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The Bible is the history book of the universe. It tells us how the universe began and how it came to be the way it is today.

The Bible is much more than just a history book, however; it was written by inspiration of God. The Lord certainly understands how this universe works; after all, He made it. So His Word, the Bible, gives us the foundation for understanding the universe.

It has been said that the Bible is not a science textbook. This is true, of course, and it’s actually a good thing. After all, our science textbooks are based on the ideas of human beings who do not know everything and who often make mistakes. That’s why science textbooks change from time to time, as people discover new evidence and realize that they were wrong about certain things.

The Bible, though, never changes because it never needs to. God got it right the first time! The Bible is the infallible Word of God. So when it touches on a particular topic, it’s right. When the Bible talks about geology, it’s correct. When Scripture addresses biology or anthropology, it’s also right.

What does the Bible teach about astronomy? Let’s take a look at some of the things the Bible has to say about the universe. We will see that the Bible is absolutely correct when it deals with astronomy.

The Earth Is Round


The Bible indicates that the earth is round. One verse we can look at is Isaiah 40:22, where it mentions the “circle of the earth.” From space, the earth always appears as a circle since it is round. This matches perfectly with the Bible.

Another verse to consider is Job 26:10, where it teaches that God has “inscribed” a circle on the surface of the waters at the boundary of light and darkness. This boundary between light and darkness is where evening and morning occur. The boundary is a circle since the earth is round.

The Earth Floats in Space

· The Hindus believe the earth to be supported on the backs of four elephants, which stand on the shell of a gigantic tortoise floating on the surface of the world’s waters.

· The earth of the Vedic priests was set on 12 solid pillars; its upper side was its only habitable side.

· The Altaic people of Northern Siberia affirm that their mighty Ulgen created the earth on the waters and placed under it three great fish to support it.

· The Tartars and many of the other tribes of Eurasia believe the earth to be supported by a great bull.

A very interesting verse to consider is Job 26:7, which states that God “hangs the earth on nothing.” This might make you think of God hanging the earth like a Christmas tree ornament, but hanging it on empty space. Although this verse is written in a poetic way, it certainly seems to suggest that the earth floats in space; and indeed the earth does float in space. We now have pictures of the earth taken from space that show it floating in the cosmic void. The earth literally hangs upon nothing, just as the Bible suggests.

The Expansion of the Universe

The Bible indicates in several places that the universe has been “stretched out” or expanded. For example, Isaiah 40:22 teaches that God stretches out the heavens like a curtain and spreads them out like a tent to dwell in. This would suggest that the universe has actually increased in size since its creation. God is stretching it out, causing it to expand.

Now, this verse must have seemed very strange when it was first written. The universe certainly doesn’t look as if it is expanding. After all, if you look at the night sky tonight, it will appear about the same size as it did the previous night, and the night before that.

In fact, secular scientists once believed that the universe was eternal and unchanging. The idea of an expanding universe would have been considered nonsense to most scientists of the past. So it must have been tempting for Christians to reject what the Bible teaches about the expansion of the universe.

I wonder if any Christians tried to “reinterpret” Isaiah 40:22 to read it in an unnatural way so that they wouldn’t have to believe in an expanding universe. When the secular world believes one thing and the Bible teaches another, it is always tempting to think that God got the details wrong. But God is never wrong.

Most astronomers today believe that the universe is indeed expanding. In the 1920s, astronomers discovered that virtually all clusters of galaxies appear to be moving away from all other clusters; this indicates that the entire universe is expanding.

You can think of this like points on a balloon. As the balloon is inflated, all the points move farther away from each other. If the entire universe was being stretched out, the galaxies would all be moving away; and that is what they actually appear to be doing.

It is fascinating that the Bible recorded the idea of an expanding universe thousands of years before secular science came to accept the idea.

The Age of the Universe

Scripture also addresses the age of the universe. The Bible teaches that the entire universe was created in six days (Exodus 20:11). We know from the genealogies and other events recorded in Scripture that this creation happened about 6,000 years ago.

Yet, this is quite different from what most schools teach. Most secular scientists believe that the universe is many billions of years old, and they usually hold to the big bang theory. The big bang is a secular speculation about the origin of the universe; it is an alternative to the Bible’s teaching. The big bang attempts to explain the origin of the universe without God (see the next chapter, “Does the Big Bang Fit with the Bible?”).

People who believe in the big bang usually interpret the evidence according to their already-existing belief in the big bang. In other words, they just assume that the big bang is true; they interpret the evidence to match their beliefs. Of course, the Bible can also be used to interpret the evidence. And since the Bible records the true history of the universe, we see that it makes a lot more sense of the evidence than the big bang does.

Now let’s look at some facts about the universe regarding its age. We will see that the evidence is consistent with 6,000 years but doesn’t make sense if we hold to the big bang.

Of course, big bang supporters can always reinterpret the evidence by adding extra assumptions. So the following facts are not intended to “prove” that the Bible is right about the age of the universe. The Bible is right in all matters because it is the Word of God. However, when we understand the scientific evidence, we will find that it agrees with what the Bible teaches. The evidence is certainly consistent with a young universe.

Recession of the Moon

The moon is slowly moving away from the earth. As the moon orbits the earth, its gravity pulls on the earth’s oceans, which causes tides. The tides actually “pull forward” on the moon, causing the moon to gradually spiral outward. So the moon moves about an inch and a half away from the earth every year. That means that the moon would have been closer to the earth in the past.
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For example, 6,000 years ago, the moon would have been about 800 feet closer to the earth (which is not much of a change, considering the moon is a quarter of a million miles away). So this “spiraling away” of the moon is not a problem over the biblical time scale of 6,000 years. But if the earth and moon were over four billion years old (as evolutionists teach), then we would have big problems. In this case, the moon would have been so close that it would actually have been touching the earth only 1.4 billion years ago. This problem suggests that the moon can’t possibly be as old as secular astronomers claim.

Secular astronomers who assume that the big bang is true must use other explanations to get around this. For example, they might assume that the rate at which the moon was receding was actually smaller in the past. But this is an extra assumption needed to make their billions-of-years model work. The simplest explanation is that the moon hasn’t been around for that long. The recession of the moon is a problem for a belief in billions of years but is perfectly consistent with a young age.

Magnetic Fields of the Planets

Many of the planets of the solar system have strong magnetic fields. These fields are caused by electrical currents that decay with time. We can even measure this decay of the earth’s magnetic field: it gets weaker and weaker every year. If the planets were really billions of years old (as evolutionists believe), then their magnetic fields should be extremely weak by now. Yet they are not. The outer planets of the solar system, in particular, have quite strong magnetic fields. A reasonable explanation for this is that these planets are only a few thousand years old, as the Bible teaches.

Spiral Galaxies

A galaxy is an enormous assembly of stars, interstellar gas, and dust. The galaxy in which we live is called the Milky Way; it has over 100 billion stars. Some galaxies are round or elliptical. Others have an irregular shape, but some of the most beautiful galaxies are spiral in nature, such as our own. Spiral galaxies slowly rotate, but the inner regions of the spiral rotate faster than the outer regions. This means that a spiral galaxy is constantly becoming more and more twisted up as the spiral becomes tighter. After a few hundred million years, the galaxy would be wound so tightly that the spiral structure would no longer be recognizable. According to the big-bang scenario, galaxies are supposed to be many billions of years old. Yet we do see spiral galaxies — and lots of them. This suggests that they are not nearly as old as the big bang requires. Spiral galaxies are consistent with the biblical age of the universe but are problematic for a belief in billions of years.
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Comets

Comets are balls of ice and dirt. Many of them orbit the sun in elliptical paths. They spend most of their time far away from the sun, but occasionally they come very close to it. Every time a comet comes near the sun, some of its icy material is blasted away by the solar radiation. As a result, comets can orbit the sun for only so long (perhaps about 100,000 years at most) before they completely run out of material. Since we still have a lot of comets, this suggests that the solar system is much younger than 100,000 years; this agrees perfectly with the Bible’s history.

Yet, secular astronomers believe the solar system is 4.5 billion years old. Since comets can’t last that long, secular astronomers must assume that new comets are created to replace those that are gone. So they’ve invented the idea of an “Oort cloud.” This is supposed to be a vast reservoir of icy masses orbiting far away from the sun. The idea is that occasionally an icy mass falls into the inner solar system to become a “new” comet. It is interesting that there is currently no evidence of an Oort cloud. And there’s no reason to believe in one if we accept the creation account in Genesis. Comets are consistent with the fact that the solar system is young.

Supernatural Creation

Aside from age, there are other indications that the universe was supernaturally created as the Bible teaches. These evidences show God’s creativity — not a big bang. For example, astronomers have discovered “extrasolar” planets. These are planets that orbit distant stars, not our sun. These planets have not been directly observed. Instead, they have been detected indirectly, usually by the gravitational “tug” they produce on the star they orbit. But the principles being used here are all good “operational science,” the kind of testable, repeatable science that can be done in a laboratory. So we have every reason to believe that these are indeed real planets that God created.

These extrasolar planets are actually a problem for big-bang evolutionary models of solar system formation. Secular astronomers had expected that other solar systems would resemble ours, with small planets forming very closely to their star, and large planets (like Jupiter and Saturn) forming farther away. But many of these extrasolar planets are just the opposite; they are large, Jupiter-sized planets orbiting very closely to their star. This is inconsistent with evolutionary models of solar system formation, but it’s not a problem for biblical creation. God can create many different varieties of solar systems, and apparently He has done just that.

Conclusion

We have seen that when the Bible addresses the topic of astronomy, it is accurate in every aspect. This shouldn’t be surprising, because the Bible, which teaches that the heavens declare the glory and handiwork of God (Psalm 19:1), is the written Word of the Creator. God understands every aspect of the universe He has created, and He never makes mistakes.

In addition, the Word of God provides the correct foundation for understanding the scientific evidence. At the same time, the Bible provides more than just information on the physical universe. It also answers the most profound questions of life. Why are we here? How should we live? What happens when we die? The Word of God even answers the question of why there is death and suffering in the world.1
We can have confidence that what the Bible says about our need for salvation is true, because the Bible has demonstrated itself to be accurate time after time. Showing our children how true science confirms the Bible will help them answer the evolutionary attacks they encounter at schools and in the media.

Footnotes

1. See www.AnswersInGenesis.org/curse. 
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“圣经”是宇宙的历史书。它告诉我们宇宙是如何开始，以及它如何来到今天的事情是这样的。
圣经是比只是一本历史书，但它是神所默示的书面。主当然明白这个宇宙是如何工作的，毕竟，他。因此，他的话语，“圣经”，让我们了解宇宙的基础。
有人说，“圣经”是不是科学教科书。这是真的，当然，它实际上是一件好事。毕竟，我们的科学教科书是基于人类的思想，谁也不知道的一切，他们往往犯错误。这就是为什么科学教科书不时变化，因为人们发现新的证据，并认识到，他们对某些事物的错误。
“圣经”，但是，永远不会改变，因为它永远需要。神这样做是正确的第一次！ “圣经”是上帝的万无一失字。因此，当涉及一个特定的主题上，它的权利。当有关地质圣经会谈，这是正确的。当圣经地址生物学或人类学，这也是正确的。
什么是“圣经”教导天文学？让我们看看圣经说有关宇宙的一些的东西。我们将看到圣经是绝对正确的，当它与天文学。
地球是圆的
 
圣经表明，地球是圆的的。一首诗，我们可以看看是以赛亚书40:22，其中提到“地球圈。”从空间，地球总是出现了一圈，因为它是圆的的。这符合完全与“圣经”。
另一句经文要考虑的是就业26:10，它教导说神在光明与黑暗的边界水域的表面上的“落款是”一个圆圈。这光明与黑暗之间的边界是在夜间和清晨发生。因为地球是圆的的边界是一个圆。
地球漂浮在太空中
(印度教徒相信地球上四个大象，站在一个巨大的龟浮于世界水域表面的外壳背上的支持。
(吠陀祭司地球上设置12个坚实的支柱，其上部是其唯一可居住的一面。
(西伯利亚北部的阿尔泰人确认，其强大的Ulgen创建地球上的水域划归三个伟大的鱼，以支持它。
(鞑子和欧亚大陆的其他部落，许多人认为地球是由一个大牛市的支持。
考虑一个非常有趣的诗句是职位26:7，其中规定，“上帝”挂在没有地球。“这可能让你觉得神的挂像圣诞树装饰品的地球，但它挂在空的空间。虽然这是一个充满诗意的方式写的诗句，它似乎表明，地球在太空中​​漂浮;的确是地球漂浮在太空中。我们现在已经从空间拍摄的地球照片，显示它在宇宙的虚空漂浮。地球字面上后没有挂起，就像“圣经”建议。
宇宙的膨胀
圣经表明，宇宙已经“伸出”或扩大在几个地方。例如，以赛亚书40:22教导神伸出像窗帘的天空，像一顶帐篷住英寸这表明，宇宙实际上已经自其成立以来规模增加传播出来。上帝是伸展出来，使其扩大。
现在，这节经文似乎很奇怪，当它被第一次写入。宇宙肯定不看，如果它正在扩大。毕竟，如果你看今晚的夜空，它会出现，因为它没有前一天晚上，和在此之前，晚上差不多大小。
事实上，世俗的科学家曾认为，宇宙是永恒的，不变的。一个膨胀的宇宙的想法，已过去大多数科学家认为是无稽之谈。因此，它必须有诱人的基督徒拒绝圣经教导对宇宙的膨胀。
我不知道，如果任何基督徒试图“重新诠释”以赛亚书40:22，阅读在一种非自然的方式，使他们不相信在一个膨胀的宇宙。当世俗世界相信一件事，和圣经所教导的另一时，它总是容易让人联想到神了的细节是错误的。但神是永远没有错。
今天，大多数天文学家认为，宇宙确实是在扩大。在20世纪20年代，天文学家发现，几乎所有的星系团似乎远离所有其他群集，这表明整个宇宙正在膨胀。
你可以认为这就好比一个气球点。由于气球充气，所有的点移动远离对方。如果整个宇宙正在伸出，星系都被搬走;，这是他们实际上做。
有趣的是，圣经记载年的宇宙膨胀的数以千计的想法，在世俗科学来接受的想法。
宇宙的年龄
圣经还解决了宇宙的年龄。圣经教导我们，整个宇宙是在6天（出埃及记20:11）创建。我们知道，从族谱和记录在圣经中，这个创造约6000年前发生的其他事件。
然而，这是从大部分学校教什么的完全不同。大多数世俗的科学家认为，宇宙是数十亿岁，他们通常持有大爆炸理论。大爆炸是有关宇宙起源的世俗的猜测，它是一个以“圣经”的教学替代。大爆炸的企图没有上帝来解释宇宙的起源（见下一章，“是否与”圣经“宇宙大爆炸适合吗？”）。
根据他们在大爆炸中已经存在的信念，相信在大爆炸中的人通常解释的证据。换句话说，他们只是认为大爆炸是真实的，他们解释的证据，以配合他们的信仰。当然，也可以用于“圣经”解释的证据。自圣经记载了宇宙的真实历史，我们可以看到，它使更多的大爆炸的证据比感。
现在让我们来看看在关于它的年龄约在宇宙一些事实。我们将看到的证据是一致的，但与6000年没有任何意义，如果我们认为大爆炸。
当然，大爆炸的支持者总是可以通过增加额外的假设重新解释的证据。因此，以下的事实是不打算以“证明”，“圣经”说得对，宇宙的年龄是。 “圣经”是因为它是神的话语权的所有事项。然而，当我们理解的科学证据，我们会发现，它同意与圣经的教导。证据肯定是一个年轻的宇宙是一致的。
月球的衰退
月亮慢慢远离地球。由于月球绕地球，它的引力对地球上的海洋中提取，这将导致潮汐。潮水实际上是“向前拉”在月球上，造成月亮逐渐螺旋向外。因此，月亮移动每年约一英寸半远离地球。这意味着，月球已过去更接近地球。
 
例如，在6000年前，月球已经接近地球约800英尺（这是没有太大的变化，考虑到月球是一季度一百万英里之外）。所以这个“螺旋”的月亮是不是比6000年的圣经的时间尺度的问题。但是，如果地球和月球的超过40亿岁（进化论者教），那么我们将有大的问题。在这种情况下，月亮就已经如此接近，它实际上已经触及地球只有1.4亿年前。这个问题表明，月球不能可能旧世俗的天文学家声称。
世俗的天文学家，他们认为大爆炸是真实的，必须使用其他的解释来解决这个问题。例如，他们可能会认为，月亮是后退的速率实际上是在过去小。但是，这需要额外的假设，其数十亿年的工作模式。最简单的解释是，月球还没有那么长的周围。月亮的衰退是在数十亿年的信仰问题，而是一个年轻的年龄是完全一致。
行星的磁场
许多太阳系的行星的强磁场。这些领域是由电流随时间的衰减。我们甚至可以测量这个地球磁场的衰减：它变得越来越弱，每年。如果行星真的岁的十亿美元（进化论者相信），那么其磁场应极弱的现在。然而，他们都没有。太阳系外行星，特别是有相当的强磁场。一个合理的解释是，这些行星都只有几千岁，因为圣经教导。
螺旋星系
一个星系，恒星，星际气体和尘埃的巨大大会。我们生活在其中的星系被称为银河系，它已超过100亿颗恒星。有些星系是圆形或椭圆形。其他有一个不规则的形状，但一些最美丽的星系是螺旋性的，如我们自己，的。螺旋星系慢慢地转动，但内陆地区的螺旋旋转速度比外部区域。这意味着一个螺旋星系不断成为越来越多的扭曲起来的螺旋变得更严格的。几亿年后，星系会如此紧密地缠绕螺旋结构将不再是可识别的。根据大爆炸的情况下，星系应该是数十亿岁。然而，我们看到的螺旋星系 - 和很多。这表明，它们几乎没有旧如旧的大爆炸需要。螺旋星系与宇宙的圣经年龄是一致的，但在数十亿年的信仰，这是很有问题的。
 
美国航天局/欧空局
彗星
彗星是冰和灰尘球。他们中的许多轨道太阳在椭圆的路径。他们花费其大部分时间远离太阳，但他们偶尔来非常接近。每一颗彗星靠近太阳时，一些冰冷的材料是炸开了的太阳辐射。因此，彗星轨道的太阳只有这么长时间（也许是约10年最）之前，他们完全运行材料。由于我们仍然有很多彗星，这表明，太阳系是超过10万年轻得多，这完全同意与“圣经”的历史。
然而，世俗的天文学家认为，太阳系是45亿年的历史。由于彗星不能持续，长期的，世俗的天文学家必须承担创建新彗星，以取代那些都不见了。因此，他们已经发明了一个主意，“奥尔特云，”这应该是一个蕴藏着巨大冰冷的群众，来自太阳的轨道远。我们的想法是，偶尔冰冷的质量下降到成为一个“新”彗星进入太阳系内部。有趣的是，目前还没有证据证明奥尔特云。在一个没有理由相信，如果我们接受创世记中创建帐户。彗星是太阳系年轻的事实，一致。
超自然的创造
除了年龄，还有其他迹象表明，宇宙是超自然的创造作为圣经的教导。这些证据表明神的创造力 - 而不是一个大爆炸。例如，天文学家发现太阳系外“的行星。这些轨道遥远恒星，而不是我们的太阳的行星。没有被直接观测到这些行星。相反，他们已经检测到间接，通常是由引力的“拔河”，他们生产的明星，他们的轨道上。但这里用的原则都好“运筹学”，可测试，可重复的科学，可以在实验室做的。因此，我们有理由相信，这些的确是上帝创造的真正的行星。
这些太阳系外行星是太阳系形成的大爆炸演化模型实际上是一个问题。世俗天文学家们曾预计，其他太阳能系统会像我们这样小的行星，形成了非常密切的合作，以他们的明星和大型行星（如木星和土星）形成较远，。但这些太阳系外行星中，许多人正好相反，它们是大，木星大小的行星非常密切，它们的恒星。这是不符合太阳系形成的进化模式，但它不是圣经创造的一个问题。神太阳能系统可以创建许多不同的品种，显然他已经做到了这一点。
结论
我们已经看到，当“圣经”地址天文主题，在每一个环节是准确的。这并不奇怪，因为“圣经”教导我们，诸天述说神（诗篇19:1）的荣耀和手工，是造物主的书面话语。上帝理解他创造了宇宙的每一个方面，他从不犯错。
此外，神的话语的正确理解的科学证据基础。与此同时，“圣经”提供的不仅仅是物理宇宙信息。它还回答了一生中最深刻的问题。我们为什么在这里？我们应该怎样生活？当我们死了，会发生什么？神的话语，甚至在世界为何有死亡和痛苦的问题的答案
我们可以有信心，圣经说我们需要为拯救的是真实的，因为“圣经”已经证明时间后的准确时间。显示我们的孩子如何真正的科学证实了“圣经”将帮助他们回答他们遇到在学校和媒体的进化攻击。
脚注
1。见www.AnswersInGenesis.org /诅咒。
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by Dr. Jason Lisle

April 15, 2010

Layman
The “big bang” is a story about how the universe came into existence. It proposes that billions of years ago the universe began in a tiny, infinitely hot and dense point called a singularity. This singularity supposedly contained not only all the mass and energy that would become everything we see today, but also “space” itself. According to the story, the singularity rapidly expanded, spreading out the energy and space.
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It is supposed that over vast periods of time, the energy from the big bang cooled down as the universe expanded. Some of it turned into matter—hydrogen and helium gas. These gases collapsed to form stars and galaxies of stars. Some of the stars created the heavier elements in their core and then exploded, distributing these elements into space. Some of the heavier elements allegedly began to stick together and formed the earth and other planets.

This story of origins is entirely fiction. But sadly, many people claim to believe the big-bang model. It is particularly distressing that many professing Christians have been taken in by the big bang, perhaps without realizing its atheistic underpinnings. They have chosen to reinterpret the plain teachings of Scripture in an attempt to make it mesh with secular beliefs about origins.

Secular Compromises

There are several reasons why we cannot just add the big bang to the Bible. Ultimately, the big bang is a secular story of origins. When first proposed, it was an attempt to explain how the universe could have been created without God. Really, it is an alternative to the Bible, so it makes no sense to try to “add” it to the Bible. Let us examine some of the profound differences between the Bible and the secular big-bang view of origins.

The Bible teaches that God created the universe in six days (Genesis 1; Exodus 20:11). It is clear from the context in Genesis that these were days in the ordinary sense (i.e., 24-hour days) since they are bounded by evening and morning and occur in an ordered list (second day, third day, etc.). Conversely, the big bang teaches the universe has evolved over billions of years.

[image: image4.jpg]Water covered
Earth

+ 10 Billion

years ago s

Dry land
and plants

Sun, moon,
and stars

3.8 Billion
years ago

Sea and flying Land animals
creatures and Man





The Bible says that earth was created before the stars and that trees were created before the sun.1 However, the big-bang view teaches the exact opposite. The Bible tells us that the earth was created as a paradise; the secular model teaches it was created as a molten blob. The big bang and the Bible certainly do not agree about the past.

Many people don’t realize that the big bang is a story not only about the past but also about the future. The most popular version of the big bang teaches that the universe will expand forever and eventually run out of usable energy. According to the story, it will remain that way forever in a state that astronomers call “heat death.”2 But the Bible teaches that the world will be judged and remade. Paradise will be restored. The big bang denies this crucial biblical teaching.
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Scientific Problems with the Big Bang

The big bang also has a number of scientific problems. Big-bang supporters are forced to accept on “blind faith” a number of notions that are completely inconsistent with real observational science. Let’s explore some of the inconsistencies between the big-bang story and the real universe.

Missing Monopoles

Most people know something about magnets—like the kind found in a compass or the kind that sticks to a refrigerator. We often say that magnets have two “poles”—a north pole and a south pole. Poles that are alike will repel each other, while opposites attract. A “monopole” is a hypothetical massive particle that is just like a magnet but has only one pole. So a monopole would have either a north pole or a south pole, but not both.

Particle physicists claim that many magnetic monopoles should have been created in the high temperature conditions of the big bang. Since monopoles are stable, they should have lasted to this day. Yet, despite considerable search efforts, monopoles have not been found. Where are the monopoles? The fact that we don’t find any monopoles suggests that the universe never was that hot. This indicates that there never was a big bang, but it is perfectly consistent with the Bible’s account of creation, since the universe did not start infinitely hot.

The Flatness Problem
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Another serious challenge to the big-bang model is called the flatness problem. The expansion rate of the universe appears to be very finely balanced with the force of gravity; this condition is known as flat. If the universe were the accidental by-product of a big bang, it is difficult to imagine how such a fantastic coincidence could occur. Big-bang cosmology cannot explain why the matter density in the universe isn’t greater, causing it to collapse upon itself (closed universe), or less, causing the universe to rapidly fly apart (open universe).

The problem is even more severe when we extrapolate into the past. Since any deviation from perfect flatness tends to increase as time moves forward, it logically follows that the universe must have been even more precisely balanced in the past than it is today. Thus, at the moment of the big bang, the universe would have been virtually flat to an extremely high precision. This must have been the case (assuming the big bang), despite the fact that the laws of physics allow for an infinite range of values. This is a coincidence that stretches credulity to the breaking point. Of course, in the creation model, “balance” is expected since the Lord has fine-tuned the universe for life.

Inflating the Complexities

Many secular astronomers have come up with an idea called “inflation” in an attempt to address the flatness and monopole problems (as well as other problems not addressed in detail here, such as the horizon problem). Inflation proposes that the universe temporarily went through a period of accelerated expansion. Amazingly, there is no real supporting evidence for inflation; it appears to be nothing more than an unsubstantiated conjecture—much like the big bang itself. Moreover, the inflation idea has difficulties of its own, such as what would start it and how it would stop smoothly. In addition, other problems with the big bang are not solved, even if inflation were true. These are examined below.

Where Is the Antimatter?

Consider the “baryon number problem.” Recall that the big bang supposes that matter (hydrogen and helium gas) was created from energy as the universe expanded. However, experimental physics tells us that whenever matter is created from energy, such a reaction also produces antimatter. Antimatter has similar properties to matter, except the charges of the particles are reversed. (So whereas a proton has a positive charge, an antiproton has a negative charge.) Any reaction where energy is transformed into matter produces an exactly equal amount of antimatter; there are no known exceptions.

The big bang (which has no matter to begin with, only energy) should have produced exactly equal amounts of matter and antimatter, and that should be what we see today. But we do not. The visible universe is comprised almost entirely of matter—with only trace amounts of antimatter anywhere.

This devastating problem for the big bang is actually consistent with biblical creation; it is a design feature. God created the universe to be essentially matter only—and it’s a good thing He did. When matter and antimatter come together, they violently destroy each other. If the universe had equal amounts of matter and antimatter (as the big bang requires), life would not be possible.

Missing Population III Stars

The big-bang model by itself can only account for the existence of the three lightest elements (hydrogen, helium, and trace amounts of lithium). This leaves about 90 or so of the other naturally occurring elements to be explained. Since the conditions in the big bang are not right to form these heavier elements (as big-bang supporters readily concede), secular astronomers believe that stars have produced the remaining elements by nuclear fusion in the core. This is thought to occur in the final stages of a massive star as it explodes (a supernova). The explosion then distributes the heavier elements into space. Second- and third-generation stars are thus “contaminated” with small amounts of these heavier elements.

If this story were true, then the first stars would have been comprised of only the three lightest elements (since these would have been the only elements in existence initially). Some such stars3 should still be around today since their potential life span is calculated to exceed the (big bang) age of the universe. Such stars would be called “Population III” stars.4 Amazingly (to those who believe in the big bang), Population III stars have not been found anywhere. All known stars have at least trace amounts of heavy elements in them. It is amazing to think that our galaxy alone is estimated to have over 100 billion stars in it, yet not one star has been discovered that is comprised of only the three lightest elements.

The Collapse of the Big Bang

With all the problems listed above, as well as many others too numerous to include, it is not surprising that quite a few secular astronomers are beginning to abandon the big bang. Although it is still the dominant model at present, increasing numbers of physicists and astronomers are realizing that the big bang simply is not a good explanation of how the universe began. In the May 22, 2004, issue of New Scientist, there appeared an open letter to the scientific community written primarily by secular scientists5 who challenge the big bang. These scientists pointed out that the copious arbitrary assumptions and the lack of successful big-bang predictions challenge the legitimacy of the model. Among other things, they state:

The big bang today relies on a growing number of hypothetical entities, things that we have never observed—inflation, dark matter and dark energy are the most prominent examples. Without them, there would be a fatal contradiction between the observations made by astronomers and the predictions of the big bang theory. In no other field of physics would this continual recourse to new hypothetical objects be accepted as a way of bridging the gap between theory and observation. It would, at the least, raise serious questions about the validity of the underlying theory.6
This statement has since been signed by hundreds of other scientists and professors at various institutions. The big bang seems to be losing considerable popularity. Secular scientists are increasingly rejecting the big bang in favor of other models. If the big bang is abandoned, what will happen to all the Christians who compromised and claimed that the Bible is compatible with the big bang? What will they say? Will they claim that the Bible actually does not teach the big bang, but instead that it teaches the latest secular model? Secular models come and go, but God’s Word does not need to be changed because God got it exactly right the first time.

Conclusion

The big bang has many scientific problems. These problems are symptomatic of the underlying incorrect worldview. The big bang erroneously assumes that the universe was not supernaturally created, but that it came about by natural processes billions of years ago. However, reality does not line up with this notion. Biblical creation explains the evidence in a more straightforward way without the ubiquitous speculations prevalent in secular models. But ultimately, the best reason to reject the big bang is that it goes against what the Creator of the universe himself has taught: “In the beginning God created the heaven and the earth” (Genesis 1:1).

Footnotes

1. The sun and stars were made on Day 4 (Genesis 1:14–19). The earth was made on Day 1 (Genesis 1:1–5). Trees were made on Day 3 (Genesis 1:11–13). 
2. Despite the name heat death, the universe would actually be exceedingly cold. 
3. Small (red main sequence) stars do not use up their fuel quickly. These stars theoretically have enough fuel to last significantly longer than the estimated age of the (big bang) universe. 
4. If a star has a very small amount of heavy elements, it is called a “Population II” star. Population II stars exist primarily in the central bulge of spiral galaxies, in globular star clusters, and in elliptical galaxies. If a star has a relatively large amount of heavy elements (like the sun), it is called “Population I.” These stars exist primarily in the arms of spiral galaxies. The (hypothetical) Population III star would have no heavy elements at all. 
5. The alternatives to the big bang that these scientists had suggested are equally unbiblical. These included a steady-state theory and plasma cosmology. 
6. E. Lerner et al., An open letter to the scientific community, New Scientist 182(2448):20, May 22, 2004. Available online at www.cosmologystatement.org. 
(下面中文使用谷歌翻译。需要修正和编辑。)
宇宙大爆炸是否与“圣经”适合吗？
贾森莱尔博士
2010年4月15日
门外汉
“大爆炸”是一个关于宇宙是如何诞生的故事。它提出了数十亿年前宇宙中一个微小的无限热和密集的一个奇点开始。这奇异假想中不仅所有的质量和能量，将成为我们今天所看到的一切，但也“空间”本身。根据这个故事，奇异的迅速扩大，蔓延，能源和空间。
 
它应该是，绝大多数时间内，从大爆炸的能量冷却下来，宇宙的膨胀。有些变成物质 - 氢气和氦气。这些气体坍塌形成恒星和星系的恒星。一些明星在其核心的重元素，然后爆炸，这些元素散发到太空。据称，一些较重的元素开始粘在一起，并形成了地球和其他行星。
这种起源的故事完全是虚构的。但遗憾的是，许多人声称相信大爆炸模型。它已经采取了许多自称基督徒的大爆炸，也许没有实现其无神论的基础，尤其令人不安。他们选择了重新解释，企图使其网状关于起源的世俗的信仰圣经的纯教义。
世俗妥协
有以下几个原因，为什么我们不能只是添加“圣经”的大爆炸。最终，大爆炸是一个世俗的起源故事。首次提出时，它是试图解释宇宙是如何可能已经没有上帝创造的。说真的，这是“圣经”的替代方法，所以它是没有意义的尝试“添加”圣经。让我们来看看一些“圣经”和世俗的大爆炸起源的观点之间的深刻分歧。
圣经教导，上帝创造了6天的宇宙（创世记，出埃及记20:11）。很显然在创世纪的背景下，这些在一般意义上的天（即24小时天），因为他们是有界的夜间和清晨发生在一个有序列表（第二天，第三天，等等）。相反，大爆炸教导宇宙数十亿年的进化。
 
圣经上说，地球被创造之前的恒星和树木被创建前sun.1但是，大爆炸视图教导正好相反。圣经告诉我们，地球是一个天堂创造的;世俗的模式教导它是作为一个熔融BLOB创建。大爆炸和“圣经”当然不同意即将过去。
许多人不知道的大爆炸，不仅是一个即将过去，但也对未来的故事。大爆炸的最流行的版本，教导我们，宇宙将永远膨胀下去，并最终可利用的能源运行。根据故事，它将永远保持这样的状态，天文学家称之为“热死。”但是，“圣经”教导，世界将判断和重拍。永乐将得到恢复。大爆炸否认这一关键的圣经教导。
 
大爆炸的科学问题

大爆炸，也有一些科学问题。大爆炸的支持者被迫接受“迷信”的概念与实际观测科学是完全不一致的。让我们来探讨一些大爆炸的故事和真实的宇宙之间的不一致。
失踪单极
大多数人都知道有关一个指南针或那种坚持到冰箱中发现的那种像磁铁的东西。我们常说的磁铁有两个“极点”，一个北极和南极。波兰人都是一样的，互相排斥，而异性相吸。一个“单极”是一个假设性的大规模的粒子就像一块磁铁，但只有一极。因此，单极北极或南极，但不是两个。
粒子物理学家声称，许多磁单极子应在高温条件下的大爆炸​​已创建。由于磁单极子是稳定的，他们应该持续到今天。然而，尽管作出了相当大的搜索努力，单极并没有被发现。磁单极子在哪里？事实上，我们没有找到任何单极表明，宇宙从来没有，热。这表明，从来就没有一个大爆炸，但它是完全一致的“圣经”的创建帐户的，因为宇宙没有开始无限热。

平坦度问题
 
另一个严重挑战的大爆炸模型是所谓的平整度问题。宇宙膨胀的速度似乎非常精巧与重力平衡，这种情况是已知的平面。如果宇宙是由产品的大爆炸意外，这是很难想象这样一个梦幻般的巧合可能发生。大爆炸宇宙论不能解释为什么宇宙中物质密度不大于，冲垮后（封闭宇宙），或更少，导致宇宙迅速飞散开（开放宇宙）。
更严重的问题是，当我们过去的推断。因为任何完美的平整度偏差，往往增加随着时间的前进，它在逻辑如下宇宙必须已在过去比今天更精确平衡。因此，宇宙在大爆炸的时刻，已经基本持平，以极高的精度。这必须具备的情况下（假设大爆炸），尽管物理学定律允许一个无限值范围的事实。这是一个巧合，延伸轻信的突破点。当然，在创作模式，“平衡”，预计自主微调生活的宇宙。

夸大的复杂性

许多世俗的天文学家们想出了一个想法所谓的“通货膨胀”，试图解决平整度和单极问题（以及其他问题不能在这里详细讨论的问题，如地平线）。通货膨胀提出，宇宙暂时通过了加速扩张的时期。令人惊讶的是，有没有真正的支持通货膨胀的证据，这似乎是未经证实的猜想很像大爆炸本身。此外，通胀的想法有其自身的困难，如将启动它，以及如何将停止顺利。此外，与大爆炸的其他问题不解决，即使是真实的通胀。这些研究如下。

反物质在哪里？

考虑“重子数的问题。”回想一下，大爆炸设（氢气和氦气）作为宇宙的膨胀是从能源创建此事。然而，实验物理学告诉我们，每当无论是从能源的创建，这样的反应也产生了反物质。反物质具有相似的性质，物质颗粒逆转的收费除外，。 （所以有一个正电荷，而一个质子，一个反质子带负电荷。）任何能源转化成物质反应产生反物质的量正好等于没有任何已知的例外。
产生大爆炸（无论开始，唯一的能源）应完全相等数量的物质和反物质，这应该是我们今天看到的。但是，我们没有。可见的宇宙几乎完全由物质与反物质只有微量的任何地方。
这大爆炸的毁灭性问题实际上是与圣经创建一致的，它是一个设计功能。上帝创造了宇宙本质的问题只有它是一件好事，他没有。当物质和反物质聚集在一起，他们粗暴地破坏对方。如果宇宙有等量的物质和反物质（如大爆炸的需要），生活将是不可能的。

失踪人口三星级

大爆炸模型本身只能说明存在着三个最轻的元素（氢，氦和微量的锂）。这使自然发生的其他元素来加以解释的约90左右。由于在大爆炸的条件是不正确的，形成这些较重的元素（如大爆炸支持者轻易让步），世俗的天文学家认为，恒星在核心的核聚变产生的剩余的元素。这被认为是发生在大质量恒星的最后阶段，它爆炸（超新星）。爆炸然后分发进入太空的重元素。因此，第二代和第三代恒星“污染”与这些重元素的少量。
如果这个故事是真实的，那么最早的恒星会一直由最轻的只有3个元素（因为这些已经存在的唯一元素最初）。一些如星3仍然应该围绕今天，因为他们的潜在寿命计算超过宇宙的年龄（大爆炸）。人口三星等明星将被称为“人口III”星.4令人惊讶的是（那些相信在大爆炸），还没有被发现的任何地方。所有已知的恒星有微量至少在其中的重金属元素。令人吃惊的是，认为我们的银河系中单独估计已超过100亿美元的明星，但没有一星已经发现，只有三个最轻的元素组成。

宇宙大爆炸的崩溃

有了上面列出的所有问题，以及许多其他不胜枚举，包括，这并不奇怪，不少世俗的天文学家们开始放弃大爆炸。虽然它仍然是目前的主导模式，越来越多的物理学家和天文学家的数量实现大爆炸，根本就不是一个很好地解释宇宙是如何开始的。在2004年5月22日，“新科学家”的问题，出现主要是由大爆炸挑战世俗scientists5书面向科学界的一封公开信。这些科学家指出，丰富的任意假设，缺乏成功的大爆炸的预测模式的合法性挑战。除其他事项外，他们的状态：
大爆炸的今天依赖于一个假设性的实体越来越多，事情，我们从来没有观察到的通货膨胀，暗物质和暗能量是最突出的例子。没有他们，就不会有天文学家提出的意见和大爆炸理论的预言之间的一个致命的矛盾。在没有其他物理领域，将这种不断求助于新的假想对象被接纳为弥合理论与观察之间的差距的一种方式。它，至少，提高基本theory.6的有效性的严重问题
自本声明签署了数百个其他各机构的科学家和教授。大爆炸似乎失去了相当的知名度。世俗的科学家们正在越来越多地拒绝赞成其他车型的大爆炸。如果大爆炸是放弃，所有的攻击，并声称，“圣经”是大爆炸兼容的基督徒会发生什么？他们会怎么说？他们声称，“圣经”其实并不教大爆炸，而是它教导最新的世俗模式呢？世俗的模型来来去去，但神的话语并不需要改变，因为神了，它完全正确的第一次。

结论

大爆炸有许多科学问题。这些问题是基本不正确的世界观对症。大爆炸错误地假定宇宙是不是超自然的创造，但它是由数十亿年前的自然过程。然而，现实并没有排队这个概念。圣经创造解释说，在一个更​​直接的方式，没有世俗的模型中普遍存在的无处不在揣测的证据。但最终，最好的理由拒绝大爆炸是对宇宙的创造者，自己也教得好：“起初神创造天地”（创世记1:1）。
脚注
1。太阳和星星第4天（创世记1:14-19）。是地球上的第1天（创世记1:1-5）。树木被第3天（创世记1:11-13）。
2。尽管名称热死，宇宙实际上是极其寒冷。
3。小（红色的主序星）不使用燃料迅速。这些恒星在理论上有足够的燃料（大爆炸），宇宙的估计年龄比去年显著。
4。如果一个明星有极少量的重元素，它被称为“人口第二的”明星。人口第二星的存在主要是在螺旋星系中央隆起，在球状星团，在椭圆星系。如果恒星的重元素（如太阳）的数额较大，它被称为“人口... ...”这些恒星存在，主要是在螺旋星系武器。 （假设的）人口三星级没有在所有的重元素​​。
5。同样不符合圣经的大爆炸，这些科学家们建议的替代品。这些措施包括稳态理论和血浆的宇宙观。
6。 E.勒纳等，向科学界的公开信，新科学家“182（2448）：20 5月22日，2004年。可在网上www.cosmologystatement.org。
Where Did the Idea of “Millions of Years” Come From?

by Dr. Terry Mortenson

April 22, 2010

Layman
Today, most people in the world, including most people in the Church, take for granted that the earth and universe are millions and millions (even billions) of years old. Our public schools, from kindergarten on up, teach these vast ages, and one is scoffed at if he questions them. But it has not always been that way, and it is important to understand how this change took place and why.

Geology’s Early Beginnings

Geology, as a separate field of science with systematic field studies, collection and classification of rocks and fossils, and development of theoretical reconstructions of the historical events that formed those rock layers and fossils, is only about 200 years old. Prior to this, back to ancient Greek times, people had noticed fossils in the rocks. Many believed that the fossils were the remains of former living things turned to stone, and many early Christians (including Tertullian, Chrysostom, and Augustine) attributed them to Noah’s Flood. But others rejected these ideas and regarded fossils as either jokes of nature, the products of rocks endowed with life in some sense, the creative works of God, or perhaps even the deceptions of Satan. The debate was finally settled when Robert Hooke (1635–1703) confirmed by microscopic analysis of fossil wood that fossils were the mineralized remains of former living creatures.

Prior to 1750, one of the most important geological thinkers was Niels Steensen (1638–1686), or Steno, a Danish anatomist and geologist. He established the principle of superposition, namely that sedimentary rock layers are deposited in a successive, essentially horizontal fashion, so that a lower stratum was deposited before the one above it. In his book Forerunner (1669), he expressed belief in a roughly 6,000-year-old earth and that fossil-bearing rock strata were deposited by Noah’s flood. Over the next century, several authors, including the English geologist John Woodward (1665–1722) and the German geologist Johann Lehmann (1719–1767), wrote books essentially reinforcing that view.

In the latter decades of the 18th century, some French and Italian geologists rejected the biblical account of the Flood and attributed the rock record to natural processes occurring over a long period of time. Several prominent Frenchmen also contributed to the idea of millions of years. The widely respected scientist Comte de Buffon (1707–1788) imagined in his book Epochs of Nature (1779) that the earth was once like a hot molten ball that had cooled to reach its present state over about 75,000 years (though his unpublished manuscript says about 3,000,000 years). The astronomer Pierre Laplace (1749–1827) proposed the nebular hypothesis in his Exposition of the System of the Universe (1796). This theory said that the solar system was once a hot, spinning gas cloud, that over long ages gradually cooled and condensed to form the planets. Jean Lamarck, a specialist in shell creatures, advocated a theory of biological evolution over long ages in his Philosophy of Zoology (1809).

Abraham Werner (1749–1817) was a popular mineralogy professor in Germany. He believed that most of the crust of the earth had been precipitated chemically or mechanically by a slowly receding global ocean over the course of about a million years. It was an elegantly simple theory, but Werner failed to take into account the fossils in the rocks. This was a serious mistake, since the fossils tell much about when and how quickly the sediments were deposited and transformed into stone. Many of the greatest geologists of the 19th century were Werner’s students, who were impacted by his idea of a very long history for the earth.

In Scotland, James Hutton (1726–1797) was developing a different theory of earth history. He studied medicine at the university. After his studies, he took over the family farm for a while. But he soon discovered his real love: the study of the earth. In 1788 he published a journal article and in 1795 a book, both by the title Theory of the Earth. He proposed that the continents were being slowly eroded into the oceans. Those sediments were gradually hardened by the internal heat of the earth and then raised by convulsions to become new landmasses that would later be eroded into the oceans, hardened, and elevated. So in his view, earth history was cyclical, and he stated that he could find no evidence of a beginning in the rock record, making earth history indefinitely long.

Catastrophist—Uniformitarian Debate

Neither Werner nor Hutton paid much attention to the fossils. However, in the early 1800s, Georges Cuvier (1768–1832), the famous French comparative anatomist and vertebrate paleontologist, developed his catastrophist theory of earth history. It was expressed most clearly in his Discourse on the Revolutions of the Surface of the Globe (1812). Cuvier believed that over the course of long, untold ages of earth history, many catastrophic floods of regional or nearly global extent had destroyed and buried creatures in sediments. All but one of these catastrophes occurred before the creation of man.
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Georges Cuvier (1768–1832)

William Smith (1769–1839) was a drainage engineer and surveyor who in the course of his work around Great Britain became fascinated with the strata and fossils. Like Cuvier, he had an old-earth catastrophist view of earth history. In three works published from 1815 to 1817, he presented the first geological map of England and Wales and explained an order and relative chronology of the rock formations as defined by certain characteristic (index) fossils. He became known as the “Father of English Stratigraphy” because he developed the method of giving relative dates to the rock layers on the basis of the fossils found in them.

A massive blow to catastrophism came during the years 1830 to 1833, when Charles Lyell (1797–1875), a lawyer and former student of Buckland, published his influential three-volume work Principles of Geology. Reviving and augmenting the ideas of Hutton, Lyell’s Principles set forth the principles by which he thought geological interpretations should be made. His theory was a radical uniformitarianism in which he insisted that only present-day processes of geological change at present-day rates of intensity and magnitude should be used to interpret the rock record of past geological activity. In other words, geological processes of change have been uniform throughout earth history. No continental or global catastrophic floods have ever occurred, insisted Lyell.
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Charles Lyell (1797–1875)

Lyell is often given too much credit (or blame) for destroying faith in the Genesis Flood and the biblical time scale. But we must realize that many Christians (geologists and theologians) contributed to this undermining of biblical teaching before Lyell’s book appeared. Although the catastrophist theory had greatly reduced the geological significance of Noah’s flood and expanded earth history well beyond the traditional biblical view, Lyell’s work was the final blow for belief in the Flood. By explaining the whole rock record by slow gradual processes, he thereby reduced the Flood to a geological nonevent. Catastrophism did not die out immediately, although by the late 1830s only a few catastrophists remained, and they believed Noah’s flood was geologically insignificant.

By the end of the 19th century, the age of the earth was considered by all geologists to be in the hundreds of millions of years. Radiometric dating methods began to be developed in 1903, and over the course of the 20th century that age of the earth expanded to 4.5 billion years.

Christian Responses to Old-earth Geology

During the first half of the 19th century, the Church responded in various ways to these old-earth theories of the catastrophists and uniformitarians. A number of writers in Great Britain (and a few in America), who became known as “scriptural geologists,” raised biblical, geological, and philosophical arguments against the old-earth theories. Some of them were scientists and some were clergy. Some were both ordained and scientifically well informed, as was common in those days. Many of them were very geologically competent by the standards of their day, both by reading and by their own careful observations of rocks and fossils. They believed that the biblical account of creation and Noah’s flood explained the rock record far better than the old-earth theories.1
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Thomas Chalmers (1780–1847)

Other Christians in the early 1800s quickly accepted the idea of millions of years and tried to fit all this time into Genesis, even though the uniformitarians and catastrophists were still debating and geology was in its infancy as a science. In 1804, Thomas Chalmers (1780–1847), a young Presbyterian pastor, began to preach that Christians should accept the millions of years; and in an 1814 review of Cuvier’s book, he proposed that all the time could fit between Genesis 1:1 and 1:2. By that time, Chalmers was becoming a highly influential evangelical leader and, consequently, this gap theory became very popular. In 1823, the respected Anglican theologian George Stanley Faber (1773–1854) began to advocate theday-age view, namely that the days of creation were not literal but figurative for long ages.

To accept these geological ages, Christians also had to reinterpret the Flood. In the 1820s, John Fleming (1785–1857), a Presbyterian minister, contended that Noah’s Flood was so peaceful that it left no lasting geological evidence. John Pye Smith (1774–1851), a Congregational theologian, preferred to see it as a localized inundation in the Mesopotamian valley (modern-day Iraq).
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Liberal theology, which by the early 1800s was dominating the Church in Europe, was beginning to make inroads into Britain and North America in the 1820s. The liberals considered Genesis 1–11 to be as historically unreliable and unscientific as the creation and flood myths of the ancient Babylonians, Sumerians, and Egyptians.

In spite of the efforts of the scriptural geologists, these various old-earth reinterpretations of Genesis prevailed, so that by 1845 all the commentaries on Genesis had abandoned the biblical chronology and the global flood; and by the time of Darwin’s Origin of Species (1859), the young-earth view had essentially disappeared within the Church. From that time onward, most Christian leaders and scholars of the Church accepted the millions of years and insisted that the age of the earth was not important. Many godly men soon accepted evolution as well. Space allows only mention of a few examples. The Baptist “prince of preachers” Charles Spurgeon (1834–1892) uncritically accepted the old-earth geological theory (though he never explained how to fit the long ages into the Bible). In an 1855 sermon he said:

Can any man tell me when the beginning was? Years ago we thought the beginning of this world was when Adam came upon it; but we have discovered that thousands of years before that God was preparing chaotic matter to make it a fit abode for man, putting races of creatures upon it, who might die and leave behind the marks of his handiwork and marvelous skill, before he tried his hand on man.2
The great Presbyterian theologian at Princeton Seminary, Charles Hodge (1779–1878), insisted that the age of the earth was not important. He favored the gap theory initially and switched to the day-age view later in life. His compromise contributed to the eventual victory of liberal theology at Princeton about 50 years after his death.3
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C.I. Scofield put the gap theory in notes on Genesis 1:2 in his Scofield Reference Bible, which was used by millions of Christians around the world. More recently, a respected Old Testament scholar reasoned: From a superficial reading of Genesis 1, the impression would seem to be that the entire creative process took place in six twenty-four-hour days. If this was the true intent of the Hebrew author . . . this seems to run counter to modern scientific research, which indicates that the planet Earth was created several billion years ago. . . .4
Numerous similar statements from Christian scholars and leaders in the last few decades could be quoted to show that their interpretation of Genesis is controlled by the fact that they assume that geologists have proven millions of years. As a result, most seminaries and Christian colleges around the world are compromised.

Compromise Unnecessary

The sad irony of all this compromise is that in the last half century, the truth of Genesis 1–11 has been increasingly vindicated, often unintentionally, by the work of evolutionists. Lyell’s uniformitarian Principles dominated geology until about the 1970s, when Derek Ager (1923–1993), a prominent British geologist, and others increasingly challenged Lyell’s assumptions and argued that much of the rock record shows evidence of rapid catastrophic erosion or sedimentation, drastically reducing the time involved in the formation of many geological deposits. Ager, an atheist to his death (as far as one can tell from his writings), explained the influence of Lyell on geology this way:

My excuse for this lengthy and amateur digression into history is that I have been trying to show how I think geology got into the hands of the theoreticians [uniformitarians] who were conditioned by the social and political history of their day more than by observations in the field. . . . In other words, we have allowed ourselves to be brain-washed into avoiding any interpretation of the past that involves extreme and what might be termed “catastrophic” processes.5
These “neocatastrophist” reinterpretations of the rocks have developed contemporaneously with a resurgence of “Flood geology,” a view of earth history very similar to that of the 19th-century scriptural geologists and a key ingredient of young-earth creationism, which was essentially launched into the world by the publication of The Genesis Flood (1961) by Drs. John Whitcomb and Henry Morris. This movement is now worldwide in scope, and the scientific sophistication of the scientific model is rapidly increasing with time.

Many Christians today are arguing that we need to contend against Darwinism with “intelligent design” arguments and leave Genesis out of the public discussion. But this strategy was tried in the early 19th century with many writings on natural theology, culminating in the famous eight volumes of the 1830s that collectively became known as the Bridgewater Treatises. These books were “preaching to the choir” and did nothing to retard the slide in the culture toward atheism and deism. In fact, by compromising on the age of the earth and ignoring Scripture in their defense of Christianity, they actually contributed to the weakening of the Church. The same is happening today.

The renowned atheist evolutionist and Harvard University biologist Ernst Mayr said this:

The [Darwinian] revolution began when it became obvious that the earth was very ancient rather than having been created only 6,000 years ago. This finding was the snowball that started the whole avalanche.6
Mayr was right about the age of the earth (not Darwin’s theory) being the beginning of the avalanche of unbelief. He was wrong that the idea of millions of years was a “finding” of scientific research. Rather, it was the fruit of antibiblical philosophical assumptions used to interpret the rocks and fossils. Historical research has shown that Laplace was an open atheist, that Buffon, Lamarck, Werner, and Hutton were deists or atheists, and that Cuvier, William Smith, and Lyell were deists or vague theists. These men (who influenced the thinking of compromised Christians) were NOT unbiased, objective pursuers of truth.

Typical of what Lyell, Buffon, and others wrote is Hutton’s statement. He insisted, “The past history of our globe must be explained by what can be seen to be happening now. . . . No powers are to be employed that are not natural to the globe, no action to be admitted except those of which we know the principle.”7 By insisting that geologists must reason only from known, present day natural processes, he ruled out supernatural creation and the unique global Flood, as described in Genesis, before he ever looked at the rocks.

It is no wonder that Hutton could not see the overwhelming geological evidence confirming the biblical teaching about creation, the Flood, and the age of the earth. And no wonder all the geology students who have been brainwashed with the same presuppositions for the last 200 years haven’t been able to see it either. We should not be surprised that most Christian leaders and scholars are ignorant of the evidence. They, too, have been brainwashed, as many young-earth creationists once were also.

Disastrous Consequences of Compromise

The scriptural geologists of the early 19th century opposed old-earth geological theories not only because the theories reflected erroneous scientific reasoning and were contrary to Scripture, but also because they believed that Christian compromise with such theories would eventually have a catastrophic effect on the health of the Church and her witness to a lost world. Henry Cole, an Anglican minister, wrote:

Many reverend geologists, however, would evince their reverence for the divine Revelation by making a distinction between its historical and its moral portions; and maintaining, that the latter only is inspired and absolute Truth; but that the former is not so; and therefore is open to any latitude of philosophic and scientific interpretation, modification or denial! According to these impious and infidel modifiers and separators, there is not one third of the Word of God that is inspired; for not more, nor perhaps so much, of that Word, is occupied in abstract moral revelation, instruction, and precept. The other two thirds, therefore, are open to any scientific modification and interpretation; or, (if scientifically required), to a total denial! It may however be safely asserted, that whoever professedly, before men, disbelieves the inspiration of any part of Revelation, disbelieves, in the sight of God, its inspiration altogether. . . . What the consequences of such things must be to a revelation-possessing land, time will rapidly and awfully unfold in its opening pages of national skepticism, infidelity, and apostasy, and of God’s righteous vengeance on the same!8
Cole and other opponents of the old-earth theories rightly understood that the historical portions of the Bible (including Genesis 1–11) are foundational to the theological and moral teachings of Scripture. Destroy the credibility of the former and sooner or later you will see rejection of the latter, both inside and outside the Church. If the scriptural geologists were alive today and saw the castle diagram shown below, they would say, “That picture’s exactly what we were concerned about!” The history of the once- Christian nations in Europe and North America has confirmed the scriptural geologists’ worst fears about the Church and society.

It is time for the Church, especially her leaders and scholars, to stop ignoring the age of the earth and the scientific evidence that increasingly vindicates the Word of God. Christians must repent of their compromise with millions of years and once again believe and preach the literal truth of Genesis 1–11. It is time to take our culture back.
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哪里“数百万年”的想法从何而来？
特里博士Mortenson 2010年4月22日，
门外汉

今天，在世界上的大多数人，包括在教会中的大多数人，是理所当然的，地球和宇宙的数百万，数百万甚至数十亿岁。我们的公立学校，从幼儿园上来，教这些庞大的年龄，一个是嘲笑他的问题，他们。但它并不总是这样，重要​​的是要了解这个变化是如何发生和为什么。
地质学的早期开端
地质科学与系统领域的研究，收集岩石和化石的分类，和发展的历史事件，这些岩层和化石形成的理论重建的一个独立的领域，只有约200岁。在此之前，古希腊时期，人们已经注意到在岩石中的化石。许多人认为，化石的遗体前生活的东西变成了石头，和许多早期的基督徒（包括良，金口，和奥古斯丁）归咎于他们诺亚的洪水。但也有人拒绝了这些想法和性质或者笑话视为化石，岩石的产品赋予生活在某种意义上说，上帝的创作，或者甚至撒旦的欺骗。当罗伯特虎克（1635至1703年）木材化石的显微分析证实，化石前生物矿化仍然辩论终于尘埃落定。
到1750年之前，最重要的地质思想家之一的是尼尔斯Steensen（1638年至1686年），或速记，丹麦解剖学家和地质学家。他建立了叠加原理，即沉积岩层沉积在一个连续的，基本上是横向时尚，较低的阶层，使前它上面的沉积。在他的书中（1669年）的先导者，他表示相信在地球大约6000岁，和诺亚的洪水沉积，含化石的岩层。在未来的世纪中，一些作者，其中包括英国地质学家约翰伍德沃德（1665年至1722年）和德国地质学家约翰莱曼（1719年至1767年），着书立说，从根本上加强这种观点。
在18世纪后期的几十年中，一些法国和意大利的地质学家拒绝圣经的洪水和归因于岩石记录的很长一段时间发生的自然过程。几位著名的法国人也促成了数百万年的想法。广受尊敬的科学家伯爵布冯（1707年至1788年）想象地球是一次像一个超过75,000年左右达到目前的状态，冷却的热熔融球（虽然他未发表的手稿说在他的书自然的时代（1779）约300年）。天文学家皮埃尔拉普拉斯（1749-1827）在他的宇宙（1796）系统的博览会提出的星云假说。这个理论说，太阳系曾经是一热，旋转的气体云，长期年龄逐渐冷却，凝结形成行星。让拉马克，在外壳的生物专家，主张对长在他的动物哲学（1809）年龄的生物进化理论。
亚伯拉罕沃纳（1749年至1817年）是在德国流行的矿物学教授。他认为，地壳的大部分已沉淀在约一万年的过程中慢慢消退由​​全球海洋化学或机械。这是一个优雅简单的理论，但沃纳没有考虑到岩石中的化石。这是一个严重的错误，因为化石告诉我们何时和如何快速的沉积物沉积和转化成石多。许多19世纪最伟大的地质学家维尔纳的学生，谁是他的一个非常悠久的历史，为地球的想法影响。
在苏格兰，詹姆斯赫顿（1726年至1797年）是开发一个地球历史的不同理论。他在大学学习医学，。他的研究后，他接管了家庭农场的一段时间。但他很快发现自己真正的爱情是：研究地球。 1788年，他出版的期刊文章，并在1795年一本书，无论是地球的标题理论。他建议，大陆正在慢慢地流入海洋的侵蚀。这些沉积物是由地球内部热量逐渐硬化，然后抽搐提出成为以后将被侵蚀的新陆地到海洋，硬化和高架。因此，在他看来，地球的历史是周期性的，他说，他能找到没有证据表明在岩石记录的开始，使得地球的历史无限长。

灾异，均变辩论
沃纳也不赫顿都非常重视的化石。然而，在19世纪初，乔治居维叶（1768年至1832年），法国著名的比较解剖学家和脊椎动物的古生物学家，开发他的地球历史上的灾异理论。有人表示，最清楚他在地球表面（1812）的革命话语。居维叶认为，在地球历史长，数不清的年龄过程中，许多区域或程度几乎全球的特大洪涝灾害已经摧毁和掩埋在沉积物中的生物。但这些灾难的发生前创造的男子。

乔治居维叶（1768年至1832年）
威廉史密斯（1769年至1839年）是排水工程师和测量师，在他的工作围绕大不列颠过程中成为与地层和化石着迷。居维叶一样，他一个地球历史的老地球灾异查看。公布从1815年到1817年的三部作品中，他提出了在英格兰和威尔士的第一地质图，并解释某些特性（指数）化石所界定的秩序和相对年代的岩层。他成了“英语地层学之父”之称，因为他开发的，在他们发现的化石的基础上的岩石层相对日期的方法。
来到一个巨大的打击，以灾变期间年1830年至1833年，当查尔斯莱尔（1797年至1875年），律师和巴克兰以前的学生，发表了他有影响力的三卷地质工作的原则。恢复和增加赫顿的思想，莱尔的原则提出的原则，他认为应作出地质解释。他的理论是一个激进的均变中，他坚持认为，目前唯一的一天在现今利率的强度和规模的地质变化的过程应该用来解释过去的地质活动的岩石记录。换句话说，地质变化过程，整个地球的历史的统一。没有大陆或全球的特大洪涝灾害不断发生，坚持莱尔。

查尔斯莱尔（1797年至1875年）
莱尔往往是太多的信贷（或怪）破坏的创世纪洪水的信仰和圣经的时间尺度。但我们必须认识到，许多基督徒（地质学家和神学家），这破坏圣经的教导，莱尔的书出现之前作出了贡献。虽然灾异理论大大降低了诺亚的洪水和扩大，远远超出了传统圣经的看法地球历史的地质意义，莱尔的工作是在洪水中的信仰的最后一击。他解释整个岩石记录缓慢渐进的过程，从而减少了洪水地质非事件。灾变死没有出立即，虽然19世纪30年代后期，只有少数灾异保持，他们认为诺亚洪水地质微不足道。
到19世纪末，地球的年龄是所有地质学家认为，在数百万年的数百。放射性测年方法，开始于1903年，扩大到4.5亿年，地球的年龄在20世纪的过程中开发。

旧地球地质基督教反应
在上半年的19世纪，教会的回应灾异和均变这些老地球理论的各种方式。一个在英国作家（在美国），谁出名作为“圣经地质学家提出，”对旧地球理论的圣经，地质，哲学的论据。他们中有些人的科学家和一些神职人员。均受戒，科学信息灵通，在那些日子里共同。其中许多人非常地质主管，他们每天的标准，通过阅读和自己的岩石和化石的仔细观察。他们认为，创造和诺亚的洪水圣经帐户解释岩石记录，远远超过老地球理论.1

托马斯查默斯（1780年至1847年）
其他基督徒在19世纪初很快就接受了数百万年的想法，并试图融入创世记这一切的时间，即使均变和灾异仍在争论和地质处于起步阶段，作为一门科学。 1804年，托马斯查默斯（1780年至1847年），一个年轻的长老会牧师，开始宣扬基督徒应该接受的年数以百万计的;在1814居维叶的书的审查，他建议所有的时间可​​以容纳创世记1:1之间和1:2。到那个时候，查默斯是成为一个非常有影响力的福音派领袖，因此，这种差距的理论变得非常流行。1823年，尊重圣公会神学家乔治斯坦利FABER（1773年至1854年）开始倡导的日龄，即创造的日不长年龄的文字，但形象化。
为了接受这些地质年代，基督徒也不得不重新解释的洪水。在19世纪20年代，约翰•弗莱明（1785年至1857年），长老教会牧师，争辩说，诺亚的洪水如此，它没有留下持久的地质证据的和平。约翰史密斯野良（1774年至1851年），公理神学家，希望看到它作为一个在美索不达米亚河谷（现代伊拉克）的本地化淹没。

自由神学，是由19世纪初称霸欧洲的教会，开始在进入19世纪20年代到英国和北美。自由主义者认为创世记1-11作为历史上不可靠的，不科学古巴比伦人的创造和洪水神话，苏美尔人，和埃及人。
尽管在圣经地质学家的努力，这些各种旧的地球创世纪重新诠释盛行，使所有的成因评论由1845废弃的圣经年表，并在全球洪水;和达尔文的物种的起源（1859年时），年轻的地球视图基本上消失了内堂。从那个时候起，多数基督教教会领导人和学者接受了千百万年，并坚持认为地球的年龄并不重要。许多虔诚的男子很快演变以及。空间只允许提到的几个例子。浸会“传道王子”查尔斯司布真（1834年至1892年），不加批判地接受旧地球​​的地质理论（虽然他没有解释如何融入“圣经”长年龄）。在一个1855讲道，他说：
任何人告诉我，开始时？年前，我们认为这个世界的开始，当亚当了，但我们已经发现，千百年来在此之前，神准备混乱的问题，使其为人类适合居留权后，它的生物种族，谁可能会死并留下他的手工和奇妙的技巧的痕迹，之前，他试图在他的手man.2
伟大的长老，查尔斯Hodge（1779年至1878年），在普林斯顿神学院的神学家坚持认为，地球的年龄并不重要。他最初青睐的差距理论和交换日龄以后的生活中。他妥协的自由派神学在普林斯顿大学的最终胜利作出了贡献约50年后，他死亡.3

C.I.斯科菲尔德的差距理论在注意到他的斯科菲尔德参考圣经创世记1:2，这是由数以百万计的世界各地的基督徒。最近，一个受人尊敬的旧约学者的理由：从创世记第一章的一个肤浅的阅读，给人的印象似乎是，在整个创作过程历时六个二十四小时的日子。如果这是希伯来文的作者的真实意图。 。 。这似乎有悖于现代科学的研究，这表明，在几十亿年前地球。 。 。 0.4
从基督教学者和领导人在过去的几十年的许多类似的语句可以被引用，以表明他们的成因的解释是控制的事实，他们认为地质学家证明百万年。其结果是，大多数神学院和基督教学院在世界各地受到了损害。
妥协不必要
可悲的讽刺意味的​​是，在过去的半个世纪中，创世记1-11的真相已经越来越平反，经常无意进化论者的工作，这一切妥协。莱尔的均变原则占主导地位，直到20世纪70年代，当德里克防老剂（1923年至1993年），英国著名地质学家和其他越来越多的挑战莱尔的假设，并认为，岩石记录显示快速灾难性的侵蚀或沉积的证据的地质，大大减少了涉及的时间中形成了许多地质存款。防老剂，无神论者，他的死亡（尽可能一看就知道从他的著作）解释这样的莱尔地质学影响：
我的借口，这成为历史，漫长的和业余的题外话是，我一直在试图证明如何，我觉得成理论家手中拿到的地质均变社会和政治历史的一天超过空调在观测领域。 。 。 。换句话说，我们允许自己将避免任何涉及极端过去的解释，可被称之为“灾难性” 过程.5的洗脑
这些“新灾异”重新诠释岩石开发与地质，“防洪法”的地球历史的观点非常相似，19世纪的圣经地质学家和年轻地球神创论，这是本质上推出的一个关键因素死灰复燃同期进入世界出版的创世纪洪水（1961年）由博士约翰惠特科姆和亨利莫里斯。现在这项运动在全球范围，科学复杂的科学模型是随着时间的推移迅速增加。
今天许多基督徒认为我们需要抗衡反对进化论与“智能设计”的论点，并离开创世记出公众讨论。但是，这一战略是试图在19世纪初自然神学的许多著作，最终在集体成为著名的布里奇沃特论文19世纪30年代著名的8卷。这些书是“说教合唱团”，并没有延缓在走向无神论和自然神论文化的幻灯片。事实上，影响地球的年龄，而忽略在他们的基督教辩护圣经，他们实际上削弱教会。同样是今天发生的。
著名的无神论者进化论者和哈佛大学生物学家厄恩斯特迈尔说：
[达尔文]革命开始了，当它成为地球是显而易见的，而不是只有6000年前的古。这一发现是雪球开始整个雪崩.6
迈尔是正确的关于地球的年龄，不信的雪崩开始（而不是达尔文的理论）。他错了数百万年的想法是“发现”科研。相反，它是用来解释的岩石和化石的反圣经哲学假设的果。历史研究表明，拉普拉斯是一个开放的无神论者，布冯，拉马克，沃纳和赫顿自然神论者或无神论者，居维叶，威廉史密斯和莱尔自然神论者或含糊不清的有神论者。这些人（影响损害基督徒的思想）不无偏见的，客观的真理的追兵。
莱尔，布冯，和别人写典型的是哈顿的声明。他坚持说，“我们的地球过去的历史，必须由可以看出，现在发生的解释。 。 。 。全球不自然的，没有权力将被聘用，任何行动来承认那些我们所知道的原则的除外。“坚持地质学家必须原因只能从已知的，今时今日的自然过程，他排除了超自然的创造和独特的全球性洪水，在创世纪所述，之前，他曾经在岩石。
这是难怪哈顿无法看到铺天盖地的地质证据证实的创造，洪水，和地球的年龄约圣经的教导。也难怪，所有的地质已与近200年来的相同的前提洗脑的学生没有能够看到它。大部分基督教领袖和学者是无知的证据，我们不应感到惊讶。他们也被洗脑了，因为许多年轻地球创造论者曾经也。
妥协的灾难性后果
19世纪初的圣经地质学家不仅反对旧地球的地质理论，因为理论反映了错误的科学推理和违背圣经，而且还因为他们认为，这种理论的基督教妥协，最终将有一个健康的灾难性影响教会和她见证了一个失落的世界。科尔，英国圣公会部长亨利写道：
然而，许多可敬的地质学家，表示出对神的启示，使得它的历史和道德部分之间的区别;和维护他们的崇敬之情，后者仅是启发和绝对真理，但前者并非如此;因此开放的哲学和科学的解释，修改或拒绝任何纬度！根据这些不虔诚和异教徒的改性剂和分离，有三分之一的灵感来自神的话语，不多，也没有这么多，也许这个词，是在抽象的道德启示，指令和戒律占用。另外三分之二，因此，开放给任何科学的修改和解释;或，（如果需要科学），一个完全否定的！然而，它可以被安全地断言，谁自称，在人前，不相信在神的眼中，它的灵感完全灵感启示录的任何部分，不相信。 。 。 。这样的事情的后果必须是一个启示，拥有土地，时间会迅速和天威开展在其开放的国家的怀疑，不忠，和叛教的页面，并在同一上帝的正义复仇！
科尔和其他对手的老地球的理论正确地理解圣经的历史部分（包括创世记1-11）圣经的神学和道德说教的基础。销毁前，你迟早会看到后者，内外教会拒绝的信誉。如果在圣经地质学家被活着的今天和看到的城堡图如下所示，他们会说，“那张照片的确切什么我们是关注有关！”在欧洲和北美的一次，基督教国家的历史已经证实了“圣经地质学家最差对教会和社会的恐惧。
这是教会，尤其是她的的领导人和学者的时候，停止，忽略了地球的年龄和的科学证据表明，越来越多地证明了神的话语。基督徒必须悔改他们妥协了数百万年，并再次相信和宣扬创世记1-11字面真理。这是我们的文化。
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