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quite natural for any of us to such a statement ah
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The sjxth argument
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Of càdrse this Is not the questlai under dlscusslai at all. God could have done

everything that is described in kGenesls 1 In
Ø4-hou¬or

in 6 periods of 24 minutes

each or of 24 seconds each. He could have done it all J.n ne second. .Th1quetIonjs

notwh,afle could have don,e,, but,




hat did. matters
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"A MAN OF BRAINS AND ABILITY CA MAKE UP A PLAUSIBLE CASE FOR ANY SIDE OF.ANY

/ QUESTION ,." Svc~r_frm -hi

C4')-/;




7_7

Similarly, the argumeis that since evolutionists believe long periods of

creation we should not believe in them. I certainly feel that we should not accept any view

becai se unbelievers hold it, but neitha r should we reject a view because unbelievers hold

it. We should go to the Scripture and see what it teaches. Such arguments as these are

interesting and often seem convicing but rove nothing.
c#
__The 12th argufnent.thAt 1 n the sUn's ay-weie nt vIsibL. since the sunwas nothi I

1" go i'-'
visible ' the earthen the d day, the sIt day could not have been a long period becai se5-

_
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vegetation could, not grow without t)le sun. p4s based upon human experience in
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We can not say what God mi'ght' have chosen to do. Anywaythe first day provided light,and
what

__the$ vegetation needs,,)o grow$s light not-sec r[ly,fr'vt jay -th-waft Such'- -j - - - , '-i r- /
01

aa-guments prove nothing.

-7j Wha1t really
_natters

is, silfte did not find

a great deal of this in the 14 pages of the debate.

_______A..vCAwakM.,Ju s li to dfl (JJ n,. Rimmerfl an able speaker, capable
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