The following argument concerning giant creatures that lived before the Genesis Flood falls into the Creation-Evolution debates, because we are dealing with the times of the Dinosaurs and Giant human beings. What were these created beings that existed in ancient times?  Were they a “race” apart from mankind?  A number of people have found an answer in the Bible and other related manuscripts. But is it true?   
The question concerns “Who were the “Nephilim” and who were the “Sons of God”?  Many interpretations have arisen concerning these references, but we need to be careful not to embrace an interpretation that borders on mythology or fanciful stories that come out of sloppy exegesis.  I have compiled my argument and those of others to give a balanced treatment of the subject.  This is not exhaustive, but intended to try to simplify the issue.  Part of the confusion is the reason why the Flood was instituted by God. Was it to punish Angels who left their habitation and consorted with the daughters of men? The clear reason should be only what it says in Gen. 6: 5, 11-13.  To say that the Flood was sent to stop angels from co-habitating with women and usurping the promise of her seed is not following good interpretation rules. Other conclusions that many people make are actually based on suppositions, that if true would prove the premise, arguments against a Straw-man, and conclusions based on silence from the scriptures.
 Genesis 6, verses 1, 2, 3, and 4: “men” (Hebrew “adham”) is used hundreds of times in the Old Testament, where the meaning is human beings or men descended from Adam; mortals ( “enosh”, plural = “anashim”) is also used hundreds of time but not as often as “adham”, still with the meaning of men who will eventually each die.  In the Greek Septuagint, men is the Greek word “athro” meaning man, humanity, or a husband depending on the suffixes used.  In every instance, which are many, the common sense interpretation is human being, a man.

 Flesh is in Hebrew, “basar” meaning the material body, meat, muscle and sinew; in Greek the word is “kreas” or “sarx”, which mean the same thing.  "Strange flesh" can mean what it does in Romans 1 and other places, where it may include homosexuality, bestiality (sex with animals), or incest.

 When we look at Genesis 6: 1-5 literally, we read the following: Now it came about when men began to multiply on the face of the land, and daughters were born to them, that the sons of God (“bene elohim”; son = “ben” Hebrew) (Greek “huios”) saw that the daughters of men were beautiful; and they took wives for themselves; whomever they chose. (And as many as they chose?)  Then the LORD said, “My Spirit shall not strive with man forever, because he also is flesh; nevertheless his days shall be 120 years”. The Nephilim (fallen ones, giants) were on the earth in those days and also afterward, when the “sons of God” came in to the daughters of men and they bore children to them.  Those (referring to the preceding) were the mighty men, who were of old, men of renown. The LORD saw that the wickedness of man was great on the earth, and that every intent of the thoughts of his heart was only evil continually.

 Sons of God is used many times, such as Ps 29: 1, son of perdition (Judas) John 17: 12, Job 1: 6, 38: 7; believers are sons of God John 1: 12, Phil 2: 14; sons of the world, Luke 16:8, sons of disobedience; sons of the Devil, Acts 13: 10, and many other references all of which refer to human beings who are either believers or unbelievers.

 Nephilim- fallen ones, giants, plural, (Gen. 6:4 and Nu. 13: 33) is the same word used in both references and further identified as part of the group that includes the sons of Anak; and we know from I Sam.  17: 4 that Goliath was a son of Gath and a Philistine. We also know that dinosaurs (Job 40, 41 and other references) existed before and after the Flood from scripture and from evidence of the fossils and such, in which many animals were indeed giants.  We even have men today, who would be considered giants among men, but not quite the stature of Goliath. One thing that we should note is that the word “Nephilim” is transliterated and not translated into our language for the simple reason that the translators did not really know the right meaning of the word.  That point is significant.  
Giant people mentioned in the Bible include the following: Rephaim (Gen. 14: 5), Anakim (Nu. 13: 28-33), Emim (Gen. 14: 5), Zamzummim (Deut. 2: 20) “tall men”, Goliath (I Sam. 17: 4-7), Og (Deut. 3: 11, 13), and others (II Sam. 21: 16-22).  Anakim means people of the “long-necked”; Og means “giant” (Deut. 3: 11), His bed was 13.5 feet long by 6 feet wide. He was the only one left of the Rephaim.    
The "inconsistency" some see with the Nephilim can be resolved with an interpretation based on an assumed conclusion  from Job 1, 2 and an acceptance of the supernatural, or mysticism; i.e.The "sons of God" are wicked angels. The "daughters of men" are human women. Their genetically mixed offspring were giants. That the nephilim reappeared after the flood suggests a reoccurrence of activity by wicked angels. An alternate conclusion could imply demon influence or even demon possession. Nephilim observed in the Promised Land by the Israeli spies were described as giants, but were still men.
Satan’s agenda was to try to destroy the Messiah and he has attempted to do so time and time again. Genesis 3: 15 says that there is enmity between his seed and her seed (Messiah).  Could Satan try to mix the genetic inheritance and destroy the birth of Jesus?  How could Satan bring about births?  His seed means those who are his slaves and spiritual offspring, not physical. The number of angels is a fixed number and they do not increase based on scriptural inference, but not any direct statement to the contrary.  

There are at least three schools of thought regarding the Sons of God.

1. The older view, held nearly unanimously by ancient writers prior to Augustine of Hippo, is that the Nephilim were a hybrid race between certain fallen angels, called the Benei Ha'Elohim("Sons of God") or The Watchers in extra-Biblical traditions, and human women. While there has always been a minority of churchmen who followed this view, it has been promoted recently by popular writers such as Stephen Quayle.
In The Genesis Record, Henry Morris, a Creation Scientist, states:

	
	“The only obvious and natural meaning without such clarification is that these beings were sons of God, rather than of men, because they had been created, not born. Such a description, of course, would apply only to Adam (Luke 3:38) and to the angels, whom God had directly created (Psalm 148:2, 5; Psalm 104:4; Colossians 1:16). The actual phrase bene elohim is used three other times, all in the very ancient book of Job (1:6; 2:1; 38:7). There is no doubt at all that, in these passages, the meaning applies exclusively to the angels.  (Yes, there is doubt, so the premise may not be valid.) A very similar form (bar elohim) is used in Daniel 3:25, and also refers either to an angel or to a theophany. The term “sons of the mighty” (bene elim) is used in Psalm 29:1 and also Psalm 89:6, and again refers to angels. (Except that I Chron 16: 28, 29 says “families of the peoples” or nations; i.e. men.) Thus, there seems no reasonable doubt that, in so far as the language itself is concerned, the intent of the writer was to convey the thought of angels - fallen angels, no doubt, since they were acting in opposition to God’s will.”
	


2. The more recent view which has been the majority position in the church since St. Augustine in the fourth century is that the Sons of God refers to the god-fearing line of Seth; and the daughters of men refers to the daughters of the unbelieving line of Cain. Variations on this theme include the idea, proposed by Meredith Kline, that the Sons of God were kings or priests who took any woman they chose to be their wife. (We know from other scripture that the sons of Seth became corrupted very quickly and marrying unbelievers does lead to corruption.  We have examples of sons falling away because of marriages to heathen women.)
3. Still others hold that the Sons of God were other created men. It is argued that the Bible does not describe every person that was created, but only key individuals or situations are included within the text. Those holding to this position call into question the origin of Cain's wife or those whom he feared would kill him Genesis 4:14-17 . However, this view falls into conflict with Genesis, which states that Eve is the mother of all the living. (And it brings up a question of the origin of sin in men and other “men”.)
Other giants mentioned name these tribes as the Rephaim ("titans", children of "Rapha"), Zuzim or Zamzummim ("terrible ones"), Emim, Horites, and Anakim ("crushing tyrants"). The tribe of the Anakim are directly connected with the Nephilim in the false report of the spies described in (Numbers 13:33 ). The context of the passages suggest that the other tribes of giants were relatives of the Anakim or other lines of Nephilim, particularly the Rephaim whose giant descendant is described as living in Gath along with the Anakim Goliath and Lahmi (see below). The Rephaim are giants (in fact these peoples are generally described as being tall or large) and seem to have been thus matched with the Nephilim based on theEnglish rendering of "giants" in Genesis 6.

The tribe of the Anakim were descended from a giant named Anak, who was a son or grandson of a giant named "Arba", from which the ancient city of Hebron was originally called "Kiriath Arba" or "The City of Arba" because "Arba was the greatest man among the Anakim"[2]. This tribe was so tall, that the weak-kneed spies reported, "we are like grasshoppers to them."

Scripture describes how the tribes of giants were fought and destroyed by the tribes of normal men who replaced them, including the Israelites. Moses killed Og, king of the Rehpaim who lived on the Golan heights near Mt. Hermon. Og had a bed nine cubits long (13.5 to 15.5 feet, depending on which cubit was used) and was called "last of the remnant of the giants. Og may be the source of the word "ogre" in the English language.

Joshua drove the three remaining sons of Anak out of Hebron in his first campaignm. They evidently reoccupied the city of Hebron while Joshua was waging his campaign against Canaanite cities in the North. Caleb later retook Hebron and killed the three giants.

Later David and Saul fought a remnant of smaller giants who had taken refuge in the Philistine city of Gath. They included Goliath, who was about nine feet tall, and his brother Lahmi "whose spear had a shaft like a weaver's rod". The last of the Gittite giants was slain, "In still another battle, which took place at Gath, there was a huge man with six fingers on each hand and six toes on each foot—twenty-four in all. He also was descended from Rapha".

The last Scriptural reference to the giants may be Isaiah 45:14 , which prophecies that Sabean "men of stature" will become slaves in chains of the redeemed Israelites.

Some believe that the characteristics of these tribes described in Scripture, have the following based on assumptions from various sources:

· They were closely associated with the wicked Canaanites after the Flood. 

· In one case they are described as having polydactyly (extra fingers and toes). 

· Unlike the Canaanites, there are no examples of Nephilim who became followers of God. 

 Apologetic rules of Interpretation: 

· Cannot argue a doctrinal point from a position of silence.

· Must use scripture to interpret scripture

· Must have two or more clear references to establish any doctrinal statement.

· Meanings of words must be consistent with the context and in other usages, unless defined as something else that would by symbolic or an illustration.

· Must follows rules of logic and avoid circular reasoning, using one text to interpret another difficult text where the meaning depends on the first text assumption.

· Extra-biblical references are not authoritative even though they can shed some light on possible interpretations.

· Archaeological finds in themselves are interpretative and not authoritative without other documentation or other legal evidences and proof. 
There is a fallacy here when we interpret the scripture verses by comparing one verse in one Book of the Bible to another, without some research into other possibilities mentioned in scripture. Normally, we say that we need to use scripture to interpret scripture, especially when we go from New Testament back to the Old Testament and  symbolism may be incorporated.  So where is the fallacy?
 
It is this: If we interpret one verse based on the interpretation of the other and then go to the other and interpret it based on the first, we may be committing circular reasoning or drawing a conclusion based on what we want the other verse to mean.  Why do we conclude that the "sons of God" (bene Elohim) in Genesis 6 to be the same as "sons of God" in Job 1 and 2?  In Job, we go one step further and conclude, without cause, that "When the 'sons of God' came to present themselves before the LORD and Satan also came among them" must mean that this is a view of the Throne of God in Heaven.  Where do we get that idea from?  We get it from an assumption here and then go back to Genesis 6 and make another conclusion which is contrary to what the scripture says elsewhere about Angels being able to marry and have sex.  We conclude from several assumptions that are really circular reasoning and say that the Nephilim must be giant offspring of Angels and women, in spite of the text saying that these are men of renown.  If they were offspring of Angels and women, then these new creatures must be like Mary who conceived from a Spirit, and the creatures are born without sin, because sin is transmitted from Adam to all men, not from Eve. If we say that these giants are conceived from an Angel, then the scripture is either wrong that sin is transmitted for Adam or it is omitting that sin passed from Angels to people born of the daughters of men.
 
No matter how we get there, the questions get more complicated instead of looking at a simpler possibility.  
 
Consider this.  Before the Flood, men came to the gate of the Garden of Eden, which is blocked by the Angel with the flaming sword, and presented their sacrifices to God at that place.  In Job the very verse ahead of the statement about the "sons of God" tells us that Job as the head of the family and the patriarch of his family (the oldest male elder of the family unit or "tribe") presented himself before God and offered sacrifices to God.  In the New Testament there are several incidences and even several in the Old Testament where men were made aware of Angels around them or were told that Angels observe them and can influence them and even possess their bodies.  Where in scripture do we understand that Angels “present” themselves before God at His Throne periodically?  Only in Job. Angels are always in God’s presence as suggested in Job 28: 12; Matt. 18: 10.   Angels are called Angels (messengers) of God, but never “Sons of God”.  We make the assumption in Job 1: 6-8 that the scene is in the 3rd heaven at the throne of God.  But the text simply says there was a day when the sons of God came to present themselves before the LORD and Satan came among them also.  God asked Satan where he was and Satan replied, “From roaming about on the earth and walking around it.  Then God asks Satan if he has considered Job?  Could it be that Job was one of the Sons of God gathered (on earth) before God and presenting themselves before the LORD? We even do this today, every time we go to Church and worship God.
 
Why do we reject the idea that the sons of Cain and the sons of Seth represent mankind in two branches? Those who are ungodly and those who were godly.  The daughters of men could be the natural offspring of Cain and they intermarried with believer's sons, the offspring of the sons of Seth, which ultimately lead to only 8 righteous people being spared death by the Flood. The answer seems to be that we would rather accept a race of Giants, who are not from mankind.  What about the giants that we know more about, and giants today?  Don't we have all kinds of men; pygmies, short men and very tall men?  See Psalm 62: 6.
 Related verses on the subject: I Peter 3: 19 (Christ proclaimed to those in prison after his death), Hebrews 9: 28 (A reference to I Peter?); Jude 6, 7 (Angels who left their first estate); Genesis 19 (Destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah and the two angels.). What evidences do we have to tie all these verses to the same issue? Weak arguments at best.
I am well aware, that my position is not popular.  But I simply ask that we look, examine, and find rational reasons for whatever position that we take.  And of course, we must not be guilty of assuming too much, especially from silence of the text or rejecting any other text that deals with the subject, or even accepting other text references when they do not touch on the same subject.  And let us not accept solely on the basis of authority from any man (including me).  If the conclusion is inconclusive, then we must leave it at that and not be dogmatic about our opinions. In addition, Let us not commit fallacies of simple logic or assume facts not presented or established or not based on any actual evidence.  Finally, I would heavily lean toward the simplest explanation that involves no reliance on fables, myths, fantasies, or references that are outside the canon scripture and do not stretch any Rules of Interpretation.  
An analysis from www.answers.com
Arguments based on etymology
A possible connection with fallen-ness may exist in the fallen warriors of Ezekiel 32:27, where a change to the Massoretic Text reading gibborim nophelim (גִּבֹּורִים נֹפְלִים "fallen mighty ones") would produce the reading gibborim nephilim. As the text stands "And they shall not lie with the fallen mighty of the uncircumcised, which are gone down (yaradu יָרְדֽוּ) to the grave with their weapons of war:", but this could become the gibborim nephilim of the uncircumcised. In Genesis 6:4 they are described as "ancient warriors, the men of renown". In Numbers 13:32-33 they are a race of giants native to Canaan. (The idea that there were giants in Canaan when the Israelites arrived is found elsewhere, for example in Amos 2:9, where Yahweh reminds the prophet that he "destroyed the Amorites before you, whose height was as the height of cedar trees"). The two are tied together by Genesis 6:4, "the nephilim were on the earth in those days (before the Flood), and also after," and most later compositions and translations, including the Septuagint, therefore understand the nephilim to be giants.

The nature of the nephilim is complicated by the ambiguity of Genesis 6:4, "the sons of God joined with the daughters of humankind, who bore them children - they were the ancient warriors, the men of renown." Richard Hess in The Anchor Bible Dictionary takes it as read that the nephilim are the offspring, as does P. W. Coxon in Dictionary of deities and demons in the Bible.
Arguments from culture and mythology
It is sometimes claimed that in Aramaic culture, the later term niyphelah refers to the Constellation of Orion, and thus nephilim to the offspring of Orion in mythology. However Brown-Driver-Briggs Lexicon notes this as a "dubious etymology"and "all very precarious",[13] and no evidence is forthcoming that Orion had any offspring, either in Aramaic astronomy or myth.

J. C. Greenfield mentions that "it has been proposed that the tale of the Nephilim, alluded to in Genesis 6 is based on some of the negative aspects of the apkallu tradition".[14] The apkallu (sages) were seven in number, legendary culture-heroes from before the Flood, of human descent, but possessing extraordinary wisdom from the gods, and one of the seven apkallu, Adapa, was therefore called "son of Ea", despite his human origin. The tradition of the Seven Sages became widespread in the 2nd and 1st millennia. However the seven apkallu do not fall, nor have offspring, and are not sons of the fallen.

Genesis 6 - two interpretations
There are effectively two views regarding the identity of the Nephilim, which follow on from alternative views about the identity of the sons of God:

Offspring of Seth — The Qumran (Dead sea) scroll fragment 4Q417 (4QInstruction) contains the earliest known reference to the phrase "children of Seth", stating that God has condemned them for their rebellion. (Nonetheless, a few commentators dispute the interpretation of this reference.)[citation needed] Other early references to the offspring of Seth rebelling from God and mingling with the daughters of Cain, are found in rabbi Shimon bar Yochai, Augustine of Hippo, Julius Africanus, and the Letters attributed to St. Clement. It is also the view expressed in the modern canonical Amharic Ethiopian Orthodox Bible. 

Offspring of angels — A number of early sources refer to the "sons of heaven" as "Angels". The earliest such references seem to be in the Dead Sea scrolls, the Greek, and Aramaic Enochic literature, and in certain Ge'ez manuscripts of 1 Enoch (mss A-Q) and Jubilees used by western scholars in modern editions of the Old Testament Pseudepigrapha. However, "Angels" in this context has sometimes been considered to be a sarcastic epithet for the offspring of Seth who rebelled (see above). The earliest statement in a secondary commentary explicitly interpreting this to mean that angelic beings mated with humans, can be traced to the rabbinical Targum Pseudo-Jonathan, and it has since become especially commonplace in modern-day Christian commentaries. 

Others do not take either view, and believe that they are not historical figures but are ancient imagery with questionable meaning.

The fallen angels interpretation
The New American Bible commentary draws a parallel to the Epistle of Jude and the statements set forth in Genesis, suggesting that the Epistle refers implicitly to the paternity of Nephilim as heavenly beings who came to earth and had sexual intercourse with women. The footnotes of the Jerusalem Bible suggest that the Biblical author intended the Nephilim to be an "anecdote of a superhuman race". Genesis 6:4 implies that the Nephilim have inhabited the earth in at least two different time periods—in antediluvian times "and afterward." If the Nephilim were supernatural beings themselves, or at least the progeny of supernatural beings, it is possible that the "giants of Canaan" in Book of Numbers 13:33 were the direct descendants of the antediluvian Nephilim, or were fathered by the same supernatural parents.

Some Christian commentators have argued against this view, citing Jesus' statement that angels do not marry. Others believe that Jesus was only referring to angels in heaven.

In Second Temple Judaism
Main articles: Book of Enoch, Book of Jubilees, and Watcher (angel)
The story of the Nephilim is chronicled more fully in the Book of Enoch. The Greek, Aramaic, and main Ge'ez manuscripts of 1 Enoch and Jubilees obtained in the 19th century and held in the British Museum and Vatican Library, connect the origin of the Nephilim with the fallen angels, and in particular with the egrḗgoroi (watchers). Samyaza, an angel of high rank, is described as leading a rebel sect of angels in a descent to earth to have sexual intercourse with human females:

And it came to pass when the children of men had multiplied that in those days were born unto them beautiful and comely daughters. And the angels, the children of the heaven, saw and lusted after them, and said to one another: 'Come, let us choose us wives from among the children of men and beget us children.' And Semjaza, who was their leader, said unto them: 'I fear ye will not indeed agree to do this deed, and I alone shall have to pay the penalty of a great sin.' And they all answered him and said: 'Let us all swear an oath, and all bind ourselves by mutual imprecations not to abandon this plan but to do this thing.' Then sware they all together and bound themselves by mutual imprecations upon it. And they were in all two hundred; who descended in the days of Jared on the summit of Mount Hermon, and they called it Mount Hermon, because they had sworn and bound themselves by mutual imprecations upon it... 

According to these texts, the fallen angels who begat the Nephilim were cast into Tartarus (Greek Enoch 20:2), a place of 'total darkness'. However, Jubilees also states that God granted ten percent of the disembodied spirits of the Nephilim to remain after the flood, as demons, to try to lead the human race astray (through idolatry, the occult, etc.) until the final Judgment.

In addition to Enoch, the Book of Jubilees (7:21–25) also states that ridding the Earth of these Nephilim was one of God's purposes for flooding the Earth in Noah's time. These works describe the Nephilim as being evil giants.

Targum Pseudo-Jonathan identifies the Nephilim as Shemihaza and the angels in the name list from 1 Enoch. b Yoma 67, PRE22 and 1 QapGen ar ii 1 also identify the Nephilim as the angels that fell.

There are also allusions to these descendants in the Catholic deuterocanonical books of Judith 16:6, Sirach, Sirach 16:7, Baruch 3:26–28, and Wisdom of Solomon 14:6, and in the non-deuterocanonical 3 Maccabees 2:4.

In the New Testament Epistle of Jude 14-15 cites from 1 Enoch 1:9, which many scholars believe is based on Deuteronomy 33:2. To most commentators this confirms that the author of Jude regarded the Enochic interpretations of Genesis 6 as correct, however others have questioned this.

The descendants of Seth and Cain interpretation
Despite the apparent prevalence of Enochic interpretations such as 1 Enoch, Jubilees, Philo, in Second Temple Judaism, and at Qumran (e.g. Ogias the Giant), orthodox Judaism has always taken a consistent line against the idea that Genesis 6 refers to angels or that angels could intermarry with men. Shimon bar Yochai pronounced a curse on anyone teaching this idea. Rashi and Nachmanides followed this. Pseudo-Philo, Biblical Antiquities 3:1-3 may also imply that the "sons of God" were human. Consequently, most Jewish commentaries and translations describe the Nephilim as being from the offspring of "sons of nobles", rather than from "sons of God" or "sons of angels". This is also the rendering suggested in the Targum Onqelos, Symmachus and the Samaritan Targum which read "sons of the rulers", where Targum Neophyti reads "sons of the judges".

Likewise, a long-held view among some Christians is that the "sons of God" who fathered the Nephilim spoken of in the text, were in fact the formerly righteous descendants of Seth who rebelled, while the "daughters of men" were the unrighteous descendants of Cain, and the Nephilim the offspring of their union. This view dates to at least the 3rd century AD, with references throughout the Clementine literature, as well as in Sextus Julius Africanus,, Ephrem the Syrian and others (see below, "In other texts"). Holders of this view have looked for support in Jesus' statement that "in the days before the flood they (humans) were marrying and giving in marriage"

Some individuals and groups, including St. Augustine, John Chrysostom, and John Calvin, take the view of Genesis 6:2 that the "Angels" who fathered the Nephilim referred to certain human males from the lineage of Seth, who were called sons of God probably in reference to their being formerly in a covenantal relationship with Yahweh (cf. Deuteronomy 14:1; 32:5); according to these sources, these men had begun to pursue bodily interests, and so took wives of the daughters of men, e.g., those who were descended from Cain or from any people who did not worship God.

This also is the view of the Ethiopian Orthodox Church, supported by their own Ge'ez manuscripts and Amharic translation of the Haile Selassie Bible - where the canonical books of 1 Enoch and Jubilees differ from western academic editions. The "Sons of Seth view" is also the view presented in a few extra-Biblical, yet ancient works, including Clementine literature, the 3rd century Cave of Treasures, and the ca. 6th Century Ge'ez work The Conflict of Adam and Eve with Satan. In these sources, these offspring of Seth were said to have disobeyed God, by breeding with the Cainites and producing wicked children "who were all unlike", thus angering God into bringing about the Deluge, as in the Conflict:

Certain wise men of old wrote concerning them, and say in their [sacred] books, that angels came down from heaven, and mingled with the daughters of Cain, who bare unto them these giants. But these [wise men] err in what they say. God forbid such a thing, that angels who are spirits, should be found committing sin with human beings. Never, that cannot be. And if such a thing were of the nature of angels, or Satan, that fell, they would not leave one woman on earth, undefiled... But many men say, that angels came down from heaven, and joined themselves to women, and had children by them. This cannot be true. But they were children of Seth, who were of the children of Adam, that dwelt on the mountain, high up, while they preserved their virginity, their innocence and their glory like angels; and were then called 'angels of God.' But when they transgressed and mingled with the children of Cain, and begat children, ill-informed men said, that angels had come down from heaven, and mingled with the daughters of men, who bare them giants.

