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Who writes this newsletter?

A Personal Note from Wayne Spencer

This newsletter is produced by
Wayne Spencer on a Quarterly basis. Its
purpose is to bring creation research within
the reach of Christians and provide up-todate reliable information on creation issues.
Wayne Spencer is a creation author and
former teacher who has presented papers at
the International Conference on Creationism
and has published in various creation
publications, such as the Creation Research
Society Quarterly, Creation magazine, the
Journal of Creation, and Origins (from the
Biblical Creation Society, UK).
This newsletter is meant to help
people plug into creation resources and get
informed about creation and evolution. It is
provided free of charge on request. Using
the free Adobe Acrobat Reader is necessary
for viewing the newsletter. There are no
restrictions in copying this newsletter or
passing it on to others. To request to be
placed on the e-mail list, send a request to
wspencer@creationanswers.net.
More information on Wayne
Spencer’s education and publications can
be found on the creationanswers.net web
site. You’ll also find many other resources.
http://creationanswers.net
Also see the AnswersBlog

Seasons Greetings,
I hope you are having a good holiday
season. I want to thank everyone again for
their interest in this newsletter. Please
recommend it to friends. Many articles in this
newsletter are also available as web page
articles on my website. Sometimes the web
page version works better on mobile devices.
In this issue I wanted to pass on
some important findings from genetics
comparing human and chimpanzee DNA.
Evolutionists have long used the misleading
argument that chimpanzee DNA and human
DNA are about 98% alike. This is a gross
oversimplification and today with the recent
genome analyses, it is exposing the fallacies
of this argument more and more. Genetics is
certainly not my field but I have tried to
summarize and keep it understandable. If
anyone would like to know more technical
sources on this subject I can provide that
information.
I am looking forward to a speaking
engagement in Denver for the Rocky
Mountain Creation Fellowship in January. I
have recently published an article in Journal
of Creation about a new idea that Earth’s
orbit was once smaller. Other papers are in
the works or coming about Earth impacts and
comets, God willing. I’ve recently added a
list of topics on my Blog. I welcome
comments on the Blog.
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things have evolved from a common
ancestor of the past. There are exceptions
where evolutionists might say that some
characteristics evolved more than once
rather than coming about from a common
ancestor. Flight is like this for example
because there are four different mechanisms
for flight among living things. If you compare
birds, extinct flying reptiles, bats, and insects,
they all have somewhat different
mechanisms for flight.
These are not
believed to be due to a common ancestor
because there is no plausible common
ancestor for this. On the other hand, apes
and humans have many obvious similarities
and it is believed that long ago there was an
ape-man intermediate, called a hominid, that
evolved by two different paths, one leading
to modern apes and the other leading to
humans.
A common means of comparing
different organisms today is what has been
called molecular homology. Homology is
about the similarities of different organisms
coming from a common ancestor by
evolution. Molecular homology does not
consider body characteristics per se but
compares DNA nucleotide sequences
between o r g a n i s m s t o c a lculate
mathematically how similar they are. But a
question remains even today, Do scientists
know how to compare the DNA of different
organisms? The answer to this question is
complicated, but much has been learned in
recent years from genetic genome research.
The genomes (complete DNA sequences) of
some organisms have been mapped today
and evolutionists have been busy looking for
confirmations of evolutionary theory.
Before focusing specifically on the
DNA comparisons for chimpanzees and
humans, it is good to consider the bigger
picture. In the mid-1980's, a molecular
biologist by the name of Michael Denton, an
evolutionist, published a book called
“Evolution: A Theory in Crisis.” This book
pointed out how a number of the common
arguments for evolution did not work. One of

The Genetic Similarity of Apes
and Humans
Evolutionists have long made
statements to the effect that the DNA of
Chimpanzees is about 98% the same as
that of Humans. So, they say this argues
for today’s apes and today’s humans both
evolving from a common ancestor. That
hypothetical ancestor is believed by
evolutionists to have lived about 3 to 6
million years ago. The exact percentage
used in this argument may vary from
different sources.
You might hear a
percentage of 95%, for instance. But these
high percentages are misleading because of
the complex issues with comparing the DNA
of apes with the DNA of humans. In recent
years a great deal has been learned about
the human genome and the chimpanzee
genome. This is definitely not my field of
expertise but I feel there is so much new
information from research on this topic that
I should write something about it.
First, consider the similarity of
animals from a creation perspective. There
are bound to be some similarities between
different living things, especially between
different mammals like apes and humans,
because we are designed to live on the
same planet. Apes and humans do have
similarities and may eat similar foods.
Some mammals are trained to be in circus
acts or are adopted as pets. If there were
not similarities between humans and other
mammals, it might be difficult for us to
manage them, have them as pets, or to train
them. So I would see the similarities
between us and other mammals as being
for our benefit and for the sake of us
learning from God’s creation.
But how do you measure the
similarities between humans and animals?
This has been approached in different ways
and incorporated into evolutionary theory.
Evolution says that the similarities between
living things is generally a result of genetic
changes over long periods of time as living
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the best portions of the book was about
molecular comparisons of different
organisms. If evolution is true the molecular
comparison of a protein that is used in
different organisms should differ across
different organisms according to how much
evolutionary change there has been
between them. So for example if you
compare a protein such as cytochrome in a
bacteria to the cytochrome from wheat and
another cytochrome of a horse for instance,
the differences should reflect evolutionary
changes. The cytochrome protein is used in
similar ways in different organisms but the
molecule varies some in its exact structure
in different organisms. Assuming evolution,
the cytochrome of yeast should be closer to
being like the cytochrome of a bacterium
than it is to the cytochrome from a horse.
But this did not turn out to be the case,
according to Denton. Below is a table
showing the percent differences between
cytochrome molecules for different living
things. Again all these are comparing a
particular bacterium’s cytochrome to the
cytochrome for the organisms listed. This is
adapted from Chapter 12 in Denton’s book.

Organism

The above table implies very different
organisms do not show varying numbers for
the molecular differences that reflect
evolutionary development. Notice that the
Yeast for example, is more different from the
bacteria than a human is! The differences in
this table essentially make different living
things “equidistant” from each other,
measuring this one thing of the cytochrome
protein. Evolutionists prior to this research
would have expected the numbers in the
table to decrease from the top rows to the
bottom. They would also have expected a
larger change in the numbers. These
numbers only differ at most by 5%. I think
these numbers reflect creation better than
evolution. They reflect what Genesis 1
describes, organisms created “according to
their kinds.” But this is not a comparison of
DNA. This is only comparing one protein.
Man and Monkey may look similar from the
table above, but since the other living things
have similar numbers, it does not show
evolution.
However, DNA is a more
important comparison to make because DNA
has a profound impact on the whole
organism.
“Junk” DNA
DNA is a very complex and compact
information code. About 2% of DNA codes
for proteins and the remaining 98% does not
code for proteins. Evolutionists have often
called the non-coding part “Junk” DNA. The
concept is that the non-coding portions, also
called introns, are made up of unused
leftover sequences that have come from
countless generations of random changes.
However, a number of discoveries in recent
years have shown that the introns, or “junk”
portions are actually very important. The
portions of the DNA that codes for proteins
are called exons. The exons make up short
sections that are spread out across the DNA
sequence; they are not together in
contiguous sections. So in transcription,
when the DNA is copied, the exon portions
are spliced out and reconnected. Scientists

% Difference in
Cytochrome
compared to
bacteria (Denton)

Man

65

Monkey

64

Horse

64

Tuna

65

Pigeon

64

Fruit Fly

65

Wheat

66

Yeast

69
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have found that the introns, the non-coding
portions, are also transcribed and are used
in the cell to regulate various processes.
The non-coding portions are thus very
important and serious health conditions,
including cancer, can be caused by the
intron sections not being accurately
transcribed. So the “Junk” DNA sequences
are not junk at all. Though this may be an
oversimplification, the exon portions can be
described as like data used by a computer
program, and the introns are like the
metadata about how to use the data, or like
the computer program itself.
Jeffrey
Tomkins is a creationist scientist at the
Institute for Creation Research (ICR) who
has been working on research about human
and chimpanzee DNA comparisons. One of
his articles had the following diagram
explaining the introns and exons in DNA
(CLICK TO GO TO).

the Rings. The Tolkein family would rightly
try to prevent the work from being
Plagiarized. Let’s say that there is an author
not working with the Tolkein family who has
his own “copycat” version or modified version
of the Lord of the Rings story.
Both sides in the legal battle may
want to determine the degree that
information has been plagiarized from the
original books, to make the copy-cat story.
So the lawyers for the Tolkein family and the
other author both develop computer
programs to compare the words and phrases
of the two books to see how much
information is the same. The Tolkein family
might be able to obtain a higher percent of
material copied by only comparing portions
that are most similar. The other author might
go through the same process but get a lower
percentage for the amount of material copied
by only comparing the portions that are the
most different. The copycat story may omit
parts of the original and may add insertions
of new information not in the original.
Neither side of the Lord of the Rings
comparison can analyze the entire book set
because it is too much information. So only
portions are chosen and computer routines
compare words and sentences to measure
the amount of information that is the same
between them. Thus the Tolkein family could
arrive at a high percentage of copied
material, say 70% and the author of the
copy-cat story could arrive at a lower amount
of copied material, such as perhaps 40%.
This is very much like what scientists
do in comparing the DNA sequence of apes,
such as Chimpanzees, to human DNA.
When a percentage such as 98% is arrived
at, it is not done by comparing the whole
sequence of chimp DNA to the whole
sequence of human DNA.
Significant
portions are left out of the analysis for
various reasons and only similar sequences
are analyzed, so naturally a high percentage
is the result. First of all, in many such
studies, only the exons (protein coding
portions) are compared between the chimp

DNA Comparisons
Just how similar is the DNA of apes
to that of humans? The answer to this
depends greatly on what you compare. To
understand the issue with this, consider the
following analogy. Assume that someone
was writing a series of books that was
rewriting the story of J.R.R. Tolkein’s Lord of
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and human DNA. This means that only
about 2 or 3 percent of the entire DNA is
being compared and analyzed. Also, there
are sequences in one set of DNA that are
not in the other. These portions are called
indels, which simply means insertions or
deletions. In sections where humans have
information not in the chimp DNA these
portions would have no similarity at all. So
these portions were generally not accounted
for in many comparisons.
However, recent research is
sometimes going beyond these limitations of
previous studies and comparing portions not
analyzed in the past. There are also now
creationist researchers that are redoing the
research done by evolutionists to determine
where evolutionary assumptions bias the
results. Creationists have been saying for
years that the “Junk” DNA is not junk at all,
we just haven’t known how it is used. Now
evolutionary scientists are sometimes
coming to the same conclusion.
Evolutionary scientists are now getting
percentages ranging from 70 to about 89
percent for the measure of similarity
between chimpanzees and humans, when
more data from the genomes are included in
the analysis.

human and chimp Y chromosomes were
constructed entirely differently.” Tomkins
gives an interesting but somewhat technical
quote from the journal Nature explaining this
about the Y chromosomes. Tomkins puts it
this way, “So, the human Y chromosome
looks just as different from a chimp as the
other human chromosomes do from a
chicken.”
Creationists are now reanalyzing
some of the same data sets used by
evolutionists to compare chimp and human
DNA.
Modern apes also have 24
chromosomes compared to the 23 that
humans have. A theory put forward by
evolutionists to explain this says that two
chimpanzee number 2 chromosomes were
fused together to make the human
chromosomes. But recent research on
chromosome 2 is seriously challenging this
theory as well. CLICK TO GO TO THIS.
We could sum up by saying humans
are humans and apes are apes. Each are as
God designed them to be. Statements
indicating that chimpanzee DNA is almost the
same as human DNA are very misleading
because of the way they use carefully
selected data. A more objective analysis
including more of the genome agrees with a
creation view.

The Y Chromosomes
There is one especially important
recent finding in comparing the male Y
chromosomes of chimpanzees and humans.
Scientists were surprised to find major
differences between human and chimp Y
chromosomes. Jeffrey Tomkins from ICR
writes that the Y chromosomes have a
number of major categories of sequences.
In one of these categories there was only
about a 10% similarity between chimp and
human. Another category showed about a
50% similarity between chimp and human.
Also the human Y contains about 33% more
categories of information that are entirely
different from anything in chimpanzee Y
chromosomes. CLICK TO GO TO THIS
ARTICLE. As Tomkins sums up, “the

Did Dinosaurs Have Feathers?
For a number of years now there
have been reports of scientists finding fossils
of dinosaurs with feathers. This is to support
the evolutionary idea that birds evolved from
dinosaurs. This idea is I think an example of
bias leading to extravagant unreasonable
claims. Evolutionists have long argued that
there were dinosaurs with feathers that are
“missing links” required by evolution. Often
there will be an elaborate artistic rendering of
a theropod dinosaur (generally one that
stands on two legs) that has feathers
somewhere around it’s forelimbs. Note that
there is nothing in the Bible or in a creationist
view that requires that dinosaurs could not
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have feathers. There are indeed some
unusual creatures that have surprising
mixes of characteristics. So we should
acknowledge that we were not there to take
pictures of these creatures in the past. On
the other hand, seeing a claim in the media
about another dinosaur being found with
feathers should be a red flag that should tell
us to approach it with skepticism. The idea
of birds evolving from dinosaurs is not
always accepted by evolutionary scientists,
but the idea gets promoted a great deal to
the public.
The actual evidence for
dinosaurs having feathers is not strong at
all. I think the actual evidence better
supports dinosaurs and birds being
separate created kinds and being killed and
buried in Noah’s Flood.
First there is evidence dinosaurs and
birds lived at the same time because a fossil
dinosaur was found in China that had 3
different birds fossilized in its stomach area.
So dinosaurs ate birds. There is also other
arguments of evolutionists that birds
evolved before some of the dinosaurs that
supposedly evolved into birds. CLICK HERE
to go to an article about this fossil in China.
Second, one case, a fossil from
China called Sinosauropterix had one fossil
so well preserved that you could make out
the shape of some internal organs. From
this it is evident that the creature had a
reptilian lung (working similar to mammal
lungs) rather than having a bird-like lung.
Birds have a kind of flow-through lung
design that is drastically different from
reptiles. Sinosauropterix was claimed to
have feathers in 1996 but other scientists
have seriously questioned the idea since
then. In fact, there is evidence from
Sinosauropterix that supports it being
rapidly buried in something like Noah’s
Flood.
Third, there are various filamentary
structures reptiles have that I suspect have
been mistaken for feathers. For instance
some dinosaurs may have had various frills
that when fossilized could look similar to a

partially fossilized feather. There are also
other structures that are neither bone nor soft
tissue than can fossilize. I would say it is not
reasonable to conclude something is a
feather unless the fossil makes a clear
feather impression. This is not the case with
the so-called feathered dinosaurs. When the
articles describe the “feathers” they may
describe them as “filaments” or “stringy
down” or with various other terms. If they
show photographs of them, they do not look
like feathers and may be very vague. It is
true that theropod dinosaurs have some
similarities of their skeletons to that of birds,
though their hip structures are different. But
we should be cautious about reports of
dinosaurs with feathers and ask what the
evidence actually is. CLICK to go to an
excellent article on feathered dinosaurs.

New Book on Noah’s Flood
The Institute for Creation Research
has published a new book that I would like to
strongly recommend. It is called “The Global
Flood,” and is written by Dr. John Morris.
This is a wonderful new resource. It is hardback and well illustrated in color. John Morris
does an excellent job of making it
understandable. I am still going through it
but I can tell that Dr. Morris has written it very
carefully to keep it non-technical but yet
incorporate new ideas from recent research
from young age creationists. This new work
seems to be thought of as a kind of update to
Henry M. Morris’ and John C. Whitcomb’s
important ground breaking book of 1961, The
Genesis Flood. But this work is shorter, 173
pages, and is 8.5 X 11 inches in size.
The book includes some information
on the Creation Week as well as the Flood.
It addresses both Biblical and scientific
information and does a lot to relate geology
to the Bible. It does a wonderful job of
answering concisely many common
questions about the Flood, and has many
good examples of geological evidences for
Noah’s Flood. To order the book go to
ICR.ORG
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