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Attachment 1 
Summary of Selected Correspondence, with Links 

This is only a small portion of the entire record but encompasses the main points. 

Note:  Some of these files are large and may take a while to load. 

June 18, 1993 Letter from Brown to Austin 

Over a period of more than three years, several people had informed Brown that Austin was using 
Brown’s material without proper attribution and was accusing him (Brown) of plagiarizing Austin!  
Only when this falsehood threatened to have a large financial impact on a video production of another 
creationist (Dr. Robert V. Gentry) did Brown determine that he must act.  His first step was to write 
this letter to Dr. Austin in accordance with Matthew 18: 

Matt 18:15 "Moreover if your brother sins against you, go and tell him his fault between you 
and him alone. If he hears you, you have gained your brother.”  (NKJ) 

June 18, 1993 Letter from Brown to Morris 

On the same day, Brown also wrote ICR’s former Director, Dr. Henry M. Morris, II (now deceased).  
During Brown’s many years of studying creation and the flood, he discovered other instances where 
ICR publications plagiarized the work of other scientists.  Dr. Brown sent an example to Morris by 
forwarded pages from former ICR employee, Harold S. Slusher’s book Age of the Cosmos (1980) 
showing where he clearly plagiarized from Professor Stacey’s book, Physics of the Earth (1969). 

In this letter, Brown hoped that Morris II would act appropriately against this example of plagiarism 
and stop Austin from doing the same with Dr. Brown’s work.   

June 21, 1993 Letter from Austin to Brown 

Instead of repentance, Austin starts on a course of untruths and deflections. 

June 22, 1993 Letter from Morris to Brown  

Sadly, Morris chose to minimize this obvious case of ICR’s plagiarism of a secular scientist’s work 
and defended Austin.  He hinted that he may remove Slusher’s book, but then backtracked and 
deflected in later correspondence.   

More than a year later, Morris told Brown that this book was out of print, out of stock, and would not 
be reprinted (January 12, 1995 Letter from Morris to Brown, page 2).  Several weeks after Dr. 
Brown received these assurances from Henry Morris II, Dr. Brown purchased this book from ICR. 

July 6, 1993 Letter from Brown to Austin/Morris – setting the record straight 

This letter from Brown presented the facts surrounding his contribution to the Grand Lake discovery 
and Brown’s contention that Austin plagiarized his work. Over the next year, Brown exchanged many 
letters with Austin and Morris. 

These letters will also be posted soon at our web site and are available now upon request.  Brown 
asked only that Austin/ICR stop the false statements and correct the errors, which they refused to do.   

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/93-06-18_Brown-to-Austin.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/93-06-18_Brown-to-Morris.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/93-06-21_Austin-to-Brown.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/93-06-22_Morris-to-Brown.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/95-01-12_Morris-to-Brown.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/93-07-06_Brown-to-Morris&Austin.htm
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June 22, 1994 Notes of Mediation between Brown and Morris/Austin 

Despite the detailed evidence that Dr. Brown presented, Morris and Austin denied any wrongdoing 
and tried to sidestep the issue.  Brown responded that since they could not reach agreement, they 
should both submit to binding arbitration with an independent, knowledgeable Christian arbitrator.  
For six weeks Morris refused, finally agreeing only when Brown said that he would no longer keep 
the matter private unless they did agree to arbitrate. 

Over the next seven weeks, Morris/Austin proposed two arbitrators.  Upon checking, Brown 
discovered that both proposed arbitrators had previous ties to ICR.  Dr. Brown insisted that the 
arbitrator be independent of both organizations.  Finally, ICR agreed to use a Christian arbitration and 
mediation service in the Los Angeles area. 

Morris then sought legal advice and was told that he and Austin should not submit to binding 
arbitration.  However, Morris and Austin did not tell Brown they were withdrawing their written 
agreement to arbitrate until four days before the scheduled Christian arbitration at Pepperdine 
University in Los Angeles.  At that time, Austin and Morris announced that they would only mediate.   
(Arbitration results in a binding decision, while mediation seeks harmony and understanding.)   

With airline reservations and preparations made, Brown was faced with a dilemma; should he cancel 
everything or proceed with mediation?  Brown knew that mediation would not force Morris and 
Austin to comply should the ruling go against them.  Reasoning that after a year of correspondence, 
something is better than nothing, Dr. Brown agreed to mediate.  (In hindsight, this decision was a 
major mistake.) 

When mediation took place on June 21, 1994, a tape recorder was not used as Brown had requested.  
This letter is Brown’s memorandum of what took place at the mediation.  Brown wrote this 
memorandum hours after the mediation and forwarded it to all parties asking for any corrections.  He 
received no response. 

As you read Brown’s notes of the mediation, be sure to note how Austin was clearly caught in a lie 
that all in the room heard.  

It is also critical to note that the mediation board concluded that Austin’s book needed to be 
corrected, not that Brown was in error to accuse Austin of plagiarizing his work.  It was generally 
understood that Austin’s book contained false statements about Austin’s discoveries, and about 
Brown and his discoveries.  During mediation, and despite a year of requests by Brown, Austin failed 
to provide one piece of evidence showing that he wrote about Grand Lake, its elevation, or breach 
point before reading it in Brown’s book. It appears to me, after reading the meeting minutes, that the 
lead mediator (Peter Robinson) walked away thinking Austin (being the good “Christian” man that he 
was) would see the errors of his way and quickly work with Brown to acknowledge and correct them.  
Peter probably thought that his remaining role would be a simple task of playing referee about minor 
details of wording.  Boy, was he in for a surprise. 
 
After the mediation, a contract was signed which Austin and Morris soon broke. Brown had no desire 
to pursue the matter further in civil court.  

Book Count Dispute 

Everyone agreed during the mediation that Austin would prepare an errata sheet and insert it in every 
unsold copy of his book, Grand Canyon: Monument to Catastrophe (January 1994).  Minutes before 
the mediation ended, Austin had a new thought.  He proposed that there be no errata sheet, because, 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-06-22_BrownMemo.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/MemoBookCountIssue.htm
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he said, the January 1994 edition was almost out of print and a new edition would soon be printed.  
Brown agreed only if Austin’s book inventory was less than 1,000 copies.   

Therefore, Austin’s first duty was to give Brown the number of his books that were still unsold.  If 
the count was greater than 1,000, then an errata sheet was to be inserted into Austin’s remaining 
books to correct the misinformation he had previously published.  This memo documents Austin’s 
delays, deceptions, and outright refusal to come up with that number, which “eviscerated a good 
agreement” as Brown would later write to Peter.  Brown’s appeals to Henry Morris and Peter 
Robinson were ignored.   

Austin Buries the Lead Mediator Peter Robinson 

Austin was given a simple task to fix the false statements in his book.  Apparently to avoid this 
professional embarrassment, Austin sends a barrage of documents (that include reinventing history 
surrounding the Grand Canyon) trying to persuade Robinson to minimize the required corrections to 
his soon to be published 2nd edition and to insist that his book be allowed to continue using the name 
Canyonlands Lake instead of Grand Lake.   

Austin’s tactics forced Brown and Robinson to expend additional dozens of man-hours digesting, 
understanding, and refuting these new arguments.  Brown and Robinson now find themselves 
spending more time dealing with Austin after mediation than they did in the mediation itself.  Austin 
may have counted on Robinson’s lack of knowledge about the Grand Canyon geology and history to 
be an advantage in accomplishing his apparent goal of pushing the mediator into an overload 
reaction.    

Brown also sent a letter to Peter Robinson rebutting Austin’s arguments. 

September 21, 1994 Direction from Mediator Peter Robinson to Brown/Austin 

Peter Robinson (lead mediator) wrote in this September 21, 1994 letter to Austin and Brown that 
Austin was to stop using the name “Canyonlands Lake” when referring to the Grand Lake 
explanation for the formation of the Grand Canyon in the next edition of his book.  This letter was 
after nearly three months of delay and confusion tactics by Austin about how Austin’s endnote 40 and 
62 were to read, and about the naming of the lake. 

Austin was also told to put the following statement in endnote 40: 
 
In 1989, Walter T. Brown, Jr. in proposing the Hydroplate Theory, also proposed where a 
very large lake, at an elevation of 5,700 feet, once occupied much of southeastern Utah and 
parts of Colorado, Arizona and New Mexico, (In the Beginning [Phoenix, Arizona, Center for 
Scientific Creation, fifth edition, 1989], 58-83).  Brown named it Grand Lake and suggested 
that its breach between what is now Vermillion Cliffs and Echo Cliffs, together with the 
breach of Hopi Lake, formed the Grand Canyon. 
 

Please note how Robinson starts the last sentence with “Brown named it Grand Lake and suggested.”  
In his November 14, 1994 letter Robinson changes it to “Brown named it Grand Lake and WROTE 
that it --”, emphasizing that Brown was the first to write about this lake. 

Also in this letter, Peter Robinson proposed a joint statement that would be the “press release” 
groomed for public consumption.  It was determined at mediation that this statement would be agreed 
to and signed by both parties.  It was never signed, and instead ended up only being a preliminary, 
because Austin refused to give up, and instead started to barrage Robinson with more disinformation.   

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-08-29_Austin-to-Robinson.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-08-11_Brown-to-Robinson.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-09-21_Robinson-to-Brown&Austin.htm
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Austin takes Robinson Back to the Ring 

This link opens correspondence used by Austin to argue that Robinson did not have the 
authority to dictate the name of an extinct lake (Grand Lake) since the name had already been used 
elsewhere.  Austin used the name Grand Lake for three years (admittedly having stolen it from 
Brown), but now by-golly the feds will be pounding on Robinson’s door if he makes Austin go back 
to using it.   

Austin also wants the “Joint Statement” to be changed to reflect that he thinks Brown plagiarized his 
work.  It was this false charge against Brown that first caused Brown to confront Austin, and Austin 
denied that he had ever accused Brown of plagiarizing his work.  Now, outside of mediation, Austin 
brings this false charge against Brown to Robinson and wants the Joint Statement to look as if Brown 
and Austin are equally claiming fault with the other.   

Brown is fed up with Austin’s actions and does not invest the time and energy to fully rebut these lies 
by Austin. 

Final letter from Robinson – November 14, 1994 — Robinson Caves into Austin 

Tragically, after more countless hours of dealing with Austin’s last appeal, Robinson caves in and 
retracts his determination that Austin must change the name back to Grand Lake and instead makes it 
a suggestion. 

He also rewords the Joint statement to include that the mediation covered Austin’s charge that Brown 
used Austin’s written work without attribution.  This was a blatantly false statement and was never 
signed by Brown and was therefore not a “Joint Statement.” 

The following was an email I sent to Austin, and best explains how I see this desperate and partially 
successful final attempt by Austin: 

----- Original Message -----  
From: Kevin Lea  
To: Ross Olson ; Steve Austin  
Cc: Peter Robinson ; Mike Matthews ; mlooy@answersingenesis.org ; Walt Brown ; 
kevinl_calvarypo@hotmail.com  
Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2008 1:39 PM 
Subject: Pastor Kevin's response to Steve Austin — about Ross Olson string 
 
Steve,  
  
I am not surprised that you still don't get it.  I will be surprised if AiG doesn't get it.  
  
The book, Canyonlands Lake: A Monument to Plagiarism, will be written.  The truth will be 
told and widely disseminated.  Your ability to deceive with impunity has ended.  It should be 
obvious to you that there cannot be two names for the same lake.  Had you taken Peter 
Robinson's advice about going back to the name Grand Lake, there would have been a godly 
conclusion to the dispute.  Instead you chose to keep the name Canyonlands Lake, after using 
Grand Lake for three years without attribution to Brown.   
  
After being confronted by Brown, you changed the name to Canyonlands Lake and then 
published your book, Grand Canyon:  Monument to Catastrophe with this false name 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-10-04_Austin-to-Robinson-1.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-11-14_Robinson-to-Brown&Austin.pdf
mailto:kevinl_calvarypo@hotmail.com
mailto:ross@rossolson.org
mailto:saustin@ICR.org
mailto:peter.robinson@pepperdine.edu
mailto:mmatthews@answersingenesis.org
mailto:mlooy@answersingenesis.org
mailto:walt@creationscience.com
mailto:kevinl_calvarypo@hotmail.com
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and many false statements in order to hide your plagiarism.  This first edition of your book 
was before mediation. 
  
At mediation, it was determined that there were false statements in your book that needed to 
be corrected.  Peter wrote that the name Grand Lake was to be used in future printings.  You 
knew that if this determination about the lake's name stuck, and the next edition of your book 
came out with corrections of false statements, and a return to the name Grand Lake, then all 
readers would see that you did plagiarize Dr. Brown's work in your Guidebooks and 
first printing of your book.  You knew this would be the case even if Dr. Brown never told 
people you plagiarized his work. 
  
You were at a fork in the road, Dr. Austin, and you took the wrong path, a path of deceit that 
is going public (because of your intransigence).  Honesty, integrity, professionalism, etc. 
demand that you return to the fork (repent) and do what is right (let the man who discovered 
Grand Lake be allowed to keep the name, as well as attributing to him his discovery of the 
breach point, the breach theory, etc, and correcting the other false and misleading statements 
in your Endnote 40 that were written by you to try and cover your plagiarism).   
  
Dr. Austin, I know you are aware that if the name Grand Lake is used to describe a now 
extinct lake, the feds are not going to be locking up Dr. Brown, or shutting down the AiG 
museum because there is a pond with the same name in Colorado. So why did your last 
desperate attempt to deceive Peter Robinson include this garbage argument about fed 
requirements for naming things?  Peter's original determination that you change back to 
Grand Lake was because Brown discovered and named it.  If your true motive was to please 
the feds about the name of a lake, but you also wanted to be godly in complying with the 
spirit of the mediation agreement, then you would have given attribution to Brown for 
Canyonlands Lake.  But having a godly attitude was not your motive.  You were desperate to 
hide your plagiarism.  Your endnote 62 is a deceptive lie, as all who have carefully read the 
history clearly see.   
  
There is nothing to hide anymore Dr. Austin, everyone who reads the history (with 
documentation) will know the truth.  The further you try and go down the wrong road, the 
more you are going to be sinking to the axles. 
  
I implore you to give it up and do what is right.  No matter how painful it is, the alternative is 
worse according to the Word of God. 
  
Kevin   

It should be noted that I never received a response to this letter. 

Austin’s published Note 62 

In Robinson’s September 21, 1994 Direction to Austin and Brown, Robinson wrote: 

Accordingly, I believe that Dr. Austin would have continued using the title Grand Lake had 
the controversy never arisen.  He should now continue using the title Grand Lake as a symbol 
of his commitment to reconcile with Dr. Brown and also as one way to acknowledge Dr. 
Brown’s contributions regarding this body of water.  The scope of this determination 
extends to footnote 62 and the main text of his Grand Canyon guide book [he 
meant Austin’s book Grand Canyon: Monument to Catastrophe]. 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-09-21_Robinson-to-Brown&Austin.htm


Letter to AiG, Subj: Plagiarized Material in AiG Museum – Version 3 July 6, 2009 
Attachment 1.   Selected Correspondence with Links 

Attachment 1 - 6 

Because Robinson changed his September 21 determination that Austin return to using Grand Lake 
into a recommendation that Austin do so in his November 14, 1994 letter, Austin ignored Robinson’s 
recommendation and proceeded to publish his false statements about the history of HIS Canyonlands 
Lake discovery in Note 62 of the second edition of his book.  I beg the reader to carefully compare 
Austin’s published, November 1994, Note 62, with his July 2008 article published in ICR’s Acts and 
Fact titled, “Red Rock Pass: Spillway of the Bonneville Flood.”  

First, let’s consider Austin’s Published Note 62: 

Austin’s  Published Note 62 from his November, 1994 Book 

“The name ‘Canyonlands Lake’ is introduced here for a lake 
which occupied the major portion of the extraordinary canyon 
country of southeastern Utah.  The outline of the lake was 
first suggested by computer plotting by Edmond W. Holroyd, III 
(“Missing Talus,” Creation Research Society Quarterly 24 
[1987]: 15, 16). Field evidences suggest Canyonlands Lake had 
an elevation above 5,800 feet in many areas.  A lake with 
significantly different shoreline and lower elevation was 
suggested by Walter T. Brown, Jr. (In the Beginning [Phoenix, 
AZ. Center for Scientific Creation, fifth edition, 1989], 
p.83).  Brown used the name “Grand Lake” for his proposed lake 
in southeastern Utah.  Grand Lake of Brown (1989) covered the 
La Sal Mountains, Abajo Mountains, and Aquarius Plateau, 
whereas Canyonlands Lake did not occupy these areas.  
Holroyd’s plotting is superior to Brown’s, and the name 
“Canyonlands Lake” is preferred.” 

There is a significant false statement in Austin’s 1994 note that must be addressed before moving on 
to what Austin wrote in 2008.  The outline of Grand Lake (Austin’s Canyonlands Lake) was not first 
suggested by Dr. Holroyd (Click here to see my correspondence with Dr. Holroyd).  Dr. Holroyd’s 
outline, which was based on computer plotting from detailed topographical elevation data that he had 
access to as a result of his job with the government, was a single and larger lake combining Hopi 
Lake with Grand Lake.  The truth is that Dr. Brown was the first to discover, lecture on, and write 
about a lake (Grand Lake) that was separate from and at a different elevation than the previously 
(decades earlier) discovered, extinct, Hopi Lake. 

In his published 1994 Note 62, Austin also makes misleading statements that are nearly impossible to 
discern without having a deep understanding of the facts.  For example, it is true that Brown’s first 
publication of the location of Grand Lake did not include a topographically accurate shoreline. Brown 
had discovered the elevation where Grand Lake breached at Echo/Vermillion cliffs, but Brown only 
utilized his rough elevation data for the hundreds-of-thousands of square miles that defined the 
Lake’s shoreline by being either above or below Brown’s 5,700 foot level.  Therefore, Brown’s first 
published edition of the Grand Lake shoreline did not show the islands (La Sal Mountains, 
Abajo Mountains, and Aquarius Plateau) inside of the lake which were higher than 
the shoreline, nor was it important to do so.   

I know this is confusing, but carefully think about the absurdity of Austin’s argument.  Austin’s 
Canyonlands Lake at 5,800 feet is better than Brown’s 5,700 foot lake because it doesn’t cover the 
islands inside of the lake (how does a lake with a higher level not cover more land?), and Holroyd’s 
plotting at 5,577 feet (lower than Brown’s but in error because it joins Hopi and Grand Lake) is more 
accurate.  I doubt that anyone who has ever read Austin’s book has picked up on this deception, but 
Austin must have certainly known that he was being deceptive.  Austin is using mumbo-jumbo to try 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-11-00_Endnote%2062_page_110.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/Lea_response_to_Holroyd_3-19-08.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-11-00_Endnote%2062_page_110.pdf
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and make the reader think there truly is a substantive difference between Brown’s and Austin’ lakes, 
when in fact there is not, and Austin must have known it. 

The significance of Brown’s discovery was not the exacting shoreline of Grand Lake, but the fact that 
Grand Lake was separate from Hopi Lake, and the location of where it breached.  With this 
knowledge, and an understanding of the physics that would come into play as a consequence, 
Dr. Brown was able to unravel twenty-four mysteries of how the Grand Canyon was formed, 
mysteries that for centuries have plagued those who have studied it.  

As a final note, it is true that Holroyd’s plotting was superior in topographical accuracy, but it is 
based on the topography of today, which would show Hopi and Grand Lake joined.  But Brown’s 
discovery was that Grand Lake breached at Echo/Vermillion cliffs causing the released billions-of-
gallons-per-minute water from Grand Lake to undermine the sediments holding the higher Hopi 
Lake, until Hopi also breached, removing hundreds of vertical feet of lake wall, thus unleashing 
additional billions-of-gallons-per-minute of Hopi water, which combined with Grand Lake water, 
carved the Grand Canyon.  With the sedimentary layers of Hopi Lake now removed, any damming of 
the existing Colorado River would create one massive lake that joined the now extinct Hopi and 
Grand Lake.  It is this fact that separates the work of Austin and Holroyd from the discoveries made 
by Brown.   

Now that we have covered Austin’s published false statements from his 1994 book, let’s compare 
them to a germane portion of what Austin published in his July 2008 article, which was published in 
ICR’s Acts and Facts titled,  “Red Rock Pass: Spillway of the Bonneville Flood.”  

Austin writes (2008): 

In 1986, I began the process of mapping the possible shore of the 
giant lakes east and north of Grand Canyon.8 In addition to Hopi 
Lake east of Grand Canyon, we recognized evidence for at least two 
large lakes in Utah. The largest of these lakes (what I call 
Canyonlands Lake9) was in northern Arizona, southeastern Utah, 
northeastern New Mexico, and western Colorado. 

Where his associated endnotes 8 and 9 read: 

8. Early in 1987, I used topographic data to show that if 
Grand Canyon were blocked today by a giant man-made dam with 
5,700 feet elevation, the lake formed would rise behind the 
dam to a maximum of 5,620 feet elevation and would extend into 
four states. The overflow location out of that lake at 5,620 
feet would be 20 miles east of Kanab, Utah, at Telegraph Flat. 

9. Austin, Grand Canyon: Monument to Catastrophe. See pages 
103, 104, and endnote 62 on page 110.  

PASTOR LEA — Now my comments to Austin’s deceptions in the 2008 article: 

It should be noted that it is very likely that Austin wrote this article shortly after I had sent the earlier 
version of this letter to nearly 200 creation organizations.  

A clear point of this letter was (and has been) that the smoking gun of Austin’s plagiarization of 
Brown’s work (and more importantly, its affects on creation science) was the fact that Austin used 
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Brown’s 5,700 foot elevation in his 1989 guidebook (as a note under Dr. Holroyd’s single-lake map) 
instead of Holroyd’s plotted elevation at 5,577 feet.   

There seems to me only one logical explanation for Austin doing so.  Austin must have heard 
(directly or indirectly) one of Dr. Brown’s lectures or hundreds of radio programs where he made 
public his discovery that an extinct lake breached at Echo/Vermillion Clift at the current 5,700-foot 
level.  He may also have heard that Brown was lecturing on how the lake’s breaching set in motion 
events that carved the Grand Canyon.   

Austin had been trying for years to come up with an explanation for how the Grand Canyon formed 
and assumed like so many others that it must have been a breached dam.  But the geology of the area 
presents many problems that are not solved by a simple breached dam explanation.  So Austin was 
unable to publish, hoping for a breakthrough.   

Now that Austin hears that Brown is lecturing on his (Brown’s) Grand Lake, breached dam, 
discoveries, Austin senses that he has been scooped by Brown.  In panic, seeing stardom slipping 
away, he quickly inserts (into his guidebook) Hoyroyd’s previously ignored map and uses Brown’s 
5,700 foot elevation and breach location and then falsifies the print date, in an attempt to claim 
priority. 

But my April 9, 2008 letter partially exposed this deception to hundreds of Creation ministries. 
Therefore, if Austin wants the creation community to ignore my letter, he needs to discredit my 
allegation that his use of Brown’s 5,700-foot level was a strong piece of evidence that Austin did 
indeed plagiarize Brown.  I believe this article by Austin was that attempt and ICR’s Acts and Facts 
publication was his bullhorn to spread misinformation so he could attempt to cover-up his past deeds 
in the eyes of the creation community. 

In doing so, he has fallen into the trap that all liars do; they can’t keep their stories straight because 
one false statement begets another until the false statements become mutually exclusive.  

The following is Austin’s same 2008 article with my comments pointing out Austin’s false 
statements, using his own words as proof.  

AUSTIN (2008) — In 1986, I began the process of mapping the 
possible shore of the giant lakes east and north of Grand Canyon.8  

PASTOR LEA — In 1994, Austin published his book with endnote 62 reading: 

AUSTIN (1994) — The outline of the lake was first suggested by 
computer plotting by Edmond W. Holroyd, III (“Missing Talus,” 
Creation Research Society Quarterly 24 [1987]: 15, 16). 

PASTOR LEA — Which is it Dr. Austin?  Did you map the shoreline or did Dr. Holroyd map it and 
then give it to you?  The fact is that he gave it to you.  Are you again trying to take credit for other’s 
work? 

AUSTIN (2008) — In addition to Hopi Lake east of Grand Canyon, we 

PASTOR LEA — Where does “we” come from, Dr. Austin?  The previous sentence says, “I began 
the process ---.” Of course you and I know you slipped here because you know that “we” means that 
Holroyd gave you his work. 

AUSTIN (2008) — In addition to Hopi Lake east of Grand Canyon, we 
recognized evidence for at least two large lakes in Utah. The 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-11-00_Endnote%2062_page_110.pdf
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largest of these lakes (what I call Canyonlands Lake9) was in 
northern Arizona, southeastern Utah, northeastern New Mexico, and 
western Colorado. 

PASTOR LEA — The false statements and false implications pile up in these two sentences.  Hopi 
Lake, which was in Arizona, not Utah, was discovered and named decades before this controversy 
began, as Brown explained.  Austin never provided evidence that he spoke about, or wrote about 
Grand Lake (or Canyonlands Lake) or any other major lakes in Utah prior to this controversy.  Brown 
repeatedly asked for such evidence, even a tape recording of any presentation by Austin. The 
mediators asked for such evidence as well. Austin could produce nothing.  By Austin’s own 
admission, he purchased Brown’s book as soon as it was available and only after this date, can Austin 
provide evidence that he wrote about these separate lakes using the same names, elevation and the 
breach point for Grand Lake that Brown used, but without attribution to Brown.  Now putting 
together Austin’s text from the article and his endnote 8: 

AUSTIN (2008) — In 1986, I began the process of mapping the 
possible shore of the giant lakes east and north of Grand Canyon.8 

AUSTIN Endnote 8 (2008). Early in 1987, I used topographic data to 
show that if Grand Canyon were blocked today by a giant man-made dam 
with 5,700 feet elevation, the lake formed would rise behind the dam 
to a maximum of 5,620 feet elevation and would extend into four 
states. The overflow location out of that lake at 5,620 feet would 
be 20 miles east of Kanab, Utah, at Telegraph Flat. 

PASTOR LEA — Austin did nothing of the sort, Dr. Holroyd did the work to create a map of a single 
lake at the 5,577-foot elevation, not the 5,700-foot that Austin claims.  But even if he did, notice what 
else he says in this endnote.  If the dam was at 5,700 feet, the lake would overflow at 5,620 feet at 
Telegraph Flat, which is about 35 miles away from where Dr. Brown discovered (and Austin 
plagiarized) as the breach point for Grand Lake. Also notice that now (since 2008) Austin is saying 
that only the imaginary dam is 5,700 feet high, not the lake.  Why does anyone need to know the 
dam's height, as long as it is higher than the lake?  Is Austin now saying that he never used Brown's 
elevation, but was only referring to the dam?  In addition, Austin’s endnote 9 of the same article 
makes reference to endnote 62 of his 1994 book:   

AUSTIN’S endnote 9 (2008): Austin, Grand Canyon: Monument to 
Catastrophe. See pages 103, 104, and endnote 62 on page 110. 

PASTOR LEA — We must not forget that Austin’s endnote 62 on page 110 of his book states: 

AUSTIN’S 1994 endnote 62: The outline of the lake was first 
suggested by computer plotting by Edmond W. Holroyd, III 
(“Missing Talus,” Creation Research Society Quarterly 24 
[1987]: 15, 16). Field evidences suggest Canyonlands Lake had 
an elevation above 5,800 feet in many areas.  A lake with 
significantly different shoreline and lower elevation was 
suggested by Walter T. Brown, Jr. (In the Beginning [Phoenix, 
AZ. Center for Scientific Creation, fifth edition, 1989], 
p.83).  Brown used the name “Grand Lake” for his proposed lake 
in southeastern Utah.  Grand Lake of Brown (1989) covered the 
La Sal Mountains, Abajo Mountains, and Aquarius Plateau, 
whereas Canyonlands Lake did not occupy these areas.  

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-11-00_Endnote%2062_page_110.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-11-00_Endnote%2062_page_110.pdf
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Holroyd’s plotting is superior to Brown’s, and the name 
“Canyonlands Lake” is preferred. 

PASTOR LEA — In the same 2008 article, Austin claims he discovered a lake behind a 5,700 foot 
dam, but then makes an endnote in the article which references an endnote in his 1994 book (which 
completely contradicts the statements of his 2008 article). In his 1994 book, the reason Austin gave 
for his Canyonlands Lake being superior to Brown’s Grand Lake was because his was at 5,800 feet.  
If Austin’s lake is now (2008) back to Brown’s lower number, then by Austin’s own reasoning in 
1994, Brown’s Grand Lake should be considered “preferred.”  Time to throw in the towel, 
Dr. Austin? 

I doubt that anyone has picked up on this deception.  But again, I find it hard to believe that Austin 
didn’t know he was being deceitful. 

I should also note that when I first read Austin’s 2008 article, I was shocked by the number of false 
statements and attempted cover-ups (many more than discussed above).  I then wrote and email to 
ICR asking if they stood behind Austin’s articles: 

----- Original Message -----  
From: Kevin Lea  
To: jmorris@icr.edu  
Cc: Walt Brown ; kevinl_calvarypo@hotmail.com  
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2008 1:54 PM 
Subject: from Pastor Kevin Lea 
 
Dear Dr. Morris, 
 
I want to thank you for taking my call of a few months ago pertaining to Dr. Austin's 
plagiarism of Dr. Brown's work and the adverse effect his actions are having on creation 
science and on the AiG museum displays.   
 
There has been much correspondence between various parties since we talked.  I did not put 
you or any ICR management on copy for most of it because I gathered from our conversation 
that you were not interested in taking the time necessary to investigate and deal with the 
issue. 
 
However, because of two recent events, I feel I must bother you again for the sake of 
ensuring my booklet on this matter will be published with accuracy. 
 
For background, I have attached Dr. Brown's Endnote 34, which is currently posted in the 
Grand Canyon Chapter of his Internet version of In the Beginning (8th edition).  The printer 
is currently working through some technical problems that have delayed the production of 
30,000 books of Dr. Brown's 8th edition.  When these problems are corrected in the next few 
days, the books will be printed with this same endnote in them.   
 
The endnote mentions that Pastor Diego Rodriguez and I have published a booklet 
(Canyonlands Lake — a Monument to Plagiarism) which analyzes and dissects all the 
correspondence, other documents, and events pertaining to Austin's plagiarism.  The booklet 
has not been completed yet, but will be in time for the street release of Dr. Brown's 8th 
edition [update July 2009 — Still not completed but this internet published letter will be 
widely disseminated as a preliminary to the book].  It will include AiG's and ICR's actions or 
inactions after I brought my concerns and associated documentation to your/their attention. 
 
Two questions that need to be answered by you to ensure accuracy in Pastor Diego's and my 

mailto:kevinl_calvarypo@hotmail.com
mailto:jmorris@icr.edu
mailto:walt@creationscience.com
mailto:kevinl_calvarypo@hotmail.com
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/Brown's%208th%20Edition%20Endnote%20%2034.pdf
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booklet: 
 
1.  Does ICR management stand behind the statements made by Austin in the July 2008, Acts 
and Facts article titled, “Red Rock Pass — Spillway of the Bonneville Flood?” 
 
2. I recently heard that Dr's Austin and Baumgartner were laid off from ICR.  If true, and if 
you feel that any of the reasons behind their termination should be included in pastor Diego's 
and my booklet, then please feel free to fill me in. 
 
Please acknowledge receipt of this email so I can know you have received it.  If I don't hear 
from you via email, I will be resending via certified letter. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Kevin Lea  

 

PASTOR LEA — On July 23, John Morris responded: 

 
----- Original Message -----  
From: John Morris  
To: Kevin Lea  
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2008 5:28 PM 
Subject: RE: from Pastor Kevin Lea 
 
Pastor, 
Steve's situation involves the fact that ICR has moved to Dallas, and Steve, for family 
reasons, is unable to relocate at this time. ICR and Steve are now negotiating a "consulting" 
contract for him to continue his essential work for ICR. 

 
John Morris 
 

PASTOR LEA — I noted that Dr. Morris did not answer my question about whether they stood 
behind Austin’s article in their Act and Facts publication so on July 29, 2008, I wrote: 

 
----- Original Message -----  

From: Kevin Lea 
To: John Morris 
Cc: kevinl_calvarypo@hotmail.com; Walt Brown 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2008 12:43 PM 
Subject: Re: from Pastor Kevin Lea 
 
Dear Dr. Morris, 
 
Thank you for getting back to me in answer to one of my questions.  I would still like to hear 
from you about whether ICR management stands behind the statements made by Austin in 
the July 2008, Acts and Facts article titled, “Red Rock Pass — Spillway of the Bonneville 
Flood?” 
 
Thank you for your time, 

mailto:jmorris@ICR.org
mailto:kevinl_calvarypo@hotmail.com
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Kevin 

 
PASTOR LEA – Receiving no answer to the above, on September 12, 2009, I again wrote: 

 
 

----- Original Message ----- 
From: Kevin Lea 
To: John Morris 
Cc: Walt Brown; Kevinl_calvarypo@hotmail.com 
Sent: Friday, September 12, 2008 1:13 PM 
Subject: Fw: from Pastor Kevin Lea — third request for info about Acts and Facts article 
 
Dear Dr. Morris, 
 
Sincerely hoping things are well with you and yours.  I regret that circumstances have caused 
us to not enjoy the kind of fellowship in Jesus that comes with harmony and like-mindedness.  
I pray that someday we will be able to, this side of eternity. 
 
However, I truly feel led by the Lord to try and bring correction to the many unbiblical things 
that are hindering the Creation Movement ministry, and will continue to persevere until the 
leading goes away, or there is no longer a need to do so. 
 
With that said, I am still looking for a reply to my question about whether ICR management 
stands behind the statements made by Austin in the July 2008, Acts and Facts article titled, 
“Red Rock Pass — Spillway of the Bonneville Flood?” 
 
I plan to post the article with comments interspersed documenting all the false statements 
made by Steve Austin (using his own words and maps from his 1988-1990 Grand Canyon 
Guide book and letters to Brown) throughout the article. 
If you do not go on record stating that you do not support the article, then I will be making it 
clear in my posting that ICR allowed Austin to use its publication in order to widely 
disseminate his false statements (which will be shown to be a failed attempt to cover his 
plagiarism of Dr. Brown's work — and the detrimental affects these actions are having on the 
creation ministry). 
 
If you do not support Austin's false statements in your publication, then I look forward to a 
retraction in the next edition of Acts and Facts along with how this could have possibly 
happened in light of receiving documentation in March and April proving Austin's unethical 
actions and false statements of the past. 
 
Please respond to this request, thus saving me the time and expense to send a certified letter. 
 
Did you ever read my March 14 or April 9 letter with the links to Austin's and Brown's 
exchanges?  A new revision with links to more documents will be coming to you soon for 
your review before posting it at our web site (for the first time able to be read by all who visit 
our site). 
 
I heard that you told someone at the ICC that ICR would not carry Dr. Brown's book because 
Brown threatened a law suit (or something to that affect).  Did you really say that? [If so, it is 
not true] 
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I will be trying to complete these postings before leaving for Sudan at the end of the month 
on a short term mission trip. 
 
Thanks for you time, feel free to call. 
 
Because He lives and is coming again, 
 
Kevin 
 

 
PASTOR LEA — After not receiving a response to the above, on September 19, 2008, I sent a 
certified letter forwarding the entire email exchange to ICR stating: 

 
Institute for Creation Research 
1806 Royal Lane 
Dallas, Texas 75229 
 
Dear Dr. Morris, 
 
This is a certified letter version of the email I sent you on September 12, 2008. 
 
If I do not hear a reply from you by September 30, then I will be writing and posting at our 
web site that you (ICR) stand behind all the statements in Austin's, “Red Rock Pass — 
Spillway of the Bonneville Flood?” article. 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Pastor Kevin Lea 
Calvary Church of Port Orchard 
 

PASTOR LEA — On September 22, 2009, I received the following US Postal mail response to the 
certified letter (linked as a pdf here) retyped here: 

 
September 22, 2008 
 
Kevin Lea 
P.O. Box 151 
Port Orchard, WA 98366 
 
Re: July Acts and Facts article by Dr. Austin 
 
Dear Sir: 
 
Your certified-mail demand letter addressed to Dr. John Morris regarding our July 
2008 Acts and Facts article by Dr. Steve Austin was forwarded to my attention, as I 
serve as Executive Editor for all ICR publications.   
 
I was disappointed by your threatening tone toward Dr. Morris and ICR regarding 
our publication of this well-documented article, especially considering your full-time 
role as an ordained church pastor in Washington State. 
 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/ICR_to_Lea_9-22-08.pdf
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Nevertheless, Acts and Facts does not plan to issue a retraction of the article, its 
contents, or its author.  ICR editorial staff and management have no further 
comment regarding this issue. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Lawrence Ford 
Director of Communications 

 
PASTOR KEVIN — He is right, it has been hard to document and expose the unethical behavior of 
Austin and ICR while also serving my calling as a full time pastor, which is why I have been so late 
in getting this revised letter ready for posting.   But the history of this discovery must be written, and 
those trying to create a false story must be refuted for the sake of the truth. 

 
This ends the discussion about the false statements and deceptions associated with Austin’s 
endnote 62, which he published in the second edition of his book in November of 1994 (after 
mediation).  The Mediator had suggested that Austin return to using the name Grand Lake instead of 
Canyonlands Lake because that is the name Brown had given that body of water.  All the confusion, 
bad science, false displays in the AiG museum, wasted time, etc. have been a result of Dr. Austin’s 
refusal to comply with this very simple request (but admittedly would have been very embarrassing 
to Austin had he complied).  

December 29, 1994 Letter from Brown to Morris 

This letter documents the ways in which Austin and Morris violated the mediation contract with 
Brown and how they otherwise continued to spread false and misleading information.  Brown 
notified Morris that under these conditions, he (Brown) would no longer unilaterally hold himself to 
the contract that Austin and Morris had already broken.  In this letter, Brown informed Morris and 
Austin that he was going to go public with the correspondence because of their failure to comply.  
Morris then had the audacity to write a response to Dr. Brown saying that ICR and Austin had 
completely complied with the Mediation Board and would do so in the future.  See January 12, 
1995 Letter from Morris to Brown where Morris writes: 

As I have often stated before, neither Steve nor any our staff have ever plagiarized anything 
you have written or spoken, and we shall not do so in the future.  Neither have any of us ever, 
to our knowledge, defamed you or demeaned your work, either in publications or public 
meetings, and we shall not do so in the future. 

Morris’ denials of past plagiarism are shown to be blatantly false by my letter and its Attachments.  
Morris’ promise that there would be no future plagiarism is broken every time someone enters the 
Grand Canyon display area of the AiG museum, or every time someone reads Austin’s plagiarizing 
book, or read ICR published articles dripping in plagiarized deceit (Acts and Facts – “Red Rock 
Pass: Spillway of the Bonneville Flood”).   

In another paragraph of the same letter, Morris falsely claims that Slusher’s plagiarized work was out 
of print, out of stock, and would not be reprinted.  This claim was proven to be false when Brown 
purchased from ICR this out-of-print, out-of-stock, not reprinted book a few weeks later. 

Morris’ denial of past defaming was also blatantly false (the well-documented details of which, 
beginning in 1984, are outside the scope of this letter).   Morris’ promises to Brown that ICR would 
not defame and demean Brown’s work in the future were also broken numerous times as the 
remaining discussion and correspondence links show. 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-11-00_Endnote%2062_page_110.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-12-29_Brown-to-Morris.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/95-01-12_Morris-to-Brown.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/95-01-12_Morris-to-Brown.htm
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On June, 6, 2006, I had a face-to-face meeting with Mark Rasche of ICR at ICR’s headquarters in 
California.  In that meeting, I requested that employees of ICR stop slandering and misrepresenting 
the work of Dr. Brown and gave examples where they had done so.  I suggested to Mark that the ICR 
staff be encouraged to carefully read Dr. Brown’s work so that if they critiqued it, they would do so 
with knowledge and integrity.  During our discussion, I even offered to pay the salaries (for the three 
days it would likely take them) of those who read it if after three months they felt the time had been 
wasted.  Mark told me my offer to pay salaries would not be necessary and thought my suggestions 
that their scientists carefully read Dr. Brown’s work were reasonable. 

 
After the meeting, Mark asked me to document our discussions in a letter so he could take them to the 
appropriate managers above him, which I did. (See letter from Pastor Kevin Lea to Mark Rasche, 
dated June 15, 2006.)  His response to my letter included the following paragraph:  

 
6. Given the long history of disputes between ICR and Walt Brown and the mediation 
agreement between Walt Brown, Henry Morris, and Steve Austin on June 21, 1994, our 
leadership team has determined that it would be counter-productive to begin revisiting Walt 
Brown’s theories since we are already familiar with them, and potential for agreement is 
minimal. 

This paragraph left me, as it probably would most readers, with the impression that Walt Brown may 
have been the bad guy.  (The full text of the response letter from Mark Rasche is linked 
June 20, 2006 ICR letter to Pastor Kevin Lea.)  At the time of the meeting, I was only aware of 
the conflict between Brown and Austin to the extent described in Mrs. Orozco’s book, which I had 
read. (Mrs. Orozco’s key paragraph was mentioned earlier in this letter.)  I had not read the letters 
between Brown, Austin and Robinson, nor was I aware of the mediation agreement conclusions, etc. 
including the confidentiality clause.  How did Mrs. Orozco learn of the controversy?  

Mrs. Orozco was at ICR to interview Dr. Henry Morris for her book that included a chapter on 
Morris.  While browsing through ICR’s library, she noticed Austin’s book, Grand Canyon: 
Monument to Catastrophe, 1994.  From her prior interviews with Brown, she realized that Brown’s 
discussion of his work in and on the Grand Canyon was in conflict with what Austin had written in 
his book.  As a result, she and her husband drove to Phoenix to meet (and perhaps confront) Brown to 
clarify the matter. (Please note how the effects of Austin’s plagiarism lives on to demean Dr. Brown 
and his work.)   

Brown opened up the entire file of correspondence for her to read.  Years earlier, Brown had 
informed Austin/Morris (December 29, 1994 Letter from Brown to Morris) that because they had 
broken the agreement in multiple ways within months of the board’s ruling, that he (Brown) would 
no longer unilaterally hold himself to it, and the confidentiality stipulation was no longer binding.  
Even so, Brown had not raised the issue with others until Orozco quizzed him. 

Brown immediately, and in Mrs. Orozco’s presence, wrote Austin, informing him about what he was 
telling Mrs. Orozco.  Brown gave Austin Mrs. Orozco’s contact information and invited him to 
provide her with anything he wanted.  Austin remained silent.  As noted above, Mrs. Orozco’s book 
explained the controversy, but she omitted Austin’s and ICR’s names.  She stated to Dr. Brown that 
the subject kept her awake at night, as she realized the consequences the controversy would have. 

ICR’s mentioning of the mediation in their response letter to me raised my curiosity about what had 
actually happened, but up to that point, I had not personally read any of the correspondence. In 
December 2007, I asked Brown if he had an explanation for the reaction I received from a prominent 
creationist author when I talked to him about Dr. Brown’s work.  Brown then explained (based on a 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/06-06-15_Lea-to-ICR.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/06-06-15_Lea-to-ICR.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/06-06-20_ICR-to-Lea.pdf
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/94-12-29_Brown-to-Morris.htm


Letter to AiG, Subj: Plagiarized Material in AiG Museum – Version 3 July 6, 2009 
Attachment 1.   Selected Correspondence with Links 

Attachment 1 - 16 

conversation he had with the same gentlemen years earlier) a likely reason for his reaction might have 
been tied to another derogatory story about Brown that was initiated by Henry M. Morris, but perhaps 
embellished by others.  This story put my curiosity over the edge, and 18 months after my face-to-
face meeting at ICR, I strongly asked Dr. Brown to send me the correspondence relating to the 
conflict that Mark Rasche of ICR mentioned in his letter to me.   

Now I also have read the correspondence history and have reached the same conclusion as Mrs. 
Orozco; that is, that Brown has priority over Austin and that Austin and Morris violated the signed 
contractual agreement leading ultimately to Austin’s book being published with false and misleading 
information that AiG and others are now disseminating widely.  It is clear to me that Austin’s false 
information will continue to spread and cause confusion unless others (besides Orozco and me) are 
also able to see the correspondence history.   

January 12, 1995 Letter from Morris to Brown 

Morris’ letter to Brown promising there would be no future defaming or demeaning of Dr. Brown’s 
work. 

Jeremy Schooler’s December 26, 2007 email to ICR requesting their position on Dr. Brown’s 
Hydroplate Theory 

Jeremy Schooler is a member of my congregation.  I was unaware that Jeremy was making this 
inquiry to ICR, not that it matters.  I also think that it is no coincidence that I had just completed 
reading the 1993-1994 correspondence history at the same time this dialogue took place between this 
young believer in our church and ICR.  

ICR’s December 29, 2007, response to Schooler’s request 
 

Bruce Wood of ICR responds by writing, “His [Brown’s] ideas look very impressive to someone 
not trained, but believe me, they are utterly laughable to one who has any training in geoscience.”  
Mr. Wood then gives eight alleged flaws associated with Dr. Brown’s hydroplate theory.  These 
eight items are so off the mark in being an honest critique of Dr. Brown’s work and only prove 
that ICR staff has almost zero knowledge of what Dr. Brown is teaching. 
 
It was precisely these kinds of ignorant and false statements made in letters by ICR for years that led 
me to meet with them face-to-face on June 6, 2006, to encourage them to read Dr. Brown’s work so 
that they could be accurate in any future critiques. (See letter from Pastor Kevin Lea to Mark 
Rasche, Dated June 15, 2006.) 
 
Mark Rasche of ICR responded to Pastor Kevin in his letter of June 20, 2006 saying: 
 

“I was informed that several members of our faculty are quite familiar with Walt Brown’s 
hydroplate theory, and strongly disagree with it.” 
 

And that ICR personnel were: 
 

“already familiar with them [Brown’s writings], and potential for agreement is minimal.” 
 
I wasn’t asking for their agreement, I was asking for their accuracy. 
 
In light of the above response to Jeremy Schooler, either ICR lied to me when they said they were 
familiar with Dr. Brown’s work, or they lied to Jeremy Schooler in this email.  In either case, letters 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/95-01-12_Morris-to-Brown.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/07-12-26_Jeremy-to-ICR.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/07-12-26_Jeremy-to-ICR.htm
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like this are defaming or demeaning to Dr. Brown’s work and reputation in the creation science 
community (something Morris promised ICR would never do).  ICR should prayerfully consider what 
God thinks about this and make corrections now. 

Jeremy Schooler’s second email of January 8, 2008 

ICR’s second response of January 10, 2008 
 

Jeremy Schooler’s final email of January 11, 2008 

http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/08-01-08_Jeremy-to-ICR.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/08-01-10_ICR-to-Jeremy.htm
http://www.calvarypo.org/pages/hands/08-01-11_Jeremy-to-ICR.htm

	Austin’s deceptions in Note 62 are exposed by Austin himself when he published an article in the July, 2008, issue of ICR’s Acts and Facts titled, “Red Rock Pass: Spillway of the Bonneville Flood.” In reference 8 of that Article, Austin states:
	“Early in 1987, I used topographic data [obtained from Dr. Holroyd] to show that if Grand Canyon were blocked today by a giant man-made dam with 5,700 feet elevation [Brown’s number, not Holroyd’s, who used 5,577 in the map he gave Austin], the lake formed would rise behind the dam to a maximum of 5,620 feet elevation and would extend into four states. The overflow location out of that lake at 5,620 feet would be 20 miles east of Kanab, Utah, at Telegraph Flat.”
	Those who have read Austin’s July 2008, “Red Rock Pass: Spillway of the Bonneville Flood” article, know that it provides only trivial and very misleading musings about how Grand Canyon could have been formed by a breached dam (as Dr. Heaton observed about Austin’s 1994 book).  Austin’s articles (and your museum if you don’t change your display), will be just as trivial 20 years from now because Austin could only plagiarize the name, elevation and breach point of Dr. Brown’s discovery, not the explanation that answers critical details for HOW it carved the Grand Canyon.
	Where his associated endnotes 8 and 9 read:
	8. Early in 1987, I used topographic data to show that if Grand Canyon were blocked today by a giant man-made dam with 5,700 feet elevation, the lake formed would rise behind the dam to a maximum of 5,620 feet elevation and would extend into four states. The overflow location out of that lake at 5,620 feet would be 20 miles east of Kanab, Utah, at Telegraph Flat.
	AUSTIN (2008) — In 1986, I began the process of mapping the possible shore of the giant lakes east and north of Grand Canyon.8
	AUSTIN Endnote 8 (2008). Early in 1987, I used topographic data to show that if Grand Canyon were blocked today by a giant man-made dam with 5,700 feet elevation, the lake formed would rise behind the dam to a maximum of 5,620 feet elevation and would extend into four states. The overflow location out of that lake at 5,620 feet would be 20 miles east of Kanab, Utah, at Telegraph Flat.

