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"Evolutionary models for life, earth, and space are questioned today by a significant group of
scientists worldwide. They are convinced that the earth and the entire universe are the result of a
supernatural creation event which occurred just thousands of years ago, not billions of
years."Why do conventional methods for dating rocks differ so radically?What does carbon-14
found in diamonds tell us?Was there accelerated nuclear decay in earth's history?Are the
creation and Flood accounts genuine historic events?These and many other questions are
addressed in Thousands...Not Billions. This book summarizes eight years of research by the
Institute for Creation Research (ICR) and a team of scientists, whose goal was to explore the
age of the earth from a biblical perspective. The project title was Radioisotopes and the Age of
The Earth, or RATE.The age of the earth is one of the most divisive topics today, much debated
by scholars and laypersons alike. What one believes about the age of the earth goes a long way
in determining world views. The Bible is explicit that the earth is young, but many people feel that
science has proved our planet is more than four billion year old. Thousands...Not Billions
provides a compelling challenge to Darwinian evolution.

About the AuthorDon DeYoung is chairman of the Physical Science Department, Grace College,
Winona Lake, Indiana, teaching physics, astronomy, and mathematics. He is a graduate of
Michigan Tech University (B.S., M.S., physics), Iowa State University (Ph.D, physics), and Grace
Seminary (M.Div.) His writings have appeared in many periodicals, and he s written 12 books
on Bible science, including object lessons for children. He and his wife, Sally, have three married
daughters.
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Matthew Curtis, “Good challenge to the reliability of radiometric dating methods. So, let me just
start off by saying the following:1. Young-earth creationists will like this book and think that it
shows the unreliability of modern dating methods.2. Evolutionists will dismiss it immediately.3.
Open-minded people who are perhaps on the fence on the issue of the earth's age will benefit
from the point of view and the challenges the RATE group's 8 years of research present.It is
clear that the reviews so far of 'Thousands not Billions' support my hypothesis.Now, on to the
book.Here's a list of the chapters:Ch 1: A Brief History of Radiation StudiesCh 2: Overview of
Radioisotope DatingCh 3: Carbon-14 DatingCh 4: Helium Retention in Zircon CrystalsCh 5:
Radiohalos in GraniteCh 6: Fission Tracks in ZirconsCh 7: Discordant Radioisotope DatesCh 8:
Radioisotope Dating Case StudiesCh 9: Theories of Accelerated Nuclear DecayCh 10: A Proper
Reading of Genesis 1:1-2:3Ch 11: RATE ConclusionsQuotes from Ch 11, with summaries by
me:"For some years there has been a growing realization that carbon-14 atoms are found where
they are not expected." -Pg 175 Since C-14 only has a half-life of 5,730 years, there should not
be any measurable amount of it in substances over 100,000 years old. However, measurable
amounts of C-14 have been found in what are assumed "ancient" materials, such as coal and
diamonds. Diamonds I think are the most significant, since they are assumed to be like a billion
years old, and they are also the hardest natural substance on earth, so they know there isn't any
contamination in the system. So the fact that there exists carbon-14 in diamonds that are
supposedly a billion years old should raise some flags to people."The New Mexico zircons
studied by the RATE team have a radioisotope age of 1.5 billion years. If this were true, then the
internal helium atoms should long ago have escaped from the zircons. Instead, however, the
RATE scientists and others find high concentrations of helium still present inside the zircon
crystals." -Pg 176 Zircons, unlike diamonds, are not a closed system, and helium atoms that are
produced in the zircons escape over time into the surroundings. However, the helium should no
longer be present if the zircons are really a billion years old or older.Another important aspect of
the RATE research is the discordance among results when multiple dating methods are used on
the same rock. Several different dating methods should all give the same date for a specific rock
if they really are accurate measures. However, RATE has found that very different dates are
given for a rock, depending on which method is used.Another thing that's really interesting is
that RATE team had the Mt. Ngauruhoe site in New Zealand dated using several different dating
techniques. The site formed only a few decades ago, but dates ranging from 0.27 million years
(K-Ar) all the way up to 3,908 million years (Pb-Pb) were determined for the rock. This should
also show the amazing unreliability of radiometric dating methods. If dating methods are shown
to be grossly inaccurate for rocks of known age, how can we trust them for rocks of unknown
age?I also really liked the chapter on interpreting the creation account of Genesis 1:1-2:3. It is a
popular view among Christians that the creation account is poetry and not narrative. RATE did
some analysis of the Hebrew verb forms of both poetry and narrative all throughout the Old



Testament, and the results were overwhelmingly in favor of Genesis 1 being narrative, based on
the type of verb forms found in the chapter. (Poetry generally uses imperfect, while narrative
uses preterit.)Anyway, I would have liked to see a little more explanation/elaboration of research.
But I do realize that this book is meant to be for the general public. RATE has produced two
technical volumes from their 8 years of research that I think people who are advanced in science
will benefit from more.Note: I think it's worth noting that the RATE team contracted out the dating
of the materials in their research to well-respected professional laboratories, so the idea that
their data is not reliable is totally ridiculous and unfounded.”

David M. Barker, “A valuable resource for those interested in learning more about scientific date-
estimation techniques.. Although I don't agree with everything written in the book (and that can
be said of nearly every book I've read), it contains some very good information. The discussion
about the possibility of radioactive decay-rates not being uniform over time is intriguing. After all,
what causes radioactive decay? It is said to be spontaneous. What does that mean? "Just
happens," or as Curie suggested: from an unknown cause? I really like a statement on p. 143:
"The questioning of radioisotope dating and the geologic time scale neither stifles inquiry nor
hinders scientific progress. Instead, it serves the healthy purpose of uncovering assumptions
and bias."”

Chemteacher60, “Excellent. Semi-technical. Excellent. Semi-technical, just as advertised. I
have a degree in biology and chemistry and a Masters in Education. The material was
organized and written in a manner that was just right: not watered down, but not beyond the
understanding of a person with a good science background. I also have the two technical books
of which this is a summary. I like how they left all the documentation in the other two books. It
made this book a much easier and faster read. You get all the key points without having to plow
through all the data. And for anyone who wants the data/details behind it all, there are the other
two books. I applaud the RATE group for making these resources available in this manner. Well
Done !!”

W. Billingham, “Refreshing look at hard data. This book is written in a scientific manner, with
some attempt at explaining theories to the layman. Much of it goes over my head, but I find it
fascinating to hear scientists grapple with data and find possible support for the "unscientific"
Biblical history. It's mostly an overview of dating methods which use radioactive decay, and the
problems there are interpreting that data - problems, that is, for reading the data as evidence for
an earth billions of years old. There's no real "smoking gun" revealed, but an honest exploration
of the data.”

Friend of the Adoni, “And God Said.... The question has always been: "How long did it take?"
Here the evidence is laid out for Creation and a shorter age for the universe and challenges the



billions of years teaching.The math does not support the theory for evolutionists and so they
keep adding more time to it hoping it will fix the problem. It doesn't. This book discusses in a
convincing manner why Creation has more evidence to it than Evolution.”

GATORSLR, “True Science Presented. An honest, rational person will admit there is a high
degree of order in the cosmos that cannot be justified with the pseudoscience that is evolution.
This book examines geological structures that have been the backbone of evolutionary
assertions and reveals the disparities such assertions hide. Using the scientific method to
honestly assess radiometric dating (which evolutionists do not), the scientists cited in the book
present data that provide a winning argument for their assertions. With an engineering
background I look for solid scientific arguments that include repeatable, verifiable, observable
data, and this book does just that. i highly recommend it for anybody seeking an honest
appraisal of the subject.”

Joel D. Weber, “Science has been lying to us.. A detailed account of the many, flawed methods
of scientific measurement for the purposes of identifying age. The field of science, along with all
others, is also at the mercy of pre-conceived theories, theologies and world views. This book will
allow you to ponder and weigh all our so-called scientific evidence for millions and billions of
earth age, after carefully detailing the assumptions, statistical manipulations and flaws found in
all our dating methods. The evidence does not uniformly point to an old earth, unless you have
such an preconceived notion.”

spntemple, “T not B. Great book. After reading it myself I gave it to a physician friend of mine
whom I worked with temporarily while he was brought back on active duty filling a slot of our
deployed orthopedic surgeon. He was not a believer and this fit right into the scientific element
for him.”

Tricia, “Interesting. He was happy with it”

Robert Jones, “The truth prevails. I recommend this book by Donald Deyong - This books is
using scientific language that is challenging in areas but the bottom line is - it is a very detailed
study and destroys the false hypothesis of evolution. Thanks - Bob Jones”

J. Clatworthy, “I agree with the author. enjoyable reading.”

john robinson, “impartial look. I found review no2 to be completely misleading. as I read the book
I found that the prevailing evidence was for a young earth. further the writer did deal with
meteorites on page 180 he pointed out that there was implied large scale nuclear decay is found
in the light spectra from distant stars. ifind in many cases I have come across reputation is first
place & the evidence is not given the attention it deserves. I am not Christian so have no axe to



grind but thought I may understand better how honest people could hold this belief when
evolution is taught as fact even in papers like the sun. the evidence revealed in this book seems
to be so strong that I would say it could not be refuted & the suggestions for future study which
should be taken up by all scientists looks good to me. I hope it circulated well. lastly if I do
become a Christian this book will have played a large part in my decision. i am looking into other
subjects from creation viewpoint. i recommend thousands not billions book to those who are
open minded in dealing with evidence”

The book by Nancy S. Hill has a rating of  5 out of 4.6. 125 people have provided feedback.
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