum talk, May 1992) £4.30

THROUGH SCIENCE TO THE SUPERNATURAL

MIRACLES FOR MODERNS - Wallace Johnson (2) £8.00
THE HOLY SHROUD- ITS MESSAGE AND IMPORT ‘

Daniel Allen-Griffiths £4.30
OUR SAVIOUR'S HOLY SHROUD - Fr.J.Flanagan £4.30
THE STIGMATA - Fr.O'leary and Fr.McGreal £4.30
THE WONDER OF GUADALUPE - M.Blake £4.30
THE STORY OF LOURDES - Fr.P.lessiter £4.30
THE MESSAGE OF FATIMA - D.Walne & J.Florey £4.30
1 CAN REFUSE NO-ONE - Tony Lilley

(Testimonies of healing from Padre Pio) £4.30
THE OCCULT, YOUTH, DRUGS AND ROCK MUSIC

Dr.Murray Norriss £4.30
THE SPIRIT WORLD - A PRUDENT CATHOLIC ATTITUDE

Fr.Hugh Thwaites £4.30

The titles listed are all from Catholic authors.
All cassette and book prices shown include postage in the

U.K. only. Add 15% for S.Ireland and overseas.
CHRISTUS VINCIT PRODUCTIONS, PO Box 14, Fakenham,
Norfolk NR21 8EJ Tel 0328-864447




