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In an Australian TV program William Crabtree, a soil
scientist from Adelaide, discusses soil testing and scans of a
supposed remains of Noah’s ark in eastern Turkey. See the
following link:

https://youtu.be/NaghOGYyNwXU?si=M Xtl-AG7diw650hG

First. He points out that four scans of this supposed ark
show an elongated tunnel from the pointed tip to the middle of
the ark. He believes that this tunnel is empty space that still
remains in the ark. Of course, drilling would show that it is not
empty space, but there are simple geologic explanations to show
that it is not empty space because it is clear from exposures on
the vertical cliff facing the Visitor’s Center at the ark-site that
the whole ark consists of three ancient nearly horizontal layers
of clay and silt that are labelled (GG, HH, and Il), and in some
places these layers locally contain transported eroded fragments
or boulders of basalt. See this article and link.
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Noah’s Ark near Dogubayazit, Turkey?
https://www.csun.edu/~vcgeo005/Dogu.pdf

Layers of clay and silt have no physical strength so that in such
a space in a supposed tunnel, the roof and walls would simply
slump and collapse leaving no empty space. In this place that
Crabtree believes is a supposed tunnel, likely the volume of clay
and silt in the nearly horizontal layers lacks water content so that
there is no reflection of denser rock that could be seen during the
scans --- whereas, in other places penetration of water into such
layers produced dark reflection surfaces indicating different
densities, and in some places created spheroidal weathering that
rounded the corners of the rectangular joint system that extends
through the ark-site. Investigators looking at the scans choose
the curvature of the spheroidal weathering when it fits the shape
of the rounding of the supposed ark but ignore the curvature
where it extends around in an oval or circular shape. See this
article and link.

Discussion of the Subsurface Images Project of Noah's Ark
NOAHSARKSCANS.NZ Nr63Sonar.pdf (csun.edu)

Second. At the rounded supposed bow end, a video shows
a former V-shaped stream channel (J) filled with gravel 3-4 cm
in diameter. See this link below. This V-shaped channel is
about 5 feet wide and 5 feet down to the bottom of the V. Ron
Wyatt totally ignored its presence when he used a rope to trace
the supposed curved bottom of the ark, and William Crabtree
does not seem to be aware of it either. See:
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Third. Crabtree claims that the site cannot be a natural
rock structure because he believes in that case that the
orientation for such a structure would have a rounded end and a
pointed end in reverse directions from what is found. However,
aerial photographs show that landslide debris-flows slid from
south to north from higher locations on the slopes of Mt. Judy
from arcuate collapsing cliffs above the ark-site, and these
debris-flows encountered a local resistant rock at the pointed
end (likely a former crystallized volcanic basalt feeder-pipe) and
swept around this resistant rock that created the pointed end
while the opposite end has a rounded shape. See the above link.

This makes sense because the far side of the ark-site, away
from the Visitors Center that is said to be the ribs of the ark on
that side, is composed of basalt that was intruded along a
vertical fracture and is not petrified wood claimed by other
investigators of this ark site. A video made by National
Geographic (no longer on line) shows a man pointing to a
vertical 10-foot-high wall of black rock at this site and claiming
that it is petrified wood. But this video clearly shows the green
mineral epidote on fracture surfaces of the black rock that never
appears on petrified wood but does occur in altered basalt
modified by water introduced at high temperatures as steam
along fractures.

Fourth. Crabtree reported that 6 samples of soil give
differences in K (potassium) content inside and outside the
supposed ark site, and changes in pH values from 8 (an acidic
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environment) inside the ark to 9.1 (a basic environment) outside
the ark. According to him, the higher K (potassium) content and
acidic environment indicate the former presence of organic
rotten wood content inside the ark that did not exist outside the
ark. But there is no trace of wood or petrified wood in the ark,
and the higher K content inside the ark merely indicates a higher
abundance of K-bearing montmorillonite clay (illite) inside the
ark than that in the landslide debris that slid from higher
elevations to erode and enclose the ark-site, stream-lining its
shape to make it look like a boat. The landslide debris just came
from an area of a different pH environment from that in the ark-
site. Crabtree’s argument has no real scientific support.

Fifth. Earlier investigators, using a metal detector,
show the concentration of iron-rich magnetite grains (traced by
yellow ribbons)
https://video.search.yahoo.com/search/video?fr=mcafee&p=m
ary+wyatt+videos+noahs+ark&type=E210US714G0#id=1&vid=e
129fb2d041cd8cb6b662f4d3b51350dd&action=click that extend
across the ark and the length of the ark that reveals a rectangular
joint system. These are interpreted to be places where iron
brackets hold walls of the ark in place, but only one supposed
iron bracket has been found, and it has the wrong shape to be a
bracket and consists of cemented magnetite grains and is not
metallic iron.

Sixth. The supposed rib of the ark on the side farthest from
the Visitor’s Center is a place where black basalt lava penetrated
along a vertical joint-fracture. The vertical cliff on the ark-site
facing the Visitor’s Center does not have a matching basalt rib
and is the location of one of these vertical fractures where,


https://video.search.yahoo.com/search/video?fr=mcafee&p=mary+wyatt+videos+noahs+ark&type=E210US714G0#id=1&vid=e129fb2d041cd8c6b662f4d3b51350dd&action=click
https://video.search.yahoo.com/search/video?fr=mcafee&p=mary+wyatt+videos+noahs+ark&type=E210US714G0#id=1&vid=e129fb2d041cd8c6b662f4d3b51350dd&action=click
https://video.search.yahoo.com/search/video?fr=mcafee&p=mary+wyatt+videos+noahs+ark&type=E210US714G0#id=1&vid=e129fb2d041cd8c6b662f4d3b51350dd&action=click

during an earthquake, a large mass of rock slid away from the
fracture to expose the three layers (GG, HH, and Il). The
vertical fractures that extend from the cliff face into the ark at
right angles to the cliff face are what is interpreted as outlining a
cast of the rib structure of the ark, but that is nonsense. It just
reveals differential weathering and erosion on either side of the
fractures, where feldspar grains in the silt close to the fracture
have been altered by penetrating water to soft and easily eroded
clay minerals. Moreover, where Ron Wyatt used a rope to trace
the bottom of the supposed ark, the vertical and weathered
fractures extend through and below the bottom of the ark which
shows that they cannot be ribs of the ark.

Seventh. Along this vertical cliff, using an iron detector,
Ron Wyatt found surfaces covered by brownish limonite
(hydrated iron oxide) that look like rusted metallic iron that are
actually oxidized tiny grains of black iron-bearing magnetite that
were washed into the vertical fractures by seeping rain water and
are not the remains of former metallic iron in brackets
supposedly holding the walls in place. Moreover, the scans
show that the vertical fractures extend below the bottom of the
supposed ark in the pointed half of the ark-site with no “floors”
or “decks” between upper and lower supposed rooms in the
ark. Such evidence is ignored by Crabtree.



