ThelordJesus said... “M Seep

Sdy, thehighsuicidestatisticsdonat coneas a
supriseinthisday of “edigtement.” If lifehassno
neani ng, Sui ci de becones a very reasonabl e opti on.
Vidy endure har dshi p, suffering, and gri ef veninevi -
tably, onecessestobe?

Bit, isit true? Dpesthe presunpti on nake sense?
Faticscetistsareeager to“prove’ thereis no Gd
and nanki ndi s sone product of “theprinordia ooze.”
CQristiansareequal ly frantictoprovethat God does
exi st adnanki ndisacoscios act of crestionbyHm

The one questi onthat is oftenmssed by Gristians
is, Wy? Wat isthepoint of it all? Sientistsand
poetsgvetheir ansver. Theysaythereisnopant a
al. "Nwtheansver ... isplan” says W Soner set
Mugham “... thereisoressanfar lifeadlifehas o
neaning. ” Qristians nust | earntoansver thi s nost
basi ¢ quest i on asked by a nast hopel ess vor | d.

Thergan ngd lifecanbefoudinthecrestionstary.
@dfirst crestedtheertireun verseadthefirst nan,
Adam But, noticethat God did not create nan and
vwonan at thesanetine. Infact, after creati ng Adam
@d nakes thevery interesting statenent, “It i s nat
good that the nan shoul dbed oneg; | wil nake hi man
hel p neet [suitabl e conpani on] for hini (@n219).

But, Hedoes nat createthevonaninmed atdy after
naki ngthisstatenart. Frst, hepresatstheanimalsto
Adamto nane, andthen after thi s He nakes t he vonan.

Wy the dd ay? Wy d dn't Hesinply create bath sexes
a thesanetine?

Theressonfar thisdd ayisreved edinthetext. Gd
vas doi ng sonethingfar noreinportant thantosinply
gi ve Adama “hel per” and t he ani nal s nanes. He was
revea i ngthe very purpose for the exi stence of every
nan, wonan, and chi | d who woul d ever have breat h.

hear nyvaoice, ad

[ “mdthelord@dsaid, ‘It isnot goodthet the )
nan shoul d be al one; | w il nake hi man hel p
negt far him’

And out of the ground t he Lord God f or ned
every beast of thefidd, andeveryfow of the
air; and brought t hemunt o Adamt o see what he
vwoul d cal | them and what soever Adamcal | ed
evaylivingcreaure, thet vestheranethered .
And Adamgave nanes to al | cattle, andtothe
foh of theair, andtoevery beast of thefid d
but for Adamt here was not found an hel p
neet for him

And the Lord Qd caused a deep sl eeptofall
upon Adam and he sl ept: andhetodk oneof his
ribs, axdd csedupthefl eshirsteadthered'; Ad
therib, wichthe Lord Gd had t aken f r omnan,
nade he a wonan, and brought her unt o t he nan.
And Adamsai d, “ Thi s i s nowbone of ny bones,
adfleshd nyflesh sheshd | beca | ed Vidnan,
because she vas taken out of Min.” Therefore
shall ananleavehisfather andhi s nather, and
shd| deaveutoh swfe adtheyshd | beone
flesh’ (@n21829.

Noti ce howthe end of verse 20reads, “But for Adam
therevas not foundanhel prneet for him” Thisre
veal s @d s purpose i n presenti ng Adamwiththe ani -
nal stonane. It was so Gxd coul d denonstrat e t hat
theaninal swereinherently dfferent fromAdam and
vweretherefarenat suitad etobehi s conpani on.

Inagine. Al the uni verse and Adamhave j ust been
created. Brverythingis conpl et €l y newand Adamhas
noeqpeietid knovedged aything Aswthachld,
we can have no expect at i ons fromAdamas far as what
isnornal or sesibdetohim Nthingyet is.

Gdthenvievs thescereadstatesthat it isna good
that Adamshoul d be al one. But beforethewonanis
created, Hebrings theaninal sto Adam

Itisnat hardtoinag ne Gdreachingintothe vat er
andpdlingout sonesnal |, slinythingadhand ngit
to Adam Rerhaps Adaml ookedintoits |id ess eyes
adsadtheeqivd et o, “It s | becdledfish” Then
naybe Adaml ooked at the fishexpectantly. WII the

theyfdlowre... .”  smwoz

fishbeasutab econpanonfor in? A thispant in
hunan hi story, the answer was not obvi ous.  Adamhad
never seen awonan. Hejust knewthat God di d not
vant himto be al one. Gertai nl'y Adamwoul d not be
[ ong hd di ng t he fi sh bef ore he knewa fi sh cou d never
be hi s conpani on. \ery sinply, fishwas nat /i ke nan.

Then perhgps cane anostrich, acow alion, abear, a
chinparzee, dl thevay uptothe“highest farmof ife’
bel owt he nan, a cro- nagnon perhaps (i f such ani nal s
ever infact existed). Wtheachaninal, nodouat, the
eva uetionfor Adambecanej ust alittlehit nored ffi-
cadt. Thecstrichisnmat afish It doesbresgtha r though
like Adam It a sovd ksontwolegslike Adam-but it
isit /ikehim

Wtheschan nal, there are sone characteri sticsthet
arelikethenan sbhut never enough. S enti st s assert
that the cro-nagnonval ked nearly erect. They sayit
| ooked very nuch | i ke nan. They say it nade sounds
likenan Theysayit likedtoeat wnat nandoes. They
sayit et inthesaepacesnand d Bi, des, (ifit
ever edisted) it fel short. It vesnat /ikethenan

Intheend, “ for Adam therevas not foundan hel p
neet for i m” The chasmof di fference betweenthe
annal andthenanvastoowdetocross. Therecod d
never beac ose, intinaterd ati onshi p betweenthe nan
adanannal wthnotud lyful, saisfyingfelomship
(1Gr 217). Wet thenwas Gd s sl uti on?

Vénan was not nade fromt he eart h as was Adam
bu fromthevery fleshfromthesidedf themanhinse f.
Now@d j oyf ul | y nade one | ast presentati onto Adam
Wiat asight it nust have beenfor Adamtofina ly see
onelikehinse f. Thiswasnofish, thiswasnochim
parzee; and thi s was no cro- nagnon.

Thi s was anot her hunanjust |ike hevas. This hu
nanspokelikehed d, v kedlikehed d, | aughed|ike
hedd fetlikehed d enoyedwea hed d adthought

(st “I wil” of BHe) “I wll rake

howhe di d. She was uni que and unl i ke any ani nal .
She was a hunman j ust /i ke Adam and he nanes her
sayi ng, “she shall be cal | ed wonan, because she was
takenout of nan.”

Adammowful |y understoodthecriteriafor onetobe
asuitab e conpani on: “anhel pneet.” “Adthey vere
bot h naked, the man and hi s w fe, and were not
ashaned’ (@n225. The nanwas nolonger al one.

Thi s account i s inportant when consi deringthe
“neaningof life.” Wy did@dcreatenantobegin
wth? Wt isthepant of it dl?

Thereisapant tonan s existence thereisareasm
forital! “Ad@dsaid ‘Let us nake naninour
inage, after our likeness... S @dcreatedmaninhis
owninage, intheinage of Gdcreatedhe him nal e
andfenal ecreated hetheni (@n1:26-27). @d, inthe
namer of Hscreation, illustraedwthweat H, Hm
sdf, vesfaced

It vas not goodthat nanshoul dbea one. Bit, be
forenanki ndvas created, cou dit bethat it was not
goodthat God shouldbe alone? DdHetoodesirea
corterpat for feloshipadspiritud ddigt?

For thenan, afishor achi npanzee cou d never bea
sui t abl e conpani on. Man' s conpani on had t o cone
fromnan. Shehadtobelikehim nat just /ooklike
hm Stoowth@d The uni verse had been creat ed
wththeearthandthe stars, Gd naning everyt hi ng
Hnself (Gn15 1:8 1:10. Quldaplanet ever bea
conpani onto Gxd? Rdicul ous thought! “Al princi-
palities and poversinheaveny pl aces” had beencre-
ated (ph 310. Quidthe“anointedcherub’ be @d s
conpani on (Ezek 28:14)? Nb, not eventhe nost bealti -
fu of dl aged scoddbeasutade“hd pnet” toGd

S, just as Gd sa ved the nan' s probl emby creat -
i ng awonan out of nan, so al so He sol ved H's own
“problem” Hecreatedaconpanion/ikeHnse f for
Hnse f: narkind. Thiscreationvasnostar o pl anet,
andit vasnocherub. Thiswasabeingcreatedinthe
i nage and | i keness of Gd. Minthenexists for Gd.
Gxdcreatednantobe Hs “hel p neet” —H's conpan-
ion Adnanves crestedsutadytofufill thet rde
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Wiat abeautiful sceneit was as God “val ked” wth
naninthe garden, eechenoyingthefd lomhipof the
dhe.

Indeed, vhennanrg ectedthe Geatar inthe garden
throughhis bl atant d sobed ence, herg ectedthe very
purpose of hisexistence Hehidinthetrees and de-
ni ed Gd H s conpani onshi p. He abandoned al | nean-
inginlife Sill tody, naninhiscatinuedrg ectiond
hisCeator i swthout purpose

Shakespear €' s Micbet h begi ns t o nake sense when
hesays, “lifeisatdetddbyanida ful of scudad
fuy, sigifyingnathing” \lenone assunes thet there
isnointeligencebehindthis universeandthe exist-
ence of nan, thenthere canbe no purpose; and wt hout
purpose, therecanutinatdy benosi g fi cancetoany-
thing- nonean ngd lifea dl.

B, thisisnat so. Addespitenan srg ectionand
abandonnent of God, Gxd has not abandoned nan. |1t
isnanthat has renai ned the focus of Gad t hr oughout
hunanhistary. The @d Testanent Sripures arefilled
wthillwstrationater illwstraiono hovGdved din
thefulnessdof tinerigteously sdveHs “prodl em”
Howwoul d He get thi s conpani on back? And nost
inportantly, honwou dHedoit wththe nan vanting
tocone back? For thisistruelove

R igous phil osophy i s oftenqui ck tocond udet het
“@Qd, beinga@d of | ove, woul dnever a | owanind -
vidd togotohd!.” Bi, if infact eisa@dd o
He vwoul d never force anindivi dual to have affection
for Hneel f. Hslovefor theindvidud vod dnat & -
lovHmtoforcethat indvidual intoare aionship.
H| adthel aked fireistheconpl et easeced Gd

I'ndividual sonthisearthenjoy theb essings of Gd
every nonent of every day, whether they desireH s
conpani onshi por nat. “For henakethhissuntorise
ontheevil and onthe good, and sendethrainonthe
just andontheunjust” (Mt 5:45. Thiswll not bethe
casefar thoseindvidid sinthelaked fire Tornent
indeed! Bverlastingseparationfromthe Gdthey re-
jected—andd | HsH essi ngs!

Inthisrespect, Gdislikeayoungnantryingto
wntheaffections of ayounglady. |If suchayoung
nan genui nel y | oves t he wonan, hew || do everything

(last “I will”) “I vill shoathee

wthinhis poser tocowvincethevonanthat heisver-
thyd her loe If intheedhefalshisgad, theyoug
nnwll na farcetheissie It ishisloefa theyoug
wonanthat wil prevent hi mfrompursui ng her af ter
he hes beenrg ected

Li kew se, Gd seeks tow nthe affections of nan,
nat farceard aioshiplikesonederagedstd ker. |If,
inthecased soeindvidd, Hefalstownthet heart,
thengaciosly Hewll wthdraw 1t istheind vi dud
wo has re ected Gd s | ove.

Rdigona soteaches nenthat they are si nners wo
needto prove t hensel ves vorthy of Gd s | ove through
varks and charity and prayer and any nunioer of thi ngs.
It teaches nenthat Gdislikesonefickleschod grl
who | i kes you one minut e and hat es you t he next .

Howisit thenthat Gdwns hearts? \ery nuchthe
sane way a young nan w ns t he heart of a young
vwonan: he denonstrates hislovefor her. “For Gxd so
lovedtheverl d, that he gave his only begotten Son.”.
(Jomn316); “God comendethhis /ovetovard us, inthat,
whi | e we vere yet sinners, Grist diedfor us” (Fom
5.8); “.arist a so/ovedthe church, and gave hi nsel f
forit” (ghs2); “Hrénis/ove not that vel oved Gd,
but thet he/ovedus, and sert his Sintobethe propi -
tigdionfa o sirs’ (1Jom410); €c.

God denonstrated Hs lovetonan by sendingH s
dear Sontodieinnan' s place tobeseparated from
@d insteaddf nan; tobenadesinfor nan. It isthe
truhd thsfact that wrsheartsto@d Rdig oncer-
tai nly under stands t he probl emof nan' s si n; howi t
causes a separati on between God and nan. Rl i gi on,
hovever, rg ectsthesd wionfaor thet prod emvhi chis
arestoredred ationshipwth@dthroughfaithinthe
Lord Jesus Gri st d ore.

Ater Adams transgressi on, nanwas no | onger a
sui tabl e conpani on.  Minwvas no | onger “an hel p neet”

thebride thelans wfe”  rv. 29

toGdfor hergected Gd. Gdwas againa ore. Bit,
inthat geat eqressiond @&d slovefa nan, thelord
Jesus t ook our si nupon Hm beconng sin (2Gx 5:21).

Wi | e hang nguponthe cross, Hed edinnan s ace
He suffered t he separati on fromGod deserved by al |
(Mt 27:46). Andinthat “deep sl eep’ of death“one of
thesdderswthaspear percedhis side adforth
wthcanethereout bloodandvater” (Jomi1g3). Itis
uponthisfact, that HeshedHs ombl ood, that the
hearts of nenarevon: He dedfor ne

H s si de vas opened and t he “hel p neet” was cre-
aed abridefulydeasedhavingHsverylifeinthe
Sirit byHsresurection(threedayslaer). Nowthere
i s once agai na sui tabl e conpani onfor Gd: one /i ke
H m one bei ng conforned to H s i nage (Roms: 29);
one who nowchooses tol ovethe Geator, becausethe
CGeator has proventhat Feisworthytobeloved. “W&
| ove i m because hefirst | oved us” (1Jon. 4:19).

The“scientific’ conclusioniswong. The poet and
phi | osopher’ s concl usi ons are wong becausethei r bar
sicassunioniswog. Thereisa@d, adthereisa
purpose - averyreal neaningof life. Godcreated
nanfor Hnsel f, tobeH s conpani on.

(Eph 525 D)
Nowconsi der the great si gni fi cance and neani ng of
life Itismthngshot o eerrd, irtinate conpen o
shipwththegeat Gddf creationinandthroughthe
personcdf Hs Son, thelordJesus Grist. Adthereis
comng aday called“the narri age of the Lant.” My
ve noml ove and serve Hmfor Hs pl easure.
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The Meaning
of Life

Wit isthepoint? Wy al of this? Wiy aml here?
For count | ess ages nen have desper at €l y asked t hese
questions. Adfor ages nenhavetriedtoansver them

Qrer thecenturies, poet's and phi | osgpher's have cone
tothe overvinel ning concl usi onthat thereis nopoint
tolifea dl. Thebesicressonfor thisisthat onthe
whol e, they start out by assumingthereis no God.
Brtrand Rissdl | said, “Mnis cosmcad ly uni nportart,
ad... a(@d), if therevereae... vau dhard y nerr
tiomus(inahstayd theuiverse).” The“revd aiat
thend lifebengneanng essisthereforena surpris-
ing IftherevereroCeatar o th suiverse thenthere
coddbenopurposefar it or thelifed any nan

Aso, inthescientificcomunity thereare agreat
nary a nost frantictoprovethese poetscorrect. In
their so-caled“quest for truth’ they naket he sane bese
presunpti on: that thereisnoGd. They thenprocl am
their resutsinligt o th's, naki ngcond usios which
o carseageewththeir origna presunpti on.



