A Response to “The Pillars of the Earth and Radial Shrinkage”

Introduction: In the interest of good science, | always make sure to consider opposing arguments to my
currently held viewpoints to the furthest extent. Recently, Matty’s Paradigm has sent me a link to an
article, written by himself, titled “The Pillars of the Earth and Radial Shrinkage”. This article was in
response to me stating that if radioactive decay rates were drastically increased, like he claims they are,
then scientists would observe all kinds of other changes in chemical bonds and gravitational forces, as
well as thermal output as a result of decay. Here | hope to explain in great detail just how fallacious his
claims are, and how he makes assumptions about the accepted scientific position on the earth. At the
same time | will refute any supposed assumptions he might accuse scientists of making. Now | am not
qualified to speak on subjects such as these. | have no scientific degree, so | will be citing reliable
sources for all of my claims. Matty has also accused me of taking scientific studies out of context so | will
accompany all of my claims with screenshots from my sources, so the audience can judge for
themselves. Without further ado, let’s begin.

Assumptions: It's important to begin this by addressing assumptions. There is a stark difference
between an inference and an assumption. An inference is a logical prediction made on the basis of pre-
obtained observations. For example, suppose | drop a ball 100 times. Every time | let go of the ball it falls
to the ground, clear evidence for gravity. | can infer that on the 101th time | drop the ball it will also fall
to the ground and not do something strange, like float or go up. This is an inference made on the basis
of evidence I've already gathered through observations. An assumption is a guess made on no
foundation of evidence. Assumptions are often made in order to support a pre-existing bias, in spite of
not having any evidence for the assumption. Every time Matty has ever accused me or another “atheist

|”

science troll”, as he likes to call us, of using assumptions, it tends to turn out that it’s an inference rather
than an assumption we use. Like the ball analogy, various areas of science use observable evidence to
make predictions. Here’s another example: Evolution is a lot like forensics. Let’s say that investigators
arrive at the scene of a crime and see a dead body with a bullet hole wound in the head and a bullet
casing lying nearby. Investigators don’t need to have actually seen the person get shot to know that they
were shot in the head. The evidence left behind by the event of the person getting shot is used to piece
the event back together. Evolution follows the same mechanism. Scientists use observable evidence like
comparative DNA, biogeography, paleontology, comparative anatomy, comparative embryology, and
the fossil record to piece together the events of the past. There are no assumptions being made. It’s
called drawing the most rational conclusion based on evidence. I'd just like to point this out before we
get too far into this because chances are matty is just going to dismiss this response as one big

assumption, which is grossly inaccurate.

Questions Answered: Matty begins his article by presenting a case in which he asked the question,
openly on twitter, “Why is the interior of earth hot?” | will get to the answer for that a bit later, but first
| want to address the atheist that responded to his question on twitter. He claimed that the core is
molten rock, magma. This is incorrect. The core of earth is made of predominately of iron (there’s also
some nickel in it and some studies indicate that there are most likely other lighter elements also
present, but it is known that iron makes up the bulk of it). How do we know this? Seismic waves, caused



by earthquakes, travel through the earth and are measured by seismometers. The type of material the
waves are traveling through determines exactly their velocity. The best fit for the velocity measured by

seismometers is elemental iron (Fe).!"

If | recall correctly, a while back in my debate with Matty he
accepted the fact that the earth’s core is made of molten iron (the interior part that is). So this part

shouldn’t be up for debate, at least | don’t think. (Referencing below image)
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the Earth. It started like this:

Why is the interior of the earth hot?

Matty's Paradigm d:
Wy i thi inderiar of the aiarth het? @ baWan
“ F.B. Jetferson
1 2+ Follow

Because it has a core that is almost entirely
magma. Magma is molten rock and therefore
it is hot. #science

Helpful Response from an Atheist Science Trall

"Because it has a core that is almost entirely magma.

Wagma is malten rock and therefore it is hot.”

This very clearly illustrates a couple of things. Firstly,
there is a class of peaple whom | refer to as Atheist
Science Tralls (45T) whao have na knowledge of science,
but wha are prepared to say anything at all that sounds
like science in order to appear to be superior. Secandly,
this still doesn’t get at the real answer ta the gquestion.
Even if the Earth had a core made of magma, the real

question is, why is the magma hot and where did it

come from? 5o not only are ASTs devoid of scientific knowledge but they are also utterly superficial.

| pointed out that the AST's answer was not a testable hypothesis, and therefore, it is not scientific.

As luck would have it, my most persistent Troll provided an answer to the guestion that, again, was not an

answer to the guestion, but was an attempt to appear sciency in a less superficial way. He posted a link to

a video that describes far us how the use of seismic waves has given us our current understanding of the

internal structure of the Earth.
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Now we move on to his first question. He asks “why is the magma hot and where did it come from?”
Well as I've already established the earth’s core is made of iron, not magma. It came from the formation
of earth as denser elements gravitated towards the center to form an iron rich core. This is a very easy
concept to understand. Heavier atomic elements sink. The elements that comprise the mantle and crust
are not as heavy as iron and nickel. But that poses another question. By that same logic we should see
heavy atomic elements like uranium in the core as well. At this point we have to also take into account
the abundance of the materials. Iron is much more abundant in the universe than uranium; so uranium
might only have small traces in earth’s core while the rest is dispersed throughout the mantle. This is
speculative to some degree but seismological data has never given any indications that the earth’s inner
core is comprised of any significant amount of uranium or other heavy metals, other than iron. This
actually poses another problem to matty’s paradigm, though. Matty claims that most of the heavy



radioactive elements, like uranium, were concentrated in the earth’s core and decayed at an
exponential rate after the fall of man. Well, this is impossible as we know that heavier atomic elements
sink, but we find lots of uranium in the mantle. How would heavier atomic elements diffuse out of the
core and into the mantle? It’s simply a physical impossibility that defies gravity. As for why it’s hot, now
this IS speculation. We know for sure that radioactive decay is one factor in it. Other factors include
frictional heat from the formation of the core and the initial stages of earth’s formation in general.!? |
admit that this is speculation to some degree, but not everything matty’s claims is speculation actually is

as | will demonstrate throughout this response. (Referencing above image)

Circular Reasoning: Up to this point, | hadn’t really had much of an issue with the things Matty had said
in his article and the questions he asked. Now, however, | do. We move forward to where he begins to
employ circular reasoning to support his argument. Here Matty claims that we have to begin with the
“correct understanding of the formation of earth”. He proceeds to cite biblical scripture as the
foundation for the rest of the claims made in the argument. This is purely fallacious. | expect creationists
to use real world observable evidence to prove the bible, not to use the bible to prove the bible.
(Referencing below image)
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I have studied this video and the technical diagram that it explains. It is
quite fascinating, and has led me ta pull together a fewr ideas that |
have been wondering about for a while. In order to use the

abaout the structure of

information in the diagram to tell us anythin,

However, it is easier to work backwards from the present to see what

we think that the internal structure of the Earth may have looked like

Earthquake Wawve Shadow Zone

and how it has changed. What we have to bear in mind is that there
are several physical features of the internal structure of the earth that
are mentioned in scripture that have to be accounted far. Things such as the foundations of the earth, the

foundations of the mountain, the great deep, the pillars of the Earth etc.

We have to take a holistic approach that embodies the scriptural principle of knowing the end from the

beginning, and the beginning from the end:

Ceclaring the end from the beginning, and from ancient times the things that are not yet done,

saying, My caunsel shall stand, and 1 will do all my pleasure: {Isaiah 46:10)
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Matty has in fact indicated that he uses circular reasoning in his arguments before on twitter.
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Dennis the Menace @JonathanTh11 - Jul & w
You seem to have just admitted to the use of circular reasoning and the making
of assumptions about geocentricity
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@matty_lawrence . -

Rephying to @JonathanTh11 @jack_son_klack and 19 others

My assumption is that God doesn't lie.
Everything proceeds from that.

2Z20PM - 5 Jul 2017
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. Tweet your reply

Dennis the Menace @ JonathanTh11 - Jul v
Replying to @matty_lawrence @jack_son_black and 19 others

“es hut you must first assume that you're right about God's existence to hold
that belief, that's circular reasoning
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This is in regard to our debate on geocentricity. He states right here that his assumption is that god
doesn’t lie, and all his beliefs proceed from that. (Referencing above image)
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| have the discernment to know what's useful
data/information vs. pseudoscience sleight of
hand.

1:50 PR - 5 Jul 2017 fram Winston-Salem, NC
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Matty's Paradigm @matty |awrence - Jul 8 ~
Replying to @matty_lawrence @JonathanThi1 and 20 others

| have & good example of scientific fudging if you want to see what I'm talking
about.
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This, however, is really the nail in the coffin for him. He claims in this tweet to have discernment. I've
heard this claim from creationists before, that they have spiritual discernment granted by god which
allows them to determine what is true and what is not. Matty claims to use this discernment in order to
find out what evidence supports his beliefs and what evidence is false. The problem is that he has to
assume his religion is correct to have that ability of discernment in the first place. The cycle works like
this: Assume bible is true = gain discernment 2 use discernment to find evidence for the bible = back
to the beginning. It is quite clear that Matty is employs circular reasoning to the fullest extent to justify
his claims. He begins with the assumption that his religion is true in order to find evidence to prove his
religion to be true. (Referencing above image)
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Exactly. | choose to believe the Bible out of
gratitude to God for my life, and to Jesus
Christ for my salvation.

818 Ph - 6 Jul 2017 from YWinston-Salem, MC
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| even accused Matty directly about his use of circular reasoning and he openly admitted to it here.
There is no question about it; Matty uses circular reasoning. (Referencing above image)



The Facts: Moving forward, we come to the point where Matty discusses seismic waves and their usage

(note: there is some content before this part, but I’'m not going to respond to it since it’s just Matty

citing biblical scripture. Basically it’s an extension of the circular reasoning that I've already covered).

(Referencing below image)
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Firstly we have to have an understanding of the methad used ta callect data that may be of use. In this

case the data comes from detecting earthquakes at many and various places around the Earth. When an

earthguake occurs waves are produced that propagate through the Earth in different ways. Broadly

speaking, there are two main types of waves, P Waves and 5 Waves. P Waves are transverse waves that

can propagate through anything, solid, liquid or gas, and 5 Waves are lateral waves and can anly

propagate through solid matter. Motice on the diagram that there are several curved lines that appear to

indicate the path of both P and S waves thraugh the earth.

The Empirical Approach

Why are the lines curved? That's thearetical. Since ASTs are so often
blathering about the importance of empirical data let's just stick with
what's empirical, which is to say, verifiable by direct abservation. As
such, we're not gong ta speculate on the curvature of the lines and
fudge the lacation of the inner surface of the lower mantle ar the auter
surface of the (inner) care. | have drawn straight lines from the
lacation of the earthquake ta the paint at 103° which will give us the
location of the inner surface of the lower mantle, and anather fram
the earthguake to the point at 142 which will give us the location of

the surface of the (inner) care.

We are also going to have to understand that the decision to regard
the auter core as liquid is speculative at best, and there is no scientific

reason why it can't be empty space. In Matty's paradigm there is no

liquid outer core, but it is (mostly) empty void. We know this from the Gospel of Luke.
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Now to dive into some seismology. Surprisingly, everything Matty says in the first paragraph in this

screenshot is correct. He is absolutely right about the way that P waves and S waves travel through

matter. In the second sentence of the next paragraph, however, he makes a fallacious claim. He first

asks why the lines are curved. Good question, Matty seems to believe that seismic waves travel

perfectly straight paths, hence why he drew the straight lines on the image. (Referencing above image)



He is demonstrably wrong, however, because we know that the seismic waves do curve since distant

seismic stations have detected waves in this mannerism. Scientists have performed artificial seismic
wave tests to replicate the waves of that of an earthquake and then measure where the waves end up
using geophones set in various locations.” (Referencing below image)
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INTRODUCTION

Seismic refraction is a geophysical method used for investigating subsurface ground conditions by utilising surface-sourced seismic waves.
Data acquired on site is computer processed and interpreted to produce models of the seismic velocity and layer thickness of the
subsurface ground structure. The method is commonly used for measuring the thickness of overburden in areas where bedrock is at depth,

and assessing ripability parameters

OPERATION

DATA INTERPRETATION

Geophones output data as time traces which are compiled and processed by the seismograph. The basic components of a seismic trace are the direct:
refracted wave. VWave refraction occurs at interfaces in the ground where the seismic velocity of the lower layer is greater than the welocity of the overlying
near surface site investigations where soil or fill overlies bedrock.

PR & Seismograph

At geophone positions close to the seismic source, the first seismic wave arrivals are di
distance from the source the first arivals change to refracted waves due to the fasier re




Now matty might say that straight seismic waves would hit the same locations that refracted/reflected
seismic waves would. This isn’t true. In seismic refraction tests, the seismic waves RETURN to the
surface after a period of time due to refraction or reflection. Straight seismic waves would NEVER return
to the surface. The only seismic wave that would hit the surface geophones would be the direct ray
which travels horizontally along the surface and occurs at “zero travel time”. After that the time-delayed
refracted or reflected seismic waves return to the surface and hit the geophones.! The seismic wave
refraction survey method is direct and definitive proof that seismic waves curve and do not follow
perfectly straight paths like matty’s diagram shows. (Referencing below image)
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Seismic refraction surveying requires three components: a seismic source to generate the signal, a
signal-enhancement seismograph to control the survey and record the data, and a series of
geophones to detect the arrival of seismic waves at multiple points on the ground surface (Figure 1).
The source used for shallow surveys is typically a sledgehammer or Buffalo Gun. Note that for
convenience, the passage of seismic energy through the ground is usually represented as raypaths,
although the energy is actually fravelling as waves. There are three paths to consider: (a) directrays
that travel from the source to the geophones along the ground surface; (b) rays reflected from sub-
horizontal interfaces at depth; (c) rays that undergo critical refraction at buried interfaces and travel
along these interfaces before refraction back into the overlying layer, toward the surface (Figure 1).

The time elapsed between source activation and signal detection at the receiver array is recorded on
a digital seismograph. Plotting this time against source and receiver position results in a time-offset
(T-X) plot (Figure 2). This typically comprises several straight line sections that can be interpreted to
provide information on the seismic velocity and geological structure of the ground. The earliest
arrivals (always commencing at zero travel time and zero offset) represent the direct wave. A linear
decrease in line gradient represents a critical refraction of energy from the top of a faster velocity
buried layer. Line gradient is the direct inverse of the layer's apparent velocily. The true velocity is
determined by reversing the source-receiver array and analysing results from both the forward and
reverse directions to determine the geological dip of the interface within the plane of section. The
analysis procedures involved can be extended up to four layers. Not all geological situations
encountered can be approximated by linear models; more detailed studies utilise either Palmer's
Generalised Reciprocal Method (GRM) or one of several specialist computer packages.
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Figure 1: Raypath diagram showing the respective paths for direct, reflected, and refracted rays.




But why do seismic waves curve? It isn’t theoretical at all. Seismic waves curve due to layers in the
earth. Seismic waves follow the same laws of refraction and reflection as light waves do, according to
Snell’s law. The angle of refraction or reflection depends on the type of rock media the waves are
encountering at different layers. ™ (Referencing two below images)
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As a wave travels through Earth, the path 1t takes depends on the velocity. Perhaps vou recall from high school a principle called Snell's law, which 15 the mathematical expression that allows us to determine
the path a wave takes as it 15 transmitted from one rock laver into another. The change n direction depends on the ratio of the wave velocities of the two different rocks.

Rack Rock
Typel Type 1
Rack \A\ Rock
Type Typel
Velocity in rock type 21 Velocity in rocktype 215
greaterthan velocity in rock type 1 les than velocity In Rook type 1

When waves reach a boundary between different rack types, part of
the enerqy is transmitted across the boundary. The transmitted wave
fravels in a different direction which depends on the ratio of
velocities of the two rock types. Part of the energy is also reflacted
backwards into the region with Rack Type 1, but T haven't shown that
oh this diagram,

Refraction has an important affect on waves that travel through Earth. In general, the seismic veloctty in Barth increases with depth (there are some important exceptions to this trend) and refraction of waves
cavses the path followed by body waves to curve upward.

Selsmometer Selsmometer
Earthquake Earthquake
Constant-Velocity Earth
Sphere

The overall increase in seismic wave speed with depth into Earth
produces an upward curvature to rays that pass through the mantle, A
natable exception is caused by the decrease in velocity from the
mantle to the core, This speed decrease bends waves backwards and
ereates o "P-wave Shadew Zone" between about 100° and 140° distance
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Reflection
The second wave interaction with variations in rock type 1s reflection. | am sure that you are familiar with reflected sound waves; we call them echoes. And your reflection 1 a murror or pool of water 15
composed of reflected light waves. In setsmology, reflections are used to prospect for petroleum and mvestigate Earth's iternal structure. In some instances reflections from the boundary between the mantle

and crust may induce strong shaking that causes damage about 100 km from an earthquake (we call that boundary the "Moho' in honor of Mohorovicic, the scientist who discovered if).

A seismic reflection occurs when a wave impinges on a change in rock type (which usually 1s accompanied by a change m seismic wave speed). Part of the energy carried by the meident wave 1s transmitted
through the material (that's the refracted wave described above) and part is reflected back into the medium that contained the ncident wave.
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Rock Wave
Type!
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When a wave encounters a change in material properties (seismic
velocities and or density) its energy is split info reflected and
refracted waves.

The amplitude of the reflection depends strongly on the angle that the incidence wave makes with the boundary and the contrast in material properties across the boundary. For some angles all the energy can
be returned into the medium containing the incident wave.

The actual interaction between a seismic wave and a contrast in rock properties is more complicated becase an incident P wave generates transmitted and reflected P- and S-waves and so five waves are
wnvolved. Likewise, when an S-wave mteracts with a boundary mn rock properties, it too generates reflected and refracted P- and S-waves.

Dispersion

[ mentioned above that surface waves are dispersive - which means that different periods travel at different velocities. The effects of dispersion become more noticeable with increasing distance because the
longer travel distance spreads the energy out (it disperses the energy). Usually, the long periods arrive first since they are sensttive to the speeds deeper in Earth, and the deeper regions are generally faster.
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The angle at which the waves refract depends on the media between each boundary they encounter,
relative to the previous media.'® This pretty much topples everything else Matty says after that since he
chooses to draw straight lines, to represent seismic waves, on the figure which isn’t accurate and would
not be possible with earth’s varying types of media. (Referencing below image)
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Seismic Wave Behavior: Curving paths through the Earth Simple model of

Why do seismic waves travel a curving path through the Earth?

If there were no changes with depth, seismic waves would travel a straight path to the other side

of the Earth. But wave arrivals to distant seismic stations hawve taught us that there are layers.
Seismic wawves through the Earth follow the same laws of refraction and reflection as any other

wave at interfaces. When they encounter boundaries between different media, the waye will

react according to Snell's law, and the angle of refraction across the boundary will depend on

he velocity of the second media relative to the first.
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Earth’s Outer Core:

&

C | @ wwawmattysparadigm.org/ip=1115

ABOUT GLOSSARY rMINDMAP

The Empirical Approach

such, we're not gong to speculate on the curvature of the lines and
fudge the location of the inner surface of the lower mantle or the outer
surface of the (inner] core. I have drawmn straight lines from the
lacation of the earthquake to the point at 103 which will give us the
lacation of the inner surface of the lower mantle, and ancother from
the earthguake to the point at 143° which will give us the location of

the surface of the [inner) care.

Me are also going to have to understand that the decision to regard

he outer core as liguid is speculative at best, and there is no scientific

SR R e T BTN B ENE. In Matty's paradigm there is no

liguid outer core, but it is (mostly) empty void. We know this from the Gospel of Luke.

"There was a certain rich man, which was clothed in purple and fine linen, and fared sumptuously every

day: And there was a certain beggar named Lazarus, which was laid at his gate, full of sares, And desiring

to be fed with the crumbs which fell from the rich man's table: mareover the dogs came and licked his

sares. And it came to pass, that the begzar died, and was carried by the angels into Abraham's bosom: the

rich man also died, and was buried; And in hell he lift up his eyes, being in torments, and seeth Abraham

afar off, and Lazarus in his bosam. And he cried and said, Father Abraham, have mercy on me, and send

Lazarus, that he may dip the tip of his finger in water, and cool my tongue; for | am tormented in this

flame. But Abraham said, Son, remember that thou in thy lifetime receivedst thy good things, and likewise

Lazarus evil things: but nowr he is comforted, and thou art tormented. And beside all this, between us and

you there is a great pulf fixed: so that they which would pass from hence to you cannat; neither can they

pass ta us, that would come from thence.” {Luke 16:19-25)

Here Matty claims that it is only speculation to say that the outer core is liquid, and that there is no
“scientific reason” why it couldn’t be empty space. This couldn’t be farther from the truth. The video

only gave part of the reasoning behind why scientists claim that earth’s outer core is liquid. If the core
was empty then yes, S-waves would still not be able to propagate through the outer core and the
seismic wave measurements would be the same. However, what we must now look at is earth’s

magnetic field. The only possible way for earth’s magnetic field to exist is to have a liquid medium with

ionized molecules flowing through it (this eliminates any possible criticism of scientists assuming the

magnetic field is a result of a liquid core). How it works is that flowing electrically charged particles in

earth’s outer core, caused by convection currents and earth’s rotation, create a magnetic field.

Essentially, earth’s core is a massive dynamo."” This is then further supported by how seismic waves



travel through the outer core. Thus, since we observe that earth does have a magnetic field, the outer
core must be liquid in order to create it.[®l (Referencing above image)

More evidence lies in observations of the Coriolis effect. The Coriolis effect is used to explain tendencies
in earth’s magnetic field to drift westward.'» Matty may try to say that this relies on the assumption that
the earth is rotating to produce the Coriolis effect, but we know the Coriolis effect is real. The fact that
we observe it shows that earth must be rotating to generate it. Where to we observe it? Well it has its
effects on earth’s atmosphere. It’s the reason hurricanes spin counter-clockwise in the northern
hemisphere.“O] If earth didn’t spin then we’d observe a straight path of air circulation up and down the
poles. The Coriolis effect is the reason that air circulation turns to the right in the northern hemisphere
and left in the southern hemisphere. The rotation of earth is essentially self-evident in that we observe
the effects created by it, and these effects could only be the result of the earth spinning which tells us
that earth does in fact spin. Once again we are drawing conclusions based on evidence, no assumptions
made here.



But we're not finished yet. In the interest of good science, | decided to dig a little deeper and search for
some alternative explanations for earth’s magnetic field, if there were any. And | came across one
scholarly article on Proquest that takes a different approach. It discusses possible causations for the
earth’s magnetic field, including geodynamo theory (the one supported by this article), the ionosphere,
and salt-water flow. The author begins by challenging the concept of a geodynamo being created in the
core due to convection currents caused by temperature. The author goes so far as to say that the exact
causation for the dynamo has been incorrectly defined." (Referencing below image)
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The Earth's magnetic field makes our planet habitable-therewould beno lifeanthe planat without it. It protects the Earth's
biological envelope fromthe hostile lifeless space and devastating effects of cosmicray particles. The habitabilitydetermining need for
a magnetic field reduces the number of potentially habitable planets. It ishard to enumerate all the effects of the field oninhabitants
of theplanet. Its properties areused by both humans and animals, while the scientific community has no unambiguous approachto
understandingthe mechanism of the field's creation and maintenance, aswell as onthe factors affecting its behavior.

One of themost popular hypaothes

estrying to explain the nature of the|field|is the dynamo theory. It proposes that convect
urbulent motions of conductive fluid inthe coretrigger self-excitation of a magnetid|field| and maintain theffield| stable.

iveand/or

s af this othesis themse ught it was a far cry fram being prove
nany well-known f rthat the iggering the "dynamao"

Anather hypothesis proposes that the magnetic field is createdintheionosphere by the solar wind.
Thethird onesays about salt-water flows inthe oceans.

None ofthesetheories canbeappliedto all theplanets of the Solar System free of contradictions. For example, Jupiter spinsinthe

samedirection asthe Earth does, but Jupiter's magnetic field is directed oppositetothe Earth's one ¥enus and Mars have no strong
fields.

Anyway, it is not fair to believethat the Earth owns someunique features that no other planet has. After all, it is not the only planet that
has a magnetic field, andit isnot quitethethingto doto comeaupwith its own mechanism for creating a magnetic field for each
planet either Sowhat could beright? There should bea single physics of this phenomenan. It just manifests itself somewhat differently
hecause of different conditions of existence of different planets.

Iwould liketo note herethat the modern model of the Earth (witha hard coreinside, surrounded by liguid alloy) is based onthe study of
hehavior of acoustic(seismic) waves and their ability to pass insolid and liquid media differently. High-temperature plasma with
close-packed nuclel will conduct seismic waves as a solid (crystalling) material, which is consistent with themeasured data, andthe
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Continuing on, the author begins to present a case for how earth’s magnetic field is generated based on
gravitational pulls caused by other celestial bodies. This is the author’s proposed hypothesis, essentially.
Note that in his hypothesis he claims that there is a moving core. The author of this article is challenging
the notion of a temperature driven geodynamo. He is proposing a gravity driven geodynamo instead.™"
(Referencing below image)
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mave, up totheir inversion.

Attempts to find the answers to the following guestions

oo?

3. Why do the Moon and most maons keep the same sideturned totheir planets?

6. Why is the not round?

. What arethereasons for sharp changes in astronomical time?

" ooour?

@ How do "killer-jwaves

), Why is there a dip in the gravitation graph during the Sun's passage across the sky?

10. What arethereasons for periodicvariations of geophysical |fields| and seismic activity?
11. What gives riseto and maintains major ocean currents and equatorial winds?

have given risetothe following hypothesis:

hiemain reason for all of the above phenomena is the gravitational interaction of the Sun and moon(s) with a moving core of the
planet.

Themain proof of the hypothesis is the clear connectioninthe chain "planet - satellite(s) - planet's magnetic field" for various planets
ofthe Solar System, bearing in mind that each planet is a moon of the Suninits turn.

Thus, it can benotedthat:

This is where it gets interesting. The author delves deeper into evidence for his proposed hypothesis.
The moon has the greatest gravitational impact on the earth’s magnetic field. This is because it is much
closer to earth than the sun and even though the sun has a greater mass, the proportions of distance
and mass are more impactful with the moon. Evidence includes the fact that there are “daily and

P

annua
surrounding celestial bodies and earth. Further evidence is presented by the author by citing another

differentiations in the direction of the magnetic field due to the rotation and orbit of



study in which models predicted the movement patterns of electromagnetic fields as a result of
movement in the planet’s core and other natural phenomena. The predictions were accurate.™ This is

not merely circumstantial evidence. Showing a clear relation between movement in the earth’s core and
electromagnetic field patterns via a predictive model that accurately matched real observations is
DIRECT evidence. (Referencing below image)

&

(& | & Secure | https:/fsearch-proguest-com.ezproxy fgcu.edu/central/docview/ 17836994 99/FC12807 CTECEAT48P Q/27accountid = 10919

Coulomb forces is availableinworks by Igor losilevskiy (for example, in his publications [1, 2]).

By theway, if we accept theproposed hypothesis, the formation of the dipoleinsidethe planet is a practical proof of thetheoretical
assumptions made by losilevskiy.

In fact, the heavy part of the core moves from East to West and in spirals from Northto South and back with changes in axial inclination

(changeof s

very interesting measured data were provided by Yury B Malyshkov and Sergey Yu. Malyshkov [3] onthe basis of their re:

inthalnstitute of Monitaring Climatic and Ecological Systems, Busssian Academy of Sciences.

arch done

nnatural pu mag
motion of th

5¢ ethat theintensity is significantly reduced in winter months with its maximum at night, that is when it is day time
and summer in the Southern Hemisphere, wherethe heavy part of the . aremaore sLorms.

It isvery sadthat such an enormous result obtained by ¥.PMalyshkov and 8. ¥u.Malyshkov [3] on these measurement s, systematization,
analysis and so on cannot be continued because of lack of funding.

It becomes clear how the Earth's magnetic field is formed and why other planats and the Sun have magnetic fields too, if thay have
moons, of no magnetic fields, if they don't (eg., Yenus has a very slow spin- 243 Earth days-that istherearenc gravitational forcesto
createa moving charge), oriftheplanet cooled down and has noliquid core (Moon), as well as reversal of polarity with reversed
rotation of themoon(s) (Mars), and presence of a complex field duetothe planet's complex relationshipwith moons (Uranus and
Meptune). It isinteresting that Mercury, while having no moons, has a field similar to the Earth's one though much smaller However, it




The author arrives are his conclusion that earth’s magnetic field is created by gravity-driven movement
in the LIQUID outer core. It cannot be denied here that a liquid outer core is the only possible cause for
earth’s magnetic field, as shown by all evidence gathered.™ The rest of the scholarly article is
supplemental evidence to support his conclusion regarding the tides and earthquakes. It would seem to
me that earth’s geodynamo is propelled by a combination of thermal convection and gravitational
forces. This part remains somewhat speculative but what is clear is that earth’s outer core is liquid and
does create the magnetic field for earth. (Referencing below image).
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and summer inthe Southern Hemisphere, wherethe heavy part of the coreis, and there are more storms.

Itis very sadthat such an enormous result obtained by Y.PMalyshkov and S.Yu.Malyshkov [3] on these measurements, systematization,
analysis and so on cannot be continued because of lack of funding.

It becomes clear how the [Earth|s [magnetig|field]is formed and why other planets and the Sun have|magnetiq|fields|too, if they have
moons, or no |ma gnendh'leldsl, if they don' (eg.. Venus has a very slow spin - 243!Earlhl days - that is there are no gravitational forces to
icreate a moving charge), or if the planet cooled down and has no liquid core (Maon). as well as reversal of polarity with reversed

rotation of the moon(s) (Mars). and presence of a complex |f| el dl duetotheplanet's complex relationship with moons (Uranus and
INeptune). It is interesting that Mercury, while having no moons, has a Iﬁeldl similarto 1he|Eanhl's one, though much smaller. However, it
itselfis a moon of the Sun, and the closest one. It quickly orbitsthe Sun-in 89 IEarth days. Mercury's |field|is symmetric and directed
along the axis of rotation. Its equator is only 0.1 degreetilted to the orbit plane.

A good illustration of theinfluence of the planet-moon system on a jmagnetid|field|s form is a comparison of theffields| of Jupiter and
Eanhl Jupners|f|eld||s morelikea flat disk - even most of its moons rotatein correct circular orbits inthe equatorial plane- andthe
axis of rotation of the planet itselfis negligibly tilted. Thereis no change of seasons. Onthe other hand. the form oftheIEanh|‘s |f| eld
resembles an apple and the planet itself swings relativeto the plane of the ecliptic. This can be compared as Iflelds from two different
electromagnetic coils - oneloop-to-loop wound around the coil-tube and the other being similar to a cassettetape

hus, the charges forming the|magnetid|field| of a planet having a liquid core are created and propelled by thetotal gravitational force
from its moons, the Sun, and other planets moving nearby relativeto the planet. The charges also influence on Ihe|f|eld| shape. Of
course, MF depends on the distance between the planet and the Sun. Influence of thelatter is paramount. For example, as shown by
Alexander L. Chizhevsky, "Taking into account the diameter of the Sun equal 10 1,390,891 km* and the tremendous power of physical
and chemical processes occurring onthe Sun, it must berecognized that the Globeis under its enormously intensive influence” [4]

Ashort comparison of the planets’ magnetic fields depending onthe number of their moons and other properties is given in Appendix.

The generated pulsating (for a point onthe surface) - with a day-and-night period - magnetic field of the Earth is supported by the
magnetic properties of the planet's body that smooths and stabilizes its behavior, and sometimes distorts, creating local anomalous
areas.

According to theresearch conducted by Hrvoje Tkalcic', College of Physical and Mathematical Sciences, Australian National University
[5]. he found that spins of different layers of the Earth arenot synchronic. Thered-hot core of the Earth inexplicably begins to gain
momentum and then slow down, and spins faster or slower than the Earth does. To detect the desynchronization phenomenaon, the
researchers used a very effort-consumingmethodofstudyingdoubleearthquakes, i.e. the earthquakes that occur inthe sameplaceat




Gravity: Oh but we are not done yet. There’s more to the issue of having an empty outer core, though.
Gravity is an important factor to consider when examining the validity of earth having an empty outer
core. From the perspective of modern science, the mass of the entire core is 1.719 x10724 kg, or 27.5%
of the earth’s mass. And the mass of the inner core is 1.162 x10723 kg, or 1.86% of the earth’s mass.*?
We can subtract the two to get the mass of the outer core and the percentage of earth’s total mass it
makes up. By subtracting 1.162 x10723 kg from 1.719 x10724 kg we get 1.603 x10724 kg. This is 25.6%
of the earth’s mass!!! Almost 26% of the earth’s mass!!! Now take earth’s measured mass and subtract
25.6% to get the new mass for matty’s paradigm. If we do (5.972 x10724 x 25.6%) we get 1.528 x10"24
kg, which is the mass we need to subtract from earth’s original mass. Now we subtract 1.528 x10/24
from 5.972 x10724 to get 4.444 x10724 kg as earth’s new mass. Now that we have earth’s new mass we
must calculate its gravitational force. For this example we will calculate earth’s surface gravity using the
equation g = G x M/r®> where “g” is surface gravity, “G” is the gravitational constant, “M” is the mass of
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earth, and is earth’s radius."® If you do this calculation with earth’s accepted mass you get 9.81
meters/second squared. However, we are using what would be matty’s earth mass. Start with the
exponent on the radius, so earth’s radius is 6.378 x1076 meters, when we square that we get 4.068
x10713 meters. Now divide matty’s earth mass by the previous calculation, so 4.444 x10/24 divided by
4.068 x10713 meters. This gives us 1.092 x10711. One more step, multiply this by the gravitational
constant which is 6.67 x107-11. So we do 1.092 x10211 multiplied by 6.67 x10/-11 to get 7.29
meters/second squared as earth’s new gravitational pull. Interesting, this is significantly less than the
accepted gravitational pull, a little under 25%. Now we have something that we can test! We can
directly measure what the acceleration of gravity is on earth using the free fall test and then compare
our findings with the theoretical calculations made.™ In the case of the theoretical calculations being
used, they are 9.8 meters/second squared and 7.29 meters/second squared. Using the free fall test,
which can be found in my works cited page, one can test for themselves the earth’s ACTUAL
acceleration of gravity. The test should yield approximately 9.8 meters/second squared if they follow the
constraints of the experiment properly and make no errors. The test is accurate enough that even if
errors are made, they won’t be higher than several percent. You’d have to have a percent error of about
23% to get 7.29 meters/second squared. This is the nail in the coffin for matty’s claim about the earth’s
outer core. The free fall experiment proves, effectively and DIRECTLY, that there is no possible way that
earth could have an outer core without mass.

| checked matty’s article on calculating planetary mass and he actually accepts the mass of 5.972
x10724 kg for earth. This doesn’t make sense to me, however, since he would need to account for the
lack of mass in the outer core, but he hasn’t. When scientists calculate the mass of the earth, 5.972
x10724 kg, it includes the liquid outer core. In matty’s paradigm, there is no liquid outer core. Where is
this mass being accounted for? My only guess is that he would claim that the inner core, mantle, and/or
crust are denser. If that’s the case then we could test this theory by calculating how fast seismic waves
would be expected to travel through the media at that density, and then actually measuring the velocity
at which seismic waves travel through the media. The comparison of the theoretical calculation to the



actual results would indicate whether or not the theory is valid. Of course, perhaps matty has some
entirely different way of accounting for the mass of the outer core. Maybe he would claim that hell
expanding filled the gap and accounts for the mass, if so, where did that new matter come from?
(Referencing below image)
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mass values from the Heliocentric system. Matty's Constant thus scales the Heliocentric universe to

reality.

Here are the planetary masses in Matty's Paradigm ranked from largest to smallest. Natice that the most

massive body in the system just happens to the the Earth (duhl.

Body Old Mass {Kg) Matty's Constant New Mass {Kg)
Earth 5.972E+2
5un 1.9E+30 9.87E-12 1.88E+19
Jupiter 1.898E+27 9.87E-12 1.87E+186
Saturn 5.683E+265 9.87E-12 5.61E+15
MNeptune 1.024E+26 9.87E-12 T.OTE+15
Uranus 8.681E+25 9.87E-12 8.57E+14
Yenus 4.867E+24 9.87E-12 4.80E+12
Mars 6.39E+23 9.87E-12 B8.31E+12
Mercury 3.285E+23 9.87E-12 3.24E+12

More Gravity: We still aren’t finished, though. One more thing to consider is that if earth had to outer
core it would literally implode! Allow me to explain: Basically what we’re looking at is a gap between the
inner core and the mantle in earth’s early history, according to matty’s diagram. The mantle is not liquid
but it does behave like a very thick fluid over very long periods of time. On top of that the lower mantle
layers have a higher viscosity than the upper mantle and so they might be more prone to “sinking”. But
a single point in the mantle crumbling would cause a ripple effect throughout the entire mantle. On top
of that there is immense pressure on the lower mantle from the upper layers of the mantle and crust.
And add on the effect of gravity which we will calculate here, it becomes clear that earth would indeed
collapse into itself without a core for support. It gets even better though, matty believes that there was
water deep underground in the early times. This water surely would have collapsed to the core caused
destruction throughout the whole system, extinguishing the core and causing the upper layers of earth



to collapse. But for the sake of this example we’ll be using the mantle instead of water, which is much
more generous to matty’s position. And after the earth collapsed on itself it would be left with a filled
outer core and a smaller radius, no empty core.

| did some calculations to show how gravity would affect the mantle under the conditions matty
proposes: We’ll be using the earth’s mass of 4.444 x10724 kg that | calculated earlier as earth’s mass
when the war in heaven broke out and the hell part of earth was created. This is because there’d be a
gap between the mantle and inner core where the liquid outer core would be (I’'m assuming matty
accounts for the mass of today’s earth by saying that hell expanded to fill the void of the outer core, but
that would not have been the case in earlier times and so the mass should have been less). We'll be
using the formula for acceleration of gravity at depth which is g(d) = (G x M) x (r-d)/r®> where “G” is the
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gravitational constant, “M” is the mass of earth, is the earth’s radius, and “d” is the depth we're
measuring.”s] In this case the depth is about 2940 kilometers, or 2940000 meters, below earth’s surface
which is roughly the boundary layer between the mantle and outer core of earth, give or take a bit. Now
all we have to do is plug the numbers in. The equation will look like this: [(6.674 x107-11) x (4.444
x10724)] x [(6.378 x1076) - (2.94 x 1076)] + (6.378 x1076)>. It looks pretty confusing but we’ll break it
down. First let’s multiply (G x M), so that’s (6.674 x107-11) x (4.444 x10724) which gives us 2.9659
x10714. Now let’s do (r-d), so that’s (6.378 x1076) — (2.94 x1076) which yields 3.438 x1076. Now we
must divide our (r-d) result by the radius of earth cubed, this will look like this: (3.438 x1076) + (2.594
x10720) which equals 1.325 x107-14. Finally, we multiply our (G x M) value by our (r-d)/r’ value which
looks like this: (2.9659 x10714) x (1.325 x10”-14) to give us 3.93 meters/second squared. This
gravitational effect isn’t strong, but it IS still affecting the mantle at the boundary which means that the
mantle would collapse to the core, no question about it. In fact, the rate at which the mantle would
collapse would be faster than just 3.93 meters/ second squared since you have to take into account the
pressure from the mantle layers and crust above the bottom mantle layer. On top of that, gravity
increases as you move towards the surface so the upper mantle layers would be accelerating faster than
the very bottom mantle layer, which is what we calculated here. If we wanted to use the earth’s mass as
5.972 x10724 kg instead then the calculated acceleration of gravity would be even higher.

Pressure: Gravity isn’t the only factor needing to be taken into account here, though. Earth’s mantle is
under constant extreme pressure, 1.3 million atmospheres with today’s measurements.™ However, this
is using earth’s acceleration of gravity as 5.28 meters/second squared, which is calculated using the
same method as above except with earth’s mass as 5.972 x10724 kg. We are, however, looking at earth
in the early stages when the outer core was empty, according to matty’s paradigm. Now we need to
calculate pressure in the lower mantle and observe the effects such pressure would have on the mantle.
The formula to be used will be P = d x g x h where “P” is pressure, “d” is density, “g” is acceleration of
gravity at depth being measured, and “h” is depth.™” We’ll be using the acceleration of gravity
calculated above for this as it will give us the pressure conditions present at the specific point in time
we’re looking at. The calculation will look like this: 5600 kg/m? x 3.93 m/s* x (2.94 x1026) m. This gives
us roughly 647,000 atmospheres of pressure at the bottom part of the lower mantle (note: this isn’t
quite the core-mantle boundary. | couldn’t find a reliable source for a core-mantle boundary so | instead
decided to go with the bottom part of the lower mantle which is less dense). This is significantly lower



than the pressure at the core-mantle boundary of today’s earth with today’s earth mass, but it’s still
quite high. At this extreme level of pressure, and with a void of significantly less pressure or no pressure
at all, the mantle would almost explode into the gap, filling it instantly.

The truth is a planet with a hollow core like matty describes is almost impossible. It defies the nature of
gravity and pressure. So matty, how exactly did the mantle just sit stationary there in the early times?
Physics shows that the mantle as well as the crust should have collapsed to fill the gap and result in a
small planet with no hollow core. This does not fit into matty’s narrative, however, and I’'m curious as to
how he will work his way around this one. My guess is that he will just say that the pillars of earth keep
it all together. Although I’'m unsure how the pillars themselves would stay together as they are on the
same exact foundation as the mantle in matty’s diagram. It'd be like if | build a fortress on top of some
pillars, but then removed the ground which the pillars were standing on. The whole thing would come
crashing down, pillars and all; so it doesn’t seem like pillars are a valid explanation. This is never minding
the fact that matty hasn’t ever presented evidence for pillars of earth except assuming a few landmarks
to be pillars extending down to the core.

Needless to say, Matty is just plain wrong at this point. There is no question about it. My biggest
guestion to matty out of this entire article would be how is earth’s magnetic field generated, if not by a
liquid outer core?



Matty’s Article Continued:
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jThere was a certain rich man, which was clathed in purple and fine linen, and fared sumptuausly every

day: And there was a certain beggar named Lazarus, which was laid at his gate, full of sares, And desiring
o be fed with the crumbs which fell fram the rich man’s table: moreaver the dogs came and licked his
sares. And it came to pass, that the begzar died, and was carried by the angels into Abraham’s bosam: the
rich man alsa died, and was buried; And in hell he lift up his eyes, being in torments, and seeth Abraham
afar off, and Lazarus in his bosom. And he cried and said, Father Abraham, have mercy on me, and send
Lazarus, that he may dip the tip of his finger in water, and coal my tangue; for | am tormented in this
flame. But Abraham said, 5an, remember that thau in thy lifetime receivedst thy good things, and likewise
Lazarus evil th : but now he is comforted, and thou art tormented. And beside all this, between us and
lyou there is a great gulf fixed: so that they which would pass fraom hence ta you cannat; neither can they

pass to us, that would come from thence gIIEERER RG]

So nowr we have a new structure of the current state of the
Earth, from exactly the same data. It looks quite different.
The care is larger, with a radius of about 1800 km rather
than 1100. The inner surface of the lower mantle is located

at a point approximately 4100 km from the care, much

different to the 3600 kn in the ariginal diagram. The great
zulf that Abraham spoke of is aver 2000 km wide.

This gives us the ability to calculate a value for the volume
af material in the mantle. If the radius of the Earth is 5217
km, then it has a total volume of 1,082,206,916,845.75 m2,

If we subtract from that the volume of a sphere of diameter
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Then just after his paragraph on earth’s outer core he cites some more biblical scripture. Once again this
goes back to his use of circular reasoning so | won’t spend a whole lot of time on it. | will, however, say
that upon reading this quote it seems that it’s entirely metaphorical. The “great gulf” could easily be
explained as separation from god and humanity, a spiritual separation, not physical. My point in this is
that Matty could drop the whole “empty outer core” nonsense and his belief system wouldn’t be
harmed by it at all. That’s just my suggestion to help him get one step closer to the truth. (Referencing
above image)

Here in Matty’s article he changes the measurements of the boundaries of the inner core and mantle.
Now, according to him, the mantle is smaller than originally, and the inner core is larger. How did he
come up with these figures? He did so by drawing the straight lines from the seismic wave source. As |
already made clear earlier, seismic waves DO refract and reflect at boundary layers. There is no
guestioning that. Straight seismic waves, like Matty has drawn, are not realistic. Therefore, Matty’s



measurements of the layers of earth, which are based on the straight lines he drew, are just blatantly
false. (Referencing below image)
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you there is a great gulf fixed: so that they which would pass from hence to you cannat; neither can they

pass to us, that would come from thence.” [Luke 16:19-26)

S0 now we have a new structure of the current state of the
Earth, from exactly the same data. It loo ite different.
he core is larger, with a radius of about 1 m rather
The inner surface of the lower mantle is lacated

at a point approximately 4100 km from the care, much

different to the kn in the ariginal diagram. The great

zult that Abraham spoke of is over 2

This gives us the ability to calculate a value for the volume
of material in the mantle. If the radius of the Earth is 6317
km, then it has a total valume of 1,082,206,916,845.75 m2.

If wee subtract from that the volume of a sphere of diameter
A100 km (1,083,206,916,845.75m? then we get a volume of the mantle material of 794,511,307,141.67

m3).

This is where it gets interesting, and where we need to think about incarporating the Pillars of the Earth.
The Pillars of the Earth are referred ta in a few places in scripture. Flat Earthers get into a total mess aver
the pillars of the earth, but in Matty's Paradigm they aren't a prablem at all, they are part of the Earth's
internal structure. If physical features such as Maonument Valley Utah, Pilot Mauntain Morth Carclina and
Saint Michael’s Maunt in the UK are examples of remnants of the pillars of the earth, then they represent

the approximate height of the inner surface of the mantle in the Earth that God formed on the 2rd day.




This means that all his calculations of volumes of earth’s different layers are false. Basically, the entire
model he’s using to represent earth in its early and modern form crumble because he made a terrible
assumption about the behavior of seismic waves. Matty is also just assuming that these few landmarks
he listed have structural bodies that extend down to the core. He’s never presented any geological
evidence for pillars in earth. Matty tends to accuse me of having no knowledge of the concepts | talk
about, ironic isn’t it? (Referencing below image)
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different ta the 35600 kn in the original diagram. The great
gulf that Abraham spoke of is over 2000 kmn wide.

s the ahility ta calculate a value for the volume

of material in the mantle. If the radius of the Earth is 6317

km, then it has a total valume of 1,082,206,916,845.75 m2.

If we subtract from that the volume of a sphere of diameter

where it gets interesting, and where we need ta think about incarparating the Fillars of the Earth.
he Pillars of the Earth are referred to in a few places in scripture. Flat Earthers get into a tatal mess aver
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he pillars of the earth, but in Matty's Paradigm they aren't a problem at all, they are part of the Earth's

internal structure. If physical features such as Manument Valley Utah, Pilot Mountain North Carclina and

Saint Michael’'s Mount in the UK are examples of remnants of the pillars of the earth, then they represent
he approximate height of the inner surface of the mantle in the Earth that God formed on the 2rd day.
he Earth has experienced radial shrinkage: it's diameter decreased. What we can do is take the value for
he volume of mantle material, and use it to calculate the thickness of the mantle if it was a sphere, the

lawer surface of which is about the size of the Earth's diameter nows. Do you see what | am getting at? The

pillars of the Earth, like Filot Mountain, were once part of the earth’s internal structure. The whale mantle

bove the top of them at one time.




The rest of Matty’s article is more or less just a timeline for earth’s change through the years. Although,
matty neglects the fact that none of it is testable and that his calculations are already falsifiable because
he made wrong assumptions about seismic waves. But there is one part in particular that I'd like to
address. And that’s his claim about horse-sized locusts living in earth’s mantle. My first notion would be
just to laugh, but I’'m going to take him seriously here and investigate. (Referencing below image)

&« C | @ wwwem attysparadigm.org/testable-hypothesis-08-radial-shrink age-and-the-pillars-of - the-earh/
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Welcome to Global Warming part 2.

— Present Day.

Are you scared yet? There are a whale bunch of armoar-

plated horse-sized locusts with scarpicon tails below the

Earth's surface samewhere in the mantle, mast likely

occupying what farmerly called paradise (Abraham’s
s . bty v

Bosom). They're probably tired of being hot and are
Earth in the Present Day

really ready to come out and start attacking people,

[Revelation 9:1-12).

Hell is expanding, it's the cause of Global Warming.
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| dug around a bit on the internet to find any evidence of life in earth’s mantle. Unsurprisingly, | didn’t
find much. The best | found was one study posted by like 10 different news outlets about a research
team that found evidence for microbial life in mantle rocks on the ocean floor. This really wasn’t
enough, though. What we’re looking for are called extremophiles, organisms that thrive in extreme
conditions, such as temperature and pressure. The pressure and temperature of the mantle are
catastrophically high. What horse-sized organism could live in such conditions? Well firstly the horse-
sized locusts’ armor plating would melt off their bodies. There would be no armor-plating possible, if
we’re assuming that they were wearing steel. Unless they had some magic armor or something, Matty’s
isn’t very clear on that. Another way at looking at this is that the mantle is about as hot (much more hot
at the boundary to the core) as most volcanoes. Scientists have never observed life living in volcanoes



like Matty describes living in the mantle. If Matty has some compelling evidence for life in the mantle in
the way he describes it then | encourage him to bring it forth.

Conclusion: | know matty is probably just going to disregard everything said here. It wouldn’t surprise
me. Someone as close minded as him cannot imagine the possibility of being wrong. I've been wrong
before. | used to be a Christian, close minded like the rest. | had to set my biases aside to see the truth.
That’s why this article is more-so for anyone who keeps an open mind and is willing to consider my
arguments and evidence with intellectual honesty. | hope this will shed light on the atrocious
misinterpretations of data, false statements, and gross assumptions made by matty.
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