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Part 2 - All the long age dating techniques have been proven to be false as they 
vastly vary in measuring the age of the same thing 
 
From part 1 of this series of threads, the evidence shows that radioactive dating of 
things with a known young age yield vastly large and inconsistent dates. So, the 
technique is unreliable. In these cases, the error range is as large as the measured 
value which means an age 6000 years or less is within the error range. If a measuring 
technique fails in the only calibration range, then it is invalid for all ranges. Some of 
these measurements have a percent error approaching 40 billion percent. 
 
But the evidence also shows that radioactive dating using either the same isotope or 
different isotopes, even using isochrons, yield very different dates on same things. 
 
Also, note that the accumulation of DNA mutations errors, especially mitochondrial 
DNA, by all species proves species are less than 10,000 years old. So, all fossils are 
less than 10,000 years old. And the rock layers that contain the fossils must be less 
than 10,000 years old. Thus, all dating of things by whatever means that yield old ages 
for things on the earth or in the rock layers are falsified. And all canyons, glaciers, ice 
cores, varves, etc. must be less than 10,000 years old. But it also proves that the earth 
must be less than 10,000 years old, because all the surface of the earth is less than 
10,000 years old. And there is no other catastrophe that could have produced all the 
fossils and rock layers except the worldwide flood. Massive bombardment by asteroids 
could not have done it as they would have left a telltale sign. Massive magma flows 
from underground could not have done so as the rock layers are not from such and 
show signs of flood deposition. And the common descent of species is falsified as life 
has only existed for less than 10,000 years. That only leaves a common creation by the 
Creator to explain all similarities, which is proved by the principle that all designed 
things have a designer. And since the earth is less than 10,000 years, so is the moon. 
And that means that the long age dating of anything from the moon is proved false. 
 
Here is the evidence. 
 
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/does-radiometric-dating-prove-
the-earth-is-old/ 
 
https://creation.com/radiometric-dating-and-old-ages-in-disarray 
 
https://answersingenesis.org/geology/radiometric-dating/radioisotope-dating-of-rocks-in-
the-grand-canyon/ 
 
https://www.icr.org/article/42/ 
 
https://creationmoments.com/article/the-faith-of-radiometric-dating/?print=print 
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https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1430&context=icc_pro
ceedings 
 
https://digitalcommons.cedarville.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1180&context=icc_pro
ceedings 
 
https://www.genesisalive.com/the-question-of-time.html 
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