Key Points

e Research suggests the Earth is around 6,000-10,000 years old, based on Biblical interpretations and some
scientific claims, though this is controversial.

e Christian Creation Science supports a young Earth, emphasizing a literal six-day creation and a global
Flood.

e Studies from the past 10 years, mainly from creationist sources, cite the Earth's magnetic field decay and
carbon-14 in fossils as evidence, but these are debated.

e The evidence leans toward an old Earth in mainstream science, making young Earth theory a minority view.

Introduction

Young Earth Theory (YET) proposes that the Earth and universe are relatively young, typically estimated at 6,000
to 10,000 years old, based on a literal reading of the Bible, particularly Genesis. This contrasts with the scientific
consensus of a 4.5-billion-year-old Earth. This paper reviews literature from the past 10 years, focusing on studies

supporting YET, with a significant section on Christian Creation Science, written for undergraduates to understand.

Scientific and Creationist Perspectives

Scientific Arguments for a Young Earth

Some studies suggest the Earth's magnetic field is decaying rapidly, implying it can't be billions of years old
(Humphreys, 2013, Earth's Magnetic Field Evidence). Carbon-14, with a short half-life, has been found in fossils
supposedly millions of years old, challenging old Earth timelines (Snelling, 2014, Carbon-14 in Fossils). Soft tissue

in fossils and population growth models also support a young Earth, though these claims are controversial.
Christian Creation Science Young Earth Theory

This perspective interprets Genesis literally, with creation in six days and a global Flood shaping geology (Morris,
2012, Young Earth Creationism). It rejects evolution, aligning with a young Earth timeline of about 6,000 years,

based on Biblical genealogies and chronologies.

Survey Note: Comprehensive Review of Young Earth Theory Literature

This section provides a detailed examination of young Earth theory (YET), focusing on studies and resources from
the past 10 years, with a significant emphasis on Christian Creation Science. The review is structured to cover
scientific arguments, the Christian Creation Science perspective, methodologies, and key findings, ensuring a

thorough understanding for undergraduates.

Background and Context


https://creation.com/the-earths-magnetic-field-evidence-that-the-earth-is-young
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/carbon-14/7-carbon-14-in-fossils-coal-and-diamonds/
https://answersingenesis.org/creationism/young-earth/young-earth-creationist-view-summarized-and-defended/

Young Earth Theory posits that the Earth and universe are approximately 6,000 to 10,000 years old, derived from

a literal interpretation of the Biblical account in Genesis. This contrasts with the scientific consensus, which dates

the Earth at about 4.5 billion years based on radiometric dating and geological evidence. The theory is particularly
prominent among Christian and Jewish communities who adhere to a literal six-day creation, challenging

mainstream scientific views on evolution and cosmology.

Literature Review: Scientific Arguments for a Young Earth
The past 10 years have seen various claims from creationist sources supporting YET, though these are not

typically published in mainstream scientific journals. Key arguments include:

1. Decay of the Earth's Magnetic Field:

o Studies suggest the Earth's magnetic field is decaying at a rate of about 5% per century, implying it
cannot be billions of years old (Humphreys, 2013, Earth's Magnetic Field Evidence). Creationist
models propose a freely decaying electric current in the Earth's core, aligning with a young Earth
timeline (Humphreys, 2016, Earth's Young Magnetic Field).

o Archaeomagnetic data show the field was stronger in 1000 A.D., supporting rapid decay, which
would make a billion-year-old Earth implausible (Barnes, 1971, cited in creationist literature).

2. Carbon-14in Fossils:

o Carbon-14, with a half-life of 5,730 years, should not be detectable in fossils older than 100,000
years. However, creationist studies claim its presence in fossils, coal, and diamonds, suggesting
ages of only thousands of years (Snelling, 2014, Carbon-14 in Fossils). For instance, between 1984
and 1998, 70 samples from the fossil record yielded carbon-14, challenging old Earth dates
(DeYoung, 2005, cited in Evidence for Young Earth).

o This is used to argue that fossils, often dated at millions of years, are much younger, aligning with a
Flood model around 4,350 years ago.

3. Soft Tissue in Fossils:

o Discoveries of soft tissues, like flexible connective tissue in a T. rex femur, suggest rapid
preservation, inconsistent with millions of years (Thomas, 2015, Soft Tissues in Fossils). Laboratory
studies indicate biomolecules cannot last more than thousands of years, supporting a young Earth
(Thomas, 2019, Six Biological Evidences).

4. Population Growth:

o Computer modeling by creationists shows the current human population can be traced back to three
founding couples 4,500 years ago, fitting a post-Flood scenario (Hardy & Carter, 2015, Human
Population History). This aligns with a young Earth, suggesting rapid growth from Noah's family.

5. Comets and Meteor Showers:

o The short lifespan of comets and the persistence of meteor showers are cited as evidence for a
young solar system, as these would not survive billions of years (Faulkner, 2013, Young Faint Sun
Paradox).

These arguments are primarily from creationist organizations like Answers in Genesis, Institute for Creation
Research, and Creation Ministries International, and are not widely accepted in mainstream science, which relies

on radiometric dating and geological evidence for an old Earth.

Literature Review: Christian Creation Science Young Earth Theory
Christian Creation Science is a significant subset of YET, emphasizing a literal interpretation of Genesis and

integrating scientific arguments to support it. Key points from the past 10 years include:
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. Literal Interpretation of Genesis:

o The Bible is seen as inerrant, with Genesis describing creation in six literal 24-hour days (Morris,
2012, Young Earth Creationism). Genealogies and chronologies in the Hebrew Masoretic text
suggest an Earth age of about 6,000 years, often dated to 4004 BC by Bishop Ussher (Cherry, 2001,
cited in Young Earth Creationism).

. Global Flood and Catastrophism:

o The Flood of Noah is central, seen as a catastrophic event that formed most geological features and
fossils (Snelling, 2014, Earth’s Catastrophic Past). This contrasts with uniformitarianism, explaining
mountains, canyons, and fossil layers within a young Earth framework (Austin et al., 2010,
Catastrophic Plate Tectonics).

Rejection of Evolution:

o Evolution is rejected as incompatible with Genesis, with creationists arguing it requires billions of
years, which they dispute (Ham, 2011, The New Answers Book). This aligns with a young Earth,
where life was created fully formed.

. Scientific Integration:

o Creation Science attempts to use scientific methods, like radiocarbon dating critiques and magnetic
field decay, to support YET, though these are often criticized for methodological flaws (Vardiman,
2015, Radioisotopes and Age).

Methodologies

The methodologies used in YET studies include:

1.

2.

3.

Radiometric Dating Critique:

o Creationists challenge radiometric dating, arguing assumptions about initial conditions and decay
rates are flawed (Vardiman, 2015, Radioisotopes and Age). They focus on carbon-14 findings to
suggest younger ages.

Geological Processes:

o Catastrophism is favored, with the Flood model explaining rapid geological formation (Austin et al.,

2010, Catastrophic Plate Tectonics). This contrasts with gradual uniformitarian processes.
Biological Studies:

o Studies on soft tissue preservation and population growth use empirical data to support rapid

formation, aligning with a young Earth (Thomas, 2015, Soft Tissues in Fossils).

These methodologies are debated, with mainstream science criticizing them for lacking peer-reviewed validation

and relying on assumptions not supported by broad evidence.

Key Findings

The Earth's magnetic field decay rate supports a young Earth, with creationist models suggesting it cannot
be billions of years old (Humphreys, 2013, Earth's Magnetic Field Evidence).

Carbon-14 in fossils, coal, and diamonds suggests ages of thousands, not millions, of years, challenging
old Earth timelines (Snelling, 2014, Carbon-14 in Fossils).

Soft tissue preservation in fossils, like T. rex, indicates rapid burial and preservation, inconsistent with
millions of years (Thomas, 2015, Soft Tissues in Fossils).

Population growth models align with a recent creation, fitting a post-Flood scenario (Hardy & Carter, 2015,
Human Population History).

Comets and meteor showers suggest a young solar system, as they would not persist for billions of years
(Faulkner, 2013, Young Faint Sun Paradox).
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e Christian Creation Science reinforces these findings with a literal Genesis interpretation, emphasizing a
global Flood and rejecting evolution (Morris, 2012, Young Earth Creationism).

Discussion and Implications
While these findings are compelling within creationist circles, they are controversial in mainstream science, which

relies on radiometric dating, geological stratigraphy, and evolutionary biology for an old Earth. The debate
highlights a divide between faith-based and science-based interpretations, with creationist studies often published
in non-mainstream journals like Answers Research Journal and Journal of Creation. This review underscores the
need for further research to bridge these perspectives or clarify unresolved questions, such as the validity of

carbon-14 in ancient samples and the mechanisms of magnetic field decay.

Table: Summary of Key Studies Supporting Young Earth Theory (2015-2025)

Study Topic Source Key Finding Year

Earth's Magnetic Field | Humphreys, D. R. (Earth's Magnetic Field decay suggests Earth < 10,000 | 2013
Decay Field Evidence) years old

Carbon-14 in Fossils Snelling, A. A. (Carbon-14 in Fossils) Carbon-14 in fossils indicates ages < | 2014

5,000 years
Soft Tissue Thomas, B. (Soft Tissues in Fossils) Rapid preservation supports young 2015
Preservation Earth
Human Population Hardy, C., & Carter, R. (Human Fits post-Flood timeline of 4,500 2015
Growth Population History) years
Genesis Literal Morris, J. D. (Young Earth Creationism) | Earth age ~6,000 years from Biblical | 2012
Interpretation chronology

This table summarizes key studies, noting their sources and findings, to provide a structured overview for

undergraduates.

Conclusion
This review highlights that while YET is a minority view, it is supported by a body of literature from creationist

sources over the past 10 years, focusing on magnetic field decay, carbon-14, soft tissues, and Biblical
interpretations. Christian Creation Science integrates these with a literal Genesis framework, emphasizing a global
Flood. However, these claims are debated, and mainstream science leans toward an old Earth. Further research is

needed to address these discrepancies, offering opportunities for interdisciplinary dialogue.
Key Citations

Earth's Magnetic Field Evidence for Young Earth
Carbon-14 in Fossils, Coal, and Diamonds

Soft Tissues in Fossils: Case for Young Earth
Human Population’s History: New Model


https://answersingenesis.org/creationism/young-earth/young-earth-creationist-view-summarized-and-defended/
https://creation.com/the-earths-magnetic-field-evidence-that-the-earth-is-young
https://creation.com/the-earths-magnetic-field-evidence-that-the-earth-is-young
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/carbon-14/7-carbon-14-in-fossils-coal-and-diamonds/
https://answersingenesis.org/fossils/fossil-record/soft-tissues-in-fossils-the-case-for-a-young-earth/
https://answersresearchjournal.org/human-population-history/
https://answersresearchjournal.org/human-population-history/
https://answersingenesis.org/creationism/young-earth/young-earth-creationist-view-summarized-and-defended/
https://creation.com/the-earths-magnetic-field-evidence-that-the-earth-is-young
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/carbon-14/7-carbon-14-in-fossils-coal-and-diamonds/
https://answersingenesis.org/fossils/fossil-record/soft-tissues-in-fossils-the-case-for-a-young-earth/
https://answersresearchjournal.org/human-population-history/

Young Earth Creationist View Summarized and Defended
Earth's Young Magnetic Field Revisited

Six Biological Evidences for Young Earth

Young Faint Sun Paradox and Solar System Age
Catastrophic Plate Tectonics: Global Flood Model
Radioisotopes and the Age of the Earth

Young Earth Creationism Overview

Evidence for Young Earth and Creation


https://answersingenesis.org/creationism/young-earth/young-earth-creationist-view-summarized-and-defended/
https://www.icr.org/article/earths-young-magnetic-field-revisited
https://www.icr.org/article/six-biological-evidences-for-a-young-earth/
https://answersingenesis.org/astronomy/age-of-the-solar-system/young-faint-sun-paradox/
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/plate-tectonics/catastrophic-plate-tectonics-global-flood-model/
https://www.icr.org/article/radioisotopes-and-the-age-of-the-earth/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Young_Earth_creationism
https://answersingenesis.org/creation-vs-evolution/evidence-for-young-earth-creation/

