Recent Creationist Spin on Radiometric Dating

I.  YEC apologist Larry Vardiman speaks on the results of the RATE II project. (RATE = Radioisotopes and the Age of the Earth.)  The following is from an ASA Listserve entry posted by Tony Britain on May 15, 2006:

Hi all,

I'll drop out of lurking long enough to post the following since it is very relevant to this thread, and since I just happened to transcribe and post it to another forum just last night.

Here is an interesting admission [look for the ***] by Larry Vardiman from a couple weeks ago in Fullerton, CA. It is a transcript of only part of the presentation he gave that I recorded while attending the event (see below for details). I include a fair amount surrounding the admission in an attempt to avoid taking him out of context.

Troy Britain

------------------------------ Excerpt from Larry Vardiman’s Presentation  -------------------------------
“I'm going to tell you some of the results of three of the major components that came out of this project [RATE]. The basic thrust of this project was the trust of the issue of radio isotope dating. Not just the simply uranium into lead but potassium/argon and the various ah, types of isotopes as they go from the parent product, the parent element, which, lets talk about uranium and lead, the uranium would be the parent element that is unstable and decays into daughter products, and in this case it would be lead which we've normally heard of, that's the daughter product which is stable and does not decay further. 

You may not know this but there are other elements that are produced in that process called a chain of decay and one of the final products as well is helium, and that is one of those that we stressed in this particular project.

We started off this project very uncertain of what we were going to find. In fact we were quite concerned because we could do irreparable damage, not only to our own reputation but to the church in general, if we found things we could not explain and they actually argued against our position. 

But we were so committed to be able to address this issue that we laid it before the Lord and asked God to be able to provide in a very special way, a miraculous way, in order to be able to understand these problems. And to encourage us we took as an example David when he was before Goliath. Remember David was a teenager, and he faced this giant, and we felt like that. We felt we were faced with a giant problem. And we asked the Lord to provide like he did for David. It's amazing when you read the story, back in 2nd Samuel, and you find that David went before Goliath and he made some statements before the whole country to take care of this giant, and I'll give you a quote from the actual scripture verse at the end of my presentation. 

But David had the audacity to do this and I came to the conclusion of my study over the last eight years of that passage and I think I understand why he did this. It's because he started back as a young man earlier, probably he was only twelve, I don't know exactly his age, and a lion attacked his sheep, the Lord allowed him to kill that lion, he gain confidence, a bear attacked his sheep, the Lord provided for him to kill that bear, so that he had enough confidence in answered prayer previously to be able ask that kind of question and go before the Lord.

That was the kind of experience we had at ICR. We had some major issues that happened at our graduate school over the past, that we had enough confidence to ask the Lord to assist us in this problem and he provided.

And I want to share with you three of the big answers that came out of this particular project I think they are very exciting, and they relate to specifically to this issue of the age of the Earth. ***Because if in fact you take the data at face value the best explanation is that the Earth is billions of years old.*** So something else must be going on and we wanted to have a look at the data.

We did a two-phased project. The first phase of the project was three years, which was basically the hypothesis developing and literature searching stage, and we developed the questions we were going to ask and try to answer. And we had a five year research phase. And we had to raise the money for this project, and we raised, not only did we get answers, but people responded to the tune of a million and a half dollars to help support this project. There has never been a creationist research project of this magnitude in history. And the Lords people provided for us to be able to do this.

We started the project with basically three hypotheses, and this came out of the first phase experiment, ah the first phase of the project, in which we did the literature search, met annually, interacted with each other to develop the questions we felt we needed to answer. And we believe the answer after that first three years was some type of accelerated decay process.

When we started the project we had never even heard of this concept, but we came to the conclusion that there had to be some kind of accelerated decay. 

Now the reason we didn't have that at first was because we weren't confident that the conventional literature was correct in saying that there ah, had been a lot of decay there. In other words there wasn't evidence of a lot of decay. Maybe there isn't a lot of lead, maybe there isn't a lot of material that can be explained in another way.

***As we went through that first three years we became confident, yes there has been a lot of decay.  There is a lot of lead there; there is a lot of fission tracks there; there is a lot of radio-halos there. All of that giving an indication that there has been a lot of decay, radioactive decay. So we couldn't explain it away that way.***
So, the only way we could fit a short period of time which we believe from the Bible, [?>] is the verdict of the Bible, a young [<? garbled] period of time based upon biblical interpretation, and we've got a lot of decay, that means at somewhere in the process you had to have an accelerated rate of decay. That is the decay had to happen a lot faster than it is going on today.”
Source: Larry Vardiman, April 29th 2006, "Question of Age: Conference on Creation, the Bible and Science", at the First Evangelical Free Church of Fullerton, CA.

II.  Here’s a post regarding RATE on a YEC websitehttp://www.apologeticspress.org/articles/2770 aimed at the scientific layperson.  The title of page is interesting in view of the above statements by Vardiman: “RATE Project Disproves Ancient Earth”  The emphasis below is mine (RO):
“In 2000, a group of scientists met and delineated a five year plan to investigate the apparent disparity between biblical dates and those reported from radiometric dating. The collective effort was identified as the Radioisotopes and the Age of The Earth (RATE) project. The RATE project is an ongoing collaborative venture composed of professional scientists--physicists, geophysicists, geologists--primarily from the Institute for Creation Research and the Creation Research Society. Those five years have now passed and the RATE team recently held a meeting to disclose their experimental findings.

On November 5, 2005, the RATE research team presented groundbreaking research to more than 2,300 people who had gathered in San Diego for this special conference (see "RATE News Release," 2005). The panel of scientists introduced experimental evidence that poses serious problems for the evolutionary theory, and that strongly supports a young age for the Earth. Evolutionists commonly argue that creationists have no scientific evidence to support their beliefs. That contention cannot be sustained in light of the research presented in San Diego. As such, many evolutionists will shift their attention towards the RATE scientists rather than the evidence. Known as argumentum ad hominem (Latin for "argument to the man"), some evolutionists would rather hide by attacking the researchers than deal with the evidence they presented. …”
RO:  St. Augustine defines rhetoric in his Confessions as "mere verbiage, a combination of guile and deceit, disguised by sheer verbosity".

