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Stony Brook State Park, Steuben Co. N.Y. 
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S pring in Western New York is underscored by the sta rk contrast of snow and 
flowers. Change -- even cyclical change -- provides  opportunity for renewal. 

It is a harmonious revelation -- that the resurrect ion of our Lord Jesus happens 
this time of year. The resurrection of Jesus -- aft er the most torturous experi-
ences of his life occurred -- reveals the power, ma jesty, promise and blessing of 
Almighty God upon a life wholly devoted to Him. Jes us is our pioneer -- the pio-
neer of our faith. Jesus is our sin-bearer -- the " Lord has lain on him the iniquity 
of us all." Jesus is our intercessor -- "ever-livin g to make intercession for us."  Je-
sus is the risen Lord -- to whom "every knee shall bow and every tongue con-
fess." As sure as the daffodils and tulips are push ing up through the soggy 
muck, that power which raised Jesus from the dead i s at work in us. 
 
May God continue to do His transformational work in  and through you this sea-
son! 
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The mission of Reasons To Believe is to show that science and faith are, and always will be, 
allies, not enemies. Our goal is to bring that life-changing truth to everybody who needs to 
know, both believers and nonbelievers. 
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I n my Sunday School 
class of fifth and sixth 

graders, we studied Old 
Testament history at the 
same time some of the stu-
dents were studying an-

cient history in school. This was a great 
opportunity to help them see that the Bi-
ble “stories” they have heard all their 
lives are really “history”, part of the real  
story of the real  world God created, 
populated by real  people among whom 
God did real  miracles. But what do you 
do if the history you learn disagrees with 
what the Bible says? We know by faith 
that the Bible is entirely true; but …  

Can all the history books be 
wrong? 

The book of Daniel provides a won-
derful example of how our faith in the 
trustworthiness of the Bible can be con-
firmed by historical research, side-by-
side with an opportunity to exercise that 
same faith without complete confirma-
tion. 

In chapter 5, we read of King Bel-
shazzar of Babylon, who is ruling at the 
time Babylon falls to the Medes and Per-
sians. If you just read the Bible without 
reference to outside history, you see 
nothing wrong here. But if you had stud-
ied ancient history 150 years or so ago, 
and then read this story, you would do a 
double-take: the king of Babylon at that 
time was not Belshazzar but Nabonidus, 
and he wasn’t even in the city at the 
time it was conquered. Not only that 
that, but there was no evidence in his-
torical records or in the science of ar-

chaeology that anyone named Belshaz-
zar ever even existed.  

Was this just a made-up story? 
The only way to deal with this con-

tradiction at the time would be to exer-
cise faith: We know for other good rea-
sons that we can trust the Bible, and 
that its history is not fictional; and we 
know that our knowledge of history and 
archaeology is incomplete; so we just 
have to trust that the truth is hidden 
between the lines of history. Somehow 
Belshazzar was the king; we just have-
n’t found the right evidence. That may 
seem like a weak argument (and plenty 
of opponents of the Bible said so); but it 
is perfectly valid, and sometimes that 
is the best we can do. 

Then in 1853 an inscription writ-
ten by Nabonidus was discovered that 
mentioned “Belshazzar, my first-born, 
favorite son”. So he did  exist! That 
helped to support our faith in scripture; 
but was he ever king ? Later, more tab-
lets were found that showed that Nab-
onidus was in semi-retirement (some 
say he was pursuing his hobby of ar-
chaeology!), and had made Belshazzar 
his co-regent – meaning that although 
Nabonidus was still king, Belshazzar 
shared the throne with him and ran the 
day-to-day operations of government. 
He was indeed called king, and was in 
the city when it was overthrown. 

Not only did this discovery answer 
all the challenges that had been made 
against this chapter, but it explained 
something that had not been clear pre-

(Continued on page 4 ) 
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viously: When Belshazzar offered to 
make Daniel “the third ruler in the 
kingdom”, it seems likely that this sim-
ply meant “first Nabonidus, then Bel-
shazzar, and then Daniel”. The first 
two positions were already taken! 

But now move on to the last verse 
of this chapter, and into chapter 6. 
Here we meet Darius the Mede , who 
took over the kingdom, appointed ad-
ministrators under him, and eventu-
ally was tricked into throwing Daniel 
to the lions. Again we have a problem. 
If you vaguely remember your ancient 
history, you may assume that this 
Darius was the famous Darius I of Per-
sia. But look again: He came 18 years 
later! Babylon was conquered by Cyrus 
of Persia; there is no record of any 
Darius before or during his time.  

The Bible must be wrong, right?  
No! We know by now that we can 

trust that the Bible is right even when 
our history does not show it. We can do 
two things: (1) correct our understand-
ing of the Bible based on what we 
really know from history; and (2) look 
for possible explanations in order to 
show that the conflict is not proof of an 
error in the Bible. 

How can we correct the Bible 
using fallible history? We can’t – but 
we can correct the misunderstandings  
that many of us have when we just 
read the Bible and stop with our first 
impressions. There is no question that 
Cyrus came before, not after, Darius I, 
and that he was the ruler of Persia at 
the time of the conquest; so we know 
that Darius the Mede in the story is 
not the ruler of all Persia, whatever 
our first impression might have been. 
We must distinguish what the Bible 
says from what we think it says, and be 

willing to change the latter.  
By the way, another common mis-

reading is found in children’s versions 
of this story, which often depict Daniel 
in the lion’s den as a young man (or cu-
cumber). The time between Nebuchad-
nezzar and Belshazzar tells us that 
Daniel was 80 or 90 by this time. The 
Bible never says how old he is; does 
this fact from history change your im-
age of the story? History can correct 
false impressions. 

Can we offer an explanation? 
When we look more carefully at the Bi-
ble, we notice it does not say that 
Darius the Mede was ruler of Persia, 
only that he “took”, or “received”, the 
kingdom of Babylon  – possibly put in 
charge by someone higher, namely 
Cyrus. So the only real problem is that 
the man Cyrus set over Babylon as 
governor was called Gobryas (or 
Gubaru), not Darius. Many people (like 
Daniel himself, called Belteshazzar) 
had more than one name, so perhaps 
this name just wasn’t recorded in any 
inscriptions or histories. We can’t prove 
that this is the correct explanation, 
and perhaps we will never know the 
whole truth; but we see that it is possi-
ble, which is enough to hold us for now. 
The final answer can wait. 

Where the Bible intersects with his-
tory, we may be left with unanswer-
able questions due to our limited 
knowledge, but we will never have an 
outright contradiction. What we lose in 
simplicity by going beyond first im-
pressions, we gain in the accuracy of 
our understanding of God’s Word. 
When we allow faith and reason to 
meet, both benefit. 
 
Dave teaches math at Monroe Community College in Ro ch-
ester and is an elder and teacher in his church. Th is article 
was originally written for the church newsletter. 
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R adioactive decay was greatly accelerated in the pas t.”  “Radiometric dating 
is unreliable.” Similar statements are commonly hea rd from young-earth 

creation advocates these days. How do we take these  claims? Are they based on 
real evidence? They sound so convinced – can it rea lly be true that a young earth 
is proven? (Or is this a case of the truism: “repea t something often enough, and 
people will start to believe it”?)  
 
The RATE Project (Radioisotopes and the Age of the Earth) was sponsored by 
the Institute for Creation Research (ICR) and other  young-earth creationists in 
recent years. The purpose was to study the problem,  in their view, of dating 
methods that show an ancient earth and universe. 
 
This article is not going to delve into the details  of radiometric (isotope) dating, 
since that is dealt with elsewhere by more capable people. (See resource list be-
low.) But I am going to give a few observations tha t may help you think about 
the issues a little more clearly. 
 
The claim is often asserted that the radiometric da ting relied upon by conven-
tional scientists to date the earth and the univers e is flawed, and really shows a 
young earth. It is repeated so frequently that non- scientist Christians have no 
reason not to believe it, since it can be a highly technical subject to understand 
the details of.  Thus, people are left with the cho ice of deciding who to trust 
more – the young-earth scientists who, after all, a re supporting the Bible, or 
“evolutionary” scientists who believe the evidence shows an old earth and uni-
verse. 
 
It is often stated that the dating is based on seve ral assumptions that are easily 
proven unreliable. They say that conventional scien tists are biased to interpret 
everything according to a long time scale, and ther efore too easily accept flawed 
data resulting from these assumptions.  In a way, t his is implying that scientists 
are acting dishonestly and are not being careful en ough.  Looking into the de-
tails, however, reveals that over the 50+ years tha t radiometric dating has been 
used, it has been continually refined, tested, and calibrated so that accuracy has 
been greatly improved.  Multiple different tests ca n be performed on the same 
rock samples, some methods are self-checking, and s ome don’t even rely on the 

 
(Continued on page 6) 
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“assumptions” attributed to the dating. In addition , there are many cross-checks 
from dating methods that don’t even use radioactive  decay, such as ice cores, 
tree rings, and varves (cyclical deposition of sedi ments). Tests have even been 
done on whether decay rates can be changed in respo nse to outside conditions 
placed on the isotope that decays, but only miniscu le changes of a percent or 
two have ever been achieved. 
 
Turning to the accelerated decay issue, what is the  evidence that young-earth 
proponents rely on for their statement that massive  amounts of radioactive de-
cay occurred at the time of creation and/or the Flo od?  Basically, there is none! 
This conclusion is driven by their worldview and pr esuppositions that state that 
“the Bible teaches the earth is young”.  Since the RATE Project concluded that 
radioactive decay really has occurred in amounts th at make the earth look  bil-
lions of years old, contrary to some prior assertio ns, they have to account for 
how it happened in a shortened time frame. Therefor e it must have happened 
quickly during times of upheaval in the earth’s pas t, such as at the time of the 
Flood.  This scenario brings up other problems thou gh, such as what happened 
to all the heat that fast radioactive decay would p roduce, with rates millions of 
times faster than those of today. The only proposed  solutions so far involve in-
voking some type of divine intervention, which show s they really have no scien-
tific answer. [see “RATE in Review—Unsolved Problem s” below] 
 
Here are some resources and papers on the internet that deal with the subject 
for those who want more details. 
 
From the young-earth viewpoint: 
 
ICR articles and book  
            
           RATE in Review (10-1-2007) 
           <www.icr.org/article/3986/> 
 
           RATE in Review – Reading Genesis as Hist ory (11-01-2007) 
           <www.icr.org/article/3985/> 
 
           RATE in review – Unresolved Problems (12 -1-2007) 
           <www.icr.org/article/3983/> 
 
           RATE Results vol. 1 (technical) 
           <www.icr.org/i/pdf/research/rate-all.pdf > 

(Continued on page 7) 
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From an old-earth viewpoint:  
 
           Do the RATE Findings Negate Mainstream S cience?, parts 1 & 2,  
           Greg Moore, RTB Seattle Newsletter, July  & Aug. 2007 
           <www.reasons.org/chapters/seattle/newsle tters/200707/200707.pdf> 
           <www.reasons.org/chapters/seattle/newsle tters/200708/200708.pdf> 
 
           How Old is It? How Do We Know? A Review of Dating Methods , parts 1-3,  
           Davis A. Young 
           <www.asa3.org/ASA/PSCF/2006/PSCF12-06You ng.pdf> 
           <www.asa3.org/ASA/PSCF/2007/PSCF3-07Youn g.pdf> 
           <www.asa3.org/ASA/PSCF/2007/PSCF6-07Youn g.pdf> 
 
           Radiometric Dating, a Christian Perspect ive, by  Roger Wiens 
           <asa.calvin.edu/ASA/resources/Wiens.html #age> 
 
           The Dynamics of Dating , by Roger Wiens 
           <www.reasons.org/resources/publications/ facts-faith/2001issue07> 
           (less technical version of previous pape r, on RTB site) 
 
           RATE Project index , Answers in Creation website 
           <www.answersincreation.org/rate_index.ht m> 
 
           A Matter of Days , by Hugh Ross, chapters 14-16. 
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“Creativity implies a creator, an active and consci ous mind purposely 
fashioning something the world has not seen before – or so we often 
think. Yet to biologists, the most creative force o n Earth – the world’s 
finest sculptor, painter, and biotech inventor roll ed into one – is evolu-
tion itself, a process that’s completely void of an y directing intelli-
gence. When Darwin first proposed his theory of nat ural selection, 
many refused to accept it precisely because of this  attribute; they sim-
ply could not swallow the idea that blind, slow cha nge over the course 
of millennia could create brains, bodies – Life its elf.” 
 
—Paul Hoffman, Discover magazine, Oct. 1996, p. 6. 
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Now Here is Dr. Hugh Ross’ new 
book, More than a Theory: Re-
vealing a Testable Model for 
Creation , published by Baker 
Books. With this year marking the 
200th  birthday of Charles Darwin, 
and the 150 th  anniversary of the 
publication of On the Origin of 
Species, there will be many Darwin celebrations 
throughout the year, as well as continuing attacks 
on Christians from the “New Atheists”.  In this 
book, Dr. Ross offers a testable creation model, di s-
cusses what is good science, responds to the athe-
ists’ challenges, and offers Christians the knowl-
edge they need to defend the God of the Bible as 
Creator .  
 
New! What Darwin Didn’t Know is 
a booklet by Dr. Fazale Rana and Dr. 
Hugh Ross on the occasion of Darwin’s 
200th birthday and the 150th anniver-
sary of the publication of Origin of 
Species. The focus is on the scientific 
discoveries since Darwin’s time that 
throw doubt on the theory of evolution.  
 
Who’s Afraid of the  
Multiverse?  
by Dr. Jeff Zweerink, 2008. 
 
Do other worlds exist beyond the ob-
servable universe? If we do live in 
what scientists call a multiverse, 
doesn’t this rule out the necessity of a 
Creator? In this booklet, astrophysi-
cist Jeff Zweerink tackles these questions and 
many more as he explains this increasingly popular 
view of the universe. He provides readable explana-
tions of: 
   * the four basic multiverse models 
   *observational and theoretical evidence for the 
multiverse 
   *the models' impact on the cosmological and 
teleological arguments for God's existence 
   *scientific and philosophical criticisms of the 
multiverse 
   *a biblical response to the multiverse and more.  
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This booklet seeks to demystify the multiverse so 
that Christians can address skeptics' concerns with  
gentleness and respect—and without 
fear. 
 
Why the Universe is the Way it is  
by Dr. Hugh Ross, Baker Books, 2008. 
 
With the Bible in one hand and the 
latest scientific findings in the other,  
Dr. Ross tackles many of our most 
pressing cosmic "whys". Questions 
such as, If God made the universe, 
why: 
    * is it so vast? 
    * wait to bring humans onto the scene? 
    * allow decay and death to be part of it? 
    * let one man and one woman ruin it for every        
one? 
    * should I believe my life has any real meaning ? 
    * should I get excited about anything beyond 
what I can see? 
 
The same God who created the universe gave hu-
mans the intellect and curiosity to explore it. Dr.  
Ross leads the exploration by showing how cutting-
edge research and key biblical principles agree. Th is 
book is not highly technical and is suitable for al -
most anyone. 
 
Dual Revelation: God’s Word, 
God’s World  
<www.dualrevelation.com> 
 
This 60 minute docudrama discusses 
the harmony between God’s works in 
nature and His words in the Bible, using both pro-
vocative drama and input from knowledgeable 
scholars. Flyers, posters, trailers, and ordering i n-
formation are available at the website. 
 
The Bigger Picture on Creation  
by Krista Bontrager, Reasons To  
Believe, 2008. 
<www.readthebiggerpicture.com> 
 
This is a seven lesson study guide on 

(Continued on page 9) 
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Genesis One for individuals or groups.  Avail-
able for download are flyers, posters, notes for 
the DVD videos, and a podcast . The eight epi-
sodes of the podcast feature interviews with 
the person appearing on the DVD segment for 
each lesson, and deal with questions that are 
likely to come up during the study.   
 
The Cell’s Design: How 
Chemistry Reveals the 
Creator’s Artistry  
by Dr. Fazale Rana,  Baker 
Books, 2008. 
<www.cellsdesign.com> 
 
Download a sample chapter from the book, 
book flyers and posters, and the Cell’s Design 
podcast, of which 14 episodes are available.  
 
All these resources are available through the 
Reasons To Believe store at: 
<store.reasons.org> 
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
New!  
The internet radio broadcast Creation Up-
date  has  been replaced by three podcasts:   
 
Science News Flash  will con-
tinue to cover headline-making 
science news, as well as signifi-
cant discoveries that didn’t make 
the news. Ken Samples has a 
new podcast entitled Straight 
Thinking , dealing with philoso-
phical and theological issues.  
Listener contributions are in-
vited for a question-and-answer 
podcast called “I didn’t know 
that” . Questions may be sub-
mitted at the email address: 
<ask@reasons.org>.  
 
These podcasts, as well as those 
for the books mentioned above, 
are all available on a single 
page on the new RTB website:  
<www.reasons.org/resources/radio-broadcasts-
and-podcasts> 

 
Magazine articles  
Several print articles by RTB scholars or staff 
have been published in magazines recently. 
Online versions are available here: 
 
Celebration of Creation , parts 1 & 2 
<tinyurl.com/cacofl> 
<tinyurl.com/cthdad> 
 
Bringing Creation into the Classroom 
<tinyurl.com/cyo3pt> 

 
 
 
 
 

What Darwin Didn’t Know  
<www.charismanow.com/index.php/
component/content/article/18474/18474>  
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
 
Sneak Peek  
The Resaons Academy 
course for high schoolers, 
Good Science, Good Faith, 
will soon be released in 
print form as curriculum, 
written by Krista Bon-
trager.  Stay tuned for de-
tails. 
 
<www.reasons.org/learning/reasons-academy> 
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
 
News  
If you use Facebook , look for and join the 
RTB Global Community (nearing 230 mem-
bers), and become friends with WNY Apolo-
getics.  
 
WNY Apologetics will be sponsoring an 
apologetics conference on Saturday, May 9, at 
Amherst Baptist Church, Amherst, N.Y. The 
subject is: “Does God Matter? Defending the 
Christian Faith in the 21st Century.” For more 
details visit:  <wnyapologetics.org>  
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   rtb@rochester.rr.com 
585.293.3699 

 
Mailing Address: 

904 Savage Rd. 
Churchville, NY 14428 

 
Network Coordinator: Jim Reveerts  

jreevert@rochester.rr.com 
 

Team Members :  
John Prouty 

   jprouty@rhnet.org 
 

 Virginia Peterson  
vtpeterson@prodigy.net 

 
Rick Kinde 

   rickanbev@frontiernet.net 
 

Glenn Merrill 
gmerrill@hotmail.com 

www.reasons.org 
800.482.7836 

Feedback : Do you have questions or comments on an article 
or suggestions for future issues? 

   
Write to Jim at <jreevert@rochester.rr.com> or 

Virginia at <vtpeterson@prodigy.net> 

Next issue: May-June 2009 


