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Who does this newsletter?

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-to-
date 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 Ex Nihilo, TJ,
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
Wayne at wayne@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
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A Personal Note from Wayne Spencer

Greetings.  This issue addresses
some research from creationist Walter
Remine, an engineer who has made a stir
over an old evolutionary dilemma.  The issue
came from a British scientist in 1957.  Walter
Remine has revisited and clarified the issue
with updated information to show that it is still
an unsolved dilemma to evolutionists.

Interesting things have been
happening for me in creation ministry
activities.  Be sure to read the article
explaining what has happened with the
Creation Ex Nihilo and TJ publications from
Answers in Genesis (AIG).  This is about a
change in AIG’s ministry and the birth of a
new ministry.  It also explains some contact
I have had with AIG regarding the name of
their new magazine.  

Recently I spoke to a science class at
Coram Deo Academy in Carrollton, Texas on
March 17th.  Though my topic was the solar
system, the sixth, seventh, and eighth
graders had many questions related to
creation.  I enjoyed the opportunity.  I have
also recently begun teaching a series on
Genesis 1-11 in a Sunday School class at
Northwest Bible Church in Dallas.  There will
be audio recordings available of these
lessons.  On my web site look for a new blue
button saying “Genesis Audio” for
downloading digital audio (for free) of my
Genesis lessons.        

 
Wayne Spencer, M.S., Physics

mailto:w.spencer@attglobal.net.
http://goodcomputing
http://creationanswers.net
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Haldane’s Continuing Dilemma
 

In 1957 a well known geneticist in
Britain wrote about a problem affecting
evolution theory.  He was known as J.B.S.
Haldane.  He was known for being an
excellent popularizer of science and he
eventually turned to a Marxist philosophy.
At that time, the field of genetics was
relatively new and scientists had only
recently put together a view of evolution
that relied on genetic mutations as a
means of change in living organisms.  The
concept of natural selection had been put
forward by Charles Darwin and others
years before this.  But, in considering how
living things could change from one form to
another, evolutionary scientists came to
rely on the concept of there being
beneficial mutations.  

All living things have some
mutations in the DNA code in their cells.
Many mutations turn out to be essentially
harmless because of various mechanisms
the body has of preventing mutations from
being expressed.  To say a mutation is not
expressed means that it does not change
the body of the organism, at least not in a
way that it is carried on to other
generations.  The cell has many
mechanisms for preventing mutations and
even for correcting mutations.  But, some
mutations  do not get prevented or
corrected by the various biochemical
machinery in the cell.  The great majority of
these are either harmful or “neutral” in their
effect on the organism.  It is believed by
many scientists that some mutations can
be beneficial.  A beneficial mutation is
randomly introduced but it gives some
advantage for survival or for reproduction.
This advantage would mean the beneficial
mutation provides the raw new genetic
information for evolution. 

Whether there is in fact such a thing
as a truly beneficial mutation that aids
evolution is a significant controversy in
itself.  But, let us assume for the sake of

the argument that beneficial mutations can
happen, though they are very rare.  When a
beneficial mutation occurs in a population of
living things (such as a group of wild horses
for instance), this means that one change in
the DNA has to replace or substitute for
whatever the DNA had before the change.
Then for that change to become the new
“norm” for the population, that genetic
beneficial change has to replace the old
genetic code in enough individuals (like the
horses) so that eventually there are no more
individuals with the old code.  Haldane’s
dilemma has to do with how implausible it is
for a beneficial mutation to grow more and
more common in a population of organisms
till it becomes the new norm.  This is the type
of process that must occur for living things to
evolve from one form or kind to another.
Note that for animals to adapt and undergo
small scale changes does not require
mutations at all.  Thus, changes like changes
to fur, teeth, or size do not enter into this
discussion.  The issue is about changes that
would not happen without a mutation that
makes significant genetic change in the
organism.    

There are several terms to explain  in
order to understand this issue.  The
generation time is the time from birth until the
average adult gives birth to its first young.
For ape-hominid supposed human ancestors
and for humans the generation time is
generally considered to be 20 years.  The
reproduction rate is the average number of
young produced by a given mated couple in
a given time.  For animals with a long
generation time and a low reproduction rate,
new traits would take a long time to become
common in the population.   This is assuming
that the new trait, which is from a beneficial
mutation, would give a clear advantage to
the organism and thus would grow more
common over time.  It is believed by
evolutionists that natural selection tends to
“weed-out” traits if a new trait from a mutation
gives an advantage that helps the organism
produce more offspring.
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Creationist Walter Remine has
addressed the issue of Haldane’s Dilemma
in a well-known book called The Biotic
Message, in a recent technical paper (see
TJ v19, n.1, 2005), and on the internet.  He
points out that evolutionists have often
misunderstood and confused the issue and
failed to clearly explain or understand the
problem.  Yet the problem does not come
from any creationist, but from J.B.S.
Haldane, an evolutionist.  Over the years
some evolutionist biologists have
acknowledged the problem.  One of the
misunderstandings of the issue is over the
idea of substitutions.  

What exactly is changing in an
organism’s DNA in a mutation?  There are
a number of different types of mutations.
But it is important to understand that genes
are groups of nucleotides.  Nucleotides are
the small chemical units that make up the
individual “rungs” in the twisted ladder that
DNA is made up of.  Haldane’s dilemma
has to do with point mutations, not genes.
Mutations don’t change whole genes, they
make particular changes in nucleotides.
(There are several billion nucleotides in
many mammals.)  These changes from
mutations can be either beneficial (assume
for the sake of the argument), neutral, or
harmful to the organism.  Mutations also
occur randomly.  They have nothing to do
with the needs of the organism. 

Assume for a moment that there is
a group of wild horses.  There is a mutation
that changes the hooves from a split hoof
to a single-toed hoof.  Assume that this
change gives the horse an advantage that
helps it in some way (it runs faster, has
better circulation, etc.).  Thus the horses
that have the single-toed hoof have more
offspring than the other horses because
they live longer or are better able to survive
in some way.  To understand Haldane’s
dilemma we must focus on the horses with
the single hooves, which is the new trait
from a beneficial mutation.  There are
various types of “costs” in an old trait being
replaced by a new trait, like the single-toed

hooves.  For the single-toed horses to
become the new norm and replace all the
individuals who had the split hooves, what
must happen?  There is a “cost of continuity”
as Remine calls it, which is where the horses
with the single-toed hooves must have at
least one offspring each to keep their
numbers from dropping off.  Then, for the
horses with the single hooves to replace the
other older type horses, there is an additional
cost, an additional number of offspring they
must have so that there will be a net gain in
the number of single-toed horses.  This cost
is known as the reproductive excess, the rate
they must reproduce beyond break even to
grow in number according to a given
scenario.  

There are other costs that must be
overcome, or “paid” by the animals with the
new trait, in order for the new trait to
effectively replace the old.  For instance,
some animals may die at random due to
accidents or disease, so that they do not
reproduce.  Also, harmful mutations may
cause some individuals to not be able to
reproduce.  Remine calls the “cost of
evolution” the sum of all these various costs.
Each cost is a reproduction rate required for
a certain scenario.  This can be used to test
various evolutionary scenarios to determine
if they are plausible.  If the organisms cannot
pay the cost, that is if they cannot reproduce
at a rate that makes it possible, then the
evolutionary scenario cannot work.

Haldane’s original work on this issue
leads to a certain number that Remine has
pointed out to evolutionists.  Quoting from
Remine’s web site, “Haldane’s Dilemma
establishes a limit of 1,667 beneficial
substitutions . . . over the past ten million
years of the lineage leading to humans.
The origin of all the uniquely human
adaptations would have to be explained
within that limit.”  The figure of 1,667
substitutions is a very serious problem for
evolution.  This number comes from the
following assumptions.  First, assume it takes
10 million years for humans to evolve from
the common ancestor of apes and man.  This
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is actually longer than what evolutionists
believe.  Second, assume a population size
of 100,000.  Assume a generation time of
20 years for each individual to become
able to reproduce.  Now, how long would it
take a beneficial mutation to completely
replace an old trait?  With the rarity of
beneficial mutations, this is estimated to be
one nucleotide in about 300 generations.
These numbers lead to the 1,667
substitutions.  1,667 nucleotides is a very
very minute percentage of the ape-
hominid’s DNA.  This is a generous
estimate of how many beneficial
substitutions could possibly happen in 10
million years of the evolution of humans.
To see how serious a problem this is for
evolution, consider this.  Assume that only
a 1% change in the nucleotides would be
necessary for the evolution of man from
ape ancestors.  How long would it take to
evolve a human from an ape-like ancestor,
at the rates given in the scenario above?
The answer is 500 billion years!

There are many complications to
the above that I cannot address here.  But
this is Haldane’s Dilemma.  It continues to
be a dilemma for evolutionists.  Walter
Remine has answered many objections
from evolutionists.  Remine has gone to
some length to clarify and redefine the
problem.  Remine’s work shows how the
problem works out in a wide variety of
scenarios.  Many proposed solutions to the
problem from evolutionists do not actually
address the real problem.  Remine’s web
site is a good source for more explanation
on this topic.  It is the following:
http://www1.minn.net/~science/index.html

  
        

AIG, CMI, and Creation Answers

As many of you reading this know,
creationist Ken Ham came to the United
States from Australia.  He was involved in
a creation organization there that at one
time was called Creation Science
Foundation of Australia.  After the Answers

in Genesis organization became large and
successful in the United States, Answers in
Genesis became an international ministry
with offices in several countries and the
Australian organization also adopted the AIG
name.  The Creation lay-level magazine and
the technical publication known as “Technical
Journal” and then “TJ” were always written
and published in Australia by the Australian
AIG office.  

Recently the Australian, Canadian,
South African and New Zealand AiG offices
split off from AIG and rebranded as Creation
Ministries International.  AIG-USA apparently
decided to cease distributing the Creation
magazine and create a new magazine in its
place.  But the Creation and TJ (Journal of
Creation) publications have a loyal following
and these publications have had a very good
track record of quality for many years (since
1978 for Creation magazine).  I do not know
all the reasons for the split from AIG but at
least part of it was apparently to keep the two
publications alive. 

Thus, the Australian ministry is now
part of a new creation organization known as
Creation Ministries International (CMI).  There
are now also several individuals associated
with CMI that had been associated with
Answers in Genesis, including Jonathan
Sarfati and Carl Wieland.  The Creation
magazine and TJ publications will continue to
be published from Australia by CMI.
However, the TJ journal will now go by the
name “Journal of Creation.”  (The TJ name
change was apparently in train well before
the rebranding, but it is the same
publication.)  Creation Ministries International
has a new web site as well.  It is 
http://creationontheweb.com.

AIG subscribers to Creation magazine
who do nothing will be transferred
automatically to the new AIG magazine to
f in ish  the i r subscr ip tion .   See
http://answersingenesis.org for more details.
To continue receiving the same Creation
magazine or what was called TJ, you must
now resubscribe through Creation Ministries

http://www1.minn.net/~science/index.html
http://creationontheweb.com
http://(http://answersingenesis.org
http://answersingenesis.org
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I n t e r n a t i o n a l  a t  t h i s  l i n k :
http://creationontheweb.com/magUSA
(whether or not you choose to claim a
refund for any unused subscription portion
from AiG-USA).  

The Answers in Genesis website
was advertising their new magazine as
“Creation ANSWERS.”  I was dismayed
that AIG picked a name like my own
newsletter name and similar to my web
domain name and so I contacted them.  I
subsequently received an email and a letter
from John E. Pence, AIG General Counsel.
Mr. Pence indicated Answers in Genesis
will change the name of their new
magazine to just “Answers” instead of
“Creation Answers.”  I was very glad to see
a large ministry such as AIG respond in this
way, in respect of my ministry.  I expect
AIG to follow through with this, though
some materials were published saying
“Creation Answers.”  At this writing, the AIG
web site now shows the new magazine
name as just “Answers.”    

Regardless of all the reasons for
this change in creation ministries, we
should see it as bringing new opportunities.
The creationism movement has expanded
in both numbers and in influence, and there
are now a number of creation organizations
around the world.  With the new Answers
magazine, there are now more creation
publications available.  I believe this is a
good thing.  I’m sure the Answers
magazine from AIG will be well done.  The
CMI organization also has a group of fine
individuals, many of which have good
scientific credentials.  The CMI organization
begins already having a long distinguished
track record of creation ministry.  So I want
to encourage support of both AIG and CMI
and all their publications.           

Extrasolar Planet Research

In 2001 and 2003, I wrote two
invited papers for the TJ journal about
planets around other stars.  The first of
these articles is available on the Answers

in Genesis web site.  It is called “The
Existence and Origin of Extrasolar Planets.”
It summarizes how most extrasolar planets
have been detected, and addresses
problems with the formation of these objects
by strictly naturalistic theories.  I take the
view that there is valid evidence that planets
do exist around other stars.  After the 2001
paper, a new theory for rapid planet
formation (often called the Disk Instability
Model) was put forward.  I addressed that
theory and its problems in the second article.
This article is not available on the AIG web
site but was published in TJ v17, n.3, 2003
with the title “Rapid Planet Formation.”  

Since I published these articles, there
has continued to be a great deal of interest
and research by astronomers.  Planet
formation models still struggle to explain the
origin of planets without God over long time
scales.  A recent article on sciencedaily.com
summarized some research that largely
agrees with my articles.   Scientists believe
planets forming in a disk around a star will
migrate inward toward the star.  The way the
physics of this works, it could prevent large
gaseous planets from forming, the planets
could fall into the star, or eventually collide
for example.

A new technique for detecting
extrasolar planets is something known as
microlensing.  In microlensing, there are two
stars nearly lining up pointing roughly
towards Earth.  The gravity of the closer
foreground star distorts the light from the
background star and allows a sort of
magnification effect.  This is used to detect
certain objects that are too small for other
methods.  I would be hesitant to trust this
method too much.  One discovery using this
technique was recently announced of an
object that may be similar to our planet
Neptune that is about 9,000 light-years from
Earth.  (For an Abstract on this discovery,
see http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0603276 .)

Extrasolar planet research continues
to show how special our solar system and
our home planet are.    

http://creationontheweb.com/magUSA
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0603276
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