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Layman
In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth (Genesis 1:1).

The question of the age of the earth has produced heated discussions on debate boards, classrooms, TV, radio, and in many churches, Christian colleges, and seminaries. The primary sides are:

· Young earth proponents (biblical age of the earth and universe of about 6,000 years)1
· Old earth proponents (secular age of the earth of about 4.5 billion years and a universe about 14 billion years old)2
The difference is immense! Let’s give a little history of where these two basic calculations came from and which worldview is more reasonable.

Where did a young-earth worldview come from?

Simply put, it came from the Bible. Of course, the Bible doesn’t say explicitly anywhere, “the earth is 6,000 years old.” Good thing it doesn’t; otherwise it would be out of date the following year. But we wouldn’t expect an all-knowing God to make that kind of a mistake.

God gave us something better. In essence, He gave us a “birth certificate.” For example, using my personal birth certificate, I can calculate how old I am at any point. It is similar with the earth. Genesis 1 says that the earth was created on the first day of creation (Genesis 1:1–5). From there, we can begin calculations of the age of the earth.

Let’s do a rough calculation to show how this works. The age of the earth can be estimated by taking the first 5 days of creation (from earth’s creation to Adam), then following the genealogies from Adam to Abraham in Genesis 5 and 11, then adding in the time from Abraham to today.

Adam was created on Day 6, so there were 5 days before him. If we add up the dates from Adam to Abraham, we get about 2,000 years, using the Masoretic Hebrew text of Genesis 5 and 11.3Whether Christian or secular, most scholars would agree that Abraham lived about 2,000 B.C. (4,000 years ago).

So a simple calculation is:

5 days 
+ ~2000 years
+ ~4000 years
______________
~6000 years

At this point, the first 5 days are negligible. Quite a few people have done this calculation using the Masoretic text (which is what most English translations are based on) and, with careful attention to the biblical details, have arrived at the same time-frame of about 6,000 years, or about 4,000 B.C. Two of the most popular, and perhaps the best in my opinion, are a recent work by Dr. Floyd Jones and a much earlier book by Archbishop James Ussher (1581–1656):

Table 1 Jones and Ussher

	 
	Who?
	Age calculated
	Reference and date

	1
	Archbishop James Ussher
	4004 B.C.
	The Annals of the World, 1658 A.D.4

	2
	Dr. Floyd Nolan Jones
	4004 B.C.
	The Chronology of the Old Testament, 1993 A.D.5


Often, there is a misconception that Ussher and Jones were the only ones to do a chronology and arrive a date of about 6,000 years. However this is not the case at all. Jones gives a listing of several chronologists who have undertaken the task of calculating the age of the earth based on the Bible and their calculations range from 5501 to 3836 B.C. A few are listed in Table 2.

Table 2 Chronologists’ calculations according to Dr. Jones6
	 
	Chronologist
	When calculated?
	Date BC

	1
	Julius Africanus
	c. 240
	5501

	2
	George Syncellus
	c. 810
	5492

	3
	John Jackson
	1752
	5426

	4
	Dr William Hales
	c. 1830
	5411

	5
	Eusebius
	c. 330
	5199

	6
	Marianus Scotus
	c. 1070
	4192

	7
	L. Condomanus
	n/a
	4141

	8
	Thomas Lydiat
	c. 1600
	4103

	9
	M. Michael Maestlinus
	c. 1600
	4079

	10
	J. Ricciolus
	n/a
	4062

	11
	Jacob Salianus
	c. 1600
	4053

	12
	H. Spondanus
	c. 1600
	4051

	13
	Martin Anstey
	1913
	4042

	14
	W. Lange
	n/a
	4041

	15
	E. Reinholt
	n/a
	4021

	16
	J. Cappellus
	c. 1600
	4005

	17
	E. Greswell
	1830
	4004

	18
	E. Faulstich
	1986
	4001

	19
	D. Petavius
	c. 1627
	3983

	20
	Frank Klassen
	1975
	3975

	21
	Becke
	n/a
	3974

	22
	Krentzeim
	n/a
	3971

	23
	W. Dolen
	2003
	3971

	24
	E. Reusnerus
	n/a
	3970

	25
	J. Claverius
	n/a
	3968

	26
	C. Longomontanus
	c. 1600
	3966

	27
	P. Melanchthon
	c. 1550
	3964

	28
	J. Haynlinus
	n/a
	3963

	29
	A. Salmeron
	d. 1585
	3958

	30
	J. Scaliger
	d. 1609
	3949

	31
	M. Beroaldus
	c. 1575
	3927

	32
	A. Helwigius
	c. 1630
	3836


As you will likely note from Table 2, the dates are not all 4004 B.C. There are several reasons chronologists have different dates7 but the two primary ones are:

1. Some used the Septuagint or another early translation, instead of the Hebrew Masoretic text. The Septuagint is a Greek translation of the Hebrew Old Testament, done about 250 B.C. by about 70 Jewish scholars (hence it is often cited as the LXX). It is good in most places, but appears to have a number of inaccuracies. For example, one relates to the Genesis chronologies where the LXX indicates that Methuselah would have lived past the Flood, without being on the Ark!

2. Several points in the biblical time-line are not straightforward to calculate. They require very careful study of more than one passage. These include exactly how much time the Israelites were in Egypt and what Terah’s age was when Abraham was born. (See Jones’ and Ussher’s books for a detailed discussion of these difficulties.)

The first four in Table 2 (bolded) are calculated from the Septuagint, which gives ages for the patriarchs’ firstborn much higher than the Masoretic text or the Samarian Pentateuch (another version from the Jews in Samaria just before Christ). Because of this, the LXX adds in extra time. Though the Samarian and Masoretic texts are much closer, they still have a couple of differences.

Table 3 Septuagint, Masoretic and Samarian early patriarchal ages8
	Name
	Masoretic
	Samarian Pentateuch
	Septuagint

	Adam
	130
	130
	230

	Seth
	105
	105
	205

	Enosh
	90
	90
	190

	Cainan
	70
	70
	170

	Mahalaleel
	65
	65
	165

	Jared
	162
	62
	162

	Enoch
	65
	65
	165

	Methuselah
	187
	67
	167

	Lamech
	182
	53
	188

	Noah
	500
	500
	500


Using data from Table 2 (excluding the Septuagint calculations and including Jones and Ussher), the average date of the creation of the earth is 4045 B.C. This still yields an average of about 6,000 years for the age of the earth.

What about extra-biblical calculations for the age of the earth?

Cultures throughout the world have kept track of history as well. From a biblical perspective, we would expect the dates given for creation of the earth to align much closer to the biblical date than billions of years.

This is expected since everyone was descended from Noah and scattered from the Tower of Babel. Another expectation is that there should be some discrepancies among the age of the earth as people scattered throughout the world, taking their uninspired records or oral history to different parts of the globe.

Under the entry “creation,” Young’s Analytical Concordance of the Bible9 lists William Hales’ accumulation of dates of creation from many cultures and in most cases Hales says which authority gave the date.

Table 4 Selected Hales’ dates for the age of the earth by various cultures

	 
	Culture
	Age, B.C.
	Authority listed by Hales

	1
	Spain by Alfonso X
	6984
	Muller

	2
	Spain by Alfonso X
	6484
	Strauchius

	3
	India
	6204
	Gentil

	4
	India
	6174
	Arab Records

	5
	Babylon
	6158
	Bailly

	6
	Chinese
	6157
	Bailly

	7
	Greece by Diogenes Laertius
	6138
	Playfair

	8
	Egypt
	6081
	Bailly

	9
	Persia
	5507
	Bailly

	10
	Israel/Judea by Josephus
	5555
	Playfair

	11
	Israel/Judea by Josephus
	5481
	Jackson

	12
	Israel/Judea by Josephus
	5402
	Hales

	13
	Israel/Judea by Josephus
	4698
	University History

	14
	India
	5369
	Megasthenes

	15
	Babylon (Talmud)
	5344
	Petrus Alliacens

	16
	Vatican (Catholic using the Septuagint)
	5270
	N/A

	17
	Samaria
	4427
	Scaliger

	18
	German, Holy Roman Empire by Johannes Kepler10
	3993
	Playfair

	19
	German, reformer by Martin Luther
	3961
	N/A

	20
	Israel/Judea by computation
	3760
	Strauchius

	21
	Israel/Judea by Rabbi Lipman
	3616
	University History


These were not the only ones. Historian Bill Cooper’s research in After the Flood provides intriguing dates from several ancient cultures.11 The first is that of the Anglo-Saxons, whose history has 5200 years from creation to Christ, according to the Laud and Parker Chronicles. Cooper’s research also indicated that Nennius’ record of the ancient British history has 5228 years from creation to Christ. The Irish chronology has a date of about 4000 B.C. for creation which is surprisingly close to Ussher and Jones! Even the Mayans had a date for the Flood of 3113 B.C.

This meticulous work of many historians should not be ignored. Their dates of only thousands of years are good support for the biblical date of about 6,000 years, but not for billions of years.

Where did the old-earth worldview come from?

Prior to the 1700s, few believed in an old earth. The approximate 6,000-year age for the earth was challenged only rather recently, beginning in the late 18th century. These opponents of the biblical chronology essentially left God out of the picture. Three of the old-earth advocates included Comte de Buffon, who thought the earth was at least 75,000 years old. Pièrre LaPlace imagined an indefinite but very long history. And Jean Lamarck also proposed long ages.12
However, the idea of millions of years really took hold in geology when men like Abraham Werner, James Hutton, William Smith, Georges Cuvier, and Charles Lyell used their interpretations of geology as the standard, rather than the Bible. Werner estimated the age of the earth at about one million years. Smith and Cuvier believed untold ages were needed for the formation of rock layers. Hutton said he could see no geological evidence of a beginning of the earth; and building on Hutton’s thinking, Lyell advocated "millions of years".13
From these men and others came the consensus view that the geologic layers were laid down slowly over long periods of time based on the rates we see them accumulating today. Hutton said:

The past history of our globe must be explained by what can be seen to be happening now. ... No powers are to be employed that are not natural to the globe, no action to be admitted except those of which we know the principle.14
This viewpoint is called naturalistic uniformitarianism, and would exclude any major catastrophes like Noah’s Flood. Though some, such as Cuvier and Smith, believed in multiple catastrophes separated by long periods of time, the uniformitarian concept became the ruling dogma in geology.

Thinking biblically, we can see that the global Flood in Genesis 6–8 would wipe away the concept of millions of years, for this Flood would explain massive amounts of fossil layers.

Most Christians fail to realize that if there was a global Flood, it would rip up many of the previous rock layers and redeposit them elsewhere, destroying the previous fragile contents. This would destroy any evidence of alleged millions of years anyway. So the rock layers can theoretically represent the evidence of either millions of years or a global Flood, but not both. Sadly, by about 1840 even most of the Church had accepted the dogmatic claims of the secular geologists and rejected the global Flood and the biblical age of the earth.

After Lyell, in 1899, Lord Kelvin (William Thomson) calculated the age of the earth, based on the cooling rate of a molten sphere, at a maximum of about 20–40 million years (this was revised from his earlier calculation of 100 million years in 1862).15 With the development of radiometric dating in the early 20th century, the age of the earth expanded radically. In 1913 Arthur Holmes’ book, The Age of the Earth, gave an age of 1.6 billion years.16 Since then, the supposed age of the earth has expanded to its present estimate of about 4.5 billion years (and about 14 billion years for the universe).

Table 5 Summary of the old-earth proponents for long ages

	Who?
	Age of the earth
	When was this?

	Comte de Buffon
	78 thousand years old
	1779

	Abraham Werner
	1 million years
	1786

	James Hutton
	Perhaps eternal, long Ages
	1795

	Pièrre LaPlace
	Long ages
	1796

	Jean Lamarck
	Long ages
	1809

	William Smith
	Long ages
	1835

	Georges Cuvier
	Long ages
	1812

	Charles Lyell
	Millions of years
	1830-1833

	Lord Kelvin
	20-100 million years
	1862-1899

	Arthur Holmes
	1.6 billion years
	1913


But there is growing scientific evidence that radiometric dating methods are completely unreliable.17
Christians who have felt compelled to accept the millions of years as fact and try to fit them in the Bible need to become aware of this evidence. It confirms that the Bible’s history is giving us the true age of the creation.

Today, secular geologists will allow some catastrophic events into their thinking as an explanation for what they see in the rocks. But uniformitarian thinking is still widespread and secular geologists will seemingly never entertain the idea of the global catastrophic Flood of Noah’s day.

The age of the earth debate ultimately comes down to this foundational question. Are we trusting man’s imperfect and changing ideas and assumptions about the past or trusting God’s perfectly accurate eyewitness account of the past, including the creation of the world, Noah’s global Flood and the age of the earth?

What about other uniformitarian methods for dating the age of the earth?

Radiometric dating was the culminating factor that led to the belief in billions of years for earth history. However, radiometric dating methods are not the only uniformitarian methods. Any radiometric dating model or other uniformitarian dating method can and does have problems as referenced before (Reference 16). All uniformitarian dating methods make assumptions. The assumptions related to radiometric dating can be seen in these questions:

1. Initial amounts?

2. Was any parent amount added?

3. Was any daughter amount added?

4. Was any parent amount removed?

5. Was any daughter amount removed?

6. Has the rate changed?

If the assumptions are truly accurate, then uniformitarian dates should agree with radiometric dating across the board for the same event. However, radiometric dates often disagree with dates obtained from other uniformitarian dating methods for the age of the earth, such as the influx of salts into the ocean, the rate of decay of the earth’s magnetic field, the growth rate of human population, etc.18
Henry Morris accumulated a list of 68 uniformitarian estimates for the age of the earth by Christian and secular sources.19 The current accepted age of the earth is about 4.54 billion years based on radiometric dating meteorites,20 so keep this in mind when viewing Table 6.

Table 6 Uniformitarian Estimates for earth’s Age accumulated by Dr Henry Morris

	 
	0 – 10,000 years
	>10,000 – 100,000 years
	>100,000 – 1 million years
	>1 million – 500 million years
	>500 million – 4 billion years
	>4 billion – 5 billion years

	Number of uniformitarian methods21
	23
	10
	11
	23
	0
	0


As you can see, uniformitarian maximum ages for the earth obtained from other methods are nowhere near the 4.5 billion years estimated by radiometric dating; of the other methods only two calculated dates were as much as 500 million years.

Some radiometric dating methods completely undermine other radiometric dates too. One such example is carbon-14 (14C) dating. As long as an organism is alive it takes in 14C and 12C from the atmosphere; however when it dies, it will stop. Since 14C is radioactive (decays into 14N), the amount of 14C in a dead organism gets less and less over time. Carbon-14 dates are determined from the measured ratio of radioactive carbon-14 to normal carbon-12 (14C/12C). Used on samples which were once alive, such as wood or bone, the measured 14C/12C ratio is compared with the ratio in living things today.

Now, 14C has a derived half-life of less than 6,000 years, so it should all have decayed into nitrogen by 100,000 years, at the maximum.22 Some things, such as wood trapped in lava flows, that are said to be millions of years old by other radiometric dating methods still have 14C in them.23 If the items were really millions of years old, then they shouldn’t have any traces of 14C. Coal and diamonds, which are found in or sandwiched between rock layers allegedly millions of years old, have been shown to have 14C ages of only tens of thousands of years.24 So which date, if any, is correct? The diamonds or coal can’t be millions of years old if they have any traces of 14C still in them. So this shows that these dating methods are completely unreliable and indicates that the presumed assumptions in the methods are erroneous.

Similar kinds of problems are seen in the case of potassium-argon dating, which is considered one of the most reliable methods. Dr. Andrew Snelling, a geologist, points out several of these problems with potassium-argon, as seen in Table 7.24
Table 7: Potassium-argon dates in error

	Volcanic eruption
	When the rock formed
	Date by radiometric dating

	Mt Etna basalt, Sicily
	122 BC
	170,000–330,000 years old

	Mt Etna basalt, Sicily
	AD 1972
	210,000–490,000 years old

	Mt St. Helens, Washington
	AD 1986
	300,000–400,000 years old

	Hualalai basalt, Hawaii
	AD 1800–1801
	1.44–1.76 million years old

	Mt Ngauruhoe, New Zealand
	AD 1954
	3.3–3.7 million years old

	Kilauea Iki basalt, Hawaii
	AD 1959
	1.7–15.3 million years old


These and other examples raise a critical question. If radiometric dating fails to get an accurate date on something of which we do know the true age, then how can it be trusted to give us the correct age for rocks that had no human observers to record when they formed? If the methods don’t work on rocks of known age, it is most unreasonable to trust that they work on rocks of unknown age. It is far more rational to trust the Word of the God who created the world, knows its history perfectly, and has revealed sufficient information in the Bible for us to understand that history and the age of the creation.

Conclusion

When we start our thinking with God’s Word, we see that the world is about 6,000 years old. When we rely on man’s fallible (and often demonstrably false) dating methods, we can get a confusing range of ages from a few thousand to billions of years, though the vast majority of methods do not give dates even close to billions.

Cultures around the world give an age of the earth which confirms what the Bible teaches. Radiometric dates, on the other hand, have been shown to be wildly in error.

The age of the earth ultimately comes down to a matter of trust—it’s a worldview issue. Will you trust what an all-knowing God says on the subject or will you trust imperfect man’s assumptions and imaginations about the past that regularly are changing?

Thus says the LORD: “Heaven is My throne, and earth is My footstool. Where is the house that you will build Me? And where is the place of My rest? For all those things My hand has made, and all those things exist,” says the LORD. 
But on this one will I look: On him who is poor and of a contrite spirit, and who trembles at My word (Isaiah 66:1–2).
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Wk7：是地球有多老？
博迪霍奇
2007年5月30日
门外汉

在起初，神创造的天地（创世记1:1）。
地球的年龄问题已经产生了激烈的辩论，议会讨论，教室，电视，电台，并在许多教堂，基督教学院和神学院。主要的双方是：
年轻地球的支持者（约6000年的地球和宇宙的年龄圣经）1
旧地球的支持者（约4.5亿年的地球和宇宙约14亿年的老世俗年龄2）
所不同的是巨大的！让我们给一个小的历史，其中来自这两个基本计算和世界观是更合理的。
哪里一个年轻的地球世界观从何而来？
简单地讲，它来自“圣经”。当然，“圣经”不说明确任何地方，“地球是6000年的历史。”好事不，否则将过时下一年。但我们不希望上帝无所不知，使这样的一个错误。
上帝给了我们更好的东西。在本质上，他给了我们一个“出生证”，例如，用我个人的出生证明书，我老了，我在任何时候，可以计算。它与地球相似。创世记第一章说，地球上创造的第一天（创世记1:1-5）创建。从那里，我们就可以开始计算地球的年龄。
让我们做一个粗略的计算，以显示这是如何工作的。估计地球的年龄，可采取创造的第5天（从地球的创造亚当），然后从亚当到亚伯拉罕在创世记5日和11以下的族谱，然后加入从亚伯拉罕到今天的时间。
亚当被创造了6天，所以有5天，在他面前。如果我们加起来的日期从亚当到亚伯拉罕，我们得到约2000年，使用创世记5和11.3无论希伯来马所拉文本基督教或世俗的，多数学者会同意，亚伯拉罕生活公元前约2000年（4000年前）。
因此，一个简单的计算方法是：
5天
+〜2000年
+〜4000年
______________
〜6000年
在这一点上，第5天是微不足道的。不少人都做过这种计算使用马所拉文本（这是大多数的英文译本是基于什么），并仔细注意“圣经”的细节，在约6000年的同一时限，或公元前约4000年抵达两种最流行的，也许是最好的，在我看来，是一个弗洛伊德琼斯博士和由大主教厄舍尔詹姆斯（1581年至1656年）要早得多的书最近的工作：
表1琼斯和厄舍尔
 是谁？年龄计算的参考和日期
1大主教詹姆斯厄舍尔4004公元前世界年鉴，1658 A.D.4

2弗洛伊德诺兰琼斯博士4004公元前旧约年表，1993年A.D.5


通常情况下，有一种误解，认为厄舍尔和琼斯是唯一的做一个年表和到达约6000年的日期。然而，这不是个案。琼斯给出了所承担的任务的基础上，“圣经”和他们的计算范围，计算地球的年龄从5501到3836年的几个chronologists上市数列于表2。
表2 按年代的计算，根据博士Jones6
 按年代当计算？

日期

公元前
朱利叶斯Africanus 

C. 1 240 
5501
2乔治Syncellus 

C. 810 
5492
3约翰杰克逊


1752 

5426
4博士威廉海尔斯

C. 1830 
5411
5尤西比乌斯


C. 330 
5199
6 Marianus司各脱

C. 1070 
4192
7 L。Condomanus 

N / A 

4141
8托马斯Lydiat 

C. 1600 
4103
9 M.迈克尔Maestlinus 
C. 1600 
4079
10 J. Ricciolus 

N / A 

4062
11雅各Salianus 

C. 1600 
4053
12 H. Spondanus 

C. 1600 
4051
13马丁安斯蒂

1913年
4042
14 W ·朗格


N / A 

4041
15 E. Reinholt 

N / A 

4021
16 J. Cappellus 

C. 1600 
4005
17 E. Greswell 

1830 

4004
18 E. Faulstich 

1986 

4001
19 D. Petavius​​ 

C. 1627 
3983
20弗兰克克拉森

1975年
3975
21 Becke 


N /A

3974
22 Krentzeim 

N /A

3971
23 W · Dolen 

2003 

3971
24 E. Reusnerus 

N / A 

3970
25 J. Claverius 

N / A 

3968
26 C. Longomontanus 
C. 1600 
3966
27 P.梅兰希


C. 1550 
3964
28 J. Haynlinus 

N / A 

3963
29 A. Salmeron D. 

1585 

3958
30 J. Scaliger D. 

1609 

3949
31 M. Beroaldus 

C. 1575 
3927
32：Helwigius 

C. 1630 
3836

您可能会注意到，从表2，日期是不是所有的公元前4004年有按年代有不同日期。 7，但两个主要的是以下几个原因：
1。有些国家使用的译本或其他早期翻译，而不是希伯来马所拉文本。七十是希伯来文旧约希腊文翻译，做约公元前250年由约70名犹太学者（因此它是经常引用的LXX）。它在大多数地方是好的，但似乎有一些不准确。例如，一个涉及到LXX表示，将居住玛士撒拉过去的洪水，没有方舟创世记年表！
2。在“圣经”的时间线的几点不是简单的计算。他们需要非常小心的研究之一以上通过。这些措施包括，到底有多少时间以色列人在埃及，他拉的年龄亚伯拉罕出生时。 （见琼斯的详细讨论了这些困难和厄舍尔的书籍。）
表2中的前四个（粗体）计算，它给人的始祖“长子比马所拉文本或撒玛利亚摩西五（从犹太人的另一个版本在之前基督的撒马利亚）高得多的年龄从七十。正因为如此，LXX增加了额外的时间。虽然撒玛利亚和马所拉文本是非常接近，他们仍然有差异的情侣。
表3译本，马所拉和撒玛利亚早期宗法年龄。 8
名

马所拉
撒玛利亚
五经译本LXX
亚当

130 

130 

230
赛斯

105 

105 

205
以挪士
90 

90 

190
彩南

70 

70 

170
玛勒列
65 

65 

165
贾里德
162 

62 

162
伊诺克
65 

65 

165
玛士撒拉
187 

67 

167
拉麦

182 

53 

188
诺亚

500 

500 

500

使用，从表2（不包括七十计算，包括琼斯和厄舍尔）中的数据，创造地球的平均日期是公元前4045这仍然产量约6000年地球的平均年龄。

圣经以外的计算地球的年龄是什么？
世界各地的文化以及保持历史的轨道。从圣经的角度来看，我们希望地球的创造日期对齐更接近数十亿年的“圣经”的日期。
这是期望的，因为每个人都从诺亚的后裔和散落的通天塔。另一个期望，是应该有一些散布在世界各地的人之间的地球年龄的差异，他们平庸的记录或口述历史对全球不同地区。
条目下的“创建，”年轻的Bible9列出威廉海尔斯“创建日期从许多文化，并在大多数情况下海尔斯的积累分析的一致性说哪个机构给的日期。
表4中选择海尔斯“的日期为各种文化的地球年龄
 文化时代，


公元前
海尔斯上市的权力
1西班牙阿方索十

6984


穆勒
2西班牙阿方索十

6484 


Strauchius
3印度



6204


蒂尔
4印度



6174


阿拉伯纪录
5巴比伦


6158


巴伊
中国



6157


巴伊6
7希腊由Diogenes Laertius 6138


普莱费尔
8埃及



6081


巴伊
9波斯



5507


巴伊
10以色列/犹太约瑟夫
5555


普莱费尔
11以色列/犹太约瑟夫
5481


杰克逊
12以色列/犹太约瑟夫
5402


海尔斯
13以色列/犹太约瑟夫
4698


大学历史
14印度


5369 


Megasthenes
15巴比伦（犹太法典）
5344


佩特鲁斯Alliacens
16梵蒂冈（天主教使用的译本）5270 

ñ /阿
17撒马利亚


4427 


Scaliger
18德国，神圣罗马帝国约翰内斯Kepler10  3993普莱费尔
19德国，改革者马丁路德
3961 


N / A
20以色列/犹太计算

3760 


Strauchius
21以色列/犹太拉比李普曼
3616


大学历史

这是不是唯一的。历史学家条例草案“库珀在洪水过后的研究提供了耐人寻味的日期从几个古代文化。 11第一盎格鲁撒克逊人，其历史有5200年，从创建到基督的是，根据赞美和帕克编年史。库珀的研究还表明Nennius“古老的英国历史上的纪录，5228年，从创建到基督。爱尔兰年表约公元前 4000年的日期用于创建，这是令人惊讶的接近厄舍尔和琼斯！即使是玛雅人有一个日期为公元前3113年的洪水
这许多历史学家的细致的工作不应该被忽视。年只有几千他们的日期约6000年的圣经日期的良好的支持，而不是数十亿年。
哪里老地球的世界观从何而来？
到18世纪之前，很少人相信在一个古老的大地。近似​​的6000年地球的年龄被质疑，而最近，在18世纪后期开始。圣经年表这些对手基本上离开神的图片。老地球三主张包括孔德DE布冯，谁想到地球至少有75000岁。皮埃尔拉普拉斯想象无限期的，但很长的历史。让拉马克还提出长期年龄。12
然而，数百万年的想法真的发生在地质举行时男子像亚伯拉罕沃纳，詹姆斯赫顿，威廉史密斯，乔治居维叶，查尔斯莱尔作为标准地质解释，而不是“圣经”。沃纳估计约一万年前，地球的年龄。史密斯和居维叶认为，数不清的年龄分别为岩层的形成需要。赫顿说，他看不到一开始对地球的地质证据;和赫顿的思想建设，莱尔倡导的“亿万年”0.13
从这些男子和其他地质层是基于我们看到他们积累了今天的利率在长时间慢慢放下来了一致的看法。赫顿说：
必须解释我们的地球过去的历史可以看出，现在发生的。 ... ...全球不自然的，没有权力将被聘用，任何行动必须承认，除了那些我们所知道的原则。 14这种观点被称为自然均变，将排除任何重大的灾难像诺亚的洪水。虽然一些国家，如居维叶和史密斯，相信在长时间分隔的多个灾难，均变的概念成为地质执政的教条。
思考圣经，我们可以看到，全球性洪水在创世记6-8擦去了数百万年的概念，这次水灾可以解释大量的化石层。
大多数基督徒没有认识到，如果有一个全球性的大洪水，就撕了许多以前的岩石层和自动转存到其他地方，摧毁了以前脆弱的内容。这会破坏任何指称百万年的证据了。所以岩层理论上可以代表无论是百万年或一个全球性的大洪水的证据，但不能同时。可悲的是，关于1840年甚至大部分教会已经接受了世俗地质学家的教条式的索赔，并拒绝了全球性的洪水和圣经中的地球年龄。
莱尔后，于1899年，开尔文勋爵（威廉汤姆逊）计算地球的年龄，基于对熔融球的冷却速度约20-40亿年的最高，（这是从他的早先的计算为100万修订在1862年）0.15在20世纪初辐射约会的发展，地球的年龄从根本上扩大。在1913年，地球的年龄，亚瑟福尔摩斯“一书了一个16亿年。 16的时代，从那时起所谓地球的年龄已经扩大到目前的约45亿年的预算（约14亿年的宇宙）。

表5总结长期年龄的老地球的支持者
是谁？

地球的年龄是这样的吗？
孔德 - 布冯第

78万岁


1779
亚伯拉罕沃纳
1亿年



1786
詹姆斯赫顿

也许永恒长的时代

1795年
皮埃尔拉普拉斯
长年龄


1796 
让拉马克

长年龄


1809
威廉史密斯

长年龄


1835
乔治居维叶

长年龄


1812
查尔斯莱尔以百万计的年



1830年至1833年
开尔文勋爵

20-100亿年


1862至1899年
亚瑟霍姆斯

16亿年


1913年

但有越来越多的科学证据，放射性测年方法是完全不可靠的。 17
感到被迫接受为事实的年数以百万计的尝试，以适应他们在“圣经”的基督徒需要知道成为这方面的证据。它证实了“圣经”的历史给我们创造的真实年龄。
今天，世俗地质学家将允许一些到自己的思想作为一种解释，他们在岩石上看到的灾难性事件。但均变思想仍然是广泛的和世俗的地质学家似乎从来没有招待挪亚的日子全球的特大洪水的想法。
年龄地球的辩论，最终归结为这一基本问题。我们信任不完善和改变人的思想和假设过去或信任神的完全准确，过去的目击者帐户，包括创造了世界，诺亚的全球性洪水和地球的年龄吗？
约会地球的年龄均变方法是怎样的呢？
放射性测年是高潮的因素，导致数十亿年的地球历史的信念。然而，放射性测年方法不是唯一的均变的方法。任何辐射约会模型或其他均变的测年方法，确实有引用之前的问题（参考文献16）。所有均变的测年方法提出假设。辐射约会相关的假设可以看出，在这些问题：
1。初始各样的重量？
2。是任何母公司的添加量呢？
3。是任何女儿的添加量呢？
4。是任何父各样的重量删除了吗？
5。是任何女儿各样的重量删除了吗？
6。率是否改变了吗？
如果假设是真正准确，那么应该同意均变日期为同一事件一刀切辐射约会。然而，辐射日期往往不同意与地球的年龄从其他均变的测年方法获得的日期，如盐流入到海洋，地球的磁场，人口增长率等的衰变率， 18
亨利莫里斯积累了68基督教和世俗来源。 19目前公认的地球年龄地球年龄均变估计是年约45.4亿年的基础上辐射约会陨石，20所以要考虑到这一点时，查看表6 。
表6为地球的年龄均变预算积累了


亨利莫里斯博士。 21
 




数均变的方法
0 - 10000年




23
> 10,000 - 100,000年


10

> 10万 - 100万年前



11
> 100万 - 500万



23
500万 - 400亿年



0
40亿 - 50亿年



0
     
正如你可以看到，远不及放射性测年估计的45亿年，均变的最高年龄从其他方法获得的地球;其他方法只计算两个日期分别高达500亿年。
一些放射性测年方法完全破坏其他辐射的日期。一个例子是，碳-14（14C）约会。只要作为一个有机体是有生命的，它需要从大气中的14C和12C;然而，当它死，它就会停止。由于14C放射性（衰减到14N），在死亡的有机体的14C量随着时间的推移变得越来越少。碳14日期确定放射性碳14测定的比例从正常的碳-12（14C/12C）。其中一次还活着，如木材或骨，样品上使用，测量14C/12C比例相比，今天在万物的比例。
现在，14C派生低于6000年的半衰期，所以应该都腐烂成氮100,000年在最大值。 22，有些东西，如被困在熔岩流的木材，说是数以百万计的由其他放射性测年方法的老年仍然有他们。 23

14C，如果项目真的几百万年的历史，那么他们不应该有14C任何痕迹。煤和钻石，发现或夹在岩石层，据称几百万年的历史，已被证明有成千上万的年。24只有几十14C年龄，如果有的话，那么该日期是正确的？钻石或煤不能几百万年的历史，如果他们仍然在他们的14C任何痕迹。因此，这表明，这些测年方法是完全不可靠的的，它表明，在方法的推定假设都是错误的。
类似的问题被视为钾氩约会，这被认为是最可靠的方法之一。 Snelling安德鲁博士，地质学家，指出这些问题与钾氩几个，如表7.24
表7：钾 - 氩日期错误
火山喷发的岩石所形成的辐射约会日期
山埃特纳火山玄武岩，西西里
公元前122年

170,000-330,000年
山埃特纳火山玄武岩，西西里岛
公元1972年

210,000-490,000年
华盛顿



公元1986 

300,000-400,000年
圣海伦斯山Hualalai玄武岩，夏威夷公元1800年至1801年1.44-1.76亿岁
山Ngauruhoe，新西兰

公元1954年

3.3-3.7亿岁
基拉韦厄壹岐玄武岩，夏威夷
公元1959年

1.7-15.3亿岁
这些和其他的例子，提出一个关键问题。如果辐射约会未能得到一个准确的日期上的东西我们知道其中的真实年龄，那么怎样才可以信任的，给我们的岩石，没有人类的观察员记录时，他们形成正确的年龄？如果方法不上已知年龄的岩石工作，这是最不合理的信任，他们年龄不详的岩石工作。这是更为合理的信任神的话，谁创造了世界，完全知道其历史，并揭示了我们有足够的信息在“圣经”，认识到历史和创造的年龄。

结论
当我们开始我们的思想与神的话语中，我们看到，世界上约6000岁。当我们依靠人的犯错误（往往明显是假的）测年方法，我们可以得到一个混乱的年龄范围从几千元到数十亿年，尽管绝大多数的方法不给日期甚至接近数十亿。
世界各地的文化，这证实了“圣经”教导地球的年龄。另一方面，辐射日期，已证明是错误似地。
地球的年龄，最终归结为一个信任的问题，这是一个世界观问题。你会信任一个全知的神说这个问题上，或将您信任的定期改变过去不完美的人的假设和想像？
耶和华如此说：“天是我的宝座，地球是我的脚凳。是，你将建立我的房子在哪里？哪里是我的安息的地方呢？我的手，和所有这些事情的存在对于所有这些事情，“耶和华说的。
但在这一个我期待：他差和痛悔的精神，并在“我的字”（以赛亚书66:1-2）颤抖。
脚注
1。并不是所有的年轻地球创造论者同意对这个年龄段的。有些人认为，有可能是在创世记5日和11族谱小的差距，并把地球的最大年龄约10,000-12,000年。
2。这些老地球的一些支持者接受分子到人的生物进化，所以被称为有神论的进化论者。其他拒绝新达尔文的进化论，但接受恒星和地质演变进化的时间尺度，因此同意与进化的历史事件的顺序。
3。罗素格里格，“会议的祖先，”创世25:2（2003年3月）:13 - 15。
4。世界年鉴（绿色森林，AR：大师丛书，2003年），詹姆斯厄舍尔，翻译由拉里和马里昂皮尔斯。
5。弗洛伊德诺兰琼斯，旧约（绿色森林，AR：硕士，2005年）的纪年。
6。同上，26。
7。其他人将包括一个额外的彩南的存在，总部设在年表的差距
路加福音3:36。但也有很好的理由，这应该被排除在外。它包括在后期副本的septuagint。但早期的lxx副本不拥有它，所以它是后来添加的。英语18世纪的希伯来文专家约翰吉尔指出：这彩南没有提到摩西根十一时12也不是他没有出现在任何旧约的希伯来文副本，也不在撒玛利亚版本，也没有在
Targum，也不是由约瑟夫他提到，也in1Chron1:24家谱是重复的;也不是Beza最古老的希腊副本卢克：的确，它矗立在目前的副本的LXXseptuagint，但原本不存在;因此不能由卢克从那里，但似乎由于一些早期路加福音疏忽手写，并自成的译本把要给它权力：我说“早”正在许多希腊副本，，并在武加大拉丁美洲，和所有的东方版本，甚至在叙利亚，其中最古老的，但应该不要站在既不在文本，也没有在任何版本：是，从来没有这样的彩南，亚法撒的儿子，萨拉赫是他的儿子;，和他接下来的话应该是连接，

8。圣经chronogenealogies，TJ 17（3）:14 - 18，2003年12月。
9。罗伯特扬，杨氏的分析“圣经”（皮博迪，MA：亨德里克森，1996年，威廉黑尔斯，一个年表和地理，历史和预言（1830）新分析，第1卷，210。一致性。
10。路德，开普勒，李普曼和犹太计算可能用经文来确定日期。
11。条例草案的库珀，后洪水（英国：葡萄酒出版社，1995），122-129。
12。 Mortenson特里，“老地球地质和对生活的影响，在21世纪的起源，”TJ 18（1）2004年4月22日至26日www.answersingenesis.org/tj/v18/i1/oldearth.asp
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Information: Evidence for a Creator?

by Mike Riddle

June 24, 2010

Layman
The battle of the ages began when Satan deceived himself into thinking he could overthrow the sovereign rule of God. Since then, Satan has opposed God and has become known as the adversary or great deceiver. Two opposing kingdoms are in conflict. The kingdom of Satan attacked the kingdom of God with the goal of destroying it. Both God and Satan have a purpose for history; but since God is God, and Satan is His created creature, God’s purpose is the ultimate one.

With the birth of the Church, Satan had a new enemy to contend with. The Church’s preaching of the gospel poses a serious threat to his kingdom. Every time the gospel is preached to nonbelievers, Satan is in danger of them believing it and leaving his kingdom. Thus, in order to prevent losing members in his kingdom, Satan must attack the Church and its message. Throughout the history of the Church, Satan has used various tactics from physical persecution to deceiving the Church into believing wrong ideas and compromising God’s Word. Satan has launched these attacks from both outside and inside the Church. People have burned the Bible, banned it, changed it, or considered it irrelevant, especially in this modern scientific age. One of Satan’s major strategies against the church has been and is the philosophy of materialism.

Materialism is the assumption that all that exists is mass and energy (matter); there are no supernatural forces, nothing exists that is nonmaterial, and no God. Materialism is the foundational presupposition for atheism, humanism, and evolutionism.

The Cosmos is all that is or ever was or ever will be.1
We atheists . . . try to find some basis of rational thinking on which we can base our actions and our beliefs, and we have it. . . . We accept the technical philosophy of materialism. It is a valid philosophy which cannot be discredited. Essentially, materialism’s philosophy holds that nothing exists but natural phenomena. . . . There are no supernatural forces, no supernatural entities such as gods, or heavens, or hells, or life after death (emphasis added).2
The challenge by materialists is that the Church cannot defend against the philosophy of materialism. The materialists do not believe the Church can demonstrate the existence of God. Further, they know that if materialism is true, then evolution must also be true. But what if the assumption of materialism is false? What if it could be shown through empirical science that the universe consists of more than just mass and energy?

Good News

For Darwinian (molecules-to-man) evolution to actually work, new genetic information is required each step of the way. In order for a fish to grow legs, new information must be encoded into the DNA. For a reptile to grow feathers, new information must be encoded into the DNA. For an apelike creature to evolve into a human, new information must be encoded into the DNA. This new information must add to or replace old information with new instructions to grow legs, or feathers, or human characteristics. But what is information and where does it come from?

Follow me in this illustration: Imagine for a moment that it is your mother’s birthday and you want to wish her a happy birthday, but you are stuck in an area without power. You know your friend a couple of miles away has power and knows Morse code. So you build a fire and begin using smoke signals to spell out Morse code for your friend to call your brother to have him send an e-mail on your behalf to your mother for her birthday.

Information went from you to the smoke signals directly to your friend’s eyes and from your friend’s mouth through sound waves to the phone receiver then through electronic signals in the phone to your brother and back into sound waves for your brother to hear it. Then the information went through his fingers and was transferred into code on the computer and again through electronic means to your mother who received the information on her computer screen as an understandable concept—Happy Birthday. Nothing material actually transferred from you to your mother, but information did, which shows that everything isn’t material.

This is the good news! Why is this good news? Because the foundation for materialism (atheism, humanism, evolution) is that the universe consists of only two entities3: mass and energy. Therefore, if a third entity can be shown to exist, then materialism and all philosophies based on it must also be false. Information is this third fundamental entity.

What Is Information?

There are several definitions of information currently in use; however, each of these definitions are generally too broad. For example, one definition of information includes symbols with or without meaning, and another includes everything in its definition of information. Imagine sending random symbols as smoke signals to your friend—would Happy Birthday ever get sent to your mother on her birthday? Imagine sending a bunch of smoke signal dots in the air to your friend—would Happy Birthday ever get sent to your mother?

In July 2006, a team of scientists representing various scientific disciplines met to evaluate a definition of information proposed by information scientist Dr. Werner Gitt,4 which is precise and corresponds very well to human languages and machine languages. The team proposed that this definition be called Universal Definition of Information (UDI) and agreed that there are four essential attributes that define it:

1. Code (syntax): Information within all communications systems contains a code. A code contains a set of symbols and rules for using letters, words, phrases, or symbols to represent something else. One reason for coding is to enable communication. Examples of codes would be the English alphabet, words, and syntax; hieroglyphics; or codes used in computers (for example, C, Fortran, or Cobol).

2. Meaning (semantics): Meaning enables communication by representing real objects or concepts with specific symbols, words, or phrases. For example, the word chair is not the physical chair but represents it. Likewise, the name “Bob” is not the physical person but represents the real person. When words are associated with real objects or concepts, it gives the word meaning.

For example, aichr and Bbo do not have meaning because they do not represent any real object or concept. However, if in the future one of these character strings were to represent a real object or concept, it would have meaning. Prior to the computer Internet age, the word blog had no meaning; today it is associated with a web page that serves as a personal log (derived from web log) of thoughts or activities. It can also mean a discussion community about personal issues. Another new word with meaning is simplistic. New words are continually being designated with meaning.

3. Expected Action (pragmatics): Expected action conveys an implicit or explicit request or command to perform a given task. For example, in the statement, “Go to the grocery store and buy some chocolate chips,” the expected action is that someone will go to the store. This does not mean the action will actually happen, but it is expected to happen.

4. Intended Purpose (apobetics): Intended purpose is the anticipated goal that can be achieved by the performance of the expected action(s). For example, in the statement, “Go to the grocery store and buy some chocolate chips,” the intended purpose might be to bake and eat chocolate chip cookies.

These four essential attributes specify the definition domain for information. A definition of information (Universal Definition of Information) was formulated by using these four attributes:

An encoded, symbolically represented message conveying expected action and intended purpose.
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Anything not containing all four attributes is not considered information by this Universal Definition of Information (UDI).

Examples of entities that do contain Information [UDI]:

· The Bible

· Newspaper

· Hieroglyphics

· Sheet music

· Mathematical formulas

Examples of entities that do not contain Information [UDI] (one or more of the attributes are missing):

· A physical star: Lacks a code and lacks meaning because it does not represent something else; it is the physical object that the word star represents.

· A physical snowflake: Lacks a code and lacks meaning because it does not represent something else; it is the physical object.

· Random sequence of letters: Has a symbol set, but lacks rules for words or grammar (no code). Since it is random, it has no meaning to any sequence of letters.

· A physical piano: Lacks meaning because it does not represent something else; it is the physical object.

Investigating Information [UDI] Scientifically

The lowest level of operational science begins with ideas originated and formulated by man. These include models, hypotheses, theories, assumptions, speculations, etc. This is the lowest level of scientific certainty because man’s understanding of reality is incomplete, faulty, and constantly changing. A very large gap exists between this level of science and the highest level. This highest level contains scientific laws.

Scientific laws are precise statements formulated from discoveries made through observations and experiments that have been repeatedly verified and never contradicted. There are scientific laws about matter (Newton’s law of gravity, laws of thermodynamics, laws of electricity, and laws of magnetism). There is Pasteur’s law about life (law of biogenesis). Each of these laws is universal with no known exceptions. Scientific evidence that supports or refutes a scientific concept determines its level of certainty.

The information team evaluated scientific laws about information formulated by Dr. Werner Gitt that determine the nature and origin of information [UDI].

Fundamental Law 1 (FL1)

A purely material entity, such as physicochemical processes, cannot create a nonmaterial entity. (Something material cannot create something nonmaterial.)

Physical entities include mass and energy (matter). Examples of something that is not material (nonmaterial entity) include thought, spirit, and volition (will).

Fundamental Law 2 (FL2)

Information is a nonmaterial fundamental entity and not a property of matter.

The information recorded on a CD is nonmaterial. If you weigh a modern blank CD, fill it with information, and weigh it again, the two weights will be the same. Likewise, erasing the information on the CD has no effect on the weight.

The same information can be transmitted on a CD, a book, a whiteboard, or using smoke signals. This means the information is independent of the material source. A material object is required to store information, but the information is not part of the material object. Much like people in an airplane are being stored and transferred in the plane, they are not part of the physical plane.

The first law of thermodynamics makes it clear that mass and energy (matter) can neither be created nor destroyed. All mass and energy in the universe is being conserved (the total sum is constant). However, someone can write a new complicated formula on a whiteboard and then erase the formula. This is a case of creating and destroying information.
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Since the first law of thermodynamics states that mass and energy (matter) cannot be created or destroyed, and information (UDI) can be created and destroyed, information (UDI) must be nonmaterial.

The genetic information system is the software of life and, like the symbols in a computer, is purely symbolic and independent of its environment. Of course, the genetic message, when expressed as a sequence of symbols, is nonmaterial but must be recorded in matter and energy.5
Indeed, Einstein pointed to the nature and origin of symbolic information as one of the profound questions about the world as we know it. He could identify no means by which matter could bestow meaning to symbols. The clear implication is that symbolic information, or language, represents a category of reality distinct from matter and energy.6
First Law of Information (LI1)

Information cannot originate in statistical processes. (Chance plus time cannot create information no matter how many chances or how much time is available.)

There is no known law of nature, no known process, and no known sequence of events which can cause information to originate by itself in matter.7
Second Law of Information (LI2)

Information can only originate from an intelligent sender

Corollary 18
All codes result from an intentional choice and agreement between sender and recipient.

[image: image3.jpg]THE SOURCE of
INFORMATION





We observe daily a continual input of new information (UDI) from an intelligent source (human beings). At present, on earth, the only new information we have detected being created is from human beings. Careful examination of other systems will determine if there are any other intelligent sources of new UDI.

Corollary 2

Any given chain of information can be traced backward to an intelligent source.

For two people to effectively communicate, there must be some agreement on the language or code that is used.

Law of Matter about Machines (LM1)

When information (UDI) is utilized in a material domain, it always requires a machine.

Definition of a machine: A machine is a material device that uses energy to perform a specific task.

Corollary 1 to LM1

Information is required for the design and construction of machines.

What does this mean? Both information (UDI) and matter are necessary for the development of a machine. It is the information that determines and directs the assembly of the material system into the necessary configuration, thereby creating a machine. This means that tracing backward to the manufacture and design of any machine capable of performing useful work will lead to the discovery or necessity of information and ultimately to its intelligent source.

Testing UDI Universally (Living Systems)

Does the code in all living systems (DNA) exhibit all four attributes of Universal Definition of Information (UDI)?

Since all living systems contain DNA and DNA information contains all four attributes, it meets the UDI definition of information. Furthermore, the capacity and density of the information encoded in DNA surpasses anything mankind has accomplished.

There is no information system designed by man that can even begin to compare to it [DNA].9
	Code
	The decoded portion of DNA contains 4 letters (ATCG) that make up three-letter words (codon). These codons are arranged linearly in a various sequence (syntax).

	Meaning
	Each three-letter word represents 1 of the 20 specific amino acids used in life. The sequence (syntax) of the DNA words designates the specific sequence of the amino acids in protein formation.

	Expected Action
	Cellular proteins are bio-machines essential for construction, function, maintenance, and reproduction of the entire organism

	Intended Purpose
	Existence of life


The information encoded in DNA is billions of times more compact than a modern PC hard drive.

How long would it take using naturalistic processes to type out such a code?

A billion universes each populated by billions of typing monkeys could not type out a single gene of this genome.10
But a purposeful, all-knowing, all-powerful Creator could create complex codes in less than a day.

Ah Lord God! behold, thou hast made the heaven and the earth by thy great power and stretched out arm, and there is nothing too hard for thee (Jeremiah 32:17).

The information team agreed upon a precise definition of information (UDI) that is consistent with the information found in human natural languages and in machine languages. Additionally, scientific laws that govern the UDI definition domain were established. It was agreed that the information encoded within the DNA belongs to the UDI domain.

Seven Conclusions

If we apply these laws governing UDI to DNA information, we can make logically sound arguments (conclusions).

9. Since the DNA code of all life-forms is clearly within the UDI definition domain of information, we conclude there must be a sender (LI 1, 2).

10. Since the density and complexity of the DNA encoded information is billions of times greater than man’s present technology, we conclude the sender must be supremely intelligent(LI 2, plus corollaries).

11. Since the sender must have

11. encoded (stored) the information into the DNA molecules

11. constructed the molecular bio-machines required for the encoding, decoding, and synthesizing processes

11. designed all the features for the original life-forms

we conclude the sender must be purposeful and supremely powerful (LM 1, plus corollary).

12. Since information is a nonmaterial fundamental entity and cannot originate from purely material quantities, we conclude the sender must have a nonmaterial component (Spirit). God is Spirit (FL1, 2; LI 2, plus corollaries)!

13. Since information is a nonmaterial fundamental entity and cannot originate from purely material quantities, and since information also originates from man, we conclude man’s nature must have a nonmaterial component (spirit). Man has a spirit (FL 1, 2; LI 2, plus corollaries)!

14. Since information is nonmaterial and the third fundamental entity, we conclude that the assumption “the universe is composed solely of mass and energy” is false (FL 1, 2).

The philosophy of materialism is false!
15. Since all theories of chemical and biological evolution require that information must originate solely from mass and energy alone (no sender), we conclude all theories of chemical and biological evolution are false (Fl 1, 2; LI 1, 2, plus corollaries).

The evolution of life is false!
Therefore, the scientific laws governing the UDI domain have

· Refuted the presupposition of atheism, humanism, and the like, including the theories of chemical and biological evolution.

· Confirmed the existence of an eternal, all-knowing, all-powerful being (God).

Summary

The importance of information to the creation/evolution debate is founded in the presuppositions of each model. The presupposition of the evolutionary model is materialism, which is the idea that everything in the universe is solely comprised of matter (mass and energy). From this foundational assumption, evolutionists logically conclude that cosmic evolution, chemical evolution, and biological evolution are all true. The presupposition of materialism has been shown scientifically to be false.

The presupposition of the Bible is that there is a God who created the universe, the earth, and all organisms living on earth. This has been shown to be consistent with scientific discoveries that there is a nonmaterial third fundamental entity called information that originates only from an intelligent source. The universe consists of more than just mass and energy, and the information found within the DNA system of all life originated from an all-knowing, all-powerful Creator God.

The Challenge

Anyone who disagrees with these laws and conclusions must falsify them by demonstrating the initial origin of information from purely material sources. This challenge has never been scientifically achieved.
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信息：为造物主的证据？
由Mike谜
2010年6月24日
门外汉
该年龄段的战斗开始了，当撒旦欺骗，以为他可以推翻上帝主权统治自己。从那时起，撒但反对神的，现已成为对手或称为大骗子。两个对立的王国有冲突。撒旦王国的攻击与摧毁它的目标是神的国度。神和撒旦有一个历史的目的，但上帝既然是上帝，撒旦是创造了他的生物，神的目的是最终的一个。
随着教会的诞生，撒旦有一个新的敌人抗衡。教会的福音布道构成了严重威胁到他的王国。每一个福音是传给怀疑论者时，撒旦是在他们离开，并相信他的王国的危险。因此，为了在他的王国的防止默认失去成员，撒旦要攻击教会和它的消息。纵观教会历史，撒旦已经用从物理迫害各种战术欺骗，以为错误的思想和影响神的话语的教会。撒旦已推出来自外部和内部的教会这些攻击。人们焚烧圣经，禁止它，改变它，或认为无关紧要，特别是在现代科学时代。撒旦对教会的重大战略之一，并且是唯物主义哲学。
唯物主义是假设所有存在的质量和能量（物质），有没有超自然的力量，没有什么存在即非物质性，也没有神。唯物主义是无神论，人文主义，进化论的基础和前提。
宇宙是所有或曾经是或曾经将是。 1

我们无神论者。 。 。尽量找一些理性思维的基础上，我们可以作为我们的行动和我们的信念，我们有它。 。 。 。我们接受了唯物主义的技术哲学。它是一种有效的哲学，不能扫地。从本质上讲，唯物主义的哲学认为，任何存在，但自然现象。 。 。 。有没有超自然的力量，如神没有超自然的实体，或天堂，或地狱，或生活后死亡（强调）0.2
由唯物主​​义者的挑战是，教会不能抵御的唯物主义哲学。唯物主义者不相信教会能够证明上帝的存在。此外，他们知道，如果唯物主义是真实的，然后进化，因此必须是真实的。但是，如果唯物主义假设是假的？如果它可以通过实证科学表明，宇宙的不仅仅是质量和能量更多下设？

好消息
对于达尔文（分子到人）演进到实际工作中，新的遗传信息是必需的每一步。为了使鱼类生长的腿秩序，新的信息必须被编码到DNA。对于爬行动物羽毛生长，​​新的信息必须被编码到DNA。对于人类进化到阿佩尔成一个生物，新的信息必须被编码到DNA。这种新的信息必须增加或更换新的指令成长的腿，或羽毛，或人体特征的旧信息。但是，什么是信息和它从何而来？
按照这个图我：想像一下，这是你母亲的生日，你想祝她生日快乐，但你没有权力在区域停留。你知道你的朋友几英里远的权力，知道莫尔斯电码。所以，你建立一个火灾烟雾信号，并开始使用莫尔斯电码拼写为你的朋友打电话给你哥哥让他代表您发送一封邮件到你的母亲她的生日了。
您的信息去了狼烟直接向您的朋友的眼睛，从朋友的口中声音通过手机接收电波信号，然后通过电子转化为你的兄弟声波进入到你的兄弟和背面的电话听到的。然后，信息经历了他的手指，被转移到计算机上的代码，并通过电子方式再次收到你的母亲谁对她的理解概念，生日快乐计算机屏幕上的信息。其实没有什么材料转移到你到你的母亲，但信息没有，这表明一切并不重大。
这是个好消息！为什么这是个好消息？由于对唯物主义基础（无神论，人文主义，进化）是宇宙中只有两个实体。 3组成：质量和能量。因此，如果第三个实体可以证明存在，那么唯物论和基于它的全部哲学，因此必须是假的。这是第三个基本的​​信息实体。
什么是信息？
有一些信息的定义目前使用的，然而，这些过于宽泛的定义每个一般。例如，一个信息的定义包括有或没有意义的符号，另有包括在其定义的一切信息。试想一下，以您的朋友发送随机符号狼烟，生日快乐将永远得到发送到您的母亲在她的生日？试想，在发送给您的朋友空气烟雾信号点一堆，生日快乐将永远得到发送到您的母亲呢？
2006年7月，一个代表各个科学学科的科学家小组举行会议，评估了由信息科学家沃纳Gitt博士，4其中确切，很好地对应于人类语言和机器语言的建议信息的定义。该小组建议，这一定义被称为信息（UDI）普遍的定义，并一致认为，有四个基本属性定义它：
首先代码（语法）：在所有的通信系统的信息包含一个代码。 A码包含符号和使用字母，单词，短语或符号来代表别的规则。编码的原因之一是使沟通。例子的代码将是英文字母，单词和语法，象形文字，或代码在计算机上使用（例如，C，FORTRAN或COBOL）。
二含义（语义）：含义启用代表实物或特定符号，字或词组的概念沟通。例如，单词椅子是不是物理椅子，但它代表。同样，名字“鲍勃”是不是体质的人，但代表了真正的人。当文字与实物或概念相关联，它赋予这个词的含义。
例如，aichr和BBO还没有意义，因为他们并不代表任何真正的概念或对象。但是，如果在这些字符串是代表未来的一个真正的对象或概念，它会的意义。此前的计算机网络时代，博客一词已经没有意义，如今已是一个网页作为个人日志的想法或活动（从网络日志派生）提供相关的。这也意味着有关个人问题的社区讨论。另一个新词的意思是简单化。新词不断被指定的含义。
三预计行动（语）：预期隐含或明确的行动传达命令或要求完成既定任务。例如，在声明中，“到杂货店买一些巧克力片”的行动，预计要有人去商店。这并不意味着行动将发生实际发生，但预计到。
第四用途（apobetics）：预期的目的是预期的目标，可以由预期的动作（S）性能达到。例如，在声明中，“到杂货店买一些巧克力片”的预期目的可能是烤，吃巧克力片饼干。
这四个基本属性指定信息的定义域。定义的信息（信息的普遍定义）有什么用这四个属性配方：
一个编码，象征性地为代表的信息传达预期的行动和预期的目的。
 
编码代码
象征性地代表信息的含义
预计行动行动
预期的目的目的
任何不包含所有四个属性是不考虑这方面的信息资料（UDI）普遍的定义。
实体实例包含的信息吗[UDI]：
圣经
报纸
象形文字
乐谱
数学公式
实体不包含信息[UDI]（一个或多个属性缺少）的例子：
物理星：没有一个代码，缺乏意义，因为它并不代表别的东西，它是物理对象，它表示单词的明星。
物理雪花：缺乏一个代码，缺乏意义，因为它并不代表别的东西，它是物理对象。
随机的字母顺序：有一个符号集，但对于单词或语法规则（无码）所缺乏的。既然是随机的，它没有任何意义的字母顺序。
物理钢琴：缺乏意义，因为它并不代表别的东西，它是物理对象。
调查资料[UDI]科学
该业务的最低水平开始与科学起源和一个配方的想法。这些措施包括模型，假说，理论，假设，猜测等，这是科学确定最低水平，因为一个人的现实的认识是不完整的，有缺陷的，不断变化的。一个非常大的差距之间存在着这样的科学水平和最高水平。这个最高级别包含的科学规律。
科学规律是通过观察和从已验证，从不违背了反复实验发现，配方准确陈述。大约有问题（牛顿重力定律，热力学法，电力法，磁法）的科学规律。对生活有巴斯德的法律（生物合成法）。这些法律的每一个，没有已知的异常普遍。科学证据支持或反驳的科学概念确定其矿山的把握程度。
小组评估有关的信息沃纳博士Gitt配方科学规律决定的性质和信息[UDI]原产地的信息。
基本法第1（FL1）
一个纯粹的物质实体，如物理化学过程，不能创建非物质性实体。 （有什么材料不能创造一些非物质性。）
物理实体包括质量和能量（物质）。的东西是不是物质的例子（非物质实体）包括思想，精神和意志（会）。
基本法第2（FL2）
信息是一种非物质性的实体，而不是物质的根本属性。
在CD上记录的信息非物质。如果你的体重现代空白光盘，它的信息填写，并权衡了一遍，这两个权重将是相同的。同样，擦除光盘上的信息不会对体重的影响。
相同的信息可以传输一张CD，一本书，白板，或使用狼烟。这意味着信息是材料的来源无关。一个物质对象是需要存储的信息，但信息不是物质对象的一部分。就像在飞机上的人都被转移和存储在平面上，他们不属于物理平面的一部分。
根据热力学第一定律清楚地表明，质量和能量（物质）既不能被创造也不破坏。所有的质量和宇宙中的能量被保存（总金额为常数）。但是，有人可以写上白板复杂的新公式，然后擦除公式。这是一个创建和销毁信息的情况下。
 
由于热力学第一定律是国家质量和能量（物质）不能创建或销毁，信息（UDI）可以创建和销毁，信息（UDI）必须非物质。
遗传信息系统是生命的软件，就像在电脑中的符号，纯粹是象征性和它的环境无关。当然，遗传信息，当作为一个符号序列的表达，但必须是在非物质的物质和能源。 5记录
事实上，爱因斯坦指出的性质和作​​为对世界，因为我们知道它的深刻的问题之一符号信息的来源。他可以找出任何方法，使问题可以赋予意义的符号。明确含义是象征性的信息，或语言，代表了一种现实的类别，从不同的物质和能源。 6
第一定律的信息（LI1）
信息不能起源于统计过程。 （时间加机会不能创造信息，无论有多少机会，有多少时间可用。）
没有已知的法律性质，没有已知的过程，也没有已知序列的事件可能会导致信息来源本身在物质。 7哪
第二定律的信息（LI2）
信息只能来自一个智能发件人
推论18
所有的故意选择和发送者和接受者之间的协议码的结果。
 
我们观察到从智能源（人）的新信息（UDI）每天不断的投入。目前，在地球上，唯一的新信息，我们检测到正在创建的人类。其他系统将确定信任的应用程序仔细检查是否有新的智能UDI任何其他来源。
推论2
任何给定的信息链可以追溯到落后的情报来源。
对于两个人进行有效的沟通，必须有一些语言或代码，用于协议。
机物约法（LM1）
当信息（UDI）是在材料领域的利用，它总是需要一台机器。
一台机器的定义：A机是一种装置，使用节能材料，以执行特定任务。
推论1至LM1
信息是必需的设计和施工的机器。
这是什么意思？这两个信息（UDI）与物质是一台机器发展的必要。它是信息，指示地雷和进入系统配置必要的物质确定性的组装，从而创造出一台机器。这意味着，追查落后的生产和任何机器的执行有用的工作能力设计将导致发现或信息的必要性，并最终其源智能。
测试通用UDI（生活系统）
是否在所有的生物系统（DNA）代码展示的信息（UDI）普遍定义的所有四个属性？
由于所有的生命系统含有DNA和DNA资料包含所有四个属性，它满足了UDI信息的定义。此外，能力和在DNA编码的信息密度超过任何人类已经完成。
没有信息系统由人设计的，甚至可以开始比较它[DNA] 0.9
DNA的解码部分代码包含四个字母（ATCG），它们组成三个字母的字（密码子）。这些密码子被安排在不同的线性序列（语法）。
这意味着每个三个字母代表字在生活中使用的20项具体的氨基酸之一。的DNA序列词（语法）指定的蛋白质的氨基酸形成特定的顺序。
预计行动细胞蛋白质是建设，功能，维修，以及整个机体繁殖必不可少的生物机器
预期生命存在的目的
在DNA编码的信息是倍以上现代电脑硬盘驱动器紧凑的数十亿美元。
它需要多长时间使用自然过程输入了这样的代码？
一亿宇宙由数十亿人口的打字猴子每个类型不能出了这个基因组。 10单基因
但是，有目的，全知，全能的创造者可以创建在不到一天的时间复杂的代码。
上帝啊！看哪，你由你的大国的天地和延伸在那里差，并没有什么对你（耶32:17）太硬。
信息小组商定了信息（UDI）确切的定义是，在人类进入机器语言和自然语言中的信息是一致的。此外，支配UDI的定义域建立了科学规律。与会者一致认为，在DNA编码的信息属于域UDI。
七结论
如果我们运用这些规律，UDI的DNA信息，我们可以使逻辑（结论）有力的论据。
10日由于所有生命形式的DNA代码显然是在域UDI信息的定义，我们的结论必须有一个发送者（李1，2）。
11由于密度和DNA编码信息的复杂性是倍比目前更大的数十亿美元的技术，我们的结论寄件人必须超级智能（李2，加推论）。
12由于发件人必须有
编码（存储）的信息到DNA分子
构建了生物分子的编码，解码和合成过程所需的机器
设计原生命形式的所有功能
我们总结的发送者必须有目的，有超级强大的（LM 1，加推论）。
13由于信息是一种基本的非物质性的实体，不能来源于纯粹的物质的数量，我们的结论发件人必须有一个非物质成分（精神）。神是灵（FL1，2，李2，加推论）！
14日由于信息是一种基本的非物质性的实体，不能来源于纯粹的物质的数量，此后信息从一个起源，我们的结论是必须有一个非物质性组件（精神）。它有一个精神（FL 1，2，李2，加推论）！
15日由于信息非物质实体和第三的根本，我们的结论是假设“宇宙完全是质量和能量组成的”为假（FL 1，2）。
唯物主义的哲学是假的！
16由于所有化学和生物进化理论的要求信息必须源于单从质量和能量的单（不发送），我们得出结论，化学和生物进化的所有理论都是假的（FL 1，2，李一，二，加推论）。
生命的进化是假的！
因此，管域UDI科学规律有
反驳了无神论，人文主义，以及类似的前提条件，包括化学和生物进化的理论。
证实了一个永恒的，无所不知，无所不能被（上帝）的存在。
摘要
信息的重要性，以创造/进化的辩论是建立在每个模型的前提。唯物主义的前提是进化模式，这是宇宙中的一切完全是物质的组成（质量和能量）的想法。从这个基本假设，逻辑上得出结论，宇宙进化论者进化，化学进化，生物进化都是如此。唯物主义的前提已经被科学证明是假的。
圣经的前提是，有一个上帝是谁创造了​​宇宙，地球，和地球上所有生物。这已被证明是与科学发现相一致，有三分之一根本的实体，称为非物质性的情报信息，从起源的唯一来源。宇宙下设不仅仅是质量和能量，并在从一个全知，全能的造物主上帝所有的生命起源的DNA系统中的信息更多。
挑战
任何人谁与这些法律和结论有异议，必须通过展示伪造的初步资料从纯粹的材料来源产地他们。这一挑战从来没有得到科学的实现。
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Is Evolution a Religion?
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Layman
We are sure that many people will find the question posed as the title of this chapter a little strange. Surely, evolution is about the origin and development of life-forms on earth—what has this got to do with religion? Evolution is science, isn’t it? And we are told that it has got to be separate from religious belief—at least in the classroom! Well, let’s see if evolution fits the bill as a true science as opposed to a religious belief. In order to do so, we must define some terms.

What Is Science?

Creationists are often accused of being unscientific or pseudoscientific, while at the same time those who promote evolution assume the mantle of “real scientist.” But what is science anyway? According to The American Heritage Dictionary, science is “the observation, identification, description, experimental investigation, and theoretical explanation of phenomena.”1 Or put more simply, science involves observing things in the real world and trying to explain how they work. The key word here is observation.

You see, creationists do, indeed, believe in real “observational science,” sometimes called “operational science.” We enjoy the benefits of observational science every day. Whether flying in an airplane, having our illness cured by the wonders of modern medicine, or writing this book on a space-age laptop computer, we are benefiting from the technology that applies genuine observational science to real-world needs. These triumphs of science exist in the present and can therefore be the subjects of examination and investigation.

Another type of science is known as “historical science,” sometimes called “origins science.” Historical science is the process of using the methods of science in the present to determine what happened in the past. Since the physical world exists in the present, all the evidence a scientist has available to examine the physical world also exists in the present. The scientist has no method to examine directly the past; thus, he must make assumptions in order to come to conclusions. However, assumptions are unproven, and generally un-provable, beliefs. Assumptions are no more than un-testable guesses.

Things that happened in the past are just that, past. They cannot be observed or tested in the present. They cannot be repeated or verified in the present. Then, you ask, how do we know so much about the past?

Understanding the Past

Perhaps an example here would help illustrate this issue. If you were to ask a roomful of people, “Do you think George Washington was a real person?” what would you expect the response to be? Of course, everyone would say that he or she believed George Washington actually existed.
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George Washington

Now ask this question: “Can you give me a way to prove his existence scientifically, that is, by some experimental procedure?” The usual responses are “Test his DNA,” or “Dig up his bones.” But actually, these methods won’t work. First of all, DNA testing would only work if you already had a valid sample of his DNA to use as a comparison. If you dug up his bones, you still could not prove they were his. In order to make any conclusions, you would have to make some assumptions based on things you could not actually test.

Well then, if there is no scientific method to prove he lived, how do we know George Washington existed? It’s easy! We have abundant historical documentation of his life. These documents were held to be valid by the people who lived in that day and are not disputed. Thus, we have reliable evidence that he actually walked the earth. (Whether or not he actually chopped down a cherry tree is still a matter of debate!)

What Does This Have to Do with Evolution?

Molecules-to-man evolution is based on the premise that, through mutation and natural selection, organisms have, over the past three billion or so years, become more complex. These organisms have then progressed into an ever-increasing array of creatures until, ultimately, humans arrived on the scene.

When asked if anyone has ever seen one type of creature change into another, the answer is always no. Confronted with this, the evolutionists will usually counter that it happens too slowly to be seen. The claim is that it takes millions of years for these painfully slow processes to occur. Well then, if the process is too slow to be seen, how do we know it happened at all? After all, no one was there to observe all these organisms slowly changing into more complex forms. Also, there is no way in the present to test or repeat what happened in the past. Any conclusions about things that are not testable in the present must be based on improvable assumptions about the un-testable past.

Ernst Mayr, who is considered by many to be one of the 20th century’s most influential evolutionists, put it this way:

Evolutionary biology, in contrast with physics and chemistry, is an historical science—the evolutionist attempts to explain events and processes that have already taken place. Laws and experiments are inappropriate techniques for the explication of such events and processes. Instead one constructs a historical narrative, consisting of a tentative reconstruction of the particular scenario that led to the events one is trying to explain2(emphasis added).

He then amazingly concludes, “No educated person any longer questions the validity of the so-called theory of evolution, which we know now to be a simple fact”2 (emphasis added).

So-called Evidence for Evolution

What is so obvious in our world that Mayr can call goo-to-you evolution “a simple fact,” which according to him no educated person would question? There are many supposed evidences for evolution. We will now consider two of these supposed evidences here and will examine them in the light of observational, rather than historical, science.

Evolutionists often claim that the theory of evolution has nothing to do with the origin of life. They argue that evolution only deals with issues of the changes in organisms over time. They contend that life has progressed through purely naturalistic means, without any supernatural intervention. However, if they argue that life progresses by purely naturalistic mechanisms, then they must also delineate a natural process by which life came into being.

One supposed evidence for evolution is that life began spontaneously in the earth’s vast oceans approximately three billion years ago.3 Textbooks, magazines, and television documentaries constantly bombard us with this so-called fact. Just what is the evidence for the evolution of life from nonliving molecules? There isn’t any! There is no method to determine what the earth’s “ancient atmosphere” was like or the composition of the oceans at that time.4 No one was there to test or examine that environment. No one can say with certainty what the chemical makeup of the primordial oceans was. So how can it be claimed that simple proteins and nucleic acids arose spontaneously?
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Based on our knowledge of these molecules using observational science in the present, it is difficult to imagine these processes happening by naturalistic processes. No scientific observation has ever shown how these complex molecules could arise spontaneously, let alone evolve simultaneously and assemble themselves in such a way as to become alive. One prominent evolutionist, Leslie Orgel, notes, “And so, at first glance, one might have to conclude that life could never, in fact, have originated by chemical means.”5
One of the primary evidences used to support the theory of evolution is the fossil record. Evolutionists have long proposed that the fossilized remains of dead organisms, both plant and animal, found in the rock layers prove that life has evolved on the earth over millions of years. Using observational science, how can this conclusion be reached? There are only the fossils themselves to examine. These fossils only exist in the present. There is no method to determine directly what happened to these creatures; neither to determine how they died, nor how they were buried in the sediment, nor how long it took for them to fossilize. Although it is possible to make up a story to explain the fossil record, this contrived story does not meet the criteria for true scientific investigation. A story about the past cannot be scientifically tested in the present.

The creationist looking at the fossil record reaches a far different conclusion from the evolutionist. To the creationist, the fossils in the rocks represent the result of a global cataclysm with massive sedimentation rapidly burying millions upon millions of creatures. This catastrophic event would account not only for the fossil record but also for the rock layers themselves. (Deposition of sediment in layers would have resulted from sorting in the turbulent Flood and post-Flood waters.) So which viewpoint is correct? Neither the creationist’s nor the evolutionist’s explanation can be tested in the present.
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But in this regard the creationist does have evidence. Evidence is found in a book called the Bible. The Bible claims to be the Word of God. It is a record of what God did and when He did it. In the Bible we learn how life began—God created it. The Bible helps us understand the fossil record—much of it is the result of a worldwide flood as described in Genesis 6–8. Like the historical documents that establish George Washington existed, we have a reliable historical document called the Bible to give us answers about our origin and about our world.

An evolutionist has no historical documentation for his viewpoint. He relies on the assumptions of historical science for support. Herein lies a fundamental misunderstanding of the purpose and potential of science. Scientific inquiry properly involves the investigation of processes that are observable, testable, and repeatable. The origin and development of life on earth cannot be observed, tested, or repeated because it happened in the past.

So, is evolution observable science? No, evolution falls under the realm of historical science; it is a belief system about the past. How can an evolutionist believe these things without rigorous scientific proof? The answer is that he wants to. Evolutionists are quite sincere in their beliefs, but ultimately these beliefs are based on their view that the world originated by itself through totally naturalistic processes. There is a term for this type of belief system—that term is religion. Religion is “a cause, a principle, or an activity pursued with zeal or conscientious devotion.”6 It should be pointed out that religion does not necessarily involve the concept of God.

Perhaps a few observations from some of the world’s leading evolutionists will now put the question posed in the title of this chapter into perspective.

Evolution as a Religion

Dr. Michael Ruse, from the Department of Philosophy at the University of Guelph in Ontario, is a philosopher of science, particularly of the evolutionary sciences. He is the author of several books on Darwinism and evolutionary theory and in an article in the National Post he wrote:7
Evolution is promoted by its practitioners as more than mere science. Evolution is promulgated as an ideology, a secular religion—a full-fledged alternative to Christianity, with meaning and morality. . . . Evolution is a religion. This was true of evolution in the beginning, and it is true of evolution still today.

This is an incredible admission: the study of the origin and development of life-forms on earth is not “mere science,” but “a secular religion.”

However, this is also the view of William Provine, the Charles A. Alexander Professor of Biological Sciences at the Department of Ecology and Evolutionary Biology at Cornell University. Writing in Origins Research, he tells us, “Let me summarize my views on what modern evolutionary biology tells us loud and clear.”8 Now you would expect this leading professor of biology to say that modern evolutionary biology tells us something about the origin of life or something about natural selection or something about the origin of species or something about genetics. But, no! According to this leading evolutionary biologist, modern evolutionary biology tells us loud and clear that:

There are no gods, no purposes, no goal-directed forces of any kind. There is no life after death. When I die, I am absolutely certain that I am going to be dead. That’s the end for me. There is no ultimate foundation for ethics, no ultimate meaning to life, and no free will for humans, either.8
It is obvious that these two influential biologists believe that evolution is a religion—a religion of atheism where there are no end products and where evolution reigns supreme.

Religion of Atheism

Writing a superb article about the rise of the Darwinian fundamentalism in The Spectator, the journalist Paul Johnson sums up the belief system of atheistic evolutionists with great insightfulness.

Nature does not distinguish between a range of mountains, like the Alps, or a stone or a clever scientist like Professor Dawkins, because it is sightless, senseless and mindless, being a mere process operating according to rules which have not been designed but simply are.9
Although Paul Johnson uses the word nature, he actually is referring to evolution. By this he means chance random processes honed by natural selection over eons of time. This is the process by which everything has been created, according to the evolutionists. The everything can be an inanimate object like a range of mountains, or it can be incredibly complex creatures like you and the authors of this book.

This belief in molecules-to-man evolution can and does cause people to become atheists as admitted by leading atheist Dr. Richard Dawkins, the Charles Simonyi Professor of the Public Understanding of Science at Oxford University. In answer to the question “Is atheism the logical extension of believing evolution?” Dawkins replied, “My personal feeling is that understanding evolution led me to atheism.”10
Evolution Contrasted with Christianity

The only true real religion is Christianity, and this can be used as the template to explain what a religion is. A religion will therefore give an explanation for

· A holy book—Christianity teaches that the Bible is the Word of God and that this book teaches us what to believe concerning God and what God requires of us. The holy book of the evolutionists is Darwin’s Origin of Species. The evolutionists believe that this book gives an explanation for the origin and development of life on earth11 without the need of any God or supernatural agent.

· The origin of everything—Christianity teaches that in the beginning God created everything (that is, the entire universe with all its stars and planets, all plant life and all animal and human life) out of nothing over a period of six literal days. In comparison, evolution teaches that in the beginning nothing exploded and gradually evolved over billions of years into the universe that we see today.

· The origin of death and suffering—Christianity teaches that when God created everything, it was perfect. As a result of the sin of the first man, Adam, death, disease, and suffering entered the scene. Evolution does not recognize the word sin but teaches that fish-to-philosopher evolution can only proceed via death. Hence, death, disease, and suffering are the necessary driving forces of evolution; from this concept, we get the phrase survival of the fittest.

· The reason why humans are here—Christianity teaches that humans are the pinnacle of God’s creation and that they were made in God’s image and likeness. In contrast, amoeba-to-architect evolution teaches that humans have evolved from some apelike ancestor, which in turn evolved from another sort of animal.

· The future of humans—Christianity teaches that one day the Lord Jesus Christ will return to this earth and that He will create a new heavens and earth where those people who trusted Him as their Lord and Savior in this life will live with God forever. Evolution, on the other hand, teaches that humans are not the end product of evolution; evolution will continue and humans will either become extinct or evolve into some other species of creature that will definitely not be human.

· The future of the universe—Christianity teaches that the present universe will be burned up by God, and He will then create a new heavens and earth. Evolution, on the other hand, teaches that one day the universe will reach what is called a heat death, although it is in effect a cold death, for the temperature of the universe will be just a fraction of a degree above absolute zero. This will happen when all the energy that is available to do work will have been used up, and then nothing will happen—the universe will just “be.” The time period for the universe to reach this state is almost unimaginable. It is thought that it will take about a thousand billion years for all the stars to use up all their fuel and fizzle out. By then, of course, there will be no life in the universe; every single life-form, including humans, will have become extinct billions of years previously. There will still be, however, occasional flashes of starlight in the dark universe as very large stars collapse in on themselves to form black holes. For the next 10122 (that is the figure 1 followed by 122 zeros!) years, this so-called Hawking radiation will be the only thing happening in the universe. Then, when all the black holes have evaporated, there will be darkness for 1026 years, during which time the universe will simply “be” and nothing will happen.

Evolution—an Attractive Religion

At first sight, believing in evolution may not seem an attractive proposition. However, what makes it attractive is that there is no God to whom you have to give an account of your actions. This is borne out by the following quote from an atheist:

We no longer feel ourselves to be guests in someone else’s home and therefore obliged to make our behavior conform with a set of preexisting cosmic rules. It is our creation now. We make the rules. We establish the parameters of reality. We create the world, and because we do, we no longer feel beholden to outside forces. We no longer have to justify our behavior, for we are now the architects of the universe. We are responsible to nothing outside ourselves, for we are the kingdom, the power, and the glory forever and ever.12
Evolution therefore leads to the teaching that you can do as you please. You can live your life just to please yourself. Many people today live such a life. They have abandoned the faith of their forefathers and have embraced the doctrines of evolution with its atheism. No wonder we are living in a “me, me, me” hedonistic society where everything that you do is to try to please and bring pleasure to yourself. This is more than “selfish ambition”; it is totally decadent and is in total contrast to what Christianity teaches about what our ambition should be—our chief end is to glorify God (not oneself ) and to enjoy Him (not oneself ) forever.
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我们相信，许多人会发现作为本章有点怪题提出的问题。当然，进化是关于起源和生命形式在地球上发展，这得到了什么做与宗教？进化是科学，不是吗？而我们被告知是 - 在它已经得到了要在课堂上至少从宗教分离！那么，让我们看看进化适合作为一个真正的科学的法案，而​​不是一个宗教的信仰。为了做到这一点，我们必须定义一些术语。
什么是科学？
神创论者经常指责不科学或伪科学，而在同一时间那些谁承担促进发展的地幔“真正的科学家，”但什么是科学呢？据美国传统词典，科学是“观察，识别，描述，实验研究和理论解释的现象。”1或放更简单，科学包括观察在现实世界中的东西，并试图解释他们是如何工作的。这里的关键词是观察。
你看，神创论事，确实相信，在“科学观察”，有时也被称为实质“运作的科学。”我们享受科学带来的好处观测每一天。无论是飞行中的飞机，有我们的病治愈了现代医学的奇迹，或写在太空时代的笔记本电脑这本书中，我们都受益于这项技术真正应用于科学观测到现实世界的需要。这些科学的胜利存在于现在和考试，因此可以和调查的对象。
另一种类型的科学被称为“历史科学”，有时也被称为“起源的科学。”历史科学是在目前使用的科学方法，以确定在过去发生的事情的过程。由于物理世界中目前存在的，所有的证据，科学家可以研究物质世界在目前还存在。科学家一直没有方法直接检查过去，因此，他必须作出的假设，以得出结论。不过，未经证实的假设，和基因团结非可证，信念。假设没有比联合国更可行的测试猜测。
事情发生在过去的只是，过去。他们无法观察或在目前的测试。他们不能重复或本验证。然后，你问，我们怎么知道过去这么多？
了解过去
也许在这里的例子将有助于说明这一问题。如果你问一个人的屋子，“你认为乔治华盛顿是一个真正的人？”请问您期望的响应呢？当然，大家会说他或她相信乔治华盛顿实际上是存在的。
 
乔治华盛顿
现在问这个问题：“你能不能给我一个证明自己的存在方式科学，即通过一些实验程序？”通常的反应是“他的DNA测试”，或但实际上，这些方法“挖他的骨头。”将无法工作。首先，DNA测试只会工作，如果你已经有他的DNA样本，有效使用作为比较。如果他的骨头挖出来，你还不能证明他们是他的。为了使任何结论，你要对事情你无法实际测试的一些假设。
那么，如果没有科学的方法来证明自己住，我们怎么知道乔治华盛顿存在？这很容易！我们有丰富的历史文献，他的生命。这些文件被认为是由人谁住在那一天，是没有争议的有效。因此，我们有可靠的证据表明，他居然走了地球。 （不论他居然砍下樱桃树仍然是一个有争议的问题！）

这是什么都与演变？
分子到人的进化的前提是，通过突变和自然选择，生物有，在过去三年亿年左右，变得更加复杂的。这些生物有那么进步在不断增加的生物阵列成，直到最终，人类就赶到了现场。
当被问及是否有人见过成另一种生物的变化类型，答案是永远没有见过这种面对，进化论者通常会反驳说，它发生过慢，是。索赔是，它需要对这些痛苦的缓慢过程数百万年发生。那么，如果过程过于缓慢，可以看出，我们怎么知道它发生了呢？毕竟，没有人有遵守所有这些生物慢慢进入更复杂的形式变化。因此，没有在目前的方式来测试或重复在过去发生的事情。关于东西不是在目前的测试可行的任何结论必须建立在对非improvable测试可行过去的假设。
厄恩斯特迈尔，谁是由许多人认为是20世纪最有影响力的进化论者之一，这样说：
进化生物学，物理学和化学与此相反，是一个历史科学的进化论试图解释事件和已经发生的过程。法律和实验是这样解释不恰当的事件和过程的技术。相反一个构造了一个历史叙事，一种特定的情况下，才造成了事件之一是试图解释。2（强调）初步重建组成。
然后，他令人惊讶的结论，“没有受过教育的人不再质疑的进化所谓的理论的正确性，我们知道现在是一个简单的事实”2（强调）。
所谓证据的演变
什么是如此明显，我们的世界，可以调用迈尔粘性对你进化“一个简单的事实，”而据他没有受过教育的人会怀疑？有许多应该进化的证据。现在，我们将考虑这些假设的证据两这里要研究的观测，而不是历史的，科学的光他们。
进化论者往往声称进化论无关，与生命的起源。他们认为，进化只在一段时间内生物的变化问题的协议。他们认为生活已通过纯粹自然主义的手段进步了，没有任何超自然的干预。但是，如果他们认为，通过纯粹的自然生活机制的发展，那么他们也必须划定一个自然的过程，生活应运而生。
一个应该进化的证据是，生活开始在地球辽阔的海洋自发地约30亿年前。 3文字书籍，杂志，电视纪录片不断轰击这个所谓的事实我们。到底什么是生命的非生物分子进化的证据？没有任何一个！有没有方法来确定地球的“古老的气息”喜欢或什么样的海洋在该time.4组成，没有人在那里测试或检查的环境。没有人可以肯定地说什么是原始海洋的化学成分。那么，如何能说是声称简单蛋白质和核酸便油然而生？
 
根据我们对这些使用在目前的观测分子科学知识，很难想象这些过程中所发生的自然过程。从来没有科学观测表明如何将这些复杂的分子可以自发地出现，更谈不上发展同时，组装成这样自己才能成为活着。一个突出的进化论，张国荣八音盒，笔记“等，乍一看，人们可能不得不得出结论，生活不可能，其实都起源的化学方法。”5
用于支持进化论的主要证据之一是化石记录。进化论者很早就提出，死亡生物的化石，植物和动物，在岩石层的发现证明，生活在地球上进化了数百万年。使用观测科学，怎么能达到这样的结论？只有研究这些化石本身。这些化石只存在于现在。有没有方法直接确定信任的应用程序所发生的这些动物，既不确定他们如何死，也不怎么他们在泥沙掩埋，也过了多长时间他们形成化石。虽然它有可能使一个故事来解释化石记录，这做作的故事不符合真正的科学调查的标准。一个关于过去的故事不能在目前的科学测试。
而创造论在化石记录看达到从进化论完全不同的结论。到了创世，在岩石的化石代表着一个庞大的千百万沉淀后，迅速以百万计的生物埋全球灾难的结果。这一灾难性事件将不仅考虑了化石记录也为自己的岩层。 （在层泥沙淤积将有来自动荡后的洪水和洪水排序结果。）视点可因此这是正确的？无论是创造论的，也不是进化论的解释可以在目前的测试。
 
但在这方面创造论确有证据。证据被发现在一本叫圣经。圣经自称是神的话语。这是一个什么样的神并和当他做到了记录。在圣经中，我们开始学习如何生活，上帝创造了它。圣经帮助我们了解化石记录，其中很大一部分是作为一个世界性的洪水在创世纪6-8描述的结果。像乔治华盛顿建立存在的历史文件，我们有一个可靠的历史文献称为圣经给我们对我们的起源和我们的世界的答案。
一个进化论者并没有为他的观点的历史文件。他依靠支持的历史科学的假设。来读的目的和科学的潜力根本误解。科学探究妥善涉及可观察进程的调查，测试能力，且可重复的。的起源和地球上的生命发展不能被观察，测试，或重复，因为它在过去发生的事情。
那么，是发展科学观察？不，如果在科学领域的历史演变，这是一个关于过去的信仰体系。如何进化论者相信这些东西没有严格的科学论证？答案是，他想。进化论者在他们的信仰是非常真诚的，但最终这些信念是对他们的观点，世界起源本身通过自然过程完全基于。有一个这样的信念系统这个术语是宗教类型术语。宗教是“一个原因，一个原则，或与热情或自觉奉献的追捕活动。”6应当指出，宗教并不一定涉及神的概念。
或许从世界领先的进化论者一些一些看法，现在把这一章的角度看标题提出的问题。
作为一种宗教的演变
博士迈克尔鲁塞，从哲学在安大略省圭尔夫大学部，是一门科学哲学家特别是进化科学。他是对达尔文主义和进化论中的一个，并在国家邮报的文章几本书的作者，他写道：7
进化是促进其从业人员也比单纯的科学。进化是颁布作为意识形态，世俗宗教对基督教全面替代，意义和道德。 。 。 。进化是一种宗教。这是在进化的真正开始，这是真正的宁静今天的进化。
这是一个令人难以置信的录取：对起源和生命形式在地球上研究开发不是“单纯的科学”，而是“一个世俗的宗教。”
然而，这也是威廉Provine，查尔斯A.亚历山大教授在生态和进化生物学系在康奈尔大学的生物科学的看法。在起源的研究写作，他告诉我们，“让我总结什么现代进化生物学告诉我们很清楚自己的看法。”8现在你会想到这个领先的生物教授说，现代进化生物学告诉我们事情的起源生命或有关自然选择或对物种的起源或关于遗传学的东西什么东西。但是，没有！据这家领先的进化生物学家，现代进化生物学告诉我们响亮而明确表示：
有没有神，没有目的，没有目标导向的任何形式的力量。死后有没有生命。当我死了，我绝对肯定，我将要死去。这是我的结束。有没有道德的最终基础，没有终极意义的生活，对于人类来说，任。 8没有自由意志
很明显，这两个有影响力的生物学家认为，进化是一个宗教的无神论宗教那里有没有高端产品和至高无上的地方发展。
宗教的无神论
写一本关于对在观众达尔文原教旨主义兴起精湛的文章，记者保罗约翰逊总结了以极大的洞察力无神论的进化论信仰体系。
自然不区分的山脉，如阿尔卑斯山，或一块石头或一个科学家像教授道金斯聪明，因为它是盲目的，毫无意义和愚蠢，是一个单纯的经营过程中根据尚未被设计规则，而是根本就0.9
虽然保罗约翰逊使用这个词的性质，他实际上是指进化。他通过这种手段，在自然选择的时间永世磨练机会随机过程。这是由其中的一切已创建过程中，根据进化论者。在一切都可以像一个山脉没有生命的物体，也可以像你和这本书的作者非常复杂的生物。
这是分子到人的进化，并没有引起人们可以成为作为领先的无神论者理查德道金斯博士，查尔斯西蒙尼的公众理解科学教授在牛津大学录取无神论者。在回答这个问题“是无神论的信仰演变的逻辑延伸？”道金斯说：“我个人的感觉是，我认识的演变导致无神论。”10
进化与基督教对比
唯一真正的真正的宗教是基督教，这可以作为模板用来解释什么是宗教。宗教要给予解释，因此
一个神圣的书，基督教教导说圣经是神的话语，而这本书教我们怎样相信关于上帝和神对我们提出的要求。进化论者的圣书是达尔文的物种起源。进化论者认为，这本书给没有任何神或超自然的代理需要的起源和发展上地球。 11生活解释。
一切的起源，基督教的教导，在起初神创造了一切（即，所有的恒星和行星，所有植物的生命和所有的动物和人类生活的整个宇宙）超过六个字面天无中生有。相比较而言，进化教，一开始没有爆炸，演变成几十亿年的宇宙，我们今天所看到的逐渐增强。
的死亡和痛苦的起源，基督教教导说，当上帝创造了一切，它是完美的。作为第一位的，亚当犯罪的结果，死亡，疾病和痛苦进入现场。进化不承认罪恶，教字，鱼到哲学家的演变只能继续通过死亡。因此，死亡，疾病和痛苦是必要的演变驱动力，从这个概念，我们得到了优胜劣汰的生存短语。
人类之所以在这里，基督教教导说，人类是上帝的创造的顶峰，而且他们在神的形象和肖像制成。相比之下，阿米巴对建筑师进化教导，人类的祖先从一些阿佩尔，从而从另一个类动物进化演变。
对人类，基督教的未来教导，有一天，主耶稣基督将返回地球，而他要创建一个新的天地自​​然里的人谁可信任作为他们的救主，这辈子他将生活与神永远。进化，另一方面，教导我们，人类不是进化的终端产品，将继续演变和人类要么灭绝或演变成一些其他的生物物种，绝对不会是人。
宇宙的未来，基督教教导说，目前的宇宙将被烧掉的上帝，他会再创建一个新的天地自​​然。进化，另一方面，教导我们，有一天宇宙要达到所谓的热寂，虽然它实际上是一个寒冷的死亡，对宇宙的温度要只是一种比绝对零度的一小部分。这将发生在所有的能量，可用于做工作已经用完，然后什么都不会发生，宇宙要只是“是。”为宇宙达到这种状态的时间几乎是不可想象的。据认为，这将需要大约一万亿年的所有明星使用了所有的燃料和嘶嘶声了。届时，当然不会有生命在宇宙中，每一个生命形式，包括人类，将成为灭绝的几十亿年以前。将有沉默，然而，偶尔闪烁的星光在与非常大的恒星在自己黑暗的宇宙坍塌形成黑洞。在接下来的10 ^122（即数字1后面122个零！）岁，这个所谓的霍金辐射将是唯一在宇宙中发生的事情。然后，当所有的黑洞已经消失，将有黑暗10^26年发生，在此期间，宇宙将简单的“是”并没有什么会。

宗教魅力的演变
乍一看，在进化过程中可能似乎不相信有吸引力的命题。然而，使它有吸引力的是，有没有谁给你的你的行动帐户的神。这是无神论者承担了从以下列报价：
我们不再觉得自己是在别人家的客人因而不得不使我们的行为符合一个已经存在的宇宙的规则。这是我们创造了。我们制定规则。我们建立现实的参数。我们创造了世界，因为我们做的，我们不再感到受惠于外部力量。我们不再需要证明我们的行为，因为我们现在的宇宙的建筑师。我们有责任外自己没有什么，因为我们的国度，权柄，荣耀永远和ever.12
因此进化导致了教学，你可以做，都可以。你可以住你的生活只是为了取悦自己。许多人今天生活这样的生活。他们放弃了他们的祖先的信仰，并接受其演变与无神论的学说。难怪我们正处在一个“我，我，我”享乐主义的社会，一切，你要做的就是尽量请给自己带来快乐的生活。这比“自私的野心”多;相反它是完全腐朽，并在基督教教什么什么应该是我们的野心完全，我们的行政到底是荣耀神（不是自己），并享受他（不是自己）永远。
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