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Layman
Most people have heard of the account of Adam and Eve. According to the first book of the Bible, Genesis, these two people were the first humans from whom all others in the human race descended. Genesis also records the names of three of Adam and Eve’s many children—Cain, Abel, and Seth. Christians claim that this account of human history is accurate, because the Bible itself claims that it is the authoritative Word of the Creator God, without error.

To challenge Christians’ faith in the Bible as an infallible revelation from God to humans, many skeptics have challenged the Bible’s trustworthiness as a historical document by asking questions like, “Where did Cain find his wife?” (Don’t worry—this will become highly relevant to the topic of gay marriage shortly!) This question of Cain’s wife is one of the most-asked questions about the Christian faith and the Bible’s reliability. In short, Genesis 5:4 states that Adam had “other sons and daughters”; thus, originally, brothers had to marry sisters.1
An Atheist on a Talk Show

This background is helpful in offering the context of a conversation I had with a caller on a radio talk show. The conversation went something like this:

Caller: “I’m an atheist, and I want to tell you Christians that if you believe Cain married his sister, then that’s immoral.”

AiG: “If you’re an atheist, then that means you don’t believe in any personal God, right?”

Caller: “Correct!”

AiG: “Then if you don’t believe in God, you don’t believe there’s such a thing as an absolute authority. Therefore, you believe everyone has a right to their own opinions—to make their own rules about life if they can get away with it, correct?”

Caller: “Yes, you’re right.”

AiG: “Then, sir, you can’t call me immoral; after all, you’re an atheist, who doesn’t believe in any absolute authority.”

AiG: “Do you believe all humans evolved from apelike ancestors?”

Caller: “Yes, I certainly believe evolution is fact.”

AiG: “Then, sir, from your perspective on life, if man is just some sort of animal who evolved, and if there’s no absolute authority, then marriage is whatever you want to define it to be—if you can get away with it in the culture you live in.

“It could be two men, two women or one man and ten women; in fact, it doesn’t even have to be a man with another human—it could be a man with an animal.2
“I’m sorry, sir, that you think Christians have a problem. I think it’s you who has the problem. Without an absolute authority, marriage, or any other aspect of how to live in society, is determined on the basis of opinion and ultimately could be anything one decides—if the culture as a whole will allow you to get away with this. You have the problem, not me.”

It was a fascinating—and revealing—exchange.

So the questions, then, that could be posed to this caller and other skeptics are: “Who has the right to determine what is good or bad, or what is morally right or wrong in the culture? Who determines whether marriage as an institution should be adhered to, and if so, what the rules should be?”

The “Pragmatics” Aspect of Opposing Gay Marriage—Some Cautions

Some who defend marriage as a union between one man and one woman claim that it can be shown that cultures that have not adhered to this doctrine have reaped all sorts of problems (whether the spread of diseases or other issues). Thus, they claim, on this basis, it’s obvious that marriage should be between one man and one woman only.

Even though such problems as the spread of HIV might be shown to be a sound argument in this issue, ultimately it’s not a good basis for stating that one man for one woman must be the rule. It may be a sound argument based on the pragmatics of wanting to maintain a healthy physical body, but why should one or more human beings have the right to dictate to others what they can or can’t do in sexual relationships? After all, another person might decide that the relationship between one man and woman in marriage might cause psychological problems and use that as the basis for the argument. So which one is correct?

Say that a person used the argument that research has shown, for example, that the children of gay parents have a higher incidence of depression. Or the argument that since HIV kills people, it is vital that marriage is between a man and a woman. But note how such arguments have also been tried in the case of abortion and rejected by the culture.

Let us illustrate. Some researchers claim to have shown a high incidence of depression in people who have had an abortion. The culture, however, has rejected such pragmatic “we shouldn’t hurt people” arguments, claiming that it is more important that others have the “right to choose.” The argument that abortion kills people is an important one because most people still accept the basic biblical prohibition against taking innocent human life. So we should ensure that people know that the baby is really human. But is it going to be enough in the long term, as even this prohibition cannot be absolute without the Bible?

Allowing the Killing of a Newborn?

A slowly increasing minority of people, like Professor Peter Singer, the Ira W. DeCamp Professor of Bioethics at Princeton University,3 are quite content to accept the obvious fact that abortion kills human beings, but this does not affect their view of abortion in the slightest. In fact, consistent with the fact that he rejects the Bible and the view that man was made in the image of God, Singer has argued that society should consider having a period after birth in which a baby is still allowed to be killed if socially desirable (e.g., if it has an unacceptable handicap).

Ultimately, it comes down to this: How does a culture determine what is right and what is wrong? If the majority agrees on a set of standards, what happens when that majority is replaced by a different majority?

After all, the majority in power in many of our Western nations once believed abortion was wrong—but now the majority in power doesn’t believe this, so the rules have been changed.

The majority in power in many of our Western societies once believed the institution of marriage should be one man for one woman. But this has changed. Many are now allowing “gay marriage.” So how long before polygamous or pedophiliac relationships are allowed, which some people are starting to advocate?4 Who is to say they are wrong, if the majority agrees with them?

Before the Hitler era, nobody would have believed that the majority in a progressive, industrialized Western nation such as Germany could have agreed that it was ethically proper to mass murder the mentally retarded and those with incurable long-term illnesses. Yet the majority of Germans were convinced by their society to see euthanasia as ethically acceptable, even kindhearted.

Some might say that there is no way Western culture would allow pedophilia. Fifty years ago, however, most people probably would not have dreamed that America or Britain would ever allow gay marriage. Where does one draw the line? And who determines who draws that line? What’s the answer?

Does the Church Have the Answer?

The gay marriage issue has been headline news across North America and on other continents. Even the acceptance of gay clergy has been widely noted in both secular and Christian media outlets.

· In November 2003, a part of the Episcopal Church voted to ordain a gay bishop. Thus, the world saw part of the Church now condoning homosexual behavior.5
· On March 18, 2004, the Pacific Northwest Conference of the United Methodist Church in America supported a lesbian pastor. Once again, the world looked on as a large denomination legitimized homosexual behavior.6
As part of the public debate on the gay marriage issue, many Church leaders have been interviewed on national TV programs and asked to share their position on this topic. While the majority of Church leaders have been speaking against gay unions and have been defending marriage as being between one man and one woman, many of these same Church leaders have not been able to adequately defend their position.

One Christian leader was interviewed on MSNBC-TV and was asked about the gay marriage issue. The interview went something like this:

TV host: “Did Jesus deal directly with the gay marriage issue?”

Christian leader: “No, but then Jesus didn’t deal directly with the abortion issue or many other issues. . . .”

This is such a disappointing response. A proper response could have been such a powerful witness—not only to the interviewer but to the potential millions of viewers watching the news program, so people could understand why this Christian leader opposed gay marriage.

The same Christian leader appeared on CNN-TV doing an interview that, in part, went something like the following:

Interviewer: “Why are you against gay marriage?”

Christian leader: “Because down through the ages, culture after culture has taught that marriage is between a man and a woman.”

We believe this kind of answer actually opens the door to gay marriage! How? Because it basically says that marriage is determined by law or opinion.

So, why is it that we don’t see many Christian leaders giving the right sorts of answers? I think it’s because the majority of them have compromised with the idea of millions of years of history, as well as evolutionary beliefs in astronomy, geology, and so on. As a result, the Bible’s authority has been undermined, and it’s no longer understood to be the absolute authority.7
Gay Marriage—Is Evolution the Cause?

After reading explanations from Answers in Genesis such as those above, some critics have concluded that we are saying that belief in millions of years or other evolutionary ideas is the cause of social ills like gay marriage. This is not true at all.

It is accurate to say that the increasing acceptance of homosexual behavior and gay marriage has gone hand in hand with the popularity and acceptance of millions of years and evolutionary ideas. But this does not mean that every person who believes in millions of years/evolution accepts gay marriage or condones homosexual behavior.

What does the Bible says about homosexual behavior and gay marriage? Study the following verses:

· Genesis 2:18–25
· Leviticus 18:22
· Mark 10:6
· Romans 1:26–27
· 1 Corinthians 6:9–10
· 1 Timothy 1:9–10
But the more people (whether Christian or not) believe in man’s ideas concerning the history of the universe, regardless of what God’s Word appears to be plainly teaching, the more man’s fallible ideas are used as a basis for determining “truth” and overriding the Bible’s authority.

People need to understand that homosexual behavior and the gay marriage controversy are ultimately not the problems in our culture, but are the symptoms of a much deeper problem. Even though it’s obvious from the Bible that homosexual behavior and gay marriage are an abomination (Romans 1 and other passages make this very clear), there is a foundational reason as to why there is an increasing acceptance of these ills in America and societies like it.

Cultures in the West were once pervaded by a primarily Christian worldview because the majority of people at least respected the Bible as the authority on morality. It needs to be clearly understood that over the past 200 years the Bible’s authority has been increasingly undermined, as much of the Church has compromised with the idea of millions of years (this began before Darwin) and has thus begun reinterpreting Genesis. When those outside the Church saw Church leaders rejecting Genesis as literal history, one can understand why they would have quickly lost respect for all of the Bible. If the Church doesn’t even believe this Book to be true, then why should the world build its morality on a fallible work that modern science supposedly has shown to be inaccurate in its science and history?


The Bible has lost respect in people’s eyes (both within and without the Church) to the extent that the culture as a whole now does not take the Bible’s morality seriously at all. The increasing acceptance of homosexual behavior and gay marriage is a symptom of the loss of biblical authority, and is primarily due to the compromise the Church has made with the secular world’s teaching on origins.

Mocking the Bible

For example, consider the following. A New Orleans newspaper printed a commentary entitled “In Gay Rights Debate, Genesis Is Losing.”8 The column pointed out (correctly) that God intended marriage to be between one man and one woman. The writer even quoted Genesis 2:24, which declares, “Therefore shall a man leave his father and his mother and shall cleave to his wife and they shall be one flesh.”
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The author then, mockingly, wrote, “Ah, Genesis. Heaven and earth created in six days, a serpent that talks, and a 600-year-old man building an ark. Just the guide we need to set rational policy.”

This secular writer recognized that the literal history of Genesis was the basis for the belief that marriage is one man for one woman. However, by mocking the Genesis account (just as many church leaders effectively do when they reinterpret Genesis 1–11 on the basis of man’s fallible ideas), the writer removed the foundations upon which the institution of marriage stands. This opens the door to gay marriage or anything else one might determine about marriage.

Were Homosexuals Created That Way?
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Human sexuality is very complex, and the arguments will long rage as to the causes of homosexual behavior. In this fallen world, most behaviors are a complex mix of one’s personal choices superimposed on a platform of predisposition. This can come both from one’s genetic makeup and one’s environment (for example, one’s upbringing). Few students of human nature would doubt the proposition that some personalities are much more predisposed to alcoholism and/or wife beating, for instance. But would anyone argue that this would make wife beating acceptable?

The case for a “homosexual gene” has evaporated, but let’s say that researchers really were able to identify such a gene. After all, mutations in a cursed, fallen world can cause all sorts of abnormalities and malfunctions. For one thing, that would be a result of the Curse, not creation. And would knowledge of such a gene make right what Scripture clearly says is wrong? Absolute right and wrong exist independent of any secondary causative agencies.

In fact, it is quite possible that a contributing factor to at least some cases of homosexuality is a dysfunctional upbringing right at the time when the child is gaining crucial environmental input regarding his or her own sexual identity. (Notice the importance the Bible places on bringing up children, the family unit, and so on.) But if anything, this highlights one of the huge risks of “married” gay people bringing up adopted children, namely the vulnerability of the children to confused messages about their own sexual identity. To put it simply, if one’s environment contributes to homosexuality, gay marriage will tend to increase the likelihood of the next generation being gay.9
Gay Marriage — What Is the Answer?

In the Bible in Judges 17:6, we read this statement: “In those days there was no king in Israel; every man did what was right in his own eyes” (NAS95). In other words, when there is no absolute authority to decide right and wrong, everyone has his or her own opinion about what to do.

So how could the Christian leader whose interviews were quoted earlier in this chapter have responded differently? Well, consider this answer:

First of all, Jesus (who created us and therefore owns us and has the authority to determine right and wrong), as the God-man, did deal directly with the gay marriage issue, in the Bible’s New Testament, in Matthew 19:4–6: “And He answered and said to them, ‘Have you not read that He who made them at the beginning “made them male and female,” and said, “For this cause a man shall leave father and mother and shall cling to his wife, and the two of them shall be one flesh?” So then, they are no longer two but one flesh. Therefore what God has joined together, let not man separate.’ ”

He could have continued:

Christ quoted directly from the book of Genesis (and its account of the creation of Adam and Eve as the first man and woman—the first marriage) as literal history, to explain the doctrine of marriage as being one man for one woman. Thus marriage cannot be a man and a man, or a woman and a woman.

Because Genesis is real history (as can be confirmed by observational science, incidentally), Jesus dealt quite directly with the gay marriage issue when he explained the doctrine of marriage.

Not only this, but in John 1 we read: “In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. The same was in the beginning with God. All things were made by him; and without him was not any thing made that was made” (KJV).

Jesus, the Creator, is the Word. The Bible is the written Word. Every word in the Bible is really the Word of the Creator—Jesus Christ.10
Therefore, in Leviticus 18:22, Jesus deals directly with the homosexual issue, and thus the gay marriage issue. This is also true of Romans 1:26–27 and 1 Timothy 1:9–10.

Because Jesus in a real sense wrote all of the Bible, whenever Scripture deals with marriage and/or the homosexual issue, Jesus himself is directly dealing with these issues.

Even in a secular context, the only answer a Christian should offer is this:

The Bible is the Word of our Creator, and Genesis is literal history. Its science and history can be trusted. Therefore, we have an absolute authority that determines marriage.

God made the first man and woman—the first marriage. Thus, marriage can only be a man and a woman because we are accountable to the One who made marriage in the first place.

And don’t forget—according to Scripture, one of the primary reasons for marriage is to produce godly offspring.11 Adam and Eve were told to be fruitful and multiply, but there’s no way a gay marriage can fulfill this command!

The battle against gay marriage will ultimately be lost (like the battle against abortion) unless the church and the culture return to the absolute authority beginning in Genesis. Then and only then will there be a true foundation for the correct doctrine of marriage—one man for one woman for life.

Footnotes

1. For a more detailed answer to this question, see www.AnswersInGenesis.org/Cains_wife.Back
2. See “Man Marries Dog for Luck — Then Dies,” www.theage.com.au/articles/2004/02/04/1075853937098.html?from=storyrhs; and M. Bates, “Marriage in the New Millennium: Love, Honor and Scratch between the Ears,” Oak Lawn (Illinois) Reporter, April 5, 2001, as referenced at www.freerepublic.com/. There are many articles online that discuss the possibility of a man marrying his dog if the sanctity of marriage is not upheld; search for words like marriage, man, and dog. 
3. Cited by R. Doolan, “The Baby-killers,” Creation 18, no. 1 (December 1995–February 1996): 4. Also found online at www.AnswersInGenesis.org/docs/1186.asp. 
4. B. Sorotzkin, “The Denial of Child Abuse: The Rind, et al. Controversy,” NARTH.com; L. Nicolosi, “The Pedophilia Debate Continues — and DSM Is Changed Again,” NARTH.com; and “Russian Region Wants to Allow Men Up to Four Wives,” CNN.com, July 21, 1999. 
5. “Episcopal Church Consecrates Openly Gay Bishop,” CNN.com, November 3, 2003. 
6. Read the church proceedings for and against the Rev. Karen Dammann at www.pnwumc.org. 
7. For more information on this important point, see chapter 11, “Where Did the Idea of ‘Millions of Years’ Come From?” 
8. J. Gill, Times-Picayune, New Orleans, Louisiana, March 5, 2004. 
9. Two things to note in this section: (1) The idea is already with us that gay “couples” should be freely able to donate their sperm to surrogate mothers or to clone their DNA to perpetuate their own genes. So if there is any genetic basis to homosexuality (i.e., “made that way”), then this too will increase the frequency of homosexuality in future generations. (2) Regarding the capacity of an individual to stop his or her homosexual behavior, we wish to observe that even with what sin has done in this fallen world, the Bible promises that we will not be tested beyond what we can endure (1 Corinthians 10:13) because the power of God is available to all believers. 
10. See Colossians 1:15–20 as well. 
11. Malachi 2:15: “Has not the Lord made them one? In flesh and spirit they are his. And why one? Because he was seeking godly offspring. So guard yourself in your spirit, and do not break faith with the wife of your youth.” 
(下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。)
WK4：如果一个基督徒如何回应“同性婚姻”？
由Ken火腿
2010年5月20日，
门外汉

大多数人都听过亚当和夏娃的帐户。据“圣经”创世记“的第一本书，这两个人是在人类的所有其他人的后裔的第一批人类。创世记也记载亚当和夏娃的许多孩子该隐，亚伯，和赛斯 3名。基督徒声称，人类历史上这个帐户是准确的，因为圣经本身声称，它是造物主上帝权威的话语，没有错误，。
无误的启示，从神对人类的挑战，因为基督徒的“圣经”的信仰，许多怀疑论者质疑作为一个历史文件要求的问题，如“圣经”的可信度，“凡该隐找到他的妻子吗？”（不要担心，这将成为高度相关的同性婚姻不久的话题！）这个问题该隐的妻子是关于基督教信仰和圣经的可靠性最常见问题之一。总之，创世记5:4亚当“儿子和女儿”;因此，最初，兄弟结婚姐妹。1

一个一个谈话节目上的无神论者
这样的背景下提供的谈话，我与一个电台节目上的来电中。交谈了像这样：
来电：“我是一个无神论者，我想告诉你的基督徒，如果你认为该隐娶了他的姐姐，那是不道德的。”
AIG：“如果你是一个无神论者，那么这意味着你不相信任何个人的神，右”
来电：“正确！”
AIG：“那么，如果你不相信上帝，你不相信有这种事作为一个绝对的权威。因此，你相信每个人都有一个自己的正确的意见，使自己的人生规则，如果他们能够逃脱它，正确的吗？“
来电：“是的，你说得对。”
AIG：“接着，主席先生，你不能叫我不道德，毕竟，你是一个无神论者，不相信任何绝对的权威。”
AIG：“你相信所有人类apelike祖先进化而来的？”
来电：“是的，我绝对相信进化是事实”
AIG：“那么，先生，您更对生命的那一方面，如果男人是只是一些动物的排序谁演变，和如果有是没有绝对的权威，那么婚姻是无论你想定义它到是，如果你可以得到远离它在文化你住进去
“这可能是两个男人，两个女人或一个男人和十个女人，事实上，它甚至不会有一个人与另一个人也可能是一个人一个动物.2
“对不起，先生，您认为基督徒有问题。我觉得是你有问题。的婚姻，或任何其他方面如何生活在社会中，没有一个绝对的权威，是意见的基础上，确定，并最终可以是任何一决定，如果作为一个整体的文化将使你得到这个距离。你有问题，而不是我。“
这是一个迷人的揭示交换。
所以问题，那么，这可能是对这个号码和其他怀疑论者：“谁有权决定什么是好还是坏，或者什么是道义上的权利或错误的文化？谁决定是否作为一个机构的婚姻应当坚持，如果是这样，什么样的规则应该是什么？“
“语用”看点反对同性婚姻的一些注意事项
有些人捍卫婚姻作为一名男子和一名女子声称，它可以表明，没有遵守这一学说的文化取得的种种问题（是否传播疾病或其他问题）之间的联盟。因此，他们声称，在此基础上，这是明显的，婚姻应该只有一个男人和一个女人之间。
尽管艾滋病毒的蔓延等问题可能会被证明是一个在这个问题上的声音参数，最终还是没有说明一个男人为一个女人必须是规则的一个良好的基础。这可能是一个健全的参数要保持一个健康的身体的语用，但为什么要一个或多个人类有权利决定别人他们可以什么或不能做的性关系？毕竟，另一人可能决定，一个男人和女人在婚姻之间的关系可能会导致心理问题，并以此作为参数的基础上。那么，哪一个是正确的的？
说一个人使用的研究已经表明，例如，同性恋父母的儿童有抑郁症的发病率较高的说法。的说法，因为艾滋病毒杀死的人，这是至关重要的，婚姻是一个男人和一个女人之间的。但这种论点也曾经尝试过在人工流产的情况下，由文化拒绝。
让我们举例说明。一些研究人员声称拥有的人有过流产的抑郁症的发病率很高。文化，然而，拒绝了这种务实“我们不应该伤害的人”的论点，声称这是更重要的是有“选择权。”的说法，堕胎杀死人是一个重要的，因为大多数人还是接受无辜生命的基本圣经禁止。因此，我们应确保人们知道，宝宝是真的人类。但它是将要在长期不够的，因为即使这一禁令不能绝对没有“圣经”吗？
允许杀害新生儿的呢？
缓慢增加的少数人一样，艾拉W. DeCamp普林斯顿大学生物伦理学教授彼得辛格教授，3，接受明显的​​事实，堕胎杀死人类相当的内容，但这并不影响他们对堕胎的看法，在半点。事实上，符合事实，他拒绝“圣经”和那个男人是神的形象，如果社会需要的歌手有主张，社会应该考虑在这个时期的婴儿出生后仍然可以被杀害（例如，如果它有一个不可接受的障碍）。
最终，把它归结为这个：一个文化如何确定什么是正确的，什么是错？如果多数人同意一套标准，会发生什么时，多数是由不同的多数取代呢？
毕竟，在权力在许多西方国家的大多数人曾经相信堕胎是错的，但现在大部分功率不相信这一点，所以规则已经改变。
在许多西方社会中的权力多数曾经相信婚姻制度应为一名女子，一名男子。但这种情况已经改变。现在允许“同性婚姻。”多久之前允许一夫多妻或恋童癖关系，其中一些人开始主张？4谁又能说他们错了，如果多数人同意与他们吗？
希特勒时代之前，没有人会相信，在一个渐进的，工业化的西方国家，如德国的大多数同意，这是道德上正确的大规模谋杀弱智和不治之症长期疾病的。然而，大多数德国人都相信他们的社会，伦理上可接受的，甚至善良的安乐死。
也许有人会说，没有西方文化将让恋童癖。然而，50年前，大多数人可能不会有梦想，美国或英国有史以来允许同性恋婚姻。哪里划清界线呢？又是谁决定提请该行吗？答案是什么？
教会是否有答案？
同性婚姻问题已在北美和其他大陆的头条新闻。即使已被广泛接受同性恋神职人员指出，在世俗和基督教媒体。
在2003年11月，圣公会的一部分投祝圣同性恋主教。因此，世界看到了教会的一部分，现在纵容同性恋行为。5

2004年3月18日，西北太平洋地区会议在美国联合卫理公会支持一个女同性恋的牧师。再次，世界看作为一个大面额合法化同性恋行为。6
同性婚姻问题上的公开辩论的一部分，许多教会领袖已经采访了国家的电视节目，并要求分享他们对这个话题的地位。虽然大多数教会领袖已公开反对同性恋工会，并已捍卫作为一个男人和一个女人之间的婚姻，许多这些相同的教会领袖没有能够充分捍卫自己的立场。
一个基督教领袖在MSNBC电视采访，并要求有关同性婚姻问题。采访了这样的事情：
电视节目主持人：“耶稣直接处理同性婚姻问题？”
基督教领袖：“没有，但耶稣没有处理直接与堕胎问题或其他许多问题。 。。 “。
这是这样一个令人失望的反应。一个适当的回应本来这样一个强大的证人不仅面试官，但潜在的数百万观众收看新闻节目，让人们能够理解，为什么这个基督教领袖反对同性恋婚姻。
相同的基督教领袖出现在CNN电视的采访中了解到，部分，去像下面这样：
记者：“为什么你对同性婚姻”
基督教领袖：“因为向下的年龄，文化，培养后教，婚姻是一个男人和一个女人之间的”
我们相信这种回答实际上是打开了同性婚姻的大门！怎么样？因为它基本上说，婚姻是由法律或意见确定。
那么，为什么我们没有看到许多基督教领袖，给的答案正确的排序吗？我认为这是因为他们大部分有数百万年历史的想法，以及在进化的信念，天文学，地质学，等损害。因此，“圣经”的权威已被削弱，它不再被理解为绝对权威。7
同性恋婚姻是进化的原因？
读创世记答案，如上述的解释后，一些评论家已经结束，我们所说的信仰，在百万年或其他进化思想是同性婚姻等社会弊病的原因。这是不正确的。
这是准确的说，同性恋行为和同性婚姻越来越多地接受了数百万年的进化思想的普及和接受携手。但这并不意味着每个人都相信在数百万年/进化的人接受同性婚姻或纵容同性恋行为。
什么是“圣经”说有关同性恋行为和同性婚姻？研究下面的诗句：
创世记2:18-25
利未记18点22
马克10时06分
罗马书1:26-27
1哥林多前书6:9-10
1提摩太前书1:9-10
但是在更多的人是否基督徒或不在人的思想有关宇宙的历史，不管是什么神的话语出现白教学中认为，在更多的人的犯错误的思想是用确定的“真理”和覆盖的基础圣经的权威。
人们需要了解，同性恋行为和同性婚姻的争论最终没有在我们的文化的问题，但一个更深刻的问题的症状。虽然，这明显的圣经，同性恋行为和同性婚姻是一个可憎的（罗马书1和其他通道，使这很清楚），那里是一个为何有是一个这些弊病越来越接受在美国和喜欢它的社会基础的原因。
在西方的文化一度充斥着一个主要的基督教世界观，因为多数人至少尊重“圣经”作为道德权威。它需要加以明确了解，在过去200多年的“圣经”的权威日益削弱，教会的妥协与数百万年（这之前，达尔文开始）的想法，并因此开始重新解释创世记。当教会之外的人看到教会领袖拒绝文字的历史成因，人们可以理解为什么他们会很快就失去了尊重所有的圣经。如果教会甚至不相信这本书是真实的，那么为什么世界应该建立一个犯错误的工作，现代科学理应在其科学和历史已经证明是不准确的道德？
 
“圣经”已经失去了尊重人的眼睛（内并没有教会）的程度，文化作为一个整体，现在不采取圣经的道德严重。越来越多的认可同性恋行为和同性婚姻是一个圣经的权威丧失的症状，主要是由于教会与世俗世界的起源教学妥协。
嘲讽圣经
例如，考虑以下。新奥尔良的一家报纸印刷的评论，题为“在辩论同性恋权利，创世纪是输球。”8列（正确地）指出，神拟结婚是一个男人和一个女人之间的。作家甚至引述创世记2:24，其中宣称，“因此，一个人离开他的父亲和他的母亲和应切割，他的妻子和他们成为一体。”
 
嘲弄，作者写道，“哎呀，创世纪。天地在6天，一条蛇，会谈，并建设一个600岁的男子方舟。只是指导，我们需要设置合理的政策。“
这个世俗的作家认识到文字的历史成因相信，婚姻是一个男人为一个女人的基础上。然而，嘲弄创世记帐户（正如许多教会领袖，切实做好人的犯错误的思想的基础上，重新解释创世记1-11时），作家删除婚姻制度站的基础。这将打开同性婚姻或其他任何一个可能确定有关婚姻的大门。
都是同性恋创建方式？
 
人类性行为是很复杂的，和参数将长期愤怒同性恋行为的原因。在这个堕落的世界里，大多数的行为是一个人的个人选择的倾向的平台上叠加复杂的混合。这可以来自一个人的基因构成的环境（例如，一个人的成长经历）。一些个性更倾向于酗酒和/或殴打妻子，例如，很少有学生的人性会怀疑的命题。但有人认为这会使殴打妻子可以接受吗？
“同性恋基因”的情况已经消失，但比方说，研究人员真正能够识别这种基因。毕竟，在一个被诅咒的，堕落的世界的突变可以导致各种异常和故障。对于一件事，那将是一个的诅咒，而不是创造的结果。 ，将这种基因的知识做出正确的圣经清楚地说是错误的？绝对正确的和错误的存在独立于任何辅助的致病机构。
事实上，这是完全可能的，至少有一些同性恋的案件的一个因素，是一个不正常的抚养权的时候，当孩子获得关键的环保投入，关于他或她自己的性身份。 （注意的重要性，关于儿童，以家庭为单位，依此类推“圣经”的地方。），但如果有的话，这凸显同性恋人“结婚”的巨大风险之一收养的儿童，即儿童的脆弱性对自己的性身份混淆的消息。简单地说，如果一个人的环境有助于同性恋，同性婚姻将趋于增加gay.9代未来的可能性
同性婚姻 - 答案是什么？
在圣经中的法官17:6，我们读到了这样一句话：“在那些日子里有没有国王在以色列，每个人都没有什么权利在自己的眼睛”（NAS95）。换言之，没有绝对的权威，决定对与错时，每个人都有他或她做什么自己的见解。
那么，如何能基督教领袖，其报价在本章前面的访谈有不同的回应？那么，考虑这样的回答：
首先，耶稣（谁创造了我们，因此我们拥有并有权决定对与错），神人，直接处理与同性婚姻的问题，在圣经的新约，马太福音19:4 -6：“他回答说，对他们说，”你有没有看过，他开始“使他们的男性和女性”，并表示，“对于这项事业，人要离开父亲和母亲，并应固守他的妻子，他们二人成为一体？“于是，他们不再是两个乃是一体的了。因此神联手，人不可分开。“
他还可以继续：
基督直接引用文字的历史从创世记（和其创造亚当和夏娃的第一个男人和女人的第一次婚姻的帐户），作为一名女子被一名男子解释婚姻的教义。因此，婚姻不能是一个男人和一个男人或一个女人和一个女人。
因为创世记是真实的历史（如，可以通过观测科学，顺带证实），耶稣处理同性婚姻的问题相当直接，当他解释婚姻的教义。
不仅如此，但在约翰1我们读到：“在开始的时候是在道，和道与神同在，道就是神。同样是在开始与神。万物是由他，没有他，没有任何事情作出了“（KJV）。
耶稣，造物主，这个词。 “圣经”是文字。每一个字在“圣经”是真正的造物主耶稣基督。10字
因此，在利未记18时22分，耶稣直接处理与同性恋问题，从而同性婚姻的问题。罗马书1:26-27和提摩太前书1:9-10，这也是真实的。
因为在真正意义上的耶稣写了“圣经”，圣经涉及婚姻和/或同性恋问题时，耶稣自己直接处理这些问题。
即使在一个世俗的背景下，答案只有一个基督徒应该提供的是这样的：
圣经是我们的造物主的话，和创世纪是文字的历史。它的科学和历史是可信的。因此，我们有绝对的权威，决定结婚。
上帝造的第一个男人和女人的第一次婚姻。因此，婚姻只能是一个男人和一个女人，因为我们是一个摆在首位的婚姻负责。
而且不要忘了，根据圣经，结婚的首要原因之一是产生敬虔后代。11亚当和夏娃被告知要生养众多，但有一个同性婚姻可以履行这一命令没有办法！
反对同性婚姻的战斗，最终将丢失（如反对堕胎的战斗），除非教会和文化的回归，在创世纪的绝对权威开始。然后，然后才将有一个婚姻一个男人，一个女人对生活的正确学说的真正基础。

脚注
1。如需更详细的回答这个问题，看到www.AnswersInGenesis.org / Cains_wife.Back
2。 “男人娶好运狗 - 然后死”www.theage.com.au/articles/2004/02/04/1075853937098.html?from=storyrhs; M.贝茨，“新千年中的婚姻：爱，荣誉和耳朵之间的划痕，“橡木草坪（伊利诺伊州）记者4月5日，2001年，在www.freerepublic.com/引用。有很多文章，在线，讨论一个人嫁给他的狗，如果不尊重婚姻的神圣的可能性;像婚姻，男人和狗搜索词。
3。引用R. Doolan，“婴儿杀手”，创建18，没有。 1（1995年12月 - 1996年2月）：4。也发现www.AnswersInGenesis.org/docs/1186.asp在线。
4。 B. Sorotzkin，“拒绝虐待儿童的外皮，等。争议的“NARTH.com; L. Nicolosi的，”“恋童癖的争论仍在继续 - 和DSM再次改变，”NARTH.com;和“俄罗斯地区希望让男人最多四个妻子，”一九九九年，7月21日，CNN.com 。
5。 “圣公会供奉”CNN.com，2003年11月3日，公开的同性恋主教。
6。支持和反对的牧师克伦达曼在www.pnwumc.org阅读教会的诉讼。
7。在这重要的一点的更多信息，请参阅第11章，“在哪里”数百万年“的理念来自？”
8。 J.鳃，时代花絮，路易斯安那州新奥尔良市，2004年3月5日。
9。两件事情，在本节中要注意：（1）已经与我们的想法是同性恋“夫妇”应该是自由能捐出自己的精子代理孕母或他们的DNA克隆来延续自己的基因。所以如果有任何同性恋的遗传基础（即“这样”），那么这也将增加后代同性恋的频率。 （2）关于一个人的能力，以阻止他或她的同性恋行为，我们要观察，即使在这个堕落的世界做了什么罪，“圣经”的承诺，我们将不会超出我们能承受测试（哥林多前书10:13），因为神的力量，是提供给所有信徒。
10。歌罗西以及1:15-20。
11。玛拉基书2:15：“没有主，其中之一呢？在肉体和精神，他们是他的。又为什么呢？因为他正在寻求敬虔的后代。因此，防范自己在你的精神，不破的信念与你的青春的妻子。“
What’s the Best “Proof” of Creation?

by Ken Ham

March 18, 2010

Layman
In the ongoing war between creation and evolution, Christians are always looking for the strongest evidence for creation. They are looking for the “magic bullet” that will prove to their evolutionist friends that creation is true and evolution is false. This craving for evidence has led some Christians to be drawn to what we might call “flaky evidence.” Over the past several years, some so-called evidence for creation has been shown not to be reliable. Some of these are

· supposed human and dinosaur footprints found together at the Paluxy River in Texas;

· the small accumulation of moon dust found by the Apollo astronauts;

· a boat-like structure in the Ararat region as evidence of Noah’s ark;

· a supposed human handprint found in “dinosaur-age rock”;

· a dead “plesiosaur” caught near New Zealand.
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Most well-meaning, informed creationists would agree in principle that things which are not carefully documented and researched should not be used. But in practice, many of them are very quick to accept the sorts of facts mentioned here, without asking too many questions. They are less cautious than they might otherwise be, because they are so keen to have “our” facts/evidences to counter “theirs.” What they really don’t understand, however, is that it’s not a matter of “their facts vs. ours.” All facts are actually interpreted, and all scientists actually have the same observations—the same data—available to them.

Evidence
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Creationists and evolutionists, Christians and non-Christians, all have the same facts. Think about it: we all have the same earth, the same fossil layers, the same animals and plants, the same stars—the facts are all the same.

The difference is in the way we all interpret the facts. And why do we interpret facts differently? Because we start with different presuppositions; these are things that are assumed to be true without being able to prove them. These then become the basis for other conclusions. All reasoning is based on presuppositions (also called axioms). This becomes especially relevant when dealing with past events.

Past and Present

We all exist in the present, and the facts all exist in the present. When one is trying to understand how the evidence came about—Where did the animals come from? How did the fossil layers form? etc.—what we are actually trying to do is to connect the past to the present. However, if we weren’t there in the past to observe events, how can we know what happened so that we can explain the present? It would be great to have a time machine so that we could know for sure about past events.

Christians, of course, claim they do have, in a sense, a time machine. They have a book called the Bible, which claims to be the Word of God who has always been there and has revealed to us the major events of the past about which we need to know. On the basis of these events (creation, the Fall, the Flood, Babel, etc.), we have a set of presuppositions to build a way of thinking which enables us to interpret the facts of the present.1
Evolutionists have certain beliefs about the past/present that they presuppose (e.g., no God, or at least none who performed acts of special creation), so they build a different way of thinking to interpret the facts of the present.
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Thus, when Christians and non-Christians argue about the facts, in reality they are arguing about their interpretations based on their presuppositions.

That’s why the argument often turns into something like:

“Can’t you see what I’m talking about?”

“No, I can’t. Don’t you see how wrong you are?”

“No, I’m not wrong. It’s obvious that I’m right.”

“No, it’s not obvious.”

And so on.

These two people are arguing about the same facts, but they are looking at the facts through different glasses.

It’s not until these two people recognize the argument is really about the presuppositions they have to start with that they will begin to deal with the foundational reasons for their different beliefs. A person will not interpret the facts differently until he or she puts on a different set of glasses—which means to change one’s presuppositions.

A Christian who understands these things can actually put on the evolutionist’s glasses (without accepting the presuppositions as true) and understand how he or she looks at facts. However, for a number of reasons, including spiritual ones, a non-Christian usually can’t put on the Christian’s glasses—unless he or she recognizes the presuppositional nature of the battle and is thus beginning to question his or her own presuppositions.

It is, of course, sometimes possible that just by presenting “evidence” one can convince a person that a particular scientific argument for creation makes sense on “the facts.” But usually, if that person then hears a different interpretation of the same facts that seems better than the first, that person will swing away from the first argument, thinking he or she has found “stronger facts.”

However, if that person had been helped to understand this issue of presuppositions, then he or she would have been better able to recognize this for what it is—a different interpretation based on differing presuppositions (i.e., starting beliefs).

Debate Terms

Often people who don’t believe the Bible will say that they aren’t interested in hearing about the Bible. They want real proof that there’s a God who created. They’ll listen to our claims about Christianity, but they want proof without mentioning the Bible.

If one agrees to a discussion without using the Bible as these people insist, then we have allowed them to set the terms of the debate. In essence these terms are

1. “Facts” are neutral. However, there are no such things as “brute facts”; all facts are interpreted. Once the Bible is eliminated from the argument, the Christians’ presuppositions are gone, leaving them unable to effectively give an alternate interpretation of the facts. Their opponents then have the upper hand as they still have their presuppositions.

2. Truth can/should be determined independently of God. However, the Bible states: “The fear of the Lord is the beginning of wisdom” (Psalm 111:10); “The fear of the Lord is the beginning of knowledge” (Proverbs 1:7); “But the natural man does not receive the things of the Spirit of God, for they are foolishness to him; neither can he know them, because they are spiritually discerned” (1 Corinthians 2:14).
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A Christian cannot divorce the spiritual nature of the battle from the battle itself. A non-Christian is not neutral. The Bible makes this very clear: “The one who is not with Me is against Me, and the one who does not gather with Me scatters” (Matthew 12:30); “And this is the condemnation, that the Light has come into the world, and men loved darkness rather than the Light, because their deeds were evil” (John 3:19).

Agreeing to such terms of debate also implicitly accepts the proposition that the Bible’s account of the universe’s history is irrelevant to understanding that history!

Ultimately, God’s Word Convicts

First Peter 3:15 and other passages make it clear we are to use every argument we can to convince people of the truth, and 2 Corinthians 10:4–5 says we are to refute error (as Paul did in his ministry to the Gentiles). Nonetheless, we must never forget Hebrews 4:12: “For the word of God is living and powerful and sharper than any two-edged sword, piercing even to the dividing apart of soul and spirit, and of the joints and marrow, and is a discerner of the thoughts and intents of the heart.”
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Also, Isaiah 55:11 says, “So shall My word be, which goes out of My mouth; it shall not return to Me void, but it shall accomplish what I please, and it shall certainly do what I sent it to do.”

Even though our human arguments may be powerful, ultimately it is God’s Word that convicts and opens people to the truth. In all of our arguments, we must not divorce what we are saying from the Word that convicts.

Practical Application

When someone says he wants “proof” or “evidence,” not the Bible, one might respond as follows:

You might not believe the Bible, but I do. And I believe it gives me the right basis to understand this universe and correctly interpret the facts around me. I’m going to give you some examples of how building my thinking on the Bible explains the world and is not contradicted by science.

One can, of course, do this with numerous scientific examples, showing, for example, how the issue of sin and judgment is relevant to geology and fossil evidence; how the fall of man, with the subsequent curse on creation, makes sense of the evidence of harmful mutations, violence, and death; or how the original “kinds” of animals gave rise to the wide variety of animals we see today.

Choose a topic and develop it:

For instance, the Bible states that God made distinct kinds of animals and plants. Let me show you what happens when I build my thinking on this presupposition. I will illustrate how processes such as natural selection, genetic drift, etc., can be explained and interpreted. You will see how the science of genetics makes sense based upon the Bible. Evolutionists believe in natural selection—that is real science, as you observe it happening. Well, creationists also believe in natural selection. Evolutionists accept the science of genetics—well, so do creationists.

However, here is the difference: evolutionists believe that, over millions of years, one kind of animal has changed into a totally different kind. However, creationists, based on the Bible’s account of origins, believe that God created separate kinds of animals and plants to reproduce their own kind; therefore, one kind will not turn into a totally different kind.

Now this can be tested in the present. The scientific observations support the creationist interpretation that the changes we see are not creating new information. The changes are all within the originally created pool of information of that kind—sorting, shuffling, or degrading it. The creationist account of history, based on the Bible, provides the correct basis to interpret the facts of the present; and real science confirms the interpretation.

After this detailed explanation, continue like this:

Now let me ask you to defend your position concerning these matters. Please show me how your way of thinking, based on your beliefs, makes sense of the same evidence. And I want you to point out where my science and logic are wrong.

In arguing this way, a Christian is

1. using biblical presuppositions to build a way of thinking to interpret the evidence;

2. showing that the Bible and science go hand in hand;

3. challenging the presuppositions of the other person (many are unaware they have these);

4. forcing the debater to logically defend his position consistent with science and his own presuppositions (many will find that they cannot do this), and help this person realize they do have presuppositions that can be challenged;

5. honoring the Word of God that convicts the soul.

If Christians really understood that all facts are actually interpreted on the basis of certain presuppositions, we wouldn’t be in the least bit intimidated by the evolutionists’ supposed “evidence.” We should instead be looking at the evolutionists’ (or old-earthers’2) interpretation of the evidence, and how the same evidence could be interpreted within a biblical framework and confirmed by testable and repeatable science. If more creationists did this, they would be less likely to jump at flaky evidence that seems startling but in reality has been interpreted incorrectly in their rush to find the knockdown, drag-out convincing “evidence” against evolution that they think they desperately need.

The various age-dating methods are also subject to interpretation. All dating methods suffer, in principle, from the same limitations—whether they are used to support a young world or an old world. For instance, the public reads almost daily in newspapers and magazines that scientists have dated a particular rock at billions of years old. Most just accept this. However, creation scientists have learned to ask questions as to how this date was obtained—what method was used and what assumptions were accepted to develop this method? These scientists then question those assumptions (questions) to see whether they are valid and to determine whether the rock’s age could be interpreted differently. Then the results are published to help people understand that scientists have not proven that the rock is billions of years old and that the facts can be interpreted in a different way to support a young age.

Consider the research from the creationist group Radioisotopes and the Age of The Earth (RATE) concerning the age of zircon crystals in granite.3 Using one set of assumptions, these crystals could be interpreted to be around 1.5 billion years old, based on the amount of lead produced from the decay of uranium (which also produces helium). However, if one questions these assumptions, one is motivated to test them. Measurements of the rate at which helium is able to “leak out” of these crystals indicate that if they were much older than about 6,000 years, they would have nowhere near the amount of helium still left in them. Hence, the originally applied assumption of a constant decay rate is flawed; one must assume, instead, that there has been acceleration of the decay rate in the past. Using this revised assumption, the same uranium-lead data can now be interpreted to also give an age of fewer than 6,000 years.

Another example involves red blood cells and traces of hemoglobin that have been found in T. rex bones, although these should have long decomposed if they were millions of years old. Yet the reaction of the researchers was a perfect illustration of how evolutionary bias can result in trying to explain away hard facts to fit the preconceived framework of millions of years:

It was exactly like looking at a slice of modern bone. But, of course, I couldn’t believe it. I said to the lab technician: “The bones, after all, are 65 million years old. How could blood cells survive that long?”4
Whenever you hear a news report that scientists have found another “missing link” or discovered a fossil “millions of years old,” try to think about the right questions that need to be asked to challenge the questions these scientists asked to get their interpretations!

All of this should be a lesson for us to take note of the situation when we read the newspaper—we are reading someone’s interpretation of the facts of world history—there very well could be a different way of looking at the same “facts.” One can see this in practice on television when comparing a news network that’s currently considered fairly liberal (CNN) with one that is more conservative (FOX)—one can often see the same “facts” interpreted differently!

The reason so many Christian professors (and Christian leaders in general) have rejected the literal creation position is that they have blindly accepted the interpretation of facts from the secular world, based on man’s fallible presuppositions about history. And they have then tried to reinterpret the Bible accordingly. If only they would start with the presupposition that God’s Word is true, they would find that they could then correctly interpret the facts of the present and show overwhelmingly that observational science repeatedly confirms such interpretations.

Don’t forget, as Christians we need to always build our thinking on the Word of the One who has the answers to all of the questions that could ever be asked—the infinite Creator God. He has revealed the true history of the universe in His Word to enable us to develop the right way of thinking about the present and thus determine the correct interpretations of the evidence of the present. We should follow Proverbs 1:7 and 9:10, which teach that fear of the Lord is the beginning of true wisdom and knowledge.

The Bottom Line

The bottom line is that it’s not a matter of who has the better (or the most) “facts on their side.” We need to understand that there are no such things as brute facts—all facts are interpreted. The next time evolutionists use what seem to be convincing facts for evolution, try to determine the presuppositions they have used to interpret these facts. Then, beginning with the big picture of history from the Bible, look at the same facts through these biblical glasses and interpret them differently. Next, using the real science of the present that an evolutionist also uses, see if that science, when properly understood, confirms (by being consistent with) the interpretation based on the Bible. You will find over and over again that the Bible is confirmed by real science.

[image: image8.jpg]



But remember that, like Job, we need to understand that compared to God we know next to nothing (Job 42:2–6). We won’t have all the answers. However, so many answers have come to light now that a Christian can give a credible defense of the Book of Genesis and show it is the correct foundation for thinking about, and interpreting, every aspect of reality.

Therefore, let’s not jump in a blind-faith way at the startling facts we think we need to “prove” creation—trying to counter “their facts” with “our facts.” (Jesus himself rose from the dead in the most startling possible demonstration of the truth of God’s Word. But many still wouldn’t believe—see Luke 16:27–31.) Instead, let’s not let apparent facts for evolution intimidate us, but let’s understand the right way to think about facts. We can then deal with the same facts the evolutionists use, to show they have the wrong framework of interpretation—and that the facts of the real world really do conform to, and confirm, the Bible. In this way we can do battle for a biblical worldview.

Remember, it’s no good convincing people to believe in creation, without also leading them to believe and trust in the Creator and Redeemer, Jesus Christ. God honors those who honor His Word. We need to use God-honoring ways of reaching people with the truth of what life is all about.

Footnotes

1. See chapter 12 on “What Is a Biblical Worldview?” for further development of this idea. 
2. Those who accept millions of years of history. 
3. R. Humphreys et al., “Helium Diffusion Rates Support Accelerated Nuclear Decay,” www.icr.org/pdf/research/Helium_ICC_7-22-03.pdf. 
4. Science 261 (July 9, 1994): 160; see also, “Scientists Recover T. rex Soft Tissue: 70-millionyear- old Fossil Yields Preserved Blood Vessels,” www.msnbc.msn.com/id/7285683/, March 24, 2005. 
(下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。)
什么是创造“最佳的证明“？
由Ken火腿
2010年3月18日
门外汉
在创造和进化之间正在进行的战争，基督徒一直在寻找创作的最有力的证据。他们正在寻找的“灵丹妙药”，这将证明其进化论的朋友，创造是真实的，进化是假的。这种对证据的渴求导致了一些被吸引到我们可以称之为“片状的证据。”在过去几年的基督徒，创造一些所谓的证据已被证明不可靠。其中有些是
应该在得克萨斯州的Paluxy河发现的人类和恐龙脚印;
由阿波罗宇航员发现月球尘埃的小积累;
一个样结构诺亚方舟的证据的亚拉腊地区的船;
一个假想的人类手印的“恐龙时代的岩石”;
新西兰附近陷入死“​​蛇颈龙”。
 
大多数善意的，明智的神创论，原则上同意，这是没有仔细记录和研究的事情不应该使用。但在实践中，有很多是非常迅速地接受这里提到的种种事实，不问太多问题。然而，他们比他们否则可能不够谨慎，因为他们是如此热衷于“我们的”事实/证据对付“他们。”他们实在不明白，这不是一个问题“的事实”对战 “所有的事实”。我们，实际上是解释，和所有的科学家实际上具有相同的意见相同的数据提供给他们。

证据
 
神创论者和进化论者，基督徒和非基督徒，都有着相同的事实。想想看：我们都有同一个地球，同样的化石层，同样的动物和植物，相同的明星的事实，都是一样的。
不同的是在大家都解释的事实。我们为什么要不同解释的事实？因为我们开始与不同的前提;，这些都是被假定为没有能够证明他们的真实的事情。这些则成为其他结论的基础。所有的推理是基于前提（也叫公理）。这与过去的事件处理时，就显得尤其是有关。
过去和现在
我们在目前都存在，在目前所有的事实存在。当一个人试图了解如何证据，关于动物来自化石层怎么形成的？等等，我们实际上是在试图做的是连接过去到现在。然而，如果我们没有在过去的事件，有，怎么能我们知道发生了什么，使我们可以解释目前的？有一台时间机器，这样我们就可以知道对过去的事件肯定，这将是巨大的。
基督徒，当然，声称他们确实有，在某种意义上说，一个时间机器。他们有一本书叫“圣经”，其中声称自己是神的话语，一直有透露给我们的过去，这是我们需要知道的重要活动。在这些事件（创造，秋季，洪水，巴贝尔等）的基础上，我们有一个设置的前提，以建立一种思维方式，这使我们能够解释目前。1事实
进化论者过去/现在他们先决条件（例如，没有神，或者至少没有人表现特别创作的行为），所以他们建立一个不同的思维来解释目前的事实方式有一定的信念。
 
因此，当基督徒和非基督徒的事实认为，在现实中，他们在争论其前提为基础的解释。
这就是为什么往往变成类似的说法：
“你能不能看到我在谈论什么？”
“不，我不能。你不看看你是怎么啦？“
“不，我没有错。很明显，我的权利。“
“不，这不是很明显。”
依此类推。
这两个人的争论相同的事实，但他们在通过不同的眼镜事实。
这不是两个人，直到承认的前提，他们不得不开始，他们将开始处理与各自不同的信仰的基础原因的说法是真的。一个人不会以不同的方式解释的事实，直到他或她将在不同的集眼镜的手段来改变一个人的前提。
基督徒理解这些东西实际上可以把进化论的眼镜（不接受为真实的前提），并了解他或她如何在事实的。然而，有许多原因，包括精神的，一个非基督教通常不能把基督教的眼镜，除非他或她承认前虚拟的性质的战斗，并因此开始怀疑他或她自己的前提。
这是，当然，有时可能只需出示“证据”可以说服一个人，创造一个特定的科学论证就意义上的“事实”。但通常情况下，如果那人听到同一事实的不同解释似乎比第一更好，那人将离第一个参数摆动，以为他或她找到了“更强的事实。”
但是，如果那人已有助于理解这个问题的前提，那么他或她已经能够更好地认识到这一点，它是什么，基于不同的前提（即开始信仰）一个不同的解释。
辩论条款
往往谁也不相​​信“圣经”的人会说，他们是在听到有关“圣经”不感兴趣。他们希望，有一个上帝是谁创造的实际证明。他们会听取我们的要求对基督教的，但他们希望不提“圣经”的证明。
如果一个人同意不使用圣经的讨论，因为这些人坚持，那么我们就不允许他们辩论的条款。这些条款在本质上是
1。 “事实”是中性的。不过，也有作为“野蛮事实”没有这样的事情，所有的事实解释。一旦圣经是淘汰的说法，基督徒“的前提是走了，留下他们无法有效地交替传译的事实。他们的对手，然后占据上风，因为他们仍然有自己的前提。
2。真相可以/应该确定独立的神。然而，“圣经”指出：“敬畏耶和华是智慧的开端”（诗篇111:10）;“敬畏耶和华是知识的开端”（箴1:7）;“，但自然的人不接受神的灵的事，因为他们是他的愚昧，不能知道，因为他们是精神上的端倪“（哥林多前书2:14）。
 
一个基督徒不能脱离战斗本身的战斗精神本质。一个非基督教是不是中立的。圣经这是很清楚的：“是对我一个人是不是与我，谁不收集与我撒”（马太福音12:30）;“这是谴责，光有生效世界，男人爱黑暗，而不是光，因为他们的事迹被邪恶的“（约翰福音3:19）。
同意这些条款的辩论，也含蓄地接受圣经对宇宙历史的帐户是了解那段历史无关的命题！
最终，神的话语裁定
首先3:15彼得和其他段落清楚，我们要使用的每个参数，我们可以说服人的真理，哥林多前书10:4-5说，我们要反驳的错误（如保罗在他的部外邦人）。然而，我们决不能忘记希伯来书4:12：“上帝的话是生活和强大和更清晰的比任何双刃剑，甚至穿孔分割的灵魂和精神外，骨节与骨髓，并辨明的思想和意图的心脏。“
 
此外，以赛亚书55:11说，“所以，我的字，这超出我的嘴，不得返回我无效，但应当完成我应当做什么，我把它做。 “
尽管我们人类的论点可能是强大的的，它最终是神的话语，罪犯和打开人的真理。在所有我们的论点，我们绝不能离婚，我们从神的话语，罪犯说。
实际应用中
当有人说他想“证明”或“证据”，不是“圣经”，人们可能会答复如下：
你可能不相信圣经，但我做。我相信它给我的权利的基础上，要了解这个宇宙和正确地解释我身边的事实。我要去给你了建设上的“圣经”我的思想如何一些例子，解释世界，而不是由科学矛盾。
，当然，我们可以做许多科学的例子，显示，例如，如何罪和判断的问题是有关地​​质和化石证据;人秋天如何，随后上创造的诅咒，使之感有害的突变，暴力和死亡;或原来的“种”动物给人们带来的动物种类繁多，我们今天所看到的证据。
选择一个主题和发展：
例如，圣经说，上帝造各种不同的动物和植物。让我告诉你，我的思想建立在这个前提时会发生什么。我将举例说明如何，如自然选择，遗传漂变等过程，可以解释和解释。您将看到如何遗传科学，使以“圣经”为基础的意识。进化论者认为，自然选择，这是真正的科学，你观察它的发生。好了，神创论者还认为在自然选择。进化论者接受的基因，以及科学的，所以神创论。
然而，这里的区别是：进化论者认为，经过数百万年，一种动物已进入一个完全不同的的一种改变。然而，神创论，根据圣经的起源帐户，相信上帝创造了单独种类的动物和植物，重现自己的同类，因此，一种不会变成一种完全不同的。
现在，这可以在目前的测试。科学观测支持创造论的解释，我们看到的变化没有创造新的信息。的变化都在最初创建时的那种排序，洗牌，或有辱人格的信息池。基于圣经，神创论的历史帐户，提供正确的依据，以本解释的事实;和真正的科学证实的解释。
这方面的详细解释后，继续是这样的：
现在让我问你，捍卫你的立场，这些事项。请告诉我你的思维方式，根据自己的信念，如何使同样的证据意识。我想你指出我的科学和逻辑是错误的。
在争论这样，一个基督徒
1。使用圣经的前提，以建立一个思维的方式来解释的证据;
2。可见，“圣经”和科学齐头并进;
3。挑战其他人的前提（许多人不知道他们有这些）;
4。强迫的辩手在逻辑上捍卫自己的立场一致，科学和他自己的前提（很多人会发现，他们无法做到这一点），并帮助这个人认识到，他们确实有可质疑的前提;
5。履行神的话语，罪犯的灵魂。
如果基督徒真的了解所有事实实际上是在一定的前提的基础上解释，我们不会在进化论者恐吓之毫厘“所谓的”证据“，相反，我们应该在进化论​​者”（或旧地球人 “）的解释的证据，以及如何在相同的证据可以解释圣经的框架内，可测试性和可重复的科学证实。如果有更多的神创论者这样做，他们就不太可能跳似乎令人吃惊，但在现实中已被错误地解释他们急于找到击倒，带出令人信服的“证据”反对进化论，他们认为他们迫切需要的证据表明，在片状。
不同年龄段的测年方法也解释。所有受苦的测年方法，原则上，从相同的限制，无论是用于支持一个年轻的世界或一个旧世界。举例来说，市民读取几乎每天在报纸和杂志，科学家们岁的十亿美元给一个特定的岩石。大多数只接受这一点。然而，创造的科学家们已经认识问这个日期是如何的问题得到使用什么方法，什么假设被接受，以发展这种方法吗？然后，这些科学家质疑这些假设（问题），看他们是否是有效的，并确定岩石的年龄是否可以有不同的解释。然后将结果公布，以帮助人们了解，科学家们还没有证明，岩石十亿岁的事实可以解释，以不同的方式来支持年纪。
考虑从创世集团放射性同位素的研究和关于使用一套假设在花岗岩。3锆石晶体的年龄地球的年龄（率），这些晶体可以解释为约1.5亿年的历史基础上的金额，从铀衰变产生的铅（其中也产生氦）。然而，如果一个问题，这些假设，是出于对其进行测试。氦的速度是能够“泄漏”这些晶体的测量表明，如果他们比约6000年的旧，他们将附近的氦气量仍然在他们离开无处。因此，最初应用的不断衰减率假设是有缺陷的的，而是必须承担的，有在过去的衰变率加速。使用此修订假设，现在可以解释相同的铀 - 铅的数据，也少于6000年的时代。
另一个例子涉及红细胞和血红蛋白的霸王龙骨骼中已发现的痕迹，虽然这些早就应该分解，如果他们几百万年的历史。然而，研究人员的反应是如何进化的偏差可能会导致试图解释了铁一般的事实，以适应亿万年的先入为主的框架的完美体现：
正是喜欢看现代骨片。但是，当然，我不能相信它。我实验室技术员说：“骨头，毕竟是6500万岁。血细胞如何能够生存长吗？“
每当你听到一则新闻报道，科学家已经发现了另一个“缺失的环节”，或发现了一个化石“数百万年老”，尝试思考的挑战问题，这些科学家们要求得到他们的解释，需要问正确的问题！
所有这一切都应该是一个教训，我们来考虑的情况注意，当我们阅读的报纸，我们是读别人的世界历史，有很好的可能是一个在同不同的方式“的事实。”事实的解释一个在实践中在电视上可以看到这种比较时较为保守（FOX），经常可以看到不同的解释相同的“事实”！这是目前被认为比较自由新闻网（CNN）
这么多基督教的教授（基督教领袖和一般）有拒绝的文字创作立场的原因是，他们盲目地接受，基于对历史的人犯错误的前提，从世俗世界的事实，的解释。然后，他们试图重新诠释圣经。如果只启动的前提条件，他们将与神的话语是真实的，他们会发现，他们就可以正确地解释目前的事实，并显示绝大多数观测科学一再证实了这样的解释。
不要忘记，作为基督徒，我们要始终建立在一个谁也可能被要求无限的造物主上帝的所有问题的答案的话，我们的思想。他透露，在他的话语宇宙真实的历史，使我们对目前的思维发展的正确途径，从而确定正确的解释目前的证据。我们应遵循箴言1:7和9:10，教导敬畏耶和华，是真正的智慧和知识的开始。
底线
底线是，它不是一个谁拥有更好的（或大多数）的问题“就在自己身边的事实。”我们需要明白，有解释残忍的事实，所有的事实都没有这样的事情。进化论者使用什么似乎说服力的事实演变，下一次尝试，以确定他们用来解释这些事实的前提。然后，开始从“圣经”的历史大图片，看看通过这些圣经的眼镜以相同的事实和解释他们的不同。下，目前，还使用了一个进化论者使用真正的科学，科学，正确理解，确认（符合）基于“圣经”的解释。你会发现一遍又一遍，“圣经”是真正的科学证实。
 
但要记住，喜欢的工作，我们需要了解相比，神，我们知道什么（约伯记42:2-6）旁边。我们不会有所有的答案。然而，这么多的答案水落石出现在，基督徒可以给一个可靠的国防和创世记表明它是正确的思考的基础，并解释，现实的各个方面。
因此，让我们在一个盲目的信仰方式跳的我认为我们需要以“证明”创作，试图对付“自己的事实”与惊人的事实“我们的事实。”（耶稣自己从死上涨的最令人吃惊的可能示范神的话语的真理，但许多人仍然不会相信，见路加福音16:27-31）。相反，我们不应该让进化的恐吓我们明显的事实，但让我们了解正确的方法来思考事实。然后我们就可以处理的进化论者所使用的相同的事实，以证明他们的错误解释和现实世界中的事实确实符合框架，并确认，“圣经”。这样，我们可以做的战斗圣经的世界观。
请记住，没有好的说服人们相信，在创作中，也导致他们相信和信任的创造者和救世主，耶稣基督。神荣誉那些纪念他的话语。我们需要使用神兑现达到人们的生活是什么所有关于真理的方式。
脚注
1。参见第12章“圣经的世界观是什么呢？”这一思想的进一步发展。
2。那些接受百万年的历史。
3。 R.堪等。“氦气扩散速率支持加速核衰变，”www.icr.org/pdf/research/Helium_ICC_7-22-03.pdf。
4。科学261（1994年7月9日）：160;也看到，“科学家恢复霸王龙软组织：70万年历史的化石得到保留血管，”www.msnbc.msn.com/id/7285683/，3月24日，2005。
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Layman
The history as recorded in the Bible has been attacked by our increasingly secular culture. As a result, recent generations have been brought up to see the Bible as a book that contains many interesting stories and religious teaching, but has no connection to reality.

This limited viewpoint helps explain why there are so many questions about how the Bible can explain dinosaurs, fossils, death, suffering, and many other topics that relate to our real world.

This chapter will outline the major events of the past (and even the future)—the “7 Cs of History”—that are foundational to the Bible’s important message and demonstrate how the Bible connects to the real world.

Creation

God created the heavens, the earth, and all that is in them in six normal-length days around 6,000 years ago. His completed creation was “very good” (Genesis 1:31), and all the original animals (including dinosaurs) and the first two humans (Adam and Eve) ate only plants (Genesis 1:29–30). Life was perfect and not yet affected by the Curse—death, violence, disease, sickness, thorns, and fear had no part in the original creation.

After He was finished creating, God “rested” (or stopped) from His work, although He continues to uphold the creation (Colossians 1:17). His creation of all things in six days and resting on the seventh set a pattern for our week, which He designed for us to follow.

The science of “information theory” confirms that first statement of the Bible, “In the beginning God created. . . .” DNA is the molecule of heredity, part of a staggeringly complex system, more information dense than that in the most efficient supercomputer. Since the information in our DNA can only come from a source of greater information (or intelligence), there must have been something other than matter in the beginning. This other source must have no limit to its intelligence; in fact, it must be an ultimate source of intelligence from which all things have come. The Bible tells us there is such a source—God. Since God has no beginning and no end and knows all (Psalm 147:5), it makes sense that God is the source of the information we see all around us! This fits with real science, just as we would expect.1
In Genesis, God created things “after their kinds.” And this is what we observe today: great variation within different “kinds” (e.g., dogs, cats, elephants, etc.), but not one kind changing into another, as molecules-to-man evolution requires.2
Corruption

After God completed His perfect creation, He told Adam that he could eat from any tree in the Garden of Eden (Genesis 2:8) except one—the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil. He warned Adam that death would be the punishment for disobedience (Genesis 2:17). Instead of listening to the command of his Creator, Adam chose to rebel, eating the fruit from the tree (Genesis 3:6). Because our Holy God must punish sin, He sacrificed animals to make coverings for Adam and Eve, and He sent the first couple from the garden, mercifully denying them access to the Tree of Life so that they would not live forever in their sinful state.

Adam’s sin ushered death, sickness, and sorrow into the once-perfect creation (Genesis 3:19; Romans 5:12). God also pronounced a curse on the world (Genesis 3; Romans 8:20–22). As a result, the world that we now live in is a decaying remnant—a corruption—of the beautiful, righteous world that Adam and Eve originally called home. We see the results of this corruption all around us in the form of carnivorous animals, mutations, sickness, disease, and death.3 The good news is that, rather than leave His precious handiwork without hope, God graciously promised to one day send a Redeemer who would buy back His people from the curse of sin (Genesis 3:15).

Catastrophe

As the descendants of Adam and Eve married and filled the earth with offspring, their wickedness was great (Genesis 6:5). God judged their sin by sending a global Flood to destroy all men, animals, creatures that moved along the ground, and birds of the air (Genesis 6:7). Those God chose to enter the Ark—Noah, his family, and land-dwelling representatives of the animal kingdom (including dinosaurs)—were saved from the watery catastrophe.

There was plenty of room in the huge vessel for tens of thousands of animals—even dinosaurs (the average dinosaur was only the size of a sheep, and Noah didn’t have to take fully grown adults of the large dinosaurs). Noah actually needed only about 16,000 animals on the Ark to represent all the distinct kinds of land-dwelling animals.4
This earth-covering event has left its mark even today. From the thousands of feet of sedimentary rock found around the world to the billions of dead things buried in rock layers (fossils), the Flood reminds us even today that our righteous God cannot—and will not—tolerate sin, while the ark reminds us that He provides a way of salvation from sin’s punishment. The rainbows we experience today remind us of God’s promise never again to destroy the earth with water (Genesis 9:13–15). Incidentally, if the Flood were a local event (rather than global in extent), as some claim, then God has repeatedly broken His promise since we continue to experience local flooding even today.5
Confusion

After the Flood, God commanded Noah and his family—the only humans left in the world—and the animals to fill the earth (Genesis 8:17). However, the human race once again disobeyed God’s command and built a tower, which they hoped would keep them together (Genesis 11:3–4). So, around 100 years after the Flood waters had retreated, God brought a confusion (a multiplicity) of languages in place of the common language the people shared, causing them to spread out over the earth. The several different languages created suddenly at Babel (Genesis 10–11) could each subsequently give rise to many more. Languages gradually change; so when a group of people breaks up into several groups that no longer interact, after a few centuries they may each speak a different (but related) language. Today, we have thousands of languages but fewer than 20 language “families.”6
All the tribes and nations in the world today have descended from these various groups. Despite what you may have been led to believe about our seeming superficial differences, we really are all “one blood” (Acts 17:26)—descendants of Adam and Eve through Noah and his family—and all, therefore, are in need of salvation from sin.

God had created Adam and Eve with the ability to produce children with a variety of different characteristics. This ability was passed on through Noah and his family. As the people scattered, they took with them different amounts of genetic information for certain characteristics—e.g., height, the amount of pigment for hair and skin color (by the way, we all have the same pigment, just more or less of it), and so on.

In fact, the recent Human Genome Project supports this biblical teaching that there is only one biological race of humans. As one report says, “It is clear that what is called ‘race’ . . . reflects just a few continuous traits determined by a tiny fraction of our genes.”7 The basic principles of genetics explain various shades of one skin color (not different colors) and how the distinct people groups (e.g., American Indians, Australian Aborigines) came about because of the event at the Tower of Babel. The creation and Flood legends of these peoples, from all around the world, also confirm the Bible’s anthropology to be true.

Christ

God’s perfect creation was corrupted by Adam when he disobeyed God, ushering sin and death into the world. Because of Adam’s disobedience and because we have all sinned personally, we are all deserving of the death penalty and need a Savior (Romans 5:12).

As mentioned before, God did not leave His precious—but corrupted—creation without hope. He promised to one day send Someone who would take away the penalty for sin, which is death (Genesis 3:15; Ezekiel 18:4; Romans 6:23).

God killed at least one animal in the Garden of Eden because of the sin of Adam; subsequently, Adam’s descendants sacrificed animals. Such sacrifices could only cover sin—they pointed toward the time when the One whom God would send (Hebrews 9) would make the ultimate sacrifice.

When God gave Moses the Law, people began to see that they could never measure up to God’s standard of perfection (Romans 3:20)—if they broke any part of the Law, the result was the same as breaking all of it (James 2:10). They needed Someone to take away their imperfection and present them faultless before God’s throne (Romans 5:9; 1 Peter 3:18).

In line with God’s purpose and plan for everything, He sent His promised Savior at just the right time (Galatians 4:4). There was a problem, however. All humans are descended from Adam and therefore, all humans are born with sin. God’s chosen One had to be perfect, as well as infinite, to take away the infinite penalty for sin.

God solved this “problem” by sending His Son, Jesus Christ—completely human and completely God. Think of it: the Creator of the universe (John 1:1–3, 14) became part of His creation so that He might save His people from their sins!

Jesus fulfilled more than 50 prophecies made about Him centuries before, showing He was the One promised over 4,000 years before by His Father (Genesis 3:15). While He spent over 30 years on earth, He never once sinned—He did nothing wrong. He healed many people, fed huge crowds, and taught thousands of listeners about their Creator God and how to be reconciled to Him. He even confirmed the truth of Genesis by explaining that marriage is between one man and one woman (Matthew 19:3–6, quoting Genesis 1:27 and 2:24).

Cross

Jesus is called the “Last Adam” in 1 Corinthians 15:45. While Adam disobeyed God’s command not to eat the forbidden fruit, Jesus fulfilled the Creator’s purpose that He die for the sin of the world.

The first Adam brought death into the world through his disobedience; the Last Adam brought eternal life with God through His obedience (1 Corinthians 15:21–22).

Because God is perfectly holy, He must punish sin—either the sinner himself or a substitute to bear His wrath. Jesus bore God’s wrath for our sin by dying in our place on the Cross (Isaiah 53:6). The Lamb of God (John 1:29; Revelation 5:12) was sacrificed once for all (Hebrews 7:27), so that all those who believe in Him will be saved from the ultimate penalty for sin (eternal separation from God) and will live with Him forever.

Jesus Christ, the Creator of all things (John 1:1–3; Colossians 1:15–16), was not defeated by death. He rose three days after He was crucified, showing that He has power over all things, including death, the “last enemy” (1 Corinthians 15:26). As Paul wrote, “O death, where is your sting? O grave, where is your victory? . . . But thanks be to God who gives us the victory through our Lord Jesus Christ” (1 Corinthians 15:55–57).

When we believe in Christ and understand what He has done for us, we are passed from death into life (John 5:24). The names of those who receive Him are written in the Lamb’s Book of Life (Revelation 13:8; 17:8)—when they die, they will go to be with Him forever (John 3:16).

Just as “science” cannot prove that Jesus rose from the dead, it also cannot prove that God created everything in six days. In fact, “science” can’t prove any event from history because it is limited in dealings about the past. Historical events are known to be true because of reliable eyewitness accounts. In fact, there are reliable eyewitness accounts that Jesus’ tomb was empty after three days and that He later appeared to as many as 500 people at once (1 Corinthians 15:6). Of course, we know that both the Resurrection and creation in six days are true because God, who cannot lie, states in His Word that these things happened.

While the secular history of millions of years isn’t true, and evolutionary geology, biology, anthropology, astronomy, etc., do not stand the test of observational science, the Bible’s history, from Genesis 1 onward, is true; the Bible’s geology, biology, anthropology, astronomy, etc., are confirmed by observational science. Therefore, the fact that the Bible’s history is true should challenge people to seriously consider the Bible’s message of salvation that is based in this history.

Consummation

Death has been around almost as long as humans have. Romans 8 tells us that the whole of creation is suffering because of Adam’s sin. As terrible as things are, however, they are not a permanent part of creation.

God, in His great mercy, has promised not to leave His creation in its sinful state. He has promised to do away with the corruption that Adam brought into the world. He has promised to remove, in the future, the curse He placed on His creation (Revelation 22:3) and to make a new heaven and a new earth (2 Peter 3:13). In this new place there will be no death, crying, or pain (Revelation 21:4).

Those who have repented and believed in what Jesus did for them on the Cross can look forward to the consummation of God’s kingdom—this new heaven and earth—knowing they will enjoy God forever in a wonderful place. In the future, God will take away the corruption that was introduced in the Garden of Eden, giving us once again a perfect place to live!

A worldview based on a proper understanding of the history of the world, as revealed in the Bible, is what every Christian needs to combat our society’s evolutionary propaganda.

Footnotes

1. For a more in-depth analysis of the complexity of DNA and information theory, seewww.AnswersInGenesis.org/go/information_theory. 
2. For more information, see www.AnswersInGenesis.org/go/kinds. 
3. For more information, see www.AnswersInGenesis.org/go/curse. 
4. See Noah’s Ark: A Feasibility Study by John Woodmorappe (Santee, CA: Institute for Creation Research, 1996) for a detailed analysis of the capacity of this huge ship to hold all the residents of the ark. 
5. For more information, see www.AnswersInGenesis.org/go/flood. 
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什么是圣经的世界观？
Stacia McKeever 肯火腿
2010年3月11日
门外汉
圣经记载的历史已经被攻击我们的文化越来越世俗。因此，已经提出了近几代看到“圣经”一书中指出，包含许多有趣的故事和宗教教职，但没有实际的连接。
这有限的观点有助于解释为什么“圣经”如何可以解释恐龙化石，死亡，痛苦，和许多其他议题，涉及到我们的现实世界有这么多问题。
本章将概括过去的重大事件（甚至未来）“历史的 7 Cs”，“圣经”的重要的信息基础和证明“圣经”如何连接到现实世界。
创造
上帝创造的天空，大地，即在6个正常的长天，他们大约在6000年前。他完成的创作“非常好”（创世记1:31），和所有的原始动物（包括恐龙）和前两个人（亚当和夏娃）只吃植物（创世记1:29-30）。生活是完美的，尚未通过的诅咒，死亡，暴力，疾病，疾病，荆棘，和恐惧的影响，没有独创的一部分。
神后，他完成了创建，“休息”（或停止）从他的工作，虽然他仍然坚持创作（歌罗西书1:17）。他的创作在6天的所有的东西和第七套我们每周休息一个模式，这是他为我们设计遵循。
“信息理论”的科学证实，“圣经”的第一条语句，上帝创造的开始，“。 。 。“DNA是遗传的分子，一个令人吃惊的复杂系统的一部分，更多的信息比在最高效的超级计算机密集。因为在我们的DNA中的信息只能来自一个更大的信息（或情报）的来源，必须有已开始比物质的东西。这必须有其他来源的情报并没有限制，事实上，它必须是一个最终的情报来源，从所有的东西来。圣经告诉我们有这​​样一个源神。因为上帝没有开始也没有结束，知道这一切（诗篇147:5），它是有道理的，神是我们看到我们周围的信息源！这符合真正的科学，正如我们将期望。1
在创世记，上帝创造的东西“后，各从其类。”这就是我们今天看到很大的变化：在“种”不同（例如，狗，猫，大象等），但不改变成另一种分子，到人的进化要求。2
腐败
神完成了他的的完美的创造后，他告诉亚当在伊甸园（创世纪2:8）中所有树上的果子吃，除非他可以从一个善恶树。他警告说，亚当死亡将是对不服从处罚（创世记2:17）。而不是听他的创造者的命令，亚当选择了造反，吃树上的果子（创3:6）。因为我们神圣的上帝要惩罚罪恶，他牺牲动物到亚当和夏娃的覆盖物，他派出的第一对夫妇从花园，大发慈悲否认他们获得生命之树，使他们不会永远住在他们罪恶的状态。
亚当的罪迎来了一次完美的创造（创世记3:19;罗马书5:12）的死亡，疾病，和悲伤。神也宣告对世界的诅咒（创3;罗马书8:20-22）。因此，我们现在生活在世界上是一个腐朽的残贪污美丽，正义的世界，亚当和夏娃最初叫回家。我们看到这一切在我们周围的食肉类动物，基因突变，疾病，疾病，和
死亡。3好消息的形式腐败的结果，而不是没有希望留下他珍贵的手工，上帝慷慨地答应有一天发送救赎者将回购他的人从罪恶的咒诅（创世记3:15）。
灾难
作为亚当和夏娃的后代结婚的后代充斥着地球，他们的邪恶是伟大的（创6:5）。通过发送一个全球性的洪水摧毁所有的人，动物，生物，沿地面移动，和空中的飞鸟（创世记6:7），神判断他们的罪恶。这些神选择进入诺亚方舟，他的家人和陆生动物王国的代表（包括恐龙）保存从水汪汪的大灾难。
数万数以千计的动物，甚至恐龙（平均恐龙只有一只羊的大小，诺亚没有采取充分的大型恐龙大人）有足够的空间是巨大的船只。诺亚方舟实际需要只有约16000名代表所有的土地，住宅动物。4不同种的动物
这个地球上覆盖事件留下了痕迹，即使到了今天。成千上万来自世界各地的沉积岩发现死的东西埋在岩石层（化石）的数十亿英尺的洪水提醒我们，即使在今天，我们的公义的神不能 - 我们不会容忍罪，而方舟提醒他提供了一个救赎罪的处罚方式。我们的经验今天的彩虹提醒上帝的承诺，我们永远不会再破坏地球与水（创世记9:13-15）。顺便说一下，如果洪水是一个地方的事件（而不是程度上的全球），有些人声称，，那么神曾多次打破了他的诺言，因为我们继续体验当地的洪水甚至today.5
混淆
洪水过后，上帝吩咐挪亚和他的家人在左世界的人类和动物，填补了地球（创世记8:17）。然而，人类再次违抗上帝的命令，并建立了一个塔，他们希望让他们在一起（创11:3-4）。因此，大约100年后，洪水已退到，上帝使人民共享的共同语言的地方语言的混乱（多重），使它们遍布地球。突然在巴贝尔（创世记10-11）创建几种不同的语言可随后引起多。语言逐渐改变，所以当一群人分解成几组不再交互，几个世纪后，他们可能讲不同的语言（但相关）。今天，我们有数以千计的语言，但少于20个语言“的家庭。”6
所有的部落和当今世界各国都从这些不同群体的后裔。尽管你可能已经被引导相信我们看似肤浅的差异，我们真的是所有的“血脉”（徒17:26）亚当和夏娃的后裔通过诺亚和他的家人和所有，因此，在需要拯救罪。
上帝创造了亚当和夏娃的能力产生的各种不同的特点儿童。通过这种能力是通过诺亚和他的家人。由于人心散了，他们带着他们的某些特性，例如，身高，头发和皮肤颜色的色素量不同数量的遗传信息（顺便说一下，我们都有着相同的颜料，只是它） ，等等。
事实上，最近的人类基因组计划支持这个圣经的教导，人类只有一个生物种族。由于一份报告说，“很清楚，什么是所谓的”种族“。 。 。只是反映由我们的基因的一小部分决定的几个连续的特征。“遗传学解释各种色调的肤色（不不同的颜色），以及如何在不同的人群（例如，美洲印第安人，澳洲原住民）来的基本原则因为在巴别塔事件。这些人民的创造和洪水传说，来自世界各地，也印证了“圣经”的人类学是真实的。
基督
亚当被破坏神的完美创造，当他违背了神，迎来了走向世界的罪恶和死亡。由于亚当的悖逆，因为我们都亲自犯了罪，我们都值得死刑需要一个救主（罗马书5:12）。
如前所述，神没有希望没有离开他珍贵的，但损坏的创造。有一天他答应派人带走罪的刑罚，这是死亡（创世记3:15;以西结书18:4;罗马书6:23）。
上帝死亡的伊甸园至少有一只动物，因为亚当的罪;随后，亚当的后裔牺牲动物。这种牺牲，只能覆盖罪，他们朝着一个上帝会派谁（希伯来书9）的时候会作出了最大的牺牲指出。
当上帝给摩西的法律，人们开始看到，他们可能从来没有神的完美标准（罗马书3:20），如果他们触犯任何法律的一部分，其结果是打破所有的相同（詹姆斯2:10）。他们需要有人拿走他们的缺陷和神的宝座前（罗马书5:9;彼得前书3:18），目前他们无可挑剔。
在与神的旨意和计划的一切，他送他许诺的救主，在适当的时间（加拉太书4:4）。有一个问题，但是。所有的人都是从亚当的后裔，因此，所有的人都是出生罪。神所拣选的人是完美的，以至无穷，带走了无限的罪刑罚。
送他的儿子，耶稣基督完全的人力和完全的神，神解决这个“问题”。想起来了：宇宙的创造者（约翰福音1:1-3，14）成为他的创作的一部分，使他可能会节省他的人从他们的罪孽！
耶稣完成前，关于他的世纪，超过50预言，他是超过4000年之前，由他的父亲（创世记3:15）承诺。虽然他花了30年来在地球上，他从来没有一次犯了罪，他没有做错任何事情。他治好了很多人，美联储人山人海，并教上千听众对他们的造物主上帝和他不甘心。他甚至证实的成因解释，婚姻是一个男人和一个女人之间的（马太福音19:3-6，引用创世纪1:27和2:24）的真相。
跨
耶稣被称为“末后的亚当”在哥林多前书15:45。虽然亚当不服从上帝的命令吃了禁果，耶稣完成造物主的目的，他死于罪恶的世界。
第一亚当带入死亡的世界，通过他的抗命;末后的亚当带来了永恒的生命通过他服从与神（哥林多前书15:21-22）。
因为神是完全圣洁的，他必须惩罚罪的罪人自己或替代品来承担他的愤怒。孔耶稣为我们的罪死在十字架上（以赛亚书53:6）在我们的地方神的忿怒。上帝的羔羊（约翰福音1:29;启示录5:12）一次被牺牲（希伯来书7:27），让所有那些相信他将保存为罪的极刑（从神永恒的分离）和将永远与他同活。
耶稣基督，万物的创造者（约翰福音1:1-3;歌罗西书1:15-16），是不是打败了死亡。他站起身，三天后，他被钉在十字架上，显示出他对所有事情的权力，包括死亡，“最后的敌人”（哥林多前书15:26）。正如保罗写道：“死啊，哪里是你的刺痛？ Ø严重，是你们的胜利在哪里？ 。 。 。但是，感谢上帝给我们通过我们的主耶稣基督“（哥林多前书15:55-57）的胜利。
当我们相信基督，并了解他为我们所做的，我们通过从死亡到生命（约翰福音5:24）。那些接受他的名字写在羔羊生命册（启示录13:8; 17:8），当他们死，他们将永远与他（约翰福音3:16）。
正如“科学”不能证明耶稣从死里复活，也不能证明​​上帝创造了6天的一切。事实上，“科学”不能证明任何情况下，从历史，因为它是在即将过去的交易有限。被称为是因为可靠的目击者的真实历史事件。事实上，有可靠的目击者，三天后，他后来又出现了一次（1哥林多前书15:6），多达500人的空耶稣墓。当然，我们知道，无论是在6天的复活和创造是真实的，因为上帝，谁也不能说谎，他的话语，这些事情发生的国家。
世俗数百万年的历史虽然不正确的，进化地质学，生物学，人类学，天文学等，不要站在观测科学试验，“圣经”的历史，从创世记1起，是真正的的“圣经”的地质，生物学，人类学，天文学等，是观测科学证实。因此，“圣经”的历史是真实的事实，应挑战的人认真考虑圣经中的救恩的信息，是基于这样的历史。
圆满
周围几乎已经死亡，只要人类有。罗马书第8章告诉我们，整个创作是因为亚当的罪痛苦。可怕的事情，但是，他们不是一个创造的永久组成部分。
神，在他的伟大的怜悯，答应不离开他的创作在其罪孽深重的状态。他已经答应做亚当进入世界带来的腐败。他承诺，在未来的删除，诅咒他放在他的创作（启示录22:3）和新天新地（2彼得3:13）。在这个新的地方会有没有死亡，哭泣，或痛苦（启示录21:4）。
那些有悔改并相信耶稣在十字架上为他们可以期待的圆满神的国度，这个新的天堂和地球知道他们将享受一个美妙的地方，神永远。在未来，上帝会带走的腐败，这是在伊甸园中引入的，再次给我们一个完美的居住的地方！
一个正确地认识世界历史上的一种世界观，在“圣经”中透露，是每一个基督徒的需要，打击社会的进化宣传。
脚注
1。对于更深入分析复杂的DNA和信息理论，seewww.AnswersInGenesis.org / GO / information_theory。
2。有关详细信息，请参阅www.AnswersInGenesis.org / /种。
3。有关详细信息，请参阅www.AnswersInGenesis.org / /诅咒。
4。诺亚方舟：详细分析了这个庞大的船舶的能力，以容纳所有居民的方舟：一个由约翰Woodmorappe（桑蒂研究所创作研究，1996年，加利福尼亚州）的可行性研究。
5。有关详细信息，请参阅www.AnswersInGenesis.org / /洪水。
6。有关详细信息，请参阅www.AnswersInGenesis.org / GO /语言学。
7。 S.帕博，“人类基因组和我们对自己的看法，”科学29，没有。5507（2001））：一二一九年至1220年。
