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Drawing the Wrong Conclusion: 
Squid Ink Cannot Last 150 Million Years

Kyle Butt, M.A.

The sketch of a fossilized squid named 
Belemnotheutis antiquus is unremarkable in 
many ways. The “uninformed” observer would 
think that it is just another, everyday line draw-
ing. What makes this sketch so noteworthy is 
the fact that the ink used to draw the creature 
was extracted from the creature’s own fossil—a 
fossil that, according to the evolutionary time-
line, is supposed to date back 150 million years. 
Yes, the useable ink is supposedly 150 million 
years old.

Of course, when an evolutionist discovers 
that a substance as prone to decay as squid ink 
is still usable, it calls for an explanation. Phil 
Wilby, the researcher who led the excavation, 
commented: “Normally you would find only 
the hard parts like the shell and bones fossilized 
but there are a handful of locations around the 
world where soft preservation of the muscle, 
guts and gills has taken place” (as quoted in 
Wardrop, 2009). Wilby noted that these soft-
tissues “can be dissected as if they are living 
animals, you can see muscle fibres and cells.” In 
what sounds like an astounding understatement, 
he stated: “It is difficult to imagine how you can 
have something as soft and sloppy as an ink sac 
fossilized in three dimension, still black, and 
inside a rock that is 150 millions years old” (as 
quoted in Wardrop). The word “difficult” does 
not seem to harness the concept of the leap 
that Wilby is asking observers to make. Words 
and phrases like “miraculous,” “impossible,” 

“beyond comprehension,” “outside the bounds 
of all known scientific laws” would seem to fit 
better in this discussion. Supposedly, a squid’s 
soft ink sac has lasted for 150 million years in 
such a well-preserved state that you can mix the 
ink with a little ammonia solution and use it 
to draw a picture. Such a conclusion is simply 
not feasible, scientific, or rational. 

When this discovery was made, the millions-
of-years dating so often relied upon by evolution-
ists should have immediately been called into 
question. But it was not. Instead, the evolution-
ary community said this miraculous preserva-
tion is an example of the “Medusa Effect.” How 
the Medusa Effect could preserve such tissue 
is not explained. Nor is there any discussion 
of all the physical and chemical barriers that 
would be insurmountable in preserving useable 

ink or soft tissue for 150 million years. Instead, 
the discovery is simply presented with a wave of 
the evolutionary hand as if to say, “Don’t think 
about this too much, just trust us when we say 
ink could last 150 million years.”

Surely, it is high time that the thinking 
population of the world quits “trusting” the 
evolutionary scenario when such direct evi-
dence of its inadequacy is written in “black and 
white.” This new discovery stretches the “soft 
tissue” preservation myth back even farther 
than many of the dinosaur fossils that con-
tain soft tissue (see Lyons, 2007; Butt, 2009). 
How refreshing would it be to see the scientific 
community truly follow the evidence where it 
leads by demanding that the alleged millions of 
years of Earth history be re-evaluated? It is sad 
to realize that a general population of honest 
scientists following the evidence where it leads 
is little more than a pipe dream, mired by the 
reality of virtually an entire community that 
has been deluded by the specter of evolution. 
What would it take to blot out the false notion 
that the Earth is millions of years old? How 
much more ink will have to be spilled on the 
subject before the billions of years of evolution 
history are jettisoned for their lack of validity? 
Too much. Far too much.
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In 2004, Sam Harris published his New York 
Times bestseller The End of Faith. In that book, 
Harris supports atheism as the only rational 
view of the world. He condemns all forms of 
religious faith, including and especially Chris-
tianity, as detrimental and potentially danger-
ous. He goes so far as to suggest that some beliefs 
are so serious that simply holding such should 
be a punishable offense. He stated:

The link between belief and behavior raises 
the stakes considerably. Some propositions 
are so dangerous that it may even be ethical to 
kill people for believing them. This may seem 
an extraordinary claim, but it merely enunci-
ates an ordinary fact about the world in which 
we live. Certain beliefs place their adherents 
beyond the reach of every peaceful means of 
persuasion, while inspiring them to commit 
acts of extraordinary violence against others 
(2004, pp. 52-53, emp. added ). 

In the immediate context, Harris is referring to 
militant Muslims whose religious beliefs lead 
them to kill infidels. Later in the book, however, 
we see another belief that Harris considers to be 
a punishable offense. On page 156, Harris dis-
cussed his view of political leaders who espouse 
Christian sentiments. He opined: 

Men eager to do the Lord’s work have been 
elected to other branches of federal govern-
ment as well. The House majority lead, Tom 
Delay, is given to profundities like “Only 
Christianity offers a way to live in response 
to the realities that we find in this world. Only 
Christianity.” He claims to have gone into 
politics “to promote a Biblical worldview.” 
Apparently feeling that it is impossible to 
say anything stupid while in the service of 
this worldview, he attributed the shootings 
at Columbine High School in Colorado to 
the fact that our schools teach the theory of 
evolution (2004, p. 156).

What, then, does Harris believe should hap-
pen to a person who openly claims that Chris-
tianity is the global solution to the world’s ills? 
Harris quipped: “We might wonder how it is 
that pronouncements this floridly irrational do 
not lead to immediate censure and removal 
from office” (p. 156, emp. added). 

In this brief article we will not go into the facts 
that the Columbine shootings were inspired by 
evolution, that atheism is completely irratio-
nal, and that Christianity can be shown to be 
the only solution to the realities of this world. 
The sole purpose of this article is to show that 
atheism’s ultimate agenda is to censure those 

who espouse Christianity and to persecute the 
belief to extinction. The atheistic community 
is not a “live and let live” market place of ideas. 
Harris vividly manifests the fact that atheism 
views Christianity as a dangerous belief that 
should be quelled at all cost, including punishing 
those who espouse it. The “freethought” com-
munity’s idea of “freethought” is that all peo-
ple are “free” to think how they like, as long as 
that thought process is atheistic at its core and 
excludes Christianity. 

With atheism being one of the fastest grow-
ing beliefs in our country, it is time that Chris-
tians recognize the agenda of those leading the 
atheistic charge. If atheism has its way, accord-
ing to bestselling atheist Sam Harris, it should 
be a punishable offense to publicly proclaim that 
Christianity is the only solution to humanity’s 
problems. Rue the day that atheism and its lead-
ers become prominent enough to enforce such 
an agenda. For Christians, “now it is high time 
to awake out of sleep” (Romans 13:11) and stand 
up for the Truth while we have opportunity.

Kyle Butt, M.A.
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Atheism’s Real Agenda: Censure and Termination

In direct contradiction to Harris, the 
Founders of America said Christianity is 
the “foundation” of “national happiness.”
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