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The Diamond Planet 

Disclosure 
of things evolutionists don’t want you to know 

Volume 15 Issue 12                                      www.ScienceAgainstEvolution.org   September 2011 

Pssssst!  Buddy!  I’ve got a really big diamond to sell you! 
We try to stay away from 

astronomy nonsense because 
it is only peripherally related to 
evolution; but this time, we can 
justify it. 

Cosmology is really just 
speculation about how the 
entire universe began and 
evolved.  As such, it includes 
fanciful ideas about how and 
when the Earth was formed, 
which lead to stories about how 
life began and evolved on 
Earth.  Granted, the supposed 
evolution of the cosmos is not 
biological evolution, but they 
are related. 

Cosmology, like biological 
evolution, is nothing more than 
philosophy disguised as 
science.  Yes, cosmologists 
take measurements and make 
calculations; but then they 
make lots of assumptions that can’t be verified 
and draw unwarranted conclusions which they 
expect to be accepted without question. 

Somehow, an obscure report in 
ScienceXpress 1 got the attention of New 
Scientist, Reuters and Time magazine.  They 
turned it into a sensational story. 

The fast-spinning star is … a whirling 
neutron star whose intense magnetic field 
generates a beacon of radio waves that sweeps 
across the universe like the beam of a 
lighthouse — in this case, flashing more than 

                                                           
1 ScienceXpress, 25 August, 2011, 
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/early/2011/08/19/s
cience.1208890.full.pdf?sid=40a063e0-c401-45d1-
a4d4-36e2bb694a3f 

10,000 times every 
minute. … 
astronomers have 
since found hundreds 
upon hundreds of 
pulsars. They've also 
found that slight 
variations in the 
timing of the pulses 
can be indirect 
evidence for objects 
orbiting a pulsar. The 
gravitational pull of, 
say, a planet, will 
make the radio flashes 
arrive closer together, 
then farther apart, then 
closer, in a regularly 
changing rhythm. In 
fact, the first planets 
ever discovered 
beyond our solar 
system were found 
this way in 1992. 

Scientists Discover a 
Diamond as Big as a Planet 

 

 
 

An artist's conception of the pulsar PSR 
J1719-1438 (bright dot, center) and the Jupiter-
mass planet that orbits it (smaller dot, with the 
orbit traced by a dashed line)  

Time, Aug. 26, 2011 

… 
The neutron star's gravity would now be so 

powerful that the white dwarf star would lose 
even more layers, leaving behind only its inner 
core — about the mass of Jupiter and most 
likely made largely of oxygen and carbon, two 
elements that are forged in the nuclear fires at 
the heart of an aging star. 

Bailes and his team couldn't actually detect 
the carbon or oxygen, but given the mass of the 
"planet" and their understanding of the lifecycle 
of stars, there's not much else it could be. And 
because a Jupiter's worth of carbon would have 
a pretty powerful gravity of its own, it would 
almost certainly have crushed itself into 
crystalline form — in other words, diamond. 
"We can't uniquely say what percentage of the 
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planet would be diamond," says Bailes, since 
the details of the process aren't absolutely clear. 
But it would likely be a lot. 2

Reality Check 
All they really KNOW for sure is that the 

radiation coming from the direction of a star has 
amplitude modulation of about 10,000 times a 
minute (167 Hz) with slight frequency modulation 
on it. 

They THINK the frequency modulation is due 
to Doppler shift as the pulsar moves closer and 
farther from Earth.  They THINK the back and 
forth motion is caused by a planet orbiting it.  
Given these assumptions they can calculate how 
heavy a planet would have to be to cause this.  
Making more unverifiable assumptions about how 
a planet this heavy might have formed, they 
GUESS what elements it might be made of. 

Astronomers have never actually seen a star—
they have seen light from a star.  It is a subtle, but 
important, distinction. 

I live in the Mojave Desert, surrounded by 
distant mountains.  On hot days I look at those 
mountains and see them shimmering.  They 
appear to bounce up and down, and jiggle side to 
side like Jell-O TM.  I know they don’t actually 
move because I have climbed some of them.  Hot 
air rising from the desert floor has less density 
than cooler air.  The speed of light through air 
varies with density, so light waves are bent as 
they pass through temperature gradients, making 
the mountains appear to be in a slightly different 
place.  Wind currents mix the hot air with the 
hotter air, causing the light to bend differently 
depending upon where the hotter air happens to 
be at the moment.  This makes the mountains 
appear to move. 

Suppose I had never actually been to those 
mountains, and didn’t know about refraction of 
light.  I would believe those mountains were 
actually moving.  Based on the apparent motion, I 
could calculate the mass and elasticity of the 
surrounding mountains.  Of course, I would be 
wrong.  But if nobody else had ever actually been 
to the mountains, and didn’t know about 
refraction, everybody else would believe me and 
congratulate me for my amazing discovery. 

Astronomers can measure the shimmering of 
the light from stars; but they don’t really know 
what causes it.  Maybe there are gas clouds 
between us and the stars that alter the light as it 

                                                           
2 Michael Lemonick, Time, Aug. 26, 2011, “Scientists 
Discover a Diamond as Big as a Planet” 
http://www.time.com/time/health/article/0,8599,20904
71,00.html?xid=newsletter-weekly 

passes through them.  Maybe there is some multi-
path interference that causes periodic 
constructive and destructive interference.  There’s 
no way to know. 

Chemists and Cosmologists 
Chemists and cosmologists are both called 

scientists; but it is really unfair to classify them 
together that way. 

Chemists are true scientists.  They use the 
scientific method to discover the truth about how 
elements combine.  The professional scientific 
journals contain articles telling how chemists have 
discovered how to create new chemical 
compounds, and what the properties of those 
compounds are. Sometimes the articles tell about 
better ways to create known compounds.  These 
articles add to existing knowledge about chemical 
reactions.  You never find articles in the 
professional scientific literature saying that a 
process that used to create a chemical compound 
doesn’t work any more.  You never read articles 
saying that “it is believed” that combining certain 
chemicals in a particular way will cause a certain 
result.  People pay chemists to solve problems.  
Chemists get paid for discovering chemical 
reactions that actually work. 

Cosmologists are just philosophers who use 
math to try to convince other people they are right.  
Virtually every article you read about cosmology 
contains some claim that what was previously 
believed is wrong. 

Chemists add chapters to the book.  
Cosmologists rewrite the book.  Cosmological 
thinking doesn’t advance knowledge of the truth; it 
just changes what the truth is claimed to be. 

Journalists Exaggerate 
Journalists will say anything to sell magazines.  

It isn’t surprising to see headlines like these in the 
tabloids. 

Justin Bieber Crashes Ferrari, Will Survive 
3

Justin Bieber Racing In Ferrari Just Before 
Accident, Claims House Of Pain Member 4

You know you can’t believe anything in the 
tabloids, so you ignore it.  But wait! CNN said, 

Justin Bieber crashes his Ferrari 5

                                                           
3 http://www.thehollywoodgossip.com/2011/08/justin-
bieber-crashes-ferrari-will-survive/ 
4 http://www.radaronline.com/exclusives 
/2011/08/justin-bieber-accident-racing-ferrari-claims-
everlast-house-pain 
5 http://www.cnn.com/2011/08/31/showbiz/celebrity-
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CNN is supposedly a reputable news source.  
Maybe it really did happen. 

Eventually the truth came out. 

According to police, a driver in a Honda 
collided with a Ferrari driven by Bieber. 

Sources on the scene tell TMZ ... the Honda 
"tapped" Biebs so gently he didn't exchange 
info with the other driver. 

But we're told one of Justin's peeps decided 
... better safe than sorry ... and called police -- 
who showed up and said there wasn't enough 
damage to even take a report. 6

Journalistic exaggeration isn’t confined to 
celebrity gossip.  Time magazine’s headline was, 
“Scientists Discover a Diamond as Big as a 
Planet.” 7  It sounds pretty definite, doesn’t it?  

But what did the astronomers who wrote the 
article actually say?  Here’s the abstract of their 
article: 

Millisecond pulsars are thought to be 
neutron stars that have been spun-up by 
accretion of matter from a binary companion. 
Although most are in binary systems, some 30% 
are solitary, and their origin is therefore 
mysterious. PSR J1719−1438, a 5.7 ms pulsar, 
was detected in a recent survey with the Parkes 
64 m radio telescope. We show that it is in a 
binary system with an orbital period of 2.2 h. Its 
companion's mass is near that of Jupiter, but its 
minimum density of 23 g cm−3 suggests that it 
may be an ultra-low mass carbon white dwarf. 
This system may thus have once been an Ultra 
Compact Low-Mass X-ray Binary, where the 
companion narrowly avoided complete 
destruction. 8

The article itself consists mainly of equations 
saying that, if these assumptions are correct, one 
might make certain conclusions about the size, 
density, and formation of the “companion mass,” 
and why the “standard model” is wrong. 

The article is filled with statements like this 
one: 

However, the question still remains: why are 
some MSPs solitary while others retain white 

                                                                                          
news-gossip/justin-bieber-crashes-ferrari/ 
6 http://www.antimusic.com/news/11/aug/ts31 
Justin_Bieber_Involved_in_Ferrari_Accident.shtml 
7 Michael Lemonick, Time, Aug. 26, 2011, “Scientists 
Discover a Diamond as Big as a Planet” 
http://www.time.com/time/health/article/0,8599,20904
71,00.html?xid=newsletter-weekly 
8 ScienceXpress, 25 August, 2011, 
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/early/2011/08/19/s
cience.1208890.full.pdf?sid=40a063e0-c401-45d1-
a4d4-36e2bb694a3f 

dwarf companions, and some, like PSR 
J1719−1438 have exotic companions of 
planetary mass that are possibly carbon rich? 
We suggest that the ultimate fate of the binary 
is determined by the mass and orbital period of 
the donor star at the time of mass transfer. 9

The conclusion of the article is, 

PSR J1719−1438 demonstrates that special 
circumstances can conspire during binary pulsar 
evolution that allows neutron star stellar 
companions to be transformed into exotic 
planets unlike those likely to be found 
anywhere else in the Universe. The chemical 
composition, pressure and dimensions of the 
companion make it certain to be crystallized 
(i.e., diamond). 10

In other words, the radiation from PSR J1719-
1438 doesn’t fit with the “standard model.”  Lots of 
astronomical measurements don’t agree with 
what the Big Bang (the standard model) predicts.  
That’s why cosmologists postulate things they 
can’t directly measure like dark matter, dark 
energy, and black holes.  They invent things like 
planet-sized diamonds orbiting stars to explain 
why the measurements don’t match the theory. 

The Evolution Connection 
The theory of evolution, like cosmology, isn’t 

really science.  It’s philosophy using scientific 
terms and measurements to try to appear to be 
scientific. Somebody finds a bone fragment and 
builds a theoretical evolutionary tree that 
contradicts what evolutionists formerly believed, 
and the new theory replaces the old one, until 
another bone fragment is found. 

The difference between evolution and 
cosmology is that public school teachers can be a 
little more honest about cosmology than evolution.  
A public school science teacher can, if so inclined, 
point out the inconsistencies in the Big Bang 
Theory without getting into too much trouble—as 
long as they don’t question the fundamental 
notion that the universe began with the Big Bang.  
Lazy science teachers will just read whatever is in 
the textbook and will not bother to point out that 
cosmologists no longer believe it.  You can’t really 
blame them because the “truth” about cosmology 
changes every semester.  It’s too much trouble to 
keep up with it. 

The “truth” about biological evolution changes 
just as fast; but if a teacher tells students what’s 
really going on in the scientific literature, the 
teacher will get in trouble for “bringing creationism 
into the classroom.” 

                                                           
9 ibid. 
10 ibid. 



Question Everything 
Students should question everything they are 

taught about evolution, cosmology, politics, and 
economics.  (Religion, too; but it isn’t taught in 
public schools.)  What do you know to be true, 
and what do you only think is true?  Are the things 
you think are true really true? 

Question what you hear in the news, too.  Just 
because CNN says Justin Bieber crashed his 
Ferrari doesn’t mean it really happened.  Just 
because Time magazine says scientists found a 
diamond as big as a planet doesn’t mean they 
really did. 
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Healthy Skepticism 
Our email shows a change in attitude 

toward the theory of evolution. 

Lately we have been receiving less hate mail, 
and more email containing rhetorical questions 
pointing out the obvious blind acceptance of 
evolution.  For example, our feature article this 
month was inspired, in part, by this email. 

From Benjamin 
Date: Friday, August 26, 2011 10:39 AM 
To: comments@ScienceAgainstEvolution.org 
Subject: Question… 
 
I just read this Reuters story: 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/08/25/us-
planet-diamond-idUSTRE77O69A20110825

Could you please explain to me what this 
excerpt means? 

"The evolutionary history and amazing 
density of the planet all suggest it is 
comprised of carbon -- i.e. a massive diamond 
orbiting a neutron star every two hours in an 
orbit so tight it would fit inside our own 
Sun," said Matthew Bailes of Swinburne 
University of Technology in Melbourne. 

Evolutionary history?  I can understand 
determining density or composition, but I have 
no clue what evolutionary history even is 
supposed to mean in this context.  What am I 
missing? 

-Benjamin 

Of course, Benjamin isn’t missing anything.  
They don’t know anything at all about the 
“evolutionary history” of this presumed planet, but 
they blindly accept someone’s speculation as fact. 

Here’s another example, received the same 
day. 

From Philip 
Date: 8/26/2011 7:12 AM 
To: comments@ScienceAgainstEvolution.org 
Subject: Mating Neanderthal 
 
Dear Do-While, 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/science-

environment-14673047
Now, my stupid questions... 
a) If we can (or could) interbreed with 

Neanderthal or Denisovan, then we're just the 

same species... Or am I missing something? 
(I'll not comment on the specifics of a 
species defined from one finger and one tooth, 
which are enough to allow the author(s) to say 
"had been adapted to life in Europe and Asia 
for several hundred thousand years"...) 

b) If ancient humans left Africa (the 
assumption being that they appeared there), 
and met his more primitive relations in 
Europe, the Neanderthal left what? Should I 
understand that they are older models of 
humans, unrelated because they mushroomed out 
of Africa, but that they miraculously managed 
to evolve to the point where we could 
interbreed and reproduce, with fertile 
offspring? Is that nonsense, or am I missing 
something again? 

Sorry, but I'm just an engineer (hence not 
really used to things working all by pure 
luck), working now in wildlife conservation 
(and with that, used to deal with the 
difficulties of preventing species from 
disappearing at the slightest change in 
ecosystems, weather, climate, or similar 
excuses, while I've never seen a new 
species appearing in response to a new 
challenge). 

Email 

Best regards 
Philip 

It is good to see people thinking about what 
“scientists say” rather than accepting it blindly. 

 

Mole Thumb 
Response 

Email 

John has a good point. 

We encourage our readers to question us as 
much as we encourage them to question 
evolutionists.  That’s why we were glad to get this 
email from John regarding last month’s feature 
article. 
In your article about the mole's 'thumb', you 
state, "To make things worse for 
evolutionists, other creatures closely related 
to the mole don’t have this kind of “thumb” 
because they don’t have the gene for it." 
 
I'm not sure that statement is actually backed 
up by the quote you provide.  All the quote 
actually said was, "The gene product was 
absent from this region in the shrew." 
 
They may be saying that the gene did exist in 
the shrew genome, just that it wasn't 
expressed in the wrist bone.  A quick Google 
search for "gene msx2" took me to this page, 
http://www.genecards.org/cgi-
bin/carddisp.pl?gene=MSX2, which I don't 
understand much but I recognise the words 
'drosophila' and 'human', which seems to imply 
that this gene (or something like it) is in 
both fruit flies and humans, so I'm guessing 
it's in most eukaryotic life including the 
shrew. 
 
From that perspective, the new thumb may not 
require any new gene to have appeared, merely 
a gene duplication event, or perhaps some 
change in the non-coding DNA surrounding it, 
that would cause it to be expressed 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/08/25/us-planet-diamond-idUSTRE77O69A20110825
http://www.reuters.com/article/2011/08/25/us-planet-diamond-idUSTRE77O69A20110825
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/science-environment-14673047
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/science-environment-14673047
http://www.genecards.org/cgi-bin/carddisp.pl?gene=MSX2
http://www.genecards.org/cgi-bin/carddisp.pl?gene=MSX2
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differently (as seems to have happened in the 
origin of lactase persistence).  This would 
not be nearly as improbable as the origin of a 
new gene, which is how you seem to have 
interpreted the quote, which I agree would be 
practically impossible. 
 
There are certainly powerful arguments against 
evolution being able to produce genes that 
encode for proteins with different folds to 
those that previously existed in the genome, 
and hence being able to generate all life.  
But let's not underestimate what may be within 
the bounds of microevolution, the different 
uses of existing genes.  Given the quote you 
present, I think the panda/mole's thumb could 
have come about by microevolution (though, as 
you say, that doesn't prove that's how it 
happened.) 

Yes, John has a good point.  I should have 
been more precise. 

The MSX2 gene page he referenced says the 
gene "Acts as a transcriptional regulator in bone 
development."  Therefore, one would expect it to 
be present in any creature with bones.   It's 
presence in a certain region of the mole genome 
causes a bone to grow a "thumb" out of the mole's 
wrist.  Since it is absent in that region of the 
shrew's genome, the shrew does not grow that 
bone. 

It would be nice if there were a one-to-one 
correspondence between genes and physical 
features, but, in practice it seems more 
complicated than that.  One gene is often 
predominately associated with a physical 
feature, but there is usually more to it than that.  
Genes seem to work in combination to produce 
some physical features, and some genes seem to 
play more than one role in different situations. 

So, John is right.  I did oversimplify when I 
wrote that shrews "don't have the gene for it."  But 
it is hard to have any discussion of genetics 
without a certain amount of simplification.  
Looking back over the previous paragraph I said, 
"Genes seem to work in combination ...".  Strictly 
speaking, genes don't really "work" themselves.  
They contain the instructions telling other 
biological processes how to work. 

The more precise language becomes, the 
more difficult it is to understand (as anyone who 
has ever tried to read a legal contract knows).  It 
is difficult to convey complex ideas in simple 
terms.  I'll try to do better in the future. 

 
 
 

Email 

Evolutionists’ 
Greatest Fear 

Eric’s email illustrates why 
evolutionists don’t want you to question 

the theory. 

We received this email from a software 
engineer named Eric who was looking for articles 
about the Ada programming language.  Since I 
have written more than 50 of them, and a book 
about Ada, and helped revise the language, it isn’t 
surprising that he found me. He wasn’t looking for 
anything about evolution. 
 
Dear Do-While, 
 
I am diving into Ada, partly out of need to 
expand my software background and partly for 
possible, future employment.  I found your web 
site while Googling for Ada programming 
magazines.  I've seen your pen name before in 
other literature and Ada web sites. 
 
Anyways, I was excited to see your anti-
evolution web site!  I was once an ardent 
supporter of evolution until I began to ponder 
the utter complexity and beauty of nature. 
This started me down a road that led me to 
challenge the authenticity of the Bible. After 
much debate and being shown much evidence to 
support the claims of the Bible, including the 
testimony of the disciples and the Apostle 
Paul, I eventually took that "leap of faith" 
and accepted Jesus Christ as my Savior and 
Lord.  That was about 30 years ago when I was 
in college at PSU.  Lately, I've enjoyed 
reading "New Evidence that Demands a Verdict" 
by Josh McDowell.  He offers an excellent 
defense of the Bible and of the Gospels. 
 
Even if you are not a Christian, I respect and 
applaud your courage to oppose the prevailing 
thought and think for yourself, based on what 
you observe around you. 
 
Well, I look forward to reading your material 
on the Non-evolution site and also your books 
and/or writings on Ada! 
 
P.S. "Back in the day" I used to work for 
Boeing and United Technologies on defense 
programs, i.e. aircraft. 
 
Take care! 
 
Eric 

You are permitted (even encouraged) 
to copy and distribute this newsletter.  

Evolutionists know that if you study the theory 
of evolution from a purely scientific viewpoint, you 
will see that science is against evolution.  They 
fear that if you realize the theory of evolution is 
wrong, you will reject their secular humanist 
agenda, and will look for another explanation for 
life on this planet. 

You are also permitted (even 
encouraged) to send a donation of 
$15/year to Science Against Evolution, 
P.O. Box 923, Ridgecrest, CA 93556-0923, 
to help us in our work. ☺ They fear that the other explanation will be 

Judaism, Christianity, or Islam. 
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by Lothar Janetzko 

Web Site of the Month – September 2011 

Question Evolution! 
http://patriotupdate.com/articles/question-evolution-campaign-

heats-up-the-creation-vs-evolution-culture-war  

Campaign heats up the creation vs. evolution culture war 
The Question Evolution! Campaign was launched by the prominent creationist group Creation Ministries 

International (CMI). This campaign encourages students to wear “Question Evolution!” t-shirts and hand out 
“question evolution” tracts in their schools.  

The campaign will initially focus on the United States, the United Kingdom, Canada, Australia, New 
Zealand, South Africa, and Singapore.  Many different means will be used to advance the campaign 
including the use of internet, television, radio, various Christian organizations, and social media websites. 

You can learn more about the campaign by visiting the Creation Ministries International Question 
Evolution! web page at http://creation.com/question-evolution where you will find the tract “15 Questions for 
Evolutionists” in pdf format. 

Space does not allow for listing all of the questions.  Here are a few: How did life originate?  How did the 
DNA code originate? How could mutations create the huge volumes of information in the DNA of living 
things?  How did new biochemical pathways, which involve multiple enzymes working together in sequence, 
originate? Living things look like they were designed, so how do evolutionists know that they were not 
designed? How did multi-cellular life originate? How did sex originate? Why are the (expected) countless 
millions of transitional fossils missing? How do ‘Living Fossils’ remain unchanged over supposed hundreds 
of millions of years, if evolution has changed worms into humans in the same time frame? 

Time will tell if the Question Evolution! Campaign will have a major impact on how people view the 
creation versus evolution controversy. 
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