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Apologetics Course 

Lesson Four 
Defending Genesis & the Flood 

 

• Why it Matters – the Stakes 

• Our Objectives 

• Defending Genesis & the Flood 
o Flood Stories all around the world 

• The 10 Evidences (“Nodes”) 

• Tactics Questions 

• Labs Workshop 

• Noah’s Ark  
o Seaworthiness 
o Species vs Kinds 

• Key Scholars – References 

 

 
 

WHY IT MATTERS 

THE THEOLOGICAL STAKES OF DEFENDING GENESIS 

Why Scientific Feasibility Is a Theological Issue, Not Just an Academic One 

 

"If the foundations are destroyed, what can the righteous do?" 

Psalm 11:3 

 

When we defend the scientific feasibility of Genesis and the flood, we are not merely defending a story about a boat or a 

garden. We are defending the historical ground on which the entire Gospel stands. The theological implications reach 

from the first verse of the Bible to the last — touching the doctrine of God, the nature of sin, the logic of atonement, the 

authority of Christ, and the coherence of the Christian worldview as a whole. 

IMPLICATION 1: THE INTEGRITY OF THE GOSPEL ITSELF 
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Paul in Romans 5 and 1 Corinthians 15 grounds the entire meaning of Christ's death and resurrection in the 

historical reality of Adam's fall: "As in Adam all die, so in Christ all shall be made alive." This is not poetry — 

it is a logical argument with a premise and a conclusion. 

If Adam is a literary device rather than a historical figure — if there was no real fall, no real curse, no real entry of sin 

and death into creation — then the question must be asked: what exactly did Christ come to reverse? The 

atonement loses its logical anchor. You cannot have a Redeemer without something that needed redeeming, and 

Genesis defines specifically what that something is. 

The chain:  

Real creation → Real fall → Real curse → Real need for redemption  

→ Real atonement → Real resurrection 

Remove the first link and the chain has nothing to hang from. 

 

 

IMPLICATION 2: THE CHARACTER OF GOD 

Genesis declares that God looked at everything He had made and called it "very good." This is a theological 

statement about the character of creation before the fall. The flood, and the geological record it produced, 

matters here because of what it says about God's design. 

Key question: If death and suffering predate the fall by millions of years, can they still be meaningfully described 

as the consequence of sin? And if not, what does Romans 8's description of creation "groaning" actually mean? 

INSTRUCTOR'S NOTE — A Personal Theological Position 
I hold the view that death before the fall —suffering and extinction predating Adam's sin — is theologically 

untenable and inconsistent with Paul's theology in Romans 5 and 8. This view is noted here as a personal 

conviction and is not the primary focus of this course. You are encouraged to examine the full theological weight 

of the old earth position carefully rather than assuming it is theologically neutral. 

 

IMPLICATION 3: THE TRUSTWORTHINESS OF SCRIPTURE AND THE AUTHORITY OF CHRIST 

Jesus treated Genesis as straightforward history. He referenced Adam and Eve in Matthew 19 when 

discussing marriage. He referenced Noah and the flood in Matthew 24 as a real historical event used to 

describe the conditions preceding His return. He referenced Abel in Luke 11 as a real historical figure 

whose blood was shed. He never treated Genesis as myth, allegory, or pre-scientific legend. 

 

Jesus on Adam & Eve Jesus on Noah's Flood 
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"Have you not read that He who created them 

from the beginning made them male and 

female?" — Matthew 19:4 

"As it was in the days of Noah, so it will be at the 

coming of the Son of Man." — Matthew 24:37 

 

 

IMPLICATION 4: THE FLOOD AS THEOLOGICAL PRECEDENT FOR JUDGMENT 

Peter uses the global flood in 2 Peter 3 as the direct theological precedent for the coming final judgment: "By water 

the world of that time was deluged and destroyed. By the same word the present heavens and earth are reserved 

for fire, being kept for the day of judgment." The argument only works if the flood was a real, global, total judgment 

event. 

If the flood was local, or legendary, or merely a cultural memory of regional flooding, then Peter's argument 

collapses. A local flood cannot serve as the prototype for global cosmic judgment. The theological force of the flood 

as a warning about future judgment depends entirely on the flood having been what Genesis says it was — a 

worldwide catastrophic act of divine justice from which only those in the ark were saved. 

 

Apologetic bridge: The flood is not merely ancient history. It is the biblical pattern for 

how God judges sin on a cosmic scale and saves through a specific means of grace. 

Domesticate the flood and you domesticate the judgment it foreshadows — and 

ultimately the urgency of the Gospel itself. 

 

 

IMPLICATION 5: THE COHERENCE OF THE ENTIRE BIBLICAL WORLDVIEW 

The Bible presents a single unified narrative: Creation → Fall → Redemption → Restoration. Each part requires the 

others to be historically real. The narrative is load-bearing from its first page to its last — if any structural element is 

removed, the rest loses its meaning. 

 

CREATION 

Genesis 1-2 

God made it good. Man 

was made in His image. 

There was a real 

beginning. 

FALL 

Genesis 3 + Flood 

Sin entered. Death 

came. Judgment 

followed. The world 

is broken. 

REDEMPTION 

Gospels / Paul 

Christ reverses the 

curse. The second 

Adam succeeds 

where the first failed. 

RESTORATION 

Revelation 21-22 

No more curse. No more 

death. Creation restored 

to what it was meant to 

be. 

If Creation is myth, the Fall has no context. If the Fall is myth, Redemption has no purpose. If Redemption is 

unnecessary, the Resurrection is merely inspiring rather than essential. If Restoration is just metaphor, 
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eternity has no content. Every piece is load-bearing. This is why defending the historical Genesis is not a 

side issue for specialists — it is a defense of the structural integrity of the entire Gospel message. 

 

 

 

THE BOTTOM LINE FOR APOLOGETICS 

When you defend the flood as scientifically feasible, you are not just defending a story. You are defending: 

• The historical ground on which the Gospel stands 

• The logical coherence of the atonement — what Christ came to reverse 

• The character of God as one who declares creation "very good" before sin corrupted it 

• The authority and reliability of Jesus Christ, who treated Genesis as history 

• The theological force of divine judgment, of which the flood is the primary biblical prototype 

• The internal coherence of the entire biblical narrative from Genesis to Revelation 

 

The world we observe today — with its fossils, its suffering, its groaning — is not what God originally made. It is 

what sin produced. That is an entirely different picture of reality from the one secular geology offers, and the 

difference matters eternally. 

THE UNIVERSAL FLOOD 
Why Does Every Culture Remember the Same Event? 

More than 300 separate cultures — on every inhabited continent — preserve an ancient story of a catastrophic global 

flood. These civilizations had no ships, no internet, no shared libraries. Many never met. And yet from the jungles of 

Mesoamerica to the highlands of ancient Greece, from the banks of the Euphrates to the foothills of the Himalayas, 

humanity tells the same story: the world was judged by water, a chosen family was saved, and life began again. 

Consider the statistical weight of that. If the flood were merely a local legend invented by one group, we would expect 

neighboring cultures to share it — trade routes and migration explain regional borrowing. But flood narratives appear in 

ancient China, indigenous Australia, pre-Columbian America, Polynesia, sub-Saharan Africa, and Bronze Age 

Mesopotamia. The sheer breadth demands an explanation beyond coincidence. 

Scholars have proposed that shared geography (everyone lives near water) or universal archetypes (floods symbolize 

judgment) can account for this. But notice what these explanations cannot answer: why a flood, and nothing else? If 

storytelling alone drove this, we would expect equal numbers of world-ending earthquakes, plagues, or fires in the 

mythological record. We do not find that. The flood stands alone as a singular, near-universal memory. 

 "If the Flood were myth, why do cultures with no contact — separated by oceans, centuries, and 

continents — all remember a boat, a remnant family, divine judgment, and a new beginning? Myths 

drift and diversify. Memories of real events converge." 
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SIDE-BY-SIDE: KEY ELEMENTS ACROSS FOUR TRADITIONS 

Element Noah (Genesis 6-9) Gilgamesh 

(Babylon) 

Manu (Hindu) Deucalion (Greece) 

Righteous hero chosen Noah — blameless 

man 

Utnapishtim — 

favored by Ea 

Manu — pious sage Deucalion — son of 

Prometheus 

Divine warning given God speaks directly 

to Noah 

God Ea warns in a 

dream 

A fish (Vishnu) 

warns Manu 

Prometheus warns 

his son 

Vessel built for escape Massive rectangular 

ark 

Large cube-shaped 

boat 

A boat towed by a 

fish 

A large chest or ark 

Animals preserved Two of every kind All living creatures Seeds of all life Varies by source 

Waters recede; land 

found 

Rests on Mt. Ararat Lands on Mt. Nisir Towed to a northern 

peak 

Lands on Mt. 

Parnassus 

Birds sent as scouts Raven then dove (x3) Dove, swallow, 

raven 

Not specified Not specified 

Sacrifice/worship after Noah builds an altar Utnapishtim 

sacrifices 

Manu offers 

oblations 

They pray at 

Themis shrine 

New covenant/blessing Rainbow; God's 

promise 

Granted immortality Manu repopulates 

earth 

Stones become 

new humans 

 

What Does This Tell Us? 

The convergence of these narratives is not evidence of ancient plagiarism — it is evidence of ancient memory. Myths 

invented by separate cultures to explain natural phenomena do not converge on the same details: a specific family 

chosen for righteousness, a large vessel built in advance, animals taken aboard, birds sent to find land, and worship 

offered immediately after. Those are not archetypes. Those are eyewitness details. 

The biblical account stands apart from all others in one critical way: it alone frames the flood not as capricious divine 

irritation (Babylon’s gods were annoyed by human noise) or cosmic inevitability (the Hindu cycle of dissolution), but as a 

morally coherent act of a just God who also makes provision for mercy. That distinction — judgment tempered by 

grace, wrath paired with rescue — is the heartbeat of the entire biblical narrative, from Noah’s ark to the cross. 

Sources: Alan Dundes, The Flood Myth (1988)  •  Nick Liguori, Echoes of Ararat (2021)  •  Epic of Gilgamesh, tablet XI  •  

Shatapatha Brahmana  •  Hesiod & Ovid, Deucalion accounts 
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DEFENDING GENESIS AND THE FLOOD 

KEY TERMINOLOGY 

TERMS TO KNOW 

YEC — Young Earth Creationist 

OEC — Old Earth Creationist 

CPT — Catastrophic Plate Tectonics (Baumgardner) 

ASC — Anisotropic Synchrony Convention (Lisle) 

Min — Hebrew for "kind" (biblical taxonomy) 

RATE — Radioisotopes and the Age of the Earth project 

Baraminology — Science of identifying biblical kinds 

Polystrate — Fossil spanning multiple rock layers 

 

PART ONE 

THE TEN EVIDENCE “NODES” 

Examining the Geological and Cosmological Record 

 

For each evidence below, read the DATA (what we observe), the YEC interpretation (Young Earth), the OEC counter-

interpretation (Old Earth), and the KEY TENSION — the question that determines which view better fits the evidence. 

Color coding: Green = YEC favored | Amber = OEC favored | Red = Contested 

 

1 RAPID vs. GRADUAL SEDIMENTATION  [YEC] 

DATA Sedimentary layers show uniform grain size, rapid consolidation, and continental-scale lateral extent across multiple continents. 

YEC 
Global flood deposited these layers in weeks to months. The uniformity and vast extent demand a single catastrophic event, not thousands 

of separate local processes. 

OEC 
Turbidity currents and submarine flows can deposit uniform sediments over wide areas. Seasonal flooding patterns over millions of years 

create similar layer patterns. 

TENSION 
Does OEC adequately account for continental-scale uniformity without invoking a global event? Multiplying separate events across 

enormous timescales is special pleading. One flood is the simpler explanation. 

 

2 BENT LAYERS WITHOUT FRACTURING  [YEC] 

DATA 
Rock layers are sharply folded and bent — sometimes nearly 90 degrees — without fracturing, cracking, or showing weathering between 

the folds. 
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YEC 
Layers were still soft and pliable when bent, folded shortly after deposition while saturated with water — consistent with rapid, recent 

flood formation. 

OEC Given sufficient pressure, heat, and depth, even hardened rock can deform plastically through ductile deformation without fracturing. 

TENSION 
Ductile deformation requires heat and depth conditions not evident in surface layers. Cold rock fractures. No fracturing strongly implies 

the layers were still soft when bent. 

 

3 FOSSIL DISTRIBUTION AND SORTING  [CONTESTED] 

DATA 
Fossils are organized by type, size, and complexity across sedimentary layers — simpler organisms lower, more complex upper — with 

remarkably consistent global patterns. 

YEC 
Hydrodynamic sorting during catastrophic flooding separated organisms by density, size, and mobility. The sorting reflects physics of fluid 

dynamics, not evolutionary time. 

OEC Evolutionary progression and ecological zonation explain the ordering — simpler organisms evolved first, more complex later. 

TENSION 
Hydrodynamic sorting is a demonstrable physical process. Whether evolutionary ordering alone produces this level of consistent global 

stratification is debated. Genuine interpretive tie. 

 

4 POLYSTRATE FOSSILS  [YEC] 

DATA 
Fossilized tree trunks, whale carcasses, and other organisms penetrate vertically through multiple distinct sedimentary layers — 

sometimes 20-30 feet of strata. 

YEC 
All surrounding layers formed rapidly, burying the organism before it could decompose. A tree cannot stand undecayed for thousands of 

years waiting for layers to accumulate. 

OEC 
Organisms were transported and redeposited upright, or layers formed quickly around a standing tree via locally accelerated deposition 

rates. 

TENSION 
If layers took millions of years, why no decomposition? Global prevalence of polystrate fossils demands a global rapid cause. OEC requires 

special pleading for each occurrence. 

 

5 FOOTPRINTS AND TRACKWAYS CROSSING LAYER BOUNDARIES  [YEC] 

DATA 
Animal footprints and trackways cross from one sedimentary layer into another, pressing through layers below and preserved through 

layers above. 

YEC 
Rapid deposition meant the next layer buried footprints before erosion or weathering could erase them — animals moving through freshly 

deposited flood sediment. 

OEC 
Footprints made on consolidated surfaces were rapidly buried by the next depositional event — local storms or floods could produce the 

same effect. 

TENSION 
OEC concedes rapid burial is required. The global pattern of such preservation events points to one global cause, not countless 

independent local ones. 
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6 RADIOMETRIC DATING ASSUMPTIONS  [CONTESTED] 

DATA 
Radiometric methods (uranium-lead, potassium-argon, carbon-14) assign ages of millions to billions of years. Mt. St. Helens lava was dated 

at millions of years old — though it formed in 1980. 

YEC 
Three unverifiable assumptions: (1) known initial isotope ratios, (2) closed system with no contamination, (3) constant decay rates. The 

RATE project found evidence of accelerated decay in the past. 

OEC 
Multiple independent radiometric methods consistently cross-validate one another and are calibrated against astronomical data. The 

convergence of methods strongly supports reliability. 

TENSION 
Convergence of independent methods is genuine evidence — OEC's strongest pillar. YEC must account for all systems simultaneously. The 

Mt. St. Helens example demonstrates that assumptions about initial conditions can produce wildly inaccurate dates. Both sides have 

technical arguments; honest engagement is required. 

 

7 SOFT TISSUE IN DINOSAUR BONES (SCHWEITZER)  [YEC] 

DATA 
Paleontologist Mary Schweitzer discovered intact soft tissue, flexible blood vessels, red blood cells, and original proteins (collagen, 

hemoglobin) inside T. rex bones dated to 65-80 million years ago. 

YEC 
Biological soft tissue cannot survive 65+ million years under any known conditions. Collagen half-life: at most ~100,000 years. Intact 

organic material is direct evidence of recent burial — consistent with post-flood burial thousands of years ago. 

OEC 
Iron from hemoglobin may act as a cross-linking preservative, stabilizing tissue far beyond normal decay rates. Schweitzer herself accepts 

conventional dating and proposes iron-mediated preservation. 

TENSION 
Iron preservation at million-year timescales is experimentally unverified. No lab study has demonstrated flexible tissue survival at this 

scale. Most straightforward interpretation of intact biology: recent burial. 

 

8 CATASTROPHIC PLATE TECTONICS, IMPACT CRATERS, AND THE MID-ATLANTIC RIDGE  [CONTESTED] 

DATA 
The Mid-Atlantic Ridge (10,000 miles) formed by seafloor spreading. Chicxulub crater (Yucatan, 180km wide) and Hiawatha crater 

(Greenland, 31km wide) are massive confirmed impacts. Continents show clear evidence of once being joined as Pangea. Mid-Atlantic 

ridges show no erosion — consistent with recent formation. 

YEC 
John Baumgardner's Catastrophic Plate Tectonics (CPT): massive impacts ruptured Pangea at the onset of the flood, triggering runaway 

subduction and rapid seafloor spreading within the flood year. Superheated ocean water drove the "fountains of the great deep." 

Chicxulub is reframed as flood-associated, not 66 million years separate. 

OEC 
Chicxulub and Pangea breakup are independently dated as separate events by 100+ million years. GPS confirms current spreading rates of 

2-5 cm/yr. Hiawatha crater dated to ~800,000 years ago — long after Pangea separated. 

TENSION 
CPT is a coherent unified catastrophic sequence that OEC must take seriously. Heat dissipation from runaway subduction remains YEC's 

unsolved technical challenge. However, OEC must explain why multiple independent catastrophic events cluster in the record looking like 

one episode. Upgraded from OEC-favored to CONTESTED. 
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9 CONTINENTAL-SCALE UNIFORMITY OF DEPOSITS  [YEC] 

DATA 
Strikingly similar sedimentary formations, fossil assemblages, and geological sequences found across multiple continents and ocean 

floors, matching in composition, thickness, and sequence. 

YEC 
A global flood naturally produced globally uniform deposits in a single catastrophic episode. The Tapeats Sandstone has correlating 

formations across N. America, Europe, and beyond — best explained by one global event. 

OEC 
Similar environmental conditions across once-connected continents created similar deposits over geological time. Plate tectonics explains 

matching geology across formerly joined landmasses. 

TENSION 
Plate tectonics explains connected continents, not matching deposits across currently separated ocean basins. YEC's single global cause is 

more economical than reconstructing thousands of separate but mysteriously similar events. 

 

10 COSMIC EXPANSION AND DISTANT STARLIGHT (LISLE / ASC MODEL)  [OEC] 

DATA 
The observable universe is ~93 billion light-years in diameter. Hubble's Law and redshift indicate expansion from a Big Bang ~13.8 billion 

years ago. If the universe is thousands of years old, how is light from billions of light-years away already visible? 

YEC 

Dr. Jason Lisle's Anisotropic Synchrony Convention (ASC): Einstein's relativity only measures two-way speed of light — the one-way speed 

is unmeasured. If instantaneous toward observer, Day 4 starlight arrives without billions of years travel. Also: Isaiah 40:22 / Job 9:8 — 

God "stretched out the heavens" is consistent with expansion. Humphreys and Hartnett propose white hole cosmology and gravitational 

time dilation. 

OEC 
Universe expansion, cosmic microwave background, and redshift converge on 13.8 billion years. Parallax, Cepheid variables, and Type Ia 

supernovae independently confirm vast distances without relying solely on light travel assumptions. 

TENSION 
ASC is mathematically valid — the one-way speed of light is genuinely unmeasured even in secular physics. Critics argue it is definitional 

rather than physical. Multiple independent distance methods converge on the same timescale, which is a genuine challenge. YEC 

cosmology is active but unresolved. Honest intellectual engagement required. 

 

SUMMARY ASSESSMENT 
 

Across these ten evidence nodes, a consistent pattern emerges: the young earth model offers a single, unified causal 

mechanism — a global catastrophic flood triggered by massive extraterrestrial impacts, runaway plate tectonics, and 

rapid continental reconfiguration — that accounts for all geological categories simultaneously. The old earth model must 

invoke separate, unrelated catastrophic events spread across hundreds of millions of years that taken together look 

remarkably like a single unified catastrophe. 

 

The strongest YEC evidence nodes: Bent Layers Without Fracturing (2), Polystrate Fossils (4), Schweitzer Soft Tissue (7), 

and Continental-Scale Uniformity (9). The most significant challenges to YEC: Radiometric Dating (6) and Distant Starlight 

(10) — both areas of active research. Node 8 (Plate Tectonics / Impacts) upgraded from OEC-favored to CONTESTED on 

the strength of the unified CPT + impact trigger model. 
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# EVIDENCE NODE FAVORS RATIONALE 

1 Rapid vs. Gradual Sedimentation YEC Continental-scale uniformity demands a single catastrophic cause. OEC requires thousands of 

unrelated processes producing near-identical results. 

2 Bent Layers Without Fracturing YEC Unfractured folded strata near the surface with no evidence of required heat or depth. Cold rock 

fractures. These did not. 

3 Fossil Distribution and Sorting CONTESTED Hydrodynamic sorting favors YEC physically; evolutionary zonation has genuine explanatory power. 

Genuine interpretive tie. 

4 Polystrate Fossils YEC Organic material cannot survive millions of years without decomposition. Global prevalence 

strongly favors rapid simultaneous burial. 

5 Footprints Crossing Layer 

Boundaries 
YEC OEC concedes rapid burial is required. The global pattern points to one global cause, not countless 

local events. 

6 Radiometric Dating Assumptions CONTESTED Convergence of independent methods is OEC's strongest pillar. Mt. St. Helens demonstrates 

assumption failures. Active debate on both sides. 

7 Soft Tissue in Dinosaur Bones YEC No lab study demonstrates iron-mediated preservation at million-year scales. Intact biology = 

recent burial. 

8 CPT, Impact Craters, Mid-Atlantic 

Ridge 
CONTESTED Unified CPT + impact model is coherent. Heat dissipation unsolved for YEC. But clustered 

catastrophes look like one event. Upgraded: CONTESTED. 

9 Continental-Scale Uniformity YEC Matching deposits across separated ocean basins favor a single global event over thousands of 

coincidental processes. 

10 Cosmic Expansion / Distant 

Starlight 
OEC ASC is mathematically valid but disputed as definitional. Multiple independent distance methods 

converge on same timescale. 

 

TOTALS: 

6 / 10 

Nodes Favor YEC 

1 / 10 

Nodes Favor OEC 

3 / 10 

Genuinely Contested 

 

PART TWO 

TACTICS QUESTIONS 

Using the Columbo Method Across Each Evidence Category 

 

 

TOPIC 1: Sedimentation & Bent Layers 

Columbo Question 1 (Clarify): "What do you mean when you say rock layers formed over millions of years?" 

Columbo Question 2 (Challenge): "How did you come to that conclusion?" 
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Follow-up (Introduce Evidence): If these layers formed slowly, how do you explain that the same formations appear unchanged across 

multiple continents — and that bent layers show no fracturing, weathering, or time gaps between folds? 

Burden Shift: OEC must explain why slow processes produce results identical to what catastrophic deposition would produce. 

 

TOPIC 2: Polystrate Fossils 

Columbo Question 1 (Clarify): "What do you mean when you say fossils form slowly over thousands of years?" 

Columbo Question 2 (Challenge): "How does your model explain a fossilized tree standing upright through 30 feet of rock layers?" 

Follow-up (Introduce Evidence): How long did that tree stand there decomposing while waiting for each layer to form? Can organic 

material survive long enough for that explanation to work? 

Burden Shift: OEC must explain the absence of decomposition in organisms spanning multiple layers globally. 

 

TOPIC 3: Radiometric Dating 

Columbo Question 1 (Clarify): "What do you mean when you say this rock is millions of years old?" 

Columbo Question 2 (Challenge): "What assumptions does that dating method rely on — and how do we know those assumptions are 

valid?" 

Follow-up (Introduce Evidence): If Mt. St. Helens rock formed in 1980 can date to millions of years old, what does that tell us about the 

reliability of the assumptions baked into the method? 

Burden Shift: OEC must defend all three assumptions simultaneously: known initial conditions, closed system, constant decay rates. 

 

TOPIC 4: Soft Tissue (Schweitzer) 

Columbo Question 1 (Clarify): "What do you mean when you say dinosaur bones are 65 million years old?" 

Columbo Question 2 (Challenge): "How do you account for intact flexible blood vessels and original proteins found inside those 

bones?" 

Follow-up (Introduce Evidence): What is the maximum known preservation time for collagen under any conditions — and how does 

that compare to 65 million years? 

Burden Shift: OEC must demonstrate iron-mediated preservation works at million-year timescales — currently experimentally 

unverified. 
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TOPIC 5: Kinds vs. Species 

Columbo Question 1 (Clarify): "What do you mean when you say the ark couldn't hold all the animals?" 

Columbo Question 2 (Challenge): "How did you arrive at the number 8.7 million — and is that the number Genesis actually uses?" 

Follow-up (Introduce Evidence): If one pair of dogs can produce wolves, coyotes, jackals, foxes, and 400+ domestic breeds in recorded 

human history, why couldn't a smaller number of created kinds diversify into modern species after a global flood? 

Burden Shift: The objector must defend that "species" is the biblical category — a concept that didn't exist until 1735 AD. 

 

PART THREE 

LAB EXERCISE 

Practicing the Tactics in Real Conversation Scenarios 

 

LAB INSTRUCTIONS 

Work in pairs. One person plays the skeptic (using the scenario below), one person practices the Columbo 

Tactic. Switch roles after each scenario. The goal is NOT to have all the answers — it is to practice staying in 

question mode, listening well, and identifying the hidden assumption before offering the evidence. 

Remember: A good question is worth more than a perfect lecture. If you find yourself talking more than 

asking, stop and ask another question. 

 

SCENARIO A: The Skeptical Friend 

THE OBJECTION: 

"Your friend says: "I took geology in college and they showed us that rock layers take millions of years to form. The Grand 

Canyon is proof the earth is old. How can you believe the Bible is true if science says otherwise?"" 

Using the Columbo Tactic, respond to your friend without immediately launching into a lecture. Your goal is to ask questions that 

make them think — not to defeat them. 

 

1.  What is your Columbo Question 1 (clarification)? 

 

 

 

2.  What is your Columbo Question 2 (what is it based on)? 
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3.  Which of the 10 evidence nodes would you introduce first, and why? 

 

 

 

4.  What is the key tension point you would leave them thinking about? 

 

 

 

 

SCENARIO B: The "Animals on the Ark" Objection 

THE OBJECTION: 

"A coworker says: "There are 8.7 million species on Earth. There's no way Noah could fit them all on a boat. The whole story is 

ridiculous."" 

Without getting defensive, use clarifying questions to expose the category error in the objection before explaining the kinds vs. 

species distinction. 

 

1.  What clarifying question reveals the hidden assumption in this objection? 

 

 

 

2.  How would you explain min (kind) vs. species in one sentence? 

 

 

 

3.  What real-world example (from observed biology) would you use to make the post-flood diversification argument? 

 

 

 

4.  How does the Korean Vessel (KRISO) study strengthen the case for the ark's feasibility? 
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SCENARIO C: The Soft Tissue Discovery 

THE OBJECTION: 

"Your neighbor who teaches high school science says: "Mary Schweitzer found soft tissue in dinosaur bones, but she's a 

Christian, so of course she interprets it that way. The mainstream scientific community explained it with iron preservation."" 

Engage with intellectual curiosity — not argument. Draw out the implications of the iron preservation hypothesis through 

questions. 

 

1.  What Columbo question would you ask about the iron preservation hypothesis? 

 

 

 

2.  What is the burden of proof OEC must meet to make the iron preservation argument work? 

 

 

 

3.  How would you use Schweitzer's own secular credentials to strengthen the YEC case? 

 

 

 

4.  What is the most honest thing you could acknowledge about this evidence before making your argument? 

 

 

 

 

LAB DEBRIEF — GROUP DISCUSSION 
After completing the scenarios, discuss as a group: 

• Which objection felt hardest to respond to with questions rather than answers? 

• What hidden assumption did you find most surprising or powerful once you surfaced it? 

• Which of the 10 evidence nodes do you feel most equipped to use in a real conversation right now? 

• Where do you need to do more study before you would feel confident engaging this topic? 
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SUPPLEMENTAL REFERENCE 

NOAH'S ARK & KINDS VS. SPECIES 

 

NOAH'S ARK: SEAWORTHINESS 
The Korea Research Institute of Ships and Ocean Engineering (KRISO) — South Korea's premier naval engineering 

research body, responsible for certifying commercial ocean-going vessels — subjected the biblical ark dimensions to the 

same engineering standards applied to modern freighters. 

Biblical Dimensions 300 x 50 x 30 cubits = approx. 515 ft x 85 ft x 52 ft. Gross tonnage: ~43,000 GRT — comparable to 

a modern mid-sized ocean freighter. 

Length-to-Width Ratio 6:1 ratio (300:50 cubits) falls within the modern naval engineering optimal range for ocean-going 

stability (6:1 to 7:1). 

KRISO Finding: Stability The ark's proportions produced exceptional roll stability — resistant to capsizing in waves up to 

30 meters (100 feet) in height. 

KRISO Finding: Structural 

Integrity 
Hull form and dimensions provided sufficient structural strength for the loading conditions 

described in Genesis using ancient wooden construction techniques. 

KRISO Finding: Optimal 

Design 
Engineers noted the 6:1 ratio is within the optimal range for ocean-going vessels — extraordinary 

to arrive at without engineering knowledge or divine guidance. 

Carrying Capacity Equivalent to ~450 standard livestock railroad cars. At 8,000 animal kinds (16,000 animals), only 

~47% of the ark's space was needed (Woodmorappe). 

Apologetic Value KRISO was a secular professional institution with no theological stake. Their confirmation of 

seaworthiness carries weight precisely because it comes from outside the YEC community. 

 

KINDS VS. SPECIES: THE OBJECTION FAILS 
"Species" is a modern taxonomic category invented by Carl Linnaeus in 1735 AD — three thousand years after Genesis 

was written. Projecting this modern concept backward onto Genesis and then criticizing the text for failing to 

accommodate it is an anachronistic category error. 

 

Hebrew: Min The word "kind" in Genesis is min — appearing 31 times in biological contexts. It refers to groups that 

reproduce distinctly from other groups. It is never defined by species-level distinctions. 

The Category Error The objection "8.7 million species can't fit on the ark" assumes min = Linnaean species. This 

assumption is false. The question is not how many species but how many created kinds. 

How Many Kinds? Baraminology estimates 1,400–8,000 land animal kinds needed. Marine life (2.2M+ species) stayed in 

the ocean. Most insects survived on floating debris or as eggs. 
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Dog Kind One pair: wolves, coyotes, jackals, foxes, dingoes, and 400+ domestic dog breeds — all from one 

founding population in recorded human history. This is the ark model in action. 

Cat Kind Lions, tigers, leopards, cheetahs, cougars, domestic cats. Ligers and tigons (lion-tiger hybrids) 

demonstrate genetic continuity — they are the same created kind. 

Horse Kind Horses, donkeys, zebras. Zorses (zebra-horse) and mules (horse-donkey) confirm one original breeding 

population. What we call separate species is variation within one kind. 

Post-Flood Diversification Genetic bottleneck + geographic isolation = rapid intra-kind variation. Darwin's finches, African lake 

cichlids, and all domestic dog breeds demonstrate that rapid diversification within a kind is observable 

and documented. 

The Key Distinction Variation within a kind (observed, extensive, rapid) is NOT the same as transformation between kinds 

(never observed, never demonstrated). YEC affirms the former; it disputes the latter. 

 

 

KEY SCHOLARS & RESOURCES 

GEOLOGY / FLOOD 

John Baumgardner — CPT Model 

Andrew Snelling — Rock Layers 

John Woodmorappe — Ark 

Feasibility 

Walt Brown — Hydroplate Theory 

RATE Project — Radiometric Dating 

Answers in Genesis / ICR 

BIOLOGY / PALEONTOLOGY 

Mary Schweitzer — Soft Tissue 

Todd Wood — Baraminology 

KRISO — Ark Naval Engineering 

Genesis Apologetics — Dinosaurs 

Greg Koukl — Tactics (STR) 

answersingenesis.org 

COSMOLOGY / APOLOGETICS 

Jason Lisle — ASC / Starlight 

Russell Humphreys — White Hole 

John Hartnett — 5D Cosmology 

Frank Turek — CrossExamined.org 

Mike Winger — BibleThinker.org 

icr.org  |   

carm.org 

 

 


