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Many times when people think of bacteria they associate them with disease. Commercials abound for cleaning wipes that sterilize (kill) “99.5%” of bacteria and viruses on household surfaces. However, the reality is that only 10% of bacteria are “bad” or pathogenic (disease-causing) while the other 90% are “good” or non-pathogenic. In fact, they are necessary components for human life.

Bacteria and You

Many times bacteria are found to live in symbiotic relationships with other organisms. “They [bacteria] receive room and board in exchange for labour and chemical currency” (typically in the form of nutrients).1 Bacteria play a very important role in the large intestine. In the womb, babies are essentially sterile but by the age of 2 have acquired through their environment the complement of bacteria that will inhabit their gut throughout adulthood, also known as gut flora.1“The human gut houses a staggering 10 to 100 trillion microbes from 500 to 1,000 species—more than 10 times the number of cells that make up the human body.”1 So essentially, you are more bacteria than human!

Gut flora are responsible for aiding in digestion (they have enzymes to breakdown foodstuffs that we don’t) and making vitamins. Another important function they serve is usually not noticed until the gut flora is killed by taking well-intentioned antibiotics for an infection. Sometimes people will suffer from what is referred to as antibiotic-associated diarrhea. When many of the “good” bacteria are killed by the antibiotics, the “bad” bacteria can gain a foothold and cause diarrhea.

Gut flora are in constant competition with pathogenic bacteria (acquired through the environment) for nutrients. Gut flora can alter the gut environment making it unsuitable for growth by pathogenic bacteria. They also produce bacteriocins, which are chemicals that kill other bacteria. Competition among bacteria is very important for keeping populations of pathogenic bacteria in check. So think twice about using those antibiotic wipes for general cleaning—a sterile environment is not a good thing!

A recent study found that “skin harbors at least 182 species of bacteria, many of which were previously unknown.”2 Differences in the complement of bacteria on the skin were found between individuals (more than 71% were unique to an individual) and between men and women.2 Again, one of their main roles may be competition to keep the numbers of “bad” bacteria low.

Exposure to bacteria early in life has also been linked to lower incidences of allergies in children. Children who live on farms (supposedly exposing themselves to many bacteria by working with animals and being outside) are less likely to develop allergies than children not living on farms.3Allergies are caused by the body overreacting to a foreign agent (such as pollen, dust, etc.). The bacteria are thought to “train” the immune system to react appropriately. So the next time you see your kid stuffing their mouth full of dirt, stay calm and think about all the “training” their immune system is getting.

Consuming Bacteria Can Be Good for You

The term probiotics (literally “for life”) refers to dietary supplements that contain live cultures of bacteria or yeast. Many dairy products, such as yogurt and milk, are considered probiotics. Dannon has recently marketed a yogurt which contains the bacteria Bifidus Regularis [sic], which the company claims helps to regulate your digestive system.4 Probiotics are sort of the Rid-X of the human septic system. The bacteria that compose the probiotics do not remain in the body permanently but may be effective when normal gut flora has been diminished. Research on probiotics is preliminary, but their market worth ranges in the billions. Probiotics are currently being investigated for their effectiveness in curing obesity, colitis, colon cancer, and irritable bowel syndrome.1,5
Conclusion

Although unseen and often given a bad rap, most bacteria are not a detriment to human life but rather necessary for human life. Although the Fall has affected bacteria (as everything else) resulting in mutations that can lead to bacteria that cause disease, this was not part of God’s original design. Fortunately, much of God’s original design of beneficence can still be seen in these microscopic wonders that inhabit our gut, skin, and every environment on planet earth.
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细菌：多好的比坏的和丑陋
由格鲁吉亚，2007年16 Ph.D. June，Purdom
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很多时候，当人们想到的细菌与疾病的关联。清洁湿巾，消毒（杀死）家庭表面上的“99.5％”的细菌和病毒的广告比比皆是。然而，现实是，只有10％的细菌是“坏”的或病原（致病），而其他90％是“好”或非致病性。事实上，它们是人类生活的必要组成部分。
细菌和你
多次被发现的细菌生活在与其他生物共生的关系。 “他们[细菌]收到的房间，并在劳动和化学货币汇率板”（通常在营养物质的形式）0.1细菌在大肠中发挥了非常重要的作用。婴儿在子宫内，基本上是无菌的，但2岁已通过他们的环境中获得的补充，将居住在整个成年期，也作为肠道flora.1称为“人体肠道内安置了惊人的10至100万亿微生物肠道细菌物种超过10倍的数量，使人体的细胞“。1，从500到1000，所以基本上，你有更多的细菌比人类！
肠道菌群，帮助消化（他们有击穿的食品，我们不这样做的酶）和维生素。他们服务的另一个重要功能通常没有注意到，直到被感染的善意的抗生素杀死肠道菌群。有时人们会患上被称为抗生素相关性腹泻。当许多“好”细菌是由抗生素杀死，“坏”细菌能够站稳脚跟，并引起腹泻。
肠道菌群与致病细菌的营养素（后天通过环境）的不断竞争。肠道菌群可以改变肠道环境，使得它不适合致病菌生长。他们还产生细菌素，这些化学品可以杀死其他细菌。细菌之间的竞争是非常重要的致病细菌的种群数量保持在支票。所以想想一般清洁无菌的环境中使用这些抗生素擦拭两次，是不是一件好事！
最近的一项研究发现，“皮肤窝藏至少182种细菌，其中许多前所未知的。”2补细菌在皮肤上的差异与个人之间（71％以上是个人的独特）男子和女人.2同样，他们的主要角色之一，可能是竞争，以保持较低的“坏”细菌的数量。
暴露于细菌在生命的早期也已挂在儿童过敏发病率较低。住在农场（据说揭露自己工作与动物外，许多细菌）的儿童不太可能发展比生活农场.3过敏的儿童过敏引起的身体反应过度外地代理（如花粉，灰尘等）。这种细菌被认为“训练”免疫系统作出适当反应。因此，下一次你看到你的孩子馅他们口中满是污垢，保持冷静，想想所有的“训练”他们的免疫系统越来越。
消费细菌可以对你有好处
长期益生菌（字面意思是“为人生”），是指膳食补充剂含有活的细菌或酵母培养。许多乳制品，如酸奶和牛奶，被认为是益生菌。达能酸奶，其中包含最近销售的细菌双歧Regularis的[原文]，该公司声称有助于调节你的消化系统系统.4益生菌是人类的化粪池系统摆脱-X的排序。不留在体内的细菌组成的益生菌永久，但可能是有效的，当正常的肠道菌群已减少。对益生菌的研究是初步的，但其市场价值在数十亿美元的范围。益生菌目前正在调查其有效性在治疗肥胖症，结肠炎，结肠癌，肠易激综合症.1，5

结论
虽然看不见，经常给予坏名声，大多数细菌是不以损害人的生命，而是人类生活所必需的。虽然秋季已经影响导致基因突变，可导致引起疾​​病的细菌，细菌（一切），这是不是神的原始设计的一部分。幸运的是，许多神的恩惠的原始设计仍然可以看出在这些居住在我们的肠道，皮肤，和地球上的每一个环境的微观奇观。
Bacteria Keep “Outsmarting” Antibiotics
Published on May 12, 2011 in Science.

While antibiotics are still a very essential and useful weapon in our modern-day warfare against bacterial infections, their effectiveness has been thwarted by the development of antibiotic resistance. Some bacteria have even developed resistance to multiple antibiotics such as MRSA (methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus). In order to develop more effective antibiotics, scientists are trying to determine exactly how bacteria become resistant in the first place.

Physorg.com recently reported on a study done on a new “superbug” called Staphylococcus sciuri.[1] The bacteria has been associated with endocarditis (inflammation associated with the lining of the heart), peritonitis (inflammation associated with the lining of the abdomen), septic shock, urinary tract infection, pelvic inflammatory disease, and wound infections. The Physorg.com article states, “Booker [scientist researching the bacteria] explained that, several years ago, genetic studies had revealed that Staphylococcus sciuri — a non-human bacterial pathogen — had evolved a new gene called cfr.” But did it really evolve a new gene, which implies that the gene was previously not there?

The cfr gene resides on a plasmid (mobile element) and can easily be transferred from one bacterium to another. The cfr protein transfers chemical groups called methyl groups to the ribosome (protein-making factory) that prohibits antibiotics from binding to the ribosome but does not affect the function of the ribosome. The gene has been found in MRSA bacteria and helps bacteria resist seven classes of antibiotics. This gene is a very powerful ally to the bacteria! It is unknown whether S. sciuri obtained the gene from another bacteria or whether the cfr gene was original to the bacteria and may have acquired mutations that permitted it to still perform the function of methylation but in a way that allowed the bacteria to resist antibiotics. Either way, it is clearly not the evolution of a new gene from “scratch.” Rather, it is the modification of a current gene that is beneficial to the bacteria in the presence of antibiotics.

The scientist involved in the study stated, “What we’ve discovered here is so exciting because it represents a truly new chemical mechanism for methylation. We now have a very clear chemical picture of a very clever mechanism for antibiotic resistance that some bacteria have evolved.” Although the bacteria are obviously not “clever,” God in His infinite wisdom and grace designed bacteria with amazing mechanisms to allow them to adapt in a post-Fall world (see this article for more information). If the scientist by using the word evolved means “change,” then yes the bacteria have changed, but they have not evolved new genes that would help them evolve from a microbe into a man.

[1] Bacteria have evolved a unique chemical mechanism to become antibiotic-resistant, April 28, 2011, Physorg.com, http://www.physorg.com/news/2011-04-bacteria-evolved-unique-chemical-mechanism.html.
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细菌继续“斗智斗勇”抗生素
2011年05月12日发表在“科学”。
虽然抗生素仍然是一个非常重要和有益的武器在现代战争对抗细菌感染，其有效性已被挫败抗生素耐药性的发展。甚至一些细菌，如MRSA（耐甲氧西林金黄色葡萄球菌）的多种抗生素产生抗药性。为了开发更有效的抗生素，科学家们正在试图以确定究竟是如何细菌耐药成为摆在首位。
Physorg.com最近报道[1]上一个新的“超级病菌”所做的一项研究金sciuri细菌性心内膜炎（心脏的衬里炎症），腹膜炎（腹部内层的炎症已与），感染性休克，尿路感染，盆腔炎，伤口感染。 Physorg.com文章指出，“布克科学家研究细菌解释说，几年前，遗传研究已经表明，金黄色葡萄球菌sciuri - 一个非人类的细菌病原体 - 已经进化出一个新的基因，称为CFR”，但确实它真的发展一个新的基因，这意味着该基因是以前没有？
CFR基因位于质粒（移动元素），可以很容易地从一个细菌转移到另一个。 CFR蛋白质转移的化学基团称为核糖体（蛋白质制造工厂的甲基组），禁止从核糖体结合的抗生素，但不影响核糖体的功能。 MRSA细菌的基因已被发现和帮助细菌抵抗抗生素7类。该基因是一个非常强大的盟友的细菌！它是未知是否学sciuri从其他细菌获得的基因或，是否CFR基因是原始的细菌可能获得的突变，允许它仍然执行的甲基化的功能，但在某种程度上，允许以抵抗抗生素的细菌。无论哪种方式，它显然不是一个新的基因的进化“从头开始。”相反，它是当前的基因，有利于细菌在抗生素存在的修改。
参与这项研究的科学家表示，“我们已经发现这里是如此令人兴奋，因为它代表了一个真正的新的化学机制，甲基化。我们现在有一个非常聪明的抗生素耐药性的机制非常明确的化学图片，一些细菌进化。“虽然细菌显然不是”聪明“，上帝在他的无穷智慧和恩典以惊人的机制设计的细菌，以使他们适应在秋季后世界（更多信息，请参阅这篇文章）。如果使用这个词演变的科学家意味着“变”，然后是细菌已经改变了，但他们还没有进化出新的基因，这将有助于他们发展到一个人的微生物。
[1]细菌已经发展成为抗生素耐药性的独特的化学机制2011年4月28日，Physorg.com，http://www.physorg.com/news/2011-04-bacteria-evolved-unique-chemical-mechanism HTML。
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Bacteria are single-celled microorganisms, and most bacterial species are either spherical (called cocci) or rod-shaped (called bacilli). The 3D rendering on the left shows bacilli bacteria.

The extraordinary ability of certain bacteria to develop resistance to antibiotics—which are otherwise useful in speeding recovery from some illnesses—has been a hot topic on the minds of doctors, hospital staff, reporters, and the general public for several years. It is also heralded as a textbook example of evolution in action.

These bacteria are being studied by evolutionary scientists with the hope that they will reveal secrets as to how molecules-to-man evolution could have happened.

But are bacteria really evolving?

Antibiotic-Resistant Bacteria

Antibiotics are natural substances secreted by bacteria and fungi to kill other bacteria that are competing for limited nutrients. (The antibiotics used to treat people today are typically derivatives of these natural products.) Scientists are dismayed to discover that some bacteria have become resistant to antibiotics through various alterations, or mutations, in their DNA.

Hospitals have become a breeding ground for antibiotic resistant bacteria. These bacteria proliferate in an environment filled with sick people who have poor immune systems and where antibiotics have eliminated competing bacteria that are not resistant.

Bacteria that are resistant to modern antibiotics have even been found in the frozen bodies of people who died long before those antibiotics were discovered or synthesized.1
History of Antibiotic Resistance

Antibiotics were first discovered through a providential experiment by Alexander Fleming in 1928. His work eventually led to the large-scale production of penicillin from the mold Penicillium notatum in the 1940s. As early as the late 1940s resistant strains of bacteria began to appear.2Currently, it is estimated that more than 70% of the bacteria that cause hospital-acquired infections are resistant to at least one of the antibiotics used to treat them.3
Antibiotic resistance continues to expand for a multitude of reasons, including over-prescription of antibiotics by physicians, non-completion of prescribed antibiotic treatments by patients, use of antibiotics in animals as growth enhancers (primarily by the food industry), increased international travel, and poor hospital hygiene.2
How Do Bacteria Become Resistant?

Bacteria can gain resistance through two primary ways:

1. By mutation, and

2. By using a built-in design feature to swap DNA (called horizontal gene transfer)—bacteria share resistance genes.

An antibiotic kills a bacterial cell by simply disrupting a critical function. This is achieved in the cell in much the same way that a saboteur can cause a massive jetliner to crash by simply cutting the hydraulic lines.

[image: image1.jpg]



Antibiotic resistance of bacteria only leads to a loss of functional systems. Evolution requires a gain of functional systems for bacteria to evolve into man.

The antibiotic binds to a protein so that the protein cannot function properly. The normal protein is usually involved in copying the DNA, making proteins, or making the bacterial cell wall—all important functions for the bacteria to grow and reproduce.

If the bacteria have a mutation in the DNA which codes for one of those proteins, the antibiotic cannot bind to the altered protein; and the mutant bacteria survive. In the presence of antibiotics, the process of natural selection will occur, favoring the survival and reproduction of the mutant bacteria. (The mutant bacteria are better able to survive in the presence of the antibiotic and will continue to cause illness in the patient.)

Although the mutant bacteria can survive well in the hospital environment, the change has come at a cost. The altered protein is less efficient in performing its normal function, making the bacteria less fit in an environment without antibiotics. Typically, the non-mutant bacteria are better able to compete for resources and reproduce faster than the mutant form.

Let’s look at a famous example to help clarify this. During the anthrax scare shortly after the September 11, 2001, attacks in the U.S., Ciprofloxacin (Cipro) was given to potential victims. Cipro belongs to a family of antibiotics known as quinolones, which bind to a bacterial protein called gyrase, decreasing the ability of the bacteria to reproduce. This allows the body’s natural immune defenses to overtake the infectious bacteria as they are reproducing at a slower rate. Quinolone-resistant bacteria have mutations in the genes encoding the gyrase protein. The mutant bacteria survive because the Cipro cannot bind to the altered gyrase.

This comes at a cost as quinolone-resistant bacteria reproduce more slowly.4, 5, 6 Resistance to this family of antibiotics is becoming a major problem with one type of bacteria which causes food poisoning. This bacteria increased its resistance to quinolones 10-fold in just five years.7
Bacteria can also become antibiotic resistant by gaining mutated DNA from other bacteria. Unlike you and me, bacteria can swap DNA. But this still is not an example of evolution in action. No new DNA is generated (a requirement for molecules-to-man evolution), it is just moved around. It’s like taking money from your left pocket and putting it into your right pocket—it doesn’t make you wealthier. This mechanism of exchanging DNA is necessary for bacteria to survive in extreme or rapidly changing environments like a hospital (or like those found shortly after the Flood).8
What Does It Really Prove?

The mechanisms of mutation and natural selection aid bacteria populations in becoming resistant to antibiotics. However, mutation and natural selection also result in bacteria with defective proteins that have lost their normal functions.

Evolution requires a gain of functional systems for bacteria to evolve into man—functioning arms, eyeballs, and a brain, to name a few.

Mutation and natural selection, thought to be the driving forces of evolution, only lead to a loss of functional systems. Therefore, antibiotic resistance of bacteria is not an example of evolution in action but rather variation within a bacterial kind. It is also a testimony to the wonderful design God gave bacteria, master adapters and survivors in a sin-cursed world.

Are all bacteria bad? Visit www.answersmagazine.com/go/bacteria-good-or-bad to find out.

Dr. Georgia Purdom earned her doctorate from Ohio State University in molecular genetics and spent six years as a professor of biology at Mt. Vernon Nazarene University. She is now a researcher and writer for Answers in Genesis-US, and she teaches online courses for Answers Education Online.
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细菌耐药：在行动演变为例？
由格鲁吉亚，2007年10 Ph.D. July，Purdom
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细菌是单细胞微生物，大部分细菌物种是球面（称为球菌）或棒状（所谓杆菌）。左边的3D渲染，显示杆菌的细菌。
某些细菌的非凡能力，发展抵抗抗生素，否则超速回收有用的一些疾病一直是医生，医院的工作人员，记者，和一般公众的心目中几年的热点话题。这也预示着作为行动的进化的典型例子。
我们正在研究这些细菌进化的科学家们希望，他们将揭示分子到人的进化如何发生的秘密。
但细菌真的演变？
抗药性细菌
抗生素是由细菌和真菌分泌的天然物质，杀死其他细菌，为争夺有限的营养。 （用于治疗人今天的抗生素通常是这些天然产物的衍生物。）的科学家们惊愕地发现，一些细菌已成为抵抗抗生素通过各种改建，或突变，在他们的DNA。
医院已成为一种对抗生素有抗药性的细菌滋生的温床。这些细菌的繁殖环境充满生病的人，谁较差的免疫系统和抗生素消除竞争不抵抗细菌。
现代抗生素有抗药性的细菌，甚至被发现的人，谁死了长期的抗生素被发现之前，或合成.1冷冻机构
抗生素耐药性的历史
天赐亚历山大·弗莱明在1928年通过实验首次发现抗生素。他的工作，最终导致了从模具青霉百喜草在20世纪40年代青霉素的大规模生产。耐药菌株，早在20世纪40年代末开始出现.2目前，据估计，超过70％的医院获得性感染细菌，导致至少用于治疗他们.3抗生素有抗药性
抗生素耐药性的不断扩大的原因有多种，包括抗生素处方医师，病人处方抗生素治疗非完成，在动物中使用抗生素作为生长促进剂（主要是食品行业），增加国际旅行社，和穷人医院卫生.2

不要细菌产生耐药性？
细菌可以抵抗主要通过两个途径获得：
1。突变，
2。通过使用内置的设计特点，交换DNA（称为水平基因转移）细菌份额抗性基因。
一种抗生素杀死细菌细胞由简单地扰乱了一个关键的功能。这是实现在细胞中的许多相同的方式，破坏者可以导致一个巨大的客机坠毁通过简单的切割液压管线。
抗生素耐药性的细菌只会导致损失的功能系统。进化需要一个功能系统的细菌进化到人的收益。
抗生素的一种蛋白质结合，使蛋白质不能正常运行。通常涉及复制DNA，蛋白质，或使细菌细胞对细菌的生长和繁殖墙的所有重要功能的正常蛋白质。
如果细菌在这些蛋白质之一守则的DNA突变，抗生素不能改变蛋白质结合;突变的细菌生存。在抗生素的存在，自然选择的过程中会发生，有利于突变细菌的生存和繁殖。 （突变的细菌能够更好地生存在抗生素的存在，并会继续导致疾病的病人。）
虽然突变的细菌可以在医院环境中生存，改变已经降临在成本。改变蛋白质效率较低，在履行其正常功能，使细菌在适宜的环境，不用抗生素。通常情况下，非突变的细菌能够更好地争夺资源和繁殖速度比突变形式。
让我们来看看在一个著名的例子有助于澄清。在炭疽吓跑后不久，2001年9月11日，在美国，环丙沙星（环丙沙星）的攻击，给潜在的受害者。环丙沙星属于一个已知的抗生素为喹诺酮类药物，称为解旋酶的细菌蛋白结合的家庭，减少细菌的繁殖能力。这使得人体的自然免疫防御超车传染性细菌，因为它们以较慢的速度音响。喹诺酮耐药细菌中的解旋酶蛋白编码基因的突变。突变的细菌生存，因为环丙沙星不能改变促旋酶结合。
在喹诺酮耐药细菌的繁殖更慢慢地.4，5，6抵抗这种抗生素家族的成本，正在成为一种类型的细菌，从而导致食物中毒的主要问题。这种细菌增加其耐喹诺酮类药物的10倍，在短短5岁月.7

细菌也可以成为对抗生素有抗药性突变的DNA从其他细菌获得。你和我不同，细菌可以交换DNA。但是，这仍然是没有行动演变的一个例子。没有产生新的DNA（分子到人的进化的要求），它是刚搬来搬去。这就像从您的左口袋的钱放进右口袋​​，它不会使你富裕。这种交换DNA的机制是必要的细菌生存在极端或快速变化的环境，如医院（或像洪水后不久，发现那些）.8

它真的证明了什么？
基因突变和自然选择的援助细菌变得对抗生素产生抗药性种群的机制。然而，突变和自然选择也已失去其正常功能有缺陷的蛋白质导致细菌。
进化需要细菌的功能系统的增益演变成人运作的手臂，眼球和大脑，仅举几例。
突变和自然选择，被认为是进化的驱动力，只能导致损失的功能系统。因此，细菌对抗生素的抗药性是不是一个而是内的细菌种类变化行动进化的例子。它也是一个美妙的设计，上帝给了一种罪过诅咒的世界中的细菌，主适配器和幸存者的证词。
所有的细菌都是坏的？访问www.answersmagazine.com /去/细菌的好或坏，找出。
格鲁吉亚Purdom博士从美国俄亥俄州立大学获得博士学位，在分子遗传学和作为一个生物学教授在山中度过了6年。弗农Nazarene大学。她现在是在创美的答案研究员和作家，她所任教的答案教育在线的网上课程。
What about Bacteria?

1. How have microbes changed through history?

2. How are microbes important in our world?

3. How do microbes exist in cooperation other organisms?

有关细菌呢？
1。微生物是如何改变历史？
2。微生物是如何在我们的世界的重要吗？
3。微生物如何在其他生物的合作存在吗？
Unicorns in the Bible?

Audio version (download) 
by Dr. Elizabeth Mitchell, AiG–U.S.

June 25, 2008

Semi-technical
· audio-version
· author-elizabeth-mitchell
· bible
· hebrew
· history
Keywords: unicorns, Bible, animals, Job, rhinoceros, elasmotherium, aurochs, rimu, wild ox, Bos primigenius, extinct

Some people claim the Bible is a book of fairy tales because it mentions unicorns. However, the biblical unicorn was a real animal, not an imaginary creature. The Bible refers to the unicorn in the context of familiar animals, such as peacocks, lambs, lions, bullocks, goats, donkeys, horses, dogs, eagles, and calves (Job 39:9–12.1) In Job 38–41, God reminded Job of the characteristics of a variety of impressive animals He had created, showing Job that God was far above man in power and strength.2
Job had to be familiar with the animals on God’s list for the illustration to be effective. God points out in Job 39:9–12 that the unicorn, “whose strength is great,” is useless for agricultural work, refusing to serve man or “harrow (plow) the valley.” This visual aid gave Job a glimpse of God’s greatness. An imaginary fantasy animal would have defeated the purpose of God’s illustration.

Modern readers have trouble with the Bible’s unicorns because we forget that a single-horned feature is not uncommon on God’s menu for animal design. (Consider the rhinoceros and narwhal.) The Bible describes unicorns skipping like calves (Psalm 29:6), traveling like bullocks, and bleeding when they die (Isaiah 34:7). The presence of a very strong horn on this powerful, independent-minded creature is intended to make readers think of strength.

The absence of a unicorn in the modern world should not cause us to doubt its past existence. (Think of the dodo bird. It does not exist today, but we do not doubt that it existed in the past.). Eighteenth century reports from southern Africa described rock drawings and eyewitness accounts of fierce, single-horned, equine-like animals. One such report describes “a single horn, directly in front, about as long as one’s arm, and at the base about as thick . . . . [It] had a sharp point; it was not attached to the bone of the forehead, but fixed only in the skin.”3
The elasmotherium, an extinct giant rhinoceros, provides another possibility for the unicorn’s identity. The elasmotherium’s 33-inch-long skull has a huge bony protuberance on the frontal bone consistent with the support structure for a massive horn.4 In fact, archaeologist Austen Henry Layard, in his 1849 book Nineveh and Its Remains, sketched a single-horned creature from an obelisk in company with two-horned bovine animals; he identified the single-horned animal as an Indian rhinoceros.5 The biblical unicorn could have been the elasmotherium.6
Assyrian archaeology provides one other possible solution to the unicorn identity crisis. The biblical unicorn could have been an aurochs (a kind of wild ox known to the Assyrians as rimu).7The aurochs’s horns were very symmetrical and often appeared as one in profile, as can be seen on Ashurnasirpal II’s palace relief and Esarhaddon’s stone prism.8 Fighting rimu was a popular sport for Assyrian kings. On a broken obelisk, for instance, Tiglath-Pileser I boasted of slaying them in the Lebanon mountains.9
Extinct since about 1627, aurochs, Bos primigenius, were huge bovine creatures.10 Julius Caesar described them in his Gallic Wars as:

“a little below the elephant in size, and of the appearance, color, and shape of a bull. Their strength and speed are extraordinary; they spare neither man nor wild beast which they have espied . . . . Not even when taken very young can they be rendered familiar to men and tamed. The size, shape, and appearance of their horns differ much from the horns of our oxen. These they anxiously seek after, and bind at the tips with silver, and use as cups at their most sumptuous entertainments.”11
The aurochs’ highly prized horns would have been a symbol of great strength to the ancient Bible reader.

One scholarly urge to identify the biblical unicorn with the Assyrian aurochs springs from a similarity between the Assyrian word rimu and the Hebrew word re’em. We must be very careful when dealing with anglicized transliterated words from languages that do not share the English alphabet and phonetic structure.12 However, similar words in Ugaritic and Akkadian (other languages of the ancient Middle East) as well as Aramaic mean “wild bull” or “buffalo,” and an Arabic cognate means “white antelope.”

However, the linguistics of the text cannot conclusively prove how many horns the biblical unicorn had. While modern translations typically translate re’em as “wild ox,” the King James Version (1611), Luther’s German Bible (1534), the Septuagint, and the Latin Vulgate translated this Hebrew word with words meaning “one-horned animal.” 13
The importance of the biblical unicorn is not so much its specific identity—much as we would like to know—but its reality. The Bible is clearly describing a real animal. The unicorn mentioned in the Bible was a powerful animal possessing one or two strong horns—not the fantasy animal that has been popularized in movies and books. Whatever it was, it is now likely extinct like many other animals. To think of the biblical unicorn as a fantasy animal is to demean God’s Word, which is true in every detail.

Footnotes

1. In addition to Job 39:9–10, the unicorn is mentioned in Numbers 23:22, 24:8; Deuteronomy 33:17; Psalm 22:21, 29:6, 92:10; Isaiah 34:7. Back
2. In Job, God’s list of impressive real animals goes on to discuss peacocks, ostriches, horses, hawks, and eagles. God builds up to a crescendo, commanding Job to look at the behemoth, which He had created on the same day He created man (Job 40:15). The behemoth’s description matches that of a sauropod dinosaur. Following the behemoth, the list concludes with the leviathan, a powerful fiery sea creature. See “Could Behemoth Have Been a Dinosaur?” Back
3. Edward Robinson, ed., Calmet’s Dictionary of the Holy Bible, 1832 revised edition, pages 907–908. Back
4. The report in Nature described a 33-inch-long skull with a bony frontal protuberance more than three feet in circumference. This bony protuberance with its associated structures is thought to have supported a horn over a yard long. Norman Lockyer, “The Elasmotherium,” Nature: International Weekly Journal of Science, August 8, 1878, p. 388. Back
5. Austen Henry Layard, Nineveh and Its Remains (London: John Murray, 1849), p. 435. Back
6. A margin note on Isaiah 34:7 placed in the King James Version in 1769 mentions this possible identity, and the Latin Vulgate translates the same Hebrew word as “unicorn” in some contexts and “rhinoceros” in others. Back
7. Aurochs is both singular and plural, like sheep. Back
8. Viewable at www.britishmuseum.org. Back
9. Algernon Heber-Percy, A Visit to Bashan and Argob (London: The Religious Tract Society, 1895), p. 150. Back
10. Brittanica Concise Encyclopedia, 2007, s.v. “Aurochs.” Back
11. Julius Caesar, Gallic Wars, Book 6, chapter 28 (http://classics.mit.edu/Caesar/gallic.6.6.html). Back
12. Elizabeth Mitchell, “Doesn’t Egyptian Chronology Prove That the Bible Is Unreliable?” in The New Answer Book 2, ed. Ken Ham (Green Forest, Arkansas: Master Books, 2008), pp. 245–264 Back
13. Some writers who hold to the two-horned identity think that the KJV translators substituted the plural unicorns for the singular an unicorn in Deuteronomy 33:17 because they were uncomfortable with the idea of a two-horned unicorn. However, the KJV translators themselves noted the literal translation an unicorn in their own margin note. They likely chose the plural rendering to fit the context of the verse. Deuteronomy 33:17 states, “His [Joseph’s] glory is like the firstling of his bullock, and his horns are like the horns of unicorns: with them he shall push the people together to the ends of the earth: and they are the ten thousands of Ephraim, and they are the thousands of Manasseh.” The verse compares the tribal descendants of Joseph’s “horns,” meaning descendants of his two sons Ephraim and Manasseh, with the strong horns of unicorns. “Horns” is plural because there are two sons in view, and “unicorn” is referenced because the unicorn’s horn is so incredibly strong. Back
（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
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一些人声称圣经是一本童话书，因为它提到独角兽。然而，“圣经”麒麟是一个真正的动物，而不是一个虚构的生物。 “圣经”是指在熟悉的动物中，如孔雀，羊，狮子，牛犊，山羊，驴，马，狗，鹰，小牛（职位39:9-12.1）工作38-41，神麒麟，提醒他创造了令人印象深刻的动物的各种特性的工作，显示就业上帝是远远高于人的权力和力气.2

作业已是熟悉神的名单上的动物是有效的插图。神在工作指出39:9-12麒麟“的力量是伟大的，”是无用的农业工作，拒绝服务的人或“耙（犁）山谷。”视觉援助给工作窥见上帝的伟大。一个虚构的幻想动物将击败神的画像的目的。
现代读者有与“圣经”的独角兽的麻烦，因为我们忘记了，是不是上帝的动物设计的菜单上的罕见单角的功能。 （考虑的犀牛和独角鲸。）“圣经”描述了独角兽像牛犊（诗篇29:6）跳绳，像公牛，旅游和出血时，他们死（以赛亚书34:7）。一个非常强的号角在这个强大的，具有独立思想的生物的存在是为了使读者认为实力。
在现代世界的麒麟的情况下不应该引起我们怀疑它的过去的存在。 （想想的dodo鸟，它不存在，但我们不怀疑它在过去存在的。）。十八世纪来自南部非洲的报告中描述的激烈，单有角，马类动物的岩画和目击者帐户。一份这样的报告介绍了“一个单一的喇叭，直接在前面，大约只要一个人的手臂，在大约厚的基础。 。 。 。 [它]有一个尖点;它没有连接到额头的骨，但只固定在皮肤上。“3

灭绝的巨犀，elasmotherium，提供另一个麒麟身份的可能性。在elasmotherium的33英寸长的头骨有一个巨大的骨性突起的额骨与支撑结构，在大量事实号角.4一致，考古学家奥斯汀亨利·莱亚德在他的1849书尼尼微及其遗存，勾勒出一个单一的角生物方尖碑从两个角牛的公司;他发现单角的动物，作为印度犀牛.5圣经本来是麒麟elasmotherium.6

亚述考古提供了另一麒麟身份危机的可能解决方案。 “圣经麒麟可能已经被1野牛（一种野牛作为rimu亚述人）0.7的野牛的角是非常对称的和经常出现在剖面之一，作为可以被Ashurnasirpal二世的宫殿救济和撒哈顿的石头棱镜见过0.8战斗rimu是亚述国王流行的运动。比如，在一个破碎的方尖碑，Tiglath-Pileser我吹嘘杀害黎巴嫩山.9的他们
灭绝以来，约1627年，野牛，牛primigenius，巨大的牛生物.10凯撒大帝描述他们在他的高卢战争：
“以下小大小，牛市的外观，颜色，形状和大象。他们的力量和速度是非凡的，他们不遗余力，他们已经无意间发现的不是男人也不是野兽。 。 。 。即使采取非常年轻，他们可以被渲染熟悉的男性和驯服。它们的角的大小，形状，外观差别不大，从我们的牛的角。这些，他们焦急地寻找后，在银提示绑定，作为杯子使用他们最丰盛的娱乐。“
本来野牛“如获至宝的角古老的圣经读者的伟大力量的象征。
一个学术性的冲动，以确定相似性从之间亚述字rimu的希伯来字re'em的圣经亚述野牛泉麒麟。我们必须非常小心，当不共享的英文字母和乌加里特和阿卡德（古代中东的其他语言）注音结构.12然而，类似的话，以及作为阿拉姆语言处理与英国化的音译词，意思是“野生牛市“或”水牛“和阿拉伯语同源的意思是”白色羚羊。“
然而，文字语言学不能最终证明“圣经”的麒麟有很多角。而典型的现代译本翻译re'em“野牛”国王詹姆斯版（1611），路德的德国圣经“（1534），七十，和拉丁语武加大翻译词义这个希伯来字”角的动物。“ 13

的圣经麒麟的重要性与其说是其具体身份的多，因为我们想知道的，但它的现实。 “圣经”清楚地描述了一个真正的动物。在“圣经”中提到的麒麟是一个强大的动物，拥有一个或两个强大的牛角，而不是幻想的动物已经在电影和书籍推广。不管它是什么，这是现在很可能像其他许多动物灭绝。圣经麒麟认为，作为一个幻想的动物，是贬低神的话语，这是真实的，在每一个细节。
脚注
工作39:9-10此外，麒麟中提到的数字23时22分，24:8，申命记33:17;诗篇22:21 29:6，92:10;以赛亚书34:7。背面
神的工作，真正令人印象深刻的动物名单讨论孔雀，鸵鸟，马，鹰，和鹰。神建立了一个高潮，指挥看的庞然大物，这是他在同一天，他创造了人（伯40:15）创建工作。庞然大物的描述匹配的蜥脚类恐龙。列表中的庞然大物，最后的庞然大物，一个强大的火热的海洋生物。看到“巨兽已经去过恐龙吗？”
爱德华·罗宾逊，卡尔梅特词典“圣经”，1832年修订版，页907-908。背面
在“自然”的报告介绍了骨的正面突起超过三尺周长的一个33英寸长的头骨。骨性突起，这与它相关的结构被认为是支持在一个院子里的号角长。诺曼·洛克耶，“的Elasmotherium，”自然：国际周刊“杂志8月8日，1878年，科学。 388。背面
奥斯丁亨利·莱亚德，尼尼微及其遗存（伦敦：约翰·Murray，1849），P。 435。背面
对以赛亚书34:7旁注放置于1769年在国王詹姆斯版本提到了这一点可能的身份，和拉丁语武加大“麒麟”在某些情况下，“犀牛”在其他相同的希伯来字转换。背面
野牛是单数和复数，如羊。背面
在www.britishmuseum.org可见。背面
阿尔杰农希伯珀西，一个巴山和Argob的访问（伦敦：宗教书社，1895年），P。 150。背面
brittanica简明百科全书，2007年，S.V. “野牛。”
凯撒，高卢战争，第6册，第28章（http://classics.mit.edu/Caesar/gallic.6.6.html）。背面
伊丽莎白·米切尔，“不埃及年表证明”圣经“是靠不住的？”在新的答案第2册，主编。肯·哈姆（绿色森林，阿肯色州：主图书，2008），第245-264回
举行的两个角的身份有些作家认为，新译翻译取代奇异麒麟在申命记33:17复数独角兽，因为他们不舒服的两个角的麒麟的想法。然而，新译翻译本身指出直译麒麟在自己的旁注。他们可能选择渲染到适合的诗句中的复数。申命记33:17，“他[约瑟夫的]荣耀就像是他的公牛再分别，他的角，如野牛的角是：他与他们应推人一起到天涯海角：他们是十数千以法莲，他们是玛拿西的千千。“的诗句比较约瑟夫的部落后裔”强角的独角兽的角，这意味着他的两个儿子以法莲和玛拿西的子孙“，。 “角”是复数，因为有两个儿子认为，“麒麟”被引用，因为麒麟的角是如此令人难以置信的强大。背面
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Recent publicity about the Ark Encounter project has unleashed a good deal of ridicule claiming that the ark will feature fanciful unicorns. But the unicorns mentioned in the Bible—not only in English King James Version but also in other languages—are not the fairy tale creatures many people think of nowadays, but real creatures familiar to the people living in those ancient times.

So what kind of creature was the Bible talking about? If there really was a historical unicorn, when did the word start referring to a creature of fantasy? And why did Bible translators use a word that could dredge up fantasy images in documents intended to reflect genuine history?

The Biblical Unicorn

The biblical unicorn was a real animal, not an imaginary horse-like creature. The nine Old Testament verses1 which refer to unicorns do so in the context of familiar animals—peacocks and eagles, lambs and lions, bullocks and goats, donkeys and horses, dogs and calves. Furthermore, the biblical unicorns also behave like ordinary animals—skipping like calves (Psalm 29:6 (KJV)) and bleeding when they die (Isaiah 34:7 (KJV)). God reminded Job of the characteristics of a variety of impressive animals He had created, showing Job that God was far above man in power, strength, and understanding. Speaking of the unicorn, God told Job that the unicorn had great strength but could not be tamed for agricultural labor (Job 39:9–12 (KJV)). If God had used an imaginary creature to make His point, Job would have learned nothing.

The Historical Unicorn

The notion of a single-horned creature should not trouble us. Consider the modern Indian rhinoceros and narwhal. In fact, Webster’s 1828 Dictionary (the very first edition) there is no mention of an imaginary animal or horse-like animal in its definition of unicorn. Instead, the word is defined as follows:

1. An animal with one horn; the monoceros. The name is often applied to the rhinoceros.

2. The sea unicorn is a fish of the whale kind, called narwal, remarkable for a horn growing out at his nose.

The biblical unicorn is consistently used as a symbol of strength, so we would expect it to be a powerful creature. In fact, the 1769 edition of the King James Version actually suggests unicorn could be a rhinoceros in the margin note for Isaiah 34:7 (KJV).
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An elasmotherium. Source: Dmitry Bogdanov, via Wikimedia Commons.

A possible candidate for the historical unicorn is the elasmotherium, an extinct giant rhinoceros, which may well be the single-horned creature depicted on an obelisk found at Nineveh in the company of two-horned bovine creatures. Both fossil evidence and archaeological reports by the respected Austen Henry Layard support this option.2
Marco Polo’s description of unicorns in Sumatra sounds like a rhinoceros:

They have wild elephants and plenty of unicorns, which are scarcely smaller than elephants. They have the hair of a buffalo and feet like an elephant’s. They have a single large black horn in the middle of the forehead . . . They are very ugly brutes to look at. They are not at all such as we describe them when we relate that they let themselves be captured by virgins, but clean contrary to our notions.3
Accounts of a real single-horned creature abound in ancient writings dealing with natural history. The earliest surviving record comes to us from the fourth century Greek physician/historian Ctesias. John Gill, an 18th century Hebrew scholar, agreeing that the biblical unicorn must be a real creature, in his commentary cites several ancient writers who described such an animal, which was, like the unicorn described in Job, not able to be domesticated. Ancient writers who described a realistic unicorn include Aelian, Strabo, Pliny the Elder, and Tertullian.

Because the Hebrew word re’em, translated unicorn in the KJV and wild ox in some other English translations, bears some similarity to the Assyrian word for wild ox, rimu, many have assumed the unicorn to be the two-horned aurochs. Julius Caesar described the phenomenal size, shape, and unique appearance of this powerful creature’s horns. The aurochs, extinct since 1627, had horns so symmetrical they could appear as one in profile. Assyrian obelisks and Indus River seals do depict apparent single-horned creatures, but some people interpret these as artistic symmetry. If an animal commonly known to have two impressive symmetrical horns were to be commonly known as a unicorn, there would be nothing deceptive or fanciful about referring to the animal by its common name.4
Nevertheless, there is ample support for the possibility that the creature in view here really did have just one horn (see “Linguistic Justification,” below).

The Legendary Unicorn

The incorporation of unicorns into fanciful legends, including unfortunately some with religious significance, paralleled the more realistic historical accounts of the unicorn. The fanciful unicorn is found in ancient Chinese creation mythology. The powerful beast which only gentle maidens can tame enters western literature in an anonymous work called the Physiologus. These writings are thought to have originated in North Africa around the second to fourth century AD. They include an allegory intertwining the biblical Incarnation of Christ and the Virgin Mary with a unicorn which cradles its head in Mary’s lap. (Those familiar with the history of the Christian church will note that the appearance of this allegory both temporally and geographically parallels the rise of the allegorical hermeneutic and a variety of heresies in the Christian church.) Thus, the unicorn not only entered religious art but also became the stuff of fairy tales. For instance, a popular German tale in the 16th century involves a unicorn rescuing a girl accused of witchcraft, and the unicorn can be seen in the religious artwork of the time. Many European countries had similar tales.

So why did they use a word like that anyway?

Since the King James translators surely knew of the fanciful unicorn tales as well as the iconic place the unicorn had assumed in religious artwork for centuries, why did they choose that word? Well, we need to remember that they also knew of the prominence of the unicorn in natural history.

By way of analogy, our literature abounds with information about both real rabbits and the Easter bunny, yet we never fear that when we write about real rabbits someone will think we are writing about an imaginary creature. We know from context whether our rabbits are real or made-up, and no serious Christian would think the Easter bunny had anything to do with our faith (“empty egg analogies” notwithstanding). Likewise, the King James translators knew that honest intelligent readers of God’s Word would understand from context that the unicorn they wrote of was the real version of the animal.

Linguistic Justification

The translators of the King James Version and of Bibles in other European languages had access not only to the Hebrew Old Testament but also to other translations and to the scholarly works of Hebrew rabbis. In consulting the Latin Vulgate and the Septuagint—a Greek translation of the Hebrew texts—they would have seen the Hebrew word in question translated as a one-horned animal. For example, in Deuteronomy 33:17 (KJV), the Latin Vulgate uses the word rinocerotis(rhinoceros) and the Septuagint uses monokerōtos (lit. “one horn”) for the word translated as unicorns in the KJV. The Dutch Bible (published soon after the King James), the Spanish Bible, Italian Bible, Luther’s German Bible (all of which predated the 1611 English version), and the earlier English Bibles (Wycliffe’s, Tyndale’s, Coverdale’s, Bishop’s, and Geneva) all reflected the “single-horned” understanding of the word.

Furthermore, and most importantly, the Hebrew itself guided the translators’ choices. From Tyndale forward, Protestant translators had knowledge of Hebrew and access to the Hebrew Old Testament, so they did not need to rely on the Vulgate or the Septuagint. They increasingly also had access to Hebrew lexicographers. The Geneva Bible (1560) translators were able to complete the Old Testament translation directly from the Hebrew. The Geneva Bible translators, like Luther (Luther’s German Bible–1534), relied heavily on Rabbi Kimchi’s Hebrew grammar. By the time the King James team gathered, additional Hebrew commentaries by Rashi and Ibn Ezra were available. Thus, although some claim that unicorn (or its equivalent in other European languages) is a corruption carried over from the Greek Septuagint and the Latin Vulgate, English Bible translators had other sources. They were able to consult Jewish Hebrew language experts and to translate directly from the Hebrew.

While many scholars today simply point authoritatively to a modern Hebrew lexicon or Strong’s concordance and announce the unicorn-word (re’em) should be translated “wild ox,” Hebrew experts through the years have not been so unified in that opinion. Many, including the renowned thirteenth century scholar Rabbi David Kimchi, have held to the “single-horned” understanding of the word. It is from the rabbinical experts on Hebrew that the King James scholars (and other translators) got their understanding of this word. In short, they called it a unicorn because that’s what it was. And they trusted the context and good sense of their readers to know it was real.

For More Information:

· Unicorns in the Bible?
· Should Christians Believe in the Existence of Unicorns? (a blog post from one of our other writers)

Footnotes

1. Numbers 23:22 (KJV), Numbers 24:8 (KJV); Deuteronomy 33:17 (KJV); Job 39:9–10 (KJV);Psalm 22:21 (KJV), Psalm 29:6 (KJV), Psalm 92:10 (KJV); Isaiah 34:7 (KJV) Back
2. Layard wrote, “I was at one time inclined to think that the bull of the sculptures might represent the unicorn or raim so often alluded to in the Scriptures, as an animal renowned for its strength and ferocity, and typical of power and might. But the unicorn of the Scriptures is now, I believe, generally identified with a large and fierce antelope, or oryx, inhabiting Arabia and Egypt.” Layard, Austen Henry. 1850. Nineveh and Its Remains, Volume Two (reprint ed. 2001), p. 429. Piscataway, New Jersey: Gorgias Press. Back
3. Latham, Ronald, translator. 1958. Marco Polo: The Travels, p. 253. New York: Penguin. Back
4. Some writers who hold to the two-horned identity think that the KJV translators substituted the plural unicorns for the singular an unicorn in Deuteronomy 33:17 because they were uncomfortable with the idea of a two-horned unicorn. However, the KJV translators themselves noted the literal translation an unicorn in their own margin note. They likely chose the plural rendering to fit the context of the verse. Deuteronomy 33:17 (KJV) states, “His [Joseph’s] glory is like the firstling of his bullock, and his horns are like the horns of unicorns: with them he shall push the people together to the ends of the earth: and they are the ten thousands of Ephraim, and they are the thousands of Manasseh.” The verse compares the tribal descendants of Joseph’s “horns,” meaning descendants of his two sons Ephraim and Manasseh, with the strong horns of unicorns. A possible interpretation is that horns is plural because there are two sons in view, and unicorn is referenced because the unicorn’s horn is so incredibly strong. As Rabbi David Kimchi noted in the 13th century, several horns belonging to several unicorns are in view here because the Hebrew word refers to a one-horned animal. Another possible interpretation is that the two-horned rhinoceros was in view here. This two-horned animal has one larger horn and one smaller horn, just like the number of descendants of Ephraim was larger than the number of Manasseh’s descendants.

Incidentally, the translation of a singular noun as a plural is actually a common practice in all translation work when the context and linguistics so warrant, not only in secular translation but in the King James Version we have in view here. The idea that the King James translators were trying to do something sneaky with the language is wrong; they were simply using the context to make sure the meaning was clear and correct, and they even made note of what they were doing in their own margin notes.

Back
（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
将真实的独角兽请站起来？
由15的伊丽莎白MitchellJune博士，2011

半技术
动物护作者伊丽莎白·米切尔麒麟
有关方舟相逢项目最近的宣传发动了很多调侃声称，方舟将有奇特的独角兽。但在圣经不仅在英国国王詹姆斯版本，而且在提到独角兽其他语言是不是很多人认为现今童话的生物，但熟悉的人居住在这些远古时代的真正的生物。
那么，生物的一种是“圣经”说起？如果真有一个历史的麒麟，什么时候这个词开始指的是一个幻想的生物吗？为什么圣经翻译用一个词，可以疏通了幻想图像的文件，以反映真正的历史？
圣经中的麒麟
圣经麒麟是一个真正的动物，而不是一个虚构的马类动物。这样做，在熟悉的动物孔雀，鹰，羊，狮子，公牛和山羊，驴和马，狗和小牛的情况下是指以独角兽九老约诗句1。此外，“圣经”独角兽也像普通动物的跳跃如牛犊（诗篇29:6（CUV））和出血时，他们死（以赛亚书34:7。（KJV））。神提醒他创造了令人印象深刻的动物的各种特性的工作，显示神是远远高于权力，力量，理解人的工作。说起麒麟，神告诉麒麟有强大的实力，但不能被驯服的农业劳动力（约伯记39:9-12（CUV））的工作。如果上帝使用了一个虚构的动物，以使他的观点，招聘会什么也没学到。
历史的麒麟
单角的动物的概念不应该麻烦。考虑到现代的印度犀牛和独角鲸。事实上，韦伯斯特的1828词典“（第一版）有没有提到一个虚构的动物或马，喜欢动物，在其定义的麒麟。相反，这个词的定义如下：
有一个角的动物;麒麟。这个名字经常被应用的犀牛。
海麒麟是一个鲸鱼种类的鱼，称为narwal，在他的鼻子，角越来越显着。
圣经中的麒麟始终是作为一个实力的象征，所以我们希望它是一个强大的生物。事实上，国王詹姆斯版本的1769版实际上表明麒麟可能是犀牛在以赛亚书34:7（CUV）的旁注。
一个elasmotherium。资料来源：德米特里·波格丹诺夫，通过维基共享资源。
可能的候选人是一个历史的麒麟的elasmotherium，一种已灭绝的巨犀，这很可能是在尼尼微发现的两个角牛生物公司方尖碑上描绘的单角的动物。化石证据和所推崇奥斯丁亨利·莱亚德的考古报告支持这个选项.2的
马可·波罗的独角兽在苏门答腊的描述听起来像一头犀牛：
他们有野生大象，麒麟，这是几乎比大象小很多。他们有头发的一头水牛和大象的脚。他们有一个单一的大额头中间的黑角。 。 。他们是看的很丑陋的野兽。他们是在所有这些不为我们描述了他们，当我们与他们，让自己被抓获处女，但清理违反我们观念.3

一个真正的单角的动物帐目比比皆是，在处理与自然历史的古代著作。现存最早的记录，我们从四世纪的希腊医生/历史学家Ctesias的。约翰·吉尔，18世纪的希伯来学者，同意，“圣经”麒麟必须是一个真正的生物，在他的评论，列举了一些古代作家描述这种动物，这是，像独角兽在工作，不能够被驯化的。古代作家描述现实麒麟包括Aelian，斯特拉波，老普林尼，和良的。
因为希伯来文的的字re'em，在KJV和野牛在一些其他的英文译本翻译麒麟，负有一定的野牛，rimu亚述字相似，很多人以为麒麟是两个角野牛。凯撒描述这个强大生物的角现象的大小，形状，独特的外观。野牛灭绝，自1627角对称的，他们可以出现在剖面之一。亚述方尖碑和梧桐河密封描绘出明显的单角的动物，但有些人解释这些作为艺术的对称。如果俗称有两个令人印象深刻的对称角的动物，通常被称为麒麟，将有没有欺骗或幻想指动物通过其共同name.4

不过，也有足够的支持的可能性，认为这里的生物确实是有一个角（见“语言的理由，”下面）。
传说中独角兽
独角兽进入幻想的传说，包括一些不幸与宗教意义，纳入并联麒麟更真实的历史记载。被发现在中国古代创世神话幻想的麒麟。强大的野兽，只有温柔的姑娘可以驯服在一个匿名的工作称为Physiologus进入西方文学。这些著作被认为是起源于北非第二公元四世纪左右。它们包括一个寓言，在玛丽的腿上的摇篮其头部与麒麟交织圣经基督和圣母玛利亚的化身。 （那些熟悉历史的基督教教堂都会注意到这个寓言的外观，在时间和地域平行上升寓言诠释和各种歪理邪说的基督教教堂）。因此，麒麟不仅进入宗教艺术，但也成为了童话的东西。例如，德国在16世纪的一个流行故事涉及抢救被控施行巫术的一个女孩麒麟，麒麟可以看到在当时的宗教艺术品。许多欧洲国家也有类似的故事。
那么，为什么他们使用了这样的话，无论如何？
由于国王詹姆斯的翻译肯定知道独角兽的幻想故事以及标志性的地方，麒麟承担了几百年的宗教艺术品，他们为什么选择这个词吗？好吧，我们必须记住，他们也知道了突出的自然历史的麒麟。
通过类比的方式，我们的文学充满了真正的兔子和复活节兔子的信息，但我们从来不担心，当我们真正的兔写有人会认为，我们正在编写一个假想的生物。从上下文我们知道，我们的兔子是否是真实的或虚构的，并没有严重的基督徒会认为复活节兔子有什么与我们的信仰（“空蛋类比”尽管）。同样，国王詹姆斯的翻译知道，聪明的读者会明白神的话语诚实情况下，他们写的是麒麟的动物的真实版本。
语言的理由
国王詹姆斯版本的“圣经”的翻译和其他欧洲语言的访问不仅是希伯来文旧约，但也到其他翻译和希伯来拉比的学术著作。在咨询的拉丁武加大和七十希伯来语希腊语翻译文本，他们就会看到在希伯来字翻译的问题作为一个角的动物。例如，在申命记33:17（CUV），拉丁语武加大使用的的字rinocerotis（犀牛）的译本翻译的词新译中的独角兽使用monokerōtos（上海“喇叭”）。荷兰圣经“（出版不久后，国王詹姆斯）的西班牙圣经，意大利圣经，路德的德国圣经（所有这一切都早在1611英文版本），并在早期英语”圣经“（威克里夫的，天道的代尔的，主教，和日内瓦）所有这些都反映“单角”字的理解。
此外，最重要的是，希伯来文本身引导译者选择。新教翻译从天道向前，希伯来文和希伯来文旧约的知识，所以他们并不需要依靠拉丁文或七十。他们越来越多地也有希伯来语词典编纂的访问。日内瓦圣经（1560）翻译能够完成直接从希伯来文翻译旧约。日内瓦圣经翻译，像路德（路德的德国圣经-1534），大量依靠拉比泡菜的希伯来语语法。詹姆斯国王队聚集的时候，Rashi和伊本以斯拉额外希伯来语评论。因此，尽管有些人声称，麒麟（或等值在其他欧洲语言），是一种腐败七十来自希腊和拉丁语武加大，英文圣经翻译有其他来源。他们是能够咨询犹太人的希伯来语言专家和直接从希伯来文翻译。
虽然今天许多学者简单地指向权威性的现代希伯来语的词汇或强的一致性，并宣布麒麟字（re'em）的，应译为“野牛”，希伯来文专家经过多年尚未在该意见统一。很多，包括十三世纪著名学者拉比大卫泡菜，举行了“单角”字的理解。这是国王詹姆斯学者（和其他译者）得到他们的理解这个词从希伯来犹太教专家。总之，他们称之为麒麟，因为那是它是什么。和他们信任的背景和他们的读者意识好，知道它是真实的。
欲了解更多信息：
独角兽在“圣经”吗？
基督徒应该相信独角兽的存在？ （博客文章从其他作家之一）
帮助保持这些日常用品来了。支持AIG。
脚注
数23:22（CUV），数24:8（CUV）;申命记33:17（CUV）;工作39:9-10（CUV）诗篇22:21（CUV），诗篇29:6（CUV），诗篇92:10（CUV）以赛亚书34:7（CUV）
“莱亚德写道，”我倾向于认为公牛雕塑可能代表经常提到在“圣经”，其强度和凶猛动物而闻名，麒麟或RAIM，典型的权力，并可能一次。但“圣经”是麒麟现在，我相信，一般确定和激烈的大羚羊，大羚羊，居住在阿拉伯和埃及。“莱亚德，亨利·奥斯丁。 1850年。尼尼微及其遗存，第二卷（重印2001年版），P。 429。新泽西州皮斯卡塔韦，：戈尔吉亚新闻。背面
莱瑟姆，夏佳理，翻译。 1958年。马可·波罗游记，。 253。纽约：企鹅。背面
举行的两个角的身份有些作家认为，新译翻译取代奇异麒麟在申命记33:17复数独角兽，因为他们不舒服的两个角的麒麟的想法。然而，新译翻译本身指出直译麒麟在自己的旁注。他们可能选择渲染到适合的诗句中的复数。申命记33:17（CUV）指出，“他若瑟]荣耀，就像是他的公牛再分别，他的角是野牛的角一样：他推人一起到天涯海角，他们以法莲的万万，玛拿西的千千。“诗比较约瑟夫的部落的后代”强角的独角兽的角，这意味着他的两个儿子以法莲和玛拿西的子孙“，。一个可能的解释是，牛角是复数，因为有两个儿子认为，和被引用麒麟，因为麒麟的角是如此令人难以置信的强大。作为犹太教教士大卫泡菜在13世纪中指出，鉴于这里属于几个独角兽角，因为希伯来字是指一个角的动物。另一种可能的解释是，鉴于这里是双角犀牛。这两个角的动物有一个较大的喇叭和一个小喇叭，就像以法莲的后裔数大于玛拿西的子孙数量。
顺便说一下，一个单数名词复数的翻译实际上是一种常见的做法，在所有的翻译工作这样的背景和语言学手令时，不仅在世俗的翻译，但在国王詹姆斯版本，我们认为在这里。国王詹姆斯的翻译，试图用语言做事情偷偷摸摸的想法是错误的，他们只是使用的情况下，以确保的含义是明确的和正确的，他们甚至做什么，他们在自己的眉批做。
背面
Unicorns in the Bible?

1. What clues from the biblical text would support the idea that the unicorn is a real animal?

2. How do different translations deal with the Hebrew word re’em?

3. What animals are possible candidates for the biblical unicorn?

独角兽在“圣经”吗？
1。从“圣经”文本的线索将支持这一想法，麒麟是一个真正的动物吗？
2。如何处理希伯来字re'em的不同的译本？
3。什么动物是可能的候选人为“圣经”麒麟？
The Bible and Slavery

by Paul Taylor, AiG-UK; Bodie Hodge, AiG-US

February 2, 2007

Layman
· author-bodie-hodge
· author-paul-taylor
· feedback
This is a response to Paul Taylor’s article "A Leader for Biblical Equality".

Just because human beings are from "one blood" doesn't mean that the bible is anti-slavery. The bible supports and regulates slave ownership and doesn't say that owning a slave is wrong. White Christians have often used the bible to convince themselves that owning slaves is OK and the slaves should obey their "earthly masters". White Christians also owned white slaves during and after the fall of the Roman Empire. So to say that White Christians need to believe that their slaves are inferior to them in order to justify slave ownership is also false. A slave is slave in the mind of White Christians that have owned them and the bible supports slave ownership.

Find me one verse in the bible that condemns owning a slave. I dare you. I've already found several that support it. Your "god" should be destroyed. Here are Bible verses in support of slave ownership new and old testament (Leviticus 25:44-46 NLT), (Exodus 21:2-6 NLT), Jesus Christ thinks slaves should be beaten too (Luke 12:47-48 NLT), (1 Timothy 6:1-2 NLT), (Ephesians 6:5 NLT), (Exodus 21:20-21 NAB).

Andre



Andre, we have no idea what angle you approach this issue from. Because of your concentration on what “White Christians” have said, we assume that you are probably neither of light complexion nor Christian.

I, Paul Taylor, am both—by background, I am “White” Anglo-Saxon Protestant, having been brought up in the Church of England in the North of England, in a “white,” working-class family. My Christianity is not due to my Anglican upbringing—my faith stems from the fact that I was born again at the age of fifteen.

I, Bodie Hodge, am what I affectionately call a “Mutt” Christian who is of lighter complexion. I am mixture of German, Irish, English, Dutch, Portuguese, and Native American. In fact, I probably have a few others that I’m not aware of! I received Christ as Lord at the age of nine.

It is possible that our views could be influenced by our background, though we have had these comments checked by a “Black” Christian colleague and a Christian of Asian descent to assure that we are being biblically minded (Proverbs 11:14). You have used the terminology “White.” We are therefore using the term “White” to refer to what we would normally call peoples of European descent (especially Anglo-Saxon origin) and “Black” to refer to peoples we would normally say are primarily of African descent. We do not wish to cause offence by terminology.

You state that “White Christians have often used the Bible to convince themselves that owning slaves is OK and the slaves should obey their ‘earthly masters’.” You are correct. Regrettably and shamefully, “White” people claiming to be Christians have frequently taken verses of Scripture out of context to justify the most despicable acts. I could argue that most of these people were not really Christians; they were not really born again but were adhering to a form of Christianity for traditional or national reasons. Nevertheless, I think we have to concede that there are genuine “White” Christians who have believed the vilest calumnies about the nature of “Black” people and have sought support for their disgraceful views from the pages of the Bible.

Some “White” Christians have assumed that the so-called “curse of Ham” (Genesis 9:25) was to cause Ham’s descendents to be black and to be cursed. While it is likely that African peoples are descended from Ham (Cush, Phut, and Mizraim), it is not likely that they are descended from Canaan—the curse was actually declared on Canaan, not Ham.

However, there is no evidence from Genesis that the curse has anything to do with skin color. Others have suggested that the “mark of Cain” in Genesis 4 was that he was turned dark-skinned. Again, there is no evidence of this in Scripture, and in any case, Cain’s descendants were possibly wiped out in the Flood.

Incidentally, the use of such passages to attempt to justify some sort of evil associated with dark skin is based on an assumption that the other characters in the accounts were light-skinned, like “White” Anglo-Saxons today. That assumption can also not be found in Scripture, and is very unlikely to be true. Very light skin and very dark skin are actually the extremes of skin color, caused by the minimum and maximum of melanin production, and are more likely, therefore, to be the genetically selected results of populations moving away from each other, after the Tower of Babel incident recorded in Genesis 11.

The first thing we need to say is that neither slavery in New Testament times nor slavery under the Mosaic covenant had anything to do with the sort of slavery where “Black” people were bought and sold as property by “White” people in the well-known slave trade over the last few centuries. No “White” Christian should think that they can use any slightly positive comment about slavery in these sections to justify the historic Slave Trade, which is still a major stain on the histories of both the U.S. and U.K.

The U.S. and the U.K. were not the only countries in history to delve into harsh slavery and so be stained.

1. Ham’s son Mizraim founded Egypt (still called Mizraim in Hebrew). Egypt was the first recorded nation in the Bible to have harsh slavery and it was imposed on Joseph, the son of Israel, in 1728 BC, according to Archbishop Ussher. Later, the Egyptians were slave masters to the rest of the Israelites, and Moses, by the hand of God, freed them.

2. The Israelites were again enslaved by Assyrian and Babylonian captors about 1,000 years later.

3. Other ancient nations were also involved in slavery; the Code of Hammurabi discussed it soon after Babel.

4. “Black” Moors enslaved “Whites” during their conquering of Spain and Portugal on the Iberian Peninsula in the 8th century AD for over 400 years. The Moors even took slaves as far north as Scandinavia. The Moorish and Middle Eastern slave market was quite extensive.

5. Norse raiders of Scandinavia enslaved other European peoples and took them back as property beginning in the 8th century AD.

6. Even in modern times, slavery is still alive inthe Sudan and Darfur.

We find many other examples of harsh slavery from cultures throughout the world. At any rate, these few examples indicate that harsh slavery was/is a reality, and in all cases, is an unacceptable act by biblical standards.

The extreme kindness to be shown to slaves/servants commanded in the Bible among the Israelites was often prefaced by a reminder that they too were slaves at the hand of the Egyptians. In other words, they were to treat slaves/servants in a way that they wanted to be treated.

But was slavery that is discussed in the Bible the same as the harsh slavery? For example, slaves and masters are referred to in Paul’s epistles. In Ephesians 6:5, a better translation is to use the word “bondservant.” The Bible is in no way condoning the practice of bondservants, who were certainly not being paid the first century equivalent of the minimum wage. Nevertheless, they were being paid something, and were therefore in a state more akin to a lifetime employment contract rather than “racial” slavery. Moreover, Paul gives clear instructions that Christian “masters” are to treat such people with respect and as equals. Their employment position did not affect their standing in the church.

Passages in Leviticus show us the importance of treating “aliens” and foreigners well, and how, if they believe, they become part of the people of God (for example, Rahab and Ruth, to name but two). Also, the existence of slavery in Leviticus 25 underlines the importance of redemption, and enables the New Testament writers to point out that we are slaves to sin, but are redeemed by the blood of Jesus. Such slavery is a living allegory, and does not justify the “racial” and “racist” form of slavery practiced from about the 16th to 19th centuries.

As we already know, slavery was common in the Middle East as far back as ancient Egypt. If God had simply ignored it, then there would have been no rules for their treatment and they could have treated them harshly with no rights. But since they did have rights and rules for their protection, it showed that God cared for them as well. However, this is often misconstrued for an endorsement of slavery, which it is not. God listed slave traders among the worst of sinners in 1 Timothy 1:10 (kidnappers/men stealers/slave traders). This is no new teaching as Moses was not fond of forced slavery either:

Exodus 21:16
He who kidnaps a man and sells him, or if he is found in his hand, shall surely be put to death.

In light of such rules, slaves/servants in Israelite culture came about by their own actions, whether from among the Israelites or neighboring cultures.

In fact, take note of the punishment of Egypt, when the Lord freed the Israelites (Exodus chapters 3–15). God predicted this punishment well in advance:

Genesis 15:13-14
13 Then He said to Abram: “Know certainly that your descendants will be strangers in a land that is not theirs, and will serve them, and they will afflict them four hundred years.
14 “And also the nation whom they serve I will judge; afterward they shall come out with great possessions.1
Had God not protected slaves/bondservants by such commands, then many people surrounding them, who did have harsh slavery, would have loved to move in where there were no governing principles as to the treatment of slaves. It would have given a “green light” to slave owners from neighboring areas to come and settle there. But with the rules in place, it discouraged slavery in their realm.

Now let us directly discuss the passages that you bring up for clarification:

Luke 12:43-48
43 Blessed is that servant whom his master will find so doing when he comes.
44 Truly, I say to you that he will make him ruler over all that he has.
45 But if that servant says in his heart, ‘My master is delaying his coming,’ and begins to beat the male and female servants, and to eat and drink and be drunk,
46 the master of that servant will come on a day when he is not looking for him, and at an hour when he is not aware, and will cut him in two and appoint him his portion with the unbelievers.
47 And that servant who knew his master’s will, and did not prepare himself or do according to his will, shall be beaten with many stripes.
48 But he who did not know, yet committed things deserving of stripes, shall be beaten with few. For everyone to whom much is given, from him much will be required; and to whom much has been committed, of him they will ask the more.





As for Jesus’ supposed support for beating slaves, this is in the context of a parable. Parables are stories Jesus told to help us understand spiritual truths. For example, in one parable, Jesus likens God to a judge. The judge is unjust, but eventually gives justice to the widow when she persists. The point of that story was not to tell us that God is like an unjust judge—on the contrary, He is completely just. The point of the parable is to tell us to be persistent in prayer. Similarly, Luke 12:47–48 does not justify beating slaves. It is not a parable telling us how masters are to behave. It is a parable telling us that we must be ready for when Jesus Himself returns. One will be rewarded with eternal life through Christ, or with eternal punishment (Matthew 25:46)

1 Timothy 6:1-2
1 Let as many bondservants as are under the yoke count their own masters worthy of all honor, so that the name of God and His doctrine may not be blasphemed.
2 And those who have believing masters, let them not despise them because they are brethren, but rather serve them because those who are benefited are believers and beloved. Teach and exhort these things.

Writing to Timothy, Paul doesn’t give an endorsement to slavery or servants. He merely gives commands to those who are already either masters or bondservants. Again, bondservants or slaves were paid a wage and, being brothers in Christ, Paul makes it clear that they are equals:

Galatians 3:28
There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither slave nor free man, there is neither male nor female; for you are all one in Christ Jesus.

Ephesians 6:5-9
5 Bondservants, be obedient to those who are your masters according to the flesh, with fear and trembling, in sincerity of heart, as to Christ;
6 not with eye service, as men–pleasers, but as bondservants of Christ, doing the will of God from the heart,
7 with goodwill doing service, as to the Lord, and not to men,
8 knowing that whatever good anyone does, he will receive the same from the Lord, whether he is a slave or free.
9 And you, masters, do the same things to them, giving up threatening, knowing that your own Master also is in heaven, and there is no partiality with Him.




Again, Paul in Ephesians is not giving an endorsement to slavery/bondservants and masters but gives them both the same commands. Again, bondservants were to be paid fair wages:

Colossians 4:1
Masters, give your bondservants what is just and fair, knowing that you also have a Master in heaven.

Exodus 21
2 If you buy a Hebrew servant, he is to serve you for six years. But in the seventh year, he shall go free, without paying anything.
3 If he comes alone, he is to go free alone; but if he has a wife when he comes, she is to go with him.
4 If his master gives him a wife and she bears him sons or daughters, the woman and her children shall belong to her master, and only the man shall go free.
5 But if the servant declares, ‘I love my master and my wife and children and do not want to go free,’
6 then his master must take him before the judges. He shall take him to the door or the door-post and pierce his ear with an awl. Then he will be his servant for life.




This is the first type of bankruptcy law I’ve encountered. With this, a government doesn’t step in, but a person, who has lost themselves to debt, can sell the only thing they have left, their ability to perform labor. This is a loan. In six years the loan is paid off, and they are set free. Bondservants who did this made a wage, had their debt covered, had a home to stay in, on-the-job training, and did it for only six years. This almost sounds better than college, which doesn't cover debt and you have to pay for it!

This is not a forced agreement either. The bondservants enter into service on their own accord. In the same respect, a foreigner can also sell themselves into servitude. Although the rules are slightly different, it would still be by their own accord in light of Exodus 21:16.

Exodus 21:18-21
18 If men contend with each other, and one strikes the other with a stone or with his fist, and he does not die but is confined to his bed,
19 if he rises again and walks about outside with his staff, then he who struck him shall be acquitted. He shall only pay for the loss of his time, and shall provide for him to be thoroughly healed.
20 And if a man beats his male or female servant with a rod, so that he dies under his hand, he shall surely be punished.
21 Notwithstanding, if he remains alive a day or two, he shall not be punished; for he is his property.



This passage follows closely after Moses' decree against slave traders in Exodus 21:16. We include verses 18 and 19 to show the parallel to servants among the Israelites. The rules still apply for their protection if they already have servants or if someone sells themselves into service.

Leviticus 25:38-46
38 I am the LORD your God, who brought you out of the land of Egypt, to give you the land of Canaan and to be your God.
39 And if one of your brethren who dwells by you becomes poor, and sells himself to you, you shall not compel him to serve as a slave.
40 As a hired servant and a sojourner he shall be with you, and shall serve you until the Year of Jubilee.
41 And then he shall depart from you––he and his children with him––and shall return to his own family. He shall return to the possession of his fathers.
42 For they are My servants, whom I brought out of the land of Egypt; they shall not be sold as slaves.
43 You shall not rule over him with rigor, but you shall fear your God.
44 And as for your male and female slaves whom you may have––from the nations that are around you, from them you may buy male and female slaves.
45 Moreover you may buy the children of the strangers who dwell among you, and their families who are with you, which they beget in your land; and they shall become your property.
46 And you may take them as an inheritance for your children after you, to inherit them as a possession; they shall be your permanent slaves. But regarding your brethren, the children of Israel, you shall not rule over one another with rigor.








God prefaces this passage specifically with a reminder that the Lord saved them from their bondage of slavery in Egypt. Again, if one becomes poor, they can sell themselves into slavery/servitude and be released as was already discussed.

Verse 44 discusses slaves that they may already have from nations around them. They can be bought and sold. It doesn’t say to seek them out or have forced slavery. Hence it is not giving an endorsement of seeking new slaves or encouraging the slave trade. At this point, the Israelites had just come out of slavery and were about to enter the Holy Land. They shouldn’t have had many servants. Also, this doesn’t restrict other people in cultures around them from selling themselves as bondservants. But as discussed already there are passages for the proper and godly treatment of servants/slaves.

The slavery of “Black” people by “White” people in the 16th to 19th centuries was harshly unjust like many cultures before. This harsh slavery is not discussed in Moses’ writings, because such slavery was unknown in Hebrew culture. This is not surprising. Paul tells us in Romans 1:30 that people are capable of inventing new ways of doing evil.

“White” on “Black” slavery was opposed by Christians such as William Wilberforce, not by examining passages on slavery, because the slaveries were of different types. “Racial” slavery was opposed because it was seen to be contrary to the value that God places on every human being, and the fact that God “has made from one blood every nation of men to dwell on all the face of the earth” (Acts 17:26). The use of the term “one blood” is so significant. If “races” were really of different “bloods,” then we could not all be saved by the shedding of the blood of one Savior. It is because the entire human race is descended from one man—Adam—that we know we can trust in one Savior, Jesus Christ.

You say our “god” needs to be destroyed. If by this you refer to a sort of petty “god” invented by “White” Christians to justify “racist” attitudes, then you are right. The true God of the Bible is not like that. As we have tried to show, yet again, God’s Word, the Bible, teaches that there is only one race of people—Adam’s race—and there is one Savior, Jesus Christ.

A few pointers to remember:

1. Slaves under Mosaic Law were different from the harshly treated slaves of other societies, more like servants or bondservants.

2. The Bible doesn’t give an endorsement of slave traders but the opposite (1 Timothy 1:10). A slave/bondservant was acquired when a person voluntarily entered into it when he needed to pay off his debts.

3. The Bible recognizes that slavery is a reality in this sin-cursed world and doesn’t ignore it, but instead gives regulations for good treatment by both masters and servants and reveals they are equal under Christ.

4. Israelites could sell themselves as a slave/bondservant to have their debts covered, make a wage, have housing and be set free after six years. Foreigners could sell themselves as a slave/bondservant as well.

5. Biblical Christians led the fight to abolish slavery.

The issue of racism is just one of many reasons why we oppose evolution. Darwinian evolution can easily be used to suggest that some “races” are more evolved than others. Biblical Christianity cannot be used that way—unless it is twisted by people who have deliberately misunderstood what the Bible actually teaches. Recall Darwin’s prediction of non-white “races”:

At some future period, not very distant as measured by centuries, the civilized races of man will almost certainly exterminate and replace the savage races throughout the world. At the same time the anthropomorphous apes . . . will no doubt be exterminated. The break between man and his nearest allies will then be wider, for it will intervene between man in a more civilized state, as we may hope, even than the Caucasian, and some ape as low as a baboon, instead of as now between the negro or Australian [aborigine] and the gorilla.2
With sincerity in Christ,

Paul Taylor, AiG-UK 
Bodie Hodge, AiG-US

Footnotes

1. All passages from the NKJV and NIV. Back
2. Charles Darwin, The Descent of Man (New York, A.L. Burt, 1874, 2nd ed.), p. 178. Back
（下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。）
“圣经”和奴隶制
保罗·泰勒，AIG英国博迪霍奇，AIG-US February 2，2007

门外汉
作者博迪杂牌作者保罗 - 泰勒反馈
这是保罗·泰勒的文章“圣经平等的领导者”的回应。
只是因为人类从“血脉”是并不意味着圣经是反奴役。圣经的支持，并规定从所有权和不说，拥有一个奴隶，是错误的。白色基督徒经常使用圣经来说服自己，拥有奴隶是确定的和奴隶，应该服从他们的“肉身的主人”。白色的基督徒还拥有白人奴隶，期间和之后，罗马帝国衰落。如此说来，白基督徒必须相信，他们的奴隶不如他们为了证明奴隶的所有权也是假的。奴隶是在拥有圣经支持奴隶的所有权白基督徒的心的奴隶。
我找一个在圣经的经文，谴责拥有奴隶。我敢说你。我已经发现了几个支持它。你的“上帝”，应予以销毁。这里是奴隶的所有权新旧约（利未记25:44-46 NLT的），（出埃及记21:2-6 NLT的）支持的经文，耶稣认为奴隶应被殴打（路加福音12:47-48 NLT的） （提摩太前书6:1-2 NLT的），（以弗所书6时05 NLT的），（出埃及记21:20-21，NAB）。
安德烈
安德烈，我们有什么角度处理这个问题，从没有想法。因为你曾经说过什么“白基督徒”的浓度，我们假设，你很可能既不浅肤色也不基督教。
我，保罗·泰勒，我既背景，我是“白”盎格鲁撒克逊新教，已提出了在英格兰教会在英格兰北部，在“白”，工薪阶层的家庭。我的基督教是不是因为我圣公会养育我的信仰，我出生在十五岁的事实造成的。
，博迪Hodge的，我是我亲切地叫“笨蛋”基督教的肤色。我的德国，爱尔兰，英国，荷兰，葡萄牙，美国本土的混合物。事实上，我可能有几个人，我不知道！我收到主九岁基督。
这是可能的，我们的意见可以影响我们的背景，虽然我们有“黑”基督教同事和亚裔基督教检查，以保证我们圣经志同道合的（箴言11:14）这些意见。你已经使用的术语“白”。“因此，我们正在使用的”白“指什么，我们通常会称之为欧洲血统（尤其是盎格鲁撒克逊人血统）和”黑色“人民是指人民，我们通常会说是主要是非洲裔。我们不希望造成术语罪行。
白皮书指出“基督徒经常使用”圣经“来说服自己，拥有奴隶是确定的和奴隶，应该服从他们的”肉身的主人“。”你是正确的。可惜和可耻，“白”的人自称是基督徒，经常采取断章取义经文最卑鄙的行为辩护。我可以说，这些人大多是不是真正的基督徒，他们没有真正重生，但坚持一个基督教传统或民族原因的形式。不过，我认为我们必须承认，有真正的“白”相信关于“黑”人的本质的最卑鄙的诽谤和基督徒寻求支持他们从“圣经”的网页不光彩的意见。
一些“白色”的基督徒都认为所谓的“诅咒火腿”（创世记9:25），是导致火腿的后裔，是黑色的，被诅咒。虽然它很可能是从火腿（古实，弗，麦西）的后裔，非洲人民，这是不太可能，他们从迦南的诅咒实际上是迦南宣布，不咸的后裔。
然而，从创世记没有证据表明，诅咒有什么做的肤色。也有人建议，在创世记4“该隐的记号”，他遭到了皮肤黝黑。再次，是在圣经中没有这方面的证据，并在任何情况下，该隐的后代可能消灭在洪水。
顺便说一下，这种通道的使用，试图证明某种黝黑的皮肤与相关的邪恶是基于一个假设，账户中的其他字符光皮肤，像“白”盎格鲁撒克逊人今天。这样的假设，也可以不被发现在圣经中，是不太可能是真实的。很轻的皮肤非常黝黑的皮肤，其实都是极端的肤色，造成黑色素生成的最小和最大，更容易，因此，人口移动远离彼此的基因选择的结果后，塔巴贝尔事件记录在创世记11。
我们需要说的第一件事是，无论是在新约时代，也不奴役的奴隶制下的马赛克公约“黑”的人购买和出售财产“白”的人以及与奴役的排序有什么做众所周知，在过去几个世纪的奴隶贸易。没有“白”基督徒应该认为他们可以使用任何关于奴隶制的稍微积极评价，在这些路段来证明历史的奴隶贸易，这仍然是主要对美国和英国的历史污点
美国和英国在历史上唯一的国家深入恶劣的奴役，并因此被染色。
火腿的儿子麦西成立埃及（仍然称为麦西在希伯来语）。埃及是最早记载于“圣经”有恶劣的奴役的国家和以色列的儿子约瑟夫，它被强加在公元前1728年，根据大主教厄舍尔。后来，埃及人是奴隶主，其余的以色列人，摩西，上帝之手，释放他们。
再次被奴役的以色列人约1000年后，亚述和巴比伦的俘虏。
其他古代国家也参与了奴隶制;汉穆拉比法典的讨论后，巴贝尔很快。
“黑色”摩尔人的奴役在他们征服西班牙和葡萄牙在公元8世纪，已有400多年的伊比利亚半岛上的“白人”。摩尔人甚至采取尽量为斯堪的纳维亚半岛北部的奴隶。摩尔和中东奴隶市场是相当广泛。
北欧的斯堪的纳维亚入侵者奴役其他欧洲国家的人民和他们作为财产在公元8世纪初。
即使在近代，奴隶制仍是活在苏丹和达尔富尔。
我们发现许多其他的例子，来自世界各地的文化恶劣的奴役。无论如何，这些例子表明，被恶劣的奴役/是一个现实，并在所有情况下，由圣经的标准是不可接受的行为。
显示奴隶/圣经吩咐以色列人之间的仆人的极端善良，往往前面的提醒，他们也是在埃及人的手，奴隶。换句话说，他们对待奴隶/仆人，他们希望的方式来对待。
但奴隶制是恶劣的奴役相同的讨论，在“圣经”吗？例如，奴隶和主人被称为保罗的书信。以弗所书6:5，一个更好的翻译是用一个词“的奴仆。”圣经“中没有纵容卖身，肯定不会支付一世纪相当于最低工资的做法是。然而，他们被支付的东西，因此，一个国家更像是终身雇佣合同，而不是“种族”的奴役。此外，保罗给出了明确的指示，基督教的“主人”是这样的人，尊重地对待和平等。他们的就业状况并没有影响他们在教会的地位。
在利未记通道向我们展示了“外星人”和外国人以及治疗的重要性，以及如何，如果他们相信，他们成为神的人的一部分（例如，拉哈伯和露丝，仅举两个）。此外，存在着奴隶制在利未记25强调，赎回的重要性，使新约作家指出，我们是罪的奴隶，但耶稣的血赎回。这种奴役是一种生活的寓言，没有理由实行从16到19世纪的奴隶制“种族”和“种族主义”的形式。
正如我们已经知道，奴隶制是早古埃及在中东的共同。如果上帝只是简单地忽略了它，然后就一直为他们的待遇没有规则，他们可以用任何权利，他们严厉。但是，因为他们确实有保护他们的权利和规则，它表明，上帝，以及照顾他们。然而，这通常被误解为奴隶制的认可，它不是。神列为最坏的罪人，在提摩太前书1:10（绑匪/男子盗取/奴隶贩子）的奴隶贩子。这是没有新的教学摩西不喜欢强迫奴役：
出埃及记21:16

他谁绑架了一名男子，并出售他，如果他发现他的手，必被治死。
鉴于这些规则，在以色列文化的奴隶/公务员约来到自己的行动，无论是从以色列人或邻近文化。
事实上，埃及的刑罚说明，当主释放以色列人（出埃及记3-15章）。上帝惩罚提前预测这：
创世记15:13-14

13然后，他对亚伯兰说：“知道，当然，你的后裔将是陌生人，是不是他们的土地，并会为他们服务，他们将苦待他们四百年。
14“的国家，他们为我会判断;后来他们应站出来与伟大财产.1

没有这样的命令保护了神奴隶/卖身，然后他们周围的许多人，谁也有恶劣的奴役，一定会喜欢移动，在那里为奴隶的治疗没有原则。它会从邻近地区奴隶主“绿灯”来和那里定居。但地方的规则，它气馁奴役他们的境界。
现在，让我们直接讨论的段落，你带来了澄清：
路加福音12:43-48

43有福是他的主人会发现这样做时，他的仆人。
44真的，我对你说，他将让他比他有统治者。
45，但如果那仆人说，在他的心里，“我的主人是延缓他的到来”，并开始击败男性和女性公务员，吃的喝的，是醉，
一天46那仆人的主人来时，他不找他，并在一个小时的时候，他是不知道，他将削减在两个并任命他不信的部分。
47，谁知道他的主人的意愿，并没有准备自己或不按照他的意志，那仆人的，应当殴打许多条纹。
48，但他谁也不知道，但值得条纹承诺的事情，应少打。其中很多是给每个人，他将要求并接受了许多一直致力于他，他们会要求更多。
至于耶稣的应该殴打奴隶的支持，这是一个比喻的背景。比喻是耶稣的故事告诉，以帮助我们了解真理的精神。例如，在一个比喻，耶稣比喻上帝法官。法官是不公正的，但最终正义的寡妇，当她坚持。这个故事点是不告诉我们，神是像一个不公正的法官，相反，他是完全公正的。点的比喻就是告诉我们要持续的祈祷。同样，路加福音12:47-48没有理由殴打奴隶。这是一则寓言告诉我们的主人是如何表现。这是一则寓言告诉我们，耶稣自己返回时，我们必须做好准备。将奖励一个永恒的生命借着基督，或与永恒的惩罚（马太25:46）
1提摩太后书6:1-2

1，让尽可能多的卖身指望他们值得所有的荣誉当家作主的枷锁下，使神和他的学说的名称，不得亵渎。
2那些已信道的主人，让他们不要轻视他们，因为他们是弟兄，而是为他们服务，因为这些人受益的信徒和心爱的。教导和告诫这些东西。
保罗写给提摩太，不背书奴隶或仆人。他只是给那些谁已经不是主人或卖身的命令。再次，卖身或奴隶支付工资，在基督里的兄弟，保罗清楚地表明，他们等于：
加拉太书3:28

既不是犹太人，希腊人，既不是奴隶或自由人，既不是男性也不是女性，因为你是在基督耶稣里的所有。
以弗所书6:5-9

5卖身，谁是你的主人，根据肉，与恐惧和颤抖，心脏的诚意，以基督听话;

6不能只在眼前事奉，作为男人，取悦，但作为基督卖身，做神的旨意，从心，
商誉主服务，7，而不是男人，
8知道任何好的人，他将收到从主相同的，无论他是一个奴隶或自由。
9你的主人，他们做同样的事情，放弃威胁，知道你自己的主人也就是在天上，与他没有任何偏袒。
再次，保罗在以弗所书不背书奴役/卖身和大师，但给他们两个相同的命令。再次，卖身支付公平的工资：
歌罗西书4:1

大师，给你的卖身，什么是公正和公平的，知道你也有一位主在天上。
出埃及记21

2，如果你买希伯来人作奴仆，他是任期六年。但在第七年，他应得自由，无需支付任何东西。
3如果他独自前来，他是独自去免费，但如果他有一个妻子，当他来到时，她是和他一起去。
4，如果他的主人给他的妻子和她承担他的儿子或女儿，女人和她的孩子应属于她的主人，只有人去自由。
但如果仆人声明，“我爱我的主人和我的妻子和孩子，不想去自由，
6，然后他的主人，必须采取前他的法官。他应采取他用锥子门或门后，刺穿他的耳朵。然后，他将他对生命的仆人。
这是我遇到的第一种类型的破产法。这一点，政府不介入，但一个人，他已经失去了自己的债务，可以出售的唯一他们离开，他们有能力执行劳动。这是一项贷款。在六年内还清贷款，他们自由。谁这样做卖身发了工资，他们的债务覆盖，留在有一个家，在职培训，并做了只有六年。大专以上，其中不包括债务，这几乎听起来更好，你必须为它付出！
这是不是强迫的协议。卖身进入自己的服务。在同样的尊重，外国人也可以出售自己沦为奴隶。虽然规则略有不同，它仍然是自己的，在出埃及记21时16分。
出埃及记21:18-21

18如果男人们相互抗衡，和一个打击，用石头或用拳头，他不会死，但仅限于他的床，
19，如果他再次上升和走有关外，与他的工作人员，然后，他重重地打在他身上的人应当无罪释放。他只支付了他的时间损失，应为他提供进行彻底痊愈。
20如果一个人胜过他的男性或女性，一棒的仆人，让他在他的手去世，他必受惩罚。
21尽管如此，如果他仍然活着一两天，他不应受到惩罚，因为他是他的财产。
这一段话后，紧跟在出埃及记21:16摩西对奴隶贩子的法令。我们包括诗句18日和19显示平行以色列人之间的仆人。规则仍适用于对他们的保护，如果他们已经有公务员，或如果有人卖自己服务。
利未记25:38-46

38我是耶和华你们的神，谁领你出埃及地，迦南地给你，是你的神。
39，如果你的弟兄们谁住由你变得很差，和销售自己给你，你不得强迫他作为一个奴隶。
40作为一个雇工和寄居的，他必与你同在，要服事你直到禧年。
41，那么他将离开你 - 他和他的孩子们与他 - 应返回到自己的家庭。他将回到他的父亲拥有。
42因为他们是我的仆人，我带出埃及的土地，他们不得作为奴隶出售。
43你不应当排除了他与严格，但你应敬畏你的神。
44为男性和女性的奴隶的人，你可能有 - 你身边，从他们身上，从国家，你可以买男性和女性的奴隶。
45此外，您可以购买的陌生人，住在你们中间的孩子，和他们的家人，谁是你的，这是他们在自己的土地招致;，他们将成为你的财产。
46和你可能需要为您的孩子继承后，作为一个拥有继承他们，他们应当成为你永久的奴隶。但对于你们的弟兄，以色列的孩子，你应不排除严厉。
Doesn’t the Bible Support Slavery?

1. What different forms of slavery are mentioned in the Bible?

2. What does the Bible teach about treatment of slaves?

3. What previous condition of the Israelites did God mention when discussing the treatment of those living among the Israelites?

4. How has the Bible been used in the modern Western world to relate to slavery?

没有圣经支持奴隶制吗？
1。 “圣经”中提到的奴隶制有什么不同的形式？
2。什么是“圣经”教导奴隶的治疗？
3。以色列人以前的状态，神提到以色列人之间的讨论时，那些生活待遇？
4。 “圣经”是如何被用在现代西方世界的奴役？
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There are some fundamental differences in how creationists and evolutionists view life. Biblical creationists believe that God created life according to their kinds with the ability to reproduce and fill the earth.1 This view includes the concepts that God had purpose in what He created and that it originally was very good.2
In contrast, evolutionists view life as all descending from a single common ancestor by chance processes. Evolutionary arguments tend to imply that life isn’t really very complex or well designed. For example, 100 years ago a cell was promoted as being nothing more than a blob of protoplasm, implying that it wouldn’t be difficult for it to arise by chance. This proved to be wrong; cells are incredibly complex structures.3 At one time evolutionists argued that organs or structures with no known function actually had no function; at the time this included hundreds of organs and structures in the human body. Instead these were believed to be vestiges of evolution. This argument has become rather vestigial itself, as these organs have been found to have function.4
Yet, this argument reappeared in genetics. Most of the DNA in our bodies does not code for proteins, so it was labeled “junk DNA” by evolutionists that assumed it has no function. As research continues it is becoming clear that this DNA has numerous essential functions.5 The evolutionary worldview has a dismal track record for anticipating the astounding complexity in life uncovered by scientific research.

If God created everything good and with a purpose, why are there disease-causing bacteria and viruses in the world? It is true that we first learned about bacteria and viruses because of the problems they cause. Bacteria have been studied in considerable detail and are now recognized to be mainly helpful and absolutely essential for life on earth; bacteria that cause disease (which occurred as a result of the Fall) are the exceptions, not the rule. But what about viruses: what purpose could they possibly have?

What Is a Virus?

Viruses are a bit of an enigma. They contain DNA or RNA which are found in all living things. This is packaged in a protein coat. Despite this, viruses are not usually considered living because they are not made up of cells and cannot reproduce by themselves. Instead, the virus will inject the DNA or RNA into a living cell, and the cell will make copies of the virus and assemble them so they can spread.6
Viruses vary considerably in their ability to cause disease. Many known viruses are not associated with disease at all. Others cause mild symptoms that may often go undetected. Some, like the HIV virus that causes AIDS in people, appear to have come from another species where they do not cause disease. Given our current knowledge of viruses, it is quite reasonable to believe that disease-causing viruses are descended from viruses that were once not harmful.7It has been suggested that they have played an important role in maintaining life on earth—somewhat similar to the way bacteria do.8 In fact, they may play a role in solving an intriguing puzzle that faces creationists.

A Creationist Puzzle

The biblical record tells of a global Flood when all created kinds of unclean9 land animals were reduced to a population of two, the pair that was preserved with Noah on the Ark.10 After the Flood, these animals reproduced and filled the earth again.11 Today many of these kinds are represented by whole families. For example, the dog family (Canidae) is believed to represent a created kind.12 However, this is a very diverse group of animals. There are foxes that are adapted to living in the arctic, and others that live in the desert. There is incredible variety seen in modern domestic dog breeds. Where did all this variety come from? And how could it arise so quickly given that the Flood occurred around 4300 years ago?13
The answer to this puzzle is probably quite complex. Some of the variety would have been carried by the pair of animals on the Ark. When parents pass traits on to their offspring, these traits can appear in new combinations in the offspring (Mendelian genetics). Natural selection can weed some existing traits out of a population. However, a close examination reveals that genetic changes have also arisen in this time.14 Many of these changes do not appear accidental and do not directly cause disease. For this reason, some creationists have proposed that God “designed animals to be able to undergo genetic mutations which would enable them to adapt to a wide range of environmental challenges while minimizing risk.”15
Isn’t That Evolution?

It is important to recognize that biologists use several distinct definitions for evolution that are often blurred together as if they are synonymous.16 Evolution is sometimes defined as “change in the genetic makeup (or gene frequency) of a population over time.” This has been observed; both creationists and evolutionists recognize this as important in building models to help us understand what likely happened in the past. A second definition of evolution involves the idea that all life descended from a common ancestor over millions of years through naturalistic processes. This has not been observed. In fact, it is in direct opposition to the testimony God (the eyewitness to creation) gives us in the Bible. The idea that all life has a common ancestor requires the assumption that the Bible’s history is false, and the assumption that changes which do occur could produce the variety of life we see today from a single-celled ancestor.17
With regard to the first definition of evolution, creationists and evolutionists differ in the pattern of genetic changes they should expect to see. The creation model predicts that degenerative changes can occur because mankind sinned and brought death into the world.18 It also predicts that adaptive changes could occur because God cares for His creation and intends for the earth to be inhabited.19 Both types of changes have been observed. The fact that some foxes are adapted to live in the arctic while others are adapted to live in the desert fits perfectly with this biblical teaching. While evolutionists accept that these types of changes occur, their model requires that most genetic changes add information to the genome. This pattern has not been observed. Without this pattern they cannot account for the many organs and complex biochemical pathways that exist in animals today.20 Scientific observations show that there is an overall pattern of decay seen in the genome which is the opposite of what the evolutionary model would predict.21
Another difference is the source of the genetic change. Evolutionists assume that random mutations and natural selection can account for the genetic changes that are seen. Since the underlying mechanism is naturalistic, changes were expected to be very slow. Contrary to their expectations, rapid adaptation has been observed, and evolutionists have had to adjust their thinking to accept this. Furthermore, detailed studies of the pattern in genetic differences within related animals don’t make sense if mutations are assumed to always be essentially random events.22 Something else is clearly going on here. It appears that God has placed some incredible programming into the genomes of the animals he created, and viruses may play some role in this.

Evidence of Horizontal Gene Transfer

Interestingly, there are some portions of DNA in animals that look like they came from a virus. While some of these were likely originally present in the genome since they have essential functions, others may have been introduced by viruses.23 A number of years ago, one creationist proposed that horizontal gene flow (genes picked up from somewhere in the environment rather than inherited from parents) may help to explain rapid adaptation and the interesting pattern of DNA in animals. In fact, the author lists 13 different biological phenomena that might be explained by horizontal gene flow.24 Since viruses carry genetic material (DNA or RNA), they are the most logical agents to suspect in transferring genes. While horizontal gene transfer would not change the identity of an animal (i.e., it would still belong to the same kind), it could rapidly provide a source of genetic variability that allows for rapid adaptation. If this is the case, then viruses were created “good” (as in Genesis 1) with a support role much like bacteria are known to have.

While the evidence is largely circumstantial, further scientific investigation does seem to support these ideas.25 In fact, a recent PNAS article has brought some new information to light. Previous studies had suggested horizontal transfer between closely related species. This study identified a large section of DNA (~2.9 kb) that was approximately 96% identical in a marsupial (opossum), several placentals (mouse, rat, bushbaby, tenrec, and little brown bat), a reptile (anole lizard), and an amphibian (African clawed frog). It was absent from the 27 other animals surveyed (which included human and Jamaican fruit bat). This sequence appears to have been incorporated into an existing functional gene in rats and mice, although its specific function is not yet known.26 Because of the pattern observed, it appears that horizontal gene transfer was concentrated at some time in the past and perhaps occurred via a DNA virus.27 Interestingly, several species (anole and opossum) are from Central/South America, several are restricted to Africa (bushbay, tenrec), and the others have a wider geographical distribution.28 This suggests that the transfer may have occurred early post-Flood or been intercontinental in scope.29
Since most scientists are heavily influenced by the evolutionary worldview, they often miss indicators of purpose. For example, the section of DNA discussed above is a transposon (a type of mobile genetic element or transposable element). After the putative transfer, it was copied and integrated into several different parts of the genome in the various species. This requires that the proper tools (e.g., enzymes) be in place so that the section of DNA can be incorporated into the genome initially, then modified and copied appropriately. Given that decay has occurred over time, it is not surprising to creationists that there are examples of transposons where this process doesn’t work properly and disease occurs.

Diseases draw attention and research dollars, so the problems associated with transposons have been recognized before the benefits are understood (much like was true of bacteria). Many people still view these mobile genetic elements as “parasitic” or “selfish.” However, they are quite widespread in the genome of plants, animals, and man. If their insertion was always purely “random,” it seems they should more consistently cause problems in a complex system such as the genome.30 Therefore, it seems more logical to believe that transposons have purpose and were designed in a way to benefit their possessor.

The Bible Explains the Paradox

The biblical view explains an important paradox we see in the world around us. It anticipates the complexity that is constantly being uncovered by scientific research; God is an all-wise Creator and would be expected to use awesome design patterns and programming. It also explains the decay observed because mankind sinned and brought death into the world; the world is now in bondage to decay.31 This is an exciting time to be a creationist researcher, as the tremendous volume of scientific research is helping to provide answers to questions that have been asked for decades.
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为什么上帝让病毒？
博士让K. Lightner January 7，2009

半技术
作者让·莱特纳DNA遗传学病毒学病毒基因转移
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有一些根本性的分歧，在如何创造论和进化论查看生活。圣经创造论者相信，上帝创造了生命与繁殖能力和，填补地球.1这个视图包含的概念，上帝在他创建的目的和根据自己的种，它原本是非常良好.2

相反，进化论者看作降序机会进程都从一个单一的共同祖先生活。进化的论据往往意味着生活是不是真的很复杂，或精心设计的。例如，100年前，无非比一滴原生质，这意味着它不会是很难出现机会晋升为一个单元。这被证明是错误的;细胞是令人难以置信的复杂结构.3进化论者认为，没有已知的功能器官或结构实际上有没有功能在同一时间，在时间，这包括在人体器官和结构的数百。相反，这些被认为是进化的痕迹。而这种说法已成为遗迹本身，因为这些机关已经发现有功能.4

然而，这种说法再现遗传学。在我们的身体的DNA最不编码蛋白质，因此它被打成进化论者假设它没有功能的“垃圾DNA”。随着研究的继续，它是越来越明显，这种DNA有许多重要功能.5进化论的世界观有预见惊人的复杂性科学的研究发现生活中的惨淡纪录。
如果上帝创造了一切，良好的和有目的的，为什么有疾病的致病细菌和病毒的世界？这是我们第一次了解到细菌和病毒，因为它们所造成的问题。细菌已相当详细地研究，现在公认的主要是帮助和绝对必要的地球上的生命;细菌引起的疾病（秋季）是例外，而不是规则。但是有关病毒的目的是什么，他们可能有？
什么是病毒？
病毒是一个谜位。它们含有DNA或RNA的发现在万物。这是一种蛋白质外衣包装。尽管这样，病毒通常不考虑生活，因为它们不是由细胞和不能自行复制。相反，该​​病毒会注入活细胞的DNA或RNA，细胞将病毒副本，并组装他们，使他们可以传播.6

病毒引起疾病的能力有很大的不同。许多已知病毒不会在所有与疾病有关。他人造成轻微的症状，可能经常去未被发现。有些人，像艾滋病毒，导致艾滋病在人们，似乎已经从另一个物种，他们不会引起疾病。鉴于我们目前的知识病毒，这是很有理由相信，致病病毒是病毒曾经有人曾建议，他们已经发挥了重要作用，在维持地球上，有些生活不有害.7类似的后裔方法细菌事实上做.8，他们可能会在解决面临的神创论的一个有趣的难题发挥了作用。
一个创造论的难题
圣经的记载告诉一个全球性的洪水时，所有创建不洁9陆地动物种减少到两个人口，对被保留下来的方舟.10挪亚洪水之后，这些动物的复制，并填补了地球再次.11今天，许多种代表整个家庭。例如，狗的家族（犬科）相信代表创建种类.12，但是，这是非常多样的动物群。有适应生活在北极的狐狸，和其他生活在沙漠中。有看到令人难以置信的各种现代家庭的犬种。在哪里这一切的变化从何而来呢？怎么可能这么快就出现洪水发生在约4300年前13

这个难题的答案很可能是相当复杂。有些品种已被一双方舟上的动物进行当父母传给他们的后代的性状，这些性状可以出现在新组合的后代（孟德尔遗传学）。自然选择可以杂草人口一些现有的性状。然而，仔细检查发现，遗传的变化也出现在这时间.14许多这些变化不出现意外，并不会直接导致疾病。出于这个原因，一些神创论提出上帝“设计的动物是能够接受的基因突变，这将使他们能够适应广泛的环境挑战，同时最大限度地降低风险。”
是不是进化吗？
重要的是要认识到，生物学家使用几个不同的进化往往模糊不清的定义，如果他们代名词.16演变有时被定义为“人口随着时间的推移（或基因频率）的基因构成的变化。”这有被观察到;神创论者和进化论者都承认在建立模型，以帮助我们了解什么可能发生在过去的这个重要的。第二个定义的演变，涉及所有生命的想法，从超过百万年前通过自然过程的共同祖先的后裔。这并没有被观察到。事实上，这是直接反对的证词神（创造目击者）让我们在“圣经”。所有的生命都有一个共同的祖先的想法，需要的假设，即“圣经”的历史是假的，和假设而发生的变化可能产生的各种生活，我们今天看到的，从一个单细胞祖先.17

神创论和进化论方面的第一个定义的演变，不同的遗传变化，他们希望看到的格局。创建模型预测，因为人类犯了罪，到世界.18它还预测，可能会发生适应性变化带来的死亡，因为上帝关心他的创作和对地球的打算是居住.19这两种类型的变化已经发生退行性改变观察。一些狐狸，适应生活在北极，而有些则是适应生活在沙漠中的事实完全符合本圣经的教导。虽然进化论者接受这些类型的更改发生时，他们的模型要求，大多数遗传变化的基因组信息。这种模式并没有被观察到。没有这种模式，他们无法解释在动物中存在的许多器官和复杂的生化途径今天.20科学观测表明，有一个腐烂的总体格局中的基因组，这是相反的演化模型预测.21看到
另一个区别是遗传变化的源。进化论者假设随机突变和自然选择可以解释的是看到的遗传变化。由于相关的机制是自然的变化，预计将非常缓慢。出乎他们的意料，已经迅速适应观察，进化论者不得不调整自己的思维，接受这个。此外，详细的研究，在有关动物的遗传差异的格局没有意义，如果突变被假定始终是事件.22别的东西，显然在这里基本上是随机的。看来，上帝已经把一些令人难以置信的规划，到他创建的，病毒可能发挥一定的作用，在此动物的基因组。
水平基因转移的证据
有趣的是，有一些看起来像是从一个病毒的动物的DNA部分。虽然其中有些人可能最初在基因组中存在，因为他们有基本功能，其他人可能已经由病毒.23推出了数年以前，一个创造论者提出，横向基因流动（从某处的环境，而不是基因回升从父母继承）可能有助于解释快速适应和动物的DNA有趣的图案。事实上，笔者列出了13种不同的生物现象，可能由于病毒携带的遗传物质（DNA或RNA）基因水平解释flow.24，他们是最合乎逻辑的代理，在转基因怀疑。水平基因转移，而不会改变动物的身份（即，它仍然属于同类），它可以迅速提供了遗传变异的来源，可以迅速适应。如果是这样的情况，然后病毒创建了一个很像是已知的细菌有支撑作用的“好”（创世记1）。
而主要是间接证据，进一步的科学调查似乎支持ideas.25事实上，这些最近的PNAS的文章带来了一些新的信息要轻。以前的研究曾建议密切相关的物种之间的横向转移。这项研究确定了大段的DNA（〜2.9），约96％是相同的有袋动物（负鼠），几个胎盘（小鼠，大鼠，bushbaby，tenrec，和小棕蝠），爬行动物（anole蜥蜴），和两栖类动物（非洲爪蟾）。这是从27其他动物的调查（其中包括人力和牙买加果蝠）的缺席。这个序列似乎已被纳入现有的功能基因在大鼠和小鼠，虽然其具体功能还不是因为观察到的模式已知.26，似乎集中在过去一段时间，水平基因转移可能发生通过的DNA病毒.27有趣的是，一些物种（anole和负鼠）中/南美，限制到非洲（bushbay，tenrec），和其他人有一个更广泛的地域分配.28这表明，转移可能有战后初期发生洪水或在范围.29洲际
由于大多数科学家都受到进化论的世界观的影响，他们往往错过指标的目的。例如，上面讨论的DNA部分是一个转座子（移动遗传因素或转座子的类型）。假定转让后，它被复制，并集成到几个不同的部分在不同物种的基因组。这需要适当的工具（例如，酶）的地方是这样的DNA片段，可以纳入基因组最初，然后对其进行修改和复制适当。由于随着时间的推移发生衰变，这并不奇怪，神创论，有转座子的例子，在这个过程中不正常和疾病的发生。
疾病提请注意和研究经费，因此与转座子相关的问题，已被确认之前的好处是可以理解的（就像是细菌也是如此）。许多人仍然认为，这些移动的遗传因素作为“寄生”或“自私”，但他们在植物，动物和人类的基因组中是相当普遍的。如果他们的插入一直是纯粹的“随机”，似乎他们应该更坚持在复杂的系统，如基因组.30因此造成的问题，似乎更合乎逻辑的，相信座子，有目的的方式和设计，有利于他们的养着。
“圣经”解释的悖论
圣经的观点，说明一个重要的矛盾，我们看到在我们周围的世界。它预计，科研，正不断被发现的复杂性;上帝是一个明智的造物主，预计将使用真棒的设计模式和编程。这也解释了观察到的衰变，因为人类罪和世界带入死亡;现在的世界是束缚decay.31这是一个激动人心的时刻，是创世研究员，作为科研的巨大体积协助提供答案几十年来一直提出的问题。
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Why Did God Make Viruses?

1. Are viruses living things? Explain.

2. How could viruses explain similar genetic sequences in animals of different kinds?

3. Some viruses are helpful and other viruses cause disease. How can this paradox be explained from a biblical perspective?

为什么上帝让病毒？
1。病毒活物？解释。
2。病毒怎么能解释类似的基因序列在不同种类的动物？
3。有些病毒是有益的和其他病毒引起的疾病。如何从圣经的角度来解释这个悖论？
