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Is the belief in God solely a religious belief?  Is it based only on faith?  Or is there evidence, apart from religious faith, for the existence of God?

A Walk in the Woods 
     Let's say you go for a walk in the woods one day.  As you're walking along the path, you see an empty Coke can lying in the grass along the path.  Your first thought is, "How could someone toss a Coke can away in a beautiful place like this?!"  The underlying assumption being, of course, that the Coke can is a sign of "someone" having been there.  Well, you walk along a little farther on the path, and across a meadow you see an old, dilapidated barn.  And you might think about who built it, how long it's been there, and so on.  Again, though, the underlying assumption is that the abandoned barn is a sign that someone was there.  In neither case - the Coke can nor the old barn - would you say to yourself, "Wow, look what mindless, meaningless, natural processes have made by blind, random chance.  

     But, here's the thing.  Those trees you've been walking by on the path, a single leaf from any one of those trees is more complex in its makeup - chemically, biologically, etc. - and from a design perspective, than either the Coke can or the old barn.  It has been put together in an absolutely magnificent fashion and it can do incredible things - like turn sunlight and carbon dioxide into food.  Yet, an atheist would say that, even though it is incredibly more complex than the Coke can or the barn - which are signs of the existence of an intelligent agent - the leaf came to be as the result of mindless, meaningless, natural processes that operate strictly by blind, random chance. 

     In other words, things that are, by comparison, relatively simple in their makeup and design, are signs of intelligent agents at work, while things that are vastly more complex in their makeup and design, are not.  For me, that is the root of the problem for anyone who wishes to convince me that there is no Creator.  Everything that exists, for the atheist, is the result of mindless forces that have no meaning nor purpose, and operate by blind, random chance.  I simply don't have the amount of faith necessary to believe such a thing. 

     Let's look at an analogy.  Shakespeare's play, Hamlet, has approximately 130,000 letters.  From a purely statistical standpoint, a monkey typing letters at random on a keyboard has a chance of one in 26 of correctly typing the first letter of Hamlet.  It has a one in 676 (26 × 26) chance of typing the first two letters correctly. Because the probability shrinks exponentially, it has only a one in 26 to the power of 20 = 19,928,148,895,209,409,152,340,197,376 chance of getting the first 20 letters right. Again, the text of Hamlet has around 130,000 letters.  So, the probability of Hamlet being produced randomly are so remote as to be essentially non-existent. 

     If every atom in the observable universe were a monkey with a keyboard, typing from the Big Bang until the theoretical end of the universe, you would still need to multiply that amount of time by 10 to the 360,000th power, to have just a 1 in 10 to the 500th power chance of success.  In other words, trillions of gazillions of bazillions of monkeys, typing randomly for trillions of gazillions of bazillions of years, would not produce the 130,000 character sequence of Hamlet.    

     Now, think about this.  A single strand of DNA - the basic building block of life - is made up of a sequence of chemicals that are represented by the letters A, G, T, and C.  These chemicals (A, G, T, and C) - these basic building blocks of DNA - are arranged in a sequence that is over 1 billion characters long.  So, the statistical probability of human DNA coding happening completely by blind random chance - with no intelligent agent, not even monkeys, doing the inputting - is approximately 4 raised to the billionth power.  In other words, there seems to be no chance that it was chance.  Yet, in spite of the math, atheists believe it happens all by chance.  They believe that the very specific sequences of the letters of our genetic coding - infinitely more complex than a Shakespeare play - came into being by blind random chance within just a few billion years?  Again, that takes way more faith than I have to believe such a thing. 

     Furthermore, let's look at the very beginning of the universe.  When it comes to beginnings, atheists believe in what I call the "Poof" theory.  The universe began when matter and energy and all the laws of physics just - POOF! - came into being by blind, random chance.  Then, right after the beginning of the universe, all of that matter and energy - which was packed into an extremely small area called a singularity - exploded!  The Big Bang.  Many atheists mistakenly believe that the Big Bang was responsible for the creation of the universe.  Wrong.  The Big Bang explains how the universe began to, and continues to, expand. 

     Then, after the universe had expanded to a certain degree, and parts of it cooled, and stars and planets were formed, and the Earth was formed - POOF! - life came into being from non-life.  Something non-living became living.  No one really knows how that happened, though.  Then, after the non-living became living - POOF! - it started to replicate itself.  But, these first living replicating things did not have membranes.  So - POOF! - membranes evolved.  Then, after a couple billion years or so, instead of the living cells dividing and going their separate ways - POOF! - some cells started to stay together and we went from one-celled living things to multi-celled living things.  And then - POOF! - these cells that stayed together in these multi-celled living things started to specialize.  POOF!  POOF!  POOF!  POOF! 

     Now, don't get me wrong.  I'm not saying that all of these things absolutely could not have happened.  I am open to any possibility here.  What I am saying, though, is that we have never observed any such occurrences as these in nature or in the lab.  Has anyone ever seen matter come into being from nothing?  Has anyone ever witnessed non-life becoming life?  Has anyone ever witnessed two cells randomly joining together to form a completely new organism?  No one has seen any of these things.  The belief that these things happened as a result of forces operating by blind random chance is an act of faith, not a result of the scientific method.  

    So, it seems to me that it makes more sense, and actually takes much less faith, to believe in an intelligent Creator - Who produced everything out of nothing, and life from non-life - than it does to believe this all happened as a result of chance.  Now, that is not a "proof" of God, but, for me, the astronomical statistical probabilities against the universe and life happening as a result of blind, random, meaningless chance is evidence that points to a Creator.  But, hey, I'm just an ignorant small town Alabama boy, so what do I know, right? 
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Something Instead of Nothing

     Another reason why it takes less faith to believe in an intelligent Creator, as opposed to not believing in one, is the answer to the question: Why is there something instead of nothing?  Think about that for a moment: Why IS there something instead of nothing?  Why is there this magnificent, wondrous, incredibly beautiful, complex, and fascinating thing we call the universe, as opposed to there being nothing at all?  Why?!

     The atheist, ultimately, has no answer.  At least, no answer that is consistent with their professed beliefs in science as an explanation for everything.  Oh, they will give you an answer, but there are problems with every answer they give.  For example, some will say that there is something rather than nothing because of the Big Bang.  As I mentioned in the last newsletter, though, the Big Bang is a theory that explains how the universe expanded after it was created.  It does not explain how the universe was created.  Or, in terms of our question, it does not explain why there is something rather than nothing.

     Then we have the atheists who are a bit more informed in regard to science.  One such person was the physicist Stephen Hawking.  In his book, The Grand Design, Hawking states that, given the existence of gravity, "the universe can and will create itself from nothing."  He goes on to say, "Spontaneous creation is the reason why there is something rather than nothing, why the universe exists, why we exist." 

     There's just one problem with that - Hawking is using circular reasoning. Gravity is, in its basic definition, the attraction between any two masses.  It's the force that attracts one thing with mass towards another thing with mass. But, if that's the case, then gravity, as a function of mass, did not exist before matter was created. Therefore, for Hawking to say that, given gravity, the universe will create itself from nothing, turns out to be a bit of a ridiculous thing to say. If matter requires gravity in order for it to come into existence, but there is no gravity without matter, then matter will never be created.  

     In Einstein's General Theory of Relativity, gravity is seen not as a force, but as a warping of space.  This warping of space, though, is essentially a function of mass.  The problem is, for Hawking, there is no space and there is no mass before the universe began - which means there is no gravity before the universe began.  So, again, Hawking's statement comes off as circular reasoning.  How can you have gravity, before you have space and mass, if gravity is dependent on space and mass?

     And you'll get other explanations that sound very scientific and use a lot of nifty terms and such, but they all basically come down to this: speculation, pure and simple.  No one has ever observed something coming from nothing.  No one has ever done an experiment where they got something from nothing.  There is no mathematical equation that shows something coming from nothing.  There is no chemical formula that shows something coming from nothing.  In other words, the atheist, depending solely on the scientific method, cannot answer the question.  He simply has to have faith that something came from nothing.  

     And his faith is based more on the fact that he denies God's existence, than it does on scientific evidence.  He has no scientific evidence to support his faith.  What he has is a denial of God's existence, and, since there is no God - yet the universe obviously exists - something just came from nothing for no apparent reason.  

The Poof! Theory for the creation of the universe. No rhyme. No reason. He denies the hand of a Creator in the creation of the universe by essentially using circular reasoning, just like Hawking did: Is the existence of the universe evidence of God's existence? No. Why not? It is a given that God does not exist, therefore God could not have created the universe. Poof!   

     Also, and this must be maddening for the atheist, even if science could ultimately give us a technical explanation of HOW something came from nothing, it still does not tell us WHY something came from nothing.  Science will never ever be able to tell us why.  It is a question, the answer of which, is outside the realm of science.

     So, ultimately, the atheist has no answer to the question of why there is something rather than nothing.  The theist, however, does have an answer: Love.  
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What Is Your Purpose?

     Last week I spoke of a question for which the atheist has no ultimate answer: Why is there something instead of nothing?  This week, I will speak of a question for which the atheist does indeed have an answer, but it is an answer that is dark, dreary, and unpalatable to the human psyche (I would say "soul" here instead of psyche, but atheists don't believe in souls).  That question is: What is your purpose? 

     If the atheist view of the universe is correct - that there is no Creator; that the universe just popped into existence as a result of blind, random, meaningless chance; that everything, including life, is all a cosmic accident - then, truth be told, the answer to the question: "What is your purpose?" is...nothing.  There is no purpose to your life.  Your life is, objectively speaking, meaningless.  You have no objective purpose, you have no objective meaning.  And not just you, but everyone and everything.  If existence itself, if being itself, is accidental, then no one or no thing can be said to have purpose.  We are all accidents.  The universe is an accident.

     "But," someone may object, "my life does indeed have purpose.  I want to be a doctor.  I want to heal people. That is my purpose in life."  Or, another may say something along the lines of, "My wife and my children give my life purpose and meaning."  Those are "fool's gold" objections - they appear to have value at first, but upon close examination, they are worthless.

     You believe you have purpose in life because you want to be a doctor?  But, if your entire existence is purely accidental, your being alive is merely the result of blind random chance, how can you objectively say your life has purpose? Can something that is the result of blind random chance be said to have purpose?  Any kind of purpose?  You might “think” you have purpose, but that is merely a random electrical impulse firing through the neurons in your brain.  A monkey wants to eat.  So, he has a desire of getting a banana off the tree.  Does that desire mean his life has purpose?  Does your desire to be a doctor mean your life has purpose?  No, it doesn’t. Your desire to be a doctor has no more purpose than a monkey wanting to get a banana off the tree.  It's just a biochemical response to various stimuli in the environment.

     And how can your wife or your children give your life purpose?  There is no objective meaning in that.  No objective purpose.  It is entirely subjective.  It is imagined.  It is merely a chemical process within your brain - over which you have no control - that is causing you to hold to such a preposterous notion.  Besides, how could lives brought into being by blind, random, meaningless chance have any purpose or give any purpose? 

     Without God, all is chance.  All is random.  All is purposeless and meaningless.  Just random chemical and biological reactions to environmental stimuli which are themselves merely random chemical and biological processes.  We are biochemical robots without God, nothing more.  Oh, we can fool ourselves into thinking we have purpose, but the atheist who is honest and consistent in his thought processes, has to admit that thinking there is purpose to a life that is randomly generated by blind purposeless chance, is believing in a fairy tale.  It's like believing in unicorns or leprechauns.  Without God, your life has no more meaning or purpose then that of a monkey's, or of a worm's, or of a bacteria, or a rock.  

     On the other hand, if God exists, then you were created for a reason.  You are loved beyond comprehension by your Creator and His love for you gives your life purpose, meaning, and value.  He created you to be with Him, for all of eternity.  He created you to love Him and be loved by Him.  That is your purpose. 

      Without God, we are all just bits of cosmic dust that exist because some primordial chemical soup was struck by an errant bolt of lightning.  It just happened...by blind, unthinking, completely random, chance.  We can fool ourselves into thinking we have purpose, but if every thought we have is merely the result of chemical and electrical processes over which we have absolutely no control, and which were brought into being by blind unthinking chance, then by definition, there can be no purpose to life.  Purpose implies intent.  There is no intent in a godless universe.  

     No intent. No meaning.  No purpose.  Maybe some atheist author should write a book: "The Purposeless-Driven Life."  But, then, there really wouldn't be any purpose in reading it, would there?  

     I always like to tell the atheists that I get into conversations with on various blog sites, that I believe them to be infinitely loved by an all-powerful God Who has created them with purpose and meaning and Who gives them infinite value as human beings; while they believe themselves to be accidental specks of cosmic dust with no inherent value and no inherent purpose.  Theists think more highly of atheists than atheists think of atheists.  I find that exceedingly ironic.

     Finally, lest anyone attempt to misquote me or misunderstand what I am saying here, I do not claim this to be a "proof" for God.  I generally don't use that word.  I merely offer this as evidence.  Scientific evidence?  Nope.  But, evidence does not necessarily have to be scientific in order to validly point in a certain direction.  
You see, here's the thing: Why is it that each and every human being yearns for purpose, if there is no purpose to be had?  Why does every person alive want their life to mean something, if life has no meaning?  Why does the human heart ache for that which, according to the atheist, does not exist?  What evolutionary advantage went to our ancient ancestor who first felt the longing for meaning, and passed that longing on to all of humanity, if there is no meaning to be found in the universe?
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Does It Matter?

     Both atheist and theist believe matter came into existence all at once.  The main difference between the two is the answer to the question of why matter just all of a sudden popped into existence.  The atheist says, "It just did."  The theist says, "Because God spoke it into existence."  In an earlier newsletter I looked at the question of "why" - why is there something instead of nothing?  In this issue, I want to look at the question of what. 

     What caused the universe to just POOF! pop into existence all at once?  In science, we know that every effect has a cause.  So, if we start tracing each current effect to its cause, and then back to what caused those causes, and then back to what caused those causes, and keep going farther and farther back into time tracing causes and effects, we end up with two possibilities, either: 1) there is a series of causes and effects that stretches back for an infinite amount of time - no first cause, or no beginning, in other words; or 2) there is at some point in the series of causes and effects, an uncaused cause from which all cause and effect emanate. Something that did not come into existence, but that has always existed. Something that is, in fact, existence itself, which brought the universe into existence.

     Out of those two choices, the first one is actually impossible. The series of causes and effects cannot go back for an infinite amount of time, because that would mean that it would never have gotten to where we are.  We would not exist.  Besides, we all know, through common sense, that everything has to have a beginning.  And, again, we know through science that everything has a beginning - that every effect has a cause.  Think of it this way - let's say that you stop at a railroad crossing as a train is going by.  A number of cars have already passed and you can't see the beginning of the train.  Well, if you can't see the beginning of the train, how do you know that it has a beginning?   

     Well, you can see that each car is pulling the car behind it.  Each car is, in essence, the cause of the car behind them moving.  So, let me ask you this: Is it possible that this train has no beginning?  Is it possible that this train is a series of causes and effects that go back for an infinite period of time and just simply has no beginning?  No, that's not possible, and you know that's not possible.  If the train had no beginning, then exactly what was it that got these cars moving?  Something had to start this train into motion.  Same with the universe.  Something had to have started it into motion.  It cannot be an infinite regression of causes and effects.

     Okay, so we know that the universe had to have a beginning.  And, since there is no infinite regression of cause and effect, we know that the universe had a cause which made it come into being.  But, that cause could not have a cause - or else we're stuck with our infinite regression of cause and effect.  So, an uncaused cause caused the universe to come into being. 

    Can we know anything about this uncaused cause?  Well, one of the fundamental questions I ask about the beginning of the universe is this: Can something create itself?  For example, can a rock create itself, or can a bird create itself?  How about a flower.  No, to all of those questions.  Animal, vegetable, or mineral - none of them can create themselves.  In other words, looking at the big picture, matter cannot create itself.  This is a scientific fact.  Which means something other than matter must bring matter into existence. So, when both atheist and theist say that matter came into being from nothing, they are saying that matter was created not from something material, but from something immaterial. 

     The non-material must bring the material into existence. So, logic tells us that the universe was begun by a non-material uncaused cause. That is what we theists call God, but let's not, for the sake of the atheist, try to go there just yet.

     We first need to answer the question: "What is the non-material?" The non-material can basically fall into two categories: 1) non-material things; and 2) non-material beings.  Non-material things would be, for example, something like an idea.  Do ideas have physical boundaries - height, weight, depth, etc.?  No.  Can you see an idea?  You can see the fruit of an idea - an invention, a poem, etc. - but can you see the idea itself?  No.  Now, a materialist would say that an idea is merely an electrical impulse firing through the neurons of your brain.  Maybe so, but what about concepts such as freedom, love, rights, hope, truth, and so on?  Are these merely electrical impulses traveling through the mind (well, no such thing as a "mind" in a materialist-only universe) - traveling through the brain?  Is freedom not an objective reality?  Would a materialist who was locked in a jail cell, and who demanded to be set free, be satisfied with the jailer's response of, "Freedom is all in your head, there's no such thing!"?

     Still, though, the materialist might say, “Yep, all those things are simply in one’s brain as electrical impulses.”  Which would mean that they essentially have no argument for the existence of such a thing as human “rights”.  Rights are non-material.  If they only exist as impulses in a person’s brain, if they are not objective realities in and of themselves, then no one has any rights.  There is no right to life.  No right to liberty.  No right to the pursuit of happiness.  To freedom of speech.  To freedom of religion.  To freedom...of any kind, period.  Pretty grim world we would be living in.  

     But, what about truth?  Here is where the materialist has all sorts of problems that they just can’t claim as being solved by an appeal to electrical impulses firing through neurons in the brain.  What is the material universe governed by?  Non-material laws of physics.  Are these laws of physics just neurons firing through each individual's brain?  No.  

These laws are true and they are independent of the individual.  The law of gravity is true.  The laws of thermodynamics are true.  The laws of chemistry are true.  The laws of mathematics are true.  Has anyone ever seen gravity?  Does gravity have height, weight, length, width, or depth?  What about time?  Is time real?  Is it material?  What about truth?  Does it have spatial dimensions?  Is it a material item?  What about the mathematical concept of pi?  You can’t slice it because it isn’t material.  But it’s true!  It exists!

     So, I contend the existence of non-material things - concepts, physical laws, truth, and such - that every single human being is aware of and affected by, whether they will admit that they objectively exist or not. It is a scientific fact that the non-material exists.

     And, if there are non-material things, then why not non-material beings?  Angels...demons (fallen angels)...God?  Let’s not focus yet on what (or rather Who) I, and billions of others throughout time, have called God.  Let’s start with what we've already discussed.  Matter cannot create itself, which means the material universe cannot create itself.  It had to be created by...“something”.  That “something” had to be non-material.  Why?  Because matter cannot create itself and there cannot be an infinite regression of cause and effect back through time of matter coming into existence.  So, something other than the material had to bring matter into existence.  The only thing other than the material, is the non-material.  

     So far so good.  What else do we know about the “something” that brought the universe into existence?  Well, it cannot have a cause.  If it had a cause, then we are stuck with the same problem already discussed - you cannot have an infinite regression of cause and effect because, being infinite, it would never have arrived at where we are, and thus we would not exist.  So, the cause of the universe was itself, uncaused.  The uncaused cause of which Aquinas, and Aristotle before him, spoke of.  

     Also, judging from the order we find everywhere in the universe, one can rightly speculate that this “something” - this non-material uncaused cause - has an ordered nature.  I would also claim that this “something” seems to possess an intelligence by which it ordered the material universe.  Can one explain such precision in the laws of physics, chemistry, math, and so on as just blind chance?  I guess you could, but from a statistical standpoint, what are the odds of that?  I mean think about it - a billion monkeys sitting in front of a billion keyboards, typing away for a billion years would never reproduce a Shakespearean play; nor even a Shakespearean sonnet; and probably not even a single line of a Shakespearean play or sonnet.  Yet, the tiniest cell of any plant or animal is more complex, more amazing, more glorious, and more incredible than the greatest of Shakespeare’s works - and folks want me to believe it came into being because of the blind laws of the blind universe that came into being by blind chance?  Sorry, not buying it.  Logic points to an intelligence behind the ordering of the universe.  

     And what else?  This “something” that created the universe is not subject to time.  How so?  Well, time is a function of the material universe.  Therefore, this “something,” not being material, is not subject to time and, therefore, is infinite in regard to time.  Plus, since it existed before time, we can say that it exists outside of time.  This “something” also has to be very powerful - after all, it created the entire universe.  

     So, let’s put it all together: there is “something” that is non-material, and which existed before the material universe, that caused the material universe to be brought into being, and which itself does not have a cause.  This “something” is not subject to time - it is infinite.  It is exceedingly powerful.  It is most likely ordered, and most likely intelligent.  And, one other thing then, if it is intelligent, it undoubtedly has a will as it would have made the conscious decision to bring the universe into existence.  

     The uncaused, non-material, exceedingly powerful, probably ordered and intelligent, infinite, cause that caused the universe to come into being - you call it what you want, I call it God.  

     I’ll leave you with one last thought - a thought that is a reiteration of the last newsletter: If there is no God, then there is no purpose to life.  We are all just bits of cosmic dust that exist only by blind, unthinking, completely random, pitiless chance.  We can fool ourselves into thinking we have purpose, but if every thought we have is merely the result of chemical and electrical processes over which we have absolutely no control, and which were brought into being by blind unthinking chance, then by definition, there can be no purpose to life.  Love is not real.  Freedom is not real.  Rights are not real.  We are nothing more than biological robots.  We have no more purpose or value than an ant, or a worm, or even a rock.  And that would indeed be exceedingly sad.  
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For What It's Worth

     What then, is the value of man?  Or what is a human life worth?  In Terminator 2, Arnold Schwarzenegger reprises his role as a killer robot from the future.  But, this time around, he is a good killer robot.  He has been sent back in time not to kill Sarah Connor, but to protect her teenage son, John Connor.  And, in order to protect him, Arnold's programming allows him to do whatever is necessary, including kill anyone who he perceives as a threat.  That leads to a point in the movie where the following conversation takes place:

     John Connor: "You can't just go around killing people!" 

Terminator: "Why?"

     John Connor: "Whaddya mean why? 'Cuz you can't!"

Terminator: "Why?"

     John Connor: "Because you just can't, okay?!"

     John Connor didn't really have much of an answer for the Terminator, did he?  "Why?"  "Because."  The question of "Why?" is a question that atheists have a lot of trouble with.  Why?  Why can't you just go around killing people?  Yeah, yeah, it's against the law and you would be arrested.  But, I'm talking about from a moral standpoint: Why can't you just go around killing people?  Atheists cannot give you an objective moral standard to answer the question of why.  Just as they have trouble with the answer to the question: Why is there something instead of nothing?  They have trouble with the answer to the question: Why is it wrong to kill people? 

     Now, any atheist reading this is probably screaming about what an idiot I am right now and cussing me because of my ignorance and imbecility. And that's because they don't believe they have any problem with the question of why it is wrong to kill people.  Generally, the atheist (as well as the theist), would say that you can't go around killing people because people have value.  But, that brings us back to that little bitty question again: Why?  Why do people have value?  The answer of the atheist is, essentially, the same as that which John Connor gave to the Terminator: "Because." 

     Of course, they won't say it just like that.  They'll throw in a lot of fancy words and some "humanist philosophy" based on Immanuel Kant's "categorical imperative" and such, but when you wade through all the high-falutin' verbiage, their answer basically comes down to: "Because."  For example - there is a Professor of Neurology at the Yale University School of Medicine whose name is Dr. Steven Novella.  Dr. Novella is an atheist and the co-founder of the New England Skeptical Society.  He once wrote a response to one of these newsletters of mine.  In that particular newsletter I had stated that, without God, all valuation of human life is purely subjective.  Dr. Novella's response was as follows:

     "...the entire premise of the [newsletter] is...one that either ignores or is ignorant of a vast tradition of humanist philosophy and secular law. We do not need to simply accept on faith that human life has value, we can arrive at that conclusion by careful and systematic thought. The humanist argument for the value of human life is not based upon utility or IQ, but rather on ethical first principles that derive from common human experience and basic logic.  We all share the common experience of wanting to be alive, which logically translates into the desire not to be killed. It also makes sense that we cannot expect from others that which we are unwilling to give (a principle called reciprocity, which seems to be something humans innately understand). Therefore it is in everyone’s self interest to have a civilization with rules and for those rules to protect the individual’s right not to be killed. In other words, as humans it is in all our self interest to value human life. If you devalue human life in one context, that threatens the value of your own life."
     What is Dr. Novella saying here?  Well, he's trying to claim that there is some "vast tradition of humanist philosophy" through which we can derive - by "careful and systematic thought" - an objective answer to the question of why human life has value.  But then he goes on to describe a purely subjective basis for valuing human life.  The whole foundation of his "vast tradition of humanist philosophy" can be summed up as: “I want to save my ass [please excuse the French] so I’m going to agree not to kill you if you agree not to kill me.” Gee, that’s a completely objective standard, don’t you think? Golden rule for theists: Do unto others as you would have them do unto you.  Golden rule for atheists: Don't kill me and I won't kill you.  How could I have ever ignored a vast tradition of humanist thought that gives us such a noble and selfless philosophy as that? Shame on me.
     The thing is, Dr. Novella is making my argument for me. Placing value on another person’s life in the hope that they will reciprocate and thus place value on your life, is an inherently subjective means of valuing human life.  There is nothing objective about it.  The other guy's life has value only because you value your own life.  I will value you, if, and only if, you value me. It is not a case of recognizing a human being’s inherent value and thus not killing them. It is simply: I’ll value you and won’t try to kill you, if you value me and don’t try to kill me.  It's a social contract.  Where is the objective standard in that?  We have value insofar as we participate in this social contract which will hopefully save our hide from extermination.

     He also mentions “secular law,” but fails to point out that our secular law traditions are based, not on secular humanist values, but on Judeo-Christian values and mores. Has he ever heard of the Ten Commandments? Thou shalt not kill. Thou shalt not steal. Thou shalt not bear false witness (purgery, liable, slander). Thou shalt not commit adultery (which used to be illegal). Thou shalt keep holy the Lord’s Day (ever heard of blue laws?). The Ten Commandments were foundational in the development of the legal system of the Western world, and many of the other principles of justice found in the Pentateuch are incorporated into our laws. Also, is he not aware that the Declaration of Independence, the founding document of our country, just happens to mention a Creator Who endows us with our unalienable rights?

       And, he makes several statements that are, with all due respect to Dr. Novella, merely his subjective opinion – they are not based on facts or on history or on lived human experience. One such statement: “Therefore it is in everyone’s self interest to have a civilization with rules and for those rules to protect the individual’s right not to be killed.” Is it? Says who? That is an opinion, not a fact born out by history and human experience.

     Was it in Hitler’s self interest to value the Jews lives, or was it in his self interest to devalue the Jews lives? One of the reasons Hitler rose to power was his scapegoating of the Jews for all of the woes of Germany in the 20’s and early 30’s. In other words, it was indeed in his self interest to devalue their lives and eventually kill six million of them. It was in Stalin’s self interest to allow 10-20 million Ukrainians to starve to death in the 1920’s. The Ukrainians were resisting Stalin’s plan of agriculture collectives, so it was in his self interest to let millions of them starve so that he could implement his plans and consolidate his power. It was in Mao Tse Tung’s self interest to have 30-40 million of his countrymen killed in order to consolidate his power. It was in Pol Pot’s self interest to slaughter 2 million or so of his countrymen to consolidate his power. In today’s world, it is in ISIS' self interest to kill the infidels.  Killing serves their self interest.

     In other words, the reasoning developed by Dr. Novella’s vast tradition of humanist philosophy has a huge flaw in it. 

There are many instances throughout history, throughout human experience, and even in today’s society, where devaluing someone else’s life is indeed in a person’s self interest. One very obvious example of that: abortion. It is in the self interest of the women wanting abortions, and the people making money from the abortions, to devalue the life of the unborn human being.  

     And, speaking of abortion, I would be willing to bet that Dr. Novella, as an atheist, in spite of his statement that, “As humans it is in all our self interest to value human life,” finds it in his self-interest not to value unborn human life.  Which just shows his valuation of human life is based on self-interest - specifically, self-preservation – is that objective?  Not in the least.

     So, how does the theist answer the question of: "Why do people have value?"  Why do our lives have value?  Can we claim to have value - inherent, objective value? All of you have heard about the mass extermination of the Jews that the Nazis carried out in the 30's and 40's that we now refer to as the Holocaust.  Would you believe me, then, if I said that not a single human being died in the concentration camps? That’s right...I’m asserting that not one single human being died in the concentration camps!
     How can I assert that not a single human being died in the concentration camps, the death camps, of Aucshwitz, Buchenwald, Bergen-Belsen and elsewhere?  Well, I can assert it because by German law that existed at the time, Jews were legally considered “not fully human.” They were classified as a “sub-human” species. Legally speaking, they were “non-persons.” One group of people, passed laws, that said another group of people were not really human beings.  Sound familiar? 

     So, I say again, no human beings died in the concentration camps.  Would anyone reading this agree with that statement?  Of course not!  So, okay, let’s say they were human beings. So what? Why should we care? Why should I care?  What value are they to us? Did the Jews’ lives have any value?  Again, the question I am trying to get at here is, how is it that our lives have value? How do we determine whether or not any given human life has value?
     Do we have value only if we can be productive, if we have a job, or if we serve some useful purpose? Do we have value only if someone else thinks we have value?  Do we have value only if we have an IQ of 100 or higher?  Do we have value only if someone else loves us?  Do we have value only if our “quality of life” meets some arbitrary standard set by others?  Do our lives have value?  And, if they do, what gives them value?
     Well, I maintain, and I think most of you will agree with me, that we have value simply because we are alive...that human life has inherent value. In other words, simply because it is human life, it has value. But, what is my basis for saying that?  My basis for saying that is this: we have value as human beings because God gives us value...He gives us value by His love for us.
     We don’t have value because we are productive. We don’t have value because we are useful. We don’t have value because someone else thinks we have value. We don’t have value because we have an IQ of 100 or higher. We don’t have value because another human being loves us. We don’t have value because we have some arbitrary level of “quality of life.”  We have value, because God loves us. Any other line of reasoning leaves an opening for someone, somewhere, at some point in time, to declare somebody else as having no value...which is exactly what happened to the Jews in Europe 70 years ago, which is exactly what is happening to the unborn in our country today.
     This is why people who do not believe in God cannot offer any objective reason for saying that they themselves have value as human beings. Without God, everything becomes subjective...merely one person’s opinion versus another person’s opinion...and the strongest person’s opinon prevails. Without God, might, in essence, makes right. I’ve talked to atheists before and I’ve asked them if what Hitler did to the Jews was wrong. And they answered that of course it was! Then I asked them the same question the Terminator asked John Connor, "Why?" Why was it wrong for Hitler to kill six million Jews? Essentially, all they could answer me with was, “Well, it just was.”
     All they had to back their viewpoint was their own subjective opinion. They could not give me one objective reason, for why the Holocaust was wrong. And I have asked that question of some of my friends who have described themselves as “liberals.” What answer did I get? None. Even though I’ve asked the question several times, I have never had a self-described “liberal” even attempt to provide me with an answer. I believe they recognize that if they give me an answer to my question, it can and will be used against them to show that they are moral hypocrites in their support of abortion and stem cell research and euthanasia and so on.
    Without God, you can’t make the case that the Holocaust was wrong. In fact, without God, you can’t make the case that any killing is wrong. Without God, you can’t make the case that 911 was wrong. After all, without God, we are just animals, and no one says that one animal killing another animal is morally wrong.
    Hitler was wrong if, and only if, God exists. If God does not exist, then might makes right and Hitler was the mightiest in Germany at the time, so he had every right to do what he did. This causes problems for any self-proclaimed atheists (and those who side with them) who wish to remove God from everything.
    Hitler was objectively morally wrong...only if God exists.
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http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WHICH_IS_THE_CHURCH_THAT_JESUS_FOUNDED-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
WHY ATHEISTS HAVE NO RIGHTS-JOHN MARTIGNONI 14 NOVEMBER 2017 18 Dr. Steven Novella
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WHY_ATHEISTS_HAVE_NO_RIGHTS-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
MARY-JOHN MARTIGNONI 26 NOVEMBER 2017 14 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MARY-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
MARY AS THE ARK OF THE COVENANT-JOHN MARTIGNONI 4 SEPTEMBER 2017, 2 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MARY_AS_THE_ARK_OF_THE_COVENANT-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
QUESTIONS CONCERNING MARY-JOHN MARTIGNONI 5 SEPTEMBER 2017, 11 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUESTIONS_CONCERNING_MARY-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
THE ASSUMPTION OF MARY INTO HEAVEN-JOHN MARTIGNONI 4 SEPTEMBER 2017, 5 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_ASSUMPTION_OF_MARY_INTO_HEAVEN-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
THE IMMACULATE CONCEPTION OF MARY-JOHN MARTIGNONI 12 AUGUST 2017, 3 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_IMMACULATE_CONCEPTION_OF_MARY-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
THE PERPETUAL VIRGINITY OF MARY-JOHN MARTIGNONI 12 AUGUST 2017, 2 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_PERPETUAL_VIRGINITY_OF_MARY-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc 
THE SINLESSNESS OF MARY-JOHN MARTIGNONI 30 JUNE 2018, 22 Steve Fitz 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_SINLESSNESS_OF_MARY-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
HUMANI GENERIS-CONCERNING FALSE OPINIONS THREATENING TO UNDERMINE CATHOLIC DOCTRINE PIUS XII AUGUST 12, 1950
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HUMANI_GENERIS-CONCERNING_FALSE_OPINIONS_THREATENING_TO_UNDERMINE_CATHOLIC_DOCTRINE.doc
MESSAGE ON EVOLUTION JOHN PAUL II OCTOBER 22, 1996/JANUARY 11, 1997

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MESSAGE_ON_EVOLUTION.doc 
CREATION EVOLUTION AND CATHOLICISM-THOMAS L MCFADDEN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CREATION_EVOLUTION_AND_CATHOLICISM-THOMAS_L_MCFADDEN.pdf
EVOLUTION AND DIVINE REVELATION 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/EVOLUTION_AND_DIVINE_REVELATION.doc
DEBATE WITH AN ATHEIST-JOHN MARTIGNONI {Subject: EVOLUTION} 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/DEBATE_WITH_AN_ATHEIST-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
ADAM AND EVE-WERE THEY REAL PEOPLE? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ADAM_AND_EVE-WERE_THEY_REAL_PEOPLE.doc
GENESIS THROUGH THE EYES OF THE SAINTS-REBUTTING TEILHARD DE CHARDIN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/GENESIS_THROUGH_THE_EYES_OF_THE_SAINTS-REBUTTING_TEILHARD_DE_CHARDIN.pdf 

TEILHARD DE CHARDIN-THE FALSE PROPHET OF A NEW CHRISTIANITY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TEILHARD_DE_CHARDIN-THE_FALSE_PROPHET_OF_A_NEW_CHRISTIANITY.doc
EXPLAINING THE TWO DIFFERENT ACCOUNTS OF THE CREATION STORY

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/EXPLAINING_THE_TWO_DIFFERENT_ACCOUNTS_OF_THE_CREATION_STORY.doc
