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Layman
One result of compromising with our evolutionary culture is the view of creation called the “day-age” theory or “progressive creation.” This view, while not a new one, has received wide publicity in the past several years. Much of this publicity is due to the publications and lectures of astronomer Dr. Hugh Ross — probably the world’s leading progressive creationist. Dr. Ross’s views on how to interpret the Book of Genesis won early endorsements from many well-known Christian leaders, churches, seminaries, and Christian colleges. The teachings of Dr. Ross seemingly allowed Christians to use the term “creationist” but still gave them supposed academic respectability in the eyes of the world by rejecting six literal days of creation and maintaining billions of years. However, after his views became more fully understood, many who had previously embraced progressive creation realized how bankrupt those views are and removed their endorsement.

In this chapter, some of the teachings of progressive creation will be examined in light of Scripture and good science.1
In Summary, Progressive Creation Teaches:

· The big-bang origin of the universe occurred about 13–15 billion years ago.

· The days of creation were overlapping periods of millions and billions of years.

· Over millions of years, God created new species as others kept going extinct.

· The record of nature is just as reliable as the Word of God.

· Death, bloodshed, and disease existed before Adam and Eve.

· Manlike creatures that looked and behaved much like us (and painted on cave walls) existed before Adam and Eve but did not have a spirit that was made in the image of God, and thus had no hope of salvation.

· The Genesis Flood was a local event.

The Big Bang Origin of the Universe

Progressive creation teaches that the modern big-bang theory of the origin of the universe is true and has been proven by scientific inquiry and observation. For Hugh Ross and others like him, big-bang cosmology becomes the basis by which the Bible is interpreted. This includes belief that the universe and the earth are billions of years old. Dr. Ross even goes so far as to state that life would not be possible on earth without billions of years of earth history:

It only works in a cosmos of a hundred-billion trillion stars that’s precisely sixteen-billion-years old. This is the narrow window of time in which life is possible.2
Life is only possible when the universe is between 12 and 17 billion years.3
This, of course, ignores the fact that God is omnipotent—He could make a fully functional universe ready for life right from the beginning, for with God nothing is impossible (Matthew 19:26).4
The Days of Creation in Genesis 1

Progressive creationists claim that the days of creation in Genesis 1 represent long periods of time. In fact, Dr. Ross believes day 3 of creation week lasted more than 3 billion years!5 This assertion is made in order to allow for the billions of years that evolutionists claim are represented in the rock layers of earth. This position, however, has problems, both biblically and scientifically.

The text of Genesis 1 clearly states that God supernaturally created all that is in six actual days. If we are prepared to let the words of the text speak to us in accord with the context and their normal definitions, without influence from outside ideas, then the word for “day” in Genesis 1 obviously means an ordinary day of about 24 hours. It is qualified by a number, the phrase “evening and morning,” and for day 1, the words “light and darkness.”6
Dr. James Barr, Regis Professor of Hebrew at Oxford University, who himself does not believe Genesis is true history, admitted the following, as far as the language of Genesis 1 is concerned:

So far as I know, there is no professor of Hebrew or Old Testament at any world-class university who does not believe that the writer(s) of Gen. 1–11 intended to convey to their readers the ideas that (a) creation took place in a series of six days which were the same as the days of 24 hours we now experience, (b) the figures contained in the Genesis genealogies provided by simple addition a chronology from the beginning of the world up to later stages in the biblical story, (c) Noah’s Flood was understood to be world-wide and extinguish all human and animal life except for those in the ark.7
Besides the textual problems, progressive creationists have scientific dilemmas as well. They accept modern scientific measurements for the age of the earth, even though these measurements are based on evolutionary, atheistic assumptions. Dr. Ross often speaks of the “facts of nature” and the “facts of science” when referring to the big bang and billions of years. This demonstrates his fundamental misunderstanding of evidence. The scientific “facts” that evolutionists claim as proof of millions of years are really interpretations of selected observations that have been made with antibiblical and usually atheistic, philosophical assumptions. We all have the same facts: the same living creatures, the same DNA molecules, the same fossils, the same rock layers, the same Grand Canyon, the same moon, the same planets, the same starlight from distant stars and galaxies, etc. These are the facts; how old they are and how they formed are the interpretations of the facts. And what one believes about history will affect how one interprets these facts. History is littered with so-called “scientific facts” that supposedly had proven the Bible wrong, but which were shown years or decades later to be not facts but erroneously interpreted observations because of the antibiblical assumptions used.8
The Order of Creation


As their name indicates, progressive creationists believe that God progressively created species on earth over billions of years, with new species replacing extinct ones, starting with simple organisms and culminating in the creation of Adam and Eve. They accept the evolutionary order for the development of life on earth, even though this contradicts the order given in the Genesis account of creation.9 Evolutionary theory holds that the first life forms were marine organisms, while the Bible says that God created land plants first. Reptiles are supposed to have predated birds, while Genesis says that birds came first. Evolutionists believe that land mammals came before whales, while the Bible teaches that God created whales first.

Dr. Davis Young, emeritus geology professor at Calvin College, recognized this dilemma and abandoned the “day-age” theory. Here is part of his explanation as to why he discarded it:

The biblical text, for example, has vegetation appearing on the third day and animals on the fifth day. Geology, however, had long realized that invertebrate animals were swarming in the seas long before vegetation gained a foothold on the land. . . . Worse yet, the text states that on the fourth day God made the heavenly bodies after the earth was already in existence. Here is a blatant confrontation with science. Astronomy insists that the sun is older than the earth.10
The Sixty-seventh Book of the Bible

Dr. Ross has stated that he believes nature to be “just as perfect” as the Bible. Here is the full quote:

Not everyone has been exposed to the sixty-six books of the Bible, but everyone on planet Earth has been exposed to the sixty seventh book—the book that God has written upon the heavens for everyone to read.

And the Bible tells us it’s impossible for God to lie, so the record of nature must be just as perfect, and reliable and truthful as the sixty-six books of the Bible that is part of the Word of God. . . . And so when astronomers tell us [their attempts to measure distance in space] . . . it’s part of the truth that God has revealed to us. It actually encompasses part of the Word of God.3
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Dr. Ross is right that God cannot lie, and God tells us in Romans 8:22 that “the whole creation groans and labors with birth pangs” because of sin. And not only was the universe cursed, but man himself has been affected by the Fall. So how can sinful, fallible human beings in a sin-cursed universe say that their interpretation of the evidence is as perfect as God’s written revelation? Scientific assertions must use fallible assumptions and fallen reasoning—how can this be the Word of God?

The respected systematic theologian Louis Berkhof said:

Since the entrance of sin into the world, man can gather true knowledge about God from His general revelation only if he studies it in the light of Scripture, in which the elements of God’s original self-revelation, which were obscured and perverted by the blight of sin, are republished, corrected, and interpreted. . . . Some are inclined to speak of God’s general revelation as a second source; but this is hardly correct in view of the fact that nature can come into consideration here only as interpreted in the light of Scripture.11
In other words, Christians should build their thinking on the Bible, not on fallible interpretations of scientific observations about the past.

Death and Disease before Adam

Progressive creationists believe the fossil record was formed from the millions of animals that lived and died before Adam and Eve were created. They accept the idea that there was death, bloodshed, and disease (including cancer) before sin, which goes directly against the teaching of the Bible and dishonors the character of God.

God created a perfect world at the beginning. When He was finished, God stated that His creation was “very good.” The Bible makes it clear that man and all the animals were vegetarians before the Fall (Genesis 1:29-30). Plants were given to them for food (plants do not have a nephesh [life spirit] as man and animals do and thus eating them would not constitute “death” in the biblical sense12).

Concerning the entrance of sin into the world, Dr. Ross writes, “The groaning of creation in anticipation of release from sin has lasted fifteen billion years and affected a hundred billion trillion stars.”13
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However, the Bible teaches something quite different. In the context of human death, the apostle Paul states, “Through one man sin entered the world, and death through sin” (Romans 5:12). It is clear that there was no sin in the world before Adam sinned, and thus no death.

God killed the first animal in the Garden and shed blood because of sin. If there were death, bloodshed, disease, and suffering before sin, then the basis for the atonement is destroyed. Christ suffered death because death was the penalty for sin. There will be no death or suffering in the perfect “restoration”—so why can’t we accept the same in a perfect (“very good”) creation before sin?

God must be quite incompetent and cruel to make things in the way that evolutionists imagine the universe and earth to have evolved, as most creatures that ever existed died cruel deaths. Progressive creation denigrates the wisdom and goodness of God by suggesting that this was God’s method of creation. This view attacks His truthfulness as well. If God really created over the course of billions of years, then He has misled most believers for 4,000 years into believing that He did it in six days.14
Spiritless Hominids before Adam

Since evolutionary radiometric dating methods have dated certain humanlike fossils as older than Ross’s date for modern humans (approx. 40,000 years), he and other progressive creationists insist that these are fossils of pre-Adamic creatures that had no spirit, and thus no salvation.
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Dr. Ross accepts and defends these evolutionary dating methods, so he must redefine all evidence of humans (descendants of Noah) if they are given evolutionary dates of more than about 40,000 years (e.g., the Neanderthal cave sites) as related to spiritless “hominids,” which the Bible does not mention. However, these same methods have been used to “date” the Australian Aborigines back at least 60,000 years (some have claimed much older) and fossils of “anatomically modern humans” to over 100,000 years.15 By Ross’s reasoning, none of these (including the Australian Aborigines) could be descendants of Adam and Eve. However, Acts 17:26 says, “And He has made from one blood every nation of men to dwell on all the face of the earth, and has determined their pre appointed times and the boundaries of their dwellings” (NKJV). All people on earth are descendants of Adam.

In addition, the fossil record cannot, by its very nature, conclusively reveal if a creature had a spirit or not, since spirits are not fossilized. But there is clear evidence that creatures, which Ross (following the evolutionists) places before Adam, had art and clever technology and that they buried their dead in a way that many of Adam’s descendants have.16 Therefore, we have strong reason to believe that they were fully human and actually descendants of Adam, and that they lived only a few thousand years ago.

The Genesis Flood

One important tenet of progressive creation is that the Flood of Noah’s day was a local flood, limited to the Mesopotamian region. Progressive creationists believe that the rock layers and fossils found around the world are the result of billions of years of evolutionary earth history, rather than from the biblical Flood.

Dr. Ross often says that he believes in a “universal” or “worldwide” flood, but in reality he does not believe that the Flood covered the whole earth. He argues that the text of Genesis 7 doesn’t really say that the Flood covered the whole earth. But read it for yourself:

19 They [the flood waters] rose greatly on the earth, and all the high mountains under the entire heavens were covered.

21 Every living thing that moved on the earth perished — birds, livestock, wild animals, all the creatures that swarm over the earth, and all mankind.

22 Everything on dry land that had the breath of life in its nostrils died.

23 Every living thing on the face of the earth was wiped out; men and animals and the creatures that move along the ground and the birds of the air were wiped from the earth. Only Noah was left, and those with him in the ark [emphasis added].
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Also, many questions remain for those who teach that the Genesis flood was only local:

· If the Flood was local, why did Noah have to build an ark? He could have walked to the other side of the mountains and missed it.

· If the Flood was local, why did God send the animals to the ark so they could escape death? There would have been other animals to reproduce that kind if these particular ones had died.

· If the Flood was local, why was the ark big enough to hold all the different kinds of vertebrate land animals? If only Mesopotamian animals were aboard, the ark could have been much smaller.17
· If the Flood was local, why would birds have been sent on board? These could simply have winged across to a nearby mountain range.

· If the Flood was local, how could the waters rise to 15 cubits (8 meters) above the mountains (Genesis 7:20)? Water seeks its own level. It couldn’t rise to cover the local mountains while leaving the rest of the world untouched.

· If the Flood was local, people who did not happen to be living in the vicinity would not be affected by it. They would have escaped God’s judgment on sin. If this had happened, what did Christ mean when He likened the coming judgment of all men to the judgment of “all” men in the days of Noah (Matthew 24:37–39)? A partial judgment in Noah’s day means a partial judgment to come.

· If the Flood was local, God would have repeatedly broken His promise never to send such a flood again.
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Conclusion

It is true that whether one believes in six literal days does not ultimately affect one’s salvation, if one is truly born again. However, we need to stand back and look at the “big picture.” In many nations, the Word of God was once widely respected and taken seriously. But once the door of compromise is unlocked and Christian leaders concede that we shouldn’t take the Bible as written in Genesis, why should the world take heed of it in any area? Because the Church has told the world that one can use man’s interpretation of the world (such as billions of years) to reinterpret the Bible, it is seen as an outdated, scientifically incorrect “holy book,” not intended to be taken seriously.

As each subsequent generation has pushed this door of compromise open farther and farther, increasingly they are not accepting the morality or salvation of the Bible either. After all, if the history in Genesis is not correct as written, how can one be sure the rest can be taken as written? Jesus said, “If I have told you earthly things and you do not believe, how will you believe if I tell you heavenly things?” (John 3:12; NKJV).

It would not be exaggerating to claim that the majority of Christian leaders and laypeople within the church today do not believe in six literal days. Sadly, being influenced by the world has led to the Church no longer powerfully influencing the world.

The “war of the worldviews” is not ultimately one of young earth versus old earth, or billions of years versus six days, or creation versus evolution—the real battle is the authority of the Word of God versus man’s fallible theories.

Belief in a historical Genesis is important because progressive creation and its belief in millions of years (1) contradicts the clear teaching of Scripture, (2) assaults the character of God, (3) severely damages and distorts the Bible’s teaching on death, and (4) undermines the gospel by undermining the clear teaching of Genesis, which gives the whole basis for Christ’s atonement and our need for a Redeemer. So ultimately, the issue of a literal Genesis is about the authority of the Word of God versus the authority of the words of sinful men.

Why do Christians believe in the bodily resurrection of Jesus Christ? Because of the words of Scripture (“according to the Scriptures”).

And why should Christians believe in six literal days of creation? Because of the words of Scripture (“In six days the Lord made . . .”).

The real issue is one of authority—let us unashamedly stand upon God’s Word as our sole authority!
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WK3：什么是错的进步创造？
肯火腿特里博士Mortenson
2010年4月29日
门外汉

我们进化的文化妥协的结果之一是创造的观点，所谓的“日龄论”或“进步的创造。”这种观点，而不是一个新的已收到在过去几年中广为宣传。这种宣传在很大程度上是由于出版物和天文学家休罗斯博士讲座 - 可能是世界上领先的逐步创世。如何解释创世记Ross博士的意见赢得了许多著名的基督教领袖，教会，神学院，和基督教大学早期代言。罗斯博士的教诲看似允许基督徒使用“创世”一词，但仍然给了他们在世界的眼中，应该拒绝6天创造的文字，并维持数十亿年学术尊敬。然而，他的意见后，变得更加充分的理解，许多谁曾接受逐步创造实现这些意见是如何破产，并取消其代言。
在这一章中，逐步创造的教诲，将研究圣经和良好的科学.1
总之，进创作教：
(宇宙起源的大爆炸发生在约130-150亿年前。
(在创建天是重叠的数以百万计的数十亿年的时期。
(经过数百万年，上帝创造了新的物种灭绝。
(记录的性质是一样可靠的神的话语。
(死亡，流血，和疾病存在之前，亚当和夏娃。
(看起来和表现很像我们（和洞穴墙壁上绘）之前存在的亚当和夏娃，但没有一个是在神的形象，从而精神像人生物没有得救的希望。
(创世纪洪水是本地事件。
宇宙大爆炸起源
进步创造教导，现代大爆炸宇宙起源的理论是正确的的，并已通过科学探究和观察证明。对于休罗斯和他一样的人，大爆炸宇宙论成为解释圣经是基础。这包括信仰，宇宙和地球数十亿岁。罗斯博士甚至竟以国家，生活不会在地球上可能没有数十亿年的地球历史：
它只能在百余亿兆颗星，精确的十六亿岁宇宙。这是狭隘的时间窗口，在其中的生活是可能.2
生命是唯一可能的，宇宙是120至170亿年.3
当然，这忽略了一个事实，上帝是万能的的，他可以​​从一开始就使一个功能齐全的的宇宙生命权的准备，没有什么是不可能与神（马太19:26）.4

在创世记第一天的创作
进神创论者声称，在创世记第一章创造的天代表长时间。事实上，罗斯博士认为创造每周3天的持续时间超过3亿年！5这种说法是为了让数十亿年，进化论者声称在地球上的岩石层代表。然而，这一立场的问题，圣经和科学。
创世记第一章中明确规定的文本，上帝超自然创造的一切实际在六个天。如果我们准备让文本的话，对我们说话没有符合上下文和其正常的定义，外来思想的影响，那么在创世记第一章为“天”字，显然是指一个普通的一天24小时左右。它是合格的，由一个数字，那句“晚上和今天上午，”和为1天，“光明与黑暗”。
詹姆斯巴尔博士，瑞吉教授在牛津大学的希伯来文，自己不相信创世记是真实的历史，承认以下，尽可能创世记第一章语言是：
因此，据我所知，有没有谁不相信，作家将军1-11（S）旨在传达给读者的想法，在任何世界一流大学的教授希伯来文旧约（a）开设发生在6天的系列，其中天24小时，我们现在的经验相同，（二）在创世记族谱所载的数字简单相加，从世界开始的年表中后期阶段圣经故事，（C）诺亚的洪水被理解为世界各地的熄灭所有人类和动物的生活，除了那些在方舟.7
除了文字上的问题，逐步创造论以及科学的困境。他们接受现代科学测量地球的年龄，即使这些测量基于进化，无神论的假设。罗斯博士往往讲话时指大爆炸，数十亿年的“自然事实”和“科学事实”。这显示了他的的证据的基本误解。科学的“事实”，进化论者声称数百万年的证明确实已与反圣经通常无神论，哲学假设提出的意见的解释。我们都以相同的事实：相同的生物，相同的DNA分子，同样的化石，相同的岩石层，同样的大峡谷，同一个月亮，从遥远的恒星和星系相同的行星，同样星光等这些都是事实，他们怎么老和他们是如何形成的，是对事实的解释。什么人相信历史会影响如何解释这些事实。充斥着所谓的“科学事实”，据说已被证明圣经错误的历史，但其中几年或几十年以后是不是事实，但错误地解释，因为使用.8 反圣经假设观测

创造的次序
 由于他们的名字所表明的，渐进的神创论者相信上帝逐步创造超过数十亿新的物种，地球上的物种取代灭绝的，从简单的生物，并最终在创造亚当和夏娃。他们接受地球上生命的发展的进化顺序，即使这违背创造.9进化​​理论的成因帐户在给定的顺序，认为最早的生命形式的海洋生物，而圣经说，上帝创造了陆生植物。爬行动物都应该有早鸟，而创世纪说，鸟类来到第一。进化论者认为，陆地哺乳动物鲸之前，而“圣经”教导，上帝创造了鲸鱼首先。
戴维斯博士年轻，在卡尔文学院的名誉地质教授，认识到了这种困境，并放弃了“日龄”的理论。这里是他解释为什么他丢弃的一部分：
圣经的文字，例如，在第三天和动物出现在第五天的植被。然而，地质，早就意识到在长期的海洋无脊椎动物蜂拥前植被的土地上获得了立足。 。 。 。更糟的是，第四天，上帝创造了天体，地球后的文本已经存在。下面是一个用科学的公然对抗。天文学坚持认为太阳比地球.10

“圣经”的第六七册
罗斯博士说，他认为性质“，就像完美的”圣经。下面是完整的报价：
不是每个人都有被曝光的“圣经”第六六书，但地球上的每个人都已经接触到第六第七册，神供大家阅读后，天上的书面的书。
和圣经告诉我们神躺在这是不可能的，所以必须一样完美，可靠和诚实的，因为圣经是神的话语的一部分第六六书性质的记录。 。 。 。因此，当天文学家告诉我们，[他们试图测量空间距离]。 。 。 ，神已经向我们揭示的真理的一部分。它实际上包括上帝.3字的一部分
 
罗斯博士是正确的，神绝不会撒谎，神告诉在罗马书8:22说：“整个创作的呻吟和阵痛劳动力：”我们因为罪。不仅是宇宙的诅咒，但人本身已受坠落影响。那么，怎样才能罪孽深重，犯错误的人类赎罪诅咒的宇宙中说，他们对证据的解释是上帝的书面启示完美？科学的断言必须使用犯错误下降的假设和推理，这怎么能是神的话语？
尊敬的系统神学家路易斯伯克霍夫说：
自从罪进入世界的入口，人们可以收集他的一般启示关于上帝的真正的知识只有当他研究的经文，它，在其中的神的原始自我的启示元素，这是模糊和的疫病变态罪，再版，纠正，并解释。。 。 。一些倾向于谈论上帝的第二个来源的一般启示，但这是很难正确圣经.11光解释的事实，性质，可以考虑来这里
换句话说，基督徒应该建立在“圣经”的思想，不犯错误诠释即将过去的科学观测。

前亚当的死亡和疾病
进神创论者认为是从动物，生活和死亡之前，亚当和夏娃被创造数以百万计的中形成的化石记录。他们接受的想法，有死亡，流血，疾病（包括癌症）前罪，这将直接对圣经和羞辱神的性格教学。
开始时，上帝创造一个完美的世界。当他说完后，上帝说，他的创作是“非常好”。“圣经”清楚地表明，人类和所有的动物秋季前素食主义者（创世记1:29-30）。植物给他们食物（植物没有一个nephesh [生命的精神，人与动物的，因此吃他们不会构成“死亡”在“圣经” 意义12）。
关于罪进入世界的入口，罗斯博士写道，“创造的呻吟从罪中释放的预期已经持续了15个亿年，受影响的一百个亿兆颗星。”13
 
然而，圣经教导的东西完全不同。在人类死亡的情况下，使徒保罗指出，“通过一个人犯罪进入世界，死又是从罪”（罗马书5:12）。很显然，在亚当犯罪之前的世界是没有罪的，因而没有死亡。
神在花园杀害的第一个动物流下因为罪的血液。如果有死亡，流血，疾病，和患前罪，那么赎罪的基础被破坏。基督遭受死亡，因为死亡罪的刑罚。将不会有死亡或在完美的“复辟”的痛苦，因此，我们为什么不能接受在一个完美的创作（“非常好”）前罪相同呢？
神必须相当无能和残酷的事情的方式，进化论者想象的宇宙和地球的演变，大多数曾经存在过的动物死亡的残酷死亡。渐进创造诋毁表明，这是上帝的创作方法的智慧和善良的上帝。这种观点的攻击以及他的真实性。如果上帝真的在数十亿年的过程中创建的，那么他误导了4000年最信徒相信，他在六个天.14

死气沉沉的原始人之前，亚当
由于进化辐射的测年方法比罗斯的现代人类（约40,000年）的日期旧给某些类似人类化石，他和其他进步创造论者坚持认为，这些都是前亚当没有精神的生物化石，从而没有救恩。
 
罗斯博士接受并捍卫这些进化的测年方法，所以他必须重新定义人类的所有证据（诺亚的后裔），如果给他们死气沉沉的“原始人超过约40,000年的进化日期（例如，尼安德特人的洞穴遗址） “圣经并没有提及。然而，这些相同的方法已被用于“日期”澳洲原住民至少60,000年（有些人声称老得多），“解剖学上的现代人”化石超过100,000年.15罗斯的推理，没有这些（包括澳洲原住民）可能是亚当和夏娃的后裔。然而，使徒17时26说，“而且，他从一个血男人纠缠于所有在地球表面的每一个民族​​，并已决定前委任倍，其住宅的界限”（NKJV）。地球上所有的人都是亚当的后裔。
此外，化石记录不能，就其本质，得出结论揭示，如果一个生物有一种精神，或没有，因为精神有没有化石。但有明确的证据表明，生物，罗斯（以下进化论者）之前，亚当的地方，艺术和巧妙的技术和他们埋在他们死去的方式，许多亚当的后裔拥有.16因此，我们有强烈的理由相信，他们充分的人力和实际的亚当的后裔，和他们住只有几千年前。

创世纪洪水
逐步创造的一个重要宗旨是挪亚时代的洪水，是当地的洪水，仅限于美索不达米亚地区。进神创论者认为，世界各地发现的化石岩层和地球的演化历史，而不是从圣经的洪水，数十亿年的结果。
Ross博士常说，他相信在一个“通用”或“全球”的洪水，但在现实中，他不相信，洪水覆盖了整个地球。他认为，创世记7的文本并没有真正说，洪水覆盖了整个地球。但自己阅读：
19 [洪水]地球上的大大上升，并覆盖整个天上下的所有高山。
21每一个生活在地球上消灭了感动 - 鸟类，家畜，野生动物，所有的生物群，超过地球，全人类的事情。
22陆地上一切有生命的气息在其鼻孔死亡。
23面对地球上的每一个活的东西被歼灭，人和动物和沿地面和空中的鸟移动的生物从地球上抹去。只有诺亚是左，那些与他在方舟[强调]补充。
 
此外，许多问题仍然为那些教创世纪洪水，只有本地：
(如果洪水的地方，为什么挪亚建造方舟？他本来可以走到山的另一边，错过了它。
(如果洪水的地方，为什么上帝送的动物方舟，使他们能够逃脱死亡？就不会有其他动物重现那种，如果这些特定的死亡。
(如果洪水的地方，为什么方舟，大到足以容纳所有不同种类的脊椎动物陆生动物？如果船上只有美索不达米亚动物，方舟已经远远smaller.17
(如果洪水的地方，为什么会鸟已在船上发送？这些可能只是有翅跨越到附近的山脉。
(如果洪水是当地水域，怎么可能上升到15肘（8米）以上的山（创世记7:20）？水寻求自己的水平。它不能上升到覆盖当地的山区，而离开世界的其余部分不变。
(如果洪水的地方，没有发生过住在附近的人会不会受到它的影响。他们将逃脱神对罪的审判。如果这已经发生了，什么基督的意思时，他把所有的人判断未来比作男子在挪亚的日子“所有”（马太福音24:37-39）的判决呢？在挪亚的日子中的一个部分的判决意味着一个局部的判断来。
(如果洪水的地方，上帝会一再打破了他的承诺从未这样的洪水再次发送。
 
结论
这是事实，是否一种是认为在6个字面天不最终影响一个人的得救，如果是真正的重生。然而，我们需要退后一步，看看“大画面”在许多国家，神的话语是一次广泛的尊重和认真对待。但一旦妥协的大门被解锁和基督教领袖承认，我们不应该把圣经在创世纪的书面，世界为什么要听从它在任何地方吗？因为教会已经告诉世界，人们可以使用人的世界的解释（例如数十亿年）重新诠释“圣经”，它被看作是一种过时的，科学的不正确“圣书”，目的不是要认真对待。
由于其后每一代推这种妥协的大门打开，越走越远，越来越多，他们不接受的“圣经”的道德或拯救。毕竟，如果在创世纪的历史是不正确的书面的，如何才能确保其余可采取书面吗？耶稣说：“如果我告诉你地上的事，你不相信，您将如​​何相信如果我告诉你天上的事吗？”（约翰福音3:12; NKJV）。
它不会被夸大声称，大部分的基督教领袖，并在今天教会教友不相信文字在六个天。可悲的是，正在受到世界的影响，导致教会不再有力地影响世界。
“的世界观的战争”是不是最终的年轻地球与地球老，或数十亿年与6天，或创造与进化，真正的战斗之一，是神与人的犯错误的理论话语的权威。
一个历史成因的信仰是重要的进步的创造和在数百万年的信念，因为（1）矛盾的圣经明确的教学，（2）攻击神的性格，（3）严重损害和扭曲了对死亡圣经的教导，和（4）破坏破坏的成因，这给整个基督的赎罪，我们需要的救赎基础的明确教学的福音。所以，最后的文字起源的问题是关于神与罪人的话管理局的单词的权威。
为什么基督徒相信耶稣基督的身体复活？由于圣经（“圣经”）的话。
基督徒为什么要相信在6天创造的文字？由于圣经的话（“在6天的主。”）。
真正的问题是一个权威让我们底气十足地站在神的话语时，我们唯一的权威！
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Is the Intelligent Design Movement Christian?
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Layman
One player in the “war of the worldviews” is the intelligent design movement. ID has gained increasing recognition and publicity over the last several years at both local and national levels. It is especially well known in educational circles, where it has been heralded as an alternative to Darwinism/naturalism.

Intelligent design can be defined as a theory that holds that “certain features” of living things were designed by an “intelligent cause” as opposed to being formed through purely natural means.1 The ID theory does not name the intelligent cause, and it does not claim that everything is designed, thus allowing for evolution/natural causes to play a role.

The historical roots of the ID movement lie in the natural theology movement of the 18th and 19th centuries. William Paley (1743–1805) reasoned that if one walked across a field and came upon a watch, the assumption would be that there had to be a watchmaker—the complexity and purpose of the watch points to the fact that it is not the result of undirected, unintelligent causes, but the product of a designer.2 Natural theology sought to support the existence of God through nature (general revelation) apart from the Bible (special revelation), since the Bible was facing much criticism at that time. The scientific knowledge of that time was grossly deficient, and it was thought that natural causes were sufficient to bring everything into existence.

In the last 100 years or so, there has been an explosion of knowledge about the complexity of cells, DNA, and microorganisms. Thus, the need for a designer has become even greater. The current ID movement has more than just philosophical arguments for a designer; it uses scientific evidence drawn from biology, chemistry, and physics.

Irreducible Complexity

The ID concept affirms that living things are designed and exhibit irreducible complexity. Some examples are the biochemistry of vision and the mammalian blood-clotting pathway. These biological pathways consist of many factors, and all the factors are necessary for the pathway to function properly. Thus, evolution (which works via the mechanism of small, gradual steps that keep only that which is immediately functional) could not have formed these pathways. For example, if only three of the blood-clotting factors (there are many factors in the complete pathway) were formed in an organism, blood would not clot, and thus the factors would not be kept because they are not currently useful to the organism. Evolutionary processes do not allow the organism to keep the three factors in the hopes that one day the rest of the blood-clotting factors will form. Evolution is goalless and purposeless; therefore, it does not keep the leftovers.

The question of whether a feature of a living organism displays design can be answered by using what is called an explanatory filter. The filter has three levels of explanation:

1. Necessity—did it have to happen?

2. Chance—did it happen by accident?

3. Design—did an intelligent agent cause it to happen?

This is a very logical, common-sense approach used by individuals every day to deduce cause and effect. For example, consider the scenario of a woman falling:

1. Did she have to fall? No, but she did.

2. Was it an accident?

3. Or was she pushed?

If we apply this explanatory filter to living organisms, a feature must be designed if the first two answers are no.

Let us evaluate the blood-clotting pathway with respect to these three questions:

1. The blood-clotting pathway is compatible with, but not required by, the natural laws of biology and chemistry; so it is not a necessity specified by natural phenomena.

2. It is complex because it is composed of many factors, thus the remote probability that it happened by chance. (Note that complex structures fall into two categories: ordered complexity and specified complexity. A snowflake, although complex structurally, has little information and thus is considered an example of ordered complexity. It is the direct result of natural phenomena rather than intelligent design3).

3. The blood-clotting pathway does show design, referred to as specified complexity, because it is complex and has a high amount of information. It is the direct result of an intelligent agent. All the factors must be present and interact with each other in a specified manner in order for the pathway to be functional. Thus, the blood-clotting pathway meets all the requirements for irreducible complexity, and so must be designed.

What the ID Movement Is and Is Not

William Dembski states, “ID is three things: a scientific research program that investigates the effects of intelligent causes; an intellectual movement that challenges Darwinism and its naturalistic legacy; and a way of understanding divine action.”4 The ID theory focuses on what is designed rather than answering the questions of who, when, why, and how. Those within the movement believe this promotes scientific endeavor by looking for function and purpose in those things that are designed, whereas an evolutionary mindset presupposes waste and purposelessness and aborts further scientific thinking. Although it may be a way of understanding divine action outside of a biblical framework, there are some serious implications for the Creator, which we will discuss later.
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The ID movement does not speak to the optimality of design because it does not attempt to explain all designs. Remember, only “certain features” are designed, and evolutionary processes are not ruled out. The ID movement also claims not to be religiously motivated. It focuses not on the whom but on the what. This may sound very appealing at first glance. Some biblical creationists believe that the ID movement’s tolerance and acceptance of a wide range of beliefs about the supernatural could be useful in reaching a larger audience. Since the movement is very careful not to associate itself with Christianity or any formal religion, some think it will stand a better chance of gaining acceptance as an alternative to Darwinism in the schools, because it does not violate the so-called separation of church and state.

The ID movement does have several positives. The movement has produced many resources, including books and multimedia, that support the biblical creationist viewpoint. It makes clear that Darwinism/naturalism is based on the presupposition that the supernatural does not exist, thus affecting the way one interprets the scientific evidence. ID is based on the presupposition that the supernatural does exist.

ID may serve as a useful tool in preliminary discussions about God and creation to gain an audience that might be turned off at the mention of the Bible. However, in further discussions, the Bible as the biblical creationists’ foundation should be primary.5
However, the central problem with the ID movement is a divorce of the Creator from creation. The Creator and His creation cannot be separated; they reflect on each other. All other problems within the movement stem from this one.

Those within the ID movement claim their science is neutral. However, science is not neutral because it works with hypotheses based on beliefs or presuppositions. It is ironic that ID adherents refuse to see this about their own science, considering that they claim the problem with Darwinism is the presupposition that nothing supernatural exists. All scientists approach their work with presuppositions. The question is whether those beliefs are rooted in man’s fallible ideas about the past or rooted in the infallible Word of God, the Bible.

The natural theology movement of the 1800s failed because it did not answer the next logical question: if it is designed, then who designed it? Although most within this movement claimed that design pointed to the God of the Bible, by divorcing general revelation (nature) from special revelation (the Bible), they opened the door to other conclusions. Deism (another movement of the same period) took the idea of excluding the Bible to the extreme and said God can only be known through nature and human reason, and that faith and revelation do not exist.

In today’s culture, many are attracted to the ID movement because they can decide for themselves who the creator is—a Great Spirit, Brahman, Allah, God, etc. The current movement does not have unity on the naming of the creator and focuses more on what is designed. Thus, adherents do not oppose an old age for the earth and allow evolution to play a vital role once the designer formed the basics of life. They fail to understand that a belief in long ages for the earth formed the foundation of Darwinism. If God’s Word is not true concerning the age of the earth, then maybe it’s not true concerning other events of the creation week, and maybe God was not a necessary part of the equation for life after all.

The ID movement’s belief in evolution also allows them to distance themselves from the problem of evil in the natural world. Examples of this include pathogenic microbes, carnivorous animals, disease, and death.

Without the framework of the Bible and the understanding that evil entered the world through man’s actions (Genesis 3), God appears sloppy and incompetent, if not downright vicious. People ask why God is unable to prevent evil from thwarting His plans, resulting in such poor design, instead of understanding that because of the Fall there is now a “cursed” design. In addition, because the ID movement does not acknowledge God as Redeemer, there seems to be no final solution for the evil in this world, and by all appearances evil will continue to reign supreme. However, when we trust the Bible, we read that Jesus clearly conquered death by His Resurrection (Romans 6:3–10) and one day death will no longer reign (Revelation 21:4). Again, the Creator and His creation cannot be separated.

The attributes of God are very important when resolving apparent discrepancies in His creation. For example, according to the Bible, the earth is around 6,000 years old. However, starlight can be seen from stars millions of light years away. Also, according to the Bible, God does not lie. Therefore, we must lack some information that would resolve this apparent discrepancy. (Some good research has been done on this issue, and there are several plausible solutions.6)

Our Creator and Redeemer
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Romans 1:20 states that all men know about God through His creation. However, just recognizing that there is a designer is only the first step. Colossians 1:15–20 and 2 Peter 3:3–6 point to the inexorable link between God’s role as Creator and Redeemer. In Colossians, Paul talks about God as Creator and moves seamlessly to His role as Redeemer. Paul sees creation as a foundation for redemption. In 1 Peter, Peter states that people started disbelieving in the second coming of Christ because they started doubting God’s role as Creator. Again, God’s role as Creator becomes foundational to His role as Redeemer. Recognizing a designer is not enough to be saved; submitting to the Redeemer is also necessary. While some might consider ID to be a noble attempt to counter the evolutionary indoctrination of our culture, it falls far short of a thoroughly biblical response.

We must not separate the creation from its Creator; knowledge of God must come through both general revelation (nature) and special revelation (the Bible). The theologian Louis Berkhof said, “Since the entrance of sin into the world, man can gather true knowledge about God from His general revelation only if he studies it in the light of Scripture.”7 It is only then that the entire truth about God and what is seen around us can be fully understood and used to help people understand the bad news in Genesis and the good news of Jesus Christ.
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是智能设计基督教的运动？
格鲁吉亚Purdom博士
2010年5月6日
门外汉

在“战争的世界观”的球员是智能设计运动。 ID已经获得了越来越认识到在过去几年在地方和国家两级宣传。尤其是众所周知，在教育界，它已被作为替代进化论/自然预示着。
智能化设计，可作为一种理论认为，“万物”的某些功能被设计一种“智能事业”，而不是通过纯粹的自然方法.1形成的ID理论并不名称智能事业定义，它不能说，一切的设计，从而允许发挥作用的演变/自然原因。
的ID运动的历史根源在于在18世纪和19世纪的自然神学运动。威廉佩利（1743年至1805年）的理由，如果一个走过一个领域和一只手表后，假设将有一个钟表匠的复杂性和观察点的目的这一事实，即它是没有结果无向的，愚蠢的原因，但一个设计师.2自然神学的产品寻求支持通过自然的神的存在（一般启示），除了“圣经”（特殊启示），因为“圣经”是当时面临的很多批评。当时的科学知识严重不足，有人认为自然原因足以把存在的一切。
在过去的100年左右，出现了知识爆炸的细胞，DNA和微生物的复杂性。因此，对于一个设计师的需要变得更大。当前ID运动已经超过只是一个设计师的哲学论点，它使用从生物学，化学和物理学得出的科学证据。
束缚的复杂性
ID概念肯定万物的设计和表现出不可还原的复杂性。有些例子是视觉的生物化学和哺乳动物凝血途径。这些生物途径的因素很多，所有的因素都是正常的途径是必要的。因此，进化（通过小的，渐进的步骤的机制，保持这只是立即功能），没有形成这些途径。例如，如果血液中的凝血因子（完整的通路中有许多因素）只有3个，形成一个有机体，血液不会凝块，从而因素不会保留，因为他们目前没有有用的有机体。进化过程不使机体保持在希望有一天，其余的凝血因子会形成三个因素。进化是互交白卷和漫无目的，因此，不留剩菜。
一个活的有机体显示设计的功能是否可以用什么回答的问题是所谓的解释性的过滤器。该过滤器有三个层次的解释：
1。必要性没有发生吗？
2。机会没有发生意外？
3。设计一个智能代理会导致它发生？
这是一个非常合理的，常识性的方法，用于个人每天来推断因果。例如，考虑一个下降女子的情况下：
1。她有下降吗？没有，但她没有。
2。它是一个意外吗？
3。或者是她推开呢？
如果我们将这个解释性的过滤器生物体，功能设计必须的，如果前两个答案是没有。
让我们评估这三个问题的凝血途径：
1。凝血途径是兼容的，但是，生物学和化学的自然法则的要求，所以它不是自然现象所指定的一种必然。
2。它是复杂的，因为它是许多因素的影响，从而远程它偶然发生的概率组成。 （注意，复杂的结构分为两类：一类。有序的复杂性和指定复杂的雪花，虽然复杂结构，资料很少，因而被认为是一个有序的复杂性的例子，这是自然现象，而不是智能design3的直接结果。）。
3。凝血途径，展示设计，统称为指定的复杂性，因为它是复杂的，有高量的信息。它是一个智能代理的直接结果。所有因素必须存在，并且在功能的途径，以指定的方式互相交流。因此，凝血途径满足所有的要求，不可还原的复杂性，所以必须设计。
ID运动是什么，而不是
威廉登布斯基，“ID是三件事：一个科学研究方案，智能原因的调查影响;智力运动挑战进化论和自然遗产;和理解神的行动的一种方式”的ID理论的重点是什么设计，而不是回答的问题是谁，何时，为什么，以及如何。内运动的人认为这促进了科学努力寻找那些设计的功能和目的，而一个渐进的观念为前提的浪费和无目的和中止进一步的科学思维。虽然它可能是一个了解圣经的框架之外的神圣行动的方式，有造物主的一些严重的影响，我们将在后面讨论。
 
不说话的ID运动的最优设计，因为它并不试图解释所有的设计。请记住，只有“某些功能”的设计，和进化过程，不排除。编号运动还声称不以宗教动机。它的重点不上谁了什么。乍一看，这可能听起来很吸引人。一些圣经的神创论者认为ID运动的耐受性和广泛接受的关于超自然的信仰，可以达到更多的观众。由于运动是非常小心，不要联想到基督教或任何正规宗教本身，有些人认为它会站在一个更好的机会获得作为替代进化论在学校接受的，因为它并不违反所谓的分离和教会状态。
编号运动确实有几个阳性。该运动已经产生了许多书籍和多媒体资源，支持圣经的神创论的观点。它明确指出，进化论/自然主义基础上的，不存在超自然的前提，从而影响了一个解释的科学证据。编号超自然的存在的前提是基于。
ID可以作为一个有用的工具，在关于神和创造的初步讨论，获得观众，可能已在提到“圣经”。然而，在进一步讨论，圣经的“圣经”神创论的基础应该是主要.5
然而，与ID运动的核心问题，是一个造物主从创建的离婚。创作者和他的创作不能分离;他们对对方的反映。在这一项运动干的所有其他问题。
内的ID运动的人声称他们的科学是中性的。然而，科学是不是中立的，因为它基于信仰或前提假设。这是具有讽刺意味的​​是，ID信徒拒绝看到自己的科学，考虑到他们声称与进化论的问题是什么超自然的存在的前提。所有科学家的方法与前提，他们的工作。问题是，是否这些信仰是植根于人的犯错误的思想，关于过去，或根植于犯错的神的话语，圣经。
19世纪的自然神学运动的失败，因为它没有回答下一个合乎逻辑的问题：如果是设计，然后是谁设计的？虽然大多数在这项运动中声称，设计办理离婚手续的一般启示特别启示（性质）（“圣经”），指出圣经中的神，他们敞开了大门其他结论。自然神论（另一个同期的运动）除“圣经”发挥到了极致的想法，说上帝只能通过已知的自然和人类理性，信仰和启示不存在。
在今天的文化中，许多被吸引到的ID运动的创造者是一个伟大的精神，婆罗门，真主，上帝等当前的运动不统一命名的创造者，因为他们可以自行决定，并更侧重的目的是什么。因此，信徒不反对地球的晚年，并允许演变发挥了至关重要的作用，一旦设计师形成生命的基本。他们不明白，在长期对地球年龄的信念形成了进化论的基础。关于地球的年龄，如果神的话语是不正确的，那么也许不是真正的创造周的其他活动，也许上帝毕竟不是生活方程的一个必要组成部分。
在进化过程中的ID运动的信念，也让他们远离自己在自然世界的邪恶问题。这方面的例子包括病原微生物，食肉类动物，疾病和死亡。
上帝似乎没有“圣经”的框架和邪恶，通过人的行为（创3）进入世界的理解，马虎和不称职的，如果不是彻头彻尾的恶性。有人问，为什么神是无法阻挠他的计划，在这样恶劣的设计，以防止邪恶的理解，因为秋季的现在有一个“诅咒”的设计，而不是。此外，由于ID运动不承认上帝为救赎主，似乎要在这个世界上的邪恶还没有最终的解决方案，和邪恶的外表将继续至高无上。但是，我们相信“圣经”时，我们读到，耶稣清楚地征服了他的复活（罗6:3-10），有一天死亡将不再统治（启示录21:4）死亡。同样，造物主和他的创作不能分开的。
解决在他的创作明显的差异时，神的属性是非常重要的的。例如，根据“圣经”，地球大约6000岁。然而，星光可以看出，从星数百万光年外。此外，根据“圣经”，上帝不会说谎。因此，我们必须缺乏一些信息，将解决这个明显的差异。 （有些很好的研究已经在这个问题上进行的，并有几个似是而非的解决方案.6）
我们的创造者和救赎
 
罗马书1:20指出，所有的人知道神通过他的创作。然而，仅仅认识到有是一个设计师，只是第一步。歌罗西书1:15-20和3:3-6彼得2点，以神的创造者和救赎的角色之间的必然联系。在歌罗西书，保罗对神的会谈创造者和移动无缝他作为救赎者的角色。保罗看作创造赎回的基础。在1彼得，彼得指出，人们开始不相信在基督第二次降临，因为他们开始怀疑上帝作为造物主的作用。同样，上帝的创造者的角色，成为他作为救赎者的角色的基础。认识一个设计师是不够的，要保存;提交救世主也是必要的。虽然有些人可能考虑的ID是一个高尚的企图打击我们的文化进化灌输，它远远不能彻底圣经的回应。
我们不能单独从它的创造者的创造神的知识必须通过一般启示（性质）和特殊启示（圣经）来。神学家路易斯伯克霍夫说，“自从罪进入世界的入口，人可以从他的一般启示收集有关神的真正的知识，只有当他研究圣经的光。”只有到那时，关于上帝的全部真相，以及什么是我们周围所看到可以充分理解和使用，以帮助人们了解在创世纪的坏消息和耶稣基督的好消息。
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Can Creationists Be “Real” Scientists?

by Dr. Jason Lisle, AiG–U.S.

May 13, 2010

Layman
Some evolutionists have stated that creationists cannot be real scientists. Several years ago, the National Academy of Sciences published a guidebook entitled Teaching about Evolution and the Nature of Science.1 This guidebook states that biological evolution is “the most important concept in modern biology, a concept essential to understanding key aspects of living things.” Famous geneticist Theodosius Dobzhansky stated that “nothing in biology makes sense except in the light of evolution.”2
But is a belief in particles-to-people evolution really necessary to understand biology and other sciences? Is it even helpful? Have any technological advances been made because of a belief in evolution?

Although evolutionists interpret the evidence in light of their belief in evolution, science works perfectly well without any connection to evolution. Think about it this way: is a belief in molecules-to-man evolution necessary to understand how planets orbit the sun, how telescopes operate, or how plants and animals function? Has any biological or medical research benefited from a belief in evolution? Not at all. In fact, the PhD cell biologist (and creationist) Dr. David Menton has stated, “The fact is that though widely believed, evolution contributes nothing to our understanding of empirical science and thus plays no essential role in biomedical research or education.”3 And creationists are not the only ones who understand this. Dr. Philip Skell, Emeritus Evan Pugh Professor of Chemistry, Penn State University, wrote:

I recently asked more than 70 eminent researchers if they would have done their work differently if they had thought Darwin’s theory was wrong. The responses were all the same: No.

I also examined the outstanding bio discoveries of the past century: the discovery of the double helix; the characterization of the ribosome; the mapping of genomes; research on medications and drug reactions; improvements in food production and sanitation; the development of new surgeries; and others. I even queried biologists working in areas where one would expect the Darwinian paradigm to have most benefited research, such as the emergence of resistance to antibiotics and pesticides. Here, as elsewhere, I found that Darwin’s theory had provided no discernible guidance, but was brought in, after the breakthroughs, as an interesting narrative gloss. . . . From my conversations with leading researchers it had became [sic] clear that modern experimental biology gains its strength from the availability of new instruments and methodologies, not from an immersion in historical biology.4
The rise of technology is not due to a belief in evolution, either. Computers, cellular phones, and DVD players all operate based on the laws of physics, which God created. It is because God created a logical, orderly universe and gave us the ability to reason and to be creative that technology is possible. How can a belief in evolution (that complex biological machines do not require an intelligent designer) aid in the development of complex machines, which are clearly intelligently designed? Technology has shown us that sophisticated machines require intelligent designers—not random chance. Science and technology are perfectly consistent with the Bible, but not with evolution.

Differing Assumptions

The main difference between scientists who are creationists and those who are evolutionists is their starting assumptions. Creationists and evolutionists have a different view of history, but the way they do science in the present is the same. Both creationists and evolutionists use observation and experimentation to draw conclusions about nature. This is the nature of observational science. It involves repeatable experimentation and observations in the present. Since observational scientific theories are capable of being tested in the present, creationists and evolutionists are generally in agreement on these models. They agree on the nature of gravity, the composition of stars, the speed of light in a vacuum, the size of the solar system, the principles of electricity, etc. These things can be checked and tested in the present.

But historical events cannot be checked scientifically in the present. This is because we do not have access to the past; it is gone. All that we have is the circumstantial evidence (relics) of past events. Although we can make educated guesses about the past and can make inferences from things like fossils and rocks, we cannot directly test our conclusions because we cannot repeat the past. Furthermore, since creationists and evolutionists have very different views of history, it is not surprising that they reconstruct past events very differently. We all have the same evidence; but in order to draw conclusions about what the evidence means, we use our worldview—our most basic beliefs about the nature of reality. Since they have different starting assumptions, creationists and evolutionists interpret the same evidence to mean very different things.

Ultimately, biblical creationists accept the recorded history of the Bible as their starting point. Evolutionists reject recorded history, and have effectively made up their own pseudo-history, which they use as a starting point for interpreting evidence. Both are using their beliefs about the past to interpret the evidence in the present. When we look at the scientific evidence today, we find that it is very consistent with biblical history and not as consistent with millions of years of evolution. We’ve seen in this book that the scientific evidence is consistent with biblical creation. We’ve seen that the geological evidence is consistent with a global Flood—not millions of years of gradual deposition. We’ve seen that the changes in DNA are consistent with the loss of information we would expect as a result of the Curse described in Genesis 3, not the hypothetical gain of massive quantities of genetic information required by molecules-toman evolution. Real science confirms the Bible.

Real Scientists
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Sir Isaac Newton

It shouldn’t be surprising that there have been many real scientists who believed in biblical creation. Consider Isaac Newton (1642–1727), who co discovered calculus, formulated the laws of motion and gravity, computed the nature of planetary orbits, invented the reflecting telescope, and made a number of discoveries in optics. Newton had profound knowledge of, and faith in, the Bible. Carl Linnaeus (1707–1778), the Swedish botanist who developed the double-Latin-name system for taxonomic classification of plants and animals, also believed the Genesis creation account. So also did the Dutch geologist Nicolaus Steno (1631–1686), who developed the basic principles of stratigraphy.

Even in the early 19th century when the idea of millions of years was developed, there were prominent Bible-believing English scientists, such as chemists Andrew Ure (1778–1857) and John Murray (1786?–1851), entomologist William Kirby (1759–1850), and geologist George Young (1777–1848). James Clerk Maxwell (1831–1879) discovered the four fundamental equations that light and all forms of electromagnetic radiation obey. Indeed, Maxwell’s equations are what make radio transmissions possible. He was a deep student of Scripture and was firmly opposed to evolution. These and many other great scientists have believed the Bible as the infallible Word of God, and it was their Christian faith that was the driving motivation and intellectual foundation of their excellent scientific work.
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Today there are many other PhD scientists who reject evolution and believe that God created in six days, a few thousand years ago, just as recorded in Scripture. Russ Humphreys, a PhD physicist, has developed (among many other things) a model to compute the present strength of planetary magnetic fields,5 which enabled him to accurately predict the field strengths of the outer planets. Did a belief in the Bible hinder his research? Not at all. On the contrary, Dr. Humphreys was able to make these predictions precisely because he started from the principles of Scripture. John Baumgardner, a PhD geophysicist and biblical creationist, has a sophisticated computer model of catastrophic plate tectonics, which was reported in the journal Nature; the assumptions for this model are based on the global flood recorded in Genesis. Additionally, think of all the people who have benefited from a magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) scan. The MRI scanner was developed by the creationist Dr. Raymond Damadian.6
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Dr. John Baumgardner

Consider the biblical creationists Georgia Purdom and Andrew Snelling (both authors in this book), who work in molecular genetics and geology, respectively. They certainly understand their fields, and yet are convinced that they do not support evolutionary biology and geology.7 On the contrary, they confirm biblical creation.

I have a PhD from a secular university and have done extensive research in solar astrophysics. In my PhD research, I made a number of discoveries about the nature of near-surface solar flows, including the detection of a never-before-seen polar alignment of super granules, as well as patterns indicative of giant overturning cells. Was I hindered in my research by the conviction that the early chapters of Genesis are literally true? No, it’s just the reverse. It is because a logical God created and ordered the universe that I, and other creationists, expect to be able to understand aspects of that universe through logic, careful observation, and experimentation.

Clearly, creationists can indeed be real scientists. And this shouldn’t be surprising since the very basis for scientific research is biblical creation. This is not to say that non creationists cannot be scientists. But, in a way, an evolutionist is being inconsistent when he or she does science. The big-bang supporter claims the universe is a random chance event, and yet he or she studies it as if it were logical and orderly. The evolutionist is thus forced to borrow certain creationist principles in order to do science. The universe is logical and orderly because its Creator is logical and has imposed order on the universe. God created our minds and gave us the ability and curiosity to study the universe. Furthermore, we can trust that the universe will obey the same physics tomorrow as it does today because God is consistent. This is why science is possible. On the other hand, if the universe is just an accidental product of a big bang, why should it be orderly? Why should there be laws of nature if there is no lawgiver? If our brains are the by-products of random chance, why should we trust that their conclusions are accurate? But if our minds have been designed, and if the universe has been constructed by God, as the Bible teaches, then of course we should be able to study nature. Science is possible because the Bible is true.

Footnotes

1. The claims made in this guidebook have been refuted in Dr. Jonathan Sarfati’s powerful book Refuting Evolution (Green Forest, AR: Master Books, 1999). 
2. The American Biology Teacher 35:125–129. 
3. www.AnswersInGenesis.org/docs2003/0612menton_testimony.asp. 
4. P. Skell, “Why Do We Invoke Darwin?” The Scientist 16:10. 
5. www.creationresearch.org/crsq/articles/21/21_3/21_3.html. 
6. www.AnswersInGenesis.org/creation/v16/i3/science.asp. 
7. www.AnswersInGenesis.org/creation/v24/i2/evolution_train.asp.;http://www.answersingenesis.org/home/area/faq/geology.asp. 
(下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。)
神创论是“真实的”科学家吗？
贾森莱尔博士，AIG美。
2010年5月13日
门外汉

一些进化论者指出，神创论不能真正的科学家。几年前，国家科学院发表关于进化手册，题为“教学与科学.1本指南的性质，生物进化”的最重要的概念，在现代生物学，概念的基本理解万物的关键环节。 “著名遗传学家狄奥多西杜布赞斯基说：”在生物学一无所知除了在进化的光感。“
但在粒子对人民的信仰演变确有必要了解生物学和其他科学吗？它甚至有帮助吗？有任何技术的进步，因为在进化过程中的信念？
虽然进化论者解释的证据，在进化过程中的信仰，科学没有任何进化的连接工作得很好。想想这样说：是在分子到人的进化的信念，有必要了解如何行星绕太阳，如何操作望远镜，植物和动物的功能如何？有任何生物或医学研究，从一个在进化过程中的信念中受益？不尽然。事实上，博士的细胞生物学家和创世大卫门顿博士说，“事实是，尽管人们普遍认为，进化的贡献无关实证科学的认识，从而在生物医学研究或教育没有本质的作用。”和神创论是不是唯一的人明白这一点。菲利普博士，名誉埃文普格，宾夕法尼亚州立大学化学系教授，Skell写道：
最近，我问了70多个著名的研究人员，如果他们会做他们的工作不同，如果他们还以为达尔文的理论是错误的。的答复都是一样的：号
我也研究了过去的一个世纪杰出的生物发现的双螺旋结构的发现;核糖体的表征;绘制基因组药物和药物反应的研究;在粮食生产和卫生设施的改善;发展新的手术;和其他人。我什至质疑，在地区工作的生物学家，人们所期望的达尔文范式中受益，如出现抗药性，抗生素和农药的研究，。在这里，在其他地方一样，我发现，达尔文的理论提供了没有明显的指导，但带来的突破后，作为一个有趣的叙事光泽，。 。 。 。与领先的研究人员的交谈中，它已成为[原文]现代实验生物学提供新的手段和方法获得它的力量，从浸泡在历史biology.4
，无论是技术的兴起，是不是因为在进化过程中的信念。电脑，手机和DVD播放机的所有操作的基础上的物理定律，上帝创造的。这是因为上帝创造了一个合乎逻辑的，有序的宇宙，并给了我们的能力，以理性和创造性的技术是可能的。怎样才能在进化过程中的信念（复杂的生物机器不需要一个智能设计师）在复杂的机器，这显然是智能设计的发展援助？技术已经向我们表明，先进的机器需要智能设计不是随机的机会。科学技术是完全与“圣经”，但不与演变。

不同的假设
谁是神创论的科学家和那些进化论者之间的主要区别是他们的假设出发。神创论者和进化论者的历史不同的看法，但他们在目前的科学的方式是相同的。神创论者和进化论者都使用观察和实验，得出对大自然的结论。这是观测科学的性质。它涉及重复在目前的实验和观察。由于观测的科学理论，能够在目前的测试，神创论者和进化论者一般都在这些模型的协议。他们同意，在重力的性质的恒星组成，光在真空中的速度，太阳系的大小，用电的原则，等等，这些东西可以检查，并在目前的测试。
但是，历史事件不能被检查在目前的科学。这是因为我们没有过去，就消失了。 ，我们已经是过去的事件（文物）的旁证。虽然我们可以对过去的猜测和推论可以从化石和岩石一样的东西，我们不能直接检验我们的结论，因为我们不能重复过去。此外，由于神创论者和进化论者的历史非常不同的看法，这是并不奇怪的是，他们重建过去的事件有很大不同。我们每个人都有同样的证据;，但是，才能得出结论的证据是指什么，我们用我们的世界观，我们最基本的信念，对现实的性质。因为他们有不同的假设出发，神创论者和进化论者解释的意思非常不同的东西同样的证据。
最终，“圣经”的神创论接受为出发点的“圣经”记载的历史。进化论者拒绝记载的历史，并已有效地作出了自己的伪历史，这是他们作为一个起点解释证据使用。都用自己的信念，对过去的解释在目前的证据。当我们今天的科学证据来看，我们发现，这是非常符合圣经的历史，而不是与数百万年的进化一致。我们已经看到了这本书的科学证据与圣经创建一致。我们已经看到，是一个全球性的洪水，而不是逐步沉积多年的百万的地质证据。我们已经看到，在DNA的变化是与丢失的信息，我们希望在创世记3，而不是分子托曼演变所需的大量的遗传信息数量的假设增益描述的诅咒一致。真正的科学证实的圣经。

1. 真正的科学家
 
艾萨克牛顿爵士
这一点也不奇怪，有许多人相信圣经创造真正的科学家。考虑艾萨克牛顿（1642年至1727年），共同发现的演算，制定的法律议案和重力，计算行星轨道的性质，发明了反射式望远镜，并在光学的发现。牛顿渊博的知识，信仰，“圣经”。谁开发的双拉丁名的植物和动物的分类分级系统，瑞典植物学家卡尔•林奈（1707年至1778年），也相信创世记创建帐户。所以也没有荷兰地质学家Nicolaus的速记（1631年至1686年），谁开发地层学的基本原则。
即使在19世纪初开发了数百万年的想法时，有突出的圣经，如化学家安德鲁余吕杏茜（1778年至1857年）和约翰Murray（1786 -1851），昆虫学家威廉柯比（1759年英国科学家相信， -1850），和地质学家乔治杨（1777年至1848年）。詹姆斯克拉克麦克斯韦（1831-1879）发现，光线和所有形式的电磁辐射服从的四个基本方程。事实上，麦克斯韦方程组是什么使无线传输成为可能。他是一个深的圣经学生和坚决反对的演变。这些和其他许多伟大的科学家都相信作为上帝的万无一失字的“圣经”，这是他们的基督教信仰的驾驶动力和智力的优秀科技工作的基础。
 
今天，有许多其他的博士科学家拒绝进化，并相信，在上帝创造了6天，几千年前，就像圣经上记载。拉斯堪，博士学位的物理学家，已开发（其中包括许多其他的东西）的模型，以计算出行星的磁场，这使他能够准确地预测外行星的磁场强度目前的实力。在“圣经”的信仰，阻碍他的研究？不尽然。相反，博士堪正是能够使这些预测，因为他从圣经的原则开始。约翰Baumgardner，博士学位地球物理学家和圣经的创世，一个灾难性的板块构造复杂的计算机模型，这是在“自然”杂志报道，这个模型的假设是基于创世记中所记录的全球性洪水。此外，认为所有的磁共振成像（MRI）扫描中受益的人。核磁共振成像扫描仪是由创世博士林峰Damadian.6
 
约翰Baumgardner博士
考虑圣经的神创论格鲁吉亚Purdom和安德鲁Snelling（在这本书中的作者），在分子遗传学和地质工作的，分别。他们当然明白他们的田地，但相信，他们不支持进化生物学和地质学.7相反，他们证实了圣经的创造。
我从一个世俗大学博士学位，并做了广泛的太阳能天体物理学的研究。在我的博士研究，我做了一个性质，近地表的太阳能流动，包括检测发现约一个以前从未见过的极地超颗粒对齐，以及模式显示倾覆巨细胞的。我创世纪初章节字面上真实的信念，即阻碍了我的研究呢？不，正好相反。这是因为逻辑上帝创造的，有序的宇宙，我和其他神创论，希望能够通过逻辑，仔细观察和实验，宇宙的了解方面。
显然，神创论可说是真正的科学家。这应该不奇怪，因为在科学研究的基础，是圣经创造。这并不是说，非神创论者不能科学家。但是，在某种程度上，一个进化论者正在不一致时，他或她科学。大爆炸的支持者声称宇宙是一个随机的机会事件，但他或她的研究它，好像它是逻辑和有序。借用一定的创世原则，以科学的进化论是被迫。宇宙是合乎逻辑的，有序的的，因为它的创始人是合乎逻辑的的，并已对宇宙秩序。上帝创造了我们的头脑，给我们研究宇宙的能力和好奇心。此外，我们可以相信，宇宙将遵守同样的物理明天，因为它今天因为上帝是一致的。这就是为什么科学是可能的。另一方面，如果宇宙仅仅是一个大爆炸的意外产物，为什么要有序？为什么会发生的自然规律，如果有没有立法者？如果我们的大脑是随机的偶然的副产品，我们为什么要信任，他们的结论是准确的吗？但是，如果我们的头脑已经设计，如果宇宙已经构建上帝，圣经教导，那么我们当然应该能够研究的性质。科学是可能的，因为“圣经”是真实的。
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