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TOPIC:  Age of the Earth Models:  Old-Earth, Assumptions, & Weaknesses 
 

 

1)   Overview of Topic – Old Earth Models  
2)   Worldviews and Interpretations  
3)   Biblical Creation Sequence 
4)   Brief Review of the Hierarchy of Evidence        (Optional) 
5)   Brief Review of the Physics of Matter & Definitions      (Optional) 
6)   Overview of Radiometric Dating Models         (Optional) 
7)   Problem-#1: Sometimes Radiometric Dates Are Rejected 
8)   Problem-#2: Required Assumptions for Radiometric Dating Models 
9)   Problem-#3: Radiometric Decay-Rates Can Change  
10) Problem-#4: Radiometric Models’ Age-Dates Can Be Discordant  
11) Problem-#5: Radiometric Isochrons Age-Dates Can Be Discordant   
12) Problem-#6: Radiocarbon (C14) Age-Dates Can Actually Be Young or Discordant 
13) Problem-#7: Radiometric Dates are wrong when we know the Actual Date 
14) Answers to Some Secular Challenges  
15) Summary  
16) Additional Resources  
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1) Overview of Topic (Old-Earth Models) 

 

a. The strongest level of evidence for any aspect of History is an “observed and recorded account made by a 
reliable and capable eye-witness and confirmed by their concurrent society.”    
 

b. Recorded history has only existed for the past 5100 years (and only 3900 years with calendar accuracy).   When 
this is lacking, estimating the age of an event in history can only be pursued through “models with assumptions.”  
 

c. The formation of the earth is a past event, before any human observation was available to view it and record it, 
therefore it is not a historic event, but a pre-historic event.  Therefore, all models that estimate the age of the 
earth are based on a set of required, but unprovable, assumptions that align with the modeler’s worldview.   

 
d. The weaknesses of the “old-Earth” models over “young-Earth” models of equal veracity is that old-Earth 

models contain huge durations of time that allow “unknowns” to influence the model, and by definition lack 
access to a capable and reliable eye-witness observer of past events. 

 
e. Old-age models are typically based on the assumption of “uniformitarianism”; yet if any catastrophic 

processes occurred in the past --  for instance, a global flood – those projected age dates would be in complete 
error (and if corrected, would project a much younger age). 

 
f. Old-Earth, Big-Bang, and Steady-State adherents are forced to demand ancient ages when they interpret 

evidence; to not require an ancient age would be tantamount to rejecting their old-Earth model, thus leaving the 
young-Earth model as the only option left. 
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g.  For many who believe that the universe has a Creator who has communicated to mankind through the Bible, 
the simple straightforward reading of Genesis Chapters 1 to 7 describes a young age for the Earth (versus an old 
age). 

 
h. Age-Dating Models seek to estimate the age of the earth by various methodologies.  In this session “Part 12B” 

we will review the method of Radiometric age-dating models, their required assumptions, their resulting date-
age estimates, some examples of changes in radioisotope decay-rates, and some examples of radiometric age-
dating discordances (conflicts).  

 

i. Radioisotope Decay-Rates have only been measured and recorded for less than 100 years.  Decay rates are 
proposed as possessing “fixity” regardless of time or environment, but it has been shown that decay-rates can 
change or be influenced by environments.  Therefore, it is not prudent to believe that decay-rates have 
possessed “impenetrable fixity” over the uniformitarian’s proposed deep eons of time. 

 

j. Radiometric dating (typically using heavy element radioisotopes) is typically used from a uniformitarian 
perspective along with 8 unverifiable assumptions, which estimates the age of the earth to be around 4.55 
billion years old.    

 

k. Radiocarbon (C14) dating promotes a young age for the earth, since detecting any Carbon-14 in an object 
means the it has to be less than 90,000 years old (or much younger).     

 

l. Young-age Clocks: In our last session (#12A), we explored some physical-clocks that projected a young age for 
the earth, some projecting ages less than 10,000 years old. 
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m.  Check List of Priority for the Veracity of a Historic Event  
 

# Priority of Veracity Rules for determining Events in the Past Yes No 

1 Is one or more Living, Capable, and Reliable Eye-witness available who:  a) observed 
the past event,  b) recorded the past event, c) indexed the past event into its place 
in history, and d) communicated it to others? 
 

   [  ]  [  ] 

2 Did one or more Historic, Capable, and Reliable Eye-witness observe the event, 
record the event, and communicate the event unto their then concurrent society? 
 
 

   [  ]  [  ] 

3 Was the historic event close in time  and not far outside of recorded history? 
 
 

   [  ]  [  ] 

4 Are any Assumptions required to be able estimate the past date of the event? 
 
 

   [  ]  [  ] 

5 Are many Assumptions required to be able to estimate the past date of the event? 
 
 

   [  ]  [  ] 

6 Does the embraced module of estimating the age of a past of a proposed historic 
event have any independent (non-associated) models that estimate the same time? 
 

   [  ]  [  ] 
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2)  Worldviews and Interpretations of Evidence 
 

o Presuppositions:  These are our elementary assumptions about life that we develop from 
our personal experiences and preferences.  They are personal values that by definition 
cannot be verified by procedure in natural science, and to which we protect to the highest 
degree and are the least negotiable. 
 

o Interpretations:  Are conclusions we make about evidence as it is viewed in the light of our 
presuppositions. 

 
o Worldview: This is our personal network of beliefs that we developed from of our 

presuppositions and through which we see and interpret the world.  
 

o Worldview Bias:  Occurs when we subconsciously accept weaker evidence because it agrees 
with our worldview, but reject stronger evidence because it conflicts with our worldview.   
This may occur subconsciously. 
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3) Biblical Creation Sequence:  
 

a. The God of the Bible describes one of His attributes as being “almighty” in power:     
 

b. Revelation 1:8   “I am the Alpha and the Omega,” says the Lord God, who is and was and is to come—the 
Almighty.”   (Greek: Παντοκράτωρ, Pantokratōr) 

 
c. “Παντο-κράτωρ” (Greek):   Panto=All, Kratōr = power/might; therefore, PantoKratōr  = “all-power.”  [“all” 

includes “infinite”] 
 

i. The Point:  If someone was powerful enough to create the universe in 13.79 Billion years, but truly had all-
power (i.e., infinite-power), if they wanted to, they could have also easily created the universe in 6 
seconds.    

 
ii. God states that at the right time, He will again have no problem creating a new Heaven and new Earth 

(making the Universe new), as the scripture says:     
 

“Since everything will be destroyed in this way, what kind of people ought you to be?  You ought 
to live holy and godly lives as you look forward to the day of God and speed its coming.  That day 
will bring about the destruction of the heavens by fire, and the elements will melt in the 
heat.  But in keeping with His promise we are looking forward to a new heaven and a new earth, 
where righteousness dwells.”   (2 Peter 3:11-13) 

 
 
 
 

https://biblehub.com/greek/pantokrato_r_3841.htm
https://biblehub.com/greek/pantokrato_r_3841.htm
https://biblehub.com/greek/pantokrato_r_3841.htm
http://biblehub.com/2_peter/3-11.htm
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d. The Two Models Have Very Conflicting Chronologies of Key Events: 
 

 

  
 

Note:  The Biblical sequence vs. Big-Bang’s naturalistic sequence 
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4) Brief Review of the Hierarchy of Evidence (Optional) 
 

a. As noted below, an accurate record from a current, reliable, and capable eye-witness is the highest level of 
evidence.   
 

b. Second to that would be a past accurate record from a current, reliable, and capable eye-witness and confirmed by 
the concurrent community as accurate. 

 
 

c. Eye-witness historic records only go back to 5100 BC, everything beyond that is pre-history and there must be 
delegated to the realm of assumptions and estimates.  Additionally, Historical records that have “calendar 
accuracy” only go back to 1800BC – the most authoritative.    (See Session#2 for Review of Types of Evidence) 

 

d. Levels and Types of Historic Evidences 
 

Evidence 
Level  

Evidence 
Types 

Brief Description of 
Evidence type 

Evidence type Example: 

Highest Present 
Eyewitness 

 

A Living, Present, Capable 
and Reliable, Eyewitness 

A living person who saw and recorded one of the planes crashing into the NYC World Trade 
Towers on 9-11-2001. 
 

Medium-
High 

Past 
Eyewitness 

 

A Record from the Past, by 
a Capable and Reliable 
Eyewitness 

The signed document called, “The Unanimous Declaration of the Thirteen United States of 
America” signed and dated on 7/4/1776.     (note: some absent members signed later). 

Medium-
Low 

Historical 
Science - 
Present 

Present Phenomenon 
Observation along with 
assumptions about the past 
rates and their conditions. 
 

“For human or animal remains … almost all of the carbon 14 in a dead organism has already 
decayed, so researchers must turn to longer-lived elements.”     
https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/how-do-scientists-determine-the-ages-of-human-
ancestors-fossilized-dinosaurs-and-other-organisms 

Lowest Historical 
Past 

 

Past recorded observations 
along with assumptions about 
the past rates and their 
conditions. 

The phlogiston theory (1667ad to 1794ad):  Is a now discredited scientific theory that 
postulated the existence of a fire-like element called phlogiston contained within combustible 
bodies and released during combustion; is now replaced by the “Oxygen Theory.” 

https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/how-do-scientists-determine-the-ages-of-human-ancestors-fossilized-dinosaurs-and-other-organisms
https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/how-do-scientists-determine-the-ages-of-human-ancestors-fossilized-dinosaurs-and-other-organisms
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Phlogiston_theory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Superseded_scientific_theories
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chemical_element
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Combustion


Answers4Seekers:  Session #12B         (semi-technical)         
 
 

 

 
 

 

 pg. 9 

e. Hierarchy of General Evidence:                         (for more info, Review “evidence” information from Session#2) 
 

Evidence 
Priority Levels 

Evidence Type & Brief Description 

Level 10 
(Strongest) 

Origin Observed:   Something originally observed, measurable, repeatable today, and recorded by a credible and capable 
eye-witness or observer. 
 

Level 9 Origin Observed:   Something originally observed, repeatable today, and recorded by a credible and capable eye-witness 
or observer. 

Level 8 Origin Observed - Something originally observed and recorded by a credible and capable eye-witness or observer. 
 

Level 7 Origin Not-Observed, But Historic - Something observed in the past, measured, and recorded by a credible and capable 
eye-witness and accepted as factual by their contemporary community. 
 

Level 6 Origin Not-Observed, But Historic - Something observed in the past, and recorded by a credible and capable eye-witness 
and accepted as factual by their contemporary community. 
 

Level 5 Origin Not-Observed, But Historic - Something observed and historically recorded by a credible and capable eye-witness. 
 

Level 4 Origin Not-Observed, Based on Calculation Only:    
1) Based on a present observed phenomenon that is measurable and repeatable, and believed to be understood.    
2) Also, assumptions are required a) Phenomenon interpretation is correct, b) present rate of phenomenon is 

identifiable and repeatable, c) the rate process has remained uniformitarian throughout its existence, d) the 
system was and remained an absolutely closed-system, and e) No supernatural involvement. 

3) Additionally, should agree with other competing dating and history evidence methods. 
 

Level 3 Origin Not-Observed, Based on Calculation Only:   
1) Based on a present observed phenomenon that is measurable and repeatable, and believed to be understood.    
2) Also, assumptions are required a) Phenomenon interpretation is correct, b) present rate of phenomenon is 

identifiable and repeatable, c) the rate process has remained uniformitarian throughout its existence, d) the 
system was and remained an absolutely closed-system, and e) No supernatural involvement. 

Level 2 Origin Not-Observed, Based on Calculation Only:   
1) Based on a present observed phenomenon that is measurable and repeatable, and believed to be understood.   

 
Level-1 

(weakest) 
Origin Not-Observed, No Phenomenon Calculation:  Simply proposed by an a-priori commitment to a philosophic 
worldview.  
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f. The Priority of “closeness to the event” (less interference opportunity is better): 
  

i. When two equally viable, but competing age-dating models produce conflicting age estimates 
for the same object, the one with the closer age-date estimate should be seen as being more 
accurate, since, theoretically, it had less time for unknown forces or events to interfere, 
influence, or change the object. 

 

 
ii. An illustrative allegory:   

 

Person-#A sees through their “age-dating model” that the pond in the distance is 1-mile 
away.   Person-#B sees through their “age-dating mode” that the pond is 100 feet away.  
Whose “model” is more likely to be accurate?   

 

1. The far view (and old age distance) of the Evidence:  Real or Mirage?     
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2. The Closer view (younger age) of the Evidence is typically more accurate. 
 

 
 

3. In the previsous Session, #12A, we reviewed Age-Dating models that projected “young 
age estimates” for the Earth. 

  

5) Brief Review of The Physics of Matter & Definitions (optional) 
 

a.  Definitions: 
i. Matter:  Anything that is physical or takes up space. 

ii. Matter is typically made-up atoms (or their constituent parts). 

iii. Matter is held together by the four fundamental forces:  Gravity, Electro-magnetism, Strong nuclear 

forces, and Weak nuclear forces. 

iv. Force:  Is a phenomenon that produces a “push or pull effect” that acts upon matter. 
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v. Matter can be converted to energy and vice versa, as seen by Einstein’s formula E = MC2.   
vi. Matter possesses both particle and wave properties.    

vii. Atoms are made up of particles called Protons (+ charge), Neutrons (no charge), and Electrons (- charge); 
electrons orbit the Atom’s nucleus.    

viii. Atom’s Nucleus:  The center of the atom that contains only protons and neutrons.  
ix. Nucleus’ Quarks:  Furthermore, Protons and Neutrons are made from a specific arrangement of three Up 

and Down Quarks; Quarks are viewed as elementary (fundamental) particles of protons and neutrons.   
x. Charge:  Electric charge is a property of matter that causes it to exert a positive or negative force when 

placed in an electromagnetic field.  Like charges repel (push away) each other and unlike charges attract 
(pull towards) each other. 

xi. Elements:  Elements are the different types of atoms.  There are around 92 naturally occurring elements.  
Each element is identified by the specific number of protons in its nucleus (center); the number of protons 
in the atom’s nucleus defines its unique physical properties. 

xii. Isotopes:  Isotopes of elements are atoms that have a specific number of protons, but have differing 
numbers of neutrons. 

xiii. Radioisotopes:  Atoms that have an excess number of neutrons when compared to the number of their 
protons, and so have some degree of instability.  In nature, unstable isotopes seek to become “stable 
Isotopes,” primarily through radiating:  1) a beta particle, 2) an alpha particle, or a photon of gamma ray. 

xiv. Radioisotope Half-Life:    Half-life is the time duration for the current quantity of a specific unstable 
radioisotope to decay one half of its atoms into a daughter product (based on the radioisotope’s current 
decay-rate).   

xv. Secular: A perspective that avoids or rejects any supernatural influence or activity within a topic. 
 

xvi. Uniformitarianism:  A perspective that holds to the concept that all physical processes are fixed and 
steady throughout time; rejecting the possibility of any catastrophic, accelerated, or supernatural 
processes or actions. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yJXVIlO8Tho
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b.  Basic view of atomic structure: 

 

 
6)  Overview of Radiometric Dating Model Technique (Optional) 
 

a. Radiometric Dating: endeavors to estimate the past age of an object based on 
its current measure radioisotope decay-products and the current decay-rate of 
that radioisotope: 

  

i. Radiocarbon Isotope (C14) model seeks to estimate the age-date of dead organic material 
based on the current decay-rate of Carbon14 → Nitrogen14. 

 

ii. Radiometric Isotopes models seek to age-date igneous rock specimens based on the current 
decay-rate of some Radio-Isotopes into their daughter products.  Igneous rocks form from 
molten rock (magma) under the earth’s surface as it cools and solidify or as molten rock 
materials reaches and cools on earth’s surface, called “lava.” 
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iii. Some Parent Radioisotopes used in Radiometric Dating (and Half-Lives): 
 

 
  

 
 
 
  
 

 
 
1. Typical Forms of Radiometric Decay in nature: 
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2. Radiometric Decay Processes: 

       
 
 

b.  Radioisotope Carbon 14 Age-Dating Model  
 

i. Overview:    
 
The primary source for the creation for carbon-14 (C14) on Earth is the action of cosmic rays 
(neutrons) hitting Nitrogen (N14) in the Earth’s atmosphere.   Once an N14 captures a neutron, 
the N14 is converted to C14.   C14 is very rare, with only about 1 carbon-atom in a trillion being 
carbon C14.   
 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cosmic_ray


Answers4Seekers:  Session #12B         (semi-technical)         
 
 

 

 
 

 

 pg. 16 

ii. Radiocarbon (C14) Decay process:   
 

1.  Once an atmospheric Nitrogen14 atom is hit by (and captures) a cosmic neutron, it 
converts to C14 atom by emitting off a proton, lowering its proton count. 

 
2.  Carbon-14 is unstable and decays back into Nitrogen14 by emitting a “- Beta particle” 

(an electron and an electron antineutrino). 
 

3. The half-life of Radioisotope Carbon-14 is 5,730 years.   
 

iii. Radio-Isotope Carbon Decay Illustrations: 
 

1. Isotopes of carbon: 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Electron
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antineutrino
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2. C14 Decay process: 
 

 
 

c.  Heavy-Element Radiometric Dating Models seek to date Igneous Rocks  
 

1. Igneous rocks are those form from the cooling of molten rock material.  There are two main sources 
of igneous rocks:  Magma & Lava.    Magma exists under Earth’s surface and Lava on top Earth’s 
surface.   Igneous rock are used for radiometric dating because it is thought that they are more 
likely to have existed in a “closed system” after their solidification (cooled into a solid), than 
metamorphic or sedimentary rocks.   
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ii. Types of Lava formed materials:   
 

       
 
 

d.  Radiometric Dating Clock Methodology:  (general premise) 
 

i. Radioisotopes have a currently identified half-life: 
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ii. Simplistic Visual of the Radiometric Dating Model 
 

            (Please see section-7 for 8 required assumptions in radiometric dating) 
 

 
                  Simple Visual of the Radiometric Dating Model 
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iii.  Fuller visual for the required assumptions in the model: 
 

 
 

(A total of the 8 required assumptions are addressed in section-7) 
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7)  Problem-#1: Sometimes Age-Dating Results are Rejected: 
 

a. C14  (Carbon-14) 

 
Reference: Radiocarbon Variations and Absolute Chronology: Proceedings of the Twelfth Nobel Symposium, Institute of Physics at Uppsala University 1970 (page35) 

 
b. Conventional Age-Date (uniformitarian assumptions):    260 Mya vs. 10 Mya vs. 2 Mya vs. X? 
 

                                          LINK:  https://azmemory.azlibrary.gov/nodes/download/37283  (page 10-11) 

https://www.amazon.com/Radiocarbon-Variations-Absolute-Chronology-Proceedings/dp/B00225Q29E
https://azmemory.azlibrary.gov/nodes/download/37283
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8)  Problem-#2:  8 Required Assumptions For Radiometric Dating Models:  
 

 

1. Only Naturalistic Uniformitarian Processes Allowed:  Only strictly natural and uniformitarian 
processes are allowed to be considered; no accelerated, catastrophic, or supernatural processes 
allowed. 
 

2. Decay-rates & Ratio-rates Are absolutely Fixed: The radiometric decay-rate and ratio-rates must have 
retained absolute “fixity” throughout all time (not just the past 90 years of human monitoring), 
regardless of environments, time, or influences. 

 

3. Rock Systems are Completely Closed & Isolated:  The system (e.g., the rock sample) being dated must 
have remained a closed & isolated system throughout its existence; no other influences allowed. 

 

4. The Initial Quantities of the Parent & Daughter Products Are Exactly Known:   The initial quantities 
and ratios of the Parent and Daughter-like radioisotopes that existed within the sample at Time-Zero 
(solidification) are absolutely known.    

 

5. All Other Internal Interactions Are Prohibited:  Parent and Daughter quantities are strictly limited to 
only radiometric decay rate – absolutely no other influences occurred.   

 

6. Rock System Was Completely Homogenous:  The ratio and distribution of initial Parent isotopes and 
initial daughter-like isotopes were and remained completely homogenous (evenly distributed 
throughout the rock sample’s solidification formation).  No differential mass diffusion— the tendency 
of different atoms to diffuse through materials at different rates.  

 

7. Decay Amount is Measurable:  Enough radiometric decay has occurred to allow the Radiogenic 
daughter-like products to be differentiated and measured. 

 

8. Discordant Results Are Always Published:  Discordant results of age-dates would always be published 
for perspective, and would never be discounted or thrown out (ie, rejected and not published). 

 
 

         Video: Why Evolutionary Dating Methods Are Unreliable (16min) 
 

https://youtu.be/oxkhKF6L4eg
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9) Problem-#3:  Radioisotope Decay-Rates Can Change:  
 
a.  The belief in the “absolute fixity” of Radioisotope decay-rates is a key 

cornerstone of the radiometric age-dating methodology; yet scientist have 
observed cases and environments where the decay-rates have changed, up to 
a trillion times faster. 
 

b.  If some unchangeable decay-rates have shown that have or could change 
within the past 90 years monitoring decay-rates, then it would be imprudent 
to assume decay-rates have always maintained impenetrable and absolute 
“fixity” over a proposed long eons of time. 

 
c. Prudence calls us to proceed with a level of skepticism in regard to the 

proposed dates produced by the Radiometric model. 
 

d. Below are 9-examples (based on Science Articles & Studies) showing that 
radioisotope decay-rates can change as affected by environment or time: 
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1. Secular Physicist confirms that the “fixity” of nuclear decay-rates is “not 
true anymore.”  Physicist Claus Rolfs says he was able to increase the decay-
rate of Radium-226, by a 1000 times.     

   

 
2006 

 

Link: 2006, SECULAR, Half-life heresy_ Accelerating radioactive decay _ New Scientist 

https://www.newscientist.com/article/mg19225741-100-half-life-heresy-accelerating-radioactive-decay/
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2. Uranium-238 (U238) “Half-Life” shows around a 1% reduction over the past 
90 years thru direct counting (therefore, some level of decay-rate increase 
is occurring):     

[4.508 Bya → 4.468 Bya] 
 

[Bya = Billion Years Ago, Mya = Million Years Age, Kya = Thousand Years Age]   

     

 
2017 

238u-235u_u-pb_pb-pb_radioisotope_dating_methodologies.pdf (answersresearchjournal.org) (page 17) 

https://assets.answersresearchjournal.org/doc/v10/238u-235u_u-pb_pb-pb_radioisotope_dating_methodologies.pdf


Answers4Seekers:  Session #12B         (semi-technical)         
 
 

 

 
 

 

 pg. 26 

3. Uranium-235 (U235) “Half-Life” shows around a 4% reduction over the past 
90 years thru direct counting (therefore, some level of decay-rate increase 
is occurring):      

[713 Mya → 685 Mya] 

 

 

2017 
LINK: 238u-235u_u-pb_pb-pb_radioisotope_dating_methodologies.pdf (answersresearchjournal.org)  (page 18) 

https://assets.answersresearchjournal.org/doc/v10/238u-235u_u-pb_pb-pb_radioisotope_dating_methodologies.pdf
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4. Solar Flares are shown to affect the decay-rates of the Isotopes of 54Mn & 
57Co: 

 

 

2021 
 

LINK:  2021, (SECULAR) “EFFECT  OF  SOLAR  FLARES  ON  54Mn  AND  57Co RADIOACTIVE  DECAY,” Walg 
 
 
 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/357980255_Effect_of_solar_flares_on_54Mn_and_57Co_radioactive_decay_constants_performance/fulltext/61f3ed7e11a1090a79b99738/Effect-of-solar-flares-on-54Mn-and-57Co-radioactive-decay-constants-performance.pdf
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5. Magnetic storms in space can affect Radioisotopes Decay Rates on Earth: 
 

 

2020 
LINK:  (Secular) 2020, Fluctuations in measured radioactive decay rates inside a modified Faraday cage: Correlations with space weather 
 
 

https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-020-64497-0.pdf
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6. The Rotation of the Sun’s core shows it can affect the decay rates of 
isotopes: 

 

 

2011 
LINKS:   2011, Jenkins, EVIDENCE FOR TIME-VARYING NUCLEAR DECAY DATES, 1106.1470v1 

https://www.semanticscholar.org/reader/a94d4d81fff61ae908a348f067f38628b1b77105
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2010, Purdue-Stanford team finds radioactive decay rates vary with the sun's rotation 
 

7. Cavitation was shown to Increase the Decay-Rate of Thorium by 10,000X: 
 
Cavitation in fluid mechanics and engineering normally refers to the phenomenon in which the static pressure of a liquid  
reduces to below the liquid's vapor pressure, leading to the formation of small vapor-filled cavities in the liquid. 

 

           

2018 
Links:   2018, SECULAR, Cardone, Speeding  Up Thorium Decay, 10000X, 0710.5177 

2010, SECULAR, Cardone, Piezonuclear reactions, Decay 10,000 times faster, 1009.4127 (1) 

https://www.purdue.edu/newsroom/research/2010/100830FischbachJenkinsDec.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cavitation
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pressure
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vapor_pressure
https://arxiv.org/pdf/0710.5177.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1009.4127.pdf
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8. Bare-nuclei of Re-187 (Ionized Rhenium) was shown to have a decay-rate   
   1-Billion times faster than “neutral” Re-187: 

 

 

1996 
LINK:  1996, Bosch, Re v. Re,  Decay Rate 1 billion X faster, Observation of Bound-State beta2 

file:///C:/Users/rpdea/Desktop/Observation%20of%20Bound-State%20b2%20Decay%20of%20Fully%20Ionized%20187Re:%20187Re-187Os%20Cosmochronometr
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9. Lutetium-176 half-life and decay-rate (to Hafniun-176) is over 1-trillion 
times faster in a high-temperature stellar environment:     

 

 
 

Sources: 
a. Half-life of the nuclear cosmochronometer 176Lu, Nature, 2023 
b.  Billion-Fold Acceleration of Radioactivity, AIG, 2001 

https://www.nature.com/articles/s42005-023-01406-7
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/acceleration-of-radioactivity-shown-in-laboratory/
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10) Problem-#4:  Radiometric Models’ Have Shown Discordance:  
 

a.  “Date-Age Discordance” occurs when one or more radiometric methods don’t produce similar 
age-dates for the same rock system (or sample); that is, there is conflict projected ages between 
the different radiometric models or within the same model: 
 

i. Concordant Age:  When Radiometric dating models project the same “age” for the same 
specimen (within measurement equipment’s tolerances).   
 

ii. Discordant Age:  When Radiometric dating models don’t project the same “age” for the 
specimen (including the measurement equipment’s tolerances).    

 
b. 23% of the 4875 radiometric age-dated specimens listed in the USGS National 

Geochronological Database showed Age “Discordance.”    
 
i. If radiometric dating models are 100% accurate, there would be 0% discordance, not 23%.)     
 
ii. Only 64% (0.64) of the whole USGS Geochronological Database was Concordant. 

 
iii. Database Scoring:    

1. Full Concordance = 1   (Age-date fit within tolerance zone of each other)  
2. Full Discordance = 0    (no Age-date fit within tolerance zone of the other)  
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c.  USGS National Geochronological Database [2003 version] – Summary of Database: 
 

 
2023 

LINK:  2023, HOW OFTEN DO RADIOISOTOPE AGES AGREE, Micah D. Beachy, and Benjamin R. Kinard 
 

https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1475&context=icc_proceedings
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i. Table:  Many Age-Dates Discordant when compared to other methods: 

         
2023 

LINK:  2023, HOW OFTEN DO RADIOISOTOPE AGES AGREE, Micah D. Beachy, and Benjamin R. Kinard 

 
ii. Only 34 records included ages using “three or more different radioisotope” methods 
(where at least two were not U-Th-Pb), and only one of these (2.9%) had full concordance 

                                    
     2023 

LINK:  2023, HOW OFTEN DO RADIOISOTOPE AGES AGREE, Micah D. Beachy, and Benjamin R. Kinard 

https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1475&context=icc_proceedings
https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1475&context=icc_proceedings
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iii. Significant conflicts exist between the Historically Eye-Witness Recorded “Flow-
age” dates versus the Radiometric K40-Ar40 Age-Dates:   

 

(Example: Mt. St. Helens, History @ 30 years vs. K-Ar @ 350,000 years) 
 

          Compare Flow-Date” to K-Ar “Age (Ka).       [Ka = 1000 years] 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 
 

2023 
                                                    LINK:  2023, Tapping the Hourglass: Disequilibrium Relaxation Following Accelerated Nuclear Decay Nathan Mogk 

 
 

https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1493&context=icc_proceedings
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iv. Significant Discordance within the K40-Ar40 Dating Method (Wyoming):    
 
Example: 1520 Mya (BT-1QA) vs. 2,620 Mya (BT-1H)  --   a 72% error. 
 

 

2005 
https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Do-Radioisotope-Clocks-Need-Repair.pdf     (Page 353) 

 
 

 

https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Do-Radioisotope-Clocks-Need-Repair.pdf
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v. Significant Discordance within the K40-Ar40 Dating Method (Grand Canyon):    
 

Example: 656 Mya vs. 1053 Mya,  a 60% error: 
 

 

2005 
https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Do-Radioisotope-Clocks-Need-Repair.pdf    (Page 357) 

https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Do-Radioisotope-Clocks-Need-Repair.pdf
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vi. Discordance Using Various Radiometric Methods (Beartooth Mountains, 
Wyoming):   

  

Significant Age Discordances exist between these date-age methods:    
K40-Ar40 vs. Rb87-Sr87 vs. Sm147-Nd143 vs. Lead-Lead.   (Models should all produce the similar age-dates).           
 

                        Example: Discordant Range:  1520Mya vs. 2886Mya:  80% delta in age range        

       
2005 

Link:  Does Radiometric Dating Prove the Earth Is Old? 

https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/does-radiometric-dating-prove-the-earth-is-old/
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vii. Discordance Using Various Radiometric Methods (Bass Rapids, Grand Canyon): 
 

                                        Discordant Range:  655Mya vs. 1075Mya:   64% Delta in age range 

 
2005 

Link:  Does Radiometric Dating Prove the Earth Is Old? 

https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/does-radiometric-dating-prove-the-earth-is-old/
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viii. Some Conventional Ages are Discordant with Radiometric Dates:   
 

Compare by Rows: “Conventional Age” vs. “K-Ar Model Ages”: 
 

   
2005 

*”Conventional age” are those ages being reported in the secular geologic literature. 
 

Link:  https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Isochron-Discordances.pdf   (Page 411) 

https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Isochron-Discordances.pdf
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11) Problem-#5:  Radiometric “Isochron” Dates Can Also Exhibit 
Discordance  

 

a. Overview: 
 

i. The isochron models endeavor to reduce the unknowns is a rock specimen:   
 

1. Whether any daughter product exist in the rock when it formed,  
2. Whether the specimen remained in a closed system throughout its history,  
3. What is the most likely age of the rock, based on statistical averaging of several 

isotopes’ measurement.     
 

Reference:  Thousands not Billions: Challenging the Icon of Evolution, Questioning the Age of the Earth (pg 35 & 36) 
 

ii. Isochron types: 
 

1. Mineral Isochrons:  Measuring several different minerals within a rock sample. 
 

2. Whole Rock Isochrons: Measuring several whole-rock samples from the same rock 
formation, without separation of any minerals. 

 
iii. Four Unproveable Assumptions are Required for Isochron Models: 

 

1. The rock specimen/system possesses no contamination or inheritance by the entrance 
or exit of other materials, completely closed and isolated system. 

 

https://www.amazon.com/Thousands-not-Billions-Challenging-Questioning/dp/0890514410/ref=sr_1_1?crid=4CN5Y82UML81&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.-T_GNcdy4ynP4vN1wlfpKFrK6XBK3yq1RjO5kxrnLHQATHpVHHKmJ3zMjaPfpmkJT8-aQFpx9iUMM9a45chvnYUlSlBDR-6_K-7hxr3YbTrbgGDvkchcNgNt6Q9hy1LOZ_3MJwBFjHDlUqdjdu6L7Y3UL0XzyA6IZNvAgvHDdLhiggQwOqk81_-rLO3xhAoG47TRUc7OF1g88I9ZpHzeHgV2gyjRbsPwmiPn2qNWq3U.JESQnBwRoirWBHpvcdPw7ugOtf9W3HhS3jUWYefXUQc&dib_tag=se&keywords=thousands+not+billions+book&qid=1712461121&s=books&sprefix=thousands+n%2Cstripbooks%2C214&sr=1-1
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2. All daughter products are the result only from decay of the identified radioisotope 
parent and only from within the system. 

3. No mixing ever occurred (that is, no magma melted and incorporated other rock into 
the rock system). 

4. Decay rates remain absolutely fixed throughout time and in every environment. 
                             

Reference:  https://www.amazon.com/Rethinking-Radiometric-Dating-Evidence-Physicist/dp/1946246220, page 54. 
Reference:  Key Flaw Found in Radioisotope Isochron Dating 

 
iv. Illustration of an Isochron Model: 

         

https://www.amazon.com/Rethinking-Radiometric-Dating-Evidence-Physicist/dp/1946246220
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/key-flaw-found-radioisotope-isochron-dating/
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v. Isochrons can Produce Fictitious Results due to “Mixing”: 
 
 

vi. 

 
Reference:  Principles of Isotope Geology, 2nd Edition, Faure, 1986 (pgs 145-147) 

https://www.amazon.com/Principles-Isotope-Geology-Gunter-Faure/dp/0471864129
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vii. Examples of Isochrons that Are Discordant With One Another 
   

 Isochrons are supposed to be more accurate, but they can also conflict with each other.  
 

 
2005 

Link:  https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Isochron-Discordances.pdf   (Page 414) 

https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Isochron-Discordances.pdf
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12) Problem-#6:  Examples of Radiocarbon (C14) Age-Date Discordances 
 

a.  C14 Radiocarbon Dating Method  
 

i. With today’s high accuracy Accelerator Mass Spectrometers (AMS), no C14 should 
be measurable after 90K years of age.  Yet, C14 has routinely been measured in 
Coal, Marble, Fossilized Wood, Dinosaur bones, and even Diamonds.  This is strong 
evidences for a young Earth. 

 
ii. The high precision AMS measurement equipment are capable of measuring C14 

levels in the range of <<0.01 pmc.    [pMC = precent modern carbon] 
 

iii. Measurement Equipment Accuracy: AMS systems have a sensitivity of at least 0.01 
pMC, and have background noise of less than 0.08 pMC, so any gross detected C14 
reading over 0.09 is means C14 is actually present (any net pMC over 0.02 pMC 
means C14 is present). 

 
iv. These young age estimates conflict with deep-time uniformitarian assumptions 

and deep-time dating methods and results. 
 

v. C14 has a half-life of 5730 years.   C14 only represents 1 carbon atom per trillion 
carbon atoms, so it is very rare.    

https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1162&context=icc_proceedings
https://crs-alchemy-attachments.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/pdf/crsq-spring-2019-cupps.pdf
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b.  C14 in Coal, Marble, and Fossilized Wood 
 

i. C14 is found in many Coal,  Marble, & Fossilized Wood samples, which evidences 
that the materials must be very much younger than 90K years in age, which squarely 
conflicts with uniformitarian materialist assumptions of Millions of years (which on their assumptions of deep-
time, their conventional geologic-column/fossil-index, and radiometric methods): 

 

1. Uniformitarian Materialist Date-Age Assumptions: 
a. Marble around 65 Mil. to 250 Mil. years old 
b. Coal around 300 million years old 
c. Fossilized Wood at minimum 20 million years old 

 
ii. There should exist no detectable C14 over 0.09pMC, but table shows they do. 

 

TABLE 1. AMS Measurements on Samples (2003): (click for reference) 
 

 

https://www.britannica.com/science/marble-rock
https://www.britannica.com/technology/coal-mining/Coal-deposits
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petrified_wood
https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1162&context=icc_proceedings
https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1162&context=icc_proceedings
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c. C14 in Dinosaur Bones, indicates a max. age from 21K to 41K year olds, not 65 Millions 
of years; and so, evidences a Young Age for the Earth. 

 

 
Reference: Radiocarbon In Dinosaur And Other Fossils (creationresearch.org) 

https://www.creationresearch.org/crsq-2015-volume-51-number-4_radioncarbon-in-dinosaur-and-other-fossils
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i. Uniformitarian-materialist scientists have been saying that Dinosaurs became 
extinct 65 Million years ago, yet C14 has been found in dinosaur fossils, which 
means they must be much less than 90K years. 

  
ii. Even Uniformitarian Materialists now acknowledged that C14 exists in Dinosaur 

fossils: 
1. Yet to rescue themselves from the C14 conclusions of a Young Earth, they 

hold to philosophical inconsistencies based on their evolutionary worldview 
(which requires deep-time to provide any plausibility). 

 

 
                    Radiocarbon in Dinosaur Fossils: Compatibility with an Age of Millions of Years | The American Biology Teacher | University of California Press (ucpress.edu) 

6.1.1.1. https://youtu.be/XEtL6XjRqMg  (Schweitzer, Dinosaur Blood Cells) 

https://www.usgs.gov/faqs/when-did-dinosaurs-become-extinct
https://online.ucpress.edu/abt/article-abstract/82/2/72/109723/Radiocarbon-in-Dinosaur-Fossils-Compatibility-with?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://youtu.be/XEtL6XjRqMg
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iii. More dinosaurs Bones containing C14  (indicating a Young Earth) 
 

 
Reference:  Carbon-14 dating dinosaur bones (newgeology.us) 

 

Sample Of C14 Lab Analysis Reports: 

https://www.newgeology.us/presentation48.html
file:///C:/Users/rpdea/Desktop/Carbon-14%20dating%20dinosaur%20bones%20(newgeology.us)
https://www.newgeology.us/Dinosaur%20bones%20dated%20by%20Carbon-14.pdf
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iv. Dinosaur fossils with Red blood Cells, Soft Tissue, ,and DNA Evidence 
 

1. Red blood cells, Soft Tissue in Fossils, and DNA evidence in Dinosaur Fossils evidence a 
young age for Dinosaurs and a young age for the Earth 

 
2. No historically datable human DNA has exceeded 5000 years old; and buried DNA is 

believed to degrade completely within 10K year. 
 

3. Red Blood cells found in T-Rex Dinosaur (2006, Smithsonian Mag., Schweitzer): 

 
LINK: Dinosaur Shocker | Science| Smithsonian Magazine 2006, Schweitzer 
LINK: ResearchGate Blood from Stone 2010, Schweitzer  
LINK: https://youtu.be/XEtL6XjRqMg  

https://slate.com/technology/2013/02/dna-testing-richard-iii-how-long-does-dna-last.html#:~:text=What%27s%20the%20shelf%20life%20of,water%2C%20sunlight%2C%20and%20oxygen.
https://www.smithsonianmag.com/science-nature/dinosaur-shocker-115306469/#:~:text=One%20of%20the%20vets%20went,cells%20don%27t%20preserve.%E2%80%9D
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/49667549_Blood_from_Stone/link/53d685d00cf228d363ea5ecf/download?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIn19
https://youtu.be/XEtL6XjRqMg
https://www.smithsonianmag.com/science-nature/dinosaur-shocker-115306469/#:~:text=One%20of%20the%20vets%20went,cells%20don%27t%20preserve.%E2%80%9D
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4.  The Expectation Was That All Tissue and Red Blood Cells Should Have 
Already Been Completely Degraded and Not Available in the Fossil:  

 

          
 

Reference: NOVA _ Transcripts _ July 24, 2007 Dinosaur tissue and red cells, Schweitzer _ PBS 

 
 

https://www.pbs.org/wgbh/nova/transcripts/3411_sciencen.html
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5.  Soft Tissue still in Dinosaur (again evidencing a young age for 
Dinosaurs and a young age for the Earth). 

 

 
 
References:  
 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/6397675_Analyses_of_Soft_Tissue_from_Tyrannosaurus_rex_Su
ggest_the_Presence_of_Protein 
 
https://www.nsf.gov/news/news_summ.jsp?cntn_id=103152 
 
https://youtu.be/XEtL6XjRqMg  

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/6397675_Analyses_of_Soft_Tissue_from_Tyrannosaurus_rex_Suggest_the_Presence_of_Protein
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/6397675_Analyses_of_Soft_Tissue_from_Tyrannosaurus_rex_Suggest_the_Presence_of_Protein
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/6397675_Analyses_of_Soft_Tissue_from_Tyrannosaurus_rex_Suggest_the_Presence_of_Protein
https://www.nsf.gov/news/news_summ.jsp?cntn_id=103152
https://youtu.be/XEtL6XjRqMg
https://www.nsf.gov/news/news_summ.jsp?cntn_id=103152
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6. Cartilage and DNA Evidence in Dinosaur Fossil (evidencing a Young Age-
Date): 

 

         

 
 

References:    Original Cartilage and Evidence of DNA Preserved in 75 Million-Year-Old Baby Dinosaur | NC State News (ncsu.edu) 
Evidence of proteins, chromosomes and chemical markers of DNA in exceptionally  preserved dinosaur cartilage 

https://news.ncsu.edu/2020/03/duckbill-dna/
https://www.semanticscholar.org/reader/0f7f15a973afd6ba60770f314e4c268bf3c25a01
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v. C14 in Diamond Samples – Discordant Dates 
i. Uniformitarian Materialists estimate Diamonds to be at least several million years old.  C14 studies 

have identified C14, projecting an age of around 55.7K years old, which supports a Young Earth age 
over deep-time age.  

 

ii. In 2005 the ICR RATE project measured 8 diamonds from four different countries in Africa (Botswana, 
South Africa, Guinea, and Nambia) to see if any C14 might exist within them. 
 

iii. Detectable amounts of C14 were found in the diamonds and projecting a conventional equivalent age 
of around 55,700 years: 

  
LINK:   2005, Baumgardner.indd (icr.org)  613-614 

https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Carbon-14-Evidence-for-a-Recent-Global-Flood-and-a-Young-Earth.pdf 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Diamond
https://assets.answersingenesis.org/doc/articles/aid/v2/radiocarbon-diamonds-confirmed.pdf
https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Carbon-14-Evidence-for-a-Recent-Global-Flood-and-a-Young-Earth.pdf
https://www.icr.org/i/pdf/technical/Carbon-14-Evidence-for-a-Recent-Global-Flood-and-a-Young-Earth.pdf
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iv. Even Secular Universities in California in 2007 also Identified C14 in 8 Diamonds, yielding 
a conventional age of 64,900 to 80,000 years.  These secular scientists could not believe 
these ages which conflicted with their expectation, and so attributed it to “machine 
background” noise, but if machine noise, the system should not have been able to identify 
different levels of C14, which it did.  (Also, please review again ASM system accuracy.) 
 
2007 Taylor, R. E., and J. Southon, 2007. Use of natural diamonds to monitor 14C AMS instrument backgrounds   
 

 

https://www.scribd.com/document/182086583/Taylor-Southon-NI-M-B-2007-pdf
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v. But even this above UoC study from 2007 has 6 of the 10 diamonds sent for analysis 
having detectable C14 above the AMS’ 0.8 pMC background value: 
 

     
 

Deep Time Philosophy Impacts Radiocarbon Measurements, 2019, CRSQ, Vernon R. Cupps and Brian Thomas  

 
 
 

https://crs-alchemy-attachments.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/pdf/crsq-spring-2019-cupps.pdf
https://www.creationresearch.org/crsq-2019-volume-55-number-4_deep-time-philosophy
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13) Problem-#7: Radiometric Dates are wrong when we know the 
Actual Date the Rock Formed 

 

a.  When rock formation are observed and recorded (age is known), Radiometric 
Dating Models project the wrong dates: 

i. Examples:   
1. “Flow-Date” = Human Observed Actual Date of Rock Forming 
2. “Age (ka)”     = Radiometric Date Age of Rock Forming     [Ka = 1000 years] 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

      

 
  
 
                                                           Reference:  Tapping the Hourglass: Disequilibrium Relaxation Following Accelerated Nuclear Decay Nathan Mogk, 2023, p328:  

https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1493&context=icc_proceedings
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14) Answering Some Secular Challenges: 
 

# Challenges Against Radiometric Concerns from A Secular 
Professor of Environmental Science  

Response to the Challenge (this info 
can be found within this document) 

1 Isochron methodology is robust and always accurately identifies the exact amount original of daughter 
product in the sample at the Rock’s age-0 (formation). 
 

Isochrons have shown they can be discordant & 
Faure has identified “false” Isochrons. 

2 C14 found in Diamond was only due to processing “non-closed system” contamination, giving a false 
positive.  The “ion-drift in the measurement system could not tell the difference between little 14C and 
no 14C14.” 
 

Both secular and creation scientist confirm C14 found 
in some diamonds and today’s AMS systems are 
accurate to positively detect C14 when over 0.09 
pMC) 

3 Mt. St. Helen’s lava basalt known to be 10-year, does not support Discordant radiometric dating of old 
ages; but is just an error due dating instrument’s resolution limits (minimum +/- 3my). 
 

Measurement equipment was found to be accurate 
to avoid measurement noise. 

4 Young Earth Creationists are biased in interpreting evidence and dates since they have a “foregone 
conclusions” while old-earth Materialists have absolutely no “foregone conclusions” or bias. 
 

Both Materialists and Creationists have worldviews 
from which they interpret evidence. 

5 C14 found in Dinosaur bones does not mean they are not ancient. 
 

When C14 is found in any object, that C14 cannot be 
more than 90K years old. 

6 Requirements for good radiometric dating results require: a) closed system, b durationally fixed decay 
rates, c) determination of amount of daughter product at age Zero.  
 

Agreed, among other required assumptions. 

7 K-Spar Felspar crystals cannot have any Ar at rock solidification, only Ar from 40K Radio-Isotope decay 
 

This statement is speculative, since no one was present 
when the K-Spar formed to absolutely confirm Ar was not 
present at formation or that the K40 decay-rate of K40 
remained absolutely fixed.    

8 Must assume that in 87Ru → 87Sr decay, that the 87Sr to 86Sr (stable) ratio was fixed and complete 
homogenous at solidification (age-0). 
 

This statement is speculative, both radiometric decay-rates 
and ratios have identify by secular scientists as not being 
“fixed” under all times or conditions.   

9 Half-lives of Radio-Isotopes decay rate have been durationally fix throughout all time, and only 
relativity-speeds or gravity-wells could affect the fixed decay rate. 
 

Radiometric decay-rates have identify by secular scientists 
as not being “fixed” under all times or conditions. 

10 Radiometric Dates index well with their super-position. C14 in Diamonds , KBS Tuffs, 1996 Mt. St. Helen’s basalt 
date, are examples of geologic column discordance. 

11 14C cannot be detected in any sample after 46,000 years, so any prior living material with no 
perceptible 14C is older than 46,000 years. 
 

This is true, that is why C14 in Dinosaur bone, coal, and 
diamond evidence inaccuracy of radiometric dating and 
imply a young Earth 
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15) Summary: 
 

 
i. Recorded history has only existed for the past 5100 years (and only 3900 years with calendar accuracy).   

When this is lacking, estimating the age of an event in history can only be pursued through “models with 
assumptions.”  

 

ii. The formation of the earth is a past event, before any human observation was available to view it and 
record it, therefore it is not a historic event, but a pre-historic event.  Therefore, all models that estimate 
the age of the earth are based on a set of required, but unprovable, assumptions that align with the 
modeler’s worldview.   

 

iii. Age-Dating Models seek to estimate the age of the earth by various methodologies.  In this “Part 12B” we 
reviewed the method of Radiometric age-dating models, their required assumptions, their resulting date-
age estimates, examples of changes in radioisotope decay-rates, and examples of radiometric age-dating 
discordances (conflicts).    

 
iv. Radiometric Dating methodology requires 8 unproveable assumptions (review section 8) to be posited, 

additionally when we do observed the formation of new rocks and know its age (as in Mt. St. Helens 
1986), the Radiometric Calculated ages do not match the known eye-witness ages. 

 
v. The strongest level of evidence for any aspect of an Historic Past Event is when it is observed and 

communicated by a living, reliable, and capable eye-witness.  This is what the Bible proposes to do.  
 

 
 

 

https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/radio-dating-in-rubble/
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/radio-dating-in-rubble/
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/radio-dating-in-rubble/
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16) References & Additional Resources:  
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i. 2005, Thousands … Not Billions, DeYoung 
ii. 2017, The Expanse of Heaven, Faulkner 

iii. 2019, Rethinking Radiometric Dating, Cupps  
iv. 1966, Pre-History an Earth Models, Cook 
v. 1973, Before Civilization, Renfrew 

vi. 2014, Genetic Entropy, Sanford 
vii. 2020, Creation Basics & Beyond, ICR 

viii. https://creation.com/  
ix. https://answersingenesis.org/  
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xi. https://biblicalscienceinstitute.com/ 
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https://www.amazon.com/Expanse-Heaven-Creation-Astronomy-Intersect-ebook/dp/B07653FRWN/ref=sr_1_1?crid=1T7Y75BYYHY03&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.8L0es3l7laOYi3A9FIlqsj0B48DPGIdKdeJ2v2Rka-k.PSyGaGryou24uMZROd6Btxl30un1ErwYvogZdaVebR4&dib_tag=se&keywords=The+Expanse+of+Heaven%2C+Faulkner&qid=1716266991&s=books&sprefix=the+expanse+of+heaven%2C+faulkner%2Cstripbooks%2C170&sr=1-1
https://www.amazon.com/Rethinking-Radiometric-Dating-Evidence-Physicist/dp/1946246220/ref=sr_1_1?crid=1NIMJCUTOYRZG&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.88B-aJIdU5MtoIKBF0BO8v13vit4tcKac3FW80vZdB4.NMC52UuJ5vHiBcTUR-qeDL1YZQWphobVJoMI8o25l9c&dib_tag=se&keywords=Rethinking+Radiometric+Dating%2C+Cupps&qid=1716267025&s=books&sprefix=rethinking+radiometric+dating%2C+cupps+%2Cstripbooks%2C222&sr=1-1
https://www.amazon.com/Prehistory-Earth-Models-Melvin-Cook/dp/0356011925/ref=sr_1_1?crid=SYBYDZ5HI2SO&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.oFq8WhIHFb6noppLyIlGV7w2cQfeDIBNVbIwRjIwOAw.cnKGG0oGL5k3vJVoVI_I545NJLAORj1eXeFf_wyG9Z0&dib_tag=se&keywords=PreHistory+an+Earth+Models%2C+Cook&qid=1716265515&s=books&sprefix=prehistory+an+earth+models%2C+cook%2Cstripbooks%2C207&sr=1-1
https://www.amazon.com/Before-civilization-radiocarbon-revolution-prehistoric/dp/0394481933?ref_=ast_author_dp
https://www.amazon.com/Genetic-Entropy-John-C-Sanford/dp/0981631606/ref=sr_1_1?crid=27ECOIEILI7XU&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.efI1teXuKWO53ljpz_eLNLceAgKYTIIiFEhUa_eKEEGDpsBBDzOMR3Ls8OBTRineoGZaEaysnRU83TSSlw_aKs56oXNi6J2FDDpUqgGwHfA.kUVw6wIDR5XQrMs4sbpALgxYwcGVNtS6oOZcGfdMNyQ&dib_tag=se&keywords=Genetic+Entropy%2C+Sanford&qid=1716266404&s=books&sprefix=genetic+entropy%2C+sanford%2Cstripbooks%2C248&sr=1-1
https://www.amazon.com/Creation-Basics-Beyond-Henry-Morris/dp/1946246514/ref=sr_1_1?crid=2Q78WDNHTT6CF&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.PRUa0OK9GsIojA8QvEjM9cSHlIXdHIURafylZMXf7KfKYgMS_CIGjtUWtFJaZOkJid3iQm3A1wEkWAV8wGmRhtbtKLd070F2ngaWkGKd2hqcWQflUMnG46ZsLrn2CPnCghlr2sAckmzklvRsv1xeSBt60YPqUxcQyLc-5WlSPVudatjgsnp8R08I48-osJwv_AQYsgf4s-EXUC1LlBwivGb9IzugCNgeJ8Mya4X2QjQ.ey31iMmXyu1PTJBZQ-wQBvrVqQrRVgY03RhXtp-2zxo&dib_tag=se&keywords=Creation+Basics+%26+Beyond%2C+ICR&qid=1716266665&s=books&sprefix=creation+basics+%26+beyond%2C+icr%2Cstripbooks%2C211&sr=1-1
https://creation.com/
https://answersingenesis.org/
https://www.icr.org/
https://biblicalscienceinstitute.com/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1p2wklfyaZc
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b. Radiometric Discordant Dating:  (no links – search for these articles on the internet) 
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c. Radiometric Decay-rate Variations:  (no links – search for these articles on the internet) 
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d. Isochron Discordance:  (no links – search for these articles on the internet) 

    
 

e. Carbon-14 Discordance and Young Ages:  (no links – search for these articles on the internet) 

  


