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TRAITS by Bob Zuvich

1. What Is A Trait?
A trait is a characteristic of a particular
organism.

2. How Can So Many Come All At
Once?

Any crganism possesses many df-
ferent traits neaded to perform its
living functions. They all haveto
bein place and act together at the
sametimein arder for the animal
to livein theworld.

For instance, the leopard possesss
stealth to stalk it's prey, strength
(which, pound for pound, makes it
the strongest cat) for the capture,
claws to bring the prey down,
spots for camouflage, short dis-
tance speed for the pounce.

If any ore of thesetraitsis nat pre-
sent or lacking in performance, the

leopard will nat livelongat all.
Thereis nat much futurein a dead
leopard!
Y ou yoursdf have many neaded
traits, which make you unique. For
instance, the acid in yaur stomach
is grongenoughto burn ahdein
the carpet, yet it does nat burn a
hdein yaur stomach, because of
the makeup of the stomach lining.
These traits both have to be there
at the same time. Without the acid,
you could na digest your food
Without the protection d the cdls
of the stomach, you would dein-
stantly.
Suppose your body hed noimmune
system, asin A.1.D.S.? Where
would you be then? Could the
body evolve first without theim-
mune system? Could the immune
(Continued on pa@ 3)

GOD IN THE GARDEN

“Andthe LORD God planted a garden
eastward in Eden; and there He put the
man whom He had formed” (Genesis 2:8).
Thiswas the world' sfirst garden, and it
must have been a beautiful garden, for God
had planted it Himsdlf. Every treewas
“pleasant to the sight”; there was a lovely
river “to water the garden” (Genesis 2:9,
10), and God was there. Then ore day God
was “walkingin the garden” only to find

that “ Adam and his wife hid themselves
from the presence of the LORD God
amongst the trees of the garden” (Genesis
3:8). Sin had entered, and Adam and Eve
had to be cast out, leaving God alonein the
garden (Genesis 3:23). Many years later,
God entered another garden with his loved
ones. “He went forth with His disciples
over the brook Cedron, where was a gar-
(Continued on pag 4)
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Christians and dher creationists can take heart from a
new phenomenonthat has appeared onbumper stickersin
the Fresnoarea.

| am referring to the "Darwin fish" icon whose history
was entertainingly summarized in a recent Associated Press
article, which appeared in The Beés Rdligion section Oct.
19. The bumper sticker, which shows a fish with legs and
the name "Darwin" alongits body, unwittingly makes two
statements, which support the creationist view of origins.

Sounds fishy

Every time| seethe symbol | am reminded that one of
the biggest weaknesss in the evolutionist's stientific arse-
nal is precisdy the absence of any creature, living a fossl,
that shows evidence of transition from one major group to
ancther. In short, the fish with legsis exactly the kind o
creature the Darwinist must produce to validate his theory,
and ore of the biggest embarrasgments to evolutionistsis
the absence of any such arganisms.

Wouldnt it make more sense for the bumper-flaunting
evolutionists to dsplay a genuine transitional form that
supports their caseinstead of pointing aut to everyone driv-
ing by that the only rebuttal they can dfer to creationistsis
an imaginary creature?

The co-opting d ardigious symbol by the Darwinists
also helps emphasize the point that every discerning student
of theissue already knaws, namely that the evolutionist
mind-set is essntially a metaphysical or religious ore.

The evidencefor thisis the fanatical zeal with which evo-
lutionists attempt to prevent creationists from even stating
their case. This point has been well addressed by Berkeey
law professor Philli p Johrsonin his two books, "Darwin on
Trial" and "Reasonin the Balance." In short, the evolution-
ist puts his faith in imaginary fish with legs because heis
phil osophically unable to cope with the alternative.

Acddentally onpurpose

In contemplating the origin o the world around us, there
are only two posgbili ties. Either everything we seecame
about by purely naturali stic means with no drecting force,
that is to say by acddent; or it was created by an intelli-
gence far beyond aur understanding.

Thereis no dher alternative. In deciding which view to
take, areasonable person can orly study the data and ce-

cidefor himsdf which modd best

fits his observations. Certainly

the absence of any convincing

transitional forms, i.e., of any

fishwith legs, is grongevidence for the creationist modd.
Indeed when any major anatomic structure or any type of
organism appears in thefossl record, they appear fully
formed. More recently proposed mechanisms of evolution
such as punctuated equili brium are based na on any evi-
dence for their ocaurrence but soldly out of a need to ex-
plain away the absence of transitions in the fossls.

In fact, the more evolutionists try to state their case, the
more they reinforce my creationist interpretation d the
data. Several months ago there was a symposium at Fresno
City Collegein which Professor Arthur Shapiro, an evolu-
tionary biologst from the University of California &
Davis, interacted with Philli p Johrnson. Someorein the
audience asked Professor Shapiro what he thought was the
best evidence for evolution. His reply was what he referred
to as the "nesting phenomenon' in neture. By this, he &-
plained, he meant that humans have certain characteristics
that make them unique, such as the ability to carry on ds-
cusson d this nature. We share with the great apes many
but nat all characteristics. In turn, humans and geat apes
share alessr number of characteristics with ather mam-
mals, and so on That, said the evolutionary biologist, is
the best evidence for evolution.

The Chevy theory

As| drove away from the meding, | pondered the fact
that my Chevrolet Lumina has certain unique features that
make it recognizable as a particular make and modd. It
shares with the Ford Taurus in the next lane a number of
characteristics including but nat limited to four wheds, a
piston-driven engine, and a steeing mechanism.

The Chevrolet and the Ford share with a motorcycle,
wheds, a pistorntdriven engine and a steeing mechanism.
The automobil es and the motorcycle share with my child's
wagona steging mechanism and wheds. Yet nat even a
child would claim that a wagontransformed by a series of
acddental changes into a Chevrolet. Clearly both were the
separate proaucts of intdli gent design.

If the nesting phenamenonand imaginary walking fish
are the best evidence the evolutionists can produce for their
case, creationismis on sound intdll ectual foating indeed.

GRAPHIC: Preston R. Simpson, 43, is a pathdogist who
livesin Fresno.
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system evolve without a bodyto dwdl in?
What about the clotting d the blood? Bloodwith-
out the clotting factor is useful only up to the point
of thefirst (andlast) injury- an inevitability in re-
ture.
How about life as a person before developing he-
moglobin to carry oxygen to the cdls?
Every organism has many traits, all workingto-
gether to make up the package. Each packageis
and has to be complete, fully formed, fully func-
tional, always.

3. AaBb? Say What?

The genetic codeis programmed precisdy enough that you
can be asaured o traits when breading. The processis nat
nearly randan enoughto get whatever you want. By this |
mean that you will always get the same organism, albeit a
variety.
- When yau bread two dogs, no matter what varie-
ties, you will always get anather type of dog or a
mix of the two types, plus any mixture from gen-
erations past. You will nat get an dephant, aro-
dent, a cat or anything aher than a canine.
If you could get anything ese, no woman would
ever want to get pregnant, for fear of some strange
creature being born! Geneticsis a very precise
techndogy.

Darwin Day

Monday, April 10

2:00PM Technical Lecture

“Evolutionary ehics: a phanix arisen?’

Dr. Michad Ruse, Ph.D.

University of Guelph

Auditorium, Science and Engineging Bldg., UT

The Revolution Against Evolution

We ae going to be taking atour to the Smoky Moun-
tains this sImmer to investigate the out-of-order
strata there and videotape it for our TV show. We
will combine this with atour of Answersin Genesis
and a planning sesson for the museum they are going
to build next yea. Tentatively this tour will be the
third week of July. If any of you would like to partici-
pate, be interviewed on TV, or just hang out with us

The"father" of gendticsis
considered to be Gregor
Mendd. Hefirst experi-
mented with pea plants. He
wrote the two Menddlian
Laws, which the Evolution-
ists have consistently tried to
fit into their theory, but to no
avail .

He proved the stahili ty of the
basic "kinds', this fact sean-

:Eggnps\t/erlooked by the Evo- Gregor Mendel
He found when crossngtall and experimented

dwarf plants over several genera-~ With peaplants

tions, that the split with the offspring  gnd discovered
was nat even, and there were what he .

called DOMINANT and RECES- genetics.

SIVE genes. The dominant (tall) out-

numbered the recessve (dwarf) three

to ore. No matter what he did, this was theresult. Thefirst
time he crosspolli nated them, he gat all tall. He tried
crossing the other way and ga the same result. He gat no
plants of intermediate size. The second generation d the
tall plants was sf-polli nated, with both tall and short
progeny being the result. This was where his 3:1 ratio came
in. 3 talls: 1 short.

7:00 PM

Public Lecture:

“Darwinism and aheism: a marriage made in heaven?”’
Dr. Michad Ruse

Shiloh Room, UT University Center

Thisisthelast Darwin Day event of this ssmester.

for fellowship, we would welcome your company.
The Smoky Mountains trip will be from July 15to 19,
and the 20th and 21st will be spent at AiG. Let me
know if any of you would like to join us.

Doug Sharp

The Revolution Against Evolution
<http://www.raeorg>

<revev@voyager.net>




kentsie@esper.com
Pam: Pjmassey63@aol.com

“Set in the Defense of Creation Science’

Coming in May: Answersin Genesis
seminar at Grace Baptist Church, Oak
Ridge Hwy. May 22-24. The speakers
will be Ken Ham, Buddy Davis and
David Menton. Their will beafree
breakfast, Christian Leaders Meding
for all Pastors, April 12th, to inform
them of the nead for this sminar. For
more information, please cdl (865
692-38650r Kent (865 3765186

AiG
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den, into the which He entered, and His disciples” (John
181). Therein the garden o Gethsemane, the disciples
soonfel aslegp, once again leaving Him alonein the gar-
den, “withdrawn from them about a stone' s cast” (Luke
22:41). There He " offered up prayers and supgications
with strongcrying and tears’ (Hebrews 5:7) as He faced
the death that He had pronaunced onHis very first loved
ones longbeforein that first garden. There was yet ancther
garden where He must be alone. “In the place where He
was crucified there was a garden; and in the garden a new
sepulchre, wherein was never man yet laid. Therelaid they
Jesus. . " (John19:.41,42). God hed walked alorein the
first garden, se&king His own. He knelt alonein the second
garden, praying for His own. He was buried alone in the
third garden, dyingfor His own. Therefore, in the new
“paradise of God’ where the pureriver flows andthetree
of life grows eternally, “His srvants dall serve Him” and
reignwith Him “for ever and ever” (Revdation 2:7;
22:1,2,3,5). Henry M Morris



