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A Trip Out West—To See the “Dinosaurs”
Kyle Butt, M.A. and Eric Lyons, M.Min.

Every now and then, an opportunity arises
to take a once-in-a-lifetime trip. Thiswas one
of those opportunities. After co-authoring our
dinosaurbook forkids,DinosaursUnleashed,
we wanted to delve even deeper into several of
the intriguing facts regardingdinosaurs. Ini-
tially, the Dinosaur National Monument bone
quarry was to be our only destination. But af-
ter several hours of research, we learned that
all sortsof remarkabledinosaur fossils andan-
cient Indian artifactswerewithin a fewhun-
dred miles of the quarry. Following a turbulent
flight fromDenver, andafterhavingdriven
1,100 miles in two days in a rented SUV, we re-
turned home loaded with information, and
even more determined to disprove the false,
evolutionary idea that dinosaurs and humans
never lived together. Join us as we offer up a
brief summaryofour journey.

DINOSAUR NATIONAL MONUMENT

WearrivedinHayden,Colorado,onThurs-
day, May 20, 2004, at about 12:30 p.m. Our
rented vehicle was ready, and we quickly load-
ed our things. From Hayden, we drove 124
mileswest, just across theUtahborder, to the
DinosaurNationalMonument fossil quarry.
This particular quarry is one of the largest fos-
sil repositories in theworld,whereover 1,600
fossilized dinosaur bones are buried (“Dino-
saurNationalMonument,”2004).

Built around the major rock face that con-
tains the fossils is amu-
seum,whichofferssome
interesting information
about the early discov-
eryof themonument in
1909. It also propagates
the standard evolution-
ary refrain that the di-
nosaurs livedmillionsof
years ago (as is the case
with almost every fed-
erally fundeddinosaur
exhibitwe saw).

One intriguing thing about the monument
is the explanation that is given regarding the
cause of this huge fossil graveyard. The wall
opposite the rock face contains a large paint-
ed mural. Thismural shows variousdinosaurs
wadingthroughdeepwater.Under themural,
a placard reads: “After a seasonal flood: This
scene of 145 million years ago is based on clues
found in the rock facebehindyou.Carcasses
brought downstream by the fast-moving, mud-
dy water were washed onto a sandbar. Some
wereburied completely by tonsof sand—their
bones preserved in a nearly perfect state” (emp.
added). [See imageonnextpage.]

Interesting, is it not, that such a huge fos-
sil graveyard is said to have occurred because
of a “seasonal flood”? Further research has
shown that many fossil finds are explained
using a seasonal, regional, or flash-flood sce-
nario. In November 1999, University of Chi-
cago paleontologist Paul Sereno uncovered
a 65-foot-long dinosaur called Jabaria. This
skeleton was almost 95% complete. And what
was the explanation for its burial? “It looks as
though the dinosaurs may have been caught
inanancient flashfloodandburiedquickly”
(“DinosaurArticles,”1999, emp.added).Rob-
ert Sanders, in an article copyrighted by the
Regents of the University of California, de-
scribed ahugepterosaur graveyardbynoting:

“The fossil boneswere
found strewn through-
outanancient floodde-
posit inChile’sAtacama
desert, suggesting that
they were animals or
corpses caught up in a
flood perhaps 110 mil-
lionyearsagoat thebe-
ginning of the Cretace-
ousperiod”(“Pterosaur
Insights,”1995,emp.add-
ed).
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On the BBC Website, there is an article discussing the series,
“WalkingWithDinosaurs,”whichexplains thatmuchof the in-
formation for the first episode of “Walking With Dinosaurs”
came from a fossil find called the Ghost Ranch, located near
Abaquiu, New Mexico. The text describes this site as one of the
richest fossil finds in theworld.Howdoes the article explain the
fact that so many dinosaurs were buried suddenly? “Palaeontol-
ogists believe that the collection of fossils was the result of a mass
death around a dwindling water resource during a drought. Be-
fore the bodies of the animals were eaten by scavengers, a flash
flood buried them in muddy sediments where they were preserved”
(“DigDeeper,”n.d., emp. added).

How interesting to learn that evolutionists explain many of
the largest dinosaur graveyards in the world as having been caused
by a flood, though they are quick to include words such as sea-
sonal, flash, regional, and the like. Yet, after looking at several
such explanations, it quickly becomes apparent that if so many
of these graveyards were caused by a huge flood, then the global
FloodofNoah’s dayprovides an excellent explanation formany
of thedinosaurgraveyardswe find today.

After reading themultiple placards, takingnumerouspictures,
and asking various questions,we loadedupandbeganour five-
hour drive to Blanding, Utah, where we hoped to get up at sun-
rise the next day and see one of the clearest dinosaur petroglyphs
intheworld.

NATURAL BRIDGES NATIONAL MONUMENT
On the underside of the third largest natural bridge in the

world (KachinaBridge), severalpetroglyphsandpictographs exist,
which rock-art experts believe to be anywhere from 500 to 1,500
yearsold.Thecarvings are thought tobe theworkof theAnasazi

Indianswhoonce lived in that areaof southeasternUtah.Amoun-
taingoat, ahumanfigurine,multiplehandprints, andmanyother
carvings anddrawings are seenquite easilyunderneath thebridge
on both sides of the span. The most fascinating piece of rock art
at Kachina Bridge, however, is the petroglyph of a dinosaur found
to the right of the span about ten feet up from the ground. This
figure,which is carved into the rock, has a long, thick tail, a long
neck, a wide midsection, and a small head. Any unbiased visitor
toKachinaBridgewouldhave to admit that this particular petro-
glyph looks like a dinosaur—specifically an Apatosaurus (more
popularlyknownasBrontosaurus).

After examining this petroglyph firsthand and taking many
pictures of it, as well as of the surrounding rock art, we proceeded
to the Natural Bridges National Monument visitor’s center where
we spoke with one of the staff members at the front desk. Upon
informing her that we had just hiked down to the base of Ka-
china Bridge, she immediately asked if we saw the petroglyph
that resembles a dinosaur. We acknowledged that we had, and
thenaskedherhow“they” explain suchananomaly? (If, accord-
ing to evolutionary scientists, humans never lived with dino-
saurs, how did the Anasazis, who inhabited southeastern Utah
from A.D. 500 to 1450, carve such an accurate picture of an Apat-
osaurus onto the side of a rock wall?) Her response: “They don’t
really want to explain it.” After politely pressing the woman
for more information, she indicated that the dinosaur petro-
glyph was carved too early to be a horse, because the Anasazis
didnothavehorses. She also commented that somepeople actu-
ally think it really is a picture of a dinosaur, but “they are crazy.”
She further explained that there are petroglyphs that resemble
mammoths around this area. So the petroglyph at Kachina Bridge
maybe just “somemonster” that theAnasazis carvedontorock.

Theonlyother animal that the staffmemberatNaturalBridges
National Monument seemed to think that the petroglyph in ques-
tion could have been was a horse. But, according to her own testi-
mony, the Anasazi Indians were a horseless people. (Spanish set-
tlers did not introduce the
horse toAmericauntil the
late sixteenth century.) Thus,
sheconcludedit is somekind
of monster. This “monster,”
however, looks exactly like
thescientificreconstruction
of the large sauropoddino-
saur known as Apatosaurus.
It isnowonder that thiswo-
man earlier admitted that
scientists “don’t reallywant
toexplain”thispetroglyph.
They do not want to deal
withit,becausetheycannot
logically find a way to ex-
plain it away.

On the wall opposite the fos-
sils, a large painting shows a
pictureofwhat scientists think
caused the fossils to form.No-
tice that thewritingdisplayed
under thepicture suggests that
thefossils formedduringaflood.
We have circled the words in
the paragraph that explain.
While the comments on the
millions of years is incorrect,
the idea that a flood caused
the fossils fitsperfectlywith the
biblical idea of Noah’s Flood.

Seen here from several hundred feet away, the
KachinaNaturalBridge is the third largest in the
world.
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Interestingly, no one with whom we spoke about the petro-
glyph, nor any reputable writer whose works that we have con-
sultedon thematter, has challenged the authenticityof thepetro-
glyph. In fact, twowell-knownrock-art expertshavewrittenabout
this particular petroglyph, and neither has suggested that it is a
modern-day forgery. Francis Barnes, an evolutionist and widely
recognized authority on rock art of the American Southwest, ob-
served in1979: “There is apetroglyph inNaturalBridgesNational
Monument that bears a startling resemblance to a dinosaur, spe-
cifically a Brontosaurus , with long tail and neck, small head and
all.” Barnes also pointed out that other animals, such as impalas,
ostriches,andmammoths,are seenonrock-artpanels inthesouth-
west that either have been long extinct in the western hemisphere
orwereneverhere at all. “Suchanomalous rockart figures canbe
explained away,” wrote Barnes, “but they still tend to cast doubt
upontheadmittedly flimsyrelative-timeage-datingschemesused
by archaeologists” (Barnes and Pendleton, 1979, pp. 201-202). More
than twenty years later, evolutionary geologistDennis Sliferwrote
about thispetroglyph inhisGuide toRockArt of theUtahRegion.

At the base of Kachina Bridge are approximately one hun-
dred elements, bothpetroglyphs andpictographs, dating from
A.D. 700-1250. These include a series of red handprints and a
large red butterfly-like figure, spirals, bighorn sheep, snake-
like meandering lines, a white pictograph of a chain-like de-
sign, and somegeometric petroglyphs….Oneof themost cu-
rious designs is a petroglyph that resembles a dinosaur, which
is apparentlyAnasazi originbasedon its patination (2000, p.
105).

Followingthesecomments,Sliferplacedadiagramofthepetro-
glyph inquestion—thediagram looks exactly like adinosaur (spe-
cifically, somekindof large sauropod).

Both Barnes and Slifer know that the dinosaur petroglyph at
NaturalBridgesNationalMonument showsevery signofage.One
can be sure that, if there were any orthodox way to explain it
away, they would have attempted to do so. In fact, earlier in his
book, Slifer did not hesitate to state his systematic objections to
another particular piece of rock art that some have asserted is a
pictographof an extinctpterosaur (seepp. 59-63). Thepetroglyph
atKachinaBridge, however,wasnot, and couldnot, be explained
away inany logical fashion.

THE DINOSAUR MUSEUM
What could further verify that this particular petroglyph de-

picts anactualdinosaur thatwas seenby theAnasazi Indians?As

we pondered this question, we could think of at least one piece
of evidence that would bolster this conclusion. If we could verify
that Apatosaurus had ever lived in the area, then that would lend
credence to the idea that the Anasazis had seen them. Had apato-
saurbonesbeenfoundanywhereclose to thebridge?

We did not have to search long for the answer to this ques-
tion. We traveled the 45 miles back to Blanding, Utah, where we
had planned to stop and eat a late breakfast and visit a museum
(appropriately titled The Dinosaur Museum). Within a few min-
utes of the tour, we were directed to two actual fossils (not repli-
cas) of adinosaurhip. Interestingly, thedinosaurwhoonceowned
the bones just happened to be an Apatosaurus. The bones had
been foundover fortyyears earlier in theBlandingarea.

There it was, almost like a puzzle for us to put together—an
ancientpetroglyph that looked just like anApatosaurus, withbones
from the very same type of animal, found within 50 miles of the
carving. Taken together, this type of evidence presents an amaz-
ingcase for thecoexistenceofdinosaurs andhumans.

All in all, the trip out West was a huge success. We were able to
do a little “firsthand” research, and we came back with even more
evidence for the accuracy of the Genesis account of Creation
and the Flood. If in the future, you decide to take a trip to this
area of the United States to visit one of the many dinosaur at-
tractions, we suggest that you arm yourselves and your children
with the type of information provided in this article (and that
we at Apologetics Press attempt to provide on a regular basis). Evo-
lutionists have used dinosaurs long enough to teach their false
world view. It is time we take them back, and use them to teach
about the awesomepowerof theOneWhocreated thesemagnif-
icent creatures.
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To help you see the image, we have enhanced the color of certain por-
tions and circled both the human figure in the upper left-hand section
and the dinosaur figure to the right.
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Embryonic stem cells have yet to show a
single successful medical use—a fact that has
done little to slowdown theonslaughtofnew
researchprojects in the field. Focushas shifted
from ethics and mechanics to the bottom line
—money and fame. Many private investors are
expecting huge returns as states race to build
stem-cell research centers with private money
—thus, bypassing federal restrictions. The Feb-
ruary 4, 2005 issue of Science contained three
separate articles that discussed the current
progress of embryonic stem-cell research in
theUnitedStates andabroad.

California got the ball rolling with its $3
billion initiative, designatedas “Proposition
71.” Not to be left behind, other states now
are clamoring to secure their own piece of the
financial pie. For instance, Wisconsin, the state
inwhichthe firsthumanembryonic stemcells
were derived in 1998, has proposed an invest-
ment of $750 million for stem-cell and other
biomedical research over the next few years.
AndNewJerseyGovernorRichardCodeyhas
proposed using $150 million from unspent
bond income to develop the New Jersey Insti-
tute for Stem-CellResearch.These states are
far from being alone. The signal that many
states are sending is: “Wewant someof this!”

Part of the drive behind this heightened
push for embryonic stem-cell research is com-
ing from overseas. American scientists are wor-
ried that developing countries such as Singa-
pore, Japan, South Korea, China, and Taiwan
are inchingaheadwith research that is unhin-
deredbygovernmental/societal restrictions.

OnFebruary8,2005, IanWilmut—theman
who cloned the sheep, Dolly—was given a li-
cense by British regulators to clone human
embryos for research. His intent is to produce
clonedembryosandharvest thestemcells from
those embryos for further study. Then “the
remaining cells [from the embryo—BH] will
be destroyed.” Wilmut’s is the second license
issued that will allow human cloning in the
UnitedKingdom.

With the current seemingly insatiabledrive
in this field, it hardly seems likely that scien-
tists will pause to consider the ethics of what
they are doing. Over twenty-five years ago, we
wonderedhowmany liveswouldbedestroyed
as a result of the then-new abortion legisla-
tion. A new door has now been opened with
embryonicresearch. Andyet, embryonicstem
cellshaveyet to showa single successfulmed-
icaluse.

Brad Harrub

Q Is it racist to oppose homosexual-
ity?

A One favorite ployby thosewhowish
toadvance thehomosexual agenda in

America is to compare opposition to homo-
sexuality with the discrimination of African
Americans that has characterized some por-
tions of the American population. If you op-
pose the legalization of homosexuality and
favor abanonsame-sexmarriage, youare “just
likeracistswhooppressedblacksintheSouth.”

The Bible certainly teaches very clearly that
the mistreatment of one’s fellow human be-
ings is sinful, and that God makes no distinc-
tionbetweenhumanson thebasis of skin col-
or, ethnicity, or nationality (e.g., Acts 17:26;
Romans2:11,28-29; James2:1ff.; 1Peter1:17).
However,behavior is adifferentmatter.Ho-
mosexuality, bydefinition, entails acts that a
person performs as the result of the exercise
ofhumanchoice.

Notice that one’s ethnicity has nothing
to do with behavior or choice. If a person’s
skin is light or dark, the decisions that he or
she makes is not the inevitable result of that
genetic factor. Behavior is determined by non-
genetic factors—including past experiences,
parental and peer influence, education, and
culture. A Hispanic is not more or less likely

to behave in a certain way simply because of
his or her genetic makeup. One whose gene
pool is Hispanic is not more or less likely to
prefer, say, a tamale, than one whose genetic
makeup isCaucasian. Suchpersonswill pos-
sess preferences that have arisen fromsources
and circumstances other than their genetic
background.

In stark contrast, however, sexual appetites/
preferences have nothing to do with genetic
makeup.They are the result of environment,
experience, culture, and other factors that can
mold and shape individuals in their personal
decision-making processes. The sexual incli-
nations and tendencies that ahomosexual in-
sists thathe inherently“feels”arenodifferent
from the feelings and inclinations that a ped-
ophile possesses in his sexual attraction to chil-
dren,or that amurderer feelswith regard tohis
violent tendencies.The“feelings” forall three
are quite obviously real; but it is amistake to
assign those feelings to anyunderlying genetic
cause. And it is biblically and morally unac-
ceptable for the individual toactonsuchfeel-
ings. Here is the essential difference between
ethnicity and homosexuality. An African
American cannot alter his skin color. Buthe
can alter his behavior. And so can homosex-
uals.

Dave Miller


