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 A number of people who were watching the Super Bowl this past winter were astounded 

at the officiating. While there were numerous flaws, one particular call defied all logic and any 

justification. After Seattle's quarterback had thrown an interception, he went to tackle the player 

who had the ball. Diving to make the tackle, he was penalized for making an illegal block--even 

those with no interest in or little knowledge of football know that it is not possible to block one 

whom you are trying to tackle. In any field--be it sports, science, religion, or otherwise--there are 

some who, through ignorance or prejudice, throw governing rules out of the window! 

Scientifically, this is the flaw of thinking too highly of and putting to much trust in the 

geological, or stratigraphic, column. In this article I hope to show what the geological column is 

and how it is improperly used by those who wish to promote the doctrine of evolution. 

 In order to appreciate this study, please consider what is meant by the geological column. 

The geological column is the horizontal layering of rock upon rock in what are called strata 

(hence, "stratigraphic column"). The principles governing this process were first laid out in 1669 

by an Italian named Nicholas Steno. He set forth three: the principle of superposition (earlier 

rocks are laid down before later rocks), the principle of original horizontality (gravity's influence 

forces sediment to be laid flat as opposed to being stacked), and the principle of original lateral 

continuity (material being laid down spreads out until it is exhausted or meets an obstacle like a 

rock face).  Using these principles (and newer ones that have been added), geologists map areas 

(in various forms including 1. from above, 2. cross section, 3. rock diagram [3-D], and 4. 

stratigraphic section) based upon what rocks are found there. Geologists then apply dates to the 

sections, theoretically based upon these principles. 

 So how is the geologic column misused? First, those who promote evolutionary doctrine 

assume that uniformitarianism (the idea that processes today act as they have for millions of 

years) is fact and that it has been the engine for geological change. That assumption disallows 

the historicity of a universal flood (the deluge of Genesis 6-9). In reality, geological evidence on 

a worldwide scale supports the case for the flood.   

 Second, fossils are used as the standard for dating rocks, even if it means throwing out 

any or all of the other principles! "The factor that is most important in assigning an age to a 

given stratum is its biological content--that is, the fossils it contains. 'Thus it appears that the 

only presently available rational geochronological indices are biostratigraphically based--i.e. 

biochronologic.' This means plainly that only the fossils can be relied upon as a criterion for 

determining the time in earth history when a particular formation was deposited." [Henry Morris, 

The Biblical Basis for Modern Science, (Grand Rapids, MI:  Baker Books, 1984), p. 308., with 

quote from T.G. Miller, "Time in Stratigraphy," Paleontology, 8 (Feb., 1965): 119.]. The 

evolutionist will look at the fossils and look at the rocks and automatically assume that the rock 

is a certain age because it contains those fossils and that the fossils are a certain age because they 

are found in those rocks--such circular reasoning is hardly scientific. To defend himself, the 

evolutionist will occasionally try to justify his dating with such circular logic by comparing that 

with the way coins are dated in archaeological sites. There is a distinct difference! The coins bear 

a particular image (e.g. Tiberius) which can be dated to a particular time (in his case, A.D. 14-

37) because historians of that day (e.g. Suetonius) corroborate the reign of that person in that 

day; therefore, that coin has objective evidence supporting it, while the fossil-rock correlation is 

rooted in prejudiced subjectivism! 



 Third, a major blow to the errors accompanying the evolutionist's use of the geological 

column is the fact that the column exists--as presented by the evolutionist--nowhere in the 

natural world: It is only found in textbooks and the like! In fact, in some locations the strata are 

flipped, in others over-thrust, and in others completely lack numerous periods or epochs. 

 While relative dating based upon fossil succession within the geological column is 

promoted as undeniable scientific fact, it simply cannot answer the questions proposed by those 

who recognize as authentic the account of the Bible with regard to creation and the flood. May 

the honest inquirer be diligent to appreciate the Truth and defend it in an age in which it is being 

attacked so vehemently! 

 


