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Christians are often asked questions about Satan: Who is he? Was he created? When was he created?

These and similar questions are valid questions to ask. To answer them, we need to carefully consider what the Bible says, since it is the only completely reliable source of information about Satan. The Bible doesn’t give much information about Satan or the angels, but it does give enough to answer some of these questions.

God’s Word is infallible and the absolute authority, and we need to be leery of conclusions drawn from sources outside the Bible, such as man’s ideas or traditions. Let’s consider what the Bible says related to these questions.

Who Is Satan and Was He Always Called Satan?

The first use of the name Satan is found in 1 Chronicles 21:1; chronologically, Job, which was written much earlier, surpasses this. Satan is found throughout Job 1 and Job 2. Satan literally means “adversary” in Hebrew.

Another name appears in the Old Testament in the King James Version:

How art thou fallen from heaven, O Lucifer, son of the morning! How art thou cut down to the ground, which didst weaken the nations! (Isaiah 14:12; KJV).

This is the only passage that uses the name Lucifer to refer to Satan. This name doesn’t come from Hebrew but Latin. Perhaps this translation into English was influenced by the Latin Vulgate, which uses this name. In Latin, Lucifer means “light bringer.”

The Hebrew is heylel and means “light bearer,” “shining one,” or “morning star.” Many modern translations translate this as star of the morning or morning star. In this passage, heylel refers to the king of Babylon and Satan figuratively. Of course, Jesus lays claim to this title in Revelation 22:16. Though the passage in Revelation is in Greek while the passage in Isaiah is Hebrew, both are translated similarly.

Some believe that Lucifer was a heavenly or angelic name that was taken from Satan when he rebelled. The Bible doesn’t explicitly state this, though Satan is nowhere else referred to as Lucifer but instead is called other names like the devil, Satan, etc. This tradition may hold some truth, although the idea seems to miss that this verse is referring to him during and after his fall—not before. Since other scriptural passages refer to him as Satan, Lucifer wasn’t necessarily his pre-Fall name any more than Satan would be.

Even though Satan is first mentioned by name in Job, previous historical accounts record his actions (see Genesis 3, when Satan influenced the serpent, and Genesis 4 where Cain belonged to him [1 John 3:12]).

In the New Testament, other names reveal more about Satan’s current nature. Devil (diabolos) means “false accuser, Satan, slanderer” in Greek and is the word from which the English word diabolical is formed. Satan is called a dragon in Revelation 12:9 and 20:2, as well as the “evil one” in several places. Revelation 12:9 calls him “that ancient serpent” or “serpent of old,” and Matthew 4:3 calls him the “tempter.” Other names for Satan include Abaddon (destruction), Apollyon (destroyer, Revelation 9:11), Beelzebub or Beelzebul (Matthew 12:27) and Belial (2 Corinthians 6:15). Satan is also referred to as the god of this world/age (2 Corinthians 4:4), prince of this world (John 12:31), and father of lies (John 8:44).

Was Satan Originally a Fallen Angel from Heaven?

Satan is mentioned in conjunction with angels (Matthew 25:41; Revelation 12:9) and the “sons of God” (Job 1:6, 2:1), which many believe to be angels. Although no Bible verse actually states that he was originally an angel, he is called a cherub in Ezekiel 28:16. The meaning of cherub is uncertain, though it is usually thought of as an angelic or heavenly being. (Ezekiel 28 is discussed in more detail later.)

In 2 Corinthians 11:14, we find that Satan masquerades as an angel of light—another allusion to his angel-like status:

And no wonder! For Satan himself transforms himself into an angel of light.

Although it is possible that Satan was an angel, it may be better to say that he was originally a “heavenly host” (which would include angels), since we know that he came from heaven, but don’t know with certainty that he was an actual angel. Recall Isaiah 14:12:

How you are fallen from heaven, O Lucifer, son of the morning! How you are cut down to the ground, you who weakened the nations!

When Satan, the great dragon in Revelation 12:9, fell, it appears that he took a third of the heavenly host with him (a “third of the stars” were taken to earth with him by his tail, Revelation 12:4). We know that angels who fell have nothing good to look forward to:

Then He will also say to those on the left hand, “Depart from Me, you cursed, into the everlasting fire prepared for the devil and his angels” (Matthew 25:41).

For if God did not spare the angels who sinned, but cast them down to hell and delivered them into chains of darkness, to be reserved for judgment (2 Peter 2:4).

What these passages don’t say is who and where the angels and Satan were originally.

And it grew up to the host of heaven; and it cast down some of the host and some of the stars to the ground, and trampled them (Daniel 8:10).

Daniel is speaking of heavenly hosts and angels, which were often spoken of as stars or luminaries (see Judges 5:20; Daniel 8:10; Jude 13; Revelation 1:20). It is unlikely that this passage refers to physical stars, as such would destroy the earth. The Hebrew word for stars (kowkab) also includes planets, meteors, and comets. Were these stars comets and meteors? Likely not, since the context refers to heavenly beings, which would be trampled on. This is further confirmation that Satan (and perhaps some other heavenly host) and his angels sinned and fell.

Another key passage to this is Ezekiel 28:15–17 (discussed in more detail later). The passage indicates that Satan was indeed perfect before his fall. He was in heaven and was cast to the earth.

Were the Heaven of Heavens, Satan, and His Angels Created?

The Bible doesn’t give an exact time of Satan’s creation or of his fall but does give some clues. Paul says in Colossians that God/Christ created all things:

For by Him all things were created that are in heaven and that are on earth, visible and invisible, whether thrones or dominions or principalities or powers. All things were created through Him and for Him (Colossians 1:16).

So logically, Satan was created, as was the “heaven of heavens.” We already found that Satan was originally in heaven prior to his fall. So the question becomes, when was the heaven of heavens created? The Bible uses the word heaven in several ways. The first mention is Genesis 1:1:

In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.

The Hebrew word for heavens is plural (dual form): shamayim, dual of an unused singular shameh. The word itself means “heaven, heavens, sky, visible heavens, abode of stars, universe, atmosphere,” and “the abode of God.” The context helps determine the meaning of a particular word; heavens is properly plural, and many Bible scholars and translators have rightly translated it as such.

Therefore, it seems safe to assume that the “heaven of heavens” was created along with the physical heavens (the space-time continuum, i.e., the physical universe, where the stars, sun, and moon would abide after they were created on day 4) during creation week.

The definition of the Greek word for heaven(s) (ouranos) is similar: “the vaulted expanse of the sky with all things visible in it; the universe, the world; the aerial heavens or sky, the region where the clouds and the tempests gather, and where thunder and lightning are produced; the sidereal or starry heavens; the region above the sidereal heavens, the seat of order of things eternal and consummately perfect where God dwells and other heavenly beings.”

By usage, this could include the heaven of heavens. However, other biblical passages also help to answer whether the heaven of heavens was created.

You alone are the Lord; You have made heaven, the heaven of heavens, with all their host, the earth and everything on it, the seas and all that is in them, and You preserve them all. The host of heaven worships You (Nehemiah 9:6).

A clear distinction is made between at least two heavens—the physical heavens and the heaven of heavens. The physical heavens include the expanse made on day 2, the place where the stars were placed on day 4, and the atmosphere (birds are referred to as “of the air” and “of the heavens,” e.g., 1 Kings 14:11; Job 12:7; Psalm 104:12). The heaven of heavens is the residing place of the heavenly host, angels, and so on. This would seem to be the third heaven, which Paul mentions:

I know a man in Christ who fourteen years ago—whether in the body I do not know, or whether out of the body I do not know, God knows—such a one was caught up to the third heaven (2 Corinthians 12:2).

The passage in Nehemiah indicates that God made the heavens; they are not infinite as God is. So the question now becomes, when?

Since the heaven of heavens is referred to with the earth, seas, and physical heaven, we can safely assume that they were all created during the same time frame—during creation week. The creation of the heaven of heavens did not take place on day 7, as God rested on that day from all of His work of creating. So it must have happened sometime during the six prior days.

Then God saw everything that He had made, and indeed it was very good. So the evening and the morning were the sixth day. Thus the heavens and the earth, and all the host of them, were finished (Genesis 1:31–2:1).

Everything that God made, whether on earth, sky, seas, or heaven, was “very good.” Did this include the heaven of heavens and Satan and the angels? Absolutely! Satan is spoken to in Ezekiel 28:15:

You were perfect in your ways from the day you were created, till iniquity was found in you.

This passage says that Satan was blameless, hence he was very good originally. It would make sense then that the heaven of heavens was also a recipient of this blessed saying, since Satan was. In fact, this is what we would expect from an all-good God: a very good creation. Deuteronomy 32:4 says every work of God is perfect. So the heaven of heavens, Satan, and the angels were originally very good.

Ezekiel 28:15 says “from the day” (emphasis added) Satan was created. Obviously, then, Satan had a beginning; he is not infinite as God is. Thus, Satan has some sort of binding to time. Other Scriptures also reveal the relationship between Satan and time.

For this reason, rejoice, O heavens and you who dwell in them. Woe to the earth and the sea, because the devil has come down to you, having great wrath, knowing that he has only a short time (Revelation 12:12; NASB, emphasis added).

When the devil had finished every temptation, he departed from Him until an opportune time(Luke 4:13; NASB, emphasis added).

As a created being with a beginning, Satan is bound by time. He is not omnipresent as God is, nor is he omniscient. God has declared the end from the beginning (Isaiah 46:10); Satan cannot.

We can be certain that Satan, the heaven of heavens, and all that is in them had a beginning.

When Were the Angels and Satan Created?

The Bible doesn’t give the exact timing of the creation of Satan and the angels; however, we can make several deductions from Scripture concerning the timing. Let’s begin by examining Ezekiel 28:11–19:

11 Moreover the word of the Lord came to me, saying,

12 “Son of man, take up a lamentation for the king of Tyre, and say to him, ‘Thus says the Lord God: “You were the seal of perfection, full of wisdom and perfect in beauty.

13 You were in Eden, the garden of God; every precious stone was your covering: the sardius, topaz, and diamond, beryl, onyx, and jasper, sapphire, turquoise, and emerald with gold. The workmanship of your timbrels and pipes was prepared for you on the day you were created.

14 You were the anointed cherub who covers; I established you; you were on the holy mountain of God; you walked back and forth in the midst of fiery stones.

15 You were perfect in your ways from the day you were created, till iniquity was found in you.

16 By the abundance of your trading you became filled with violence within, and you sinned; therefore I cast you as a profane thing out of the mountain of God; and I destroyed you, O covering cherub, from the midst of the fiery stones.

17 Your heart was lifted up because of your beauty; you corrupted your wisdom for the sake of your splendor; I cast you to the ground, I laid you before kings, that they might gaze at you.

18 You defiled your sanctuaries by the multitude of your iniquities, by the iniquity of your trading; therefore I brought fire from your midst; it devoured you, and I turned you to ashes upon the earth in the sight of all who saw you.

19 All who knew you among the peoples are astonished at you; you have become a horror, and shall be no more forever.” ’ ”

In the sections prior to this, the word of the Lord was to Tyre itself (Ezekiel 27:2) and to the ruler of Tyre (Ezekiel 28:2). Beginning in Ezekiel 28:11, a lament (expression of grief or mourning for past events) is expressed to the king of Tyre; or more specifically, to the one influencing the king of Tyre. Note well that the king of Tyre was never a model of perfection (verse 12), nor was he on the mount of God (verse 14), nor was he in the Garden of Eden (verse 13; note that the Flood has destroyed the Garden of Eden several hundred years prior to this time period).

God easily sees Satan’s influence and speaks directly to him. Elsewhere the Lord spoke to the serpent in Genesis 3: Genesis 3:14 is said to the serpent; Genesis 3:15 is said to Satan who influenced the serpent. Jesus rebuked Peter and then spoke to Satan (Mark 8:33). In Isaiah 14, the passage speaks to the king of Babylon and some parts to Satan, who was influencing him.

In the Ezekiel passage we note that Satan was originally perfect (blameless) from the day he was created until he sinned (wickedness was found in him). Thus, we can deduce that Satan was created during creation week; since he was blameless, he was under God’s “very good” proclamation (Genesis 1:31) at the end of day 6.

In Job 38:4–7, God spoke to Job:

Where were you when I laid the foundations of the earth? Tell Me, if you have understanding. Who determined its measurements? Surely you know! Or who stretched the line upon it? To what were its foundations fastened? Or who laid its cornerstone, when the morning stars sang together, and all the sons of God shouted for joy?

Although a poetic passage, it may tell us that some of God’s creative work was eye-witnessed by angels and that morning stars sang. Are morning stars symbolic of heavenly host or other angelic beings? It is possible—recall stars are often equated with angelic or heavenly beings, and most commentators suggest this refers to angels.

If so, the creation of the angels was prior to day 3 during creation week. From Genesis 1, God created the foundations of the earth on either day 1 (earth created) or day 3 (land and water separated). The logical inference is that the angels were created on either day 1 or at least by day 3.

If not, then the physical stars (created on day 4) were present while the angels shouted for joy. If this was the case, then morning stars and angels did their singing and shouting after the stars were created.

It seems most likely that morning stars symbolize heavenly host. Satan, a heavenly host, was called a morning star; therefore, Satan and the angels were created sometime prior to day 3 (or early on day 3), possibly on day 1.

When Did Satan Fall?

Satan sinned when pride overtook him and he fell from perfection (Ezekiel 28:15–17). When was this? The Bible doesn’t give an exact answer either, but deductions can again be made from the Scriptures.

How you are fallen from heaven, O Lucifer, son of the morning! How you are cut down to the ground, you who weakened the nations! For you have said in your heart: “I will ascend into heaven, I will exalt my throne above the stars of God; I will also sit on the mount of the congregation on the farthest sides of the north; I will ascend above the heights of the clouds, I will be like the Most High” (Isaiah 14:12–14).

When he sinned, he was cast from heaven (Isaiah 14:12). This must have been after day 6 of creation week because God pronounced everything very good (Genesis 1:31). Otherwise, God would have pronounced Satan’s rebellion very good; yet throughout Scripture, God is absolute that sin is detestable in His eyes.

God sanctified the seventh day. It seems unlikely that God would have sanctified a day in which a great rebellion occurred. In Genesis 1:28, God commanded Adam and Eve to be fruitful and multiply. Had they waited very long to have sexual relations, they would have been sinning against God by not being fruitful. So, it couldn’t have been long after day 7 that Satan tempted the woman through the serpent.

Archbishop Ussher, the great 17th-century Bible scholar, placed Satan’s fall on the tenth day of the first year, which is the Day of Atonement. The Day of Atonement seems to reflect back to the first sacrifice when God made coverings for Adam and Eve from the coats of animal skins (Genesis 3:21). It may be that the generations to come (from Abel to Noah to Abraham to the Israelites) followed this pattern of sacrificing for sins on the Day of Atonement.

Regardless, the fall of Satan would likely have been soon after day 7.

How Could Satan, Who Was Created Good, Become Evil?

The answer to this question delves deep into the “sovereignty of God vs. man’s responsibility” debate over which the Church has battled for ages.

From what we can tell from studying the Bible, Satan was the first to sin. He sinned before the woman sinned, and before Adam sinned. Some claim that we sin because Satan enters us and causes us to sin, but the Bible doesn’t teach this. We sin whether Satan enters us or not. Satan was influencing the serpent when the woman sinned and when Adam sinned; they sinned on their own accord without being able to claim, “Satan made me do it.”

But what causes this initial sin; why did Satan sin in the first place?

Let no one say when he is tempted, “I am tempted by God”; for God cannot be tempted by evil, nor does He Himself tempt anyone. But each one is tempted when he is drawn away by his own desires and enticed. Then, when desire has conceived, it gives birth to sin; and sin, when it is full-grown, brings forth death (James 1:13–15).

Death is the punishment for sin. Sin originates in desire—one’s own desire. James 1:14 hints that evil comes from one’s own desire. It was by Satan’s own desire that his pride in his own beauty and abilities overtook him.

In the “very good” original creation, it seems likely that Satan and mankind had the power of contrite choice.1 In the Garden of Eden, the woman was convinced by her own desire (the tree was desirable to make one wise—Genesis 3:6). Satan had not entered her; she was enticed by her own desire.

God is not the author of sin; our desires are. God did not trick or deceive Satan into becoming full of pride. God hates pride (Proverbs 8:13), and it would not be in His character to cause one to become prideful. Nor was He the one who deceived Eve. Deception and lies go hand in hand (Psalm 78:36; Proverbs 12:17), yet God does not lie or deceive (Titus 1:2; Hebrews 6:18).

Note that since Satan’s own desires caused his pride, the blame for evil’s entrance into creation cannot be God’s. To clarify, this doesn’t mean God was unaware this would happen, but God permitted it to happen. God is sovereign and acted justly by casting Satan out of heaven after he rebelled against the Creator.

Therefore, when God incarnate came to destroy evil and the work of the devil (1 John 3:8), it was truly an act of love, not a gimmick to correct what He “messed up.” He was glorified in His plan for redemption.

Some have asked why God didn’t send Satan to hell instead of casting him to earth, assuming this would have prevented death, suffering, or curses for mankind. But God is love, and this shows that God was patient with him as God is patient with us. Perhaps Satan would have had a possibility of salvation had he not continued in his rebellion and sealed his fate, although Genesis 3:15 revealed that Satan’s head would be crushed (after his continued sin and deception of the woman).

A related question is: was Satan required for man to sin? Satan’s temptation of the woman instigated her to look at the fruit of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, but it was she who desired it and sinned. Can we really say with certainty that on another day, without Satan, the woman and/or Adam would not have desired the fruit and sinned? However, in the words of Aslan, the lion in C.S. Lewis’s Chronicles of Narnia, “There are no what-ifs.”

In reality, we suffer death and the Curse because Adam sinned (Genesis 3) and we sinned in Adam (Hebrews 7:9–10), and we continue to sin (Romans 5:12). Adam did his part, but we must take responsibility for our part in committing high treason against the Creator of the universe. It is faulty to think that death and suffering are the result of Satan’s rebellion. Man had dominion over the world, not Satan. When Satan rebelled, the world wasn’t cursed; when Adam sinned, the ground was cursed, death entered the world, and so on. This is why we needed a last Adam (1 Corinthians 15:45), not a last Eve or a last Satan. This is why Christ came. The good news is that for those in Christ, the punishment for sin (death) will have no sting (1 Corinthians 15:55).

Why Would God, Who Is Not Evil, Allow Evil to Continue to Exist?

As with the other questions in this chapter, great theologians have struggled over how to effectively answer this. Paul, in his book to the Christians in Rome, offers some insight into the overarching perspective that we should have:

And we know that all things work together for good to those who love God, to those who are the called according to His purpose (Romans 8:28).
All things, including the evil in this world, have a purpose. God is glorified through the plan of salvation that He worked out from the beginning. From the first Adam to the Last Adam, God planned a glorious way to redeem a people for himself through the promise of a Savior who would conquer both sin and death.

Jesus was glorified when He conquered Satan, sin, and death through His death and resurrection (see John 7:39, 11:4, 12:16, 12:23; 1 Peter 1:21; Acts 3:13). Both God the Son and God the Father were glorified through the Resurrection (see John 11:4, 13:31–32). Everything that happens is for the glory of God, even when we can’t see how God can be glorified from our limited perspective.

Those who have received the gift of eternal life look forward to the time when we join God in heaven—a place there will be no evil (Revelation 21:27). This 6,000-year-old cursed world is only a blip compared to eternity. This relatively brief time on earth is all the time that evil will be permitted.

What Will Become of Satan?

Satan’s days are numbered, and he will be condemned eternally.

Therefore rejoice, O heavens, and you who dwell in them! Woe to the inhabitants of the earth and the sea! For the devil has come down to you, having great wrath, because he knows that he has a short time (Revelation 12:12).

And he cast him into the bottomless pit, and shut him up, and set a seal on him, so that he should deceive the nations no more till the thousand years were finished. But after these things he must be released for a little while (Revelation 20:3).

We should have no fear of Satan or his minions, since God has power over him and has already decreed what his outcome will be—a second death—an eternal punishment called hell.

Then He will also say to those on the left hand, “Depart from Me, you cursed, into the everlasting fire prepared for the devil and his angels” (Matthew 25:41).

The devil, who deceived them, was cast into the lake of fire and brimstone where the beast and the false prophet are. And they will be tormented day and night forever and ever (Revelation 20:10).

Then Death and Hades were cast into the lake of fire. This is the second death (Revelation 20:14).

Some people may claim that they want to “rule with Satan in hell,” rather than go to heaven with and enjoy the infinite goodness of God. Sadly, these people fail to realize that Satan has no power in hell, nor will they. Satan is not the “ruler” in hell but a captive just as they will be if they don’t receive the free gift of eternal life by repenting of their sins and believing in the finished work of Jesus Christ on the cross.

We trust those reading this book will realize that the only way of salvation is found through a personal relationship with Jesus Christ. God has provided a way of salvation, a right relationship with Him, and a means of forgiveness; have you received Christ as your Savior?

Footnotes

1. Whether mankind had this power after the Fall is not the topic of discussion in this section.

(下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。)
Wk9：关于撒旦和邪恶的起源是什么？
博迪霍奇
2010年7月29日
门外汉

基督徒常常问撒旦的问题：他是谁？是他创造了吗？当他创造的？
这些以及类似的问题是有效的问题要问。为了回答这些问题，我们需要认真考虑“圣经”说什么，因为它是撒旦的信息完全可靠的消息来源。圣经没有给有关撒旦或天使的大量信息，但它没有给予足够的回答这些问题。
神的话语是不变的真理和绝对的权威，我们需要从“圣经”以外的来源，如人的思想或传统，得出的结论持怀疑态度。让我们考虑“圣经”说，有关​​这些问题的。
谁是撒旦，是他总是叫撒旦？
撒旦的名字第一次使用，发现在1历代志下21:1;按时间顺序，作业要早得多，这是书面的，超过这个。撒旦是整个作业1和作业2。撒旦的字面意思是在希伯来文中的“对手”。
另一个名字出现在国王詹姆斯版本的旧约：
你何竟从天上下降，澳路西弗，早晨之子！你如何艺术削减到地面，这复活，削弱了国家！ （以赛亚书14:12; KJV）。
这是指撒旦路西法的名称的唯一通道，使用。这个名字并非来自希伯来语，但拉丁美洲。这或许翻译成英文的影响，使用这个名字的拉丁语武加大。在拉丁美洲，路西法的意思是“光的使者”。
希伯来文是heylel和手段“轻旗手”，“闪亮”或“早晨之星，”许多现代译本翻译为上午或早晨之星明星。在这段话中，heylel是指巴比伦国王和撒旦比喻。当然，耶稣号称这在启示录22点16的标题。虽然在启示录的推移在希腊而在以赛亚的话是希伯来文，翻译同样。
有人认为，路西法是天上或天使般的名字时，他反叛，从撒旦。圣经没有明确说明这一点，尽管撒旦是无处简称为路西法，而是被称为像魔鬼的其他名称，撒旦，这个传统可能持有一定的道理，虽然这个想法似乎错过这节经文是指他期间和之后，他的秋天不前。由于其他圣经经文是指他为撒旦，路西法是不一定比撒旦将他的坠落前的名字。
即使撒旦是第一个作业名中提到，以前的历史记载，记录下他的行动（见创世记3，当撒旦影响的蛇，和4创世记其中该隐属于他[1约翰3:12]）。
在新约，其他名称显示撒旦目前的性质。魔鬼（扯铃）是指“假原告，撒旦，谗佞”在希腊是从哪个英文单词的恶魔形成的字。撒旦被称为龙在启示录12:9和20:2，以及在几个地方的“恶者”。启示录12:9叫他“那古蛇”或“老蛇”，“马太福音4:3他的”诱惑“。撒旦包括阿巴顿（破坏），Apollyon（驱逐舰，启示录9:11）其他名称，魔王或Beelzebul（马太福音12:27）和恶魔（哥林多后书6:15）。撒旦也被称为这个世界/年龄（哥林多后书4:4）神（约翰福音12:31），这个世界的王子，和父亲的谎言（约翰福音8:44）。
撒旦原本是从天上堕落天使？
撒旦与天使（马太福音25:41;启示录12:9）一起和“神的儿子”（约伯记1:6，2:1），许多人认为是天使中提到。虽然没有经文实际上，他原本是一个天使，他被称为天使在以西结书28:16。天使的意义是不确定的，尽管它通常被认为作为一个天使或天上被。 （以西结书28是在后面详细讨论。）
2哥林多前书11时14分，我们发现，撒旦伪装成天使光的另一个典故，他天使般的地位：
也难怪！撒但自己转化为自己光明的天使。
虽然它可能是撒旦是一个天使，它可能会更好地说，他原本是一个“天上的主机”（其中将包括天使），因为我们知道，他从天上来，但不知道有把握地说，他是一个实际的天使。回想以赛亚书14:12：
你是如何从天上下降，澳路西弗，早晨之子！你是如何削减倒在地上，你们谁削弱了国家！
当撒旦，在启示录12:9大龙，下跌，看来，他采取了天上与他的主机（一个他的尾巴与他被带到地球的“三分之一的恒星”，启示录12:4）的三分之一。我们知道，天使们下跌没有什么好期待：
然后，他也将左手说，“离开我，你诅咒，进入那为魔鬼和他的使者所预备的永火”（马太福音25:41）。
因为如果上帝没有备用的天使，谁犯了罪，但投下来，地狱和黑暗的链条传递到他们，必须保留判断（2彼得后书2:4）。
这些通道不说的是谁，天使和撒旦原本。
长大到主机的天堂;它投了一些主机和一些明星在地上，并践踏（但以理书8:10）。
丹尼尔说的天上的主机和天使，这往往是明星或名人发言（见法官5:20;丹尼尔8:10;裘德13;启示录1:20）。这段话是指物理星，这是不可能的，因为这样会破坏地球。希伯来字（kowkab）明星还包括行星，流星和彗星。这些恒星的彗星和流星？可能不会，因为上下文，是指天上的众生，这将是践踏。这是撒旦（也许还有一些其他的天上的主机）和他的天使犯了罪，下跌的进一步确认。
这是另一个关键通道以西结书28:15-17（在后面详细讨论）。通过表明，在他倒台之前，撒旦的确完美。他是在天上，被转换为地球。
是老天爷天堂，撒旦和他的使者，创建？
圣经并没有给撒旦的创作或他的秋天的确切时间，但确实给了一些线索。保罗说上帝/基督创造万物在歌罗西书：
对于所有事情由他创建的，在天堂和地球上的，有形和无形的，无论是王位或领土或公国或权力。所有的事情，通过他和他（歌罗西书1:16）。
所以在逻辑上，撒旦，是“天上的天堂。”我们已经发现，撒旦在天上原本之前，他的秋天。所以问题就来了，是创造天堂的天堂？圣经在几种方法中使用这个词的天堂。第一提的是创世记1:1：
在起初，神创造天地。
为天上的希伯来字是复数（偶形式）：shamayim，一个未使用的奇异shameh双。这个词本身就意味着“天堂，天堂，天空，可见天上的恒星，宇宙，大气居留权”和“神的住所。”上下文帮助确定一个特定的词的意义;天上是正确的复数，和许多圣经正确地翻译成这样的学者和翻译。
因此，它似乎是安全的假设，“天上的天堂”（时空连续，即物理宇宙，那里的恒星，太阳和月亮将遵守后，他们就一天创建的物理天上4）在创建过程中周。
天堂（S）（ouranos）希腊字的定义是相似的：“拱形无垠的天空可见万物宇宙，世界，空中的天堂或天空，该地区的云和收集的暴风雨，和雷电生产;恒星或繁星天堂;以上的恒星天堂地区，为了事物的永恒和圆满的完美的神住的和其他天使座椅“
按用途，这可能包括天上的天堂。然而，其他圣经经文，还有助于回答是否天上的天堂。
惟独耶和华你有天堂，天堂的天堂，他们所有的主机，地球和它的一切，海洋和所有在他们，并保留所有。天上崇拜你的主机（尼希米记9:6）。
一个明显的区别是至少两个天堂的物理天空和天上的天堂之间。物理天上包括汪洋，第2天，星星放置4​​天的地方和大气（鸟被称为“空气”和“天堂”，例如，1国王14时11分职位12:7;诗篇104:12）。天上的天堂，是天上的主机，天使，等居住的地方。这似乎是第三层天上去，保罗提到：
我知道在基督里的人，14年前，无论是在身体我不知道，还是身体，我不知道，天知道这样一个赶上第三天堂（哥林多后书12:2 ）。
在尼希米的通过表明，上帝造天，他们并非是无限的神是的。所以现在的问题变成，当？
由于天上的天堂是指与地球，海洋和物理的天堂，我们可以安全地假定他们都在同一时间内，在创建过程中周创建的。创造天堂天堂没有采取7天，因为上帝在这一天由他创造的工作。因此，它必须在六个月之前天的某个时候发生。
然后，上帝看到了他的一切，其实这是非常好的。所以晚上和早晨的第六天。这样的天空和大地，和他们所有的主机，完成（创世记1:31-2:1）。
上帝造的一切，无论是地球上，天空，海洋，或天上，是“非常好。”难道这包括新天撒旦和天使的天堂？当然可以！撒旦是在以西结书28:15发言：
你是完美的一天你被创造了，在你的罪孽，直到被发现的方式。
这节经文说，撒旦是无可指责的，因此他非常好，原本。它将使意义，然后，天上的天堂也接受了这个祝福说，因为撒旦。事实上，这正是我们所期望的好神：一个很好的创作。申命记32:4说，每一个神的工作是完美的。因此，原本很好的天堂，撒旦和天使的天堂。
以西结书28:15说：“天”（强调）“撒旦创建。 ，那么很显然，撒旦有一个开端，他是不是无限的上帝。因此，撒旦有一定的约束力，以时间排序。其他经文也揭示了撒旦和时间之间的关系。
出于这个原因，飘柔，澳天，你在他们住的人。祸地球和海洋，因为魔鬼来给你，有很大的愤怒，因为他知道自己只有很短的时间（启示录12:12; NASB，加重语气）。
当魔鬼完成了每一个的诱惑，他离开了他，直到时机（路加福音4:13; NASB，加重语气）。
由于一开始创建的，撒旦是受时间的约束。他不是作为神是无所不在的，也不是他无所不知。神已宣布从一开始就结束（以赛亚书46:10你们要休息）;，撒旦不能。
撒旦，天上的天堂，他们有一个开端，我们可以肯定的。
当天使和撒旦创建？
“圣经”不给创造撒旦和天使的确切时间，但是，我们可以从圣经的几个有关时间的扣除。让我们开始检查以西结书28:11-19：
11此外，耶和华的话来找我，说，
12“人子，提尔国王哀叹，和对他说，”因此，耶和华神说：“你是完美的密封，充满智慧和美感完美。
13，您在伊甸园，上帝的花园，每个宝石是你的内容包括：sardius，黄玉，钻石，绿柱石，红玛瑙，碧玉，蓝宝石，绿松石，金翡翠。 Timbrels和管道的做工为你准备了你创建的一天。
14你是谁涵盖受膏者天使;我建立了你，你对上帝的圣山，你在火热的石块中间来回走。
15你是完美的，你被创造了，在你的罪孽，直到被发现之日起你的方式。
16你成为充满暴力的范围内，你犯了罪，因此，我投你作为一个亵渎的事，神的山，我和摧毁你，澳覆盖天使，从火热的石头中，丰富您的交易。
17你的心被取消，因为你的美丽，你为您的辉煌而损坏你的智慧，我投你​​在地上，我下岗您君王面前，他们可能会注视着你。
18由众多你们的罪孽玷污你的避难所，您的交易的罪孽，因此，我从你们中间带来火灾;它吞噬你，我转身在地上化为灰烬，在所有的人看到你的视线。
19谁知道各国人民之间的你感到惊讶，你已经成为一个恐怖，并应更永远“”。
在此之前，节，耶和华的话是轮胎本身（以西结书27:2）和轮胎（以西结书28:2）的统治者。在以西结书28:11，感叹（表达悲伤或哀悼过去的事件）开始表示提尔之王;或者更具体地说，一个影响轮胎王。注意轮胎王从来没有一个完美的模型（12节），也不是他的神（14节）装入，也不是他的伊甸园（13节;注，洪水摧毁了花园的伊甸园几百年之前的这段时间内）。
神容易看到撒旦的影响，并直接向他说话。其他地方主发言蛇在创世记3：创世记3:14是对蛇说，创世记3:15说撒旦影响蛇。耶稣斥责彼得，然后发言撒旦（马可福音8:33）。在以赛亚书14章，通过巴比伦王和一些撒旦，是影响他的部分讲话。
在以西结书通过，我们注意到，撒旦原本是完美的一天，他是被创造，直到他犯了罪（罪恶在他身上发现）（无可指责）的。因此，我们可以推断，撒旦本周在创建过程中创建，因为他是无可指责的，他是根据上帝的“非常好”公告“（创世记1:31）在第6天结束。
在作业38:4-7中，神到作业发言：
你在哪里，当我奠定大地根基的吗？告诉我，如果你有认识。谁决定了它的测量？当然，你知道！谁伸行吗？在什么基础固定？奠定基石，当晨星一同歌唱，和所有的神的儿子欢呼呢？
虽然一个充满诗意的通道，它可以告诉我们一些上帝的创造性的工作眼目睹由天使和唱，晨星。晨星天上的主机或其他天使的象征？这是可能召回明星往往等同于天使或天使，和大多数评论家认为这是指以天使。
如果是这样，创造的天使是3天前，在创建过程中的一周。从创世记第一章，上帝创造地球的基础，任第1天（地球创建）或第3天（土地和水的分离）。逻辑推论是天使，任第1天或3天至少创建。
如果没有，那么物理星（创建的第4天），而天使欢呼。如果是这种情况，那么晨星和天使们唱歌，喊后，明星们创建。
晨星象征天上的主机，它似乎最有可能。撒旦，一个天堂般的主机，被称为晨星;因此，撒旦和天使创建的某个时候前3天（或明年初在第3天），可能1天。
撒旦什么时候跌？
撒旦的罪时的骄傲超过了他，他从完美（以西结书28:15-17）下跌。当是这个吗？圣经没有一个确切的答案，但可以再次从圣经扣除。
你是如何从天上下降，澳路西弗，早晨之子！你是如何削减倒在地上，你们谁削弱了国家！你说你的心脏：“我要升到天上，我会发扬我神星以上的宝座，我也将坐在众山北方最远的双方，我要升到的高度以上云，我会像至高“（以赛亚书14:12-14）。
当他犯了罪，他是从天上投（以赛亚书14:12）。这一定是因为上帝创造每周6天之后宣告一切都非常好（创世记1:31）。否则，神会显着撒旦的叛乱非常好，但整个圣经中，上帝是绝对的罪可恨的是在他的眼中。
上帝神圣的第七天。这似乎不大可能，上帝将有圣洁的一天，在一个伟大的叛乱发生。在创世记1:28，神吩咐亚当和夏娃要生养众多。如果他们等了很长时间发生性关系，他们已经犯罪，对神不被富有成效。因此，它不能有已久后第7天，撒旦通过蛇诱惑的女人。
第一年的第十天，这是赎罪日，伟大的17世纪的圣经学者，大主教厄舍尔放在撒旦的堕落。赎罪日似乎反射回的第一个牺牲，当神兽皮大衣（创世记3:21）亚当和夏娃从覆盖。它可能是，世世代代（从亚伯诺亚亚伯拉罕以色列人），其次这种模式为罪牺牲赎罪日。
无论如何，撒旦的秋天可能会一直后不久，第7天。
撒旦，是谁创造了​​良好的的，怎么会变得邪恶吗？
这个问题的答案为“神与人的责任的主权”的辩论教会作战年龄再往深。
撒旦，从我们可以告诉学习“圣经”，是第一罪。他犯了罪的妇人面前犯了罪，亚当犯罪之前。有人说我们的罪，因为撒旦进入我们，使我们的罪，但“圣经”不教这个。我们犯罪是否撒旦进入我们或不。撒旦影响蛇当女人犯了罪，亚当犯罪时，他们对自己的犯罪，而要求，“撒旦让我这么做的。”
但是，这是什么原因导致初始罪;为什么撒旦的罪摆在首位？
不要让任何人说，当他动心，他说：“我神的诱惑”为神不能被恶试探，也没有他自己试探人。但各人被试探时，他绘制，由他自己的欲望和诱惑。然后，当设想的愿望，它生出罪和罪的，当它完全成熟的情况下，带来了死亡（雅各书1:13-15）。
死亡是罪的处罚。仙源于渴望自己的愿望。詹姆斯1:14暗示，邪从自己的愿望。这是撒旦的自己的愿望，他在自己的美貌和能力感到自豪，超越了他。
在“非常好”的原创作品，看来可能是撒旦和人类在伊甸园痛悔选择。1的力量，女人相信由她自己的欲望（树需要作出一个明智创世记3 ：6）。撒旦没有进入她的，她是由她自己的愿望诱惑。
上帝是没有罪的作者，是我们的愿望。上帝没有欺骗或欺骗撒旦变成充满了自豪。神恨恶骄傲（箴8:13），也不会在他的性格的原因之一，成为自傲。他也不是谁欺骗夏娃。欺骗和谎言齐头并进（诗篇78:36;箴言12:17），但上帝不会说谎或欺骗（提多书1:2;希伯来书6:18）。
请注意，因为撒旦的自己的欲望使他的骄傲，邪恶的入口到创造的责任，不能是上帝的。为了澄清，这并不意味着上帝是不知道会发生这种情况，但上帝允许它发生。神的主权和公正担任铸造天堂撒旦后，他对造物主的叛变。
因此，当神的化身来摧毁邪恶和魔鬼的​​工作（约翰一书3:8），这是真正的爱的行为，而不是一个噱头，以纠正他“搞砸了。”他是荣耀在他的计划赎回。
有人问上帝为什么不派撒旦地狱，而不是他铸造地球，假设这将阻止死亡，痛苦，或对人类的诅咒。但神是爱，这说明神与他的耐心，因为神是与我们患者。也许撒旦将有一个拯救的可能性，他没有继续在他的叛乱，封了他的命运，虽然创世记3:15透露，撒旦的头部将被粉碎后，他继续罪和欺骗的女子。
一个相关的问题是：撒旦需要人的罪呢？撒旦的诱惑的女人唆使她看的善恶知识树的果子，但她想要和犯罪。我们真的可以肯定地说，在另一天，没有撒旦，女人和/或亚当不会有所需的水果和罪？然而，在CS刘易斯的纳尼亚编年史的狮子阿斯兰，话，“有没有什么假设。”
在现实中，我们遭受死亡和诅咒，因为亚当犯罪（创3），我们在亚当犯罪（希伯来书7:9-10），我们将继续罪（罗马书5:12）。亚当做了他的一部分，但我们必须在我们的责任，犯叛国罪的，对宇宙的创造者。这是错误认为死亡和痛苦的撒旦的叛乱。男子曾统治世界各地，而不是撒旦。撒旦反叛的时候，世界上没有诅咒亚当犯罪的时候，地面被诅咒，死亡进入了世界，等等。这就是为什么我们需要一个末后的亚当（哥林多前书15:45），而不是最后一个除夕夜或最后撒旦。这就是为什么基督来到。好消息是，对于那些在基督里，（死亡）罪的处罚没有刺痛（1哥林多前书15:55）。
为什么会神，谁是不是邪恶的，允许邪恶继续存在？
本章中的其他问题一样，伟大的神学家一直在努力，如何有效地回答这个。保罗在他的著作在罗马的基督徒，提供总体的角度来看，我们应该有一些见解：
我们知道，所有的东西一起工作好那些爱上帝，谁是根据他的目的（罗马书8:28）称为。
所有的事情，包括在这个世界上的邪恶，有一个目的。神救恩的计划，他从一开始就制定通过的荣耀。从最初的亚当末后的亚当，上帝的计划，通过承诺会战胜罪恶和死亡的救世主赎回为自己一个人的光荣。
耶稣是荣耀时，他通过他的死亡和复活战胜了撒旦，罪恶和死亡（见约翰7:39，11:4，12:16，12:23; 1彼得后书1:21，使徒行传3:13）。神的儿子和父神透过复活荣耀（见约翰福音11:4，13:31-32）。发生的一切是为神的荣耀，即使我们不能看到神如何可以从我们有限的视野荣耀。
那些已经收到了永恒的生命的礼物期待的时候，当我们加入上帝在天上，一个地方有将无恶（启示录21:27）。这6000岁的诅咒的世界是永恒相比只是一个暂时现象。这相对短暂的时间是地球上所有的时间将允许邪恶。
撒旦会变成什么样子呢？
撒旦的日子已经屈指可数，他将永远谴责。
因此飘柔，天哪，和你在他们住的人！祸地球和海洋的居民！为魔鬼下来给你，有很大的愤怒，因为他知道，他有一个很短的时间（启示录12:12）。
他投他的无底洞，让他闭嘴，并设置对他的印章，所以，他应该没有更多的欺骗国家，直到1000年完成。但这些东西后，他必须释放一小会儿（启示录20:3）。
我们应该没有恐惧撒旦或他的奴才，因为神已经在他的权力，并已下令他的结果会是什么，第二个死亡的一个永恒的惩罚，所谓地狱。
然后，他也将左手说，“离开我，你诅咒，进入那为魔鬼和他的使者所预备的永火”（马太福音25:41）。
欺骗他们的人，是魔鬼，投入湖兽和假先知的消防和硫磺。他们将被折磨的白天和黑夜，直到永远（启示录20:10）。
死亡和阴间共投入火湖。这是第二次的死（启20:14）。
有些人可能会声称，他们希望“规则与撒旦在地狱”，而不是去天堂与享受无限的善神。可悲的是，这些人没有认识到，撒旦在地狱的力量，也将他们。撒旦是不是“统治者”但如果他们不接受永生的忏悔自己的罪孽，并相信耶稣基督在十字架上完成的工作免费赠送，就像一个俘虏，他们将在地狱。
我们相信读完这本书将实现拯救的唯一途径是通过与耶稣基督的个人关系。神提供救赎的方式，与他是正确的的关系，和宽恕的一种手段;，你有收到你的救主基督呢？
脚注
1。无论人类有这个权力后回落是不是在本节中讨论的话题。
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Layman
In recent years, removing the Ten Commandments from public spaces has been big news. In fact, Christian morality on the whole seems to be rapidly declining in America and the western hemisphere: abortion is on the rise, divorce rates are climbing, gay marriage issues are increasing. But did you know there is a connection between these events and the 1925 Scopes trial?

In 2003, news reports featured many people demonstrating in front of the Alabama court building after the decision to remove the Ten Commandments monument as a public display. Some were lying prostrate on the ground, crying out to the Lord to stop this from happening. But how many of these people really understood the foundational nature of this battle?

If we asked the demonstrators, “Do you believe in millions of years for the age of the earth—and what about the days of creation in Genesis 1?”—well, our long experience in creation ministry indicates that the answer would most likely be something like “What? They’re taking the Ten Commandments out—why are you asking me irrelevant questions?”

Or if asked, “Where did Cain get his wife?” they might say, “Can’t you see what’s happening? They’re taking the Ten Commandments out of a courthouse—don’t waste my time asking a question that has nothing to do with this!”

In fact, these questions do relate to the real reason the culture is acting this way. During the Scopes trial similar questions were asked; the answers given still resonate today. Let us explain.

The Scopes Trial

The Scopes trial1 took place during a hot July in 1925 in the little town of Dayton, nestled in the Cumberland Mountains of Tennessee. In a time when modern court trials can drag on for months or even years, it is amazing to consider that the Scopes trial lasted only 12 days (July 10–21)—including the selection of the jury!

The leadership of the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) in New York City initiated the Scopes trial. The ACLU became alarmed over “antievolution” bills that were being introduced in the legislatures of 20 states in the early 1920s. These bills were all very similar and forbade public schools to teach the evolution of man but generally ignored the evolution of anything else.

The ACLU hoped that a test case might overthrow these bills or at least make them unenforceable. They chose to pursue their case in Tennessee, where the state legislature had unanimously passed the Butler Act. This act declared that it shall be “unlawful for any teacher in any of the Universities, Normals, and all other public schools of the state which are supported in whole or in part by the public school funds of the State, to teach any theory that denies the story of the Divine Creation of man as taught in the Bible, and to teach instead that man has descended from a lower order of animals.”

The ACLU placed advertisements in Tennessee newspapers that read in part: “We are looking for a Tennessee teacher who is willing to accept our services in testing this law in the courts.” George Rappleyea, a mine operator in Dayton, read the ACLU ad in a Chattanooga newspaper and decided that he would like to see such a trial held in Dayton. Rappleyea’s interest was neither scientific nor educational, but rather he hoped that hosting the trial would bring national attention to the town of Dayton and encourage investments in his mining operations.

John Scopes

Rappleyea approached a young friend named John Scopes who had taught math and coached the football team for one year at the local Rhea County high school. Scopes had no background in science and had little interest or understanding of evolution. Indeed, the only qualification Scopes had as a science teacher was that he filled in for an ill biology teacher the last two weeks of the school year. Nonetheless, Rappleyea talked a reluctant Scopes into participating in the ACLU’s test case.


John Scopes

Although Scopes never taught evolution during his two weeks as a biology teacher, and thus really didn’t violate the Butler Act, it was considered sufficient that the class textbook, Hunter’s Civic Biology, did cover the evolution of man. For example, the Hunter textbook speculated that in his early history, “Man must have been little better than one of the lower animals” and concluded, “At the present time there exist upon the earth five races or varieties of man . . . the highest type of all, the Caucasians, represented by the civilized white inhabitants of Europe and America.” Sadly, this sort of blatant racism in the name of evolution was enthusiastically endorsed by most of the academic world as well as by many Christian groups.

After the ACLU agreed to accept John Scopes for their test case and pay all expenses, he was arrested for teaching the evolution of man and immediately released on a $1,000 bond. The Dayton lawyer who served the warrant for Scopes’ arrest was Sue Hicks (the subject of the Johnny Cash hit song “A Boy Named Sue,” by the way). It was also Hicks who came up with the idea of calling upon the popular Christian lawyer/politician William Jennings Bryan to serve as head of the prosecution of John Scopes. When the ACLU chose the famous criminal lawyer and outspoken atheist/agnostic Clarence Darrow to head the defense team for John Scopes, a high visibility trial was virtually guaranteed.

William Jennings Bryan
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William Jennings Bryan

Bryan had been the leader of the Democratic Party for 25 years and had run three times unsuccessfully for president of the United States. While considered a conservative Christian, his political views were very liberal for his time; indeed even the archliberal Clarence Darrow supported him in his first two attempts for the presidency. Bryan served as secretary of state under President Woodrow Wilson.

Bryan was well informed about the creation/evolution controversy and regularly corresponded with scientists of his time, such as Henry Fairfield Osborn, on the evidence for and against evolution. While Bryan was a staunch creationist and a strong critic of biological evolution, he accepted geological evolution and an old age for the earth. In his autobiography, The Memoirs of William Jennings Bryan, Bryan said that his objectives in the Scopes trial were to “establish the right of taxpayers to control what is taught in their schools” and to “draw a line between teaching evolution as a fact and teaching it as a theory.”
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Clarence Darrow

Clarence Darrow

Clarence Darrow was an immensely successful criminal lawyer who specialized in defending unpopular people and radical causes, often winning seemingly impossible cases. His agnostic convictions led him to believe that man’s actions were ultimately just the result of body chemistry, and that concepts of good and evil were essentially meaningless. In his autobiography, The Story of My Life, Darrow explained his purpose for participating in the Scopes trial: “My object and my only object, was to focus the attention of the country on the program of Mr. Bryan and the other Fundamentalists in America.”

The Trial

Technically, the only legal issue in the Scopes trial was: did John Scopes violate the Butler Act by teaching that man descended from a lower order of animals? For both Bryan and Darrow, however, the real issue wasn’t Scopes’ guilt or innocence, but rather should evolution be taught as fact in the public schools? Darrow had hoped to have a number of evolutionist scientists testify in the court to the “fact” of evolution, but this wasn’t permitted by the judge because the evidence for evolution was technically not at issue in the trial, and Darrow refused to allow his evolutionists to be cross-examined by the prosecution. As a result, most of the testimony by the scientists at the trial was written and filed into record—none was heard by the jury.

Anyone taking the time to read the transcript of the Scopes trial (The World’s Most Famous Court Trial, Bryan College) will note that Darrow and his defense team of lawyers knew little about evolution and failed in their efforts to establish why it was necessary to teach evolution in the classroom. They lamely attempted to justify its reality and importance by equating evolution with human embryology. For example, the development of the embryo from a single cell (the fertilized egg) was often cited as evidence that all life came (evolved?) from a single cell. Even the evolutionary expert Dr. Maynard Metcalf of Johns Hopkins University confused evolution with human embryonic development and the aging process!

Much of Darrow’s effort at the trial amounted to a caustic diatribe against the Bible and Christianity. His anti-Christian hostility was so intense that there was fear on the part of liberal theologians and organizations that supported his evolutionary views that he might turn popular opinion against them. Darrow even turned his anger and hostility against Judge John T. Raulston by repeatedly interrupting and insulting him, for which he was cited for contempt of court.

After a self-serving apology from Darrow, Judge Raulston forgave Darrow for his contempt with these words: “The Man that I believe came into the world to save man from sin, the Man that died on the cross that man might be redeemed, taught that it was godly to forgive and were it not for the forgiving nature of himself I would fear for man. The Savior died on the Cross pleading with God for the men who crucified Him. I believe in that Christ. I believe in these principles. I accept Col. Darrow’s apology.” It’s difficult to imagine a judge saying such a thing in our “enlightened” day, but not difficult to imagine what would happen to one who did.

Bryan Takes the Witness Stand

On the seventh day of the trial, Darrow challenged Bryan to take the witness stand as an expert on the Bible. Going against the advice of his co-counsel, Bryan foolishly agreed to this outrageous and unprecedented arrangement, with the agreement that Darrow would in turn take his turn at the witness stand to be questioned on his agnostic and evolutionary views.

In his questioning, Darrow sarcastically and often inaccurately recounted several miracles of the Old Testament such as Eve and the serpent, Jonah and the whale, Joshua’s long day, Noah’s flood, confusion of tongues at the Tower of Babel, and biblical inspiration. Darrow ridiculed Bryan for his belief and defense of these miracles, but Bryan steadfastly stuck with the clear words of Scripture, forcing Darrow to openly deny the Word of God.

Then came the turning point. Darrow raised the matter of a six-day creation. Bryan denied that the Bible says God created everything in six ordinary days of approximately 24 hours. When Darrow asked, “Does the statement ‘the morning and the evening were the first day,’ and ‘the morning and the evening were the second day’ mean anything to you?” Bryan replied, “I do not see that there is any necessity for constructing the words, ‘the evening and the morning,’ as meaning necessarily a 24-hour day.”

When Darrow asked, “Creation might have been going on for a very long time?” Bryan replied, “It might have continued for millions of years.” With the help of Bryan’s compromise on the days of creation, Darrow achieved his goal of making the Bible subject to reinterpretation consistent with the ever-changing scientific and philosophical speculations of man.

The Significance

At the time of the trial, some probably thought, What have the age of the earth, the days of creation, and Cain’s wife got to do with this trial? But actually, Darrow understood the connection—the same connection that these questions have to the Ten Commandments controversy (and general loss of Christian morality) today.

While in the witness box, Bryan, who stood for Christianity, couldn’t answer the question about Cain’s wife, and admitted he didn’t believe in six literal creation days but accepted the millions of years for the earth’s age.

That’s when Darrow knew he had won, because he had managed to get the Christian to admit, in front of a worldwide audience, that he couldn’t defend the Bible’s history (e.g., Cain’s wife), and didn’t take the Bible as written (the days of creation), and instead accepted the world’s teaching (millions of years). Thus, Bryan (unwittingly) had undermined biblical authority and paved the way for secular philosophy to pervade the culture and education system.

Sadly, most Christians today have, like Bryan, accepted the world’s teaching and rejected the plain words of the Bible regarding history. Thus, they have helped the world teach generations of children that the Bible cannot be trusted in Genesis. After years of such indoctrination, a generation has now arisen that is also (logically) rejecting the morality based on the Bible. Today, with, for example, the removal of the Ten Commandments from public places, we are seeing the increasing elimination of the Christian foundational structure in the nation.

This is a major reason why the influence of Christianity has been so weakened in our Western world—the Church is giving the message that we need to trust in man’s theories—not the Word of God. The answer isn’t to merely protest such removals—or to simply protest other anti-Christian actions (e.g., abortion, euthanasia, gay marriage)—but to teach people why they can believe the Bible is true in every area it touches on. We need to provide Bible-based answers to the questions the world asks about the Christian faith (Who was Cain’s wife? Isn’t the earth millions of years old? Weren’t the days in Genesis 1 long periods of time?). As we do this, people will begin to see that they can trust the Bible when it speaks of “earthly” things, and thus, when it speaks of “heavenly” things (salvation, absolute moral standards, etc.), as Jesus teaches in John 3:12.

Footnotes

1. Many believe the movie Inherit the Wind to be a factual account of the Scope trial. It’s not. To find out how the real trial differs from the Hollywood version portrayed in the movie, visithttp://www.answersingenesis.org/go/scopes. 
(下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。)
为什么Scopes审判显着？
肯火腿大卫门顿博士
2010年8月5日
门外汉

近年来，清除公共场所的十诫已经大新闻。事实上，对整个基督教道德似乎是在美国迅速下降和西半球：人工流产是在上升，离婚率攀升，同性婚姻问题也日益增多。但是你知道这些事件和1925年的范围试验之间有一个连接呢？
在2003年，新闻报道的特色很多人在阿拉巴马州法院大楼前示威后，决定取消作为一个公开展示的十大戒律纪念碑。有的躺在匍匐在地上，哭了出来，以主，以阻止这种情况的发生。但这些人有多少真正了解这场战斗的基本性质？
如果我们问示威者，“你相信，在数百万年的年龄地球在创世记1天创造什么？”很好，我们在创作部的长期经验表明，答案最有可能应该像“什么？他们采取十戒了，为什么你问我无关的问题呢？“
或者，如果问：“哪里该隐的妻子？”他们可能会说，“你能不能看到发生了什么？他们采取的是十诫法院大楼，不要浪费我的时间，问一个问题，也与此无关！“
事实上，这些问题涉及到的文化是这样行事的真正原因。在范围试验类似的问题提出的答案依然铿锵今天。让我们来解释一下。

Scopes审判
Scopes审判1在酷热的七月期间，于1925年在代顿的小镇，坐落在田纳西州坎伯兰山脉。在现代法庭审判时可以拖几个月甚至几年的时间，令人吃惊的是要考虑的Scopes试验只持续了12天（年7月10日至21日），包括陪审团的选择！
美国公民自由联盟（ACLU）在纽约市的领导下发起的Scopes试验。美国公民自由协会成为震惊了“反演变”被在20世纪20年代初，在20个国家的立法机关推出的法案。这些法案都非常相似，禁止公立学校教人的进化，但普遍忽视了别的演变。
ACLU的希望，一个测试用例可能推翻这些法案，或至少使他们无法执行的。他们选择了追求他们的案件在田纳西州，州议会一致通过了巴特勒法案。这种行为宣布，它应“任何教师在任何大学，资料，和所有其他公立学校的状态，这是国家的公立学校的资金全部或部分支持的非法，教任何理论，否认的男子在“圣经”教导的神圣创作的故事，教那个男人，而不是从较低阶的动物的后裔。“
ACLU的放置在田纳西州的报纸部分内容的广告：“我们正在寻找田纳西州的老师是谁愿意接受我们的服务，在测试这部法律在法院。”乔治Rappleyea，在代顿的一个煤矿经营者，读ACLU的广告一个查塔努加报纸和决定，他希望看到这样的代顿举行的审判。 Rappleyea的利益，是既不科学也不教育，而是他希望，举办审判会带来国家的重视顿镇，并鼓励他的采矿业务投资。
约翰Scopes
Rappleyea走近一个名为约翰Scopes，曾教数学和一年执教雷亚在当地县高中的橄榄球队的年轻朋友。Scopes没有科学背景和兴趣不大或进化的理解。事实上，唯一的资格Scopes，作为一门科学教师，他在为生病的生物老师的最后两个学年的周充满。尽管如此，Rappleyea参与ACLU的测试用例说服不情愿的范围。
 
约翰Scopes
虽然Scopes从来没有教过他的两个星期期间的演变作为一名生物教师，从而真正没有违反巴特勒法案“，它被认为是足够的，类的教科书，猎人的公民生物学，并掩盖了人的进化。例如，猎人教科书推测，在他的早期历史，“人必须已比低等动物之一更好一点”，并得出结论，“在目前的时间在地上的五场比赛男子品种存在。 。 。所有类型最高，白种人，欧洲和美洲文明的白色居民代表“可悲的是，这种在进化的名义公然的种族主义的热烈赞同大多数的学术世界，以及许多基督教团体。
ACLU的同意接受他们的测试用例约翰Scopes和支付所有费用后，他被逮捕人的进化教学，并立即发布了1000美元的债券。代顿律师担任范围“逮捕令是苏希克斯（约翰尼卡什主打歌曲”一个男孩命名苏“的方式问题）。希克斯也有人前来时流行的基督教律师/政治家威廉JenningsBryan作为起诉约翰Scopes团长的想法。当ACLU的选择著名的刑事律师和直言不讳的无神论者/不可知论者克拉伦斯达罗头约翰Scopes，几乎保证了很高的知名度审判的辩护律师团。
威廉Jennings Bryan
 
威廉Jennings Bryan
布莱恩已经被民主党领导人25年，美国总统运行三次失败。虽然认为一个保守的基督徒，他的政治观点，甚至他的时间很自由主义;甚至拱自由主义克拉伦斯达罗支持他在他的第一次总统尝试。伍德罗威尔逊总统的领导下，布莱恩担任国务卿。
布赖恩创造/进化的争论充分了解，并经常与他的时间，科学家，支持和反对进化论的证据，如亨利费尔菲尔德奥斯本对应。虽然布赖恩是一个坚定的神创论和生物进化的强烈批评，他接受了地质演化和地球的老年。在他的自传中，威廉JenningsBryan的回忆录，布莱恩说，在范围试验他的目标是要“建立纳税人的权利控制在学校教”和“画作为一个事实之间的教学演变的路线和教学作为一种理论。“
 
克拉伦斯达罗
克拉伦斯达罗
克拉伦斯达罗是一个非常成功的刑事律师，专门在捍卫不受欢迎的人和激进的原因，常常赢得看似不可能的情况下。他的不可知的信念使他相信，人的行为最终只是身体化学的结果，和善恶的概念基本上是没有什么实际意义。在他的自传，我的生活故事，达罗解释了他参与的范围试验的目的：“我对象和我唯一的对象，是专注于先生布赖恩方案的国家的关注，并在美国其他原教旨主义“。
审判
从技术上来说，唯一的范围试验中的法律问题是：约翰范围违反巴特勒法“教学，男子从较低阶的动物的后代？然而，布赖恩和达罗，真正的问题是没有范围的有罪或无罪，而是应该演变其实在公立学校任教？达罗曾希望有一个进化论科学家在法庭上作证的“事实”的演变，但是这不是由法官允许的，因为进化的证据是技术上的问题不是在审判，并达罗拒绝让他进化论者盘问起诉。因此，大多数科学家在审判证词编写并提交到记录没有听到陪审团。
抽空阅读的Scopes试验（世界上最著名的法院审判，布赖恩学院）全文的人会注意，达罗和他的律师辩护团队知道有关进化一点，并作出努力，以建立，为什么它是要教失败在课堂上的演变。他们一瘸一拐地试图证明等同于人类胚胎的演变，其现实性和重要性。例如，一个单细胞胚胎（受精卵）发展是经常被援引作为证据，所有的生命来自一个单细胞（进化？）。即使是进化专家梅纳德博士梅特卡夫的约翰霍普金斯大学的困惑与人类的胚胎发育和衰老过程的演变！
达罗在审判的努力大部分烧碱谩骂，对“圣经”和基督教。他的反基督教的敌意是如此激烈，有上的自由派神学家和组织的一部分，他进化的看法，他可能会反过来对他们的民意支持的恐惧。达罗竟然多次中断和侮辱他，他是蔑视法庭列举了他的愤怒对法官约翰T. Raulston和敌意。
达罗从利己的道歉后，法官Raulston原谅他用这句话的蔑视达罗：“我相信该名男子进入世界来拯救从罪的人，上的人可能赎回的跨死亡的人，教这是虔诚的原谅和不原谅自己的性质，我想对人的恐惧。谁钉在十字架上，他的男性死亡与上帝的十字恳求救主。我相信，基督。我相信这些原则。我接受上校达罗的道歉。“很难想象这是一名法官说，这种事在我们的”开明“的日子，但不是很难想象会发生什么，谁做的。
布赖恩注意到在证人席上
在审判的第七天，达罗挑战布赖恩作为“圣经”的专家证人席上。布莱恩对他的律师的意见，并愚蠢地同意这个离谱和前所未有的安排协议，即达罗会反过来轮到他在证人席上，他的不可知和进化的观点的质疑。
在他的问话，达罗讽刺，常被不准确地叙述夏娃和蛇，约拿和鲸鱼，约书亚的漫长的一天，诺亚的洪水，通天塔的舌头混乱，和圣经的启示，如旧约的几个奇迹。达罗嘲笑他的信仰和捍卫这些奇迹的布莱恩，但布莱恩坚定不移地停留圣经的明确的话，迫使达罗公开否认神的话语。
然后来到转折点。达罗提出的问题进行为期六天的创造。布莱恩否认“圣经”说上帝创造的一切都在6天约24小时的普通。当达罗问，“声明”早晨和晚上的第一天，“和”早晨和晚上，第二天“意味着什么吗？”布莱恩回答，“我没有看到有任何兴建的意思一定是一天24小时的话，“晚上，有早晨，”的必要性。“
当达罗问，“创造可能已被打算在很长一段时间？”布赖恩回答说，“它可能有数百万年持续。”Bryan的天创造的妥协的帮助下，达罗取得了他制作的目标“圣经”释法与千变万化的科学和哲学的人揣测。
的意义
在审判时，一些可能会想到，有什么地球的年龄，创造的日，该隐的妻子做了这个试验呢？但实际上，达罗了解连接相同的连接，这些问题都十诫争议（和基督教道德的普遍亏损）今日。
虽然在证人台上，布莱恩，站在基督教，不能回答关于该隐的妻子的问题，并承认他不相信在六个文字创作天，但接受了亿万年，地球的年龄。
这是当达罗知道他已赢得了，因为他有管理，以获得基督教到承认，在全世界的观众面前，，他可以不捍卫圣经的历史（例如，该隐的妻子），和并没有采取“圣经”作为书面（天创造），而是接受世界的教学（几百万年）。因此，布赖恩（不知不觉）破坏了圣经的权威和世俗哲学的方式铺平了道路，随处可见的文化和教育系统。
可悲的是，今天大多数的基督徒，布莱恩一样，接受世界的教学和拒绝“圣经”关于历史的纯字。因此，他们已帮助世界儿童教的几代人，“圣经”不能在创世记信任。经过多年的这种灌输，一代现在已经出现，这也是（逻辑）拒绝“圣经”为基础的道德。今天，例如，从公共场所清除十诫，我们看到基督教在国家的基础结构日益消除。
这是一个重大的原因，所以为什么基督教的影响已经削弱我们西方世界教会提供的消息，我们需要信任人的理论，而不是神的话语。答案是不只是抗议这种清除或者干脆抗议等反基督教行动（如堕胎，安乐死，同性恋婚姻），但教人为什么他们可以相信，倒是在各个领域的“圣经”是真实的。我们需要提供基于圣经的答案的问题，全球大约有基督教信仰的要求（该隐的妻子是谁？年地球百万老？是不是在创世记第一章很长一段时间的日子吗？）。当我们做到这一点，人们将开始看到他们可以信任的圣经时，谈到“人间”的东西，因此，当谈到“天堂”的东西（救恩，绝对的道德标准等），耶稣教导在约翰3:12。
脚注
1。许多人认为，影片继承了风的范围试验的事实帐户。事实并非如此。为了找出真正的审判如何从好莱坞版本的不同刻画在影片中，visit http：/ / / /作用域www.answersingenesis.org。
Isn’t the Bible Full of Contradictions?

by Paul F. Taylor

August 12, 2010

Layman
A Christian talk radio show in America frequently broadcasts an advertisement for a product. In this ad, a young lady explains her take on Scripture: “The Bible was written a long time ago, and there wasn’t a lot of knowledge back then. I think that if you read between the lines, it kind a contradicts itself.” The show’s host replies, “Oh no, it doesn’t!” but nevertheless her view is a common view among many people.

Some years ago, I was participating in an Internet forum discussion on this topic. Another participant kept insisting that the Bible couldn’t be true because it contradicts itself. Eventually, I challenged him to post two or three contradictions, and I would answer them for him. He posted over 40 alleged contradictions. I spent four hours researching each one of those points and then posted a reply to every single one. Within 30 seconds, he had replied that my answers were nonsense. Obviously, he had not read my answers. He was not interested in the answers. He already had an a priori commitment to believing the Bible was false and full of contradictions. It is instructive to note that after a quick Google search, I discovered that his list of supposed Bible contradictions had been copied and pasted directly from a website.

This anecdote shows that, for many people, the belief that the Bible contains contradictions and inaccuracies is an excuse for not believing. Many such people have not actually read the Bible for themselves. Still fewer have analyzed any of the alleged contradictions. It has been my experience that, after a little research, all the alleged contradictions and inaccuracies are explainable.

If you, the reader, are prepared to look at these answers with an open mind, then you will discover that the excuse of supposed inaccuracies does not hold water. If, however, you have already convinced yourself that such an old book as the Bible just has to contain errors, then you may as well skip this chapter. Like my Internet forum opponent, nothing (apart from the work of the Holy Spirit) is going to convince you that the Bible is 100 percent reliable—especially not the facts!

On Giants’ Shoulders

In attempting to explain some of the Bible’s alleged errors, I am standing on the shoulders of giants. I will not be able to address every alleged error for reason of space; others have done the job before me. In my opinion, chief among these is John W. Haley, who wrote the definitive work on the subject, Alleged Discrepancies of the Bible.1 Haley tackles a comprehensive list of alleged discrepancies under the headings “doctrinal,” “ethical,” and “historical.” This chapter uses a similar thematic approach because it will be possible to examine only a representative sample of alleged discrepancies. Readers are referred to Haley’s work for a more exhaustive analysis of the subject.

Law of Non-contradiction

One of our own presuppositions could be labeled as the “law of non-contradiction.” This stems directly from the belief that the Bible is the inspired, inerrant, and authoritative word of God. Although the 66 books of the Bible were written by diverse human authors in differing styles over a long period of time, it is our contention that the Bible really has only one author—God. The law of non-contradiction has been defined by theologian James Montgomery Boice as follows: “If the Bible is truly from God, and if God is a God of truth (as He is), then . . . if two parts seem to be in opposition or in contradiction to each other, our interpretation of one or both of these parts must be in error.”2 Wayne Grudem makes the same point thus:

When the psalmist says, “The sum of your word is truth; and every one of your righteous ordinances endures for ever” (Ps 119:160), he implies that God’s words are not only true individually but also viewed together as a whole. Viewed collectively, their “sum” is also “truth.” Ultimately, there is no internal contradiction either in Scripture or in God’s own thoughts.3
Boice proceeds to describe two people who are attempting to understand why we no longer perform animal sacrifices. One sees the issue as consistent with the evolution of religion. Another emphasizes the biblical concept of Jesus’ ultimate and perfect fulfillment and completion of the sacrificial system. Boice says:

The only difference is that one approaches Scripture looking for contradiction and development. The other approaches Scripture as if God has written it and therefore looks for unity, allowing one passage to throw light on another.4
Our presupposition that the Bible will not contain error is justified by the Bible itself. In Titus 1:2, Paul refers to God “who cannot lie,” and the writer to the Hebrews, in 6:17–18, shows that by His counsel and His oath “it is impossible for God to lie.” However, if a Bible student is determined to find error in the Bible, he will find it. It is a self-fulfilling prophecy. Yet, the error is not really there.

Inerrancy Only for Original Manuscripts

Historical evangelical statements of faith claim inerrancy for the Scriptures for the original manuscripts. Apparently, this is a problem for some and leads to claims of inconsistency. The argument goes that there have been many translators and copyists since the Bible times and that these translators and copyists must have made errors. Therefore, it is said, we cannot trust current translations of the Bible to be accurate. Boice asks if an appeal to an inerrant Bible is meaningless.

It would be if two things were true: (1) if the number of apparent errors remained constant as one moved back through the copies toward the original writing and (2) if believers in infallibility appealed to an original that differed substantially from the best manuscript copies in existence. But neither is the case.5
In fact, recent discoveries of biblical texts show that the Bible is substantially the same as when it was written. What few discrepancies might still remain are due to mistranslations or misunderstandings. These issues are all known to biblical scholars and are easily explained.

Pre-suppositional Discrepancies

A number of alleged Bible discrepancies could be described as pre-suppositional discrepancies. What I mean by the term is that there are a number of alleged discrepancies that are only discrepancies because of the presuppositions of the one making the allegations. Many such alleged discrepancies involve scientific argument and are covered in detail in other literature, including elsewhere in this book. Such discrepancies disappear immediately if the reader decides to interpret them in the light of a belief in the truth of the Bible.

The Bible says the world is only 6,000 years old and was created in six days, but science has proved that the earth is millions of years old.
This sort of alleged discrepancy is very common. The supposed inaccuracy of the early chapters of Genesis is very often used as a reason to state that the whole Bible is not true. Many articles on the Answers in Genesis website (www.answersingenesis.org) and in Answers magazine tackle such issues, so it is not relevant to repeat the arguments again here. Readers are referred to the chapter “Did Jesus Say He Created in Six Literal Days?” in the New Answers Book6 or to my detailed analysis in the Six Days of Genesis.7
Answers in Genesis endeavors show that a belief in the truth of Scripture from the very first verse is a reasonable and rational position to take. Once that point is understood, many of these pseudoscientific objections to Scripture fade away.

Let us briefly comment on another such pre-suppositional discrepancy.

Genesis 6–8 suggest that the whole world was once covered by water. There is no evidence for this.
Detailed answers to this allegation can, once again, be found in much of our literature. For example, see the relevant chapter in the The New Answers Book.8 It cannot be emphasized too strongly that creationists and evolutionists do not have different scientific evidence. We have the same scientific evidence; the interpretation of this evidence is different.

Thus, if one starts from the assumption that the fossil record was laid down over millions of years before human beings evolved, then the fossils do not provide evidence for the Flood. However, if one starts with the presupposition that the Bible’s account is true, then we see the fossil record itself as evidence for a worldwide flood and there is no evidence of millions of years! As Ken Ham has often said, “If there really was a worldwide flood, what would you expect to see? Billions of dead things, buried in rock layers laid down by water all over the earth.” This is exactly what we see.

Incorrect Context

Strongly related to the pre-suppositional discrepancies are the supposed errors caused by taking verses out of context. For example, a passage in the Bible states, “There is no God.” However, the meaning of the phrase is very clear when we read the context: “The fool has said in his heart, ‘There is no God.’” (Psalm 14:1). The words “There is no God” are consequently found on the lips of someone the Bible describes as a fool.9
This discrepancy might seem trivial, but there are more sophisticated examples of the same problem. These often arise by comparing two separate passages, which are referring to slightly different circumstances. For example, consider the following:

Ecclesiastes says that we are upright, while Psalms says that we are sinners.
The verses to which this statement alludes are these:

God made man upright (Ecclesiastes 7:29). 
Behold, I was brought forth in iniquity (Psalm 51:5).

Looking at the contexts of both verses removes the discrepancy. In Ecclesiastes 7:29, the writer is talking about Adam and Eve, stating that we were originally created upright. In Psalm 51, David is speaking of his personal situation as a sinner, especially in the light of his sinful adultery with Bathsheba and his causing the death of Uriah. Thus, there is no contradiction between these passages.

Translational Errors

A common allegation against the Bible is that it is likely to have been mistranslated. When one actually analyzes possible mistranslations, however, it is found that there are actually very few real mistranslations. All of these have been studied and documented and can be found in Haley’s book. As we have a number of good English translations today, it is often helpful to compare a couple of these. Once this comparison has been made, many of the so-called translational errors disappear.

There are two creation accounts: Genesis 1 and 2 give different accounts. In chapter 1, man and woman are created at the same time after the creation of the animals. In chapter 2, the animals are created after people.
This apparent contradiction is best illustrated by looking at Genesis 2:19.

Out of the ground the Lord God formed every beast of the field and every bird of the air, and brought them to Adam to see what he would call them (NKJV).

The language appears to suggest that God made the animals after making Adam and then He brought the animals to Adam. However, in Genesis 1, we have an account of God creating animals and then creating men and women.

The difficulty with Genesis 2:19 lies with the use of the word formed. The same style is read in the KJV.

And out of the ground the Lord God formed every beast of the field, and every fowl of the air; and brought them unto Adam to see what he would call them.

The NIV has a subtly different rendition.

Now the Lord God had formed out of the ground all the beasts of the field and all the birds of the air. He brought them to the man to see what he would name them.

The NIV suggests a different way of viewing the first two chapters of Genesis. Genesis 2 does not suggest a chronology. That is why the NIV suggests using the style “the Lord God had formed out of the ground all the beasts of the fields.” Therefore, the animals being brought to Adam had already been made and were not being brought to him immediately after their creation. Interestingly, Tyndale agrees with the NIV—and Tyndale’s translation predates the KJV.

The Lord God had made of the earth all manner of beasts of the field and all manner fowls of the air.

Tyndale and the NIV are correct on this verse because the verb in the sentence can be translated as pluperfect rather than perfect. The pluperfect tense can be considered as the past of the past—that is to say, in a narration set in the past, the event to which the narration refers is already further in the past. Once the pluperfect is taken into account, the perceived contradiction completely disappears.

In the Book of Leviticus, bats are described as birds.
The passage to which the allegation refers is Leviticus 11:13–20.

13 And these you shall regard as an abomination among the birds; they shall not be eaten, they are an abomination: the eagle, the vulture, the buzzard, 
14 the kite, and the falcon after its kind; 
15 every raven after its kind, 
16 the ostrich, the short–eared owl, the sea gull, and the hawk after its kind; 
17 the little owl, the fisher owl, and the screech owl; 
18 the white owl, the jackdaw, and the carrion vulture; 
19 the stork, the heron after its kind, the hoopoe, and the bat. 
20 All flying insects that creep on all fours shall be an abomination to you (NKJV).

13 And these are they which ye shall have in abomination among the fowls; they shall not be eaten, they are an abomination: the eagle, and the ossifrage, and the ospray, 
14 And the vulture, and the kite after his kind; 
15 Every raven after his kind; 
16 And the owl, and the night hawk, and the cuckow, and the hawk after his kind, 
17 And the little owl, and the cormorant, and the great owl, 
18 And the swan, and the pelican, and the gier eagle, 
19 And the stork, the heron after her kind, and the lapwing, and the bat. 
20 All fowls that creep, going upon all four, shall be an abomination unto you (KJV).

Bible critics point out that, in their view, the writer of Leviticus is ignorant. He must have thought bats were birds, whereas we now classify them as mammals. Many Bible critics might also go on to discuss the supposed evolutionary origin of bats and birds.

A look at the KJV sheds some light on what the passage actually means. The KJV uses the word fowls instead of birds. Today, we would not see a significant difference, but notice that the KJV also describes insects as fowls in verse 20. The actual Hebrew word is owph (Strong’s 05775). Although bird is usually a good translation of owph, it more accurately means has a wing. It is therefore completely in order for the word to be used of birds, flying insects, and bats. It could presumably also be used of the pteradons and other flying reptiles.

This translation of owph is supported by noting its use in Genesis 1:20.
Then God said, “Let the waters abound with an abundance of living creatures, and let birds fly above the earth across the face of the firmament of the heavens” (NKJV).

How could the young Samuel have been sleeping in the Temple when the Temple was not built until much later?
There are two allegations referred to 1 Samuel 3:3. The verse is quoted below from the KJV, the NIV, and the NKJV.

And ere the lamp of God went out in the temple of the Lord, where the ark of God was, and Samuel was laid down to sleep (KJV).

The lamp of God had not yet gone out, and Samuel was lying down in the temple of the Lord, where the ark of God was (NIV).

And before the lamp of God went out in the tabernacle of the Lord where the ark of God was, and while Samuel was lying down (NKJV).

The translation used by the NKJV gives a clue as to where the first misunderstanding comes from. The Hebrew word is hekäl. This word is used of the temple, but the word is literally a large building or edifice. Commentators10 have suggested that before the building of the temple the word was often applied to the sacred tabernacle. Therefore, it is perfectly possible for Samuel to have been asleep in this tabernacle. This alleged discrepancy is not so much a mistranslation as a misunderstanding.

The other alleged discrepancy with this verse is that Samuel was sleeping in the sacred portion of this tabernacle, the holy of holies, where the ark of God was. The NKJV gets it correct by pointing out that light went out where the holy of holies was while Samuel was lying down, not that he was lying down in this very holy place. This shows the difficulty of translating Hebrew into English when not careful. This brings us to our next section, where we find alleged discrepancies due to use of language.

Use of Language

Some alleged discrepancies occur because of the way that language has changed. It is interesting that while Hebrew has changed very little over the centuries, English is a language undergoing constant major change. The study of how English has altered is fascinating, though outside the scope of this chapter. As an aside, we can easily see how different strands of English have developed in different ways. The best example of this is the divergence between British and American English—a source of tremendous scope for misunderstanding, oneupmanship, and humor (or is it humour?).

Many of the biblical misunderstandings caused by change of language are found in the KJV, which was first translated in 1611. The English language has changed much since 1611, on both sides of the Atlantic. For example, we know that few people today refer to each other as thee and thou, except some of the older generation in the counties of Lancashire and Yorkshire in Northern England. The KJV uses this terminology to address God, and we can mistakenly think that this is a term of respect. In fact, the use of thou is much more specific. It is used to refer to a close friend or relative. In a society that uses the word thou, it would never be used in reference to someone to whom one was being especially polite. For example, in his youth my Lancastrian father would refer to his school friends as thee but to his teacher as you. Therefore, to refer to God as thou, while certainly not being disrespectful, implies a degree of intimacy usually associated with families or close friends.

Genesis 1 must contain a gap, because God commanded people to “replenish” the earth. You cannot replenish something, unless it was once previously full.
Genesis 1:28 contains the following command: “Be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish the earth, and subdue it” (KJV). Most other translations use the word fill rather than replenish. In fact, the Tyndale Bible, which predates the KJV, uses the word fill. So did the translators of the KJV get it wrong?

On the contrary. The word replenish was a very suitable word to choose in 1611 because at that time the word meant to fill completely, refuting any alleged gap. It therefore carries a slightly stronger emphasis than simply the word fill, and the Hebrew word has this emphasis. The word replenish did not imply doing something again as many words beginning with re do. Its etymology is common with the word replete, which still today carries no connotation of a repeated action. However, over the centuries the meaning of replenish has altered, so that if we now, for example, suggest replenishing the stock cupboard, we are suggesting that we refill a cupboard, which is now less full than it once was.

There are many other examples of misunderstandings caused by these changes in the English language. None of these misunderstandings were caused by errors on the part of the KJV translators. In fact, they chose the best English words at the time. The problems are caused simply because of the way that English has changed.

Another example of this is to ask why the Psalmist seems to be trying to prevent God from doing something in Psalm 88.

But unto thee have I cried, O Lord; and in the morning shall my prayer prevent thee (Psalm 88:13, KJV, emphasis mine).

The NKJV renders the same verse as follows:

But to You I have cried out, O Lord, And in the morning my prayer comes before You (Psalm 88:13, NKJV, emphasis mine).

Which translation is correct? The answer is that they both are. In 1611, the word prevent meant to come before. Compare the French verb venir (to come) with prevenir (to come before). However, in the following centuries, the word prevent has altered its meaning in English.

Some problems with use of language exist because of the sort of idioms used in the original languages, which would have been familiar to the original readers but sometimes pass us by. For example:

Moses says insects have four legs, whereas we know they have six.
I have come across this alleged discrepancy frequently. I sometimes wonder if those using this allegation have really thought it through. Do they honestly believe that Moses was so thick that he couldn’t count the legs on an insect correctly?

The passage concerned is Leviticus 11:20–23.

All flying insects that creep on all fours shall be an abomination to you. Yet these you may eat of every flying insect that creeps on all fours: those which have jointed legs above their feet with which to leap on the earth. These you may eat: the locust after its kind, the destroying locust after its kind, the cricket after its kind, and the grasshopper after its kind (NKJV).

In fact, we use the phrase on all fours in a similar manner to Hebrew. The phrase is colloquial. It is referring to the actions of the creature (i.e., walking around) rather than being a complete inventory of the creature’s feet. Also, when the Bible is referring to locusts and similar insects, it is actually being very precise. Such insects do indeed have four legs with which to “creep” and another two legs with which to “leap,” which Moses points out (those which have jointed legs above their feet with which to leap). Once again, we find that the allegation of biblical discrepancy does not show up under the light of common sense.

If Jesus was to be in the grave three days and nights, how do we fit those between Good Friday and Easter Sunday?
There are several solutions to this problem. Some have suggested that a special Sabbath might have occurred, so that Jesus was actually crucified on a Thursday. However, a solution, which seems to me to be more convincing, is that Jesus was indeed crucified on a Friday but that the Jewish method of counting days was not the same as ours.

In Esther 4:16, we find Esther exhorting Mordecai to persuade the Jews to fast. “Neither eat nor drink for three days, night or day” (NKJV). This was clearly in preparation for her highly risky attempt to see the king. Yet just two verses later, in Esther 5:1, we read: “Now it happened on the third day that Esther put on her royal robes and stood in the inner court of the king’s palace.” If three days and nights were counted in the same way as we count them today, then Esther could not have seen the king until the fourth day. This is completely analogous to the situation with Jesus’ crucifixion and resurrection.

For as Jonah was three days and three nights in the belly of the great fish, so will the Son of Man be three days and three nights in the heart of the earth (Matthew 12:40; NKJV).

Now after the Sabbath, as the first day of the week began to dawn, Mary Magdalene and the other Mary came to see the tomb (Matthew 28:1; NKJV).

Then, as they were afraid and bowed their faces to the earth, they said to them, “Why do you seek the living among the dead? He is not here, but is risen! Remember how He spoke to you when He was still in Galilee, saying, ‘The Son of Man must be delivered into the hands of sinful men, and be crucified, and the third day rise again’” (Luke 24:5–7; NKJV).

If the three days and nights were counted the way we count them, then Jesus would have to rise on the fourth day. But, by comparing these passages, we can see that in the minds of people in Bible times, “the third day” is equivalent to “after three days.”

In fact, the way they counted was this: part of a day would be counted as one day. The following table, reproduced from the Christian Apologetics and Research Ministry (CARM) website, shows how the counting works.11
	Day One
	Day Two
	Day Three

	FRI
starts at
sundown on
Thursday
	FRI
ends at
sundown
	SAT
starts at
sundown on
Friday
	SAT
ends at
sundown
	SUN
starts at
sundown on
Saturday
	SUN
ends at
sundown

	Night
	Day
	Night
	Day
	Night
	Day

	Crucifixion
	Sabbath
	Resurrection


This table indicates that Jesus died on Good Friday; that was day one. In total, day one includes the day and the previous night, even though Jesus died in the day. So, although only part of Friday was left, that was the first day and night to be counted. Saturday was day two. Jesus rose in the morning of the Sunday. That was day three. Thus, by Jewish counting, we have three days and nights, yet Jesus rose on the third day.

It should not be a surprise to us that a different culture used a different method of counting days. As soon as we adopt this method of counting, all the supposed biblical problems with counting the days disappear.

Copyist Error

It does not undermine our belief in the inerrancy of Scripture to suppose that there may be a small number of copyist errors. With a little logical analysis, this sort of error is not too difficult to spot.

There must be an error in Luke 3:36. The genealogy gives an extra Cainan not found in similar genealogies, such as Genesis 11:12.

Expositor Dr. John Gill gives ample reasons why this was a copyist error.12
Gill says:

This Cainan is not mentioned by Moses in #Ge 11:12 nor has he ever appeared in any Hebrew copy of the Old Testament, nor in the Samaritan version, nor in the Targum; nor is he mentioned by Josephus, nor in #1Ch 1:24 where the genealogy is repeated; nor is it in Beza’s most ancient Greek copy of Luke: it indeed stands in the present copies of the Septuagint, but was not originally there; and therefore could not be taken by Luke from thence, but seems to be owing to some early negligent transcriber of Luke’s Gospel, and since put into the Septuagint to give it authority: I say “early,” because it is in many Greek copies, and in the Vulgate Latin, and all the Oriental versions, even in the Syriac, the oldest of them; but ought not to stand neither in the text, nor in any version: for certain it is, there never was such a Cainan, the son of Arphaxad, for Salah was his son; and with him the next words should be connected.

If the first Cainan was not present in the original, then the Greek may have read in a manner similar to the following. Remember that NT Greek had no spaces, punctuation, or lower case letters.

TOΥΣAΡOΥΧTOΥΡAΓAΥTOΥΦAΛEΓTOΥEBEΡTOΥΣAΛA
TOΥAΡΦAΞAΔTOΥΣHMTOΥNΩETOΥΛAMEΧ
TOΥMAΘOΥΣAΛATOΥENΩΧTOΥIAΡEΔTOΥMAΛEΛEHΛTOΥΚAINAN
TOΥENΩΣTOΥΣHΘTOΥAΛAMTOΥΘEOΥ

If an early copyist glanced at the third line, while copying the first line, it is conceivable that the phrase TOΥΚAINAN (son of Cainan) may have been copied there.

TOΥΣAΡOΥΧTOΥΡAΓAΥTOΥΦAΛEΓTOΥEBEΡTOΥΣAΛATOΥΚAINAN
TOΥAΡΦAΞAΔTOΥΣHMTOΥNΩETOΥΛAMEΧ
TOΥMAΘOΥΣAΛATOΥENΩΧTOΥIAΡEΔTOΥMAΛEΛEHΛTOΥΚAINAN
TOΥENΩΣTOΥΣHΘTOΥAΛAMTOΥΘEOΥ

There is some circumstantial evidence for this theory. The Septuagint (LXX) is a Greek translation of the Old Testament said to be translated by about 72 rabbis. Early copies of LXX do not have the extra Cainan in Genesis 11, but later copies postdating Luke’s gospel do have the extra Cainan.

It might seem odd to suggest that there could be a copyist error in our translations of the Bible. What is even more remarkable to me, however, is that such possible copyist errors are so extremely rare. Paradoxically, the possible existence of such an error merely reinforces how God has preserved His Word through the centuries.

Conclusion

This chapter has discussed only some of the many alleged Bible contradictions and discrepancies. However, the methods of disposing of the supposed discrepancies used here can also be used on other alleged errors. There is one matter on which the reader should be very confident—the supposed Bible errors are well known to Bible scholars and have all been addressed and found not to be errors after all. In every case, there is a logical explanation for the supposed error. The Bible is a book we can trust—no, more than that—it is the only book we can fully trust.
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是不是圣经全部矛盾？
保罗F ·泰勒
2010年8月12日
门外汉
在美国的一个基督教谈广播节目经常播放的产品广告。在这个广告中，一位年轻的女士解释她的经文：“圣经是写在很久以前，有当年不是很多知识。我认为，如果你字里行间，一种自我矛盾。“展示的主机回复，”哦，不，不！“但她认为是在许多人中间的共同看法。
若干年前，我在网上论坛讨论这个话题。另一位与会者坚持，“圣经”不能真实的，因为它违背本身。最后，我向他挑战后的两个或三个矛盾，和我会回答他。他张贴了40多个涉嫌矛盾。我花了四个小时，研究每一个点，然后张贴到每一个答复。在30秒内，他回答说，我的答案是无稽之谈。很显然，他还没有看过我的答案。他不感兴趣的答案。他已经相信“圣经”是虚假的，充满矛盾的先验承诺。这是有益的，快速谷歌搜索后，我发现他所谓的圣经矛盾的名单已经从一个网站直接复制并粘贴。
这段趣闻显示，对许多人来说，相信“圣经”中包含的矛盾和不准确的，是不相信的借口。许多这样的人实际上并没有读“圣经”为自己。更少有分析指称的矛盾。据我的经验，一个小小的研究后，所有被指控的矛盾和不准确的解释。
如果你的读者，准备寻找这些问题的答案，以开放的心态，那么你会发现，所谓的不准确的借口是站不住脚的。但是，如果您已经确信自己的“圣经”这样一个古老的书包含错误，那么你不妨以及跳过本章。像我的网上论坛的对手，没有什么（除了圣灵的工作）是要说服你，“圣经”是100％可靠的，尤其是没有事实！
在巨人的肩膀上上
在试图解释一些“圣经”的指称的错误，我站在巨人的肩膀上。我将无法处理每一个空间的原因据称错误;其他人一样在我面前的工作。在我看来，其中最主要的是约翰W ·哈​​利，谁写了关于这一问题的最终工作，圣经。1海利据称差异铲球的标题下的“教义”，“道德的指控不符的全面列表”和“历史。“本章采用了类似主题的方法，因为它将有可能只检查一个被指控的差异代表性的样本。读者可参考Haley的工作为主体的较为详尽的分析。
法不矛盾
我们自己的前提之一，可以标示为“不矛盾律。”这直接源于相信圣经是神所默示的，无误的，权威的字。虽然在很长一段时间的不同风格多样的人类作者写的“圣经”的66卷书，这是我们的论点，即“圣经”真的只有一个作者，神。神学家詹姆斯蒙哥马利Boice不矛盾律已定义如下：“如果”圣经“确实是来自上帝，如果上帝是神的真理（他），然后。 。 。如果两部分似乎是在反对或互相矛盾的，必须是我们的一个或两个这些部件的解释“的错误相同点，从而使得2韦恩Grudem。
当诗人说，“你的话的总和是真理;和每一个你的正义条例天长地久”（诗119:160），他暗示神的话语不仅如此，个别，但也视为一个整体。集体观看，他们的“总结”也“的道理。”最终，无论是在圣经或神的自己的想法。 3没有内部矛盾
Boice收益来形容两个人谁是试图了解为什么我们不再执行动物牺牲。人们看到的问题与宗教的演变一致。另外，强调圣经中耶稣的最终和完善实现和完成的祭祀制度的概念。 Boice说：
唯一的区别是，一个办法圣经矛盾和发展。圣经仿佛是上帝写了，因此其它方法寻找团结，允许一个通过抛出另一个。4光
我们的前提，“圣经”将不包含错误的理由是“圣经”本身。保罗在提多书1:2，是指神“谁也不能撒谎，”希伯来书的作者，在6:17-18，显示，由他的律师和他的誓言“这是上帝不可能说谎。”然而，如果圣经的学生决心在“圣经”中找到的错误，他会找到它。这是一个自我实现的预言。然而，错误的是不是真的存在。
只有为原稿无误
信仰的历史福音陈述索赔的原始手稿的圣经无误。显然，这是对一些问题，导致不一致的索赔。论点是，有许多翻译和抄写圣经时代以来，这些翻译和抄写必须作出错误。因此，它是说，我们不能相信目前的“圣经”的翻译要准确。 Boice询问是否无误圣经提出上诉是毫无意义的的。
这将是两件事情，如果是真实的：（1）如果明显的错误的数量保持不变，作为一个搬回通过对原写作的副本和（2）如果在犯错误的信徒呼吁到原来的大幅不同于最好的手稿副本的存在。但是，无论是在情况。 5
事实上，最近发现的经文，圣经是大幅当它被写入相同。什么数的差异可能仍然是由于误译或误解。这些问题是所有已知的圣经学者，很容易解释。
预虚拟的差异
预虚拟的差异可以被描述为一个被指控的圣经不符。我一词的意思是，有一些指称的差异，唯一的差异是因为作出的指控的前提。许多这类所指称的差异涉及科学论证，并在其他文献中，包括在这本书的其他部分中详细介绍。如果读者决定立即解释他们在“圣经”的真理的信仰，这种差异消失。
圣经上说，世界上只有6000岁，是在6天的创建，但科学证明，地球是几百万年的历史。
这种指称的差异是很常见的。创世纪初章节应该不准确，往往是使用状态，整本圣经是不正确的的一个原因。答案在创世记网站（www.answersingenesis.org），在回答“杂志上的许多文章，解决这类问题，所以在这里再次重复的论点是不相关的的。读者可参考本章的“耶稣说他创造了文字在六天？” 书6新的答案，或向我详细分析创世记。 7的六天
答案在创世记努力表明，从第一首诗歌在圣经真理的信念是合理和理性的立场，采取的。一旦了解这一点，许多这些伪科学的反对圣经消逝。
让我们简要评论等其他预虚拟的差异。
创世记6-8表明，一度被水覆盖整个世界。有没有这方面的证据。
详细解答这一指控，再次被发现在我们的文学的。例如，在新的答案Book.8它不能过分强调，强烈的，神创论者和进化论者没有不同的科学证据的有关章节。我们有相同的科学证据，这方面的证据解释是不同的。
因此，如果一开始从化石记录奠定经过数百万年的人类进化之前的假设，然后化石不提供洪水的证据。但是，如果一个与圣经的帐户是真实的前提开始，然后我们看到作为一个世界性的洪水证据的化石记录本身不存在了数百万年的证据！由于肯火腿经常说，“如果真有一个世界性的洪水，你会期望看到的呢？十亿死的东西，埋在岩层奠定了在地球的水。“这正是我们所看到的的。
不正确的上下文
密切相关的预虚拟的差异是应该经文的背景下造成的错误。例如，在“圣经”国家的通行，“有没有神。”不过，这句话的含义是很清楚的，当我们读到的背景：“傻瓜说，在他的心脏，”没有神“。” （诗篇14:1）。 “有没有上帝”因此有人嘴唇“圣经”描述为一个傻瓜。9
这种差异似乎微不足道，但也有同样的问题更复杂的例子。比较两个独立的通道，是指略有不同的情况下，这些经常出现。例如，考虑以下几点：
传道书说，我们是正直的，而诗篇说，我们是罪人。
的诗句，该声明暗示这些：
上帝造人直立（传道书7:29）。
看哪，我被带到罪孽规定“（诗篇51:5）。
纵观两个经文的上下文，消除了歧义。传道书7:29，作家谈论亚当和夏娃，说明我们最初创建直立。大卫在诗篇51，是说他的个人情况作为一个罪人，特别是在他罪恶的通奸与拔示巴和他造成死亡乌利亚。因此，这些段落之间不存在矛盾。
转译错误
一个常见的​​说法是对“圣经”，它很可能被误译。然而，当一个人真正分析可能出现的误译，它是发现其实是有极少数真正的顺口溜。所有这些，都进行了研究和记录，可以发现在Haley的书。因为我们有一个良好的英语翻​​译的今天，它往往是有益的，比较了这些夫妇。一旦这已经取得了比较，许多所谓的翻译错误消失。
有两种创建帐户：创世记1和2给不同的帐户。第1章，男人和女人是创建后同时创造了动物。在第2章动物后创建人。
这种明显的矛盾是最好的说明创世记2:19。
主神出地面形成野兽的每一个领域和每一个空中的飞鸟，并把他们带到亚当看到他将要求他们（NKJV）。
的语言，似乎表明，神使亚当后的动物，然后他给亚当带来的动物。然而，在创世记第一章中，我们有一个上帝创造的动物，然后创造男人和女人的帐户。
创世记2:19的困难在于形成文字的使用。在KJV读取相同的样式。
出地面的主神，形成了该领域的每一个野兽，和每一个空中的飞鸟;拿来给亚当看他会叫他们。
为证：有一个微妙的不同的移交。
现在已经形成了主神出地面的领域所有的走兽和空中的飞鸟。他给他们带来的人，看他将他们的名字。
为证：建议一个不同的方式观看创世纪的前两个章节。创世记2不建议的年表。这就是为什么“为证：建议使用样式”主神已经形成了从地下开采出来的所有领域的野兽“，因此，被带到亚当的动物已经作出，并没有被立即给他带来了他们的创作后。有趣的是，同意的“为证天道​​，天道的翻译早在KJV。
主神了地球上所有的田野的走兽和空中所有的方式家禽的方式。
丁道尔和为证：在这节经文是正确的，因为动词在句子可以翻译为过去完成时，而不是完美。过去完成时的紧张，也算是为过去的过去是说，在过去，事件叙述指的是在过去已经进一步中设置旁白，。一旦过去完成时的考虑，认为矛盾完全消失。
在利未记，蝙蝠是鸟。
其中的指控是指通过利未记11:13-20。
13这些你应视为鸟之间的憎恶​​;不得吃，他们是可憎的鹰，秃鹫，秃鹰，
14个风筝，后一种猎鹰;
15每乌鸦同类产品后，
16鸵鸟，短耳猫头鹰，海鸥，后一种鹰;
17小猫头鹰，渔民猫头鹰和尖叫的猫头鹰;
白色的猫头鹰，寒鸦，和腐肉的秃鹫18日;
19鹳，后苍鹭，戴胜，与蝙蝠。
20所有的飞虫，在所有fours蠕变应（NKJV）你所憎恶的。
13这些都是他们，你们有在家禽之间的憎恶​​，他们不得吃，他们是可憎的：老鹰，并ossifrage和鱼鹰
14雕，风筝后，他的那种;
15每个乌鸦后，他的那种;
16和猫头鹰，和晚上鹰，和cuckow后，他的那种鹰，
17的小猫头鹰，鸬鹚，和伟大的猫头鹰，
18岁，天鹅，鹈鹕，并gier鹰，
19日和鹳，苍鹭后，她的那种的田凫，与蝙蝠。
20，蠕变，呼吁所有四个所有家禽，应你们的憎恶（KJV）。
圣经批评者指出，在他们看来，作家利未记是无知的。他一定以为蝙蝠是鸟类，而我们现在列为哺乳动物。许多圣经的批评者还可能继续讨论所谓的蝙蝠和鸟类的进化起源。
在KJV的外观揭示一些光线通过实际上意味着什么。 KJV使用wordfowls而不是鸟类。今天，我们就不会看到一个显著的差异，但要注意，KJV还介绍了昆虫在20节家禽。实际的希伯来字是owph（强的05775）。尽管禽流通常是一个owph良好的翻译，更准确的一翼。因此，它是完全为了要使用Word的鸟类，飞虫，蝙蝠。据推测，它可能还可以用来pteradons和其他飞行爬行动物。
这owph翻译注意到它的使用在创世记1:20。
神说，“让水域丰富的生物比比皆是，让鸟类在地球上空飞过面对苍穹的天空”（NKJV）。
年轻的塞缪尔如何能一直睡在寺庙当庙是直到很久以后建成的？
有1撒母耳记3:3提到的两项指控。下面的诗句是引用KJV，为证，与NKJV。
和ERE神的灯在寺庙之主，神的约柜，塞缪尔放下睡觉（KJV）。
神的灯还没有熄灭，撒母耳的寺主，神的约柜（NIV），趴在下来。
去之前神的灯在主神的约柜的帐幕，而塞缪尔躺着（NKJV）。
NKJV的翻译，给出了线索​​，其中第一个误解来自。希伯来文hekäl。这个词是用于寺庙的，但这个词实际上是一种大型建筑或大厦。 评论员10建议，在寺庙的建设，这个词经常被应用于神圣的帐幕。因此，它是完全可能的塞缪尔已在这帐幕睡着了。这种所谓的差异与其说是作为一种误解误译。
据称这节经文的其他差异，塞缪尔是睡在这帐幕，最神圣的，神的约柜的神圣部分。 NKJV得到正确指出，灯熄灭至圣而塞缪尔躺着，不，他趴在这个神圣的地方。这显示了翻译成英文，希伯来文时不小心的难度。这给我们带来了我们下一节中，我们发现由于使用的语言指称差异。
使用语言
有些所谓的差异发生，因为语言已经改变。有趣的是，而希伯来文改变了千百年来很少，英语是一种语言，不断的重大变化。如何改变了英语学习有趣的是，虽然本章的范围之外。顺便说一下，我们可以很容易地看到如何以不同的方式开发不同的英语链。最好的例子是英国和美国之间的分歧英语的一个巨大范围的误解，之一胜人一筹，幽默（或幽默？）源。
许多语言的变化引起的“圣经”的误解，在KJV翻译在1611年，这是首次发现。英语改变了自1611以来，大西洋两岸。例如，我们知道，今天是指少数人以对方为你和你除了一些老一代在英格兰北部兰开夏郡和约克郡县。 KJV使用这一术语，以解决神，我们可以误以为这是一个长期的尊重。事实上，你使用的是更具体。它是用来指一个亲密的朋友或亲戚。在一个社会中使用这个词你，它绝不会被用来在有人被其中一人，尤其是礼貌。例如，我的兰开斯特的父亲在他的青年时期，想请他的同学们为你，但他的老师您。因此，指神你，但肯定不是不敬，意味着通常与家人或亲密的朋友的亲密程度。
创世记第一章必须包含一定的差距，因为神吩咐人“充实”地球。您不能及时补充的东西，除非它以前曾经是满。
创世记1:28包含以下命令：“要生养繁殖，遍满地面，并制服它”（KJV）。大多数其他翻译使用这个词，而不是填写补充。事实上，早KJV，天道圣经，这使用这个词填充。所以KJV翻译弄错了？
与此相反。字的补充，是一个非常合适的选择，因为当时这个词意味着完全填补，批驳任​​何被指控的差距在1611年的字。因此，它带有一个稍强的重点不是简单的字填写，和希伯来文强调这一点。字补充并不意味着做的东西又开始重新做很多的话。其词源是常见的用字充斥，今天仍然进行没有一个重复动作的内涵。然而，千百年来补充的意义已经改变，所以，如果我们现在，例如，建议补充库存橱柜，我们所提出的建议，我们填充一个柜子，这是现在比一次少全。
英语语言中的这些变化引起的误解有许多其他的例子。没有这些误解造成的KJV翻译上的错误。事实上，他们选择了当时最好的英语单词。仅仅因为英语已经改变造成的问题。
另一个例子是要问，为什么诗人似乎要试图阻止神在诗篇88做的东西。
但告诉你我哭了，耶和华;在早上防止你我的祷告（诗篇88:13，KJV，重点煤矿）。
NKJV呈现相同的诗句如下：
但你我哭了出来，主阿，我在早晨的祈祷你面前的（诗篇88:13，NKJV，重点煤矿）。
其中翻译是正确的？答案是，他们都是。在1611年，防止意味着这个词来之前。prevenir（前）比较，法语动词venir（来）。然而，在接下来的几个世纪，这个词防止已经改变了其在英文的意思。
语言的使用存在一些问题，因为在原来的语言，本来到原来的读者所熟悉的，但有时通过我们的成语使用排序。例如：
摩西说，昆虫有四条腿，而我们知道他们有6。
我经常遇到这种所谓的差异。我有时想，如果使用这一指控还真以为通过。他们真诚地相信，摩西是这么厚，他不能依靠昆虫腿正确？
通过有关利未记11:20-23。
在所有四肢蠕变所有飞虫应给你所憎恶的。然而，这些你可以吃的每一个飞行昆虫在四肢爬行的：那些有以上接合他们的脚腿，与地球上的飞跃。这些你都可以吃蝗虫后的一种，后一种破坏蝗虫，后同类的蟋蟀和蚱蜢后一种（NKJV）。
事实上，我们在所有四肢以类似的方式希伯来语短语。这句话是口语化。它是指生物的行动，而不是一个完整生物的脚库存（即走动）。此外，“圣经”时指的是蝗虫和类似昆虫，它实际上是非常精确的。这种昆虫确实有四条腿与“蠕变”，并与另外两条腿“的飞跃，”摩西指出（以上接合他们的脚腿，飞跃）。再次，我们发现，圣经差异的指控不根据常识。
如果耶稣是在严重的三天三夜，我们怎么适合那些耶稣受难日和复活节周日？
这个问题有几种解决方案。有些人认为，可能出现的一个特殊的安息日，使耶稣实际上是在周四钉在十字架上。然而，一个解决方案，这在我看来，更有说服力，是耶稣确实在星期五被钉十字架，但计数天的犹太方法是不是和我们一样。
在以斯帖记4:16，我们发现以斯帖告诫末底改说服犹太人快速。 “不吃不喝三天，白天或黑夜”（NKJV）。这显然​​是在准备她的高风险的尝试，见王。然而，短短两节经文后，在以斯帖5:1，我们读到：“现在发生的第三天，以斯帖放在她的皇家长袍，站在王宫的内廷。”如果三天三夜计入我们指望他们今天以同样的方式，然后以斯帖可能没有看到，直到第四天王。这是耶稣受难和复活的情况完全类似。
约拿三天三夜在大鱼的肚子，所以人子在地球的心脏“（马太福音12:40; NKJV）三天三夜。
现在安息日后，作为一周的第一天开始到天亮，抹大拉的马利亚和另一个马利亚来到墓（马太福音28:1; NKJV）。
然后，因为他们害怕，他们的脸鞠躬地球，他们说，他们“你为什么要征求死者当中的生活吗？他是不是在这里，但复活了！还记得他如何向你说话，当他还是在加利利，他说：“人子必须被传递到罪人的手中，被钉在十字架上，第三天再次上升”“（路加福音24:5-7;NKJV）。
如果三天三夜，我们指望他们的方式计算，那么耶稣会第四天上升。但是，通过比较这些通道，我们可以看到，在圣经时代的人的头脑中，“第三天”等同于“三天后。”
事实上，他们的计算方式是这样的：有一天算一天的一部分将。下表，从基督教护教学和研究部（CARM）网站转载，显示如何计数工程。 11
一天一天两日三
周五
开始于
日落而息上
周四周五
在结束
日落税务总局
开始于
日落而息上
星期五SAT
在结束
日落孙
开始于
日落而息上
星期六孙
在结束
日落
夜日夜日夜日
受难安息日复活
此表表明，耶稣死于耶稣受难日，这是第一天。总体而言，一开始包括当天和前一天晚上，即使耶稣在当天去世。因此，虽然只有部分星期五离开，这是第一个日夜算。星期六是一天两。耶稣在星期日上午上涨。这是第三天。因此，犹太人计数，我们已经三天三夜，但耶稣第三天上涨。
它不应该给我们的惊喜，不同的文化使用了不同的方法来计数天。只要我们采取这种计数的方法，所有的应该数着日子的圣经问题消失。
抄写错误
它不会破坏我们相信圣经无误假设抄写错误，可能有少数。随着一点点的逻辑分析，这种错误是不太难发现。
必须有一个错误在路加福音3:36。家谱给出了一个额外的彩南，没有发现类似的家谱，如创世记11时12。
解释者约翰吉尔博士给出充分的理由，为什么这是一个抄写error.12
吉尔说：
这是没有提到彩南摩西＃戈11时12分，也没有他曾经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，也不是他由约瑟夫提到，也没有在＃代上1 ：24其中族谱是重复，也不是在Beza的最古老的卢克希腊副本：它确实的译本在目前副本的立场，但是不是原来有;，并因此可能不会被卢克采取从那里，但似乎若要是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”，因为它是在许多希腊的副本，并在武加大拉丁，和所有的东方版本，甚至在叙利亚，其中最古老的，但不应该站在文本既不的，也不在任何版本：某些是，从来就没有这样的彩南，亚法撒的儿子，是他的儿子萨拉赫和与他接下来的话应该是连接。
如果第一彩南是不是在原来的，那么希腊可能有阅读方式类似于以下。请记住，新台币希腊有没有空格，标点符号或小写字母。
TOΥΣAΡOΥΧTOΥΡAΓAΥTOΥΦAΛEΓTOΥEBEΡTOΥΣAΛA
TOΥAΡΦAΞAΔTOΥΣHMTOΥNΩETOΥΛAMEΧ
TOΥMAΘOΥΣAΛATOΥENΩΧTOΥIAΡEΔTOΥMAΛEΛEHΛTOΥΚAINAN
TOΥENΩΣTOΥΣHΘTOΥAΛAMTOΥΘEOΥ
如果早期抄写在第三行一眼，而复制的第一行，这是可以想象的，这句话TOΥΚAINAN（彩南的儿子）有可能已被复制。
TOΥΣAΡOΥΧTOΥΡAΓAΥTOΥΦAΛEΓTOΥEBEΡTOΥΣAΛATOΥΚAINAN
TOΥAΡΦAΞAΔTOΥΣHMTOΥNΩETOΥΛAMEΧ
TOΥMAΘOΥΣAΛATOΥENΩΧTOΥIAΡEΔTOΥMAΛEΛEHΛTOΥΚAINAN
TOΥENΩΣTOΥΣHΘTOΥAΛAMTOΥΘEOΥ
这一理论有一些旁证。译本（LXX）是说是由约72拉比翻译旧约希腊文翻译。 LXX早期副本不具备额外的彩南在创世记11，但后来副本后约会路加福音也有额外的彩南。
它可能看上去很奇怪的建议，有可能是在我们的翻译的“圣经”的抄写错误。什么是我更为显着，然而，就是这种可能的抄写错误是极为罕见的。奇怪的是，可能存在这样的错误只是强化了神如何保存百年来他的话语。
结论
本章讨论的只有一些圣经指称的许多矛盾和差异。然而，这里使用的应该差异处理的方法也可以用于其他指称的错误，。有一件事上的读者应该非常有信心，所谓的圣经错误是众所周知的圣经学者，都得到解决，发现并非所有的错误。在每一种情况下，有一个合乎逻辑的解释应该为错误。 “圣经”是一本书，我们可以信任，没有比 - 它是唯一的书，我们可以完全信任。
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Was the Dispersion at Babel a Real Event?

by Bodie Hodge

August 19, 2010

Layman
When did the events at the Tower of Babel happen? What did the tower look like? Are there any records of Noah’s descendants found throughout the world after they left Babel? What about different languages? Are Noah and his sons found in any ancient genealogies? In this chapter, we’ll examine the fascinating answers to questions about what happened on the plain of Shinar. For background to this chapter, please read Genesis 10–11.

When Did the Event at Babel Occur?

Renowned chronologist Archbishop James Ussher1 placed the time of Babel at 106 years after the Flood, when Peleg was born.2
To Eber were born two sons: the name of one was Peleg, for in his days the earth was divided; and his brother’s name was Joktan (Genesis 10:25).

Although this may not be the exact date, it is in range because Peleg was in the fourth generation after the Flood.

Some have suggested that this division refers to a geophysical splitting of the continents; however, this is associated with the flood of Noah’s time—not the events at Babel. The massive amounts of water and the crustal breakup indicated in Genesis 7:11 (the fountains of the great deep burst forth) were substantial enough to cause catastrophic movements of plates. Continental collision formations, such as high mountains, were already in place prior to Peleg’s day. For example, we know the mountains of Ararat had formed by the end of the Flood because the ark landed there. These mountains are caused by a collision with the Arabian plate and the Eurasian plate. So these would have already moved by the time the Flood had ended.

Continental splitting during the day of Peleg would have caused another global flood! Instead, the division mentioned here refers to the linguistic division that happened when God confused the language at Babel. Even the Jewish historian Josephus (who lived near the time of Christ) stated:

He was called Peleg, because he was born at the dispersion of the nations to their various countries. . . .3
Prominent modern theologians such as John Whitcomb reaffirm this as well.4 According to Archbishop Ussher, the date of Babel would have been near 2242 B.C.5 See table 1 for a comparison to other events according to Ussher.

Table 1. Major Dates According to Ussher

	Major event
	Date (According to Ussher)

	Creation
	4004 B.C.

	Global Flood
	2348 B.C.

	Tower of Babel
	2242 B.C.

	Call of Abraham
	1921 B.C.

	Time of the Judges (Moses was first)
	1491 B.C. (God appeared to Moses in the burning bush)

	Time of the Kings (Saul was the first)
	1095 B.C.

	Split Kingdom
	975 B.C.

	Christ Was Born
	5 B.C.


It was during the days of Peleg that the family groups left the plain of Shinar and traveled to different parts of the world, taking with them their own language that other families couldn’t understand. Not long after this, Babylon (2234 B.C.), Egypt (2188 B.C.), and Greece (2089 B.C.) began.6 Civilizations that were closer to Babel (e.g., those in the Middle East) were established prior to civilizations farther from Babel (e.g., those in Australia or the Americas).

Even more fascinating is that as people went around the world, they left evidence of this event! Let’s take a look.

Ziggurats throughout the World
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The Tower of Babel has traditionally been depicted as a type of ziggurat, although the Bible doesn’t give specific dimensions. The Hebrew word for tower used in Genesis 11, referring to the Tower of Babel, is migdal: a tower; by analogy, a rostrum; figuratively, a (pyramidal) bed of flowers.

Interestingly, this word means tower but figuratively reflects a flowerbed that yields a pyramidal shape. This gives a little support to the idea that the Tower of Babel may have been pyramidal or ziggurat shaped.

In what is now Iraq, Robert Koldewey excavated a structure some think to be the foundation of the original Tower of Babel. It underlays a later ziggurat that was thought to be built by Hammurabi in the 19th century B.C.7
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When people were scattered from the Tower of Babel in the time of Peleg, they likely took this building concept with them to places all over the world. It makes sense that many of the families that were scattered from Babel took varying ideas of the tower to their new lands and began building projects of their own.

Ziggurats, pyramids, mounds, and the like have been found in many parts of the world—from Mesopotamia to Egypt to South America. The ancient Chinese built pyramids and the Mississippian culture built mounds. Pyramids are classed slightly differently from ziggurats, as are mounds, but the similarities are striking.

Why did the people at Shinar build a tower? Some suspect that they were afraid of another flood, similar to the one that Noah and his sons had informed them about. However, Dr. John Gill casts doubt on this idea.

It is generally thought what led them to it was to secure them from another flood, they might be in fear of; but this seems not likely, since they had the covenant and oath of God, that the earth should never be destroyed by water any more; and besides, had this been the thing in view, they would not have chosen a plain to build on, a plain that lay between two of the greatest rivers, Tigris, and Euphrates, but rather one of the highest mountains and hills they could have found: nor could a building of brick be a sufficient defense against such a force of water, as the waters of the flood were; and besides, but few at most could be preserved at the top of the tower, to which, in such a case, they would have betook themselves.8
The Bible records that the people said among themselves:

Come, let us build ourselves a city, and a tower whose top is in the heavens; let us make a name for ourselves, lest we be scattered abroad over the face of the whole earth. (Genesis 11:4)
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It seems that the tower was to be a special place to keep people together, rather than filling the earth as God had commanded them to (Genesis 9:1). It is possible that the tower was built under the guise that it was a place for sacrifice unto God. This would have prevented people from going too far since they would have to come back to offer sacrifices at Babel.

A recurring theme in Scripture is that people seek to do things they think will honor God but end up disobeying God. One example is when Saul offered a sacrifice when he wasn’t supposed to (1 Samuel 13:8–13). It is better to obey than sacrifice. In fact, many ziggurats and pyramids around the world were used for sacrifice or other sacred religious events, such as burying people (e.g., pharaohs of Egypt). Perhaps the concept of sacred sacrifice and religious festivities with ziggurats was a carryover from Babel.

Regardless, ziggurats and pyramids all over the world are an excellent confirmation of the original recorded in God’s Word—the Tower of Babel.

Noah in Royal Genealogies of Europe




Table 2. Biblical Table of Nations

The Bible in Genesis 10 gives an outline of family groups that left Babel (see table 2).

These people moved throughout the world and populated virtually every continent. (Was Antarctica ever settled in the past? At this point I am unaware.) Historians have commented on genealogical records in the past and other ancient documents on the origins of various peoples.9



Table 3. Irish Genealogies 
Permission for use granted by New Wine Press
These genealogies seem to connect prominent modern houses and royal lines with the Table of Nations listed in the Bible. In these genealogies, Noah is found on the top of the lists on many of these documents, some of which feature variant spellings such as Noe, Noa, and Noah.

One historian discovered a relationship between the ancient name of Sceaf (Seskef, Scef) and the biblical Japheth.10 This seems reasonable, as Japheth has traditionally been seen as the ancestor of the European nations. Most of the European genealogies researched have a variant of Sceaf with the exception of Irish genealogies, which still used the name Japheth. The Irish genealogical chart is reprinted in table 3.11



Table 4. Nennius’s Table of Nations 
Permission for use granted by New Wine Press
Anglo-Saxon chronologies feature six royal houses.12 An eighth century Roman historian, Nennius, developed a table of nations of the lineages of many of the European people groups from Noah’s son Japheth: Gauls, Goths, Bavarians, Saxons, and Romans. Nennius’s table of nations is reproduced in table 4.13
Though it repeats the Goths in two different areas, Nennius’s chart bears strong similarities to the history that Josephus recorded,14 as well as the Bible’s Table of Nations. However, there are clearly enough differences to show that it was neither a copy from the biblical text nor from the Jewish historian Josephus.15
Chinese records also describe Nuah with three sons, Lo Han, Lo Shen, and Jahphu, according to the Miautso people of China.16Although original documents of ancient sources sometimes no longer exist and one has to rely on quotes from other ancient books, it is interesting how in many places we find similarities to the Table of Nations given in the Bible.

Noah’s Grandsons’ Names Are Everywhere!

History abounds with names that are reused. Names of places become names of people; names of people become names of places. After the Flood, several of Noah’s descendants were named for places prior to the Flood. See table 5 for a list.

Table 5. A Few Pre-Flood and Post-Flood References

	Name
	Bible Reference Pre-Flood
	Bible Reference Post-Flood
	Person

	Havilah
	Genesis 2:11
	Genesis 10:7,Genesis 10:29
	Noah’s grandson through Ham; Noah’s great, great, great, great grandson through Shem.

	Cush
	Genesis 2:13
	Genesis 10:6
	Noah’s grandson through Ham

	Asshur
	Genesis 2:14
	Genesis 10:22
	Noah’s grandson through Shem


Names may vary throughout history. For example, Pennsylvania was named for William Penn; St. Petersburg in Russia was named for Peter the Great, who was ultimately named for Peter who penned two books of the Bible. Names can undergo many changes such as variations in spelling, differences in symbols, and alterations in pronunciation.

Despite any changes, however, the names of post-Flood regions, cities, rivers, or languages should bear similarity to the names of those leaving Babel. One would be surprised how often these names appear. Table 6 lists some of these.

Table 6. Noah’s Descendants’ Names Reflected Around the World17
	Name
	Descendant of Noah
	What Is It?

	Aramaic
	Aram
	Language that came out of Babel and still survives, likely with changes down the ages. Some short parts of the Bible are written in Aramaic. Jesus spoke it on the cross when He said: “ELOI, ELOI, LAMA SABACHTHANI?” (Mark 15:34).

	Cush
	Cush
	Ancient name of Ethiopia. In fact, people of Ethiopia still call themselves Cushites.

	Medes
	Madai
	People group often associated with the Persians.

	Ashkenaz
	Ashkenaz
	Still the Hebrew name for Germany. The French name for Germany has similarities to this too: Allemagne.

	Galacia, Gaul, and Galicia
	Gomer
	These regions are the old names for an area in modern Turkey, France, and Northwestern Spain, respectively, where Gomer was said to have lived. His family lines continued to spread across southern Europe. The Book of Galatians by Paul was written to the church at Galatia.

	Gomeraeg
	Gomer
	This is the old name for the Welsh language on the British Isles from their ancestor, Gomer, whose ancestors began to populate the Isle from the mainland.

	Javan
	Javan
	This is still the Hebrew name for Greece. His sons, Elishah, Tarshish, Kittim (Chittim), and Dodanim still have reference to places in Greece. For example, Paul, the author who penned much of the New Testament, was from the region of Tarshish (Acts 21:39) and a city called Tarsus. Jeremiah mentions Kittim in Jeremiah 2:10 and is modern-day Cyprus (and other nearby ancient regions that now had varied names such as Cethim, Citius, Cethima, Cilicia). The Greeks worshiped Jupiter Dodanaeus from Japheth/Dodanim. The Elysians, were ancient Greek people.

	Meshech/ Moscow
	Mechech
	Mechech is the old name for Moscow, Russia, and one region called the Mechech Lowland still holds the original name today.

	Canaan
	Canaan
	The region of Palestine that God removed from the Canaanites for their sin and gave as an inheritance to the Israelites beginning with the conquest of Joshua. It is often termed the Holy Land and is where modern-day Israel resides.

	Elamites
	Elam
	This was the old name for the Persians prior to Cyrus.

	Assyria
	Asshur
	Asshur is still the Hebrew name for Assyria.

	Hebrew
	Eber
	This people group and language was named for Eber. Abraham was a Hebrew, and the bulk of the Old Testament is written in Hebrew.

	Taurus/ Toros
	Tarshish
	A mountain range in Turkey. Tanais is the old name of the Don River flowing into the Black Sea.

	Mizraim
	Mizraim
	This is still the Hebrew name for Egypt.


We Don’t Speak the Same Language Anymore!

The Tower of Babel explains why everyone doesn’t speak the same language today.

There are over 6,900 spoken languages in the world today.18 Yet the number of languages emerging from Babel at the time of the dispersion would have been much less than this—likely less than 100 different original language families.

So where did all these languages come from? Linguists recognize that most languages have similarities to other languages. Related languages belong to what are called language families. These original language families (probably less than 100) resulted from God’s confusion of the language at Babel. Since that time, the original language families have grown and changed into the abundant number of languages today.

Noah’s great-great-grandson Eber fathered Peleg when the events at Babel took place. The modern language of Hebrew is named after Eber. Noah’s grandson Aram was the progenitor of Aramaic. The Bible lists Noah’s grandsons, great-grandsons, great-great-grandsons, and great-great-great-grandsons who received a language at Babel in Genesis 10. Eber and Aram were but two!

From Japheth (Genesis 10:2–5) came at least 14 language families; from Ham (Genesis 10:6–20), 39; from Shem (Genesis 10:22–31), at least 25 (excluding Peleg and other children who may have just been born). The total number of languages that may have come out of Babel according to Genesis 10 may have been at least 78, assuming Noah, Ham, Shem, Japheth, and Peleg didn’t receive a new language. This excludes some descendants of Shem who are given slight mention in Genesis 11:11–17; they may have also received a language.

Both Vistawide World Languages and Cultures19 and Ethnologue,20 companies that provide statistics on language, agree that only 94 languages families have been so far ascertained. With further study in years to come, this may change, but this figure is well within the range of families that dispersed from Babel (Genesis 10).

Is it feasible for 7,000 languages to develop from less than 100 in 4,000 years? The languages that came out of the confusion at Babel were “root languages” or language families. Over time, those root languages have varied by borrowing from other languages, developing new terms and phrases, and losing previous words and phrases.

Let’s look at changes in the English language, as an example. English has changed so much over the course of 1,000 years that early speakers would hardly recognize it today. Table 7 provides a look at the changes in Matthew 6:9.

Table 7.21
	Beginning of Matthew 6:9
	Date

	Our Father who art in heaven and/or Our Father who is in heaven
	Late Modern English (1700s)

	Our father which art in heauen
	Early Modern English (1500–1700) (KJV 1611)

	Oure fader that art in heuenis
	Middle English (1100–1500)

	Fæder ure þu þe eart on heofonum
	Old English (c. A.D. 1000)


Just as English has changed significantly over the past 1,000 years, it becomes easy to see how the original languages at Babel could have rapidly changed in the 4,000 years since that time, whether spoken or written.

In conclusion, there exist a great many confirmations of the Bible’s account of the Tower of Babel and what happened as a result. Even stories about a tower and sudden language changes appear in ancient histories from Sumerian, Grecian, Polynesian, Mexican, and Native American sources.22 This is what we would expect since the Tower of Babel was a real event. Language changes, ziggurats, names of Noah found throughout the world, and tower legends are excellent confirmations of the events at Babel.
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在巴别塔分散是一个真实事件吗？
博迪霍奇
2010年8月19日
门外汉

在巴别塔的事件是什么时候发生的？塔什么样子呢？是否有诺亚的后裔任何记录，世界各地发现后，他们离开通天？不同的语言是什么？在任何古代家谱中发现的诺亚和他的儿子吗？在本章中，我们将探讨迷人的答案示拿平原上发生了什么问题。本章的背景，请阅读创世记10-11。
在通天塔的事件发生在什么时候？
著名的年代史大主教詹姆斯厄舍尔1放置在106年时间的通天大洪水过后，皮莱格是诞生了。2为了希伯生了两个儿子：一个名字是皮莱格，在他的天地球被划分;和他的兄弟的名字是约坍（创世记10:25）。
虽然这可能不是确切的日期，这是因为在洪水之后的第四代皮莱格范围内。
有些人认为，这种划分是指到大陆的地球物理分裂，但是，这是关联的诺亚的时间，而不是在巴贝尔事件洪水。大量的水和在创世记7:11（伟大的深迸发的喷泉）表示地壳破裂是实质性的，足以造成灾难性的板运动。大陆碰撞的单位，如山高，已经到位之前皮莱格的一天。例如，我们知道，亚拉腊山脉形成的洪水结束，因为方舟降落有。这些山是与阿拉伯板块与欧亚板块碰撞引起的。因此，这些已经感动的洪水已经结束的时间。
在当天的皮莱格大陆分裂，也会造成另一次全球性的洪水！相反，该​​司提到，这里指的是语言分裂发生时，上帝在巴贝尔的语言混淆。即使是犹太历史学家约瑟夫（住附近的时候，基督）说：
他被称为皮莱格，因为他是出生在分散到各个国家的国家。 。 。 0.3
突出的现代神学家，如约翰惠特科姆重申以及。4据大主教厄舍尔，通天之日起，将有近2242 BC 5根据厄舍尔的其他事件的比较，请参阅表1。
表1。据厄舍尔的主要日期
主要事件





日期（据厄舍尔）
创建






4004公元前
全球洪水





2348公元前
通天塔





2242公元前
召唤亚伯拉罕




1921公元前
法官（摩西是第一） 


1491公元前（神对摩西在燃烧的荆棘出现）
国王时间（扫罗）




1095公元前
斯普利特王国




975公元前
基督出生





5公元前
它是在天皮莱格家庭组左示拿平原，前往世界不同地区，与他们自己的语言，其他家庭无法理解。时间不长，在此之后，巴比伦（2234年），埃及（2188年），希腊（2089年）开始。6文明巴贝尔（例如，那些在中东）成立前，文明越走越巴贝尔（例如，在澳洲或美洲）。
更令人着迷的是，由于世界各地的人们，他们离开了这个事件的证据！让我们来看一看。
通灵塔整个世界
 
通天塔历来被描绘成一个通灵塔的类型，虽然“圣经”并没有给出具体的的尺寸。塔使用在创世记11希伯来字，指的通天塔，是米格代尔：塔;比喻，主席台;形象地比喻，鲜花（锥体）床。
有趣的是，这个词的意思是塔，但形象地反映了一个金字塔形状的花坛，产量。这给了一点点支持通天塔可能已经形锥体或通灵塔的想法。
在什么是现在的伊拉克，罗伯特Koldewey挖掘一些人认为，原来通天塔的基础结构。它以后的通灵塔，被认为是由汉穆拉比建于19世纪BC7底图
 
当人们从通天塔皮莱格时间分散，他们有可能把这个建筑的概念与他们在世界各地的地方。这是有道理的，从巴贝尔分散的家庭中​​，有不少的塔了不同的想法，他们的新土地，开始建设自己的项目。
通灵塔，金字塔，土堆，和已发现的世界许多地方，从美索不达米亚，埃及，南美。中国古代的金字塔和密西西比文化建土堆。金字塔分类略有不同通灵塔，土丘，但相似之处是惊人的。
为什么拿地的人民建立一个塔呢？有些犯罪嫌疑人，他们害怕另一洪水，诺亚和他的儿子已通知他们有关的类似。然而，约翰吉尔博士令人怀疑这个想法。
人们普遍认为是什么导致他们的是确保他们从另一个洪水，他们可能会害怕，但是这似乎不太可能的，因为他们的“公约”和神宣誓，不应该由水任何破坏地球;此外，有这个在查看的东西，他们不会选择一个普通的基础上，两个最大的河流，底格里斯河之间打下一个平原，幼发拉底河，但最高的山地和丘陵，而之一可以发现：建设的砖也可以对这样一个水的力量是足够的防御洪水水域;此外，但最多可以保存在塔顶，其中，这种情况下，他们会是了自己。8
圣经记载的人彼此说：
来吧，让我们建立自己的城市，塔的顶部是在天上，让我们为自己的名，免得我们分散在国外面对整个地球。 （创世记11:4）
 
似乎塔是一个特殊的地方，保持人在一起，而不是填补了地球，正如神所吩咐他们（创9:1）。这可能是塔建的幌子下，这是一个牺牲献给神的地方。这将阻止人们太过分，因为他们会回过头来提供巴贝尔牺牲。
在圣经中的一个反复出现的主题是人们力求做的事情，他们认为将荣耀神，但最终违背上帝。一个例子是，当扫罗提供了一个牺牲时，他不应该（1撒母耳记上13:8-13）。这是更好地服从比牺牲。事实上，许多通灵塔和世界各地的的金字塔是用牺牲或其他神圣的宗教活动，如埋人（如埃及）。也许通灵塔神圣牺牲和宗教节日的概念是从巴贝尔的结转。
无论通灵塔和世界各地的金字塔是一个优秀的确认记录在神的话语的通天塔原。
诺亚在皇家家谱欧洲
 
表2。圣经的各表
圣经在创世纪10给出了一个大纲，左巴贝尔（见表2）家庭组。
这些人在世界各地提出和人口几乎每一个大陆。 （南极洲永远定居在过去吗？在这一点上，我不知道。）历史学家们在过去的和其他的古代文献上各种人民。9的起源家谱
 
表3。爱尔兰家谱
新酒出版社授予使用许可
这些家谱似乎突出的现代住宅和皇家线连接表的“圣经”中所列的联合国。诺亚是在这些家谱，发现名单上的这些文件，其中一些功能不同的拼写，如诺亚，诺亚，诺亚顶部。
一位历史学家发现之间Sceaf古代名称（Seskef，Scef），这似乎是合理的，作为雅弗作为欧洲国家的祖先历来圣经Japheth.10的关系。大多数欧洲族谱研究与爱尔兰族谱，仍然使用的名称雅弗以外的Sceaf的一个变种。爱尔兰家谱图表重印表3.11
 
表4。 Nennius国表
新酒出版社授予使用许可
盎格鲁撒克逊年表功能六个皇家房子。12第八世纪的罗马历史学家，Nennius，开发了许多欧洲人民团体从挪亚的儿子雅弗的谱系表国家：高卢人，哥特人，巴伐利亚人，撒克逊人，和罗马人。 Nennius的万国表载于表4.13
虽然在两个不同的领域重复的哥特，Nennius图表承担的历史，约瑟夫记录，14以及“圣经”的万国表强的相似之处。不过，也有不够清楚的差异显示，它既不是从“圣经”的文本，也从犹太历史学家约瑟夫。15中的副本
，这是中国的记录，还描述了与三个儿子，老韩，罗申，Jahphu Nuah，根据古老的来源中国16虽然原始凭证Miautso人有时不再存在，一方面依靠从其他古籍报价有趣如何在许多地方，我们发现在“圣经”给定的联合国表相似。
诺亚的孙子的名字随处可见！
历史充满了重用的名称。地名成为人们的名称;人的名字成为地名。洪水过后，诺亚的子孙被命名为洪水之前的地方。列表，请参阅表5。
表5。几汛前和灾后引用

名称

圣经参考汛前

圣经参考水灾后的


人
哈腓拉
创世记2:11


创世记10:7，创世记10:29
              诺亚的孙子通过火腿;诺亚的伟大的，伟大的，伟大的，通过闪的孙子。
古实

创世纪2:13


创世记10:6                     诺亚的孙子通过火腿
亚述

创世记2:14


创世记10:22

      诺亚的孙子通过闪

整个历史上的名称可能会有所不同。例如，宾夕法尼亚州被命名为威廉Penn在俄罗斯圣彼得堡是彼得大帝，谁最终彼得写两本“圣经”的书命名命名。名称可以发生许多变化，如在拼写变化，符号的差异，和发音改建。
然而，尽管有任何变化，水灾后的地区，城市，河流，或语言的名称应承担相似离开巴贝尔的名字。人们会感到很惊讶，这些名字出现的频率。表6列出了其中一些。

表6。诺亚的子孙的名字反映了围绕世界17
名称

诺亚的后代

什么呢？
阿拉姆语          亚兰的语言说出来的巴贝尔和仍然生存下来的年龄变化的可能。 “圣经”的一些短期部分是写在阿拉姆语。耶稣在十字架上发言时，他说：“埃洛伊，埃洛伊，喇嘛SABACHTHANI？”（马可福音15:34）。

古实

古实
古名埃塞俄比亚。事实上，埃塞俄比亚人民仍然称自己为古示人。
玛代

马岱
一群人往往与波斯人。
Ashkenaz    Ashkenaz还是德国的希伯来文的名字。德国的法国名字，这个相似之处：Allemagne。
Galacia，高卢，和加利西亚篾这些地区是一个地区在现代土耳其，法国，西班牙西北部，分别篾是说居住的旧名称。他的家人继续蔓延整个欧洲南部。保罗加拉太书本书是写在加拉太教会。
Gomeraeg
篾这是从他们的祖先，篾，他们的祖先开始从内地来填充岛英伦三岛的威尔士语的旧名称。
爪哇
爪哇这仍然是对希腊的希伯来名字。他的儿子，Elishah，他施，Kittim（Chittim），和Dodanim仍然在希腊的地方。例如，保罗，谁执笔的新约的作者，是从他施的地区（使徒21点39分）和一个城市的所谓塔尔苏斯。耶利米耶利米书2:10提到Kittim和现代塞浦路斯（和其他附近的古地区，现在有不同的名称，如Cethim，更快，Cethima，西里西亚）。希腊人崇拜木星Dodanaeus雅弗/ Dodanim。 Elysians，古希腊的人。
Meshech /莫斯科
Mechech Mechech的莫斯科，俄罗斯的旧名称，一个区域称为Mechech低地仍然保持着原来的名称今天。
迦南
迦南神从他们的罪恶的迦南人，以色列人作为一个继承与约书亚征服开始了对巴勒斯坦地区。它通常被称为圣地，是现代以色列驻留。
Elamites
拦这是波斯人的旧名称预先到赛勒斯。
亚述

亚述


亚述仍然是亚述希伯来文的名字。
希伯来
希伯这一群人的语言被命名为希伯。亚伯拉罕是希伯来文，大部分的旧约是希伯来文写的。
金牛座/托罗斯
他施在土耳其的山脉。 
Tanais是顿河的旧名称，流入黑海。
麦西

麦西

这仍然是埃及的希伯来文的名字。

我们不要讲同一种语言了！
通天塔解释为什么每个人都不会讲同一种语言。
有超过6900种语言在世界今天。18然而，一些新兴语言在分散的时间从巴贝尔已经远远低于这个可能不少于100种不同的原语家庭。
因此，所有这些语言从何从何而来？语言学家认识到，大多数语言有其他语言的异同。相关的语言属于什么是所谓的语言家庭。这些原始的语言家庭（可能小于100），巴贝尔从上帝的语言混乱。自那时起，原语的家庭发展和转变为丰富的语言今天。
诺亚的玄孙希伯生了法勒在通天塔的事件发生。现代希伯来语的语言被命名后，希伯。诺亚的孙子亚兰阿拉姆祖。 “圣经”列出了诺亚的孙子，重孙，大孙子，和伟大伟大重孙在巴贝尔的语言在创世记10。希伯和亚兰而是两个！
从雅弗（创10:2-5）了至少14种语言的家庭;从火腿（创世记10:6-20），39;闪（创10:22-31），至少有25个（不包括皮莱格和其他儿童他们可能刚刚出生）。语言的总数可能有通天根据创世记10可能已经至少78，假设诺亚，火腿，闪，雅弗，并皮莱格没有收到新的语言。这排除有些人是在创世记11:11-17略有提及闪的后裔，他们也可能收到的语言。
同意广角世界语言和文化19和民族语言，20家企业，提供有关语言的统计，只有94种语言的家庭至今已确定。在今后几年进一步研究，这可能会改变，但这个数字以及从巴别塔（创世纪10）分散的家庭的范围内。
7000语言的发展，从不到100在4000年是否可行？在巴贝尔的混乱的语言“根语言”或语言的家庭。随着时间的推移，这些根的语言有不同的借用其他语言，开发新的术语和短语，并失去以往的单词和短语。
让我们来看看在英语语言的变化，作为一个例子。在1000年早期的扬声器将难以承认它今天的过程中，英语已经改变了这么多。表7提供了一看，在马太福音6:9的变化。

表7.21
马太福音6:9开始







日期
我们的父亲是谁在天堂和/或我们的父亲在天上


晚期现代英语（1700）
我们的父亲，艺术heauen


早期现代英语（1500-1700）（KJV 1611）
Oure推子，在heuenis


中古英语艺术（1100-1500）
余吕杏茜周四的eart Fæder


（C.公元1000年）在heofonum古英语
正如英语已经改变了过去的1000年显著，就很容易看到如何在通天的原始语言可以迅速改变在4000年，自那时以来，无论是口头或书面的。
总之，存在很多的“圣经”的通天塔的帐户确认，结果发生了什么事情。即使塔和突发性的语言变化的故事出现，从苏美尔人，希腊，波利尼西亚，墨西哥和美国本地人sources.22在古老的历史，这是我们所预期的，因为通天塔是一个真实事件。语言的变化，ziggurats，诺亚的名字在世界各地发现，塔传说是优秀的巴贝尔事件确认。
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