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How do you answer the fundamental philosophical flaws in your teaching? For example, if things that are complex require a designer, such as a watch needing man, man needing God, then who designed God? Or, if all men are sinners, and men put pen to paper to write the Bible, then how can you assume its infallibility? Remember, God didn’t tell you the Bible is infallible, the men who wrote it did. While you rightly surmise that evolutionists interpret facts through their belief systems or “glasses,” do you not do the same? Lastly, how do you answer Matthew 16:28 “Verily I say unto you, there be some standing here, which shall not taste of death, till they see the Son of man coming in his kingdom.” If you take this literally, without complex interpretation, then Jesus was wrong. If you say it has a different meaning than the literal, then you open up the entire Bible to interpretation. Thank you for taking time to answer my questions.

With all due respect even in disagreement,
—M.F.



Blinded

Just to say VERY WELL DONE! (Re: Creation Museum [visit by atheists]). God must be be so proud of you all walking “as sheep” in this 21st-century world.

I’ve spent nearly the entire evening now watching the YouTube protesters, and the one thing that struck me most was the venom many people have: just as a guess I’d say Satan has got them well blinded. On the flip-side, though, it was fabulous to see some newscasters jumping to your defence. Keep up the great Faith . . . and your tremendous work!!!

—S.O., Ireland

Have Something to Add?

Let us know what you think.

Thank you for contacting Answers in Genesis. Please see my comments below and note they are meant to kindly challenge you.

How do you answer the fundamental philosophical flaws in your teaching? For example, if things that are complex require a designer, such as a watch needing man, man needing God, then who designed God?

But what God are you talking about? The God of the Bible is without design and without origin. This is why He describes Himself as I AM, that I AM (Exodus 3:14; John 8:58). Name denotes character in the Old Testament. This self-disclosure of Jehovah, the speaking of His Divine name, is a designation of absoluteness coupled with unfettered liberty and self-dependence. It is “uninterrupted continuance with a boundless duration.”1, 2 Only created things need a creator. If something was designed, then there has to have been a designer. God, by definition, could not have been designed, since He is an uncreated being. We are finite and can only see the universe from within, which is why we cannot completely understand a Being who lives outside space and time and who is infinite.

Or, if all men are sinners, and men put pen to paper to write the Bible, then how can you assume its infallibility?

Why are you neglecting that a perfect God inspired them (2 Peter 1:20-21)? Could He not have overcome their fallibility as He spoke through them? Making this assumption is to sit in judgment of God’s Word—without listening to what He says. It is God alone, as Creator, who has the right to sit in judgment when it comes down to it, but God is merciful (Luke 6:36).

Remember, God didn’t tell you the Bible is infallible, the men who wrote it did.

Since God inspired it, then He did write it.

While you rightly surmise that evolutionists interpret facts through their belief systems or “glasses,” do you not do the same?

Of course, and we are open about it. Please see Searching for the “Magic Bullet.” What better glasses to look through than those of the perfect Creator who does not, nor needs to, ever change His story?

Lastly, how do you answer Matthew 16:28 “Verily I say unto you, there be some standing here, which shall not taste of death, till they see the Son of man coming in his kingdom.” If you take this literally, without complex interpretation, then Jesus was wrong.

The Matthew 16:28 passage is quite simple to answer without a complex explanation. It simply refers to a Kingdom that had already arrived along with the King. This is well and clearly announced in the early part of the gospels. Repentance and faith were then and are now the tickets into the kingdom. Thus, there were many at that time who were about to enter the kingdom before they died. This is not difficult if you adopt a different (and Biblical) view of the kingdom. The Kingdom is both already and not yet. 3
Also, many critics like to quote this and say that those standing there did not see the return of Christ before they died, so Jesus was wrong. However, Jesus did not say that they would see His second coming—only that they would see Him coming in His Kingdom. He made this statement six days prior to taking Peter, James, and John up to a high mountain by themselves (Matthew 17:1). Those with Him on the mountain (who had also been there when He spoke earlier) did, in fact, see Him transfigured. Matthew’s account in chapter 17 specifically leads from the statement to the fulfillment.

If you say it has a different meaning than the literal, then you open up the entire Bible to interpretation.

The point has never been the “literal” interpretation, but the straightforward meaning based on context. Secondly, the Bible tells us to read it as it’s written:

2 Corinthians 4:2
but have cast from us the cloaks of dishonesty, and walk not in craftiness, neither corrupt we the word of God: but walk in open truth, and report ourselves to every man’s conscience in the sight of God.

Proverbs 8:8–9
8 All the words of my mouth are righteous, there is no forwardness nor falsity therein.
9 They are all plain to such as will understand, and right to them that find knowledge.

So, why would anyone read the Bible as if it were only one style? Why not read history as history, poetry as poetry, prophecy as prophecy, metaphors as metaphors, etc.?

If there is one thing I can encourage you to do, it is to at least evaluate the Bible based on the Bible’s own claims and merits. By automatically assuming a lesser “god” (i.e., a designed “god”) and starting with the assumption that mere men wrote the Bible, then, of course, you are more likely to come to the conclusion that God doesn’t exist, the Bible has errors, etc. Indeed, the god that you have devised here (i.e., a created being not capable of inspiring men to communicate his words or fulfill his prophecies) is not the Creator God that the Bible describes. It’s much easier to doubt the god you’ve put forward, but that is not the true God who gives us being.

But, really, when you do this, you are setting yourself up as the authority over God. Adam and Eve did this (Genesis 3); Satan did this (Isaiah 14:12–14); and many others in the Bible did as well. All of us have at one point or another, which is why we are all sinners (Romans 3:23). We have all wanted to be the authority over God. But it is only proper and wise to acknowledge our Creator’s holiness and our fallibility in utter humility.

Matthew 28:18
Jesus came and spake unto them, saying: All power is given unto me in heaven, and in earth.

Colossians 1:16–17
for by him were all things created, things that are in heaven, and things that are in earth: things visible, and things invisible: whether they be majesty or lordship, either rule or power. All things are created by him, and in him, and he is before all things, and in him all things have their being.

I encourage you to reconsider how you view the Bible and read it based on it own claims. With kindness in Christ,

Bodie

Footnotes

1. Carl Keil and Franz Delitzsch, Biblical Commentary on the Old Testament, Vol. 1, pp. 442–3.Back
2. For more on the discussion of I AM, please see (off-site link) The I AM Sayings Prove Jesus to Be Divine.” Back
3. See also 2 Peter 1:16-18. Back
（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
反馈：写万无一失圣经犯错误男子？
博迪霍奇，AIG-U.S. August 21日，2009

门外汉
精度经文作者博迪的杂牌权威的经文神神主权反馈
你怎么回答你的教学中的基本哲学的缺陷？例如，如果是复杂的事情，需要设计师，如需要男人的手表，需要神的人，那么谁设计的神吗？或者，如果所有的人都是罪人，和男子落笔写“圣经”，那么你怎么能承担其犯错误吗？请记住，上帝没有告诉你“圣经”是万无一失的，它是谁写的男人一样。当你正确地推测，进化论者解释事实，通过他们的信仰体系或“眼镜，”你不能这样做呢？最后，你怎么回答马太福音16:28“我实在告诉你们说，有一些站在这里的，不得尝死味，直到他们看到的人在他的王国里的儿子。”如果你把这个从字面上，没有复杂的解释，那么耶稣是错误的。如果说有不同的含义比字面，然后你打开了整个圣经解释。谢谢你抽出时间来回答我的问题。
所有应有的尊重，即使在分歧，
-M.F.

蒙蔽
只是说很好做！ （回复：创作博物馆[访问]无神论者）。上帝一定是真为你骄傲“羊”走在这21世纪的世界。
我花了几乎整个晚上，现在看YouTube的抗议者，最让我吃惊的一件事是很多人都有的毒液：只是猜测，我会说撒旦了他们的蒙蔽。不过，在另一端，这是美妙的跳跃到你的防御可以看到一些新闻报道员。保持了极大的信心。 。 。和你的巨大的工作！
-S.O.，爱尔兰
有一些补充？
让我们知道您的想法。
感谢您联系在创世纪的答案。请参阅下面我的意见，并注意它们是为了请你挑战。
你怎么回答你的教学中的基本哲学的缺陷？例如，如果是复杂的事情，需要设计师，如需要男人的手表，需要神的人，那么谁设计的神吗？
但神是你谈论？圣经中的神是无设计和无产地。这是为什么他形容自己，因为我，说我（出埃及记3:14;约翰福音8:58）。名称是指在旧约中的字符。这耶和华他的神的名义发言，自我揭露，是绝对的称号，加上不受约束的自由和自我依赖。这是“无限时间不间断的连续性。”1，2，只有创造的东西需要一个创造者。如果设计东西，然后有一直设计师。神，按照定义，不能被设计的，因为他是自存的存在。我们是有限的，只能看到宇宙内，这是为什么我们不能完全理解的一个人的生活空间和时间之外，谁是无限的。
或者，如果所有的人都是罪人，和男子落笔写“圣经”，那么你怎么能承担其犯错误吗？
你为什么忽略了一个完美的神，启发他们（彼得后书1:20-21）？可他没有克服其易错，因为他通过他们说话？这个假设是在神的审判坐字没有听他说什么。这仅是上帝，造物主，谁有权判断坐当它归结为它，但上帝是仁慈的（路加福音6:36）。
请记住，上帝没有告诉你“圣经”是万无一失的，它是谁写的男人一样。
因为上帝启发，当时他写。
当你正确地推测，进化论者解释事实，通过他们的信仰体系或“眼镜，”你不能这样做呢？
当然，我们是开放的。请参阅为寻找“灵丹妙药”。什么更好的眼镜看起来比那些人没有，也不需要完美的造物主，永远改变他的故事吗？
最后，你怎么回答马太福音16:28“我实在告诉你们说，有一些站在这里的，不得尝死味，直到他们看到的人在他的王国里的儿子。”如果你把这个从字面上，没有复杂的解释，那么耶稣是错误的。
马太16:28通过很简单，没​​有复杂的解释回答。它仅仅指的是一个已经抵达国王的王国。这很好，并明确宣布，在早期的福音。悔改和信心，现在是进入天国的门票。因此，有许多当时进入天国在他们去世之前。这并不难，如果你采用一个不同的（圣经）王国。王国都已经和尚未。 3

此外，许多评论家喜欢引述说，那些站在那里没有看到基督的回报，在他们去世之前，所以耶稣是错误的。然而，耶稣没有说，他们将看到他在他的王国里，他们将看到他第二次来只。他做了这种说法，6天前，彼得，雅各，约翰（马太福音17:1）山高。那些与他山（谁也去过那里，他刚才发言时），事实上，没有看到他的变形。马修在第17章专门帐户从履行的声明。
如果说有不同的含义比字面，然后你打开了整个圣经解释。
这一点从来没有“文字”的解释，但根据上下文直接的意义。其次，圣经告诉我们读它，因为它是写：
哥林多后书4:2

但我们投斗蓬不诚实的，走路不狡猾，既不破坏我们的上帝的话，但走在开放的真理，并报告自己在神面前每个人的良知。
箴言8:8-9

8我口中的所有文字是正义的，有没有卤莽也不是虚假的，其中。
9他们都是纯如会明白，他们的权利，发现知识。
那么，为什么会有人读“圣经”，如果它只有一种风格呢？为什么不读历史的历史，诗歌诗歌，预言预言，作为隐喻的隐喻，等等？
如果有一件事我可以鼓励你这样做，这是“圣经”自己的主张和案情的“圣经”至少评估。自动假设更低的“神”（即设计的“上帝”），并开始与假设，仅仅是男人写的圣经，那么，当然，你更有可能来的结论，上帝不存在， “圣经”有错误等，事实上，你已制订（即创建不能够鼓舞人心的人传达他的话，或履行他的预言）是不是造物主上帝，“圣经”描述的上帝。它更容易怀疑你提出的上帝，但是，是不是真神，我们是谁给的。
但是，真的，当你这样做，你自己作为对上帝的权威。亚当和夏娃（创3）;撒旦（以赛亚书14:12-14）;以及“圣经”中的许多人一样。我们都在一个点或另一个，这就是为什么我们都是罪人（罗马书3:23）。我们都希望是对上帝的权威。但它是唯一正确和明智的承认我们的造物主的圣洁，我们的易错的，彻底的谦卑。
马太28:18

耶稣进前来，对他们说，说：一切权力赐给我在天堂和在地球上。
歌罗西书1:16-17

由他创建所有的东西，在天上的事情，是在地球上的东西：有形的东西，东西无形的：无论他们是陛下的统治权，任何规则或权力。所有的东西都是由他创造的，在他看来，他是所有的事情之前，他所有的东西，有他们的存在。
我鼓励你重新考虑你如何看待“圣经”和读它基于对自己的主张。在基督的仁慈，
博迪
脚注
卡尔·Keil和弗朗兹。德里，圣经旧约，卷的评论。 1，页442-3。背面
我是讨论的更多，请参阅（场外连结）我是熟语证明耶稣是神圣的。“
也彼得1:16-18。背面
Feedback: Presuppositions?

by David Wright, AiG–U.S.

March 30, 2007

Layman
· author-david-wright
· feedback
This week we respond to 2 negative feedbacks from A, and are responding to both of them in succession. As usual, each feedback is listed in its entirety, followed by a response.

I would just like to say that it never ceases to amaze me how angry the people are who write negative letters to your organization. After reading even just one, I find myself so frustrated and filled with pain for these people who want to make it their aim to trash AIG and the truths that it represents. But I want to tell you that when I get to the end of AIG's reponses to these negative emails, I'm at peace again knowing that God's Word is quick and powerful and sharper than any 2 edged sword and that's what the editors use to answer the negative feedback that comes in. Thank you for standing by His Word and being an example to me - A soft answer turneth away wrath. . ..

– C.W., U.S.

you say.. “Challenging the presuppositions of the other person (many are unaware they have these).”

a presuppostion is a sentence or utterance in which people derive information, i.e.: “my tattoo itches”
presupposition: I have a tattoo. . .
this is quite a brilliant tool for confusing people the way you choose to use it. . .
“Forcing the debater to logically defend his position consistent with science and his own presuppositions (many will find that they cannot do this).”

I can do it, and I am quite sure that I have none of the presuppositions you would think I have.

anything I would have to say wouldn’t be arguing any presuppositions, as i do not think that this particular use of this word is valid.

i can and have put on the Christian glasses, in fact i am sure that most non-Christians could as well.

“However, if you had helped the person to understand this issue of presuppositions, then they will be better able to recognize this for what it isa different interpretation based on differing presuppositions. i.e., starting beliefs.”

this is excessive running of the mouth to confuse people, that is what religion is based on. i was raised in a family that believes in god, my grandfather is a preacher and my mother thinks the rapture will happen any day, but i have never believed in a higher power, i have never forced negativity on anyone, and i am far more spiritual and respecting than EVERY Christian i know, which is the majority of people i know, since your confusion and scare tactics work well on the smaller minded in the world. ken ham, i would welcome any debate with you and i am sure i would not lose, i can explain step by step how this planet has evolved, how humans came up with religion and why man has gotten so out of control with their crazy notions. There is no god, this is reality, i CAN explain it, without going in pointless circles the way you do.

i am currently co-authoring a book about the truth of reality, I would love to have a documented debate of sorts, it could only help. Thank you :)

–A., USA



I will be responding to both of your emails in this one article. Please see my comments below regarding your emails and please remember they are meant with sincerity and respect.

you say.. “Challenging the presuppositions of the other person (many are unaware they have these).”

a presupposition is a sentence or utterance in which people derive information, ie: “my tattoo itches”
presupposition: i have a tattoo. . .
Actually, this is incorrect. A presupposition is defined as “the act of presupposing; a supposition made prior to having knowledge (as for the purpose of argument)” (presupposition.Dictionary.com, WordNet® 2.1. Princeton University, accessed: March 01, 2007).

Therefore, a presupposition is based on an idea or belief that is not testable, observable, or repeatable; it is immaterial, abstract. How you interpret what you see, feel, and think is based on what you presuppose.

“I have a tattoo” is an observation of something material, you already know you have it. However, how a tattoo’s meaning is interpreted is based on presuppositions. For example, let’s say someone has a tattoo of a dove. Depending on what you believe (your presuppositions) you may interpret the meaning of that tattoo differently from someone else. Let’s say a Christian looks at this tattoo and interprets it as representing the Holy Spirit. This interpretation is probably based on his or her beliefs/presuppositions that God exists and that the dove signifies the Holy Spirit based on what the Bible says (Matthew 3:16). However, an atheist may look at this same tattoo and, based on his or her presuppositions (there is no God and the Bible was written merely by men), interpret the tattoo as simply a symbol of peace and freedom.

One does not have to presuppose that his or her own tattoo exists in order for it to itch. The only way a tattoo can itch is if it actually exists.

this is quite a brilliant tool for confusing people the way you choose to use it. . .
Actually, our intentions are to enlighten people of their own or others’ underlying assumptions about what they claim.

“Forcing the debater to logically defend his position consistent with science and his own presuppositions (many will find that they cannot do this).”

i can do it, and i am quite sure that i have none of the presuppositions you would think i have.

This depends; some presuppositions can be determined by observing how someone interprets the world around them. Many times people will indeed deny that they have presuppositions. I do not claim to know everything you believe (only God knows that); however, from your email I should be able to determine some of your beliefs (i.e., presuppositions).

anything i would have to say wouldn’t be arguing any presuppositions,

So are you presupposing that anything you argue isn’t based on presuppositions? How do you know?

as i do not think that this particular use of this word is valid.

Then you disagree with the plain definition as given by most dictionaries. Why is it that you disagree with how we use it? How are we misusing it?

i can and have put on the christian glasses, in fact i am sure that most non-christians could as well.

What do you mean by “i can and have put on the christian glasses?” What is it that you see? And how do you truly know that you have put on Christian glasses? I am not asking these questions to be mocking but to see what it is you believe.

“However, if you had helped the person to understand this issue of presuppositions, then they will be better able to recognize this for what it isa different interpretation based on differing presuppositionsi.e. starting beliefs."

this is excessive running of the mouth to confuse people, that is what religion is based on.

How is this statement a “running of the mouth?” In fact your assertion is an illogical argument. This is what’s known as a composition fallacy—;using a statement to judge the whole, using some small thing to illustrate the whole thing. This would be like saying, “Jeffrey Dahmer was an evolutionist and a murderer; therefore all evolutionists are murderers.”

Actually, your emails are, as you say, a “running of the mouth” and are somewhat confusing; so what religion are you purporting? It would seem your religion is naturalistic humanism.

i was raised in a family that believes in god, my grandfather is a preacher and my mother thinks the rapture will happen any day, but i have never believed in a higher power, i have never forced negativity on anyone,

I’m sorry if you have had a bad experience with Christianity. However, we do not force negativity on anyone. What Christ did for us is the most positive message ever. How is it negative to tell someone that they can live in eternity with God where there will be no pain, death, disease, suffering, or sadness? Wouldn’t you want to live in a place like that?

By the way, the very thing you claim not to do ( i.e., “i have never forced negativity on anyone”) is indeed what you are doing in your emails. If you tell people that there is no God, that no one created them, and that they are just chance accidents of history with no ultimate purpose, then what you are telling them is extremely negative.

By what standard do you judge something as positive or negative? In other words, how do you know something is positive or negative? If there is no God setting standards for what is considered “positive” or “negative,” then mankind must decide this for itself. With that I am sure you would agree. But then we run into a bit of a dilemma. Something you may consider negative will be positive to someone else, or something you may consider positive will be negative to someone else. So then how do we decide who is right? The only way to know absolutes is if they are defined by an all-knowing God. Because God exists and because He made us in His image, He has the right to define right and wrong, or positive and negative. So when you claim something is positive or negative, you are actually borrowing from my worldview, and not being consistent with your worldview. Many evolutionists are aware of this fact. One in particular was the famous mass murder Jeffrey Dahmer:

“If a person doesn’t think there is a God to be accountable to, then—;then what’s the point of trying to modify your behaviour to keep it within acceptable ranges? That’s how I thought anyway. I always believed the theory of evolution as truth, that we all just came from the slime. When we, when we died, you know, that was it, there is nothing. . .”
—;Jeffrey Dahmer, in an interview with Stone Phillips, Dateline NBC, Nov. 29, 1994.

and i am far more spiritual and respecting than EVERY christian i know, which is the majority of people i know, since your confusion and scare tactics work well on the smaller minded in the world.

To say that people who believe in God and the Bible are “small minded” is very disrespectful and inconsiderate. It is unfortunate that you have probably had some bad encounters with Christians; however that does not negate the truth of God’s Word or His existence.

And on what basis do you claim to be respectful and spiritual? Since God created us as physical and spiritual beings, only Christians have a basis for the spiritual, since we are told this in the Bible. Those who deny the Creator must accept materialistic explanations, which by definition discount the spiritual. By claiming you are respectful and spiritual you are, once again, borrowing from the Christian worldview and being inconsistent with your own worldview. However, I would contest that you are actually being disrespectful based on some of your comments.

ken ham, i would welcome any debate with you and i am sure i would not lose, i can explain step by step how this planet has evolved, how humans came up with religion and why man has gotten so out of control with their crazy notions.

So, are you claiming that you have witnessed what happened in the past, that you can repeat what happened in a laboratory, and that you can record it for everyone else? For whatever history you devise, I’m sure there are hundreds of other scientists with different stories—;so how do we decide who is right?

there is no god, this is reality, i CAN explain it, without going in pointless circles the way you do.

How have we gone in pointless circles? How do you know there is no God? Are you all-knowing? I’m not trying to be mocking, but if you can explain everything then you will have no problem answering all of the questions I have posed.

i am currently co-authoring a book about the truth of reality,

So what then is your definition of truth? How do you know that what you believe is indeed the truth? What basis do you have for truth? How do you define reality? And how do you know that what you believe about reality is correct? What is your basis for that reality?

i would love to have a documented debate of sorts, it could only help. thank you :)

I believe there is a reason you contacted us, though it is not the same as what you think it may be. Hopefully my responses and questions will get you thinking critically about your worldview and about the Christian worldview. I challenge and encourage you to read the Bible with an open heart and mind and see the truth of what Jesus Christ has done for mankind.



wow. . . really?? religion scares you from reality i have read several of the articles in the get answers section. . . the way you have explained everything i have read was, well, so incredibly far from reality.

young earth article quote: And if any man think that he knoweth any thing, he knoweth nothing yet as he ought to know. Compared to what God knows, we know next door to nothing! This is why we should be so careful to let God speak to us through His Word, and not try to impose our ideas on Gods Word.

wow. . . really?? Religion scares you from reality, i watch Christian programs on television and your belief structure is based on fear. . . fear is a negative emotion, emotions exsist only in humans, your emotions are not truth. being afraid of life is a negative way to live. That quote i pasted says “don’t think for yourself”. Religion controls you, and most Christians don’t even actually behave in what they call a “Christianly way”. if everything that exists is comprised of the same basic matter, then everything that exsists is equal. this means there is no higher power. I know this. My life is lived with great kindness, courtesy, confidence, self control. i am content and happy, well observed and well thought out, i put out positivity and positivity comes back to me 10 fold. i have no personal problems that confuse my mind, because i have not pulled a veil over my eyes. if you disagree with me i welcome you to please let me know, explain to me how your beliefs are based in reality and i will gladly listen. then i will let you know exactly where you are incorrect and why. please do this, for i would love to hear why the bible, a mere book written by a person, is an infallible means for truth. i do not mean any disrespect, i am an open person. but i do disagree sooooo strongly. . . if you feel as though you are correct then you will welcome an opportunity to prove it, to me and all others.

–A., USA



i have read several of the articles in the get answers section. . . the way you have explained everything i have read was, well, so incredibly far from reality. young earth article quote: And if any man think that he knoweth any thing, he knoweth nothing yet as he ought to know. Compared to what God knows, we know next door to nothing! This is why we should be so careful to let God speak to us through His Word, and not try to impose our ideas on Gods Word.

The fact that God exists, created everything, and redeemed us is reality. The idea of reality only makes sense within the Christian worldview since it is God, the only absolute source, that defines what reality is. However, if defining reality is left up to humans, who are finite and fallible beings, then how do we decide whose reality is correct? What you consider reality may be considered an illusion by someone else.

You accuse us of being scared away from reality yet you have not defined what reality is. Once again I pose my questions: How do you define reality? How do you know that what you believe about reality is correct? What is your basis for that reality?

i watch christian programs on television and your belief structure is based on fear. . .
If you are only basing your opinion about Christianity on what you see on TV then you’re not seeing our actual belief structure. Some of what you are probably seeing is either exaggerated, misleading, incomplete, or blatantly false. Christianity is based on the Bible (i.e., God’s Word/His reality) not necessarily what the preachers proclaim. How can you form such an opinion when you aren’t even going to the source, the Bible?

In reality, when you become a Christian you no longer have anything to fear, not even death. And once again you have committed a composition fallacy by making the assertion that a few preachers on TV define what Christianity is all about. This is of course false and once again would be like saying, “Jeffrey Dahmer was an evolutionist and a murderer; therefore all evolutionists are murderers.”

fear is a negative emotion, emotions exist only in humans, your emotions are not truth. being afraid of life is a negative way to live.

We totally agree!

that quote i pasted says “don’t think for yourself”.

No, that’s not what it is saying. Let’s look at that verse in context: “Now concerning things offered to idols: We know that we all have knowledge. Knowledge puffs up, but love edifies. And if anyone thinks that he knows anything, he knows nothing yet as he ought to know. But if anyone loves God, this one is known by Him” (1 Corinthians 8:1-3, NKJV).

Humans have a tendency to take pride in how much knowledge they possess. However, the human mind is finite and imperfect and so each person’s knowledge is very limited, especially when compared to God who is all-knowing. So compared to Him we know nothing. The best knowledge is the knowledge He reveals to us, such as the knowledge of knowing Him and knowing how we may enter eternity with Him (this is the most important knowledge since it decides our eternal fate, but scientific knowledge about the world around us is also important—;and complementary, not contradictory to our faith and to our knowledge of God). But the kind of knowledge that sets itself up against God is no knowledge at all (Psalm 53:1).

religion controls you,

Bible-believing Christians have a personal relationship with God, so are not controlled by religion. However, many religions can control. For example, within naturalistic humanism (i.e., atheistic evolution), you are not allowed to question the belief in molecules-to-man evolution and billions of years; any opposition to it is simply discounted (unsubstantially) as ignorant and stupid. Even though no one knows how it happened or has seen it happen or has a recorded eyewitness account of it happening, it is believed unwaveringly. In this religion no one knows how it happened, but they believe, by faith, that it did happen.

Having a personal relationship with Jesus Christ is so freeing compared to the stifling religion of evolutionism. As Jesus said, “If you hold to my teaching, you are really my disciples. Then you will know the truth, and the truth will set you free” (John 8:31b-32). True freedom from false religion is found in a personal relationship with Jesus Christ.

and most christians dont even actually behave in what they call a “christianly way”.

This unfortunately does happen. No Christian is perfect nor should they ever claim to be perfect. And this is because we still live in our flesh (i.e., sinful nature; Romans 7:14–25). Remember, the basis for Christianity is based on the Bible, God’s Word, not man’s actions.

if everything that exsists is comprised of the same basic matter, then everything that exsists is equal.

You’re assuming that everything is made of matter; however God is not made of matter. He created it (Genesis 1:1). He is spiritual (John 4:24), immaterial. Since God is immaterial and not made up of matter then your presumption is incorrect.

this means there is no higher power.

No, it just means you started from the wrong presupposition.

i know this. my life is lived with great kindness, courtesy, confidence, self control.

I would somewhat contest your kindness and courteousness (at least at times) based on prior statements you have made. Though, overall, I do not doubt you are these things. However, within your worldview these virtues and morals have no basis and once again you are borrowing from the Christian worldview.

i am content and happy, well observed and well thought out, i put out positivity and positivity comes back to me 10 fold.

I don’t doubt that you are content and happy; so am I. However, I’m not quite sure what you mean when you say, “I am well observed and well thought out.” But I will agree that you were “well thought out” by God who created you in His image (Psalm 139:13-14; James 3:9). As I stated earlier based on your worldview “positive” and “negative” are subjective. In these emails I believe you are being very negative not only towards this ministry but towards all Christians. Therefore, your actions contradict what you claim to be. The very thing you accuse Christians of doing, you are doing.

i have no personal problems that confuse my mind, because i have not pulled a veil over my eyes.

God disagrees: “And even if our gospel is veiled, it is veiled to those who are perishing. The god of this age has blinded the minds of unbelievers, so that they cannot see the light of the gospel of the glory of Christ, who is the image of God (2 Corinthians 4:3-4).”

if you disagree with me i welcome you to please let me know, explain to me how your beliefs are based in reality and i will gladly listen. then i will let you know exactly where you are incorrect and why. please do this, for i would love to hear why the bible, a mere book written by a person, is an infallible means for truth.

Here is another presupposition you probably are not aware of. You believe that the Bible is merely a book written by men. How do you know it is “merely a book written by men?” However, I will admit that we start with the presupposition that it is the Word of God, written by men through the Holy Spirit (Mark 12:36; 2 Timothy 3:16). I will also admit that there is no way to prove that the Bible is the Word of God, but neither is there any way to prove that it is not the Word of God. Both are unprovable presuppositions that we both start off with in order to make arguments. But the Christian presupposition about the Bible is the only one that can make sense of the world around us logically, consistently and correctly.

i do not mean any disrespect, i am an open person.

If you were truly open minded then you would be open to the gospel but as evidenced by your emails you are actually close-minded to the gospel (2 Corinthians 4:4).

but i do disagree sooooo strongly. . . if you feel as though you are correct then you will welcome an opportunity to prove it, to me and all others.

Just as people believe, by faith, that there is no God and that the Bible is not God’s Word, Christians, also by faith, believe there is a God and the Bible is His Word. It is impossible to know God unless you first believe in Him.

And without faith it is impossible to please God, because anyone who comes to him must believe that he exists and that he rewards those who earnestly seek him (Hebrews 11:6).

– David Wright, AiG–U.S.

（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
反馈：前提？
由大卫·赖特，AIG-U.S. March 30，2007

门外汉
作者大卫莱特反馈
这个星期，我们应对从A 2负反馈，并响应他们俩在继承。像往常一样，每一个反馈在其整体上市，随后的回应。
我只想说，它从未停止给我带来惊喜，生气的人是如何写您的组织的负面字母。看完后甚至只是一个，我觉得自己很沮丧，这些人谁不想使他们的目的是垃圾AIG和它代表的真理充满痛苦。但我希望来告诉你，当我得到了AIG的反应变量年底这些负面的电子邮件，我再次知道的是，神的话语快速和强大的和比任何2一柄剑和说的什么编辑器使用回答尖锐的和平我负反馈的用武之地。谢谢你站在他的话，我就是一个例子 - 温和的回答可以息怒。 。 ..

- C.W.，美国
你说...... “挑战其他人的前提（许多人不知道他们有这些）。”
1 前提条件是一个句子或话语中，人们获得的信息，即：“我的纹身痒”

前提：我有一个纹身。 。 。
这是一个相当迷惑人的方式，你选择使用它的辉煌工具。 。 。
“强制的辩手在逻辑上捍卫自己的立场，符合科学和他自己的前提（很多人会发现，他们无法做到这一点）。”
我能做到这一点，我敢肯定，我的前提，你会觉得我有没有。
什么，我不得不说，难道他任何前提，因为我不认为这个词的特殊用途，这是有效的。
我可以和基督教眼镜，其实我相信大多数非基督徒可能还有。
“不过，如果你曾经帮助过的人了解这个问题的前提，那么他们将能够更好地认识它是不同的解释不同预设i.e。开始的信念。“
运行的嘴，蛊惑人心，这是过度的，这是什么宗教是基于。我相信上帝在一个家庭中提出，我的祖父是一位牧师，我的母亲认为狂喜将发生的任何一天，但我从来没有在一个更高的力量相信，我从来没有被迫消极的人，和我很远精神比每一个基督徒，我知道，这是大多数人，我知道，因为你的混乱和恐吓战术在世界上的小志同道合的尊重。肯火腿，我会欢迎任何与你辩论，我相信我不会输，我可以解释这个星球上如何一步一步的演变，人类如何与宗教为什么人已经变得如此失控，他们疯狂的概念。有没有上帝，这是现实，我可以解释，出去无谓界的你做的方式。
我目前共同创作一个关于现实的真相的书，我很想有记录的各种辩论，它只能帮助。你:)

-A，美国
我将在这一篇文章中您的电子邮件。下面有关您的电子邮件，请参阅我的意见，并请记得他们的意思是有诚意和尊重。
你说...... “挑战其他人的前提（许多人不知道他们有这些）。”
1 预设是一个句子或话语中，人们获得的信息，即：“我的纹身痒”

前提：我有一个纹身。 。 。
其实，这是不正确的。被定义为“行为预设一个前提，以知识为目的的说法”（WordNet的®2.1 预设. Dictionary.com，普林斯顿大学，访问：2007年3月01，。）前所做的一个假设。
因此，前提是基于一个想法或信念是没有可测试，观察，或重复，它是无形的，抽象的。你如何解释你所看到的，感觉，并认为是根据你的先决条件。
“我有一个纹身”是一种什么材料的观察，你已经知道你拥有了它。然而，如何纹身的含义被解释为基础的前提。例如，我们说某人有一只鸽子纹身。 （前提）取决于你相信什么，你可以解释，纹身的含义不同于别人。比方说，一个基督徒看起来在这个纹身和它解释为代表圣灵。这种解释可能是他或她的信仰/上帝存在的前提和基础上，鸽子象征圣灵根据圣经所说的（马太福音3:16）。然而，无神论者可能看在这相同的纹身，他或她的前提（有没有上帝和“圣经”男子只是书面）的基础上，一个简单的解释为和平与自由的象征，纹身。
一个没有向前提，以便他或她自己的纹身存在痒。纹身可以痒的唯一方法是，如果它确实存在。
这是一个相当迷惑人的方式，你选择使用它的辉煌工具。 。 。
其实，我们的意图是启发他们声称自己或他人的基本假设的人。
“强制的辩手在逻辑上捍卫自己的立场，符合科学和他自己的前提（很多人会发现，他们无法做到这一点）。”
我能做到这一点，我敢肯定，我的前提，你会觉得我有没有。
这取决于一些前提，可以通过观察别人如何解释他们周围的世界的决心。的确，很多时候人们会否认他们有前提。我不主张什么都知道，你相信（只有上帝知道），但是，从您的电子邮件，我应该能够确定自己的信仰（即前提）。
什么我会说，难道他的任何前提，
那么，你预设，你认为是不是基于前提？你怎么知道？
因为我不认为这个词的特殊用途，这是有效的。
然后，你不同意与平原最字典给的定义。为什么你不同意我们如何使用它呢？我们如何滥用呢？
我可以和基督教眼镜，其实我相信大多数非基督徒可能还有。
“我可以，你是什么意思，并把对基督教的眼镜吗？”它是什么，你看到吗？你如何真正知道，你已经把基督教的眼镜？我不问这些问题，是嘲讽，但要看到它是什么你相信。
“不过，如果你曾经帮助过的人了解这个问题的前提，那么他们将能够更好地认识它是不同的解释不同预设i.e。开始的信念。“
运行的嘴，蛊惑人心，这是过度的，这是什么宗教是基于。
如何，这是在“运行的嘴吗？”其实你的说法是不合逻辑的说法发表声明。这是什么谬论;使用语句来判断整体，用一些小的事情，说明整个事情称为组成。这将是喜欢说，“杰弗里·达默是一个进化论者和一个杀人犯。因此，所有的进化论者是凶手”
其实，您的电子邮件，如你所说，“口”，是有点混乱，所以是你的本意是什么宗教？这似乎你的宗教是自然人文。
我提出，在一个家庭中，在上帝认为我的祖父是一位牧师，我的母亲认为狂喜将发生的任何一天，但我从来没有在一个更高的力量相信，我从来没有强迫任何人消极，
对不起，如果你有不好的经验与基督教。然而，我们不强迫任何人的消极情绪。基督为我们所做的，是有史以来最积极的消息。它是如何负告诉别人，他们可以住在永恒与神那里将是无痛苦，死亡，疾病，痛苦，或悲伤？你不会想住在这样的地方吗？
顺便说一下，非常的事，你声称不这样做（即，“我从来没有强迫任何人消极”）的确是你做您的电子邮件。如果你告诉人们，有没有上帝，没有人创造了他们，而且他们只是历史的偶然事故，没有最终目的，那么你告诉他们是极其不利的。
你用什么标准来判断，积极或消极的东西？换句话说，你怎么知道的东西是正面还是负面？如果有上帝的设置标准，没有什么被认为是“积极”或“负”，那么，人类必须自行决定。我相信你会同意。但后来我们遇到了一个两难的位。你可以考虑负将积极向别人，或事，你可以考虑积极将负别人。那么，我们如何决定谁是正确的吗？只有这样，才能知道绝对是，如果他们知道上帝的定义。因为神的存在，因为他在他的形象，他有权定义正确与错误，或正面和负面的。所以，当你声称的东西是正面还是负面，你实际上是借鉴了我的世界观，不符合你的世界观。许多进化论者都知道这个事实。尤其是著名的大屠杀杰弗里·达默：
“如果一个人不相信有上帝负责，然后，然后是试图修改自己的行为保持在可接受的范围内？这就是我想反正。我始终坚信真理的进化论，我们都只是从煤泥来到。当我们，当我们死了，你知道，这是它，没有什么。 。 “

- 杰弗里·达默，在采访中，NBC电视台Dateline节目，1994年11月29日，石菲利普斯。
和我很远比每一个基督徒，我知道，这是大多数人，我知道，因为混乱和恐慌的战术在世界上的小志同道合的工作精神和尊重。
说，人们相信在上帝和“圣经”的人是“小志同道合”是非常不敬和轻率的。不幸的是，你可能已经有一些坏的遭遇与基督徒，但这并不否定神的话语，他的存在的真理。
和你在什么基础上声称自己是尊重和精神吗？自从上帝创造了我们的身体和精神的人，只有基督徒有一个精神的基础上，因为我们被告知在“圣经”。那些谁否认造物主必须接受唯物主义的解释，定义折扣的精神。声称你是你是尊重和精神，再次借用基督教的世界观和不符合自己的世界观。不过，我会质疑，你实际上是不尊重你的一些意见。
肯火腿，我会欢迎任何与你辩论，我相信我不会输，我可以解释这个星球上如何一步一步的演变，人类如何与宗教为什么人已经变得如此失控，他们疯狂的概念。
那么，你是否认为你曾目睹在过去发生了什么事，可以重复在实验室里发生了什么事，你可以记录别人吗？你设计的历史，我敢肯定，有数以百计的其他科学家用不同的故事，所以我们如何决定谁是正确的吗？
有没有上帝，这是现实，我可以解释，出去无谓界的你做的方式。
我们是如何去在无谓界？你怎么知道有没有神？你都知道吗？我并不想被嘲笑，但如果你能解释一切，那么你不会有任何问题，所有回答我提出的问题。
我目前共同创作一个关于现实的真相的书，
那么什么是你的真理的定义？你怎么知道，你所相信的确实是事实吗？你有没有对真理的依据是什么？你是如何定义的现实？和你怎么知道，你相信现实是正确的吗？什么是你的，现实的基础上？
我很想有记录的各种辩论，它只能帮助。你:)

我相信是有原因的，你联系我们，虽然它不是什么，你认为它可能是相同的。希望我的反应和问题会得到你批判性思维对你的世界观和对基督教的世界观。我挑战，并鼓励你读“圣经”和一个开放的心和头脑，看到耶稣基督为人类所做的真相。
哇。 。 。真的吗？你害怕宗教，从实际出发，我看过几个一节中得到答案的文章。 。 。你解释一切，我已阅读的方式，以及，这​​样令人难以置信的远离现实。
年轻地球上的文章引用：如果任何人认为他认识任何事情，他都知道什么，但他应该知道。相比上帝知道什么，我们知道隔壁为没有什么！这就是为什么我们应该小心，让神对我们说话，通过他的话语，而不是神的话强加给我们的想法。
哇。 。 。真的吗？宗教害怕从你的现实，我在电视上观看基督教节目，你的信仰结构是基于恐惧。 。 。恐惧是消极的情感，情绪存在只在人类，你的情绪是不是真理。害怕的生活，是一种消极的方式来生活。我粘贴的报价说“不为自己想”。宗教控制你，甚至大多数的基督徒不实际表现在他们所谓的“基督教方式”。如果一切顺利，存在相同的基本物质组成的，那么，存在的一切都是平等的。这意味着，有没有更高的功率。我知道这一点。我的生活是生活与厚爱，礼貌，自信，自我控制。我满意和高兴，以及观察和深思熟虑的，我把积极性和积极性回来给我的10倍。我没有个人的问题，混淆我的脑海里，因为我没有拉过我的眼睛的面纱。如果你同意我的看法，我欢迎你，请让我知道，自己的信仰是如何在现实的基础，向我解释，我会很乐意听。然后，我将让你确切地知道你是不正确的，为什么。请做到这一点，我喜欢听为什么圣经，只有一个人写的书，是一个可靠的，对真理的手段。我并不意味着任何不敬，我很开放的人。但我不同意强烈。 。 。如果你觉得你是正确的，那么你会欢迎一个机会来证明这一点，我和所有其他人。
-A，美国
我看过几个一节中得到答案的文章。 。 。你解释一切，我已阅读的方式，以及，这​​样令人难以置信的远离现实。年轻地球上的文章引用：如果任何人认为他认识任何事情，他都知道什么，但他应该知道。相比上帝知道什么，我们知道隔壁为没有什么！这就是为什么我们应该小心，让神对我们说话，通过他的话语，而不是神的话强加给我们的想法。
上帝的存在，创造了一切，救赎我们的事实是现实。现实的想法只在基督教的世界观的意义，因为它是上帝，只有绝对的来源，定义什么现实。但是，如果确定现实的人，谁是有限的和犯错误的人，那么我们如何决定的现实是正确的吗？你认为现实可考虑别人的一种错觉。
你们指责我们被吓得从现实的，但现实是什么，你还没有定义。我再次对我的问题：你如何定义现实吗？你怎么知道，你相信现实是正确的吗？什么是你的，现实的基础上？
我在电视上观看基督教的方案和你的信仰结构是基于恐惧。 。 。
如果你只对基督教的基础，你在电视上看到你的意见，那么你就没有看到我们的实际的信仰结构。一些你可能看到的是要么夸张，误导性的，不完整，或公然造假。基督教是基于“圣经”（即神的话语/他的现实）不一定传教士宣布。当你甚至不打算源，“圣经”，你怎么能形成这样的意见？
在现实中，当你成为一个基督徒，你不再有任何恐惧，甚至死亡。并再次你犯作出的断言，在电视上看到一些传教士定义基督教是什么组成的谬论。这当然是假，并再次会是这样说，“杰弗里·达默是一个进化论者和一个杀人犯;因此，所有的进化论者是杀人犯。”
恐惧是消极的情感，情绪存在只在人类，你的情绪是不是真理。害怕的生活，是一种消极的方式来生活。
我们完全同意！
我粘贴的报价说“不为自己想”。
不，这不是它说什么。让我们看看，在上下文中的诗句：现在就提供给偶像的事情“：我们知道，我们都有知识。知识是叫人自高自大，但爱的熏陶。如果有人认为他知道什么，他什么都不知道还因为他应该知道。但是，如果有人爱神，这一个被称为他“（哥林多前书8:1-3，NKJV）。
人类有一种倾向，在他们拥有多少知识的骄傲。然而，人类的头脑是有限的和不完善的，所以每个人的知识是非常有限的，尤其是当谁是全知的神相比。因此，与他相比，我们什么都不知道。最好的知识是他向我们揭示的知识，如知道他知道我们如何进入他的永恒（这是最重要的知识，因为它决定我们的永恒的命运，但对世界科学知识，我们周围是知识重要的和互补性，我们的信仰和我们的上帝的知识）并不矛盾。但设置对上帝的知识，没有知识（诗篇53:1）。
宗教控制你，
相信圣经的基督徒与神的个人关系，所以不是宗教的控制。然而，许多宗教可以控制的。例如，在自然人文（即无神论进化），你是不允许质疑分子到人的进化数十亿年的信念，任何反对它只是无知和愚蠢的贴现（没有发生实质性）。即使没有人知道它是如何发生的，或已经看到这一点，或有它的一个记录目击者帐户发生，这是坚定不移地相信。在这个宗教没有人知道它是如何发生的，但他们相信，信仰，它确实发生了。
有一个与耶稣基督的个人关系，以便腾出相比，令人窒息的宗教进化论。正如耶稣说，“如果你持有我的教学，你真是我的门徒。那么你就会知道真相，真理必叫你们自由“（约翰福音8:31 B-32）。从假宗教的真正的自由是在与耶稣基督的个人关系。
和大多数基督徒甚至不实际的行为，在他们所谓的“基督教方式”。
这不幸的发生。没有一个基督徒是完美的，也不应他们自称是完美的。这是因为我们仍然活在我们的骨肉（即罪恶本质;罗马书7:14-25）。记住，为基督教的基础上，根据“圣经”，上帝的话语，而不是人的行动。
如果一切顺利，存在相同的基本物质组成的，那么，存在的一切都是平等的。
你假定一切物质，但上帝没有物质。他创造了它（创世记1:1）。他是精神（约翰福音4:24），无关紧要。因为上帝是无关紧要的，而不是物质，那么你的假设是不正确的。
这意味着，有没有更高的功率。
不，它只是意味着你开始从错误的前提。
我知道这一点。我的生活是生活与厚爱，礼貌，自信，自我控制。
我有点质疑你的好意，并根据事先声明你已作出的礼貌（至少）。不过，总体而言，我不怀疑你是这些东西。然而，在你的世界观，这些美德和道德有没有依据，再次借用基督教的世界观。
我满意和高兴，以及观察和深思熟虑的，我把积极性和积极性回来给我的10倍。
我不怀疑你是内容和快乐，我也是如此，但我不太清楚，当你说你是什么意思，“我观察和深思熟虑的。”不过，我会同意你的“深思熟虑“上帝谁创造了你在他的形象（诗篇139:13-14;詹姆斯3:9）。正如我先前所说你的世界观“积极”和“消极”的基础是主观的。在这些电子邮件中，我相信你不仅实现这一部，但对所有的基督徒非常消极的。因此，你的行为违背了你算得上是什么。你指责基督徒做的东西，你正在做的。
我没有个人的问题，混淆我的脑海里，因为我没有拉过我的眼睛的面纱。
神不同意：“即使我们的福音蒙蔽，就是蒙蔽那些灭亡。这个年龄段的神，不信蒙蔽了头脑，使他们无法看到的（哥林多后书4:3-4）神的形象，谁是基督的荣耀福音的光。“
如果你同意我的看法，我欢迎你，请让我知道，自己的信仰是如何在现实的基础，向我解释，我会很乐意听。然后，我将让你确切地知道你是不正确的，为什么。请做到这一点，我喜欢听为什么圣经，只有一个人写的书，是一个可靠的，对真理的手段。
这里是另一个你可能不知道的前提。您认为“圣经”仅仅是由人写了一本书。你怎么知道它是“仅仅是一个由人写的书吗？”不过，我会承认，我们开始的前提，这是神的话语，由男人撰写的通过圣灵（马克12:36;提摩太后书3 ：16）。我也承认，有没有办法来证明圣经是神的话语，但也不是有什么办法来证明它是不是神的话语。这两者是无法证明的前提，我们都开始为了使论据。但有关基督教“圣经”的前提是，可以使我们周围的世界意义，从逻辑上讲，坚持正确的只有一个。
我并不意味着任何不敬，我很开放的人。
如果你是真正开放的态度，那么你将是开放的福音，但您的电子邮件，你实际上是密切志同道合的福音（哥林多后书4:4）证明。
但我不同意sooooo强烈。 。 。如果你觉得你是正确的，那么你会欢迎一个机会来证明这一点，我和所有其他人。
正如人们相信，信念，有没有上帝和圣经是不是神的话语，基督徒，也由信念，相信这是上帝和“圣经”是他的话语。这是不可能知道上帝，除非你先相信他。
和没有信仰，它是不可能取悦上帝，因为任何人都必须相信他，他的存在和他奖励那些认真寻求他（希伯来书11:6）。
- 大卫·赖特，AIG中美。
Wasn’t the Bible Written by Mere Men?

1. Is it incorrect to say that the Bible was written by men? Explain.

2. What authority are people relying on when they claim God did not write the Bible?

不是仅仅男子写圣经吗？
1。这是不正确的说，“圣经”是由男人撰写的吗？解释。
2。有什么权力依靠的人，当他们宣称神不写“圣经”吗？
Jesus Believed Every Event of the Old Testament

by Mike Matthews

April 1, 2011
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The debate about the Bible’s accuracy is not a secondary, theoretical concern. The integrity of Jesus Christ Himself is at stake. He accepted the Old Testament’s historical accounts as real, and He built His teachings on those facts of history. Here is a list of Christ’s references to various Old Testament events. Interestingly, these are the very events that skeptics have often considered myth:

· God’s recent Creation (Mark 10:6–9)

· Adam and Eve (Matthew 19:4–5)

· Cain’s murder of Abel (Matthew 23:35; Luke 11:51)
· Noah’s Ark (Luke 17:26)

· God’s judgment on the world by a global Flood (Matthew 24:37–39)

· Abraham (John 8:56–58)

· Lot (Luke 17:28)

· Destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah by fire (Luke 17:29)

· Lot’s wife turned to salt (Luke 17:32)

· Abraham, Isaac and Jacob—not only historical people but still living in Jesus’ day (Matthew 22:32; see John 4:12)

· God spoke to Moses in a burning bush (Mark 12:26)

· God fed Israel with manna in the wilderness (John 6:32)

· Moses’ authorship of Genesis (Luke 24:27; John 5:46–47)

· Moses’ brass serpent healed Hebrew believers of snake bites (John 3:14)

· David’s great deeds (Matthew 12:3; Mark 2:5; Luke 6:3)
· David’s authorship of psalms (Matthew 22:42–45; Mark 12:35–37; Luke 20:42–44)

· King Solomon’s glorious rule (Matthew 12:42)

· Elijah’s and Elisha’s unique miracles (Luke 4:25–27)

· God delivered Jonah from a great fish (Matthew 12:39–40)

· Isaiah’s authorship of the prophetic book bearing his name (Matthew 13:14 citing Isaiah 6:9–10 and John 12:38 citing Isaiah 53:1)

· Daniel’s authorship of the prophetic book bearing his name (Matthew 24:15)

（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
相信耶稣是旧约中的每个事件
迈克MatthewsApril1，2011
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关键词答案杂志的作者迈克 - 马修斯耶稣基督旧遗嘱
约“圣经”的准确性的辩论是次要的，理论的关注。耶稣基督的完整性受到威胁。他接受旧约的真实历史记载，他建立了他的教诲，对这些历史事实。这里是各种旧约的基督的参考名单。有趣的是，这些都是非常事件，怀疑论者常常被视为神话：
上帝最近的创作（马可福音10:6-9）
亚当和夏娃（马太福音19:4-5）
该隐谋杀亚伯（马太福音23:35，路加福音11:51）
诺亚方舟（卢克17时26分）
神的审判，在世界上由一个全球性的洪水（马太24:37-39）
亚伯拉罕（约翰8:56-58）
很多（路加福音17:28）
火所多玛和蛾摩拉的毁灭（路加福音17:29）
罗得的妻子变成盐（路加福音17:32）
亚伯拉罕，以撒，雅各，不但历史的人，但仍住在耶稣的一天（马太22点32分，见约翰一书4:12）
神晓谕摩西在燃烧的荆棘（马克12时26分）
神美联储以色列旷野中的甘露（约翰6:32）
摩西的著作创世记（路加福音24:27;约翰5:46-47）
摩西铜蛇医治蛇咬伤的希伯来信徒（约翰3:14）
大卫（马克2:5;路加福音6:3马太福音12:3）的先进事迹
大卫的诗篇的作者（马太22:42-45;马克12:35-37，路加福音20:42-44）
所罗门王的光荣规则（马太12:42）
以利亚和以利沙的独特的奇迹（路加福音4:25-27）
上帝交付约拿从一个伟大的鱼（马太12:39-40）
以赛亚的著作，他的名字命名的预言书（马太13:14引用以赛亚书6:9-10和约翰12:38引用以赛亚书53:1）
丹尼尔的著作权，他的名字命名的预言书（马太24:15）
Contradictions: Slaughter at Jericho

Could the loving God of the New Testament order the complete destruction of the inhabitants of Jericho found in the Old Testament?

by Steve Fazekas, AiG–U.S.

October 27, 2008
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Contradictions

Originally available only on the Web, this series tackling the supposed contradictions in God’s Word is now also available in book form.

· Introduction
· Meat of the Matter
· Bats of a Feather
· Time of Death
The massacre of the inhabitants who occupied the fortified city-outpost known as Jericho can raise many questions in the mind of the careful reader. The higher critic has claimed for many years there was a conflict between the Bible and current archaeological data and that the claimed historicity of the sacred text was merely exaggerated colorful myth. Some liberal thinkers have viewed the Jehovah of the Old Testament as a deity who required appeasement and blood sacrifice to satisfy his capricious lust, while the New Testament god, in their view, is all about love, acceptance, and toleration. Then, the atheist uses the Bible to “prove” to the Christian that the god of his scripture is a warmonger and the murderer of innocent women and children, and even if he did exist, he would remain unworthy of the worship and adoration required to satisfy his huge ego.

Even many an ardent Bible believer has felt some uneasiness at the unashamed transparency of the sacred text. Along with this comes the struggle to reconcile the relationship between a good and benevolent God and the obvious presence of evil in the world, especially as it relates to the death of women and children.

Recall the youthful gusto with which many have sung the traditional American spiritual.

“Joshua fit de battle of Jericho,
Jericho, Jericho,
Joshua fit de battle of Jericho,
An de walls come a tumbling down.”

Of course, in Sunday School, as we marched around the chairs and pretended to blow the ram-horns, we were definitely on the side of the “good guys.” On the other hand, Jericho and its inhabitants were the villains who deserved to lose their city, though we didn’t know why. Only much later did we come to realize there was a sober side to this deadly dance, which gave new face and fresh meaning to our childish play.

Let us consider the text as it reads in the Authorized Version of the Bible.

And they utterly destroyed all that was in the city, both man and woman, young and old, and ox, and sheep, and ass, with the edge of the sword. (Joshua 6:21)

Try as we might, there is no way we can dodge the dilemma by laying the event at the feet of an overly zealous Joshua leading a nomadic army of marauding, misguided Israelites. Nor can we sweep it under the rug by allowing for some kind of modified divine permission or restraint, which might absolve God from any direct culpability. The fact remains; it was a carefully calculated act with a specific goal in mind. Jehovah ordered it (Deuteronomy 7:2), and Joshua did it (Joshua 6:21).

The qualifier in this saga seems to be what is referred to in Genesis 15:16 as the “iniquity of the Amorites.” The nations that occupied Canaan had become so hideously debauched, so degenerate in custom and practice, that the judgment of God became imminent. We are told in the Mosaic account that God is preparing to act and His longsuffering is about to end.

For the land has become defiled, therefore I have brought its punishment upon it, so the land has spewed out its inhabitants. (Leviticus 18:25)

In the larger context of the writings of Moses, the Amorites are viewed by Jehovah as representative of the whole of Palestine. Further, it was as if they had become so saturated with corruption that the very earth itself spit them out.

Recent textual discoveries in Ugarit confirm the Scripture record of centuries filled with idolatry, sodomy, bestiality, sorcery, and child sacrifice. Consequently, each generation had polluted the next with idolatry, perversion, and blood. We must not read Deuteronomy 18:9–12 with an emotionless indifference in the way that some would read yesterday’s news. Parents offered up their children to the god Molech by fire. Child sacrifice is more than an unfortunate, ancient tribal custom. It is a hideous twisted ritual conducted by men who have reprobated themselves into beasts. Then again, the customs of Canaan are not really a quantum leap from ancient religious ritual to our current indulgence of “a woman's right to choose,” are they?

The problem of Jericho is easily solved. God has revealed Himself to us in the Bible just as He is. His self-revelation to Moses (see Exodus 34: 6–7) is very revealing:

And Jehovah passed before him and proclaimed, Jehovah, Jehovah, a God merciful and gracious, slow to anger and abundant in loving-kindness and truth; keeping loving-kindness for thousands, forgiving iniquity, transgressions and sin; and I will by no means clear the guilty, visiting the iniquity of the fathers upon the children, and upon the children’s children. . . .

Can we not see that God’s disposition is showcased in His longsuffering, equity, mercy, and patience? He never acts in a knee-jerk, capricious manner. Yet at the same time God reserves the right to be God, doing as He chooses when He wills and with universal authority over His creation. Even as he pleaded for God to spare the inhabitants of Sodom and Gomorrah, Abraham declared, “Shall not the judge of the earth do right?” (Genesis 18:25). So, the answer to the problem lies bound up in the character of God as revealed in Scripture. Is there ever a time when divine genocide is justified? The answer must be “yes,” because the judge of the whole earth always does what is right. Scripture makes it abundantly clear that in time the longsuffering of God will transform itself into judgment if the warnings are not heeded.

A.W. Tozer in The Knowledge Of The Holy says it well:

Before the Christian church goes into eclipse anywhere, there must first be the corrupting of her simple basic theology. She simply gets a wrong answer to the question, “What is God like?” Though she may continue to cling to a sound nominal creed, her practical working creed has become false. The masses of her adherents come to believe that God is different from what He actually is; and that is heresy of the most insidious and deadly kind.

Here are words from the Apostle Paul challenging us to think Biblically about the nature and character of God. “Behold then the goodness and severity of God.” (Romans 11:22)

（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
矛盾：在杰里科屠宰
新约秩序杰里科的居民彻底销毁发现慈爱的神在旧约？
史蒂夫·法泽卡斯，AIG-2008 U.S.October 27
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作者史蒂夫的的法泽卡斯圣经矛盾矛盾系列神
矛盾
原本只在网络上，这一系列所谓的矛盾解决在神的话语是现在也可以在书的形式。
介绍
肉的物
蝙蝠羽毛
死亡时间
居民谁占领杰里科称为坚城前哨的大屠杀，可以提高在细心的读者心中的许多问题。较高的批评家声称多年，有一个与“圣经”和目前的考古资料和冲突，声称历史性的神圣文本只是夸大了丰富多彩的神话。一些自由主义思想家们视为旧约耶和华神需要绥靖和流血牺牲，以满足他的反复无常的欲望，而新约的神，在他们看来，所有关于爱，接纳，宽容。然后，无神论者使用“圣经”证明“基督教的神，他的经文是战争贩子和无辜的妇女和儿童的凶手，即使他确实存在，他将继续愧对崇拜和崇拜需要满足他的巨大的自我。
甚至许多殷切的圣经信徒毫无顾忌的神圣文本的透明度感到有些不安。随着斗争调和一个好的和仁慈的上帝，明显存在，在世界上的邪恶之间的关系，特别是因为它涉及到妇女和儿童的死亡。
记得许多传统的美国精神已经唱过的青春有滋有味。
“约书亚杰里科适合去战斗，
杰里科，杰里科，
约书亚杰里科合适的战斗，
一个德墙壁来轰然倒塌。“
当然，在主日学校，为我们的椅子周围游行，假装吹RAM的号角，我们上的一面是绝对的“好人”。另一方面，杰里科和它的居民是谁当之无愧的恶棍失去了自己的城市，虽然​​我们不知道为什么。我们来得晚没有认识到这种致命的舞蹈，这给我们的幼稚发挥的新面貌和新的意义有一个清醒的一面。
让我们考虑，因为它在读取授权版本的“圣经”的文本。
他们彻底摧毁所有城市中，男人和女人，年轻人和老年人，和牛，羊，驴，剑的边缘。 （乔舒亚六:21）
我们可能尝试，也没有办法，我们无法回避的困境，通过铺设在领导一个游牧民族的劫掠，误导以色列人军队过于热心约书亚的脚事件。我们也不能扫到地毯下允许某种神圣的权限修改或限制，这可能从任何直接罪责开脱神。事实上，这是一个精心计算的行为与头脑中的具体目标。耶和华下令（申命记7:2），和Joshua（约书亚记6:21）。
在这个传奇的预选赛，似乎是什么创15:16在被称为“亚摩利人的罪孽。”占领迦南的国家已经变得如此令人发指的败坏，使退化的习俗和惯例，神的审判成为迫在眉睫。马赛克帐户告诉我们，上帝正准备采取行动，他的忍耐是即将结束。
的土地已成为玷污，所以我带来了它后，它的处罚，因此，土地已喷出的居民。 （利未记18:25）
在摩西的著作的大背景下，亚摩利人被视为耶和华，作为代表整个巴勒斯坦。此外，这是因为如果他们成为腐败饱和非常地球本身将它们吐出。
乌加里特最近文本的发现证实圣经充满崇拜，鸡奸，兽交，巫术，和孩子牺牲的世纪纪录。因此，每一代人有污染的未来与偶像崇拜，变态，和血。我们绝不能读申命记18:9-12与冷漠无情的方式，有些人会读昨天的新闻。家长提供子女的神摩洛火。孩子牺牲是一个不幸的，古代部落的习俗。这是一个可怕的扭曲已reprobated自己变成野兽的男性进行的仪式。话又说回来，迦南的习俗是不是真的从古老的宗教仪式的飞跃，我们对当前的放纵“一个女人的选择权，”他们呢？
杰里科的问题迎刃而解。在“圣经”上帝透露自己只是因为他是我们的。他的自我启示给摩西（见出埃及记34：6-7）是非常启迪：
耶和华和他之前通过宣布，耶和华，耶和华，上帝仁慈大方，缓慢的愤怒和丰富的慈爱和真理;保持慈爱数以千计，赦免罪孽，过犯和罪恶;，我决不会清除有罪，参观后，孩子的父亲的罪孽，并根据孩子的孩子。 。 。 。
我们不能看到神的性情展示在他的忍耐，平等，慈悲，和耐心？他从来没有在下意识的，反复无常的方式行事。然而，上帝在同一时间保留的权利是上帝，这样做，因为他选择时，他的意志与普遍的权力超过他的创作。即使他恳求上帝不遗余力所多玛和蛾摩拉的居民，亚伯拉罕宣布，“不得地球法官做对不对？”（创世记18:25）。因此，这个问题的答案在于，必将在上帝在圣经中发现的字符。有永远神圣的种族灭绝时，是有道理的吗？答案一定是“是”，因为整个地球的法官始终​​没有什么是正确的。圣经使得它非常清楚，在神的忍耐时间会转变成自己的判断，如果没有理会警告。
A.W.在知识的圣地托泽说得好：
之前的基督教教堂到日食中的任何地方去，首先必须有她简单的基本神学的破坏。她简单地得到一个错误的答案，“什么是神的喜欢吗？”虽然她可能会继续坚持完善的名义信条，她实际的工作信条已经成为虚假。她的信徒群众来相信上帝是什么，他实际上是不同的，并认为是异端邪说的最阴险和最致命的一种。
下面是从使徒保罗的话挑战我们思考圣经神的性质和特征。 “看哪，神的善良和严重性。”（罗马书11:22）
Was Child Sacrifice Condoned in the OT?

Jephthah’s Rash Vow
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SBiblical Authority Discussion Questions
In Judges 11:30–31 Jephthah rashly vowed to sacrifice whatever came out of his house if God gave him victory. When his daughter came out to greet him, did God expect Jephthah to sacrifice his own child?

Is child sacrifice condoned in the Bible? Many critics make this charge in reference to Jephthah’s rash vow in Judges 11. Prior to a battle with the Ammonites, Jephthah promised that if God granted him victory he would, upon his return, sacrifice as a burnt offering the first thing to come out of his house.

The Lord gave Jephthah the victory, but the celebration was short-lived. When he arrived home, his daughter came out of the house. When Jephthah saw her, he said, “Alas, my daughter! You have brought me very low! You are among those who trouble me! For I have given my word to the Lord, and I cannot go back on it” (Judges 11:35).

At her request, Jephthah allowed his daughter to go away with her friends for two months to mourn her virginity. Verse 39 reveals that when she returned to her father “he carried out his vow with her which he had vowed.” So, did Jephthah sacrifice his own daughter in fulfillment of a promise made to the Lord? Bible-believing Christians have adopted two very different positions on this issue. How can we decide which one is right?

A Biblical Approach to Interpreting a “Hard Passage”

Some people dogmatically assert their position as the only sound interpretation, without acknowledging the strengths of other positions. Others believe the right tactic is to avoid controversy by ignoring the difficult passage, especially if they deem it to be unimportant. Yet God obviously determined this passage was important and included it in His inspired Word. Ignoring a passage like this or providing poorly thought out arguments is unacceptable. Peter gave clear direction on difficult passages. He admitted that some of Paul’s writings were “hard to understand,” yet he warned that “untaught and unstable people twist [Paul’s words] to their own destruction, as they do also the rest of the Scripture” (2 Peter 3:16).

Interpreting Scriptures is not a free-for-all. We must always strive to interpret the words as God intended, consistent with everything else He reveals in His Word (see Acts 17:11; 1 Corinthians 2:12–16).

A Test Case—Jephthah’s Rash Vow

Let’s look at Judges 11 to see how this works in practice.

Some believe Jephthah offered his daughter as a “living sacrifice” by dedicating her as a virgin to full-time service at Israel’s central sanctuary. Those who hold this view point out that she mourned her virginity and the text stresses “she knew no man” (v. 39). Also, human sacrifice was strictly forbidden by God (Deuteronomy 12:31) and is an act of murder. If Jephthah’s vow referred to human sacrifice and God knew his daughter would exit the house first, surely He would not have granted victory. So the “sacrifice” must refer to her inability to produce descendants to continue Jephthah’s family line.

When interpreting Scripture, our goal is not to find a meaning which makes us comfortable.

Others believe Jephthah actually did sacrifice his daughter as a burnt offering since this is what he promised to do. He said that if given victory then “whatever comes out of the doors of my house to meet me . . . shall surely be the Lord’s, and I will offer it up as a burnt offering” (v. 31). Verse 39 tells us Jephthah “carried out his vow with her which he had vowed.”

We must consider the ramifications of these two views. The first position forces us to find an unnatural reading of the text, rejecting what seems to be the Bible’s clear statement that Jephthah sacrificed his daughter as a burnt offering. When interpreting Scripture, our goal is not to find a meaning that makes us comfortable, but we seek the author’s intended meaning. Even if a reasonable case can be made for an alternative reading, we should stay with the plain meaning as long as it is consistent with the rest of Scripture.

If Jephthah really did sacrifice his daughter, does this mean God approved this instance of human sacrifice? Not at all! Just because God granted him victory does not mean the Lord endorsed Jephthah’s vow. God chose Jephthah as a judge to protect the Israelites against the Ammonites who were oppressing them, but the Bible never states that He approved of Jephthah’s vow.

Consider the alternative. If God had not empowered Jephthah to win the battle, the victorious Ammonites would have killed many more Israelites, perhaps including Jephthah, his family, and many other defenseless families. Furthermore, the judges whom God used to free the Israelites were not always godly. Even Jephthah was part of a group of “worthless men” before this battle (Judges 11:3).

Although he is listed in Hebrews 11 as someone who won a great victory through faith, this passage never approves his actions toward his daughter as godly. So it seems that God would have granted the victory to Jephthah—with or without his rash vow— because He wanted to protect Israel.

We may never be completely sure of the full meaning of this passage until we dwell with the Lord. However, the plain reading of Scripture indicates Jephthah sacrificed his daughter as a burnt offering, and it never gives any indication that God approved of such an act.

While this is likely the correct interpretation, Christians should be gracious with those who disagree because we are to be charitable to one another and because the alternative view offers a plausible—though unlikely—interpretation.

Discussion Questions

1. Some passages are controversial because we do not have enough information to reach definite conclusions. Does this mean that all controversial passages result from insufficient information? Cite a passage as an example and tell why it would be dangerous to think this way.

2. Many Christians recite the ancient dictum, “In essentials unity, in nonessentials liberty, in all things charity.” This may be great advice, but who decides what is essential? Does “essentials” apply only to those things that pertain to salvation, or do they also extend to matters of biblical authority and practical Christian living?

3. Think about your own view of Judges 11. Can you adequately account for all of the details in the text, or do you find yourself trying to explain away certain portions because of influences from outside of Scripture, such as your own emotions or assumptions?

4. What insights about this controversial passage can you gain from learning about Jephthah’s background in Judges 11 or other relevant sections in Scripture, such as 1 Samuel 14 (King Saul’s desire to kill his own son in fulfillment of a vow)? Would God expect Jephthah or Saul to fulfill their rash vows?

5. See Proverbs 18:13. What is wrong with giving flippant answers to biblical topics, especially before studying the issue more thoroughly?

Tim Chaffey holds a master of divinity in apologetics and theology and a ThM in church history and theology from Liberty Baptist Theological Seminary. He is a writer/editor for Answers in Genesis’s web department. Tim has authored several books, including Old-Earth Creationism on Trial and The Truth Chronicles series.

（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
是儿童牺牲纵容在加时赛？
耶弗他的皮疹誓言
由Tim ChaffeyJune 26，2011

半技术
关键词是迷你圣经的权威作者的TIM-chaffey圣经历史的孩子牺牲小文章旧遗嘱
圣经的权威问题的探讨
在法官11:30-31耶弗贸然发誓要牺牲一切来到他的房子，如果上帝给了他的胜利。当他的女儿出来迎接他，神期望耶弗他以牺牲自己的孩子吗？
儿童牺牲被宽恕“圣经”吗？许多评论家参考耶弗他在法官11皮疹誓言负责。之前到亚扪人战斗，耶弗他答应，如果上帝赋予他的胜利，他会后，他的回归，作为燔祭牺牲的第一件事就是来到他家。
主给耶弗他的胜利，但庆祝活动是短暂的。当他回到家时，他的女儿来到走出了家门。当耶弗他看见她，他说，“唉，我的女儿！你已经给我带来了非常低的！你是在那些麻烦我的人！我给我的话，主，我不能回去“（士11:35）。
耶弗他在她的请求，允许他的女儿去她的朋友，为两个月来悼念她的贞操。第39节揭示，当她回到了她的父亲“，他进行了他与她，他曾发誓的誓言。”所以，耶弗他牺牲了自己的女儿，在履行承诺向主？相信圣经的基督徒在这个问题上已采取了两种截然不同的立场。我们怎样才能决定哪一个是正确的？
圣经的方法来解释“硬通道”
有些人教条断言其作为唯一的声音演绎的地位，不承认其他职位的优势。其他人则认为是正确的战术忽略，难以通行，以避免争议，特别是如果他们认为这是不重要的。然而，显然决心上帝，这一段是重要的，它包含在他所默示的话语。忽略了这样的通道，或者提供未经深思熟虑的论点是不可接受的。彼得给了明确的方向，在困难的段落。他承认，一些保罗的著作“很难理解”，但他警告说：“受过教育的和不​​稳定的人拧[保罗的话毁灭自己，因为他们也做其余的圣经”（彼得后书3:16） 。
解释圣经“是一个免费供所有。我们必须始终努力来解释神有意的话，一切他发现在他的话语（徒17:11;哥林多前书2:12-16）一致。
测试案例耶弗他的皮疹誓言
让我们的法官11，看看如何在实践中的作品。
有些人认为耶弗他为“活祭”，由他的女儿，她专为在以色列的中央圣殿处女全职服务的提供。那些持这种观点，她哀悼她的童贞和文本强调：“她知道没有人”（39节）。此外，人的牺牲是严格禁止的神（申命记12:31），是谋杀行为。如果耶弗他的誓言称为人类的牺牲和上帝知道他的女儿将房子先退出，当然他也不会授予胜利。因此，必须提到的“牺牲”她无法产生后代继续耶弗他的家人线。
解释圣经时，我们的目标是找到一个意思，这让我们感到很舒服。
也有人认为耶弗他实际上没有作为燔祭牺牲自己的女儿，因为这是他答应做什么。他说，如果获得胜利，然后“什么出来，我家的门，以满足我。 。 。必是主的，我将提供它作为燔祭“（31节）。第39节告诉我们，耶弗他“进行了他与她的誓言，他曾发誓。”
我们必须考虑这两种观点所带来的后果。第一的位置，迫使我们必须找到一个文本的的非自然阅读，反对什么，似乎是“圣经”的明确声明，耶弗他作为燔祭牺牲自己的女儿。解释经文时，我们的目标是没有找到一个意义，使我们感到很舒服，但我们寻求的作者的本意。一个合理的情况下，即使可以替代阅读，我们应该保持，只要普通的意义，因为它是与圣经的其余部分一致。
如果耶弗他确实牺牲自己的女儿，这是否意味着上帝批准了这个人的牺牲的实例吗？不！只是因为上帝赋予他的胜利并不意味着主认可的耶弗他的誓言。上帝选择了作为一个法官，对亚扪人谁被压迫他们的保护以色列人耶弗他，但圣经从未指出，他批准耶弗他的誓言。
考虑替代。如果上帝没有赋予耶弗他赢得这场战斗，胜利亚扪人将杀死更多的以色列人，也许包括耶弗他，他的家人，和其他许多手无寸铁的家庭。此外，人神用来释放以色列人的法官并不总是虔诚。在此之前的战斗（士11:3），甚至耶弗他是一组“恶人”的一部分。
虽然他在希伯来书11列为有人通过诚信赢得了伟大的胜利，这段话从来没有批准他的行动对他的女儿为虔诚。如此看来，上帝会已授予胜利的誓言，因为他要保护以色列耶弗他或他的皮疹。
直到我们住在主，我们可能永远不会完全确定的这段话的全部含义。然而，阅读圣经的纯表示耶弗他的女儿为燔祭牺牲，它从来没有给任何迹象表明，上帝批准这种行为。
而这很可能是正确的解释，基督徒应该是亲切那些谁不同意，因为我们彼此是慈善，因为另一种观点提供了一个合理的，但不大可能解释。
讨论的问题
有些段落是有争议的，因为我们没有足够的信息，以达到明确的结论。这是否意味着所有有争议的足够的信息通道，结果呢？举一个通道作为一个例子，告诉为什么会认为这样是危险的。
许多基督徒背诵古老的格言，在要领团结，在支流自由，在所有的事情慈善事业。“这可能是很大的意见，但谁决定​​什么是重要的？ “要点”是否仅适用于那些有关救恩的事，或者他们还延伸到圣经的权威和基督徒生活的实际问题吗？
想想你自己的看法法官11日。你可以充分交代所有在文本的细节，或者你发现自己试图去解释圣经以外的影响自己的情绪或假设，如因为某些部分？
学习耶弗他的背景，如在11法官或其他有关条文，在圣经撒母耳记上14（国王扫罗的愿望履行发誓要杀死他自己的儿子），可以得到什么关于这个有争议的通道的见解？神将耶弗或扫罗履行皮疹，誓言吗？
见箴言18:13。什么是错的轻率的答案圣经的主题，尤其是前更深入地研究这个问题？
蒂姆Chaffey持有护和神学的主神和THM自由浸信会神学院教会历史和神学。他是一个作家/编辑答案在创世纪的网络部门。蒂姆曾撰写了几本书，包括旧地球神创论审判和真相编年史系列。
Isn’t the God of the Old Testament Harsh, Brutal, and Downright Evil?

1. What biblical events typically cause people to ask questions about the goodness of God?

2. How does the Fall of man factor into an understanding of the death of “innocent people”?

3. How is the patience and mercy of God often overlooked by those calling God a murderer?

4. When discussing these issues with skeptics, what should be our end goal?

不是旧约苛刻，残酷的，彻头彻尾的邪恶之神吗？
1。圣经事件通常引起人们的善良的上帝问的问题吗？
2。人的因素的理解成“无辜的人”死亡秋季如何？
3。是怎样的耐心和神的怜悯往往忽视那些杀人犯称神？
4。与怀疑论者讨论这些问题时，我们的最终目标应该是什么？
Feedback: Who Sinned First?

by Bodie Hodge, AiG–U.S.

March 14, 2008

Layman
· author-bodie-hodge
· feedback
· sin
· the-fall
While reading a chapter out of one of your resources (I believe it was The Great Dinosaur Mystery Solved!) about the Fall, I found myself with a rather perplexing question. It is one I may have heard before, but cannot find an answer to by searching on your site. If you do have a page on it, please send it to me. If not, I would ask that you answer this theological inquiry.

The question is over sin, and when did it start. AiG, as well as the Bible (as far as I can tell), clearly states that sin started with Adam and Eve sinning. It also defines sin as a rebellion, or turning away from God or His Will.

So, then, by the above definition, would sin not have started when Satan rebelled against God, which clearly happened before Adam and Eve took the fruit? Not only that, but Satan also sinned when he lied to Eve in the Garden, saying “ye shall not surely die,” when they would. There are two clear examples of sin before the Fall, so why did “all of Creation groan” only after Adam?

—S., U.S.



When AiG or others speak of Adam being the first sinner, this refers to Paul saying:

Therefore, just as through one man sin entered into the world, and death through sin, and so death spread to all men, because all sinned. (Romans 5:12)

It means that sin entered the world through Adam—that is, Adam is the one credited with sin’s entrance and hence the subsequent entrance of death and suffering and the need for a Savior and a last Adam (1 Corinthians 15:45). When we look back at Genesis 3, it is true that Satan had rebelled and also the Woman (later named Eve) sinned prior to Adam.

Setting an Example

I just wanted to thank Dr. Jason Lislefor his feedback submission entitled “Is the Big Bang an Attempt to Remove God?” As I’m not quiet about my creationist beliefs, this question is posed to me quite a bit regarding the origins of the universe. I answer it as best as I can, though without all the doctorate-level terminology, of course. But it’s nice to have a resource like this for when the scientific is necessary. Please convey my thanks to Dr. Lisle for his willingness to use his talents to serve the Lord and be a model for other creation scientists.

—J.H., U.S.

Where They Are

I am a student at St. Louis Christian College. I am an Intercultural and Urban Ministries major. I am scheduled to graduate in the Spring of ‘09. Since I was young, I [have been] reading AiG materials and listening to Ken Ham and others speak on creation science. I’m currently working as a part-time youth minister at a church near my school. I’m quickly finding that this issue is the root of nearly every argument and problem that I face with the youth that I work with. I see kids losing interest in the church because they go to school five days a week and are taught that God doesn’t exist, and then they go to church and they hear that God created the world in 6 days. They see the inconsistencies there and they tend to go with what they’re being taught in schools because “science” says that God doesn’t exist. As I’m looking for a career path, I realize that I would love to be a part of AiG. What, if anything, can I do to make that happen?

—A.M., U.S.

From the web team: Thank you for your interest. One thing that you can do immediately is to check our job opportunities page. There you will find a list of our current openings, which are updated frequently. However, you don’t have to work for AiG to minister to the needs in your community. We have resources available for you to design presentations for the youth—and adults—in your area (and you can pull information from our article archive or Video On Demand section as well); you can become involved in a creation-gospel VBS (as many of our readers have); you could pursue a post-graduate degree and conduct creation research (in any field); and more. Spreading the gospel of Christ and demolishing the strongholds of this world can take many forms, and we pray that you will seek God’s will for your life in this regard.

Have Something to Add?

Let us know what you think.

The Sin of the Woman (Eve)

There were several things that that Eve did wrong prior to eating the fruit. The first was her misspeaking while responding to the serpent. When the serpent (who was speaking the words of Satan) asked in Genesis 3:1: “Has God indeed said, ‘You shall not eat of every tree of the garden’ ?” her response was less than perfect:

And the woman said to the serpent, “We may eat the fruit of the trees of the garden; but of the fruit of the tree which is in the midst of the garden, God has said, ‘You shall not eat it, nor shall you touch it, lest you die.’" (Genesis 3:2–3; emphasis added)

Compare this to what God had commanded in Genesis 2:16–17:

And the LORD God commanded the man, saying, “Of every tree of the garden you may freely eat; but of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat, for in the day that you eat of it you shall surely die.”

The Woman made four mistakes in her response:

1. She added the command not to touch the fruit (“Nor shall you touch it”). This may even be in contradiction with the command to tend the Garden (Genesis 2:15), which may have necessitated touching the tree and the fruit from time to time. This also makes the command from God to seem exceptionally harsh.

2. She amended that God allowed them to freely eat. This makes God out to be less gracious.

3. She amended that God allowed them to freely eat fromevery tree. Again, this makes God out to be less gracious.

4. She amended the meaning of die. The Hebrew in Genesis 2:17 is “die-die” (muwth-muwth), which is often translated as “surely die” or literally as “dying you shall die,” which indicates the beginning of dying, an ingressive sense. In other words, if they would have eaten the fruit, then Adam and Eve would have begun to die and would return to dust (which is what happened when they ate in Genesis 3:19). If they were meant to die right then, Genesis 2:17 should have used muwth only once as is used in the Hebrew meaning “dead,” “died,” or “die” in an absolute sense and not beginning to die or surely die as die-die is commonly used. What Eve said was “die” (muwth) once instead of the way God said it in Genesis 2:17 as “die-die” (muwth-muwth). So, she changed God’s Word to appear harsher again by saying they would die almost immediately. [See also Genesis 2:17—“you shall surely die”.]

Often we are led to believe that Satan merely deceived Eve with the statement that “You will not surely die?” in Genesis 3:4. But we neglect the cleverness/cunningness that God indicates that the serpent had in Genesis 3:1. Note also that the exchange seems to suggest that Eve may have been willingly led: that is, she had already changed what God had said.

If you take a closer look, the serpent argued against Eve with an extremely clever ploy. He went back and argued against her incorrect words using the correct phraseology that God used in Genesis 2:17 (“die-die” (muwth–muwth)). This, in a deceptive way, used the proper sense of die that God stated in Genesis 2:17 against Eve's mistaken view. Imagine the conversation in simplified terms like this:

God says: Don’t eat or you will begin to die.

Eve says: We can’t eat or will die immediately.

Serpent says: You will not begin to die.

This was very clever of Satan. This is not an isolated incident either. When Satan tried tempting Jesus (Matthew 4), Jesus said “it is written” and quoted Scripture (Matthew 4:4). The second time Satan tried quoting Scripture (i.e. God) but did it deceptively just as he had done to Eve (Matthew 4:5–6). Of course, Jesus was not deceived, but corrected Satan’s twisted use of Scripture (Matthew 4:7). But because of Eve’s mistaken view of God’s Word, it was easier for her to be deceived by Satan’s misuse of Scripture.

From there, she started down the slope into sin by being enticed by the fruit (James 1:14–15). This culminated with eating the forbidden fruit and giving some to her husband and encouraging him to eat. Eve sinned against God by eating the fruit from the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil prior to Adam. However, with a closer look at the text, their eyes were not opened until after Adam ate—likely only moments later (Genesis 3:7). Since Adam was created first (Eve coming from him, but both being created in God’s image) and had been given the command directly, it required his sin to bring about the Fall of mankind. When Adam ate and sinned, they knew something was wrong and felt ashamed (Genesis 3:7). Sin and death had entered into the creation.

The Sin of Satan

Like Eve, Satan has sinned prior to this. His sin was pride in his beauty (Ezekiel 28:15–17) while in a perfect heaven (Isaiah 14:12), and he was cast out when imperfection was found in him (Isaiah 14:12; Revelation 12:9; Ezekiel 28:15). Then we found him in Garden of Eden (Ezekiel 28:13; Genesis 3).

Unlike Adam, Satan was not created in the image of God and was never given dominion over the world (Genesis 1:28). So, his sin did not affect the creation, but merely his own person. This is likely why Satan went immediately for those who were given dominion. Being an enemy of God (and, thus, those who bear His image), he apparently wanted to do the most damage, so it was likely that his deception happened quickly.

The Responsibility of Adam

Adam failed at his responsibilities in two ways. He should have stopped his wife from eating, since he was there to observe exactly what she said and was about to eat (Genesis 3:6). Instead of listening to (and not correcting) the words of his wife (Genesis 3:17), he ate while not being deceived (1 Timothy 2:14).

Adam also arguably failed to keep/guard the garden as he was commanded in Genesis 2:15. God, knowing Satan would fall, gave this command to Adam, but Adam did not complete the task. But God even knew that Adam would fall short and had a plan specially prepared.

I’ve had some people ask me: “Why do we have to die for something Adam did?” The answer is simple—we are without excuse since we sin too (Romans 3:23, 5:12). But then some have asked: “Why did we have to inherit sin nature from Adam, which is why we sin?” We read in Hebrews:

Even Levi, who receives tithes, paid tithes through Abraham, so to speak, for he was still in the loins of his father when Melchizedek met him. (Hebrews 7:9–10)

If we follow this logic, then all of us were ultimately in Adam when he sinned. So, although we often blame Adam, the life we have was in Adam when he sinned, and the sin nature we received was because we were in Adam when he sinned. We share in the blame and the sin as well as the punishment.

But look back further. The life that we (including Eve) have came through Adam and ultimately came from God (Genesis 2:17). God owns us and gives us our very being (Hebrews 1:3), and it is He whom we should follow instead of our own sinful inclinations. Since this first sin, we have had the need for a Savior, Jesus Christ, the Son of God who would step into history to become a man and take the punishment for humanity’s sin. Such a loving feat shows that God truly loves mankind and wants to see us return to Him. God—being the Author of life, the Sustainer of life, and Redeemer of life—is truly the One we owe all things.

In Christ,

Bodie Hodge

（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
反馈：第一谁犯了罪？
博迪霍奇，AIG-U.S.March 14日，2008

门外汉
作者博迪杂牌反馈罪的坠落
虽然读出你的资源（我相信这是解决大的恐龙之谜！）秋季的一章，我发现自己与一个相当令人困惑的问题。这是我可能已经听说过，但无法通过搜索您的网站上找到答案。如果你有一个页面上，请发送给我。如果没有，我想请你回答这个神学查询。
胜过罪的问题是，什么时候开始的。 AIG，以及“圣经”（据我可以告诉），明确指出，罪与亚当和夏娃犯罪的开始。它还定义为叛乱罪，或转向从上帝或他的意志。
的话，那么，由上面的定义，将犯罪尚未启动时，撒旦对上帝，这显然发生之前，亚当和夏娃的水果反叛？不仅如此，但撒旦也犯了罪时，他谎称夏娃在花园里，说：“你们不得必定死”，当他们将。有两个明显的例子罪的秋季之前，为什么“的所有创作的呻吟”后，方可亚当？
-S，美国
当AIG或其他人说亚当是第一个罪人，这是指保罗说：
因此，正如通过一个人的罪进入世界，和死亡是从罪，并因此死亡蔓延到所有的人，因为都犯了罪。 （罗马书5:12）
这意味着，亚当是罪进入世界，亚当是一记罪的入口，因此随后的死​​亡和苦难，需要一个救世主的入口和末后的亚当（林前15:45）。当我们看创世记3，它是真正的撒旦背叛，也是女人（后来被命名为夏娃）亚当有罪之前。
率先垂范
我只是想感谢他的反馈提交题为贾森莱尔博士“是宇宙大爆炸，企图删除神吗？”我不安静我的创世的信念，向我提出这个问题是相当多的关于起源宇宙。尽我所能，虽然没有所有的博士级的术语，当然我的回答。但很高兴有这样一个资源时，科学是必要的。请转达我的谢意，他愿意用自己的才华，事奉主，和其他创作科学家的典范博士莱尔。
-J.H.，美国
他们在哪里
我在圣路易基督教学院的学生。我是跨文化和城市部委重大。我计划在'09春季毕业。因为我还年轻，我已经读取AIG材料和听肯火腿和其他创造科学上发言。我目前的工作作为兼职，在学校附近的教堂青年部长。我很快发现，这个问题是几乎每一个参数，并与我的工作与青年所面临的问题，我的根。我看到在教会失去兴趣的孩子，因为他们去学校，每周五天，并教导神不存在，然后他们去教堂，他们听到上帝创造了6天的世界。他们看到有不一致，他们倾向于去与他们在学校任教，因为“科学”说，上帝不存在。作为我的职业生涯路径，我知道，我很想成为AIG的一部分。我能做些什么，如果有的话，要做到这一点？
-A.M.，美国
从网络小组：感谢您的关注。马上，你可以做的一件事是检查我们的就业机会。在那里，你会发现，这是经常更新，是我们当前的开口名单。但是，您不必为AIG工作部长在你的社区的需要。我们有资源可为您设计演示为青年和成年人（您可以从我们的文章归档或视频点播节以及信息）;你也可以成为参与建立一个福音的VBS（如在您的区域我们的许多读者都有），你可以追求一个研究生学位和进行创作研究（在任何领域）;多。传播基督的福音，并摧毁这个世界的据点，可以采取多种形式，我们祈祷，你会在这方面寻求神的你的生活会。
有一些补充？
让我们知道您的想法。
仙的女人（夏娃）
有几件事情，夏娃错吃水果前。首先是她的misspeaking而响应的蛇。当蛇（谁是撒旦的话）问创世记3:1：“上帝确实说，”你不可吃园中所有的树“吗？”她的反应是不够完美：
和女人对蛇说，“我们可以吃园中树上的果子，但是这是在花园中的树的果子，神曾说，”你不吃掉它，也不应你触摸它，免得你们死“（创3:2-3;加以强调）。
与此相比，神在创世记2:16-17指挥：
耶和华神吩咐他说，每一个花园，你可以随意吃树“，但善恶树，你不得在白天吃，你吃你必死了。“
该女子在她的反应提出了四项错误：
她补充道命令，不要碰水果（“你也不得触摸”）。这甚至可能是矛盾的命令往往花园（创世记2:15），其中可能有必要不时触摸树和水果。这也使得来自上帝的命令，显得分外刺眼。
她修订，上帝允许他们自由地吃。这使得神，是不太亲切。
她修订，上帝允许他们自由地吃从每一棵树。再次，这使得神少亲切。
她修改了模具的意义。在创世记2:17希伯来文是“压铸模具”（muwth muwth），通常被翻译为“必定死”，或直译为“死，你死了，”这表明开始死亡，侵入感。换句话说，如果他们会吃水果，然后亚当和夏娃会开始死亡，并且将返回灰尘（这是发生了什么事，当他们在吃创世记3:19）。如果他们是死的权利，然后，创世记2:17应该使用muwth只有一次是在希伯来文的意思是“死”，“死亡”或“死”在绝对意义上的，而不是开始死亡或必定死作为死的死是常用。夏娃说什么是“死”（muwth）一次，而不是在创世记2:17神说：“压铸模具”的方式（muwth muwth）。于是，她改变了神的话语说，他们会死，几乎立即严厉再次出现。 [见创世记2:17 - “你必定死”。]

我们往往是领导认为撒旦只是欺骗的陈述，即夏娃“你们不一定死吗？”创世记3:4。但我们忽略了聪明/狡猾，神蛇在创世记3:1。还要注意的是交流似乎暗示，夏娃可能已经心甘情愿地带领：也就是说，她已经改变了什么上帝说。
如果你仔细看看，认为蛇对夏娃一个非常聪明的伎俩。他回去，并认为对她不正确的话，使用正确的用语，神在创世记2:17（“压铸模具”（muwth muwth））。这种欺骗性的方式，使用模具的真正意义上的神在创世记2:17夏娃的错误观点表示反对。试想一下，在这样的简化方面的谈话：
上帝说：“不要吃，否则你会开始死亡。
夏娃说：“我们不能吃，或将立即死亡。
蛇说：“你不会开始死亡。
这是非常聪明的撒旦。这不是一个孤立的事件。当撒但试图诱惑耶稣（马太4），耶稣说：“这是写”，并引用圣经（马太福音4:4）。第二次撒旦试图引用圣经（即上帝），但它看起来就像他做了除夕（马太福音4:5-6）。当然，耶稣并没有欺骗，但纠正撒旦圣经扭曲使用（马太福音4:7）。但由于误认为夏娃的神的话语，这是她被欺骗撒旦圣经滥用。
从那里，她开始了水果（雅各书1:14-15）被引诱入罪的斜坡。这最终吃了禁果，并给予一些她的丈夫，并鼓励他吃。吃水果从亚当之前善恶的知识树，夏娃得罪神。然而，在文本的仔细看看，他们的眼睛没有打开，直到亚当吃后可能只有几分钟以后（创世记3:7）。自从亚当被首先创建（除夕来自于他，但都被神的形象创造的），并已直接给出的命令，要求他的罪带来人类秋季。当亚当吃，犯了罪，他们知道什么是错，感到羞愧（创3:7）。进入创造了罪恶和死亡。
撒旦的罪
像夏娃，撒旦在此之前，犯了罪。他的罪过是在他的美丽的骄傲（以西结书28:15-17），而在一个完美的天堂（以赛亚书14:12），他被赶出去，他发现缺陷时，（以赛亚书14:12;启示录12:9;结28:15）。然后，我们发现他在花园的伊甸园“（以西结书28:13;创世记3）。
不像亚当，撒旦不是建立在上帝的形象，从未给世界各地的统治（创世记1:28）。所以，他的罪没有影响创作，而仅仅是他自己的人。这是可能的，为什么撒旦立即去为那些被权柄。作为神的敌人（，因此，谁承担他的形象），他显然想要做的最严重的损害，所以这是可能的，他的欺骗迅速发生。
亚当的责任
亚当失败，他的职责，在两个方面。他应该停止吃他的妻子，因为他在那里观察她说什么，吃（创3:6）。而不是听（不纠正）他的妻子（创世记3:17）的话，他吃，而不是被欺骗（提摩太前书2:14）。
亚当也可以说是失败，以保持/守护花园，因为他吩咐在创世记2点15。上帝知道撒旦会下降，给这个命令，以亚当，但亚当没有完成任务。但上帝知道亚当会功亏一篑，有计划特意准备。
我已经有些人问我：“为什么我们的东西，亚当没有死？”答案很简单，我们没有借口，因为我们犯罪（罗马书3:23，5:12）。但后来有些人问：“为什么我们要继承亚当罪的性质，这就是为什么我们的罪吗？”我们在希伯来：
甚至列维，收到十分之一，通过亚伯拉罕支付什一税，可以这么说，他仍然是在他父亲的腰时，麦基洗德会见他。 （希伯来书7:9-10）
如果我们按照这个逻辑，那么我们所有的人在亚当最终，当他犯了罪。所以，虽然我们经常指责亚当，生活，我们是在亚当当他犯了罪，我们收到的罪恶本质是因为我们在亚当当他犯了罪。我们同意在自责和罪以及处罚。
但回头进一步。生活，我们（包括除夕）来到亚当和最终从神（创世记2:17）。上帝拥有我们，为我们提供了我们（希伯来书1:3），这是他的人，我们应该遵循而不是我们自己的罪恶倾向。由于这第一宗罪，我们已经有必要进行救主耶稣基督，上帝的儿子，将步入历史，成为一名男子，并采取惩罚人类的罪恶。神真正爱人类，希望看到我们回到他这样一个充满爱的壮举。上帝是作者对生活，生命的自持，救赎生命，是真正的我们欠所有的东西。
在基督里，
博迪霍奇
Why Didn’t Adam and Eve Die the Instant They Ate the Fruit?

Satan, the Fall, and a Look at Good and Evil

by Bodie Hodge

March 9, 2010

Layman
· author-bodie-hodge
· curse
· death
· satan-fall-good-evil-series
· the-fall
Satan, the Fall, and a Look at Good and Evil

A web-only series carefully considering what the Bible says about Satan, evil in the world, and suffering.

· Introduction
· See all
The basis for this question stems from Genesis 2:17.

Genesis 2:17
“but of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat, for in the day that you eat of it you shall surely die.”

Some have claimed that the Bible doesn’t necessarily mean what it says in Genesis 2:17, since Adam and Eve didn’t die the moment they ate. They argue that the passage really means “die,” not “surely die,” which is what gives the implication that Adam and Eve will die on the same day they eat.

Die That Day—Or Begin to Die?

It is true that Adam and Eve didn’t die the exact day they ate (Genesis 5:4–5) as some seem to think Genesis 2:17 implies. So, either God was in error or man’s interpretation is in error. Since God cannot lie (Hebrews 6:18), then fallible humans must be making the mistake.

Let’s take a look at where the confusion arises. The Hebrew phrase in English is more literally:

“Tree knowledge good evil eat day eat die (dying) die”

The Hebrew is, literally, die-die (muwth-muwth) with two different verb tenses (dying and die), which can be translated as “surely die” or “dying you shall die.” This indicates the beginning of dying, an ingressive sense, which finally culminates with death.

At that point, Adam and Eve began to die and would return to dust (Genesis 3:19). If they were meant to die right then, the text should have simply used muwth only once, which means “dead, died, or die” and not beginning to die or surely die (as muwth-muwth is used in Hebrew). Old Testament authors understood this and used it in such a fashion, but we must remember that English translations can miss some of the nuance.

There are primarily two ways people translate: one is literal or word for word (formal equivalence) and the other is dynamic equivalence or thought-for-thought. If this is translated word for word, it would be “dying die” or “die die,” which is difficult for English readers to understand, as there is no changed emphasis when a word is repeated. The Latin Vulgate by Jerome, which permits such grammatical constructions, does translate this as “dying die” or “dying you will die” (morte morieris). So, most translations rightly use more dynamic equivalence and say “surely die.”

What Is Yom Referring To?

With regards to the Hebrew word yom for day in Genesis 2:17, it refers specifically to the action of eating and not “dying die.” Solomon used an almost identical construction in 1 Kings when referring to Shimei:

1 Kings 2:37
“For on the day <yom> you go out and cross over the brook Kidron, you will know for certain that you shall surely <muwth> die <muwth>; your blood shall be on your own head.”

This verse uses yom (day) and the dual muwth just as Genesis 2:17 did. In Genesis 2:17, yom referred to the action (eating) in the same way that yom refers to the action here (go out and cross over). In neither case do they mean that was the particular day that death would come, but the particular day they did what they weren’t supposed to do.

Solomon also understood that it would not be a death on that particular day but that Shemei’s days were numbered from that point. In other words, their (Adam and Shimei) actions on that day were what gave them the final death sentence—they would surely die as a result of their actions. Therefore, the day, in Genesis 2:17 was referring to when Adam and the woman ate, not the day they died.

Was the Punishment Sleep, Instead of Physical Death?

Some people believe that the punishment was not really death, but that sleep (not deep sleep) entered the world at this time. Although this is not meant to be an exhaustive examination, I would lean against sleep being the punishment referred to in Genesis 2:17, since many other passages in the Bible describe sleep as a good thing. For example, sleep is pleasant in Ecclesiastes 5:12 and Jeremiah 31:26. The Lord often appeared to people while they were sleeping, and He Himself slept during a storm (Matthew 8:24; Mark 4:38; Luke 8:23). Also, Solomon’s pronouncement against Shimei would not make any sense, as there is no doubt that Shimei already slept on a regular basis.

What is spoken of in Genesis 2:17 is a punishment and the foundation for Christ’s physical death. If He merely had to sleep, then this undermines the reason for Christ’s work on the cross. Recall Romans 5:12: His death was a real death.

From a quick search, there are few passages referring to sleep as death in the Old Testament, such as Daniel 12:2 and Psalm 90:5, where much imagery is given in the context and so leads us to realize the metaphorical nature of the passages. For example in the following verse in Daniel, those with insight will shine brightly. Obviously, it is not referring to a literal physical light emanating from humans. In the same figurative manner, people are compared to grass in Psalm 90:5.

The New Testament, written in Greek, does this as well. Jesus figuratively said that Lazarus was sleeping in John 11:11–13. The disciples failed to understand and took it as literal sleep, so Jesus had to correct them (John 11:14).

Regardless, this punishment was a real death, and Adam and Eve died—as will all the rest of us for our sins, which is all the more reason to receive Christ and be saved from death so that death will no longer have a sting (1 Corinthians 15:53–57).

（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
亚当和夏娃为什么没有模具的瞬间，他们吃的水果？
撒旦，堕落，看看善恶
博迪HodgeMarch 9，2010

门外汉
作者博迪杂牌诅咒死亡撒旦落好邪恶系列的坠落
撒旦，堕落，看看善恶
一个仅在网站上的一系列仔细考虑什么“圣经”说，在世界上的邪恶撒旦，和痛苦。
介绍
查看所有
对这个问题的基础上，源于创世记2:17。
创世记2:17

“但你的善和恶的知识树，不得吃的，因为你吃的那一天你必死。”
有些人声称，“圣经”并不一定意味着它在创世记2:17说，自从亚当和夏娃没有死，他们吃的时刻。他们认为，通过真正意味着“死亡”，而不是“定死，”这是什么赋予的含义，亚当和夏娃会死在同一天，他们吃。
死那一天，或开始死亡？
这是真正的亚当和夏娃没有死的确切的一天，他们吃（创5:4-5）有些人似乎认为创世记2:17暗示。因此，无论是神在错误或人的解释是错误的。因为神不能说谎（希伯来书6:18），然后犯错误的人类必须作出的错误。
让我们来看看在哪里出现混乱。在希伯来语英语短语是更字面上：
“树好邪恶的知识吃，一天吃模具（临终）模具”
从字面上看，希伯来文，压铸模具与两个不同的动词时态（垂死的模具），它可以翻译为“必定死”或（muwth muwth）“垂死你得死。”这表明死亡的开始，侵入感，最后死亡高潮。
在这一点上，亚当和夏娃开始死亡，并会返回尘土（创世记3:19）。如果他们是死，那么，应该简单地用文字muwth只有一次，这意味着“死，死了，或者死”，而不是死或必定死（作为muwth muwth在希伯来文）。旧约作者明白这一点，在这样的方式使用它，但我们必须记住，英语翻译，可能会错过一些细微之处。
人转化主要有两种方式：一个是文字或字（正式等价）字，另一种是动态的等价或思想的思想。如果这个被翻译为一个字一个字，它会“垂死死”或“压铸模具”，这是英文读者很难理解，因为没有变更时，一个字重复强调。杰罗姆，允许这样的语法结构，拉丁语武加大并翻译为“死亡模具”或“死亡你会死”（莫提morieris）。因此，大多数翻译正确地使用更多的动态等值，并说：“一定死。”
什么是赎罪谈到要吗？
至于日在创世记2:17希伯来字赎罪，它专指吃的行动，而不是“垂死的死。”所罗门用几乎相同的建设在1国王时指以师妹：
1国王队2:37

“当天<yom>走出去，越过小溪基德隆，你就会知道你必<muwth>模具<muwth>;你的血应在自己头上的”
这首诗采用赎罪（白天）和双muwth创世记2:17。在创世记2:17，赎罪提到以同样的方式赎罪，是指这里的行动（走出去，越过）的行动（吃）。在这两种情况下，他们的意思，是某一天，死亡会来的，但某一天，他们做什么，他们不应该做的。
所罗门也明白，它不会是一个特定的日子，但死亡Shemei的日子，从这一点编号。换句话说，他们（亚当和师妹）当天的行动是什么给了他们一句，他们一定会死作为他们的行动的结果最终死亡。因此，在创世记2:17的一天，是指当亚当和女人吃了，不是他们去世的那一天。
难道处罚睡眠，而不是肉体的死亡，？
有些人认为，惩罚是不是真的死亡，但在这个时候进入睡眠（深睡眠）的世界。虽然这并不意味着是一个详尽的检查，我会靠在睡眠创世记2:17中提到的惩罚，因为在圣经中的许多其他段落描述睡眠作为一件好事。例如，睡眠是在传道书5:12和31:26耶利米愉快。主经常出现的人，当他们睡觉的时候，而他自己睡在风暴（马太福音8:24;马克4时38分，卢克8时23）。此外，所罗门对师妹的宣判将没有任何意义，因为这是毫无疑问，师妹已经睡定期。
所说的是什么，在创世记2:17是基督的身体的死亡惩罚和基础。如果他只是睡觉，那么这个破坏基督在十字架上的工作的原因。召回罗马书5:12：他的去世是一个真正的死亡。
从快速搜索，有几段指在旧约，如丹尼尔12:2和诗篇90:5，多图像的背景下，死亡睡觉，使我们认识到的隐喻性质段落。例如在下列诗句中的丹尼尔，那些有识之士将再铸辉煌。显然，这是不是指从人类产生文字的物理光。在同一个形象​​化的方式相比，人们在诗篇90:5草。
在希腊文写成，新约，这很好。耶稣的比喻说，拉撒路睡在约翰11:11-13。弟子不明白了它作为文字的睡眠，所以耶稣纠正他们（约翰福音11:14）。
无论如何，这是一个真正的死亡惩罚，亚当和夏娃死亡将所有其余为我们的罪，这是我们更有理由接受基督和保存从死亡，使死亡将不再有刺（哥林多前书15:53​​-57）。
Who Sinned First—Adam or Satan?

1. In a strict chronological sense, arrange the sin of Adam, Eve, and Satan in order.

2. In what ways did Eve sin?

3. Why is Adam blamed for bringing sin into the world?

4. Why are we punished for what Adam did? How do we escape that punishment?

谁犯了罪第一亚当或撒旦？
1。在严格的时间顺序感，安排为了亚当，夏娃，撒旦的罪。
2。什么样的方式做了夏娃的罪呢？
3。为什么亚当被指责为把罪恶的世界？
4。我们为什么亚当做什么处罚？我们如何逃脱惩罚？
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Colin Cummins shares this dramatic testimony of how Answers in Genesis resources gave him answers to the most challenging questions and a new zeal for evangelism. . .
I have always had a keen interest in science.

When I was young I would often take things apart to see how they worked (getting them back together was the big challenge). While the other kids were playing on the swings and monkey bars I was building electronic circuits, gazing though my telescope or microscope and generally pondering the meaning of the universe.

In those days my parents were separated and my sister and I lived with our mother. Our mother was a very good person but not a churchgoer, and the sum total of the godly input into our lives was the Sunday school that we attended regularly for a period of time.

Following the untimely death of our mother we stayed for a short time with a Christian family and after that went to live with our father. We did some travelling before finally settling down in a large city in Victoria, Australia.

I went through the typical government (secular) secondary school education. I chose science subjects during that time and gained good results.

Shortly after I left secondary school my father died also, leaving only my sister and I remaining in our family.

It was at that time that my sister began searching for answers. She became involved with a local Christian church and eventually married a man she had met there.

From that time I lived a mainly mundane existence with some fleeting moments of happiness. I never found the lasting good times I was convinced must exist somewhere.

During those years my sister would periodically try to tell me about the new life she’d found in Jesus Christ and, while it all sounded interesting, I kept my distance.

However, as a result of her persistent witnessing I was ripe for the harvest when a new church came to our city and began evangelising. I first began to trust in Jesus Christ on the night of October 4th, 1987.

My life changed dramatically from that point! An excitement about God filled my life. I began to attend church and read the Bible fervently.

Although I had gone through a long period of my life professing to be an atheist, in the years leading up to my conversion I began to see that there must be a Creator. However, I had no detailed understanding of the issues then. Also, even though I had always held the name of the Bible in high regard I had never read more than a few verses.

As I began to devour God’s Word I immediately saw a conflict between what Genesis was teaching and what I had been taught at school and accepted as fact without question.

I recall going to see my Pastor after reading through Genesis and trying to make it fit with my thinking. I asked him if it meant 6 days or 6 very long periods of time. He replied that the Bible says 6 days and that meant 6 real days. I asked, “but can’t they be millions of years?”. His reply was an emphatic, “No!”

So in my mind there was a conflict between what the Bible said and what I had accepted as basic knowledge about the creation of the world. Yet, my conversion experience was undeniable so I just held on hoping it would all work out.

Shortly after that I was visiting my sister and must have explained my dilemma to her. She showed me a video that featured Ken Ham from the (then) Creation Science Foundation.

As I watched the video I was excited. The convincing scientific evidence and arguments Ken put forward dissolved all the confusion from my mind. I remember thinking that this man (Ken Ham) is obviously not trying to hide anything because he admits that he is biased just like everyone else (The question is not whether you’re biased—it’s “which is the best bias to be biased with anyway?”).

I had never read an honest admission like that in any science textbook. Years later I was to more fully understand how the science of the secular world constantly brakes and swerves in a frantic effort to avoid giving any credit for creation to the God of Creation.

There is no doubt that western society has been thoroughly evolutionised.

Anyway, that was it! Suddenly I realised that what I had been taught at school about creation wasn’t necessarily so. My zeal for God was no longer restrained.

I got my hands on as much Creation Science material as I could find. The more I read the more convinced I became that I had been misled in those vulnerable school years when I accepted without question the world view of secular science.

Shortly after my conversion I began work at a local computer software company. Whenever I could I spoke to my colleagues about Jesus Christ. It quickly became evident that the biggest hindrance for the majority of these people was their evolutionary worldview. Over the years I have drawn heavily on the resources supplied by Answers in Genesis to attempt to break into their lives and get them to realise that they are sinners in desperate need of salvation—with some success!

For example, once after having just received the latest Creation Magazine I was reading it in the lunchroom during my break. As I read the articles my faith began to be stirred—it was so obvious that God was real! The overflow of my excitement spilled out on the next (unsuspecting) person to walk into the room. I testified to him of the awesome things I was reading about God’s creation.

Another colleague came into the room and asked what was going on. Starting with the issue of Creation I was able to explain to him the good news about salvation. To my joy and amazement I had the privilege of leading him to Jesus, through prayer, right there in the lunchroom.

Also, in recent times I posted an animated GIF of a bacterial flagellum in the corner of a general information page on our company Intranet. Surprisingly, I have received many queries asking, “What is it?” and with the full attention of each inquirer have been able to give the full account of how this and many other molecular machines disprove evolution and point to the Creator God.

The resources supplied by AIG have given me great boldness to proclaim the gospel even in a largely atheistic environment like my work place. Anyone who looks at the evidence honestly can only arrive at the conclusion that there is a Creator (as in God). The problem is that most people have only been fed the anti-God version of the story.

I have a great deal of admiration for those involved in the AiG ministry, especially those scientists who speak publicly. Theirs is not an easy task and I have seen how they often encounter fierce and even scurrilous opposition.

Sometimes I wonder what might have happened after my conversion if no-one was able to shed light on the apparent conflict between science and the Bible. Without wanting to sound too dramatic the thought of possibly having turned away from God, if the conflict could not be resolved, makes me shudder to this day.

Thankfully though, from shortly after my conversion until now (thanks to AIG) I have remained thoroughly convinced that there is no conflict between modern science and the Bible. Both loudly proclaim the reality, power and supreme authority of Almighty God.

God bless you, 
Colin Cummins

（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
创作资源的影响，但另一种生活，为基督
由Colin CumminsJune 16日，2000

门外汉
AIG作者科林 - 康明斯基督教科学证词
科林·康明斯同意这个答案在创世记资源如何给他最具挑战性的问题，并为新传福音的热情解答戏剧性的证词。 。 。
我一直有一个科学的浓厚兴趣。
我年轻的时候，我常常会拿东西拆开看他们如何工作（让他们重新走到一起，是一大挑战）。而其他的孩子们玩的秋千和单杠上我是建设电子电路，虽然凝视着我的望远镜或显微镜和一般思考宇宙的意义。
在那些日子里，我的父母分开，我和妹妹住我们的母亲。我们的母亲是一个非常好的人，但不是一个礼拜，走进我们的生活敬虔输入的总和，是我们一段时间定期参加学校周日。
我们的母亲早逝，我们呆了很短的时间后，一个基督教家庭和我们的父亲去住。我们做了一些才终于在大城市定居在澳大利亚维多利亚州旅游。
我经历了典型的政府（世俗）中学教育。那段时间，我选择了理科，并取得了良好的效果。
不久后，我离开中学，我的父亲也死了，只留下我的妹妹和我留在我们的家庭。
正是在那个时候，我姐姐开始寻找答案。她成为参与当地的基督教教堂，并最终嫁给了一个她遇到了在那里的人。
从那个时候，我住的主要是世俗的生存与幸福一些稍纵即逝的瞬间。我从来没有找到持久的好时光，我确信必须存在某处。
在那些年里，我姐姐会定期尝试新的生活，她会发现在耶稣基督告诉我，而这一切听起来很有意思，我保持着距离。
但是，我作为她的执着看到的结果是收获时，一个新的教会来到我们的城市，并开始福传的时机已经成熟。我开始相信，1987年10月4日晚上在耶稣基督。
从这一点来说，我的生活发生了巨大变化！关于神的兴奋，充满了我的生活。我开始参加教会热切和阅读“圣经”。
虽然我已经通过了我生活的很长一段自称是无神论者在我转换的岁月，我开始明白，必须有一个造物主。不过，我有没有问题，然后详细了解。此外，即使我一直持有高度重视“圣经”的名称，我从来没有阅读超过几节经文。
当我开始吞食神的话语，我立刻看到一个冲突之间的成因是教学和我一直在学校任教，并毫无疑问的事实接受。
我记得我看到读通过成因，并试图使其适合我的思想后，我的牧师。我问他，这是否意味着6天或6期很长一段时间。他回答说，“圣经”说，6天，这意味着真正的天6。我问，“但他们不能是几百万年？”。他的回答是一个有力的，“没有！”
所以在我的脑海里有什么“圣经”说什么我已接受有关基本知识，创造了世界之间的冲突。然而，我的转换经验是不可否认的，所以我只是希望将所有工作举行。
不久后，我访问我和妹妹必须解释我对她的困境。她给我看了一个视频特色肯火腿（当时）创建科学基金会。
当我看到视频，我很兴奋。提出了令人信服的科学证据和论据肯解散所有从我的脑海里的混乱。我记得想，这个人（肯火腿）显然并不想隐瞒什么，因为他承认，他像其他人一样有偏见（问题不在于你是否有偏见，这是“偏颇，这是最好的偏见吗？“）。
我从来没有看过这样诚实的入场在任何科学教科书。十年后，我是更充分地了解如何不断刹车和转了个弯，在一个疯狂的努力，以避免给予任何信贷创造的神创造的世俗世界的科学。
没有任何怀疑，西方社会已经彻底进化。
不过，这是它！我突然意识到，我一直在学校关于创建学习未必如此。我为神的热情不再克制。
我得到了我的手，我能找到尽可能多创造科学材料。我越读越想越我成为那些脆弱的学年，我一直在误导时，我毫无疑问地接受了世俗的科学的世界观。
我的转换后不久，我就开始在当地一家电脑软件公司的工作。每当我，我跟同事约耶稣基督。它迅速成为最大障碍，这些人大部分是其进化的世界观。多年来，我已经在创世纪的答案所提供的资源上绘制巨资试图闯入他们的生活，让他们意识到他们是在绝望需要拯救的与一些成功的罪人！
例如刚刚收到的最新创作“杂志后，一旦我在餐厅里读取它在我的休息。当我读的文章，我的信心开始搅拌，神是真实的，它是如此明显！我兴奋的溢出洒在未来（不知情）的人走进房间。真棒的东西，我读神的创造，我给他作证。
另一位同事走进房间，问发生了什么事情。与创作的问题开始，我能向他解释有关救恩的好消息。到我有我的欢乐和惊奇耶稣带领他的特权，通过祈祷，有在餐厅里。
此外，在最近的时间，我来自一个角落对我们的公司内部网的一般信息页面中的细菌鞭毛的GIF动画。令人惊讶的是，我已经收到许多查询要求，“这是什么？”，充分重视每个询问者已经能够给予的充分考虑，这和许多其他的分子机器如何反驳造物主上帝的演变和点。
由AIG提供的资源给了我很大的气魄，以宣扬福音，即使在一个像我的工作地点主要是无神论的环境。只有在证据看起来诚实的人可以得出的结论是，有一个造物主（上帝）。问题是，大多数人只被喂食反神版本的故事。
AIG部，尤其是那些科学家公开发言中涉及的人，我有很大的钦佩。他们是不是一件容易的事，我看到他们经常会遇到激烈，甚至下流的反对。
有时候，我不知道什么可能发生，如果我的转换后，没有人能够摆脱光科学与圣经之间的明显冲突。不希望听起来太戏剧化的可能转身走了神，如果无法得到解决冲突的思想，使我不寒而栗这一天。
虽然幸运的，从后不久，我的转换（感谢给AIG），到现在为止我仍然完全相信，有没有现代科学和“圣经”之间的冲突。都大声说现实中，权力和至高无上的全能之神的权威。
上帝保佑你，
科林·康明斯
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A Sermon Delivered On Sunday Morning, February 19, 1865, By C. H. Spurgeon, At The Metropolitan Tabernacle, Newington.

And the Lord smelled a sweet savour; and the Lord said in his heart, “I will not again curse the ground any more for man’s sake; for the imagination of man’s heart is evil from his youth; neither will I again strike any more every living thing as I have done.” (Genesis 8:21)

1. Peter tells us that Noah’s ark and baptism are figures of salvation. He puts the two together as pictures of the way by which we are saved. Noah was not saved by the world’s being gradually reformed and restored to its primitive innocence, but a sentence of condemnation was pronounced, and death, burial, and resurrection ensued. Noah must go into the ark and become dead to the world; the floods must descend from heaven, and rise upward from their secret fountains beneath the earth, the ark must be submerged with many waters—here was burial; and then after a time, Noah and his family must come out into a totally new world of resurrection life. It is the same in the figure of baptism the person baptized, if he is already dead with Christ, is buried; not purified and improved, but buried beneath the wave; and when he rises he professes that he enjoys newness of life. Baptism illustrates just what Noah’s ark illustrates, that salvation is by death and burial. You must be dead to the world; the flesh must be dead with Christ, buried with Christ—not improved, not made better, but utterly put aside as unimprovable, as worthless, dead, a thing to be buried and to be forgotten; and we must come out in resurrection life, feeling that above us there is a new heaven, and beneath us a new earth in which dwells righteousness, since we are new creatures in Christ Jesus.

2. It would be very instructive to dwell upon each point of the resemblance between Noah’s deliverance and the salvation of every elect soul. Noah enters into the ark: there is a time when we distinctly enter into Christ and become one with him. Noah was shut in the ark so that he could never come out again until God should open the door: there is a time when every child of God is shut in, when faith and full assurance give him an evidence that he is indissolubly one with Christ Jesus; grasped in Christ’s hand so that no one can pluck him from there, hidden in Christ’s loins so that no one can separate him from the love of God. Then comes the flood: there is a time in the Christian’s experience when he discovers his own depravity; he is saved, he is in the ark, he is however still a sinner, still the subject of inbred lusts: suddenly all these corruptions break up, they beat upon his ark, they assail his faith, they endeavour if possible to drown his soul in sin, but he is not destroyed by them all, for by the grace of God he is in the place where other men are not, he is in the place where he cannot be drowned by sin, he is in Christ Jesus. He mounts as the floods deepen; the more he feels the depth of his depravity, the more he admires the fullness of the atoning sacrifice, the more terrible the temptation the more joyous is his consolation in Christ Jesus; and so he rises in holy communion towards his God. Then comes the wind: typical of the breath of the sacred Spirit by which the floods of corruption are assuaged and peace reigns within, and the soul sings, “Therefore being justified by faith we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ.” Then the tops of the mountains appear: sanctification takes place upon a part of the man; there are some bright graces which glisten out of the general flood of corruption, there are some points of his newborn nature which delight him with their beauty. His ark has grounded and settled: he no longer floats, so to speak, tossed around with a struggling faith, and contending unbelief, but he feels that as Christ Jesus is forever seated firmly at the right hand of God, so he, in Christ Jesus, has entered into rest. The ark grounded on the top of Ararat: so does the believer’s experience come to a settled condition; he is no more moved around with fears and questioning, but he rejoices in the hope of the glory of God. He sends forth his thoughts in search after evidence of his complete salvation, and probably he sends out some of his own ignorant carnal expectations, just as Noah sent out the raven; these ignorant imaginations of what the work of the Spirit is, go forth and they never return because no unclean child of the old Adam can be a discerner of the new world. Then he sends out the dove—holy desires, earnest prayers go to and fro; by and by they come back with a token for good, some choice mercy from the hand of God, an olive branch of assured peace, and the believer surely knows not only that he is in Christ, not only that he is grounded in Christ, but that all the waters are assuaged, all sin is gone, all danger removed, all death destroyed. Then occurs a time when God opens the door; Christ had been as a kind of prison to the Christian up until then, the cross had been a burden, he did not rejoice in liberty; but God the Father now comes with the blessed Spirit and opens the door, and the believer is fully at liberty in the new world.

3. The saved soul’s first act is, like Noah, to build an alter to God and, as a priest, to offer sacrifice, which as it rises to heaven, is accepted because it is a memorial of Christ. The Lord smells a sweat savour, and although the believing man is still full of sin and from his youth up has evil imaginings, yet he hears the covenant voice which says, “I will no more curse, I will no more strike”; he hears the covenant promise which confirms for ever the faithfulness of God, and he rejoices to inherit, like Noah, a new world in which dwells righteousness.

4. I do not lay any stress upon these interpretations, but I know the apostle says concerning Hagar and Sarah, “which things are an allegory,” and I believe that the book or Genesis is the account of the unfolding of divine providence, and if it were properly read, not by the eye of curiosity, but by the heart of the student who has been made wise to see the deep things of God, very much of divine and holy teaching would be discernable in it. But now I come to the text itself.

5. We have here, first, a very sad and painful fact, “the imagination of man’s heart is evil from his youth”; we have, secondly, God’s most extraordinary reasoning, “I will not again curse the ground for man’s sake, for the imagination of man’s heart is evil”; then, thirdly, we have some inferences less extraordinary but practical for ourselves from the text.

Man's Nature is Incurable

6. I. To begin then with the text, we have here A MOST PAINFUL FACT, that man’s nature is incurable,—“the imagination of man’s heart is evil from his youth.”

7. You will remember, before the flood, in the sixth chapter, it is written, “God saw that the wickedness of man was great in the earth, and that every imagination of the thoughts of his heart was only evil continually.” (Genesis 6:5) After the flood it is just the same. The description in the sixth chapter belonged to all the antediluvian race. You might have hoped that after so terrible a judgment when only a few, a chosen and favoured few, that is eight, were saved by water, that then as man began anew with a better stock, the old branches that were sere and rotten being cut away,—that now the nature of man would be improved. It is not one whit so; the same God who, looking at man, declared that his imaginations were evil before the flood, pronounces the very same verdict upon them afterwards. Oh God! how hopeless is human nature! How impossible it is that the carnal mind should be reconciled to God! How needful it is that you should give us new hearts and right spirits, seeing that the old nature is so evil that even the floods of your judgments cannot cure it of its evil imaginations! I would have you studiously notice the words used in both these passages,—the antediluvian and the postdiluvian verdict of God. Look at the fifth verse of the sixth chapter,—God saw not only outward sin—that was great and multiplied, and cried to him for vengeance; he saw sin in the sons of men, the descendants of Cain; worse still, he saw treachery and departure from God in the sons of the chosen one, the sons of Seth had gone astray also. The sons of God saw the daughters of men that they were fair, and the two races became mingled resulting in monsters of iniquity. But, worse than that, he saw that the thoughts of men’s hearts were evil: man could not think without being evil; indeed, more, the substratum which underlies actual thought, unformed, unfashioned thought, the eggs, the embryos of thought, called here the imagination of the thought, the first conception, the infant motions of the soul, all these he found to be evil. But observe, he says they were “only evil.” Not one trace of good, no gold amidst the dross, no light amidst the darkness—they were “only evil.” And then he adds that word “continually.” What! never any repentance? Never any yearning towards the right? No pure drops of holiness now and then? No, never. “Every imagination”—notice that word. The whole verse is most clear, a broom that sweeps man clean of all boasted good. “Every imagination”—when he was at his best, when he stood at God’s altar, when he tried to be right, even then his thoughts had evil in them. Dr. Dick says, “All man’s thoughts, all his desires, all his purposes are evil, expressly or by implication; because the subject of them is avowedly sinful, or because they do not proceed from a holy principle, and are not directed to a proper end. It is not occasionally that the human soul is thus under the influence of depravity; but this is its habit and state. It seems impossible to construct a sentence which should more distinctly express its total corruption than this.” Look at this other passage which is our text; you will see it gives a different phase of the very same evil, but it does not abate one jot or tittle of it;—it is still “the imagination of man’s heart,” it is still the inward character, the essence, the pith, the marrow of mankind which God is dealing with. It is not the stream which comes from man that is foul, but the fountain of man, the innermost source of the fountain,—the imagination of his heart is evil: and we are told here what we are not told in the other text, that his thoughts are evil from his youth, that is to say, from his earliest childhood; and it would not be evil from his childhood in every case if there were not certain seeds of evil sown before that, and therefore we can go further, and in the words of Holy Scripture, we can confess with sorrowful truthfulness—“Behold I was shapen in iniquity, and in sin my mother conceived me.” From the very earliest imaginable period in which human nature exists it is a defiled, tainted thing, and only worthy of God’s utter abhorrence; and if it were not that he smells a sweet savour in the sacrifice of Christ, he would say, as he did say in the sixth chapter, “He repented that he had made man on the earth, and it grieved him in his heart. And the Lord said, ‘I will destroy man whom I have created from the face of the earth.’ ”

8. I have thus brought out distinctly, I hope, before you, this painful fact. It is true both before and after the flood. If you want any proof of its being true now, turn to the scores of passages of Scripture which all prove it. I think, however, if our time were limited as it is this morning, I should prefer to mention the third chapter of Paul’s Epistle to the Romans. It is the most sweeping description of the universality of human depravity that could possibly have been penned. I will read starting at the ninth verse, “What then? Are we better than they? No, in no wise: for we have before proved both Jews and Gentiles, that they are all under sin; as it is written, ‘There is none righteous, no, not one: there is none who understands, there is none who seeks after God. They are all gone out of the way, they are all together become unprofitable; there is none who does good, no, not one. Their throat is an open sepulchre; with their tongues they have used deceit; the poison of asps is under their lips: whose mouth is full of cursing and bitterness: their feet are swift to shed blood: destruction and misery are in their ways: and they have not known the way of peace: there is no fear of God before their eyes.’ Now we know that whatever things the law says, it says to those who are under the law: so that every mouth may be stopped, and all the world may become guilty before God.” (Romans 3:9-19) Jonathan Edwards says upon this passage, “If the words which the Apostle uses here do not most fully and determinately signify a universality, no words ever used in the Bible, or elsewhere, are sufficient to do it.” I might challenge any man to produce any one paragraph in the Scripture, from the beginning to the end, where there is such a repetition and accumulation of terms, so strongly, and emphatically, and carefully to express the most perfect and absolute universality, or any place to be compared to it. What instance is there in the Scripture, or indeed any other writing, when the meaning is only the much greater part, where this meaning is written in such a manner by repeating such expressions, “They are all,” “they are all,” “they are all together,” “every one,” “all the world”; joined to multiplied negative terms, to show the universality to be without exception; saying, “There is no flesh,” “there is none, there is none, there is none, there is none,” four times over; besides the addition of “no, not one—no, not one,” once and again . . . . “So that if this matter [universal depravity] is not here plainly, expressly and fully described, it must be because no words can do it; and it is not in the power of language, or any manner of terms and phrases, however contrived and heaped one upon another, determinately to indicate any such thing.” I may add that to make it more telling, the apostle insists upon it that the pollution is not just part of a man, but he sums up the different parts and powers of the body, intending by it to indicate the passions and qualities of the soul; you have the “feet,” “mouth,” “eyes,” “hands,” all depraved, all filthy, all vile. Truly if we cannot see the doctrine here, it is probable we never shall see it anywhere; and we have in ourselves, in our own blindness, a sure proof of how true it is. Such passages as these may tend to strengthen your minds, where Job says, “Who can bring a clean thing out of an unclean? not one”; (Job 14:4) and again, “What is man, that he should be clean? and he who is born of a woman, that he should be righteous?”(Job 15:14) The fount from which we spring is obviously sinful. None of us have perfect mothers or perfect fathers, and how can we expect that a clean thing shall be brought out of an unclean thing? David says in the fourteenth Psalm, “The Lord looked down from heaven upon the children of men, to see if there were any who did understand and seek God. They are all gone aside, they are all together become filthy: there is no one who does good, no, not one.” (Psalms 14:2,3) You know his own description of himself in the fifty-first Psalm, and therefore I scarcely need to refer to it. His son, the mighty preacher Solomon says about men in Ecclesiastes, “The heart of the sons of men is full of evil, and madness is in their heart while they live.” (Ecclesiastes 9:3) You have not forgotten the mournful description in the first chapter of Isaiah, “The whole head is sick, and the whole heart is faint. From the sole of the foot even to the head there is no soundness in it: but wounds and bruises, and putrifying sores.” (Isaiah 1:5,6) That passage in Jeremiah also stands out very prominently; “The heart is deceitful above all things and desperately wicked, who can know it?” (Jeremiah 17:9) And our Saviour has put in very strong language, his own view of the human heart in Matthew: “Out of the heart proceed evil thoughts, murders, adulteries, fornications, thefts, false witness, blasphemies.” (Matthew 15:19) Perhaps, after all, one of the strongest is that of Paul, were he says, “The carnal mind is enmity against God (is not reconciled to God), neither indeed can be.” (Romans 8:7) And James, the practical James says, “The spirit which is in us lusts to envy.” (James 4:5) I have only culled one or two passages, as it were, out of the great teeming mass. If any man is determined to turn Scripture upside down and pervert the truth, he may escape from the doctrine of the total depravity of the human race; but surely if we take the Bible as it stands, we may boldly say that if it does not teach that man is evil, thoroughly evil, then it does not teach anything at all, the book is without meaning of any kind. Man is thoroughly evil; the heart is bad through and through to its very core, it is infected with sin and hatred of God in its centre and essence.

9. Let us remember the confessions of God’s people. You never heard a saint on his knees yet tell the Lord that he had a good nature, that he did not need renewing. Saints, as they grow in grace, are made to feel more and more acutely the evil of their old nature. You will find that those who are most like Christ have the deepest knowledge of their own depravity, and are most humble while they confess their sinfulness. Those men who do not know their own hearts may be able to boast, but that is simple ignorance, for if you will take down the biographies of any people esteemed among us for holiness and for knowledge in the things of God, they will find them frequently crying out under a sense of inward carnality and sin. If I may return to Scripture I cannot help quoting David, “Behold I was born in sin and shapen in iniquity.” (Psalms 51:5) It is a most villainous thing that some people try to slander David’s mother, and to suppose that there was something irregular about his birth, which made him speak as he has done, whereas there cannot be the slightest imputation upon that admirable woman. David himself speaks of her with intense respect, and says, “Save the son of your handmaid” as though he felt it no discredit to be the son of such a woman. She was, doubtless, one of the excellent of the earth, and yet, excellent as she was, it could only be that her son was conceived in sin. Let us not at all attempt to escape from the force of what David says. He is using no hyperbolic expressions; there is no indication of hyperbole throughout the whole Psalm; he is a broken hearted man on his knees; he is confessing his own sin with Bathsheba, and is not likely either to bring all accusation against his own mother, or to use exaggerated terms. Beloved it is so; all of us, the best of us, still have to bear the marks of the unclean person from whom we sprang. Take Paul again—was there ever a man who know more of what sanctity of nature means, or who was brought nearer to the image of Christ, and yet he cries out, “Oh, wretched man that I am! Who shall deliver me from the body of this death”; and finds no joy, until he can say, “I thank God through Jesus Christ our Lord.”

10. Still I think we have another proof, namely, our own observation. We have lived long enough to observe with our own eyes, and by our reading, that sin is the universal disease of manhood. Is it not certain, according to observation, that man’s heart is evil? They used to tell pretty tales about the charming innocence of men dwelling in the sylvan bowers of primeval forests, untainted by the vices of civilization, unpolluted by the inventions of commerce and art. The woods of America were searched, and no such sweet babes of grace were discovered. The ferocity and cruelty of the Indians justify me in saying that they were hateful and hating one another. The blood red tomahawk might have been emblazoned as the Red man’s coat of arms, and his eyes glaring with revenge, might be taken as the true index of his character. Travellers have recently penetrated into the centre of Africa, where we may expect to see nature in its primitive excellence, and what is the report that is brought back to us? Why, it is nature in its primitive devilry, that is all. Let such abominable tyrants as Messrs. Grant and Speke describe to us, indicate to us what man is when he is left in his primeval state, untainted by civilization:—he is simply a greater devil,—he is naked and he is not ashamed; in this only is he like our unfallen parents. Again, try the mild people groups. There is the mild Hindu. You look into his gentle face, and you cannot suppose him to be capable of cruelty. Trust well that mild Hindu, subdued by British arms so speedily, and so cheerfully bowing his neck to the yoke; but you may as well trust the sleek and cunning tiger from his jungle; let the story of the Sepoy rebellion of a few years ago show us the gentleness of the mild Hindu; live among the mild Hindus, and, if you dare read the first chapter of Paul’s Epistle to the Romans, remember that it is a decent account of what in ordinary life is practised among the Hindus, but which could not be more clearly described, because the mouth of modesty would refuse to speak it, and the ears of modesty would tingle at its hearing. The life of the most respectable Hindu is tainted with vices too vile to mention. “Yes, but still,” one says, “we must look at children, because sin may enter into us through education—let us look at children.” Very well, I am willing to look at children, and I am unwilling that anyone should say a word that is harsh or severe against a child’s nature; but I will say that any man who declares children to be born perfect never was a father; for if he would only watch his own child, not merely when that child has its toys around him and is pleased and happy, but when his little temper is ruffled, he would soon perceive evil nestling there. Your child without evil!—you without eyes, you mean! If you will only look and listen you will soon discover, if no other fault, this one, “they go astray from the womb; speaking lies,”—one of the earliest vices of children which needs to be corrected with most constant and wise rigour is the tendency towards falsehood. It is all very well for people to talk about the innocence of children, but I would like them to have to keep one of the nursery schools like those at Manchester, where the children are left while the mothers are at work in the mills, and they would soon discover in their pulling one another’s hair, and scratching at one another’s eyes, and such like pretty little diversions and innocent freaks, that they are not altogether the sweet babes of innocence they are supposed to be. “Well,” one says, “still human nature may have some spiritual good in it. Look at the men who make the page of history illustrious,—look at Socrates, for instance—religion did nothing for Socrates, but yet what a fine character he was.” Who told you that? I will venture to say that the philosopher’s character would not bear description in a decent assembly. We know from undoubted authority that the purest philosophers at times indulged in bestiality and filth. Solon and Socrates were no exceptions. When infidels hold up these sages as being such patterns of what human nature might become, history is dead set against them.

11. “The whole head is sick, and the whole heart is faint; there is no soundness in it.” And this, may be it remembered, is without an exception in the long history of humanity, of about six thousand years; there is not one that has escaped contamination, not one who has come into the world clean, not one who dares go before his Maker’s judgment bar, and say, “Great God, I have never sinned, but have kept your law from my youth up.”

God's Extraordinary Reasoning

12. II. Now I want you to notice, in the second place, a most extraordinary thing—when I noticed it yesterday I was surprised and overwhelmed with grateful admiration—that is, GOD’S EXTRAORDINARY REASONING.

13. Good reasoning, but most extraordinary. He says, “I will not again curse the ground any more for man’s sake; for the imagination of man’s heart is evil from his youth.” Strange logic! In the sixth chapter he said man was evil, and therefore he destroyed him. In the eighth chapter, he says man is evil from his youth, and therefore he will not destroy him. Strange reasoning! Strange reasoning! to be accounted for by the little circumstance in the beginning of the verse, “The Lord smelled a sweet savour.” There was a sacrifice there; that makes all the difference. When God looks on sin apart from sacrifice, Justice says, “Strike! Strike! Curse! Destroy!” But when there is a sacrifice God looks on sin with eyes of mercy, and though Justice says, “Strike,” he says, “No, I have struck my dear Son; I have struck him, and will spare the sinner.” Mercy looks to see if she cannot find some loophole, something that she can make into an excuse why she may spare mankind. Is natural depravity an excuse for sin then? Does God use it as such? No, beloved: that our heart is vile is rather an aggravation of the vileness of our action than any excuse for it. Yet there is this one thing, we are born sinners, and God sees there, I will say, a sort of loophole. Rightly upon the terms of Justice, there is no conceivable reason why he should have mercy upon us, but grace makes and invents a reason. Oh may I be helped, while I try to show you where I think the basis of mercy here lies. Demons fell separately; we have every reason to believe that every fallen angel sinned on his own account, and fell, and it is very likely that on this account there was no possibility, as we know of, of their restoration; every separate fallen spirit was given up forever to chains, and darkness, and flames of fire. But men! Men did not fall separately and individually. Our case is a somewhat different one from that of fallen angels. All of us fell without our own consent, without having, in fact, any finger in it actually. We fell federally in our covenant head; it is in consequence of our falling in Adam, that our heart becomes evil from our youth. Now it looks to me as if God’s mercy caught that. He seemed to say, “These my creatures have according to my arrangement of federation, fallen representatively; then I can save them representatively.” They perished in one, Adam, I will save them in another. They do not fall by their own overt act, although indeed their own overt acts have added to this and deserved my wrath, but their first fall was not through themselves; they are sinful from their very infancy. Therefore he says, “I will deliver them by another since they fell by another.” I do not know whether I can make it any clearer. I do not think that this was any reason before the bar of justice why God should save us, for I believe that he might justly have condemned the whole race of Adam on account of Adam’s sin and their own guilt, but I do think that this was a blessed loophole through which his mercy could as it were come fairly to the sons of men, “There,” he says, “I do not make them distinct individuals but a race; they fell as a race, they shall rise as an elect race. —‘Just as in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be made alive.’—‘Just as by the transgression of one many were made sinners, so by the righteousness of one shall many be made righteous.’” I think you will see the drift of it, then. Man’s being sinful, is in the logic of justice, a reason for punishment; man’s being sinful from his youth by inheritance from his federal head, becomes through mercy a reason why sovereign grace should light upon men while fallen angels are left to perish for ever. Oh! I bless God that I did not first of all fall by myself. I do bless the day now that I fell in Adam, for it may be if I had never fallen in Adam I should have fallen in myself, and then I must have been like fallen angels shut out for ever from the presence of God in the flames of hell. One of the old divines used to say of Adam’s sin, “Beata culpa,” “Happy fault!” I dare not say that, but in one sense I will say, blessed fall that renders it possible for me to rise! Blessed way of ruin which renders it possible for the blessed way of salvation to be brought about—salvation by substitution, salvation by sacrifice; salvation by a new covenant head, who for us is offered up so that God may smell a sweet savour and may deliver us!

14. I hope no one will misconstrue what I have said, and say that I teach that human depravity is an excuse for sin—God forbid! It is only in the eye of grace that it becomes the door of mercy. You know if your child has offended you that you do not want to chastise him, and yet you feel he deserves it. How you do try, if you are a loving parent, to find some reason why you may let him go. There is no reason, you know that. If you deal with him in terms of justice, there is no reason why having sinned he should not smart for it. But you keep casting about for an excuse, perhaps it is his mother’s birthday, and you let him off for that; or else there was some little circumstance which softened the offence for which you may have him excused. I do not know whether the story is true, but it is said of Queen Victoria when she was just queen—quite a girl—she was asked to sign a death warrant for a person who, by court martial, had been condemned to die, and she said to the Duke, “Can you not find any reason why this man should be pardoned?” The Duke said, “No, it was a very great offence, he ought to be punished.” “But was he a good soldier?” The Duke said he was a shamefully bad soldier, had always been noted as a bad soldier. “Well, can you not invent for me any reason?” “Well,” he said, “I have every reason to believe from testimony that he was a good man as a man, although a bad soldier.” “That will do,” she said, and she wrote across it, “Pardoned,”—not because the man deserved it, but because she wanted a reason for having mercy. So my God seems to look upon man, and after he has looked him through and through and cannot see anything, at last he says, “He is evil from his youth,” and he writes “Pardoned.” He smells the sweet savour first, and his heart is turned towards the poor rebel; then he turns to him with mercy and blesses him.

Impossible to Enter Heaven as We Are

15. III. But now, thirdly, with your permission and patience, I shall have to lead you to a few needful inferences from the doctrine of the depravity of man. If the heart is so evil, then it is impossible for us to enter heaven as we are. We cannot suppose that those holy gates shall enclose those whose imaginations and thoughts are evil, only evil continually. No, if that is the place into which shall not enter anything that defiles, then no man being what he was in his first birth can ever stand there. Another step; then it is quite clear that if I am to enter heaven no outward reform will ever do, for if I wash my face, that does not change my heart; and if I give up all my outward sins, and become outwardly what I ought to be, yet still, if it is true that my heart is the villainous thing which Scripture says it is, then my outward reformation cannot touch that, and I am still shut out of heaven; if inside that cup and platter there is all this filthiness, I may cleanse the outside, but I have not touched what will exclude me from heaven. I go then a little further, and I observe that I must have a new nature—not new practice only, but a new nature—not new thoughts or new words, but a new nature, in order to become a totally new man. And when I draw the inference, I have Scripture to back me at once, for what does Jesus say to Nicodemus? “You must be born again.” But what does it mean to be born again? To my first birth, I owe all I am by nature; I must have a second birth to which I am to owe all I am as I enter heaven. Multitudes of people have been saying, “What is Regeneration?” Here they have been writing hundreds of pamphlets, and no two of them agree upon what Regeneration is, except that they say that a man may be regenerated and not converted. Here is an extraordinary thing! an unconverted man who is regenerated! one who is an enemy to God and yet he has in himself a new nature! has been born again and yet is not converted to God. Oh what a Regeneration that does not convert, a regeneration, in fact, that leaves men just where they were before! But to every babe in Christ the word regenerate is as plain as possible—he needs no definition, no description. “To be born again, why,” he says, “I comprehend that it is to be made over again, a new creature in Christ Jesus. My first birth makes me a creature, my second birth makes me a new creature, and I become what I never was before.” I must remember that what is needed in me is not to bring out and develop what is good in me, for, according to God’s Word in the sixth of Genesis, there is nothing good, it is evil only. Grace does not enter to educate the germs of holiness within me, for there is no germ of good in man at all, he is “evil continually,” and every imagination is “only evil.” I must then die to sin; my old nature must be slain, it cannot be mended; it is too bad, too rotten to be patched up—that must die; by the death of Jesus it must be destroyed; it must be buried with Christ, and I must rise in resurrection life to conformity with my Lord Jesus. Well then, advancing one step further, it is clear if I must be this before I can enter heaven, that I cannot give myself a new nature. A crab tree cannot transform itself into an apple tree; if I am a wolf I cannot make myself a sheep; water can rise to its own proper level, but it cannot go beyond it without pressure. I must have then, something done in me more than I can do in myself, and this indeed is good scriptural doctrine. “Whoever is born of the flesh”—what is it? When the flesh has done its very best what is it?—“Whoever is born of the flesh is flesh”—it is filthy to begin with and filth comes from it—only “whoever is born of the Spirit is spirit—do not marvel that I said to you, ‘You must be born again.’”

16. My soul must come under the hand of the Spirit; just as a piece of clay is on the potter’s wheel and is made to revolve and is touched by the fingers of the potter and moulded into what he wishes it to be, so must I lie passively in the hand of the Spirit of God, and he must work in me to will and to do of his own good pleasure, and then I shall begin to work out my own salvation with fear and trembling, but never, never until then. I must have more than nature can give me, more than my mother gave me, more than my father gave me, more than flesh and blood can produce under the most favourable circumstances. I must have the Spirit of God from heaven. Then this enquiry comes, “Have I received it? What is the best evidence of it?” The best evidence of it is this: Am I resting upon Christ Jesus alone for salvation? You generally find on potters’ vessels that there is a certain mark so that you can know who made them; I want to know whether I am a vessel fit for the Master’s use, moulded by his hand, and fashioned by his Spirit. Now, every single vessel that comes out of God’s hands has a cross on it. Do you have the cross on you? Are you resting upon Christ’s bloody atonement made on Calvary? Is he your one rock of refuge for your soul,—your one only hope? Can you say this morning:—

Nothing in my hands I bring,
Simply to your cross I cling:
Naked, come to you for dress;
Helpless, look to you for grace;
Black, I to the fountain fly,
Wash me, Saviour, or I die?

Then, my brother, you have a new heart and a right spirit, you are a new creature in Christ Jesus, for simple faith in Christ is what the old Adam never could attain; a simple faith in Jesus is the great, sure mark of a work of the Holy Spirit in your soul by which you are made to be a partaker of the inheritance of the saints in light. “Whoever believes that Jesus is the Christ is born of God.” Do you believe that Jesus is the Christ? Do you take him to be God’s anointed to you? Do you trust yourself to him to plead for you, to work for you, to fulfill the law for you, to offer atonement for you? If so, if Jesus is the Christ to you, you are born by God. The Spirit which is in you now will drive out the old nature, slay it utterly, cut it up root and branch, and you shall one day bear the image of the heavenly, even as you have until now borne the image of the earthly. May God bless these words of mine to your souls’ good.

Eternal Spirit, we confess
And sing the wonders of your grace;
Your power conveys our blessings down
From God the Father and the Son.

Enlighten’d by your heavenly ray,
Our shades and darkness turn today;
Your inward teachings make us know
Our danger and our refuge too.

Your power and glory works within,
And breaks the chains of reigning sin,
Does our imperious lusts subdue,
And forms our wretched hearts anew.

The troubled conscience knows your voice,
Your cheering words awake our joys;
Your words allay the stormy wind,
And calm the surges of the mind.
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交付星期天的早晨，2月19日，1865年，司布真讲道，在大都会的帐幕，纽因顿。
和主闻馨香;和主说，他的心脏，“我不会再骂人的人的缘故地面多;对人的心脏的想象力是恶从他的青年时期，既将我再次取得任何更多的每生活的事情，因为我已经做了。“（创世记8:21）
1。彼得告诉我们，诺亚方舟和洗礼是得救的数字。他把两者结合起来的方式，由我们保存的照片。诺亚没有被保存，世界正在逐步改革，并恢复到其原始的纯真，但一句谴责的是明显的，和随后死​​亡，埋葬和复活。必须进入诺亚方舟，并成为世界死亡;洪水从天而降，从地底下的秘密喷泉向上上升，方舟必须被淹没，许多水域，这里是埋葬，然后经过一段时间，诺亚和他的家人必须复活的生命到一个全新的世界出来。图人受洗的洗礼，这是相同的，如果他已经与基督同死，被埋葬;纯化和改善，但埋波之下;当他升起，他自称他喜欢新奇的生活。洗礼说明诺亚方舟说明什么，这救恩是由死亡和埋葬。世界，你必须死;肉必须是与基督同死，埋葬基督没有改善，没有更好的，但完全把它作为没有可改进，如草芥，死了，被埋葬的东西被遗忘搁置;我们必须站出来，在复活的生命，觉得我们上面有一个新的天堂，下面我们一个新的地球，住在其中的义，因为我们是在基督耶稣里的新生物。
2。这将是非常有益的纠缠后，每个点之间的相似挪亚的解脱和每一个当选的灵魂得救的。诺亚方舟进入：有时间的时候，我们明显进入基督，并成为与他。诺亚被关在方舟，使他永远无法出来，直到上帝应该开门的是一个神的孩子时，每一个被关闭的时间，信心和充分的保证时给他一个证据，证明他与基督是不可分割之一耶稣在基督的手抓住了，所以没有人可以从那里掐他，隐藏在基督的腰，所以没有人可以分开他从神的爱。然后谈到洪水：那里是1基督徒的经验时，当他发现他自己的堕落;他被保存，他在方舟是，他是但仍然是一个罪人，仍然自交系情欲的主题：突然所有这些腐败打破了他们努力，他们击败后，他的方舟，他们抨击他的信仰，如果可能的话淹没在他的灵魂的罪，但他不被破坏，所有这些，神的恩典是他在其他人没有的地方，他在他的罪不能被淹死的地方是，他是在基督耶稣里。他登上洪水深化;他更觉得他堕落的深度，他更欣赏丰满的赎罪牺牲，更可怕的诱惑更多的欢乐是他在基督耶稣里的安慰，所以他在圣餐上升对他的神。风：腐败洪水assuaged与和平的统治范围内的神圣精神的气息，和灵魂的典型唱“，所以因信称义，我们必须通过我们的主耶稣基督的和平与上帝”，然后是山顶部出现：成圣的需要后，部分人的地方，也有一些明亮的青睐闪亮的腐败一般洪水，也有一些他刚出生的性质分，他喜欢自己的美丽。他的方舟已经停飞和解决与陷入困境的信心，他不再浮动，可以这么说，周围扔争不信，但他认为，作为基督耶稣是永远坚定地坐在神的右边，所以他在基督耶稣里，已经进入休息。方舟在亚拉腊顶部接地：信徒的经验，所以没有来定居的条件，他没有更多的感动与恐惧和质疑，但他希望能在神的荣耀高兴。搜索后，他完成救赎的证据，他将提出他的想法，可能他发送了一些他自己的无知肉体的期望，正如诺亚出动乌鸦，圣灵的工作是什么，这些无知的想象，去和他们永远不会返回，因为没有老亚当不洁的孩子可以成为新的世界，都能辨明。然后，他将鸽子圣洁的欲望，认真祈祷来来回回，和他们良好的信物，一些选择仁慈的上帝之手，保证和平的橄榄枝，信徒一定知道不仅他是在基督里，他不仅是在基督接地，但所有的水域减轻，所有的罪了，所有危险删除，销毁所有死亡。然后发生神打开门的时候，基督已经为基督教起来，直到这时，一直在十字架上的负担，他不喜欢在自由的监狱，但现在父神祝福精神打开门，完全是在新的世界自由的信徒。
3。保存灵魂的第一个行动是，诺亚一样，建立一个ALTER神，作为一个牧师，献祭，因为它上升到天上，被接受，因为它是一个纪念基督。主汗水馨香的气味，虽然相信的人仍然是充满罪恶，从他的青年有邪恶的想象，但他听到该公约的声音说，“我将没有更多的诅咒，我也不再罢工”，他听到该公约的承诺，永远印证神的信实，他高兴像诺亚，一个新的世界，在这住义，继承。
4。根据这些解释，我不打下任何压力，但我知道使徒关于夏甲和撒拉，“这东西是一则寓言说，”我相信这本书或Genesis是天意开展的帐户，如果它正确读取，而不是由好奇的眼睛，但已明智地看到神的深层的东西，非常神圣和圣洁的教学将它分辨学生的心脏。但现在我来的文本本身。
5。我们这里有，首先，非常悲伤和痛苦的事实，“男人的心的想象力是恶从他的青年时期”，我们有，第二，神的最不寻常的推理，“我将不会再骂人的地面人的缘故，想象力是人的心邪“，然后，第三，我们有一些推论非凡，但是从自己的实际文本。
人的本质是不治之症
6。一开始文本，然后，我们这里有一个最痛苦的事实，即人的本性是不可治愈的， - “邪恶的想象力是人的心从他的青年。”
7。你会记得，在洪水之前，在第六章中，它被写，“上帝看见人在地上罪恶很大，每一个想象他心里的想法是只恶。”（创世记6 ：5）洪水过后，它是一样的。在第六章的描述，属于所有的上古种族。您可能希望如此可怕的判决后，当只有少数几个，选择和青睐一些，这是8个，储存的水，然后人开始新的更好的股票，干枯和腐烂是老枝切去，现在人的本性会得到改善。它不是一个白衣所以神一样的人，男子宣称，他的想象力是洪水前的邪恶，宣告后，他们非常相同的判决之后。哦，上帝！人性是多么绝望！这是多么不可能体贴肉体的，应与神！如何要紧的是，你应该给我们新​​心和权利的精神，看到老大自然是如此邪恶，即使你的判断的洪水，其邪恶的想象力，它不能治愈！我会对你故意注意到在这两个通道所用的字眼，老古董和神洪水过后的判决。看第六章第五诗句，为上帝看见向外罪不仅是伟大的和乘以，他哭了复仇，他看到了世人的罪，后代该隐;更糟的是，他看到在选定的儿子从神的背叛和出发，塞特的儿子已经误入歧途。神的儿子们看见人的女子，他们是公平的，两场比赛成为夹杂着怪物的罪孽。但是，更糟糕的是，他看到了，人们的心的思想是邪恶的：人可以不认为不被邪恶;的确，更多的，在底层这背后的现实思考，未成形，没有过时思想，鸡蛋，思想的胚胎，被称为这里的思想想象力，第一的观念，婴儿运动的灵魂，他发现这一切是邪恶。但观察，他说他们是“恶”。没有一丝好，没有黄金之中的糟粕，没有光线黑暗之中的，他们是“恶”。然后他补充说，单词“不断。”什么！从来没有任何悔改吗？从来没有任何对权利的向往？没有纯粹的圣洁滴，现在呢？没有，从来没有。 “每一个想象”注意到这个词。全诗是最清楚的，一把扫帚扫男人的所有吹嘘的好干净。 “每一个想象”时，他在他的最好的是，当他站在神的祭坛，当他尝试是正确的，即使这样，他的想法，他们的邪恶。迪克博士说，“所有的人的想法，他的欲望，他的目的是邪恶的，明示或暗示，因为他们的主题是公然的罪恶，或因为他们没有从一个神圣的原则进行，不向一个适当的结束。这不是偶尔，因此，人的灵魂是堕落的影响下，但是这是它的习惯和状态。这似乎是不可能构造一个句子，而应该更清楚地表达其总腐败比这“看这其他的通道，这是我们的文字。你会看到它提供了一个非常邪恶的不同阶段，但它不会减弱一丝一毫它丝毫不差;它仍然是“男人的心的想象力，”它仍然是内向的性格，本质，精髓，神是处理人类骨髓。它不是人，是犯规的流，但人的喷泉，喷泉内心源，他心中的想象力是邪恶的：这里告诉我们什么，我们没有告诉其他文字，从他的青年，也就是说从他最早的童年，他的想法是邪恶的，它不会从他的童年在任何情况下邪恶如果有不在此之前，播种邪恶的种子，因此，我们可以走得更远，圣经的话，我们可以承认悲伤的真实性“看哪，我是在罪孽shapen的罪我母亲怀胎的。”从最早的想象期间在人性的存​​在，它是1污损，污染事，唯一值得上帝的绝对憎恶;和，如果它是不，他的气味在基督的牺牲为馨香，他会说，因为他没有说，在第六章中，他后悔，他曾提出在地球上的人，他在他的心中忧伤。和上帝说，“我将摧毁我已经把他们从地球表面的创建人。”
8。因此，我已带出明显的，我希望你的面前，这个痛苦的事实。之前和之后的洪水，这是事实。如果你想任何证据证明它是真实的现在，这一切证明它的经文段落的分数。我想，然而，如果我们的时间是有限的，因为它是今天早上，我更喜欢第三章提到保罗的书信向罗马。它是人类堕落的普遍性，可能已经写下的最彻底的描述。开始在第九届诗句，“那么，我会读吗？是我们比他们更好吗？没有，在任何明智的，因为我们已经证明，无论是犹太人和外邦人，他们都在罪恶之下，因为它是书面的，有没有义人，连一个也没有，有没有谁明白，有没有谁搞神后。他们都偏离正路，一同变为无用，有没有谁确实不错，连一个也没有。他们的喉咙是敞开的坟墓，用自己的舌头，他们用欺骗;虺蛇的毒气，是根据自己的嘴唇：嘴巴全是咒骂和辛酸：他们的脚飞跑，抛头颅，洒热血的破坏和痛苦，以自己的方式是：他们不知道和平的方式：有没有他们眼中不怕神“现在我们知道了力所能及的事情，法律说，根据法律规定对这些人说：让每口可能会停止，所有世界可能成为神面前认罪。“（罗3:9-19），乔纳森·爱德华兹这段话时说，”如果使徒这里使用的话最充分并确定的并不意味着普遍性，没有的话曾经在“圣经”或其他地方，都足以做到这一点。“我可能挑战生产中的任何一个段落的经文，从开始到结束，那里就是这样的重复和术语的积累，如此强烈，并强调任何人，仔细来表达最完美的和绝对的普遍性，或任何地方相比。有什么实例是在圣经，或任何其他书面，确实时，意思是只有更大的一部分，这意思是重复这些词句，以这种方式编写的，“他们都是，”他们都是“ “他们都在一起”，“每一个”，“世界上所有的”;加入乘以消极方面，以显示其普遍性，无一例外;说，“有没有肉”，“有没有，有没有，有没有，有没有“的四倍以上;除此外，”不，不，不，不是一个“一次又一次。 。 。 。 “所以，如果此事[普遍堕落]是不是在这里显然，明确和全面的描述，它必须是因为没有的话，可以做到这一点;它不是语言的力量，或任何方式和术语的解释，但是做作和堆积后，一个又一个，确定的表示任何这样的事情。“我可以补充，使其更加有说服力的，使徒坚持在它的污染不仅是一个人的一部分，但他总结了不同部位和权力身体，打算用它来表示的激情和灵魂的素质，你有“脚”，“口”，“眼睛”，“手”，所有的堕落，所有的污秽，所有卑鄙。诚然，如果我们不能看到这里的学说，它是可能的，我们从来没有看到任何地方，我们有我们自己，在我们自己的失明，证明了它是如何真正确保。这样的段落，因为这些可能会加强你的心，在那里工作的说，“谁能使洁净之物出于污秽？不“（伯14:4），并再次，”什么是男人，他应该是干净的吗？他出生的女人，他应该是正义的吗？“（约伯记15:14）从我们的春天显然是有罪的源泉。我们没有完美的母亲或父亲完善，我们又怎能期待一个干净的东西不洁之物，应提请？大卫说，看着主在第十四诗篇“，”从天上降下来后，孩子的男人，看看是否有任何理解和寻求神。他们都偏离正路，一同变为污秽：有没有谁做的好，连一个也没有“（诗篇14:2,3）你知道自己对自己的描述第五十一届诗篇，。因此，我几乎需要来引用它。他的儿子，强大的布道者所罗门男子在传道书说，“世人的心充满了邪恶，在他们的心脏和疯狂，而他们的生活。”（传道书9:3），你没有忘记悲哀的描述在以赛亚书的第一章，“整个头部有病，整个心脏是微弱的。从唯一的甚至头脚有没有在它的稳健性，但伤口和瘀伤，和腐化疮“（以赛亚书1:5,6）耶利米通道也非常突出，”心是骗人的。以上所有的东西，坏到极处，谁知道它“（耶利米书17:9）和我们的救主，把很强的语言，他对人的心脏在马太自己的看法：”继续走出心有恶念，凶杀，奸淫，苟合，偷盗，作假见证，上帝的亵渎。“（马太福音15:19）也许，毕竟最强的一个是保罗，他说，”原来体贴肉体的，是与神为仇（不甘心神），既不确实可以。“（罗马书8:7）和詹姆斯·，实际詹姆斯说，”这是我们的精神私欲羡慕。“（雅各书4:5）我只扑杀了一个或两个通道，它出的极大丰富群众。如果任何人有决心把圣经颠倒和歪曲真相，他可能逃离人类的总堕落的教义，但肯定，如果我们把“圣经”，因为它代表，我们可以大胆地说，如果它不教导说，人是邪恶，彻底邪恶的，那么它不教什么，这本书是没有任何形式的意义。人是彻底的邪恶的心是坏的通过，并通过其核心，它感染与神在它的中心和本质的罪恶和仇恨。
9。让我们记住神的人的供词。你从来没有听说过他的膝盖上的一位圣人还告诉主，他有一个良好的性质，他并不需要更新。圣人，因为他们在恩典中成长，感受更多和更敏锐邪恶的旧性质。你会发现，那些谁是最像基督，有最深的知识，对自己的堕落，是最不起眼的，而他们承认他们的罪孽。谁也不知道自己的心的男人，也许能够夸耀，但就是简单的无知，因为如果你将采取的圣洁和对知识的尊重神的事情在我们中间的任何人的传记，他们会发现他们经常哭出来下外来肉欲和罪恶的感觉。如果我可以回到圣经，我不禁引用大卫，“看哪，我出生在罪恶和罪孽。”（诗篇51:5）这是一个最无赖的事​​情，有些人试图诋毁大卫的母亲，并假设有一些不规则的关于他的出生，这使他说话像他那样，而不能有丝毫的归集后，令人钦佩的女人。大卫自己说，她激烈的尊重，并说，“保存你婢女的儿子”，但他觉得没有抹黑，是这样一个女人的儿子。 ，毫无疑问，她是一个优秀的地球，然而，她优秀，它只能是她的儿子在罪的设想。让我们不要在所有企图逃脱从大卫说什么力量。他不使用双曲线表达式;在整个诗篇的指示有没有夸张，他是一个破碎的膝盖上的仁人，他承认自己的罪过与拔示巴，是不可能对自己的母亲带来的所有指控，或用夸张的条款。心爱的它是如此;我们，我们最好的，仍然要承担的不洁的人，我们从他们那里窜出的痕迹。再次采取保罗是有过一个人，谁知道是什么性质的手段，或者​​被带到接近基督的形象，但他大声呼喊：“哦，可怜的人，我的神圣！谁应脱离这取死的身体“;和没有发现的喜悦，直到他可以说，”我感谢上帝通过耶稣基督我们的主“。
10。尽管如此，我认为我们必须再一次证明，即我们自己的观察。足够长的时间，我们一直与我们自己的眼睛观察，和我们的阅读，该罪是男子气概的普遍疾病。这是不能肯定，据观察，那人的心是邪恶的吗？他们告诉美丽的传说，迷人的男子居住在原始森林SYLVAN鲍尔斯的清白，玷污文明的恶习，商业与艺术的发明无污染。美国的森林进行了全面搜查，并没有宽限期，这样甜蜜的辣妹被发现。印第安人的凶猛和残酷的理由我说，他们可恨，恨一个。血红色战斧可能已经印红衣男子的纹章，他的眼睛，怒视着与报复，可能会被视为他的性格的真实指数。旅客最近已渗透到非洲的中心，在那里我们可以期望看到在其原始的卓越性质，被带回给我们的报告是什么？为什么，这是其的原始魔鬼，这是所有的性质。让格兰特先生和斯皮克等恶劣的暴君给我们介绍，表明我们是什么人当他被留在他的原始状态，文明玷污：他仅仅是一个更大的魔鬼，他是赤裸裸的，他是不以为耻;在此仅是他像我们没有堕落的父母。再次，尝试温和的人民团体。有轻度印度教。你看他的温柔的脸，你不能假设他是残酷的。信任以及温和的印度教，由英国武器制服，以便迅速，所以他的脖子上的枷锁乐呵呵地鞠躬，但你可能也相信他的丛林圆滑和狡猾的老虎;让的Sepoy叛乱的故事，几年前表明我们的，温和的印度教温柔;生活的温和的印度教徒之间，和，如果你敢读第一章保罗的书信，以罗马，记住这是1，在平凡的生活是印度教徒之间实行体面的帐户，但不能更清楚地说明，因为谦虚的嘴将拒绝发言，谦逊的耳朵会刺痛聆讯。最可敬的印度生活太卑鄙提沾染恶习。 “是的，但仍然”一说，“我们必须看孩子，因为罪可能进入到我们通过教育，让我们看看孩子。”很好，我很愿意看孩子，我不愿意任何人应该说这个词恶劣或严重打击孩子的天性，但我会说，任何人谁宣称要被出生完美儿童永远是父亲，因为如果他将只能看自己的孩子，不只是当发现孩子有其他周围的玩具，是欣慰和高兴，但发威，当他的小脾气，他将很快有感知邪恶的雏鸟。你的孩子没有邪恶！你没有眼睛，你的意思！如果你只能看和听，你会很快发现，如果没有其他故障，这一次，“他们从子宫误入歧途;讲的谎言，”一常数和最明智的最早的儿童需要加以纠正的恶习严谨是对谎言的倾向。它是人们谈论儿童的天真都很好，但我希望他们保持像那些在曼彻斯特，在那里的孩子们留下的幼儿园之一，而母亲在工厂工作，他们很快就会发现，他们拉着彼此的头发，抓在彼此的眼睛，喜欢漂亮的小改道和无辜的怪胎，他们不是完全清白的，他们应该是甜的辣妹。 “嗯，”一说，“人性可能有精神好一些。使历史的一页辉煌的男子看，看看苏格拉底为实例宗教，并没有苏格拉底，但尚未罚款的性格，他是“谁告诉你的吗？我敢说，哲学家的性格不会承担在一个体面的组装说明。我们知道，从不容置疑的权威，在时代的最纯粹的哲学家沉迷在兽性和污物。梭伦，苏格拉底没有例外。当异教徒托起这些先贤作为这种模式的人性可能变成什么，历史是对他们死心塌地。
11。 “整个头是生病了，整个心是微弱的;没有在它的稳健性。”而这一点，可能会记住，没有例外是在人类的历史悠久，大约六千多年没有1，已逃脱污染，没有谁已进入的世界干净，没有谁胆敢去他制作的判决栏前，并说，来到“大神，我也从来没有犯过罪，但已不断从我的青春你的法律了。”
神非凡的推理
12。二。现在，我希望你注意到，排在第二位，一个最不寻常的事情时，我注意到昨天我感到惊讶和感激钦佩，这是不堪重负，神非凡的推理。
13。良好的推理，但最不寻常的。他说，“我不会再次诅咒地面任何更多的人的缘故。从他年轻时的想象力是人的心邪恶”奇怪的逻辑！在第六章中，他说人是邪恶的，因此，他毁了他。在第八章，他说，从他的青年男子是邪恶，所以他不会破坏他。奇怪的推理！奇怪的推理！占小的情况下开始的诗句，“耶和华闻馨香。”有牺牲，这使所有的差异。当神对罪的，除由牺牲，司法部说，“严打！好球！诅咒！摧毁“，但时有牺牲神对罪的慈爱的眼睛，但法官说，”严打“，他说，”不，我已取得我亲爱的儿子！我已经击中了他，将不遗余力的罪人“慈悲看起来看到，如果她不能找到一些漏洞，一些她可以成为一个借口，让她为什么会不遗余力人类。是很自然的堕落罪，然后借口吗？神不使用它？不，亲爱的：我们的心是可耻的，而是我们行动的卑劣，它比任何借口加重。然而，有这样一件事，我们是天生的罪人，神看见有，我会说，漏洞排序。正确的，根据司法部的条款，是不可以想象的原因，他应该有怜悯我们，但宽限期和发明的一个原因。哦，我可能会得到帮助，而我试图告诉你，我觉得这里慈悲的基础在于。恶魔分别下跌;我们有一切理由相信，每一个堕落天使得罪自己的帐户上，并下跌，很可能，这个帐户上有没有可能，因为我们知道他们的恢复，每一个单独的下跌的精神永远链，和黑暗，火焰。但男人！男人不属于单独和独立。我们的情况是有所不同，从堕落的天使。未经自己同意，我们所有的下跌，而无需，实际上，它在任何手指实际上。我们下降了联邦政府在我们盟约头;它是我们在亚当的下降的后果，从我们的青春，我们的心变得邪恶。现在看来，我仿佛神的怜悯抓住。他似乎说，“我的这些生物都按照我的安排，联邦下降代表性;然后我可以节省他们的代表性：”他们在一个灭亡，亚当，我会保存在另一个。他们不属于自己的公开行为，虽然他们公开自己的行为确实已添加到这个值得我的愤怒，但他们的第一个秋天是通过自己;他们是从他们的幼年罪孽深重。因此，他说，“我将提供另一个他们，因为他们下跌的另一个”我不知道我是否可以把它再清楚不过。我没有不认为这是任何理由之前，正义的酒吧为什么上帝要拯救我们，为我相信，他可能会理直气壮地有谴责的亚当亚当的罪和他们自己的罪责而整个比赛，但我不认为这是一个幸福的漏洞，他的怜悯，通过它可以作为它来相当男人的儿子，“在那里，”他说，“我不会让他们鲜明的个人，而是一个种族，他们作为一个种族了，他们将作为一个上升选举比赛 - “正如亚当应当全部都死了，甚至在基督复活。” - “正如许多人成为罪人的罪过，所以人不得许多成为义的义。”他说：“我想你会看到它的漂移，然后。男子是被罪恶的，是正义的逻辑处罚的理由;人的是有罪的继承他的联邦头从他的青年，通过怜悯成为一个为什么主权的恩典要临到人身上点燃而堕落的天使都留下永远一般灰飞烟灭的理由。哦！我祝福上帝，我没有全部由我自己秋天的第一。我祝福的日子，现在我在亚当下跌，因为它可能是我从来没有在亚当里堕落，我应该对自己有下降，然后我必须像堕落天使永远关闭了从神的存在烈焰地狱。亚当的罪常说的老神学家之一，“贝娅塔过失”，“故障快乐！”我不敢说，但我会在某种意义上说，祝福的秋天，我有可能上升呈现！有福的破产方式，使得有可能为救恩的祝福方式，将带来替代约救赎，牺牲救赎;新约头，为我们提供了这样神可闻馨香，可得救救我们！
14。我希望没有人会误解我所说的，并说，我教的是，人类的堕落罪上帝保佑的借口！这是只有在宽限期的眼睛，它变成了怜悯之门。你知道如果你的孩子已经得罪你，你不想惩罚他，但你觉得他应得的。你如何尝试，如果你是一个慈爱的父母，找到一些原因，你可以让他去。没有任何理由，你知道。在司法方面，如果你跟他打交道，有没有为什么犯了罪，他不应该为它聪明的原因。但是你继续铸造有关的借口，也许是他母亲的生日，你让他;或者有一些小的情况下软化的罪行，而您可能有他的理由。我不知道是否是真实的故事，但它是维多利亚女王时说，她只是王后，相当一个女孩，她被要求签署了一人，由军事法庭已判处死刑的人的死刑令，公爵和她说：“你能不能找到任何理由，这名男子应该赦免？”公爵说，“不，这是一个非常伟大的罪行，他应该受到惩罚。”但他是个好兵？“公爵说，他是一个可耻的坏士兵，一直有人指出作为一个糟糕的士兵。 “嗯，你可以没有发明任何理由我吗？”“嗯，”他说，“我有充分的理由相信从证词中说，他是作为一个人的好男人，虽然不好士兵。”“会做， “她说，她跨越它写道，”赦免“，不是因​​为男人活该，但因为她想有怜悯的理由。因此，我的上帝似乎看后的人，通过，并通过后，他看了看他，并可以不看到最后什么，他说，“他恶从他的青年时期，”和他写道：“赦免​​。”他的气味的甜滋味第一，他的心转向穷人的反叛者，然后他转身对他的怜悯和祝福他。
因为我们是不可能进入天堂
15。第三。但现在，第三，您的权限和耐心，我会带领你一个人堕落的教义的几个要紧的推论。如果心是如此邪恶，那么它是我们进入天堂，因为我们是不可能的。我们不能假设那些神圣的门，应附上他们的想象力和思想是邪恶的，只有邪恶不断。不，如果是这样的地方，将不得输入任何内容，污秽，然后他在他的第一胎是没有人可以永远站在那里。又迈进了一步，然后是很清楚，如果我进入天堂，没有外在的改革都不会做，如果我洗脸，不改变我的心;如果我放弃了我所有的向外罪，并成为向外什么我应该，但仍然，如果它是真实的是我的心的流氓事而圣经说，它是，然后我向外的改革可以不碰的，和我现在仍然关闭的天堂了，如果那个杯子里面的盘片有所有这一切的污秽，我可以在外面清洗，但我还没有触及将排除我从天上。然后我去远一点，我观察，我必须有一个新的性质，而不是新的实践，但一个新的性质，而不是新的想法或新词，而是一个新的性质，才能成为一个全新的人。当我画的推理，我有圣经备份一次，什么耶稣对尼哥底母说我吗？ “你必须重生。”，但重生是什么意思？我的第一胎，我欠我性质;我进入天堂，我必须有第二次，我欠我的出生。众多的人一直在说，“什么是再生？”在这里，他们已经编写数百小册子，并没有他们两人同意后，再生是什么，但他们说，一个人是可再生的，而不是转换。这里是一个非同寻常的事情！归正的人谁是再生！谁是上帝的敌人，但他自己有一个新的性质！已经重生，还没有转换为神。哦不转换，实际上是一个再生，再生，离开只是他们以前的男人！但贝贝在基督里的每个字再生纯如可能，他需要没有定义，没有说明。 “重生，为什么，”他说，“我理解，这是要再次作出了新的生物，在基督耶稣里。我的第一胎，让我一个生物，我的第二胎，我一个新的生物，和我成为我以前从来没有。“我一定要记住，什么是我需要的是不带出和发展，什么是我的好，根据神在创世记第六字，有什么好，它是邪恶的。宽限期不进入教育我圣洁的细菌内，有没有好男人的生殖，他是“恶”，和每一个想象的是，我必须再死罪“恶”。我的老性质必须被杀害，不能谁料，这是太糟糕了，太烂到被修补了，是必须死的;耶稣的死亡它必须被摧毁;它必须要与基督一同埋葬，和我必须上升复活的生命符合我的主耶稣。那么，进一步推进了一步，它是明确的，如果我必须受这之前，我可以进入天堂，我不能给自己一个新的性质。蟹树不能转化成一棵苹果树，如果我是狼，我不能让自己的一只羊，水可以上升到自己应有的水平，但没有压力，它不能超越它。然后，我必须在我办什么事比我更可以在自己做，这的确是良好的圣经教义。 “谁是从肉身生的”是什么呢？当肉已完成其最好的是什么呢 - “谁是从肉身生的就是肉身”，它是肮脏的开始和污物从它只有“凡从圣灵生的精神，做不惊叹我对你说，“你必须重生。”
16。我的灵魂必须来圣灵的手下;就像一块粘土的陶工的轮是做旋转和是陶工的手指触摸和成什么，他希望它是塑造，所以要我撒谎他必须被动的神的灵手，在我工作的意愿，做自己的美意，然后，我就开始工作了我自己的救赎与恐惧和颤抖，但从来没有，在那之前从来没有。我必须比自然更可以给我，超过我的母亲给了我，超过我的父亲给了我，比血肉更可以在最有利的情况下产生。我必须从天上的神的精神。这项调查，“我收到了吗？它的最好的证据是什么？“它的最好的证据是这样的：我在基督耶稣里独自休息的救赎？通常，您找到陶工的船只上，这样您就可以知道是谁使他们有一定的标志，我想知道我是否为大师的船只使用合适，塑造他的手，他的精神老式。现在，每一个出来的上帝之手的船只，它有一个跨。你有你的十字架？你休息后，基督的血腥赎罪上各各？他是一个避难的岩石为你的灵魂，你只希望吗？你可以说，今天上午： - 

任何我把我的手，
只是为了你的十字架，我坚持：
赤身露体，来给你的那件衣服;

无奈，期待你的恩典;

黑色，我的喷泉飞，
救主，洗净我，我死了吗？
然后，我的兄弟，你有一个新的心脏和权利的精神，你是在基督耶稣里新造的人，简单的信念在基督里是老亚当从来没有什么可以达到简单的信念在耶稣是伟大的，肯定的标志圣灵在你的灵魂，你是光圣人继承有分工作。 “谁相信耶稣是基督是神的诞生。”你相信耶稣是基督吗？你以为他是神的受膏者？你相信自己对他恳求你，为你工作，履行法律为你，为你提供赎罪吗？如果是这样，如果耶稣是基督给你，你是天生的上帝。现在是你的精神，将赶走旧的性质，它完全杀死，切根和分支，您应承担天上的形象，即使你到现在为止，承担尘世的形象。愿上帝保佑我的这些话，自己的灵魂好。
永恒的精神，我们承认
唱你的恩典的奇迹;

你的力量传达我们的祝福
来自上帝的父亲和儿子。
你天上射线开明
我们的阴影和黑暗反过来今天;

让我们知道你外来的教义
我们的危险，我们的避难所。
你的权力和荣耀的工作范围内，
并打破统治罪恶的枷锁，
我们的专横的私欲征服，
我们可怜的心重新形成。
陷入困境的良心知道你的声音，
你欢呼的话醒了我们的欢乐;

你的话，减轻了狂风，
和冷静的头脑潮。
司布真讲道
从查尔斯·司布真讲道一系列供参考，不一定答案在创世记中的地位。吉翁并不完全同意六天的创造和潜水科目超越AIG重点（如，加尔文主义与亚米纽斯主义的洗礼方式等）
How Can Someone Start a New Life in Christ?

1. How did God deal with sin from the time of Adam to the time of Christ?

2. What hope did those living in a sin-cursed world have for relief from God’s judgment against sin?

3. God is just, so He must punish sin. How can God be just and not send every person to hell?

 4. What has God given us to recognize how far we fall short of His standard?

5. What aspects of sharing the gospel with others do you need to understand more about? What will you do to equip yourself?

人怎么能在基督里开始新生活呢？
1。神如何对付罪从亚当到基督的时间吗？
2。什么希望并救济那些生活在一种罪过诅咒的世界，神对罪的审判吗？
3。上帝是公正的，所以他必须惩罚罪恶。神怎么能公正，而不是每个人发送到地狱？
 4。神给我们认识到多远，我们落在了他的标准呢？
5。你需要了解更多有关与他人分享福音的哪些方面？装备自己，你会做什么？
