Wadded Up Thread
A protein is long and skinny, something like a
microscopically small handful of wadded up
thread, not pretty like the illustration below.
Living things are made mostly of proteins, and
when proteins have to work together and have
chemical reactions together there is a problem!
How can we get long strands that are
wadded up in separate wads to
make good contact with each
other?

Some people never give their enzymes a
thought, but without them they'd be goners!
No living thing could live without enzymes.
So here's a question for you: Where did
enzymes come from?
Here is a hint. Not even the simplest thing could live without
many specific enzymes being
present and working, all at
the same time! If you are an
atheist and would like to
stay that way, the solution
is agonizing: only God
could make all those
specific enzymes, little molecular
machines, that do
just what needs to be
done, even in the bodies
of folks that don't even
know the little buggers are
there.
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That's a tough one that we
would all die before we
could figure out, so
here's how God did it:
He made little molecular machines
called enzymes
that grab proteins
and hold them together
so they will have the kinds
of chemical reactions they are
supposed to have. Each kind of
enzyme moves around, doing whatever
it takes to make one specific thing happen.
In many cases that involves grabbing proteins
and holding them together so they will react
with each other. Something big like you has an
incredible number of enzymes, and each
enzyme is an active molecular machine moving around and moving other things around so
your body will work.
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Some folks say they don't understand
how the death on the cross of one man, Jesus
Christ, could save them from their sins and
take them to heaven. God said it would, so
trust Him, even if you don't understand everything. After all, He made your enzymes, and
they are doing a fine job even though you
don't understand them either.

Christmas is coming!

Visit the DSA Booktable for a wealth of gift ideas

Morning meeting
9am on the
third Saturday,
November 21, 2009

“The wisdom of a prudent man is to discern his way, but the folly of fools is deceiving”. Proverbs 14:8

JD Mitchell

Archaeopteryx—What Was It?
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By Thomas F. Heinze

DESIGN SCIENCE ASSOCIATION

ARCHAEOPTERYX HAS BEEN
described as “the most famous
fossil of all time.” Was it an
evolutionary transitional form
between reptiles and birds?
Was it a bird? Was it a hoax?
Was it a mosaic lifeform like
the platypus?
In this November presentation, creationist speaker and researcher J.D. Mitchell will present some
original research and report his findings regarding
Archaeopteryx from a strictly biblical creationist
point of view. Secular and creationist science is
analyzed, replicated (or not) and reviewed in order
to arrive at what may be, for many, some very surprising conclusions about this supposed “transitional early bird” of which a handful of fossil representatives exist.
J.D. says that “if the 1861 London and the 1877
Berlin specimens of Archaeopteryx did not have
feather imprints, I believe that it is fair to conclude
that the fossil identification Archaeopteryx would
not exist and the fossil skeletons would today be
identified as dinosaurs such as Compsognathus”.

THIS MONTH’S DSA MEETING WILL BE HELD ON
Saturday, November 21, 2009, from 9 to 11:30 AM.
Be sure to join us as JD Mitchell investigates the
origin of “archaeopteryx”.
*J.D. Mitchell is a registered professional engineer, and has a
Bachelor of Science in Mechanical Engineering from the
University of Washington. A principal consulting engineer for
Crane & Hoist Engineering of Gresham, OR, he is listed in the
Marquis Who’s Who in Science and Engineering.
He has also completed his Master of Biblical Studies in Biblical
Creation Apologetics from Master’s Graduate School of Divinity,
and has been studying the scientific and biblical evidence
regarding the origins controversy since 1984, when he was
converted from a theistic evolutionist to a born again Christian.
J.D. is also director of the Institute for Creation Science, meeting at Rivercrest Community Church, and speaks regarding the
creation versus evolution controversy as a part of his creation
ministry (www.creationengineeringconcepts.org).

An Association for Good Science

Meets monthly at Rolling Hills Community Church, 3550 SW Borland Rd, Tualatin, OR 97062
Discount creation book & video sales table at every meeting.
For more information, call (503) 665-9563 Website: www.pdxdsa.org

Mailing address:
PMB 218, 465 NE 181st Av.
Portland, OR 97230

E-mail: krhogan@verizon.net

Address Changes: mail to PMB
address or E-mail to: kghoward
@cascadeaccess.com

Anchiornis huxleyi: New Four-Winged Feathered Dino?

H

by Jonathan Sarfati
October 2009

eadlines are again buzzing with new “proof” of the dino-tobird story, again from China, and again an alleged fourwinged phase. The new creature is Anchiornis huxleyi,
named after “Darwin’s Bulldog” T.H. Huxley, and seems to be a
type of carnivorous dinosaur called a troodontid. These dinosaurs,
including Troodon (pronounced TRO-o-don, from Greek for
“wounding tooth”), were usually smaller than adult humans, and
had very long legs, large brain, large eyes and binocular vision.
Anchiornis is tiny even by those standards, estimated at 34 cm
(13 in) long and weighing only 110 g (3.9 oz). It also had very
long forelimbs, 80% as long as the hind limbs.
One of the most exciting features, for its discoverers, is its evolutionary “age”—it hails from the Tiaojishan formation of
Jianchang county, recently “dated” to between 161 and 151 Ma
(million years old). Because this could be “older” than the extinct
undoubted bird Archaeopteryx (153 Ma), this is supposed to solve
the “temporal paradox” of all the claimed “feathered dinos” being
younger than the birds they supposedly evolved into. 1 In fact, this
“paradox” was even worse, because the usual “feathered dino”
candidates were about 10 Ma after the beaked bird Confuciusornis
(135 Ma).
What should creationists think?
This is not the first alleged four-winged dinosaur that made
headlines—in early 2003, Microraptor gui was the star. Most of
the objections made in “New four-winged feathered dinosaur?”
[earlier Johnathan Sarfati paper] apply to the new star.

Is the fossil genuine?
Leading evolutionary paleo-ornithologist, and critic of the dinobird theory, Alan Feduccia, is cautious about the current find. He
“says the new fossil species adds a ‘dazzling new piece to the
complicated puzzle of early bird evolution’, showing just how
blurred the distinctions are between groups in this area of the
dinosaur evolutionary tree.” 2 But about Microraptor, found in the
same general area, and by one of the same discoverers, he didn’t
mince words, given that its tail was part of the notorious
Archaeoraptor hoax:
Archaeoraptor is just the tip of the iceberg. There are
scores of fake fossils out there, and they have cast a
dark shadow over the whole field. When you go to these
Used by permission of Creation Ministries International

fossil shows, it’s difficult to tell which ones are faked and
which ones are not. I have heard that there is a fake-fossil factory in northeastern China, in Liaoning Province,
near the deposits where many of these recent alleged
feathered dinosaurs were found.

Image: commons.wikimedia.org Anchiornis huxleyi,
artist’s impression, including the claimed feathers.

http://creation.com/anchiornis-huxleyi-new-four-winged-feathered-dino

Jou rnals like Natu re don’t require specimens to be
a u t h e n t i c a t e d , and the specimens immediately end up back in
China, so nobody can examine them. They may be miraculous discoveries, they may be missing links as they are claimed, but there
is no way to authenticate any of this stuff. 3

Are the feathers genuine?
As we have long explained, there is nothing in creation theory to
forbid feathers on dinosaurs. However, there have been so many
dubious claims that caution is warranted. Feduccia himself and colleagues have shown that feathers on Sinosauropteryx are most
likely frayed collagen fibres. 4 , 5
Anchiornis is an interesting case, because different types of
feather were reported, and they seemingly covered almost the
entire body. This even includes the feet, unlike modern birds. Two
types of plumulaceous (downy) feather covered almost the entire
head and neck, torso, upper legs, and the first half of the tail.
There were also pennaceous (contour) feathers covering both
limbs, and even the feet and toes. But these were symmetric, as
opposed to the asymmetric flight feathers of flying birds, including
Archaeopteryx.

What has this to do with flight?
The dino-to-bird theory is usually connected to the cursorial theory about bird evolution, where flying birds evolved from running
creatures. Supposedly flight evolved from flapping their forelimbs
for various proposed reasons.

Evolutionary critics of the dino-to-bird idea, including Feduccia,
tend to promote the rival (and older) arboreal theory, where birds
evolved from gliding creatures.
Anchiornis is a strange beast, and doesn’t really fit either theory.
Its long hindlegs would be good for a fast runner, but feathers on
its feet and toes would get in the way. So this would be strong evidence against the cursorial theory. So evolutionary propagandists
who support this theory ought not to invoke Anchiornis as support
for the dino-to-bird idea.
Yet its symmetric, rounded small feathers would not be very
effective for gliding either. And in any case, there is a huge gap
between flying and gliding. Concerning Microraptor, supposedly a
better flyer than Anchiornis, Henry Gee noted in Nature :
“Four wings is a perfect recipe for gliding, but not for powered,
flapping flight.” 6
So he resorted to a typical just-so story:

“When flight evolved in later dromaeosaurs and birds, the hindwing might have been lost and the hindlimbs reverted to walking
and perching.”
The problem for evolution is much greater than such handwaving would indicate. The imagined transition from parachuting
(where the “wings” merely offer resistance to downwards movement through the air) to true gliding represents a major evolutionary hurdle in itself. But an even greater obstacle is the supposed
development of the musculature and skeletal frame required for
powered flight. The main point of the wings in flapping flight is not
to act as a moving parachute by directing air downwards and forcing the bird upwards by reaction. Rather, as shown, the flapping
wings mainly direct air backwards to force the bird forward by
reaction, so the airflow over the airfoil-shaped wings generates lift.
Therefore flapping flight also requires highly controlled muscle
movements to achieve flight, which in turn requires that the brain
has the program for these movements. Ultimately, this requires
new genetic information that a non-flying creature lacks.
This new discovery also fails to solve the problem of the different breathing system of reptiles and birds. In particular, a highly
movable hindlimb could not have supported the air sacs that are
an essential support for the one-way flow of air through the lungs.7

Temporal paradox solved?
But they have merely replaced one temporal paradox with
another: … according to their own calibrated phylogeny,
Anchiornis is about 30 Ma older than the next youngest, and more

‘dino-like’, troodontid.
Certainly, it’s not surprising that evolutionists would finally be
delighted with an alleged feathered dinosaur older than
Archaeopteryx. But they have merely replaced one temporal paradox with another:
“Anchiornis huxleyi is probably Oxfordian in age, and unquestionably represents the oldest troodontid reported so far. The
presence of a troodontid in the earliest Late Jurassic indicates that
all groups of derived theropods had originated by this time. A calibrated theropod phylogeny based only on well-corroborated fossil
occurrences suggests that all major tetanuran groups, including
Aves, might have originated and diversified rapidly in the Middle to
earliest Late Jurassic. This rapid divergence event would have
coincided with documented palaeogeographical changes that took
place around the same time. Alternatively, a calibrated theropod
phylogeny incorporating fragmentary material suggests that tetanurans have a much longer evolutionary history, and that great
potential exists for discovering derived theropod fossils, even in
the Triassic.”
That is, according to their own calibrated phylogeny, 8 Anchiornis
is about 30 Ma older than the next youngest, and more “dino-like”,
troodontid. This means they must postulate a much earlier evolutionary history than actually demonstrated in the fossil record.
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