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prone to violence when reminded that others don't always buy into their god -thing.
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Summary:
Directed at agnostics and those struggling with the inconsistencies in Christianity in
particular, and religion in general, a n author struggles to find her own Personal Cosmology by
examining and sharing her beliefs and discoveries about God, the Bible and Christianity.
Includes: The Odyssey of Theodicy /Antonyms That Vex Us/Unreasonable Ideas/ Religion and IQ/
Etymology of Ignorance/ Proof of God (NOT)/ What Good is Faith/The Christian Taliban/ The Political
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Sample excerpts:
"There is plenty in this life to appreciate and adore, and plenty to make us feel alive and
purposeful. Why do we need to throw a magical invisible Being in the mix who threatens us
with unimaginable pain and su ffering if we don't believe in him?
Yet, the faithful argue that Science is without mystery and wonder; that Science is cold and
calculating and offers no comfort; that not believing in something bigger than yourself is a
lackluster, meaningless way to live.
So if wonder and magic are what believers feel they will lose from turning away from
religion, one glance at the structure of DNA and its ability to create something from almost
nothing, and we are awed. One microscopic photo of cells dividing, viruses multiplying, tissue
regenerating and we are amazed. One look at space photographs taken by the Hubble
telescope, and our wondrous, "magical," universe is revealed.
But we are not looking at a picture from God's photo a lbum. We're looking at the result of
billions of years of natural evolution and cosmological development. We understand, through
empirical data, how most of that process took shape. This in no w ay diminishes its
magnificence."

~
"Popular opinion has it that we will know all we need to know about the Antichrist by
reading the book of Revelation. As I pointed out in the volume Cosmology of the Bible , this
isn’t true, since the Antichrist isn’t even mentioned in Revelation, and it isn’t about a future
counterfeit Jesus and the end of the world at all.
But it is a perfect example of how right wing politicos use religion for political gain. They
use fear-mongering and propaganda and invented i nformation to influence the votes of the
ignorant gullible dick-weasels who will swallow anything dry, and without looking at it."

NOTE to Reader: This Essay included in God on a Stick. Table of Contents for that collection
is in the back of this publication

The Odyssey of Theodicy
“If, as the Christian claims, God is all -knowing and all-powerful, we must conclude that God is not
all-good. The existence of evil in the universe excludes this poss ibility.”
~George H. Smith

I’ve heard some Christians explain the problem of evil in the world by saying that
God is both: good and evil, and we are representations or manifestations of this in
human form.
With this line of reasoning, since Satan represents evil in Christendom, then God is
Satan. This is a concept, while shocking to Christians, is nonetheless in alignment with
the behaviors of the vengeful, petty, petulant and volatile deity found in the Bible. The
god of the Bible kills, tortures and maims while the Devil stands aside, representing
nothing as ominous as the god who embodies his antithesis. It is pe rhaps one of the
greater ironies that the Christian god is less worthy of worship than the being assign ed
as the ultimate dark force. So, perhaps this explanation that God is both evil and good,
is represented in these two beings: Satan and God. Though, one could argue that if God
represents the good, he certainly didn’t take any pains to e mbody the part.
This leads to what is called “The Problem of Evil.” The ologians answer this issue
with a particular branch of thought known as “Theodicy.” *
*pronounced thee-ODD-uh-see.

Which is “the branch of theology that defends God's goodness and justice in the face
of the existence of evil”(Wordnet).
The Problem of Evil has been addressed by theologians in three ways.
The Unknown Purpose Defense , which says that h umans suffer for some
incomprehensible reason, known only to God.
The Free Will Defense, which suggests that evil exists because God will not interfere
with human free will.
The Soul-making Theodicy, which postulates that God allows evil to exist so that those
it touches can build character.

I covered the territory of free will in the volume Cosmology of Christianity [Section:
“Free Swill”], so I won’t repeat that here. But t his all sounds like the sort of thing that
gets thrown out of court rooms as inadmissible. These defenses are immediately
counter-intuitive to me, and there are sound reasons why.
The Unknown Purpose Defense is just another ad-hoc defense in the category of God
of the Gaps; except that instead of saying, “Oh, we don’t know, so God did it” they are
saying, “Oh we don’t know, but God knows.” It does not, however, address the
problem of evil, it only dismisses it with another handy plastic wrench from the
Christian toolbox.

Several such theories include the unknown purpose defense , which suggests that
suffering exists for a reason that is beyond our comprehension; the free will defense ,
which suggests that God allows evil to preserve human free will; and the soul-making
theodicy , which suggests that God uses evil to build character (Theopedia)

Antonyms That Vex Us
“Learning without thinking is useless. Thinking without learning is dangerous .”
~Confucius

Before launching too far into this volume, I feel it necessary to offer definitions of
certain terms. These are not scientific terms, nor esoteric terms unfamiliar to the
general public. They are, however, terms that continue to be redefine d to fit into the
ideas offered by those who ignore the importance of speaking the same language. The
dictionary was developed to ensure that when we communicate, we are all saying the
same things. For instance, there is a difference in knowing and understanding.
Knowing vs. Understanding
Know—(verb) to perceive or understand as fact or truth; to apprehend clearly and
with certainty.
Understand—(verb) to perceive the meaning of; grasp the idea of; comprehend.
One can know that rain will often produce a r ainbow, but not everyone understands
how rainbows are formed. One can know how make a call on a cell phone, but not
understand how the call manages to reach its destin ation.
Thus, the distinction between these two terms is a vital one, if we are to make so und
decisions about what is true.
Truth vs. belief
Truth—(noun) conformity with fact or reality; verity; a verified or indisputable fact,
proposition, principle, or the like.
Belief—(noun) confidence in the truth or existence of something not immediately
susceptible to rigorous proof.
Thus, when I use the terms above, that’s how I mean them. I don’t mean “I know
this because I feel it.” Nor do I mean “This is my personal truth.” Nor, “It’s a fact
based on what I feel in my heart.”
Fact vs. Hypothesis
Fact—(noun) something that actually exists; reality; truth.
Hypothesis—(noun) an assumption used in an arg ument without its being
endorsed; a supposition; an unproved theory; a conjecture.
The common declarations by the religious often include statements like “God exists,
that’s a fact” or “I know for a fact that Jesus was real” or “I know for a fact what God
wants.” None of these statements are true if using the accepted, agreed -upon
definitions.

Reason vs. Insanity
Reason—(noun) the mental powers concerned with forming conclusions,
judgments, or inferences.
Insanity—(noun) a severely disordered state of the mind usually occurring as a
specific disorder.
If insanity if the opposite of reason, and religiosity is on a spectrum, moving away
from reason in degrees of devotion, then the more religious a person is, the closer they
are to insanity. In fact many psychological definitions for things like del usion and
psychosis fit nicely into the description of religious zealotry.
Clearly, all of these terms are linke d in many ways, as they cross linguistic paths
frequently. But discernment only comes with understanding definitions, usage, and
context, a skill that seems all but absent to the religious mind.

Unreasonable Ideas
“When did ignorance become a point of view?”
~Scott Adams

In the usual insipid manner, Fundies (colloquial reference to Fundamentalist
Christians) present outrageous ideas, framed in a declaration of truth, but ultimately
they are unreasonable, and cannot be taken seriously. There are the obvious ones like
dinosaurs walked the Earth with h umans only 6,000 years ago, and that God sent
Hurricane Katrina to cleanse New Orleans of homosexuals, the go dless, and for
legalizing abortion (Media Matters for America). And then there’s that one about
Halloween being Satan’s Birthday Party and that most of the candy handed out during
this time has been prayed over by witches [see previous volume, Cosmology of the Dark
Side]. And that dinosaur bones are actually the skeletons of demons, planted there by
Satan to confuse us into questioning the existence of God. There’s so much wrong with
this one, but I’ll just mention this: if the Devil is trying to get us to doubt God, doesn’t
he realize we would notice that no GOD meant NO SATAN? Oh, right, many Fundies
won’t think this hard about it.
But there are other examples of unreasonable ideas.
Lying and Language
In the Bible, we find many examples of God as Liar. In Genesis, he tells Adam and
Eve that they will die if they eat the fruit on the tree in the Ga rden of Eden (Genesis
3:3). Yet, we know from the rest of the story that they did not die. Then later, after
Cain slays his brother Abel, he is cursed by God to wander the Earth (Genesis 4:12) and
yet he is shown to have married, had a child (Enoch) and found ed a city (4:16-17).
Consider these contradictory verses about lying:
God is not a man, that he should lie; neither the son of man, that he should repent .
(Numbers 23:19) versus, The Strength of Israel will not lie nor repent (1 Samuel 15:29)
Thou art that God, and thy words be true (2 Samuel 7:28) versus, In hope of eternal
life, which God, that cannot lie, promised before the world began (Titus 1:2).
It was impossible for God to lie (Hebrews 6:18) versus, Now, therefore, behold, the
Lord hath put a lying spirit in the mouth of these thy prophets, and the Lord hath
spoken evil concerning thee (1 Kings 22:23).
Now therefore, behold, the Lord hath put a lying spirit in the mouth of these thy
prophets (2 Chronicles 18:22) versus, Ah, Lord GOD! surely thou hast greatly deceived
this people (Jeremiah 4:10).
O Lord, thou hast deceived me, and I was deceived (Jeremiah 20:7).
And if a prophet be deceived when he hath spoken a thing, I the Lord have deceived
that prophet (Ezekiel 14:9).

For this cause God shall se nd them strong delusion, that they should b elieve a lie (2
Thessalonians 2:11).

In Romans, Paul makes it clear that God isn’t the only one allowed to lie. "For if the
truth of God hath more abounded by my lie unto his glory, why yet am I also adjudged
a sinner?" (3:7).
Ergo, lying is okay, as long as you’re lying for God. What happened to Thou shalt not
bear false witness? That commandment should be reworded to say Thou shalt not bear a
false witness. In which case, we ought not put up with God.
Language and Communication
What about this one:
How Does God Communicate to Us?
God communicates through language. When he made the first man, Adam, he had
already “programmed” him with a language, so there could be communication. H uman
language consists of words u sed in a specific context that relates to the entire reality
around us.
Thus, God can reveal things to man, and man can communicate with God, because
words have meaning and convey an understandable message. If this were not so, how
could any of us communicate with each other or with God ? (Ham, 6 Days)?

I am floored by the naiveté it takes for people to believe statements such as these.
Never mind that we have documentation on the development of almost all languages,
and how they have evolved over the course of thousands of years.* Even in all the
many translations of the Bible, itself.
* “Most European, southwest Asian and Indian languages come from the same single Indo -European
linguistic family. Together these form a huge group of eighty spoken languages which is the largest
single one. Scholars have never found any written evidence of the parent language but they have
managed to reconstruct part of it by comparing the languages within the group and have coined a term
for the parent tongue: Proto-Indo-European. There are differing opinions on where and when Proto Indo-European was first spoken. Some academics claim that it was originally the language of farming
peoples in an area of north Eastern Europe in about 4000 BC. Others hold that it was spoken by various
nomadic tribes that roamed across south Eastern Europe and south ern Russia” (factoidz).

We also know that language requires either audible sounds or visual representations
of sounds (such as with sign language). If you can’t hear the person speaking, except
inside your own head, and can’t see them signing to you, it is not language. According
to the World English Dictionary, it is “a system for the expression of thoughts, feelings, etc,
by the use of spoken sounds or conventional symbols.”
Prayer doesn’t count, because there is no reciprocal speaking going on, except a s a
matter of imagined responses. What this contention means is that if you think thoughts
in my direction, and I don’t say anything, you can decide to hear my response. On
what planet does that make any rational sense? The belief in this sort of thing is
entirely predicated on a precursor belief that an all -powerful, all-knowing, invisible
being exists, and he listens to you, pe rsonally, and talks to you psychically. This, by any
other definition, is considered a mental defect.

So Ken Ham (and others of his ilk) uses supposition and fiction to bolster his
nonsensical beliefs, which then fall away under rational scrutiny.
Blaming the Victim
Certain leaflets distributed by Christians blame crimes of violence on something the
victim must have done wrong. Like one given to a young woman at a Virginia fast food
drive-through, which included the statement: “some rape victims would not have been
raped if they had dressed properly. So can we really say they were innocent vi ctims?"
(Religion Gone Crazy).
Another example, directly related to religion, would be this:
We are all supposedly born “condemned already” with a depraved, sinful nature that
is somehow inherited from a “morally perfect” man and woman who somehow became
morally imperfect by disobediently pickin g and eating some forbidden fruit. All this
happened quite long ago, and although no one alive can be said to be at fault for the
decision of these prehistoric fructose lovers, everyone born since that fateful day is
declared guilty-by-association (Ex-Christian, Blaming).

According to the writer on this site, this is tantamount to saying, “Hey, your long
dead forebear did a no-no, so you will be punished with everlasting, horrific torment!”
Then there’s the ever-insipid Pat Robertson saying that Haiti is c ursed because they
swore a pact with the devil and that’s why t hey’ve suffered so much tragedy
(WallyCrawler), as well as his contention that almost every natural disaster was a
punishment by God for those who do not believe or who reject him as the one an d only
god. Here’s a few more examples of that:
9/11. Following the devastating attack, the televangelist Jerry Falwell said 9/11
occurred because of pagans, abortionists, feminists, "the gays and the lesbians" and the
ACLU.
Hurricane Katrina. Weighing in on the crisis, pastor John Hagee said "I believe that
New Orleans had a level of sin that was o ffensive to God, and they were recipients of
the judgment of God for that." Hagee later retracted that statement.
The 2006 American Tsunami? On that year, Robertson predicted that in America,
there will be "earthquakes, tsunamis, hurricanes, tornados —volcanic eruption. The
coasts will be lashed by storms and disasters and, yet, this still isn't the big one. Bigger
ones are even coming (Hudson).
Post-Rapture Post
By way of clever reprisal, another unreasonable idea was devised by an innovative
atheist has devised a money making idea that is both cre ative and an abject slap in the
face to another stupid Christian idea, the Rapture.
Joshua Ritter, of Orlando, create d the Post-Rapture Post website. For a small fee, he
offers to deliver messages to loved ones left behind after the Rapture takes all the good
Christians to Heaven.

"I get about 80% hate mail," Witter acknow ledged. The other 20% fall roughly into
two categories: people who appreciate the satire, and fellow atheists —offering their
services as postal workers after the Rapture (Boyle).
Leviathan Vs. Delusional Adherent
This next quote is by far the finest example of stupid Chri stian ideas run amok.
Notice the amount of gullibility it demands, even before his story is heard:
Leviathon is a spirit I have battled as well. It was a hard battle but was won. It was
about four months or more ago. My wife and I were in McDonalds and were having a
conversation with an angel and Leviathon had come up. I told the angel that i wanted
to fight this demon and he said I could. On the way back to the hotel I asked the angel
if he could bring the demon to a predestinated place and he said yes. I figured that
since Leviathon was from the depths of the sea he would be used to the cold water so
I filled the tub up with scalding hot water and blessed the water. The angels (there
were two now) brought Leviathon bound to the tub and fought with me. We all pulled
our swords from our hips and began running this demon through with all my strength
and everything I had. I would say it took at least half an hour or more. We were all
spent but the battle was won (nautical999).

Is there any better example of the level of delusion pr esent in Christianity? Notice
also that he continued to misspell Leviathan. But he also expects his readers to accept
his credibility while contending that he had a personal chat with an angel. Note also
that this brave, stalwart slave servant of God battled a “bound” Leviathan. How did
that become a difficult task took all his strength? The real stor y is seeping through in
the sentence, “We all pulled our swords from our hips and began running this demon
through with all my strength and everything I had.” First, the angels were fighting
with him and before the end of the sentence, he is doing it by himself. And does he
know that a Leviathan is NOT a demon to b egin with?
And this commenter must surely recall the verse in Matthew 26:52-54 which says,
Then Jesus said to him, “Put your sword back into its place. For all who take the sword
will perish by the sword. Do you think that I cannot appeal to my Father, and he will
at once send me more than twelve legions of angels?

So this guy on the Internet is so special that God sent him helpful warring angels,
when he wouldn’t even do that for his own holy son?
This leads quite nicely into the next subject….

Religion and IQ
"The difference between genius and stupidity is that genius has limits."
~Albert Einstein

There is one school of thought that says the negative shift in ethical consciousness in
modern times is a result of people turning away from God and Judeo -Christian
teachings. I don’t believe this is the case. On the contrary, I believe that religion is the
culprit.
The more religion permeates our societal perception, the more we seem to descend
into unethical and immoral behavior. Remember the prev ious volume, Cosmology of the
Dark Side? Why are there so many examples of religion and crime going hand in hand?
Why are the most heinous offenses perpetrated under the banner of God, by those who
are religious?
One could argue that while atheists always seem to be in the minority, so does
peace, love, reason and ethical behavior. Could not the majority of our popula tion be
driving the sensibilities of the human race?
Go to any forum on the Internet where there is some discussion about any
complicated matter, whether religion or science or history—what have you. What you
will notice is that atheists are far more literate, far more adept at articulating their
thoughts and examining the specifics, and far less likely to base their opinions on
hearsay and guesses. Atheists, are, as a rule, more intelligent, more educated and more
content with their lives. They enjoy highe r salaries, commit far fewer crimes, are more
responsible, more evolved, more self-aware.
We can refer to research that tells us religious people are less intelligent than
nonreligious people (Paton). We can also refer to polls that tell us the demographics of
atheist populations, where we find that the most atheistic countries enjoy more
benefits and less crime (Zumach). There is also a correlation (demographically) that in
a large population, a majority of the individuals in that population will be less
intelligent that a minority of that population. It is, for example , rare to have an IQ
higher that 120; the average IQ is, in fact, 100.
That average might not sound so bad until you realize it’s only 25 points above
mentally retarded.
Half the population have an IQ of between 80 and 115. The other 50% are divided on
either side of that center point, with the lower end of the scale more populous than the
upper. This sheds light on how re prehensible politicians get elected. The majority
votes, and the majority is not so smart.
In looking at this as a statistical problem, then, the numbers insist that not only is
stupidity rampant, but it breeds a number of other issues that affect all of us.

Adults in the bottom 5% of the IQ distribution (below 75) are very d ifficult to train
and are not competitive for any occupation on the basis of ability. Serious problems in
training low-IQ military recruits during World War II led Congress to ban enlistment
from the lowest 10% (below 80) of the population, and no civilian occupation in
modern economies routinely recruits its workers from that below -80 range. Current
military enlistment standards exclude any individual whose IQ is below about 85.
Persons of average IQ (between 90 and 100) are not competitive for most
professional and executive-level work but are easily trained for the bulk of jobs in the
American economy. By contrast, individuals in the top 5 percent of the adult
population can essentially train themselves, and few occupations a re beyond their
reach mentally.
People with IQs between 75 and 90 are 88 times more likely to drop out of high
school, seven times more likely to be jailed, and five times more likely as adults to live
in poverty than people with IQs between 110 and 125. The 75 -to-90 IQ woman is eight
times more likely to become a chronic welfare recipient, and four times as likely to
bear an illegitimate child than the 110 -to-125-IQ woman (Gottfredson).
There are four IQ thresholds, according to Dr. Arthur Jensen:
An IQ of 50 or below. This is the thre shold below which most adults cannot cope
outside of an institution. They can typically be taught to read at a 3rd or 4th grade
level. However, they cannot normally function in the customary classroom setting,
and they require special training programs.
An IQ between 50 and 75. At this level of intelligence, they generally cannot complete
elementary school. Most adults will need smarter help in coping with the world.
An IQ between 75 and 105. Children in this IQ range are not generally able to
complete a college prep course in high school.
An IQ between 105 and 115. May graduate from college but generally, not with grades
that would qualify them for graduate school.
An IQ above 115. No restrictions.
For IQs in these ranges, the influence of IQ upon socioec onomic status is dramatic.
31% of those with IQs below 75 were on welfare, compared with 8% of those in the 90
to 110 IQ interval, and 0% in those with IQs above 125. 55% of mothers with IQs
below 75 went on welfare after the birth of the first child, com pared with 12% of
those with IQs between 90 and 110, and 1% of those with IQs above 125. Income is
highly dependent upon IQ up to an IQ -level of about 125 (Jensen).

What’s all this got to do with religion? I’m glad you asked. The answer is, religious
people have been shown to have lower IQ’s, and the lower the IQ, the more easily
those with power can take advantage, and the more our political, civil, financial, and
socioeconomic situation is adversely a ffected—meaning, stupidity hurts everyone in a
society. Just like religion does. The Roman philosopher Seneca once said, “Religion is
regarded by the common people as true, by the wise as false, and by the rulers as useful.”
The good news is that in developed countries there has been a trend, starting in the
20th century, that IQ scores are increasing by three points per decade (Flynn). It is no
coincidence that this is also when the age of sc ience began. This suggests many things,

not the least of which is science, and thus, rational thinking and inte lligence, are
linked.
Helmuth Nyborg, an intelligence researcher in Denmark , conducted a study of
religiosity and intelligence and has said,
My hypothesis is that people with a low intell igence are more easily drawn toward
religions, which give answers that are ce rtain, while people with a high intelligence
are more skeptical (Lynn/Harvey/Nyborg).

Emeritus professor of psychology, Richard Lynn, a research partner of N yborg’s,
agreed:
Why should fewer academics believe in God than the general population? I believe it
is simply a matter of the IQ. Academics have higher IQs than the general population.
Several Gallup poll studies of the general population have shown that those with
higher IQs tend not to believe in God .

They examined religiosity and intelligence by ge ographic location and found that
out of 137 countries, only 23 had more than a 20% population of atheists, and these
were “virtually all higher IQ countries,” which the researchers f ound “highly
statistically significant”(ibid).
In another study by Lynn and Nyborg the y concluded,
…modern Atheists are reacting rationally to cognitive and emotional challenges,
whereas Liberals and, in pa rticular Dogmatics, still rely on ancient, pre -rational,
supernatural and wishful thinking (Nyborg, Nexus).

Etymology of Ignorance
“Intellect is invisible to the man who has none.”
~Arthur Schopenhauer

While the etymology of the word ignorance is pretty straightforward, in that it
means “not aware of,” I find the implications of the word fascinating in another way. If
you look at the word like
ignore-ance
(pronounced, ig-nor-uns),
—you might notice that ignorance can be seen as a cond ition of ignoring; ignoring
facts, ignoring truth, ignoring re ason.
In our religious beliefs, ignorance thrives precisely because it is encouraged in the
doctrine.
At that time Jesus said, “I praise You, Father, Lord of Heaven and Earth, that you have
hidden these things from the wise and intelligent and have reveale d them to infants
(Matthew 11:25).

Not a very flattering implication. You must be ign orant to swallow the doctrine of
Christianity. This is apparent to everyone other than Christians.
And He was saying to them, “To you has been given the mystery of the kin gdom of
God, but those who are ou tside get everything in parables, so that while seeing, they
may see and not perceive, and while hearing, they may hear and not understand,
otherwise they might return and be forgiven ” (MK 4:11-12).

This verse has always seemed to me to say “If you’re not stupid, I’ll baffle you with
bullshit, because I sure don’t want you to know what’s really ha ppening, you’d see
right through it.”
For the word of the cross is foolishness to those who are perishing, but to us who are
being saved it is the power of God. For it is written, "I will destroy the wisdom of the
wise, and the cleverness of the clever I will set aside.” Where is the wise man? Where
is the scribe? Where is the debater of this age? Has not God made foolish the wisdom
of the world? For since in the wisdom of God the world through its wisdom did not
come to know God, God was well-pleased through the foolishness of the message
preached to save those who believe. For indeed Jews ask for signs and Greeks search
for wisdom; but we preach Christ crucified, to Jews a stu mbling block and to Gentiles
foolishness, but to those who are the called, both Jews and Greeks, Christ the power
of God and the wisdom of God. B ecause the foolishness of God is wiser than men, and
the weakness of God is stronger than men. For co nsider your calling, brethren, that
there were not many wise according to the flesh, not many mighty, not many noble;

but God has chosen the foolish things of the world to shame the wise, and God has
chosen the weak things of the world to shame the things which are strong, and the
base things of the world and the despised God has chosen, the things that are not, so
that he may nullify the things that are, so that no man may boast before God (1
Corinthians 3:18-20).

In other words, God is threatened by intelligence and reason and thoughtful inquiry,
and will not allow those types of people to be i ncluded, because they might show God
up. They might have facts and de monstrations of what they say that are irrefutable and
that will never do in a religion that r equires blind faith and obedience.
Let no man deceive himself. If any man among you thinks that he is wise in this age,
he must become foolish, so that he may become wi se. For the wisdom of this world is
foolishness before God. For it is written, “ He is the one who catches the wise in their
craftiness”; and again, “the Lord knows the reasonings of the wise, that they are
useless” (1 Corinthians 3:18).

Useless, maybe for the purposes of God, which is emphatically, slavery, in mind and
spirit and body.
But a natural man does not accept the things of the Spirit of God, for they are
foolishness to him; and he cannot understand them, because they are spiritually
appraised. But he who is spiritual appraises all things, yet he himself is appraised by
no one. For who has known the mind of the Lord, that he will instruct him ? But we
have the mind of Christ (1 Corinthians 2:14-16).

A logical person won’t understand an illogical god, but someone willing to let
someone else—even an antique book—tell him how to think and feel…that someone
will fit nicely into the religious fold.
No it Doesn’t Help Me
The people of ancient times could not be profoundly more ignorant than modern
people, yet a certain amount if ignorance was at play. Information and ed ucation was
hard to come by, and there was no instant access to it via the Internet and mass media
that we enjoy today. It is easy to understand how a certain amount of ignorance gave
rise to superstition and mythology. However, there are still those among us who
display their atavistic ignorance with j ejune pride.
Here's an example of just how ignorant modern humans can be. If the construction,
spelling and misuse of terminology is not an indication, consider the shallow,
regurgitated argument he offers (text rendered as-is):
"Its no game
Heres a perspective, if the Supreme Being was playing with us ,so what are you going
do about it ? If a Supreme Being created you He did it for His purpose.H is
purpose.God is Holy that means He can not tolerate any rebellion.Jesus said if you
think it its rebellion.BUT He created a lupole. Someone to satify that holy
reconpense.///////satan free will made him turn rebellious.(detail)God is good ,being
all knowing their is a purpose///////////I am sure this does not help you."
(posted by malchus5).

Why no, malchus5, it doesn’t help me, because helping me would require the use of a brain .
Where does he get the definition of “holy” as being a state wherein no reb ellion is
allowed? Furthermore, where does he get his information about what God will and will
not tolerate? And where is that verse in the Bible where Jesus says If you think it its
rebellion? Or did God himself whisper that in his ear?
Interestingly, Malchus was the name of a slave in biblical days, whose ear was
lopped off by St. Peter. So you probably can’t hear me when I say: educate yourself!
Never mind the fact that a Saint goes around cutting off the ears of slave people.
Maybe Malchus was reincarnated as Vincent Van Gogh.
But I digress. Let’s examine the actual content of Malchus5’s argument (what little of
it there is). Regarding this condition of being holy…the dictionary defines “holy” as:
1. specially recognized as or declared sacred by rel igious use or authority.
2. dedicated or devoted to the service of God, the church, or religion: a holy man.
3. saintly; godly; pious; devout.
4. having a spiritually pure quality: a holy love.
5. entitled to worship or veneration as or as if sacred: a ho ly relic.
6. religious.
7. inspiring fear, awe, or grave di stress.

In definition number one, this would mean that God is holy only because he
declared himself holy.
In definition number two, this would mean that God was devoted to the service of
himself.
In number three, God would be compared to hi mself.
In number four, we run into still another contr adiction: God is of course, godly.
(You will recognize this as the logical fallacy of tautology, or circular re asoning). So
again, the comparison can onl y be made to the thing being compared with. A logical
fallacy of the worst order.
In definition number five, we see the first chance for a sensible relationship between
God and the word, holy; God being worthy of worship or veneration b ecause he is
holy.
In number six, we lose it again, because one cannot a ssign the god to the condition
of being religious, since a religious person worships another being, and that would
mean God would worship another being, more holy, and more godlike, than himself.
Or that he would worship himself.
Which leads us to definition seven: inspiring fear, awe, or grave distress. Certainly,
a case could be made for God being holy by the fact that he inspires all these things.
So, the only definition that makes any sense, is tha t God is only holy because he
inspires fear, awe or grave distress. And this is the god that Christians choose to
worship. And they seem absurdly proud of this choice.
The poster Malchus5 uses, I am certain without his knowledge, what is called Verbal
Fallacy.*

*Verbal fallacies are those in which a false conclusion is obtained by improper or ambiguous use of
words.

This had many examples, but the one used here is Equivoc ation.
*Equivocation is classified as both a formal and informal fallacy . It is the misleading use of a term with
more than one meaning or sense (by glossing over which meaning is intended at a particular time) See
Huntley.

He calls on the authority of the word “holy” to prove his point, but since the word
“holy” is ambiguous, and has several definitions, his conclusion is fallacious. And as is
apparent with the above examination, it’s clearly a case of circular reasoning, as well
as vague definition; it is further guilty of a form of assumption known as circular
reasoning or Question Begging:* it assumes the truth of that thing it wishes to prove,
(and in this case, of several things) i.e., that God e xists at all, and is a supreme being,
and is omniscient, and is omnibenevolent. None of these assertions are provable, and
indeed, are patently contradictory, and thus his argument falls apart at the beginning.
*the term Question Begging or Begging the Question is often misused to mean “encouraging a
question.” This is not its authentic definition.

The scourge of civilized society: religion and ign orance. Often, these two criminals
are bedfellows.

Proof of God (NOT)
“True ideas are those that we can assimilate, validate, corroborate, and ve rify. False ideas are those
that we cannot. That is the practical difference it makes to us to have true ideas; that theref ore is
the meaning of truth, for it is all that truth is known as.”
~William James

There is a comprehensive list of “Proofs for God” –especially gleaned from the
Internet Infidels forum. I've listed some of them later on in this book. These will, I am
certain, illuminate the many permutations of faith that doggedly attest to the existence
of a supernatural being, though they are well -disguised arguments against him, if
reason is employed.
The definition of “proof” as offered in the Merriam -Webster dictionary:
1 a: the cogency of evidence that compels acce ptance by the mind of a truth or a fact
b: the process or an instance of establishing the validity of a statement especially by
derivation from other statements in accordance with principles of re asoning.

And then, of cogency:
1: having power to compel or constrain <cogent forces>2 a : appealing forcibly to the
mind or reason : convincing <cogent evidence> b : pertinent, relevant <a cogent
analysis>.

Thus, proof is at once a condition of factual data and the reasonable interpretation of
that data. Though, I must say, the 8th definition does seem to describe the Christian’s
idea of proof:
8 a: the minimum alcoholic strength of proof spirit

If you wish to prove God exists, you cannot use mir acles as evidence, since you’d
have to believe in God in the first place, in order to believe in the miracle. This is
tautology, or circular reasoning.
The Christian arguments always seem to fold back on themselves, en ding in some
cursory cop-out that provides neither evidence , nor a rational explanation.
Rationality, according to George H. Smith, has the vi rtue of
...intellectual independence and the willingness to a ssume responsibility for one's
beliefs, choices and actions," while the morality of religion holds a singular v irtue of
obedience. This [entails]: acting without critical deliberation, acting without regard
for the natural consequences of one's actions, acting because it is demanded of one
by an authority (ibid, 175).

Beyond this, all that is left is compliance and conformity. Humans are thus declared
incapable of making judgments for themselves.

This hypocrisy was never more delightfully lampooned than in the invention of the
Flying Spaghetti Monster [see the comic relief section]. A delightfully humorous
parody of Christian beliefs, which has grown, through the power of memes, into an
organization with many witty and enthusiastic followers, the nature of whom are
reasonable people who know how to follow an idea to its logical concl usion, and then
laugh at it.

What Good is Faith?
Illusory & Tangible Benefactions
"The fact that a believer is happier than a skeptic is no more to the point than the fact than a
drunken man is happier than a sober one."
~George Bernard Shaw

The first thing that usually comes to mind for believers, when you ask them what
good their faith has been, is that it's soothing to believe that a higher power is in
charge of everything; it gives them hope and comfort.
But what sort of hope and comfort? That there will be relief from the pai n and
suffering of life after they die? Seems a backhanded comfort to me. This insinuates that
our lives are merely a means to an end; we are only alive so that we can die.
I would rather have the comfort of friendship and love and purpose. I’d even prefe r
the comfort of good food, laughter, a soft bed and a cozy recliner. But this mindset of
comfort after death steals our abi lity to appreciate the good things that come our way.
If we are hyperfocused on the later, we never live in the now.
Another thing a believer will say about what faith gives them, is a guide for living.
That guide, as I see it, is one of greed, anger, pu nishment, suffering, murder, rape,
torture, abuse, prejudice and fear. What kind of guide is that? How about the teachings
of philosophy? How about the ethical core most of us innately have at birth?
Another argument for the benefits of faith is that it a llows people to be part of
something; to belong to a community, and have a support system to help them when
life is challenging.
Believers will also say that the value of religion is that it makes them happy. A
study (BBC News) by Professor Andrew Clark, of Paris School of Economics, suggests
that believers have purpose and meaning and life satisfaction. It’s not clear whether
this study included interviewing atheists, but the point here is that if you can only get
your meaning, purpose, and life satisfaction from being a slave and worshipping an
angry, petulant and evil invisible being, then I would contend there’s something wrong
with your discernment, not with whether or not you have faith.
On a less strident note, purpose, life satisfaction, and meaning can be found in many
things and in myriad ways—in your children, your hobbies, your friendships, your
volunteer and humanitarian work, your job, your home, your environment, your books,
your music, your art; in the trips you take, the wine you enjoy, the evolution of your
mind, the garden you grow, that first cup of coffee in the morning, cooking a great
dinner for your loved ones, the jog through a park, the snowfall, a gentle rain, your
loving pets, the wonders of the universe, rousing debate, taking phot ographs, keeping

scrapbooks, talking on the phone with your friends, or meeting them for a
cocktail…this list is voluminous. And limite d only by the imagination of the
individual.
Perhaps, then, the problem believers have is a lack of creativity and initi ative. If
they can’t think deeply enough and be self -actualized enough to discover all the many
things life has to offer, then it’s more a question of developing those skills than giving
in to the easy way of having someone else tell you what your purpose is, and what’s
important in your life.
I say that all of these things—comfort, strength, hope, direction, and community —
can be had without faith and without a god. Religion in no way has cornered the
market on any of these conditions. The faith in relief of suffering when we die, can be
had by simply dying. All suffering ends with death.
Strength can be found in our friendships and someti mes our families, and often in
the development of our own characters.
Hope can be a choice, as well, and it doesn’t have to be predicated on a fairy tale.
Knowing that you have weathered a storm before, can encourage you to believe you
can again.
Direction can be found in the plethora of materials from others who have had
similar challenges, from self-actualization and a proactive mindset, and from the love
of the people in our lives.
And community can be found in many places: mutual interest groups, circ les of
friends, co-workers, softball leagues, book clubs, sports, and all the permutations of
your interests and hobbies and the collective manifestations thereof.
Yet, Christians believe in this after-here promise, and in the value of religion, while
there is no evidence that prayer is effective, no guidelines that make any sense in the
world we live in, no agreement on which God is the "right" god, nor any evidence that
this deity even exists, and certainly there is nothing positive in the Christian sensi bility
that cannot be had by simply living an ethical life.
But still. Christians cling to their beliefs, insisting that belief in God and all the
dogma that goes with it, brings them something of value unavailable from any other
source, even from within.
Any perceived benefit, however, comes from the idea of its presence. Not from the
actuality of it. Can we not gain hope and comfort from the many benefits that Science
gives us? Can we not be comforted by the knowledge that it co ntinues to give us
answers to our riddles? Technologies that continue to make our lives safer and easier?
Can we not be awed and inspired by the beauty of the mountains, the oceans, the
cosmos around us?
These are all naturally occurring things that we, for the most part, understa nd. We
know how they came to be the way they are and we can look at them and know that
there is a greater power than us, and it's called NATURE. Is this not humbling enough?
Do we then have to subjugate ourselves to Nature as if it were a tyrannous king?
Nature requires no worship, no servitude. It requires nothing of us. We are charged
with the ability to respect it or not respect it, and that is at once a human challenge,

and says nothing of gods or goddesses. Why must we make ourselves slaves in order to
find peace and contentment?
More importantly, can we not seek comfort from within ourselves? And failing that,
from the other loved ones in our lives? From that beauty of nature? From
friendships…From reading the thoughts and encouragements of other thin kers…From
watching a favorite program…Taking photographs of the snow -fall…Stroking a cat and
feeling it purr under our hands…Tossing a ball and watching our puppy run after
it…Helping a child build something wonderful from the items in front of
her…touching and being touched….laughter and companionship…?
There is plenty in this life to appreciate and adore, and plenty to make us feel alive
and purposeful. Why do we need to throw a magical invisible Being in the mix who
threatens us with unimaginable pain and suffering if we don't believe in him?
Yet, the faithful argue that Science is without mystery and wonder; that Science is
cold and calculating and offers no comfort; that not believing in something bigger than
yourself is a lackluster, meaningless way t o live.
So if wonder and magic are what believers feel they will lose from turning away
from religion, one glance at the structure of DNA and its ability to create something
from almost nothing, and we are awed. One microscopic photo of cells dividing,
viruses multiplying, tissue regenerating and we are amazed. One look at space
photographs taken by the Hubble telescope, and our wondrous, "magical," universe is
revealed.
But we are not looking at a picture from God's photo a lbum. We're looking at the
result of billions of years of natural evolution and cosmological development. We
understand, through empirical data, how most of that process took shape. This in no
way diminishes its magnificence.
Science has shown us this grandeur, and continues to show us. Knowing that a
supernatural being did not create it all, doesn't make it any less fascinating,
mesmerizing or wondrous. It engenders excitement in all the many things we will
continue to learn; all the problems we will solve with our growing knowledge of how
things work, and how we can use this knowledge for the betterment of huma nkind.
Believers only fear the loss of magic and wonder b ecause they don't understand the
wondrous, magical and amazing world in which we live. Rather than having their
noses in texts written two thousand years ago by superst itious, uneducated men in
another country, they could be reading and watching and listening to the wonders that
Science has bestowed on our species.
Since Francis Crick announced that he had "found the secret of life" in 1953,
scientists have understood the stru cture of DNA. From this discovery, and the
subsequent details that arose from it, Science advanced to the Human Genome Project,
and stem cell research. Researchers have revealed many other stunning in -sights, and
we now understand quite a lot about how life develops into the myriad permut ations it
does.
The wonder and mystery and comfort to be found here, is in discovering more and
more about the natural processes that ope rate in the minute cells of living organisms.

And this understanding will lead to (and indeed already has r esulted in) life saving
procedures and medicines that would otherwise mean the damage and demise of many
of us.

The Christian Taliban
Reconstructionism & Dominionism in Politics
"There is not one verse in the Bible inhibiting slavery, but many regulating it. It is not then, we
conclude, immoral."
~ Rev. Alexander Campbell

Popularized in the controversial book, The Institutes of Biblical Law, by Rousas John
Rushdoony, the Christian Reconstructionist movement is an ideology stemming from
the conservative Calvinist sect. It is an extremist, right-wing organization which would
restore Old Testament laws, to include slavery, and advocates the extermination of
homosexuals, as well as some bisexuals, adulterers, and witches (Robinson).
"The right of holding slaves is clearly e stablished in the Holy Scriptures, both by
precept and example." (Rev. R. Furman, D.D., Baptist, of South Carolina )

Though a relatively small group, it has had its influence in politics under the
auspices of Dominionism and the Chri stian Right. According to the Huffington Post,
Dominionism is
a tendency among Protestant Christian evangelicals and fundamentalists that
encourages them to not only be a ctive political participants in civic society, but also
seek to dominate the political process as part of a ma ndate from God (Berlet).

Just a heads-up here: the rhetoric coming from Sarah Palin sounds suspiciously like
that of a Dominionist. She believes the Iraq war was part of God’s plan, and comes
from the radical offshoot of the Dominionist ideology, known as Joel’s Army. Here’s a
peek at her ideation:
Pray that our leaders, our National Leaders, are sen ding them on a task that is from
God. That is what we must pray for. That there is a plan and that plan is God’s plan.

Anytime a politician thinks they know the mind of a god, and bases their politics on
it, there will be problems, as the volumes of this book has pointed out in detail. The
Assembly of God church to which Palin belongs is in fact at the core of “a Dominionist
broadcast TV center.”
Sarah Palin has said that she became Governor of Alaska after she was prayed over by
a visiting preacher to the Wasilla Assembly of God church, Thomas Muthee, Palin
promised to use her power as Governor of Alaska to work with the Wasilla Assembly
of God church to enact the will of God (Daily Kos).

The same Sarah Palin who also said in regard to the United States, "I want this most
exceptional country in the nation to be free, to be prosperous..." (Political Ruminations).
How did anyone that stupid get that close to the office of Vice Pres ident? And yet, with

the hordes of web sites listing the myriad collections of ill -advised quotations from
Palin, there are few regarding her deeper religious beliefs. This is no accident. Do you
think that someone who is notorious for saying ridiculous, ign orant and extreme
things, would not, at some point, reveal the nature of her faith? In this case, her silence
on the matter is suspicious, and likely intentional. The closest she comes are statements
like these:
Governor Palin spoke at a June 2008 ceremony for f uture mission workers at the
Wasilla Assembly of God. In her speech she asked the attendees to pray "that our
leaders, our national lea ders, are sending them out on a task that is from God." This is
the whole point of the Assemblies of God - the merger of church and state headed by
leaders appointed by God (Palin Trojan Horse).

The pastor of Palin’s church, Mike Rose, is an advisor to min ister Rodney HowardBrowne, who has said,
"I'm telling your right now,” he hissed, "you'll drop dead if you prohibit what God is
doing!" Dramatically he gestured toward the crowd [at Melodyland Christian Center,
Anaheim, CA, 1/17/95] and warned them that t hose like me, who would dare to
question that what he was d oing was of God, had committed the unpardonable sin
and would not be forgiven in this world or the next." [Hank Hanegraaf, "Counterfeit
Revival" (1997), page 22] (Daily Kos).

These adherents to Dominionism usually home-school their children so they will not
be under the jurisdiction or direction of a secular gover nment’s school system
(Diamond).
The CRs see it as their God-given duty, to take over secular government and render
it a theocracy or theonomy,*
*Theonomy is the state of an individual or society that regards its own nature and norms as being in
accord with the divine nature.

as reflected in Matthew 28:18: “All power is given unto me in Heaven and in Earth.”
Further license for sedition and treason, they believe, is found in the verse,
Be fruitful, and multiply, and replenish the Earth, and subdue it: and have dominion
over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over every living thing
(Genesis 1:28).

The potential for fascism is a legitimate concern, according to bestselling author of
comparative religion studies and former nun, Karen Armstrong. In her book, The Battle
for God, she characterizes Rushdoony and his cohort, Gary North as totalitarian.
There is no room for any other view of policy, no democratic tolerance for rival
parties, no individual freedom (Armstrong).

This statement, however, might paint Armstrong as more secular than she actually
is. Though the recipient of many awards, Ar mstrong also believes that
The Pope is the world's last, great, abs olute monarch. He not only controls doctrinal
and spiritual affairs, but also the political, social and economic fortunes of his church.
And because he's believed to be directly guided by God, his decisions have the ring of
absolute truth, which is strangely out of kilter with the democratic tenor of today's
world (Moyers).

Why strangely out of kilter? Hasn’t she been paying attention? We all know about the
crimes of the church, and the current Pope himself, as well as mos t popes of the past,
in this regard. Americans are so quick to excuse religious ide ation, if it at first appears
to be compassionate and rational. But deeper consideration of the stance those like
Armstrong takes, will show a different story. Armstrong fur ther says,
“The Qur’an strictly forbids any coercion in reli gion and regards all rightly guided
religion as coming from God; and despite the western belief to the contrary, Muslims
did not impose their faith by the sword” (Armstrong).

Some Muslims might not impose their faith by the sword, but enough of them do,
now. That’s why 9-11 took place. The reason they do is because of their holy book, the
Koran, and what it does, indeed, teach about these things, as I covered extensively in
other sections and other volumes of this book. The point is, where there’s religion,
there are crimes against humanity, and this has always been so, without exception.
Armstrong adds,
"We need to create a new narrative, get out of the rat -run of hatred, chauvinism and
defensiveness; and make the authentic voice of religion a power in the world that is
conducive to peace." (Academic Dictionaries).

What she doesn’t seem to realize is, until we remove the power religion has over the
public, there will never be peace, never democracy , and most likely, never freedom.
Insofar as Rushdoony is concerned, there is no room for argument. His perspective
is without malleability.
The man who is being progressively sanctified will ine scapably sanctify his home,
school, politics, economics, scie nce, and all things else by understanding and
interpreting all things in terms of the word of God (Bahnsen).
The purpose of Christ's coming was in terms of the creation mandate…The redeemed
are called to the original purpose of man, to exercise dominion under God, to be
covenant-keepers, and to fulfil [sic] "the righteousness of the law" (Rom. 8:4)…Man is
summoned to create the society God requires (Rushdo oney).

William Martin, author of With God on Our Side, and a sociologist and profe ssor of
religion at Rice University said,
It is difficult to assess the influence of Reconstructionist thought with any accuracy.
Because it is so genuinely radical, most le aders of the Religious Right are careful to
distance themselves from it. At the same time, it clearly holds some appeal for many
of them. One undoubtedly spoke for others when he confessed, 'Though we hide their
books under the bed, we read them just the s ame.' In addition, several key leaders
have acknowledged an intellectual debt to the theon omists. Jerry Falwell and D.
James Kennedy have endorsed Reconstructionist books. Rushdoony has appeared on
Kennedy's television program and the 700 Club several times. Pat Robertson makes
frequent use of 'dominion' language; his book, The Secret Kingdom , has often been
cited for its theonomy elements; and pluralists were made uncomfortable when,
during his presidential campaign, he said he 'would only bring Christians and Jews into
the government,' as well as when he later wrote, 'There will never be world peace
until God's house and God's people are given their rightful place of leadership at the
top of the world.' And Jay Grimstead, who leads the Coalition on Revival , which brings
Reconstructionists together with more mainstream evangelicals, has said, 'I don't call

myself [a Reconstructionist],' but 'A lot of us are coming to r ealize that the Bible is
God's standard of morality…in all points of history…and for all so cieties, Christian and
non-Christian alike…It so happens that Rushdoony, Bahnsen, and North understood
that sooner.' He added, 'There are a lot of us floating around in Christian lea dership—
James Kennedy is one of them—who don't go all the way with the theonomy thing, but
who want to rebuild America based on the Bible.'

We’ve all witnessed what happens to states, countries and various seats of power,
when God is involved as their re ason for behaving as they do. It ends in slaughter,
oppression and torture.

The Political Machine
"When the Christian majority takes over this country, there will be no satanic churches, no more
free distribution of pornography, no more talk of rights for homosexuals . After the Christian
majority takes control, pluralism wil l be seen as immoral and evil and the state will not permit
anybody the right to practice evil."
~Gary Potter, president of Catholics for Christian Political Action

Increasingly, the infiltration of religion into American politics has created lines of
division that are less about complete party platforms, and more about theism ve rsus
atheism.
The Republican party, for example, has become the party of Christians, and Atheists
are overwhelmingly Independents or Democrats, with 64% identifying with the
Democratic party, and the rest divided, but mostly ind ependent (Pew,
Americans/Politics).
In 2007, there were an estimated 58 million nonbelievers in the U.S. (Johnson). That
number is expected to be even higher now. Some see a grassroots movement of
nonbelievers seeking to take back the secular government.
We've had enough of ineffective faith -based policies and are hungry for policies based
on scientific findings. political appointments should be based on competence rather
than ideology and that the performa nce of such appointees should be judged by
results rather than loyalty. In short, we seek reality -based government (Atheist
Revolution).

Ironically, the very religiosity that caused the foun ding of this nation, was incited
by a people who wanted to be free of religious oppression. Now, we are moving in a
circle that threatens to bend back toward theocracy. Nonbelievers are lea ding the way
in returning our secular government, and yet are also the most hated m inority group in
America.
The most recent data shows that atheists are more di strusted and despised than any
other minority and that an atheist is the least likely person that Americans would vote
for in a presidential election. It's not just that atheists are hated, though, but also
that atheists seem to represent everything about modernity which Americans dislike
or fear.
The most recent study was conducted by the University of Minnesota, which found
that atheists ranked lower than "Muslims, recent immigrants, gays and lesbians and
other minority groups in 'sharing their vision of American society.' ” Atheists are also
the minority group most Americans are least willing to allow their children to mar ry
(Cline, Study in American Attitudes).

Where does all this hatred and rejection come from? I b elieve it is a product of the
lies that the Christians tell about atheists —who they are, what they believe, how they
live. For instance, most Christians don’t realize that atheists know more about belief

than Christians do, and 8 out of 10 of those atheists were rais ed in religious home
(Banks).
The question is often asked, what do atheists believe in? insinuating a confusion at a
lack of belief in gods. Atheists are usually quick to answer with a list of other things
that they hold important, sometimes with great si ncerity, and sometimes with great
humor.
The question was answered on one occasion with this poem (author unknown):
An atheist’s creed

I believe in time,
matter, and energy,
which make up the whole of the world.
I believe in reason, evidence and the human mind,
the only tools we have;
they are the product of natural forces
in a majestic but impersonal universe,
grander and richer than we can imagine,
a source of endless opportunities for discovery.
I believe in the power of doubt;
I do not seek out reassurances,
but embrace the question,
and strive to challenge my own beliefs.
I accept human mortality.
We have but one life,
brief and full of struggle,
leavened with love and community,
learning and exploration,
beauty and the creation of
new life, new art, and new ideas.
I rejoice in this life that I have,
and in the grandeur of a world that preceded me,
and an Earth that will abide without me.
According to a number of Internet forums and blogs that posted this que stion to
atheists, they also believe in thin gs like freedom, patriotism, moral/ethical behavior,
education, the beauty of the universe, science, equality, reason, happ iness, dignity,
liberty, laws, justice, love, the mind, learning, marriage, truth, fairness, kindness,
laughter, hugs, compassion, altruism, humanism, charity, duty, honor, country, family,
friends…
In the frequent humorous way, one atheist answered the question what do atheists
believe? by saying,
We believe that babies taste better fried than roasted (Mehta).

This, of course, a dig at the ridiculous ideas people have about ath eists.

And another fellow said,
We believe that all is as it is because a great rift o ccurred long ago between the forces
of stuff and not-stuff . In the beginning there was not stuff nor was there not-stuff .
There was a complete lack of stuff-ness and not-stuff-ness. This was the not-cosmos .
Then, one non-day, stuff separated from not -stuff. The agent of the great rift (who
was neither stuff nor not -stuff) is the great atheist teacher and overlord, Porganut. He
who took on the forms of stuff and not -stuff simultaneously but separately is the One
we follow and believe in (Superluminal).

Kidding aside, the point is, we atheists are not told what to believe, we decide that
on our own without old religious tomes, and c hurches, and prophets and preachers.
And isn’t it interesting that we overwhelmingly choose good things to b elieve in?
Atheists are also generally against things like genocide, war, slavery, o ppression of
any kind, rape, torture, child abuse, theft, lying, adultery, murder, greed, theocratic
governments, hate crimes, bigotry…
Again, I must ask, what is so bad about being an atheist? Why are their beliefs so
dismissed in the political sphere, while those who claim to agree with these beliefs,
continually ignore them when they vote or hold a political office?

Obama, the Foreign Muslim Satanist Antichrist
“Whoever fights monsters should see to it that in the process he does not become a monster. And
when you look long into an abyss, the abyss also looks in to you.”
~ Friedrich Nietzsche, Beyond Good and Evil

Popular opinion has it that we will know all we need to know about the Antichrist
by reading the book of Revelation. As I pointed out in the volume Cosmology of the
Bible, this isn’t true, since the Antichrist isn’t even mentioned in Revelation, and it isn’t
about a future counterfeit Jesus and the end of the world at all.
But it is a perfect example of how right wing politicos use religion for political gain.
They use fear-mongering and propaganda and invented information to influence the
votes of the ignorant gullible dick-weasels who will swallow anything dry, and
without looking at it.
For instance, they say President Obama was sworn in with his hand on the Koran,
and is a Muslim; Obama worships Satan; Obama is not a legal U.S. Citizen (this claim is
advanced by an organization colloquially known as the Birthers).
Sworn in on Koran. We all know, and can see with our own eyes in the tape of the
inauguration, that he used a Bible once owned by Abraham Lincoln, a man he greatly
admires. Obama calls himself Christian and has always attended church.
The other accusation that gets a lot of press is that Obama is the Antichrist. First, I
can’t say “There is no proof that Obama is or is not the Antichrist” b ecause that would
be a logical fallacy known as Unstated Major Premise, which assumes the premise in
order to make the argument. The assumption in this case is that the Antichrist is a real
person, and the biblical allusions to him are also true. Since ath eists don’t believe in
the divinity of the Bible, nor in the Bible’s God, they cannot, by extension, believe in
the Antichrist—just as they cannot worship Satan because they don’t believe he exists
either.
There are also rumors, stated as fact, that Obama has a 666 tattoo on his ass.
Problem is, that was a spoof already used before with George W. Bush:
President George Bush fell into a new contr oversy this week when during a haircut at
the White House, his personal hairdresser, Rebecca Goodgrip, discovered a previously
unnoticed tattoo on his scalp bearing the symbol "666", the mark of the Devil.
Miss Goodgrip fainted, but when she was helped to her feet, she ran screaming from
the building and sprinted off the grounds and into Pennsylvania Avenue where she
was decapitated by a pane of glass falling off a truck (The Spoof).

This story was posted on a site, called appropriately, The Spoof. A statement at the
bottom of that page says, “The story above is a satire or parody. It is entirely

fictitious.” But Christian zealots will use an ything they can find as fact, even if it’s a
joke. And an old, recycled joke, at that.
From another insipid post by an ignorant adherent:
How long is the beast allowed to have authority in Revelations? Guess the Answer?
Revelations Chapter 13 tells us it is 42 mon ths, and you know what that is… Almost a
four-year term to a Presidency…According to The Book of Revelations the anti -Christ
is: The anti-Christ will be a man, in his 40's, of MUSLIM descent, who will deceive the
nations with persuasive language, and have a MASSIVE Christ -like appeal...the
prophecy says that people will flock to him and he will promise false hope and world
peace, and when he is in power, will destroy everything.

First of all, if you’re going to make claims ab out something a biblical book says, a
good place to start is with proper spelling. The title of the book is singular, Revelation,
not RevelationS.
Second, yes, Obama is in his forties, but so are a billion other people.
Third, that Obama is of Muslim descent: Since the prophet Mohammed, who
founded the Islamic faith, didn’t get his first revelation from God until the year 610
CE, it is incorrect to infer that the Bible says the Antichrist will be a Muslim. They
didn’t exist until 600 years after Revelation was written.
As for the 42 months or 3½ years that the Beast will r eportedly reign, Bugs Bunny is
3½ years old, but I don’t imagine that wascally wabbit as the Antichrist.
In this case, you find what you look for, and the vague symbolism in Revelation can
provide just about any scenario for misinterpretation one could imagine.
Additionally, the word Antichrist isn’t even in Revelation. This is an assumption
drawn from perceived hints. I looked. But don’t take my word for it. Dr. James D.
Tabor, professor and chair of the religious studies department at the University of
North Carolina at Charlotte, said,
The word Antichrist is not used in the Book of Revel ation so this is important to point
out. Everybody thinks the word is used (St. Petersburg Times).

There are only four direct mentions of it, and they are found in 1 st and 2nd John:
Dear children, this is the last hour; and as you have heard that the antichrist is
coming, even now many antichrists have come. This is how we know it is the last hour
(1 John 2:18).
Who is the liar? It is whoever denies that Jesus is the Christ. Such a person is the
antichrist—denying the Father and the Son (1 John 2:22).
but every spirit that does not acknowledge Jesus is not from God. This is the spirit of
the antichrist, which you have heard is coming and even now is already in the world (1
John 4:3).
I say this because many deceivers, who do not a cknowledge Jesus Christ as coming in
the flesh, have gone out into the world. Any such person is the d eceiver and the
antichrist. (2 John 1:7)

If the author of 1st and 2nd John is the same John who authored Revelation, as
scholars believe, then why didn’t he use the word Antichrist in Revelation, instead of
Beast, or False Prophet?

In these verses we find several nonsensical claims: 1) that anyone who does not
acknowledge Jesus, or that he came in the flesh (such as an atheist) then that person is
automatically the Antichrist. Considering that there are 34 million nonreligious people
in this country, (Kosmin/Keysar) does that mean we have 34 million Antichrists? If so,
then the Antichrist is a symbolic title, and not attributable to only one person. If we
look at the first verse, it says just that—there can be, and have been, many Antichrists.
If it doesn’t mean that there are 34 million Antichrists, then the verses that say that
are in error, or it means that the Antichrist doesn’t exist. Which points to the usual
fictions found in the Bible, a glorified co llection of myths.
Regarding the promise of world peace, Obama never made the claim that he would
do this, nor does this criteria even appear in Revelation. And the word peace only
appears before the 6th chapter, and in relation to the Four Horsemen. No
announcements of a “false hope” exist in the e ntire book.
Perhaps Christians who make these accusations, to include citing content that does
not exist, ought to pay attention to a warning in Revelation about claiming things that
aren’t true.
I testify to everyone who hears the words of the prop hecy of this book: if anyone adds
to them, God will add to him the plagues which are written in this book; and if anyone
takes away from the words of the book of this prophecy, God will take away his part
from the tree of life and from the holy city, which are written in this book (Revelation
22:18-19).

The verses in Revelation which are pu rported to refer to the Antichrist are:
I saw one of his heads as if it had been slain, and his fatal wound was healed And the
whole earth was amazed and followed after the beast;
they worshiped the dragon bec ause he gave his authority to the beast; and they
worshiped the beast, saying, "Who is like the beast, and who is able to wage war with
him?"
There was given to him a mouth speaking arrogant words and blasphemies, and
authority to act for forty -two months was given to him.
And he opened his mouth in blasphemies against God, to blaspheme his name and his
tabernacle, that is, those who dwell in Heaven.
It was also given to him to make war with the saints and to overcome them, and
authority over every tribe and people and tongue and nation was given to him.
All who dwell on the Earth will worship him, everyone whose name has not been
written from the foundation of the world in the book of life of the Lamb who has been
slain.
If anyone has an ear, let him h ear.
If anyone is destined for captivity, to captivity he goes; if anyone kills with the sword,
with the sword he must be killed Here is the perseverance and the faith of the saints.

The Beast from the Earth
Then I saw another beast coming up out of the earth; and he had two horns like a
lamb and he spoke as a dragon.

He exercises all the authority of the first beast in his presence And he makes the Earth
and those who dwell in it to worship the first beast, whose fatal wound was healed.
He performs great signs, so that he even makes fire come down out of Heaven to the
Earth in the presence of men.
And he deceives those who dwell on the Earth because of the signs which it was given
him to perform in the presence of the beast, telling those who dwell on the Earth to
make an image to the beast who had the wound of the sword and has come to life.
And it was given to him to give breath to the image of the beast, so that the image of
the beast would even speak and cause as many as do not worship the image of the
beast to be killed.
And he causes all, the small and the great, and the rich and the poor, and the free
men and the slaves, to be given a mark on their right hand or on their for ehead,
and he provides that no one will be able to buy or to sell, exce pt the one who has the
mark, either the name of the beast or the number of his name.
Here is wisdom Let him who has understanding calc ulate the number of the beast, for
the number is that of a man; and his number is six hundred and sixty -six (Revelation
13:3-18)

There is no mention of Christians being taken up du ring Rapture, (which, as I’ve
already pointed out, is not a concept in the Bible anyway) only ce rtain people
mentioned in the text will ascend (Price, Paperback Apocalypse).
There is no evidence of any of these claims, and in fact, all have been soundly
refuted with facts. Facts are those things that Christians frequently ignore, as long as it
advances their cause.
On one site, we find this:
The 27 Characteristics of the Antichrist (Eads Home Ministries)
Know how to recognize the beast and not be swayed into believing that someone is the
Antichrist who doesn't match the biblical characteristics .

Great advise, too bad you didn’t take it.
1. He comes from among ten kings in the restored R oman Empire; his authority will
have similarities to the ancient Babylonians, Persians, and Greeks [Daniel 7:24; Rev
13:2 /Daniel 7:7]

As far as I know, Obama didn’t come from ten kings, and unless the Windy City is
also called the Roman Empire, that one falls flat on its gullible face as well. Maybe the
reference to Rome means it’s the pope (too late, many of them have also been accused).
1. He will subdue three kings [Daniel 7:8, 24]

I am not aware of his subduing any kings at all. But it’s only halfway through his
term. One crackpot online says that the three kings Obama subdued were John McCain,
Hillary Clinton (wouldn’t she be a “queen”?) and John Edwards.
3. He is different from the other kings [Daniel 7:24]

Well, yes. There is that skin color thing.
4. He will rise from obscurity…a “little horn” [Daniel 7:8]

Okay. Obama did rise from obscurity, but consider the entire verse cited, backing up
to the verse before:
After this I kept looking in the night visions, and behold, a fourth beast, dreadful and
terrifying and extremely strong; and it had large iron teeth It devoured and crushed
and trampled down the remainder with its feet; and it was di fferent from all the
beasts that were before it, and it had ten horns. While I was contemplating the horns,
behold, another horn, a little one, came up among them, and three of the first horns
were pulled out by the roots before it; and behold, this horn po ssessed eyes like the
eyes of a man and a mouth uttering great boasts (7:7 -8).

Dreadful and terrifying and extremely strong. Does that sound like Obama to you?
What about the iron teeth? Obama has a winning smile, and none of those ivories are
made of iron, nor are there ten horns, with smaller ones popping out after the other
were pulled out (and pulled out by whom? Hi mself? Someone else? Was that a
reference to the Republican bipartisanship? Please.)
It is commonly believed that these ten horns are ten n ations and that for the
Antichrist to “pluck them up by the roots” and “subdue” them that he must invade and
conquer them. The text does not say this. It doesn’t even say that the Antichrist was the
one who plucked them up—simply that “three of the first horns were plucked up by
the roots” and that the Antichrist subdued them. While we tend to think “subdue”
must involve war, the actual Hebrew word shephal means “to make low or humble”
(Obama Antichrist Question).
5. He will speak boastfully [Daniel 7:8; Rev 13:5]

He’s probably one of the most humble presidents I’ve ever seen.
6. He will blaspheme God, [Daniel 7:25; 11:36; Rev 1 3:5] slandering his Name,
dwelling place, and d eparted Christians and Old Testament saints [Rev 13:6]

Nope, hasn’t happened.
7. He will oppress the saints and be successful for 3 ½ years [Daniel 7:25; Rev 13:7]

Nope, hasn’t happened.
8. He will try to chan ge the calendar, perhaps to define a new era, related to himself
[Daniel 7:25]

This hasn’t happened either.
9. He will try to change the laws, perhaps to gain an advantage for his new kingdom
and era [Dan 7:25]

Well, yes, but don’t ALL politicians try to c hange the law? Are all politicians, then,
the Antichrist? (Don’t answer that).
10. He will not be succeeded by another earthly ruler, but by Christ [Daniel 7:26 -27]

Don’t know that one yet.
11. He will confirm a covenant with “many”, i.e. the Jewish people [Daniel 9:27]

Haven’t heard of any midnight covenants with Jews, no .

This covenant will likely involve the establis hment of a Jewish Temple in Jerusalem
[see Dan 9:27; Matt 24:15]

Pretty sure that hasn’t occurred.
12. He will put an end to Jewish sacrific e and offerings after 3 ½ years and will set up
an abomination to God in the Temple [Daniel 9:27, Matthew 24:15]

Big Nada.
13. He will not answer to a higher earthly autho rity; “He will do as he pleases”[Daniel
11:36]

If the legislation wars are any indication, then… um…no.
14. He will show no regard for the religion of his ance stors [Daniel 11:37]

He seems pretty damn tolerant.
15. He will not believe in any god at all [except for hi mself] [Daniel 11:37]

He says he believes in the Christian god. Although, I would love it if he came out as
an atheist after his terms are over.
16. He will have "no regard for the desire of women": He will either be asexual or
homosexual [Dan 11:37]

Hahahahahaha. Obama has a wife whom he respects and TWO daugh ters, with no
inclinations in any other direction.
17. He will claim to be greater than any god [Daniel 11:37; 2 Thess 2:4]

I’m sure CNN would have reported this one if it ha ppened.
18. He will claim to be God [2 Thessalonians 2:4]

Again, not holding my breath.
19. He will only honor a “god” of the mil itary. His whole focus and attention will be on
his military. He will co nquer lands and distribute them [Daniel 11:39 -44]

That would be a stretch, since he ended the war in Iraq, as promised.
20. His arrival on the world scene will be accompanied by miracles, signs and wonders
[2 Thess 2:9]

Unless you count the election of a black man as a miracle, no tsamuch.
21. Either he, or his companion [The False Prophet], will claim to be Christ [Matt
24:21-28]

So far, hasn’t happened.
22. He will claim that Jesus did not come in the flesh, or that Jesus did not rise bodily
from the grave

Seen no sound bytes for this.
[2 John 7). He will deny that Jesus is the Messiah [I John 2:22]

So far, hasn’t happened.
23. He will be worshipped by many people [Rev. 13:8]

Worship is a strong word. I think he’s admired. Not as much as during his run for
the presidency, but still.
24. He will hate a nation that initially will have some control over his kingdom, but he
will destroy this nation [Rev 17:16 -18]

I hope it’s the Nation of Right-Wing Fundamentalists. But so far he hasn’t burned
the Bible.
25. He will appear to survive a fatal injury [Rev. 13:3; 17:8]

Not so far.
26. His name will be related to the number six hundred and sixty six —but not
necessarily in an obvious fashion (Rev 13:17 -18).

Some Fundies point out that Barack Hussein Obama has 6-6-6 letters. But they must
have failed kindergarten. Hussein has 7. This charge was also directed at Republican
icon, Ronald Reagan, for the same reason, because the letters in his name, Ronald
Wilson Reagan, has 6 and 6 and 6 letters. At least they counted correctly that time.
27. He will be empowered by the Devil himself [Rev. 13:2]

Not sure how to figure that one out. So far no evidence forthcoming.
So it’s clear that any attempt to brand Obama as the A ntichrist fails in light of the
criteria the religious offer as proof. Further, accusations against public figures of being
the Antichrist are not new.
Here’s a list of other people who have been so a ccused:
Woodrow Wilson
George W. Bush
Hitler
Nixon
Napoleon
Pope Benedict
Mick Jagger
Bill Clinton
Rush Limbaugh
Henry Kissinger
John Lennon
King Juan Carlos
Prince Charles
Javier Solana
Osama bin Laden
Sarah Palin
Michael Gorbachev

Pope Benedict XVI
Jimmy Carter
John F. Kennedy
Ozzie Osborne

The Antichrist was supposed to be a great public speaker, and Ozzie sounds like he
is on ten pounds of Quaaludes.
Marylin Manson
Michael Jackson
L. Ron Hubbard
Bill Gates
Tom Cruise
Hillary Clinton
Richard Dawkins
Jack Thompson

I had to look this one up. Thompson is an activist and di sbarred Florida attorney
who campaigns against obscenity, to include rap music and co mputer games.
In 1975, he had a run-in with then state attorney, Janet Reno.
Thompson gave Reno a letter at a campaign event requesting that she check a box to
indicate whether she was homosexual, bisexual, or he terosexual. Thompson said that
Reno then put her hand on his shoulder and responded, "I'm only interested in virile
men. That’s why I'm not attracted to you." He filed a police report accu sing her of
battery for touching him (Nightline).
Just goes to show you, being elected to public office does not guarantee the healthy
status of the mind. Other accused Antichrists include:
Every single Pokemon
The Jonas Brothers
Harry Potter
Jews
Vladimir Putin
Dstohl
Dan Quayle

The Antichrist was supposed to be shrewd and smart, so that means Quayle is
impossible.
Steve Jobs
Peter the Great
Friedrich Nietzsche

Nietzsche called himself the Antichrist, thoug h, so that would be a little too obvious.
And yes, even Barney the Dinosaur was accused of being the Antichrist. Winner for
most ironic Antichrist? Christ. No really. Jesus himself.
With all of the real issues upon which we should be f ocusing our attention, the
Apocalypse is certainly not one of them.
How high up their list of priorities do apocalyptically minded readers of Revelation —
still in the ascendancy in the most powerful nation on Earth (if their online ou tput is
anything to go by)—place the threats posed by asteroids, pollution, global warming
and the depletion of the ozone layer, the proliferation of nuclear weapons,
overpopulation, habitat destruction, the exhaustion of our natural resources, mass
extinctions, and the overall loss of bio -diversity? (Gilmour).

In another version of this viral email, there were claims that Obama rose from
obscurity—came out of nowhere—just as the Bible predicted. But the verse cited for
this claim was not in Revelation, but in the Book of Daniel:
While I was contemplating the horns, behold, another horn, a little one, came up
among them, and three of the first horns were pulled out by the roots before it; and
behold, this horn possessed eyes like the eyes of a man and a mouth utte ring great
boasts (7:8).

Did you see the words “he will rise from obscurity” an ywhere in that? It just says a
small horn sprouted up between the other ones. While one could interpret that, on
Exceedingly Loose-Translation Day that this means he will come from nowhere, it still
doesn’t say much about who the Antichrist will be. I mean, all politicians started
somewhere. They were unknown until they were known. So really, all of them rise
from obscurity. They make it sound as though it means no one has ever heard of
Obama until he suddenly appeared and ran for president. The authors of these insipid
emails might not have heard of him, but it’s not like he was in hiding. His trajectory
was:
Taught constitutional law at the University of Chicago for 12 years and lectured for 4
Illinois State Senator 1997-2004
US Senate 2004-2008
He was interviewed by Ebony magazine in 1990
He published two books, Dreams from My Father: A Story of Race and
Inheritance (1995) and The Audacity of Hope: Thoughts on Reclaiming the
American Dream (2006) (Winston).

That’s hardly a man who rises from obscurity.
2. He will come mounted on a white Female horse (Obama mother is white who had 6
African husbands)

I’m not quite sure what this was supposed to mean, except that the white horse
symbolized war, not someone’s mother. The gender of the horse in Revelation wasn’t
even mentioned, either. And just for the record, his mother was only married to one
African, and married only twice.

3. He will come to deceive (Obama says he's a Christian but in fact he was born a
Muslim, practices the Islamic religion, prays Friday's facing Mecca)

First, there is NO evidence that he is a Muslim, and if he was, he would pray FIVE
times per day, not just on Fridays. It would b ehoove the accuser to at least back his
story up with some facts. There are none so far.
5. He will try to destroy the Jewish People and Israel (Obama has said he loves the
Arabs specially the Palestinians, hates Israel and Jews. Admires Hitler, Osama etc)

This one is just stunning in its blatant falsehood. Obama has never ha d an interview,
stated in public, written in his books, nor in any other fashion has he ever said he loves
Arabs and Palestinians and hates Israel and the Jews, nor that he admires Hitler or Bin
Laden. He has said that he admires Abraham Lincoln. That’s wh y, at his inauguration,
he used the Bible once owned by Lincoln.
I really fail to understand this imagined horror that Fundies Against Obama
continually display, when the point is, if Obama WERE the Antichrist, wouldn’t that
mean the Kingdom of God is at hand? And isn’t that what they want to happen
anyway? Thus, instead of trying to warn ever yone to beware, they should have all
voted for Obama.
The Meme Machine of Religiosity presses on, and the Internet has allowed a great
many zealots to spread the absurdities.
I would just encourage all thinking Christians to apply the same careful
consideration to these stories that they would to the fairy tale of Hansel and Gr etel.

Separation of Church & State
“Secular schools can never be tolerated because such s chools have no religious instruction, and a
general moral instruction wit hout a religious foundation is built on air; consequently, all character
training and religion must be derived from faith...we need b elieving people.”
~ Adolf Hitler, Excerpted from a speech made on April 26, 1933

John Locke, an English philosopher of the 17th century, wrote about a “Social
Contract” theory, in which indivi dual conscience was left to the individual, and should
never be given over to governments. This developed popular ity and was eventually
referred to as separation of church and state.
The phrase, “separation of church and state” stems from a letter written by Thomas
Jefferson in 1802, addressed to the Danbury Baptists:
Believing with you that religion is a matter whic h lies solely between Man & his God,
that he owes account to none other for his faith or his worship, that the legit imate
powers of government reach actions only, & not opinions, I contemplate with
sovereign reverence that act of the whole American people which declared that their
legislature should "make no law respecting an e stablishment of religion, or prohibiting
the free exercise thereof," thus building a wall of separation between Church & State.

In the 1797 Treaty of Tripoli, Article 11 states, “As the Government of the United
States of America is not, in any sense, founded on the Christian religion…” It can’t be
much clearer than that.
Jefferson also said,
The legitimate powers of government extend to such acts only as are injurious to
others. But it does me no injury for my neighbor to say there are 20 gods or no gods.
It neither picks my pocket nor breaks my leg (Jefferson, Notes).

Modern-day fundamentalists are trying to return to the Dark Ages, by infiltrating
the government, forcing prayer in schools, the teaching of Intelligent Design and
Creation “science” and by changing the secular government to a rel igious one.
Fundamentalist and evangelistic adherents are more and more commonly expressing a
mindset that all liberals, progressives, atheists, homosexuals and others they deem
undesirables, should be carted off to an island prison somewhere in the middle of the
ocean. This, because the secularists and queers among us are “trying to take over” the
government.
Frank Schaeffer, New York Times best-selling author
*author of the forthcoming Patience With God: Faith For People Who Don't Like Religion (Or Atheism)
and also of Crazy for God: How I Grew Up as One of the Elect, Helped Found the Religious Right, and
Lived to Take All (or Almost All) of It Back.

and contributor to the Huffington Post receives hate-mail all the time from the
religious right. This particular one was from a priest.

Frank, I just read that you are supporting the pro -abortionist Barach [sic] Hussein
Obama...Now you support a man who is the dream come true of everything ANTI Christian. Are you no longer Christian?? I was stunned...Please respond, How could
you post on the Huffington Post, the most anti -Christian, anti-traditional site?? These
people HATE everything Christianity st ands for!
In Christ,
Father G. (Shaeffer).

Don’t you love how the hateful, racist di atribe, baiting with the emphasis on the
president’s middle name, ends with “In Christ”? This should be a clue. Being in Christ
means being hateful and disingenuous.
The fatal error here, is that the government was created as secular, and it’s the
Extreme Right that is seeking a takeover. It’s time for the general public to recognize
this, and stop allowing the fanatics to redefine everything to their liking.
Still think the religious zealots aren’t trying to take over our gover nment?
“We have enough votes to run the country. And when the people say, ‘We've had
enough,’ we are going to take over.” ~ Pat Robertson, speech given to the April, 1980
"Washington for Jesus" rally, quoted from Robert Boston, The Most Dangerous Man in
America, p. 29
Nobody has the right to worship on this planet any other God than Jehovah. And
therefore the state does not have the responsibility to defend anybody's pseudo -right
to worship an idol." ~Rev. Joseph Morecraft, Chalcedon Presbyterian Church, "Biblical
Role of Civil Government" speech given 8/31/93 at Biblical Worldview and Christian
Education Conference.
"This is God's world, not Satan's. Christians are the lawful heirs, not non -Christians."
~Gary North, Political Polytheism: The Myth of Pluralism (Tyler, TX: Institute for
Christian Economics, 1989), p. 102.
"We need a legal strategy which protects the rights of those of us who hold Christian
convictions which will a fford us the opportunity to contend once again for the mind of
this culture." ~Keith A. Fournier, ACLJ brochure "Religious Cleansing. "
“If Christian people work together, they can succeed during this decade in winning
back control of the institutions that have been taken from them over the past 70
years. Expect confrontations that will be not only u npleasant but at times physically
bloody...This decade will not be for the faint of heart, but the resolute. Inst itutions
will be plunged into wrenching change. We will be living through one of the most
tumultuous periods of human history. When it is over, I am convinced God's people
will emerge victorious. ” ~Pat Robertson, Pat Robertson's Perspective Oct -Nov 1992.
"America is under the judgment of God. And if we are ever going to rebuild this
country, it must be under God's law. Our goal must be simple: We must have a
Christian nation built on God's law, on the Ten Commandments. No apologies."
~ Randall Terry, Operation Rescue, address to "Cities of Refuge" campaign, Willoughby
Hills, OH, July, 1993.
“We at the Christian Coalition are raising an army who cares. We are training people
to be effective—to be elected to school boards, to city councils, to state legislatures,
and to key positions in political parties...By the end of this decad e, if we work and
give and organize and train, THE CHRISTIAN COALITION WILL BE THE MOST POWERFUL
POLITICAL ORGANIZATION IN AMERICA.

~ Pat Robertson, in a fundraising letter, July 4, 1991.*
*For more quotes like these, refer to previous volume, Cosmology of the Dark Side.

Perhaps if they dislike this government and its secular n ature so much, they ought
to remove themselves to that very island. That way, they could set up the kind of
government that doesn’t offend their extremist sensibilities and they can flagellate
themselves into oblivion, while the rest of us can get on with our lives. Those free lives
guaranteed to us by those Founding F athers in their original documents.
A time machine is needed, so that we can send the zealots back to the 16 th century,
where they will be allowed to do those things.
Clearly, the Founding Fathers intended for religion to remain separate from
government. Separation of church and State was included because they wanted to
avoid the persecutions in England by those of religi ous bent. The United States
Constitution is also clear about this matter, yet there are myriad examples of its
violation.
As a society, we actually entertain the idea of having creationism taught as fact in
our schools.
In Alabama, biology textbooks carr y a warning that says that evolution is “a
controversial theory some scientists present as a scientific explanation for the origin
of living things...No one was present when life first appeared on Earth. Therefore, any
statement about life’s origins should be considered as theory, not fact.” In Alabama, it
seems, if you wake up to snow on the ground, but no one saw it snowing, then you
may only propose a "th eory" as to the origin of the snow (Carroll).

When we vote, we often have to go to a church to do so. When we go to ballgames,
we must listen to some local pastor say a prayer; when we enter the halls of
government buildings, we must pass by marble di splays of the biblical Ten
Commandments; when our tax dollars go to the u pkeep of faith-based schools; when
we celebrate a National Day of Prayer; when we pay for something with money that
has “In God We Trust” stamped on it; when our children recite the Pledge of
Allegiance, to include “One nation, under God”; and when the newly elected President
of the United States is inaugurated, and has to place his hand on a Bible to take his
oath of office. All these things are examples of the lack of church and state separation.
The proper place for the study of religious beliefs is in a church or temple, at home,
or in a course on comparative religions, but not in a biology class. There is no place in
our world for an ideology that seeks to close minds, force obedience, and return the
world to a paradise that never was. Students should learn that the universe can be
confronted and understood, that ideas and authority should be questioned, that an
open mind is a good thing. Education does not exist to confirm people's superstitions,
and children do not learn to thi nk when they are fed only dogma " (Berra).

James Madison was the primary author of the Bill of Rights, and in it, he also
reiterated the importance of separation of church and state. Jefferson echoed this
sentiment in the Virginia Statute for Religious Freedom.
Though these words exist as underpinning to our dea lings with religion and service,
it is near impossible for a person of no faith to get elected.

In the 2008 elections, Republican candidate for North Carolina senate, Eliz abeth
Dole, ran an “attack ad” which labeled her opponent, Kay Hagan “go dless.” At the end
of the ad, a woman’s voice is heard saying “There is no god.” This was an
underhanded way to implicate Hagen as an unworthy ca ndidate, even though the
recording was not of Hagen. Dole has since been sued by Hagen for liable and
defamation, and Hagen felt the need to run her own ad professing her Christianity.
Dole, incidentally, lost the race.
This is another example of how religion permeates our society, even in the realm of
politics. I fail to see the correl ation between lack of religion and an inab ility to serve
honorably, but most Americans don’t seem to agree. The reason seems to be that
“godless” people are somehow less trustworthy, less moral, less ethical and less
capable of serving in an office that seeks to represent the common good.
There are many historical figures who recognize this misrepresentation, and agree.
One of them said,
I believe in an America where the sep aration of church and state is absolute; where
no Catholic prelate would tell the President —should he be Catholic—how to act, and
no Protestant minister would tell his parishioners for whom to vote; where no church
or church school is granted any public funds or political preference, and where no
man is denied public office merely because his religion differs from the President w ho
might appoint him, or the people who might elect him.

This, from one of our nation’s most beloved public servants, John F. Ke nnedy, the
35th President of the United States of America. And he was, as is common knowledge,
a practicing Catholic.
Susan Jacoby, a respected atheist, secularist, bes tselling author and director of the
Center for Inquiry, New York, has said,
…people who belong to no Church make up the fastest -growing segment of the
American population. In the 1980s, no more than 8 per cent refuse d to identify a
religious affiliation. This year, the Pew Forum on Religion & Public Life found that the
ranks of the unchurched had doubled. Highly educated Americans are most likely to
fall within a group ranging from atheists to those describing their r eligion as “nothing
in particular.”
There is a powerful correlation between fund amentalism and lack of education.
According to Pew, 45 per cent of Americans with no education beyond high school
adhere to biblical literalism, while only 29 per cent with som e university education —
and 19 per cent of university graduates—share that old-time faith. Republicans have
tapped into the fundamentalist resentment of ed ucated, sceptical elites to form the
party's right-wing Christian base (Religion Remains).

The motto of the American people, "In God We Trust," was not adopted as the
national slogan until 1956, though most Americans seem to think it was minted on the
first coin after the Declaration of Independence was signed. Indeed, the majority in
society seem to respond to God very much like the subjects in the Emperor’s New
Clothes. They don’t dare question their ruler, though it is blatantly obvious he is
behaving scandalously and is a ridiculous excuse for a leader.

I hope to one day be called to testify in a court of law, because when they say “Raise
your right hand…do you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the
truth, so help you God?” I will say, “not so help me, God, no.”
I will enjoy the tittering and mumbling moving through the spectators. The judge
will lean over and say, “Why not, Ms. Baeli?”
And I will say, “I believe in the separation of church and state. This court is state.
That Bible is church. Furthermore, I’m an atheist. But I’ll be happy to swear on the
value of my own ethics.”

NOTE to Reader: This Essay included in God on a Stick.
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