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TheGrandCanyon frequently is described as themost awe-in-
spiring and spectacular natural feature on the faceof theEarth.Listed
as one of the SevenNaturalWonders of theWorld, it became a na-
tional park in1919, and in1979wasnamedaWorldHeritageSite—
adesignation reserved only for those places that are considered to
have universal value for all humankind. Because of its size and
vivid coloration, the origin of this natural beauty has been the ob-
ject of a great deal of speculation. Theories regarding the geologi-
cal events that led to the present canyon are as abundant as visitors
to the South Rim.
To the “man on the street,” one of the most impressive argu-

ments for an ancient Earth is the testimony of sedimentary-rock
layers (many of which are thousands of feet thick) strewn around
the planet. Scientists (and park rangers) subject us to examples
like theGrandCanyon, and present their spiel so effectively that—
asweobserve thosebeautiful layers of sedimentary rockspiledone
on topofanother—theonlyexplanationseems tobe thatvastamounts
of geologic time must have been involved. Each section of the
rocks,weare told, represents a time longagoandanancientworld
that long since has ceased to exist.
Consider the following statement from a book purchased in

1999 at one of the gift shops in Grand Canyon National Park.
The GrandCanyonpresents an unrivaled view into theEarth’s
geologic history. From the canyon’s Paleozoic-era rims to
the bottom of the Precambrian- age inner gorge, nearly 2
billion years of time are represented in the exposed rocks,
or about two-fifths of the Earth’s estimated age of 5 billion
years (Hoffman, 1987, p. 11).

The author, JohnHoffman,went on to describe how “about 4mil-
lion years were required for the Grand Canyon to be eroded to its
awesomedimensions” (p. 12).While that bookhas truly beautiful
pictures, the text inside is in dire need of revision. Why?
Anarticle in theSeptember 30, 2000 issue ofScienceNewshas

shown that carving this beloved hole in the groundwas not such a
long-term project after all (Perkins, 2000). Prior to the 1930s, ge-
ologists proposed that the Grand Canyon was about “40 million
years old” (Hoffman, p. 218). However, evidence now has come
to light that indicates amuch younger canyon.Researchpresented
at a June 1999 conference devoted to the origin of the gorge sug-
gests that substantial portions of the eastern Grand Canyon have
been eroded only within the past million years (according to evo-
lution-based datingmethods).And so, as quickly as ink dries on
paper, geologists cut 39 million years off the age of the Grand
Canyon, anddroppeditsageto1/40oftheirpreviousestimates.
In justifying their new calculations for the young age, geolo-

gists offered a scenario inwhichportions of the present-dayColo-
rado River above and below the canyon may not have been con-
nected. They believe that the most likely explanation is that “the
west flowing tributary of the ancestral lower Colorado River be-
gan to carve a small valley eastward into the edge of the Colorado
Plateau.Theupper portion of the river eventuallymergedwith the
ancestral upper ColoradoRiver and its tributaries to form a single
river system.The resultwould havebeen a strengthened torrent of
water that could cut through rock at a faster clip than ever before”
(Perkins, 158:219). Faster clip indeed! Thirty-nine million years
is a tremendous amount of time to suddenly “just vanish”!

TheScienceNews article listedother studies inwhichdata show
howfast riverscanslash throughrock. It also listed theerosion rates
of several neighboring canyons, and then noted: “Downstream in
the Grand Canyon, where the Colorado carries much more water
and sediment, rates of erosion are likely much higher” (158:219-
220).
Today,wenowknow that canyons donot take even onemillion

years to form. Consider the BurlingameCanyon. JohnMorris de-
scribed its formation in the following manner:

Let me introduce you toBurlingameCanyonnearWallaWalla,
Washington. Itmeasures1500 feet long, up to120 feet deep,
and 120 feetwide,winding through ahillside.A small-scale
analogy to Grand Canyon it was observed to form in less
than six days. In 1904 the Gardena Farming District con-
structed a series of irrigation canals to providewater to this
normally rather aridhighdesert area. InMarch, 1926,winds
collected tumbleweeds at a concrete constriction alongone
of the canals situatedonanelevatedmesa, choking the flow
of water, which at 80 cubic feet per second was unusually
high due to spring rains. In order to clean out the obstruc-
tion, engineers diverted the flow into a diversion ditch lead-
ing to nearby Pine Creek. Prior to this time the ditch was
rather small, at no location greater than 10-feet-deep and
six-feet-wide, and often with no water in it at all. The ab-
normally high flow crowded into the ditch, and careened
along until it cascaded down themesa in an impressivewa-
terfall. Suddenly, under this extreme pressure and velocity,
the underlying stratumgaveway and headward erosion be-
gan in earnest. What once was an insignificant ditch be-
came a gully. The gully became a gulch. The gulch became
a miniature Grand Canyon (2001).

The formation of this canyon occurred in only six days! This
new information will force evolutionists to revamp their theories
about the early history of the gorge. TheGrandCanyon used to be
one of the evolutionists’ favorite landmarks as they tried to estab-
lish an ancient age for the Earth. No more!—BH
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