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 "Believe nothing, no matter where you read it, or who said  it, no matter if I have said it,
 unless it agrees with your  own reason and your common sense." 
--Buddha 
Quotes and Such
_ooOoo_
o8888888o
88" . "88
(| -_- |)
O\  =  /O
____/`---'\____
.'  \\|     |//  `.
/  \\|||  :  |||//  \
/  _||||| -:- |||||_  \
|   | \\\  -  /'| |   |
| \_|  `\`---'//  |_/ |
\  .-\__ `-. -'__/-.  /
___`. .'  /--.--\  `. .'___
."" '<  `.___\_<|>_/___.' _> \"".
| | :  `- \`. ;`. _/; .'/ /  .' ; |
\  \ `-.   \_\_`. _.'_/_/  -' _.' /
  ===========`-.`___`-.__\ \___  /__.-'_.'_.-'=============== 
— Artist Unknown
"Why should I fear death?
If I am, death is not.
If death is, I am not.
Why should I fear that which
can only exist when I do not?" 
—Epicurus 

“Teachers of religion must have the stature to give up the archaic doctrine of a personal God, to give up the source of FEAR which has placed vast power in the hands of the clergy and priests. Such a doctrine is not only unworthy, but fatal, and has done incalculable harm to human spiritual progress.” 
—Albert Einstein   
"The idea of God as the absolute other is a ridiculous idea.  There can be no relationship to that which is absolute other.
—Joseph Campbell
Strange...a God who could make good children as easily as bad, yet preferred to make bad ones; who made them prize their bitter life, yet stingily cut it short; mouths golden rules and forgiveness multiplied seventy times seven and invented hell; who mouths morals to other people and has none himself; who frowns upon crimes yet commits them all; who created man without invitation, then tries to shuffle the responsibility for man's acts upon man, instead of honorably placing it where it belongs, upon himself; and finally with altogether divine obtuseness, invites this poor, abused slave to worship him!
—Mark Twain
The eye with which I see God is the same eye with which God sees me.
—Meister Eckhart
There's no need for the key to the Universe, I've got some good news and some bad news. The bad news: There is no key to the Universe. The good news: It was never locked.
—Swami Beyonananda
The truly religious man doesn't embrace a religion; and he who embraces one has no religion
—Kahlil Gibran
Hell is useless to sages, but necessary to the blind and brutal populace.
—Polybius
...In religion, they become "holier than thou" type filled with terrible hatreds which in turn cause guilt complexes that drive them deeper into their religious frame of reference.  The outlet for their scrambled emotions is to try to foist their beliefs—and their fears—onto the rest of us.
—John Keel
In spite of centuries wasted in preaching God's omnipotence, his omnipotence is contradicted by every Christian judgement and every Christian prayer.
—George Santayana
Man is certainly stark mad; he cannot make a flea, and yet he will be making gods by the dozens.
—Montaigne
Toleration is not the opposite of intolerance, but is the counterfeit of it.  Both are despotisms, the one assumes to itself the right of withholding the liberty of conscience, and the other of granting it.
—Declaration of the Friends of Universal Peace and Liberty, 1791
Whence arose all the horrid assassinations of whole nations of men, women and infants, with which the Bible is filled; and the bloody persecutions, and tortures unto death, and religious wars, that since that time have laid Europe in blood and ashes; whence arose they, but the impious thing called religion and this monstrous belief that God has spoken to man?
—Cardiff
All tyranny needs to gain a foothold is for people of good conscience to remain silent.
—Thomas Jefferson
“It seems to me that those who fear knowledge in favor of belief do so to pacify their own insecurity and "weakmindedness" and have no interest in establishing any relationship with reality... for their reality is founded in a group worship wherein the chant replaces thought. The hospital of religion needs to protect its code to prevent the masses from finding out that it was only a form of psychotherapy all along... Knowledge has always had a way of undoing secrets; after all, the dark ages ended when the age of enlightenment began “ 
—Mike Conner 
The World of Man believes in Scarcity and Suffering. Man does not know... that what he believes in.... he creates. Man believes in Things even worse. Like Damnation... Hell... and above all... Evil. That's why he prays... deliver us from Evil and lead us not into Temptation. Man is the Creator of what he fears and this includes his Religions and his Gods.    
—Author Unknown
  
 “One need not do battle against an enemy  that lives a condemned life of fear of the dark  ...one need only engage their own folly to allow  them to stumble off the cliffs of their own  making... “ 
—Mike Connor   
Religion and the truth are mutually exclusive. 
—a reader reviewing Cat’s Cradle (no name).   
The Catholic Church now advises "Evil should be thought of as a threatening force that dwells within every individual”, rather than simply an external malevolence, personified as Satan, which tempts people into sin. 
Any chance the divine might eventually be considered as "within every individual" rather than an external....? Naaaa... that would be way too much to hope for... This raises serious questions about what is reality and what is not reality.  
The infallibility of the Church which has upheld that Evil is a real threat is now saying that it is NOT a separate entity.  It is most probably true that mankind is the universe seeking its own self-awareness; it is probably true too that any creature that fails to move forward eventually, changes or slips behind. Extinction is part and parcel of the scheme. Mankind must come to realize that tomorrow is not a given and that it can only exist if we see ourselves in it. The vision that it represents to us must be clear enough that all of humanity realizes its own truth. Religion and politics are divisionary schemes that keep us from each other. But there is nothing more devastating to a social body than an idea, one simple idea whose truth is so profound that no argument can undermine it: if humanity set aside personal rationalizations and accepted that it is the destiny of mankind to build a means to seed the universe. It would be the ultimate survival of the species. 
—Mike Conner 
“A good captain knows his keel and with knowledge and instinct seeks safe passage in the realm of dreams through darkened waters to find the depths and the sounds of refuge to wait out the storms of myth and scheme” 
—Mike Connor 
 

Defining what is by what is not is tricky business ....the most perfect truth is the one that is broken down to its simplest form; discovery is the myth destroyer. 
—Mike Conner 
  
The failing of Christian doctrine and its relationship with the bible is context. 
—Unknown 

If a thing requires belief to exist... it probably doesn't need a book whose only claim to honesty is its own pages.  It is probably founded in the falsehoods of men, not gods. Doctrine is taught by humans.  Doctrine delineates a system of belief as prescribed by humans. Doctrine establishes dogma for humans to follow by humans who have a vested interest in creating a doctrine that will maintain its dogma if a human being has his hand in it.  It is probably corrupt in so saying, a book that is its own validity has a vested interest in maintaining its sacrosanct status. It is a puzzlement that gods need people to exist and books to establish a doctrine that is established by men. Imagine such gods as we have divined with human frailties and human faults in need of people to follow and worship them and keep other humans in control for them and speak for them and interpret for them. It is a bit odd that all these gods anger, and punish and hold the threat of hell to ensure a prescribed behavior.  In fact, it would seem to me that these godly traits seem more akin to human traits than any gods. Our arrogance has always created our gods from our own being. I would propose that any creator that would be capable of creating all of existence in the form of this universe and possibly a million more just like it spread across an expanse inconceivable would be to us as we perceive discussing Socrates to a virus. A grain of sand has as much influence before such a god as we would. Except as our arrogance would allow gods to conform to our own image... of course that god would be perfectly willing to discuss Socrates to us whatever this existence has to offer us.  It does so freely and completely within whatever means we have available to us.  Any need for a god is a need that come from within us, not in any exterior form. There is no reason for belief to exist, religion is merely an emotional response to our existence and nature and there is nothing in our beliefs that cannot be explained in this light.  There is no reason for religion to exist except to appease our own selfish, self-centered, egotistical needs 
—Mike Conner 

There is no better way to outwit the stupid, than to let them speak for themselves. 
—Tim Campbell 
"The evils of tyranny are rarely seen but by him who resists it." 
—John  Hay, 1872 
  
"The whole aim of practical politics is to keep the  populace alarmed—and  thus clamorous to be led to safety -- by menacing it  with an endless series  of hobgoblins, all of them imaginary." 
—H.L.  Mencken 

Men never do evil so completely and cheerfully as when they do it from religious conviction. 
—Blaise Pascal 

Over the course of time, it has become apparent that the way a social phenomena takes root is when a seed gets planted in the form of a revelation, an idea or a question and it, as it is watered and cared for, and the weeds are pulled when they appear.  Eventually the world will be forced to face itself and come to understand that belief and religion are nothing more than our own image in the mirror of existence. 
—Mike Conner 

Here's an interesting quote from the latest  "Watchtower," Jehovah's Witlesses publication:   [quote]   Can The Bible Help Us Today?   "Taking the Bible as a whole, about 1 percent is worth reading, but the rest is irrelevant and out-of-date."  So said one young man. Many would agree with him.  Though the Bible continues to be a bestseller worldwide, millions pay scant attention to it and are unfamiliar with its teachings.   In its 1996 Christmas edition, the German newspaper Suddetsche Zeitung commented that the Bible "has fewer and fewer readers. In the age of the natural sciences and increasing secularization, Biblical accounts appear to many to be strange and difficult to understand." Surveys confirm this report. Some studies reveal that a large number of children do not even know exactly who Jesus is. In one survey, fewer than half of the people interviewed could relate the Biblical stories of the prodigal son and the neighborly Samaritan.   The Swiss Evangelical Church publication Reformiertes Forum states that in Switzerland demand for the Bible is not what it used to be. Even among those who have a copy of the Bible, it often just collects dust on the shelf. In Britain the situation is no different.  According to one survey, although most people have a Bible, the vast majority hardly ever read it. 
—Source Unknown 
  
The bible, lived literally, is an almost unspeakable evil. It creates a life of delusional madness from which complete escape comes only with great effort and difficulty. And considering that a great portion of all humanity labors under this or similar mind-control religious belief systems, it is a great marvel to me that the human animal remains alive. 
— Renee Del Toro 
Voltaire once said  “If there were no God someone would have to invent one”. In anthropology this process is known as a Worldview or Mazeway thinking. Fact has nothing to do with religious thought. Religious view is not based upon fact, but mythological history. It just happens that we here in the West live with a religion that for years has tried to convince people it¹s fact based. They have destroyed records, killed opposition, and oppressed the masses to believe whatever they teach. Most other religions around the world hold to an esoteric doctrine that transcends knowledge and fact. They believe their myths are just that, myths, something beyond knowing and non-provable. They do not claim to be historical or fact based. The last major culture to do that was the Japanese. Which taught their creation myth in their schools up to the end of WWII.  

After the war the West moved in and changed their education system by trying to transplant ours. It could be shown that it was their belief system that made them feel they had the right to do what they did (take over the Pacific Rim). In their system it was preordained that they should rule the East.

Now I believe the same thing can be said about ours. Look at our history, manifest destiny, the right to spread the true word of God, the right to force other to be free. Don¹t get me wrong I am not against America, but I think we should look at the belief system that drives it. We are where we are today because to it, be it good or bad.

Have any of you had the opportunity to watch the Full Gospel snake handlers of West Virginia? It¹s very hard to understand, their religion, the Bible tells them they “should walk by faith not by sight, handle snakes and drink poison” and in doing so people get injured and some die. This makes for a very hard lifestyle and one can¹t help but feel sorry for them. By the same point they feel sorry for us because we lack the faith to drink poisons and handle snakes. We live and they die, go figure. Is this a handbook people should use? No answer needed, just think about it.
—Author Unknown

Why is there no mention of the graves of Mary, Joseph or any other person mentioned in the bible?  Why can’t the true grave of Jesus be found?  Perhaps because they never existed? 
—Mark Smith 
For 5000 years... people have been awaiting and swearing allegiance to an unknown entity that not a single human has ever in fact shown any verifiable evidence of its truth... and in their frustration take out their anger against their fellow man 
—Mike Conner 
"Modern religion is ancient religion in a state of senility." Or, "Modern religion is ancient religion in a state of senility and age-related dementia." 
—Acharya S 
"... Christianity is a monstrous fraud and delusion, that has desolated the earth and filled the spirit world with demons. . . . there is not a tenet, dogma, doctrine, ceremony, form or prayer, fast or feast, title of deity, form of church government, official rank or religious observance of any kind, that is not identical with some prototype to be found in one or more of the more ancient religious systems. . . . no such person, man, or God, as Jesus Christ, had anything to do with establishing the religion that has been taught in his name. . . . To get rid of the damning fact that there is no historical basis for their theological fictions, the Christian priesthood have been guilty of the heinous crime of destroying nearly all traces of the concurrent history of the first two centuries of the Christian era. What little of it they have permitted to come down to us, they have so altered and changed, as to destroy its historical value." 
—JM Roberts, Esq.
You are easier to delude and control when you are ignorant and afraid.  

—Author Unknown

“…Creationism is not a theory. It is a belief. It cannot be questioned, tested, verified and used and is not knowledge 

by any standard of that term.
Acceptance of creationism, by default, becomes a way in which it can also be designed to influence other 

observations or render them as unnecessary such as studies that might include change in existence and the 

evolving nature of reality. Creationism, it seems to me, is an inflexible backward step into a dark, barbaric and 

savage past and in an effort to exercise a balance to not engender a backlash from your readers. You have 

actually sided with them which is, in my opinion, a travesty. 
Look up the ‘scientific method’. I would propose that ‘faith’ as usually defined was actually equating it to  belief

and as such is violation of the concept of knowledge. To accept a current concept, idea, knowledge base or 

theory... based on the criteria available allows one to use it and in so doing, change it.”
—Author Unknown

Knowledge is a river flowing and is as fluid and flexible as life itself. To intermix these concepts of 

acceptance of tested knowledge as faith with the inflexible, static, blind acceptance of belief was not in my 

opinion, worthy of an intelligent observation. However, I do understand your fear in opposing or 

challenging belief-ism... there is nothing they will not do to you in its name but in so saying, you should 

have let it it lie and not brought it up. 
If I were to say that faith, belief, religion, god, spirit, paranormal, supernatural et al were merely emotional 

responses to our existence...nothing more and nothing less, how would one counter? As I see it, no

amount of thought, idea, logic, reason, fact or knowledge can have sway or hold an ounce of influence in 

the realm of belief. No one can argue with what another feels... where belief/faith is concerned, no one 

can actually know what anyone else is experiencing because it is only valid to them.

I, for one, will hold the door open to knowledge. It would appear to me that your answer showed an 

inclination to close it. 

—Mike Conner

I have found that there are two basic methods by which humans come to an acceptance of how existence 

is perceived and use it to guide their actions: there are the Thinkers and the Emotionals.
The Thinkers seek out knowledge and facts and after testing them for validity and usability, tentatively await 

for new information to guide them. "Prove everything, hold fast to that which is good." Or something like that.
The Emotionals don't need to do any of that... they have their book (and gods interpreters?) and accept what 

they are told and react to their environment viscerally.
Emotionals don't have to read, they just react on a snakes level... they strike out at whatever they perceive to 

be a threat or food. I sometimes think that belief-ism is a cop out which assigns its active participation in life to 

empowering an external authority and blindly accepting it as a know all,  omnipotence wherein decisions are 

alleviated and unnecessary... it is a method by which a herd moves in concert.
It would be wise to watch out for their fear that we do not get caught in the mindless stampede. Fanatics easily 

become something less than human.
Here are some examples of where this happens: Genesis 6:5-9... or Deuteronomy 7:1-2 or Joshua 6:21 or 

Joshua 10:40-41, or Genesis 19: Genesis 19:12-26, Joshua 7:20-25, Joshua 8:24, Joshua 10:26,  

Joshua 10:28, Joshua 10:29, Joshua 10:31, Joshua 10:33, Joshua 10:34, Joshua 10:37, Joshua 10:38, 

Numbers 21:2-3, Numbers 21:33-35, Numbers 31:1-18, Deuteronomy 2:21-24, Deuteronomy 2:26-35, 

Judges 4:16 , Exodus 7:3, Exodus 7:13-14, Exodus 12:29-30, King 18:17-40, 2 Kings 2:23-24, 

Samuel 6:19, Samuel 6:6-11, Samuel 24:1-15, Chronicles 13:7-11, Chronicles 21:1-14.
Or am I looking at the wrong bible?
—Mike Conner

"Never attribute to malice that which can be adequately explained by stupidity"  
—Robert Heinlein (Logic of Empire, 1941) 

I couldn't help notice the parallel between religion, ignorance and failed marriages.  Perhaps the marital paradigm 

the church promotes (monogamy) is part of the problem.  The church never sanctioned monogamous marriage 

until the 1100s (until then they usually left it up to local custom) and only got the state involved in an enforcement 

effort to get people to confessional and to pay penance.  It was a money making scheme.  These 'fundies' don't 

even know what their bible really says about marriage (that a man could have as many wife's as he could afford, 

that a married man could sleep with an unmarried woman as long as he paid the bride price. This was not adultery. 

 Adultery is not being married and sleeping with someone you're not married to.  It was the practice of sleeping 

as a married man with a married woman who was the property of another man.  Or as a married woman, it was 

sleeping with anyone else at all, married or not).  Jealousy is a prop for monogamy.  It is all about jealousy.  

Sexual singularity is the singular distinguishing feature of monogamy. It is the only thing that distinguishes it 

from other marital paradigms.  Monogamy ignores jealousy by circumventing any event that might trigger jealous 

feelings, feelings someone then might have to deal with.  Better to deal with the jealousies then to let them lay 

dormant, just under the surface, ready to boil forth whenever the 'need' arises.  Better to get rid of jealousy and 

replace it with compassion and concern that my partner is getting all the satisfaction he/she needs.  It's called l

oving with no strings attached.  It's called responsible non-monogamy.  It takes adult relational maturity to do 

so, and not everyone's up to it.  
There is a direct measurable link between higher education, more liberal sexual views and a decrease in religious i

nvolvement.  All three are big steppingstones in the elimination of silly superstitions and the installation of realistic

relational models (anthropologists know that 950 out of 1100 known cultures in the worlds' history have been 

polygamous. Very few animals are monogamous.  Even geese, who we used to think mated for life, don't. 

And among primates, monogamy is unheard of...let's not even begin a discussion of Bonobo monkeys, et al.)  
The Church is part of this problem (as anyone with half a brain could figure out just by the association of the

higher divorce rates happening in the Bible belt).  The idea that any one person can provide all I need 

emotionally, philosophically, emotionally, socially or sexually is not only incorrect, it's also very dangerous.  

In counseling circles, it’s a process known as 'fusion'.  It causes people to lose sexual semi- autonomy, 

while they are free to be autonomous in all other areas of their lives.  Humans were never made to be 

monogamous and when we try to enforce this social construct on society as it's only legal marital paradigm, 

we ignore the historical facts concerning human sexual relations.  Dogs were meant to be monogamous.  

The Bitch only comes into heat every six months and only the alpha male gets to breed with her.  Human 

male anatomy is very indicative that we're meant for sexual diversity.  The shape of the male penis is 

designed, according to some sexual anthropologists, to remove another mans semen from a woman's 

vagina, hence it's wedge shaped glans, the ridges of which remove semen on the outstroke.  This allows 

removal of most of another man’s semen and the deposit of ones own into a relatively semen free vagina.  
Since we share about 98% of our genetic structure with chimps, an interesting study can be made of their 

sexual practices.  Special attention should be given to Bonobos, as mentioned above, as they use all kinds

of sexual combinations (male/male, female/female, male/female) to reinforce social bonds, to settle disputes, 

to renew acquaintances, etc.  Two males will rub genital to genital, or genital to buttocks after a conflagration 

to help settle nervous tension and to renew their bonds with each other.  Nature holds the key to real human 

sexual morals.  We evolved to behave a certain way and when we construct moral barriers to our real 

(ancient) behavioral patterns, we set up moral conflicts that shouldn't be there. 
We also cause barriers to real intimacy to be established that keep people from showing real, genuine affection. 

Men showing affection to men and the like.  So, when those barriers are removed, many people report true 

feelings of liberation from longstanding sexually repressive morals.  These morals are only the norm 'cause 

we don't know, much less really understand, any other way.  Open marriages, as with open relationships 

of any kind, allow for people diverse needs, likes and dislikes.  We cannot get all we need for the many 

complex areas of human social needs from just one person.  Imagine if you just had one friend. Imagine if 

you only discussed money, politics, religion, world history and the like with just one person.  OK for awhile, 

but not for the long run.  Making people live their married life like the folks in the bible belt want us to isolates 

people from the varied sexual differences in all of us.  Responsible non-monogamy is an emerging lifestyle 

alternative.  All countries in the world that have adopted monogamy as their only marital paradigm have had 

to adjust their thinking and make for allowances:  affairs, discrete liaisons and the like.  Believe you me, 

monogamy is not taught in the Christian bible or any other bible I'm aware of.  And using the church to 

tackle this problems is like throwing oil on the road for better traction.   
—Wade R.

The world, we are told, was created by a God who is both good and omnipotent. Before He created the 

world He foresaw all the pain and misery that it would contain; He is therefore responsible for all of it.  

It is useless to argue that the pain in the world is due to sin. In the first place, this is not true; it is not 

sin that causes rivers to overflow their banks or volcanoes to erupt. 
—Frederik Bendz

It would seem, that the three human impulses embodied in religion are fear, conceit, and hatred.  
—Frederik Bendz

Despite what one may feel... the paranormal and the supernatural do not exist outside the realm of 

ones own emotional response to existence. They are our feelings as we contemplate our place and 

part in nature.
Life before birth and life after death... is an oxymoron.
Belief, faith, religion, god, soul, spirit, paranormal, supernatural And, et al, are wholly contained within 

the individual and cannot be known or experienced by any other human being... no one can know or 

experience what another feels.
These are individual responses as we contemplate our ability to know or be cognizant that we exist... 

and as we say "I Am"... we stand in awe of ourselves and for lack of a better name we call this feeling 

or this experience... god.
To understand that mankind is the universe/nature seeking its own self awareness... we realize that 

as we have evolved so is intelligence the standard of nature... it is all around us in every creature to one 

degree or another. 
It is typical of mankind’s smugness to set himself aside and above existence but if we failed and 

disappeared from this life... it would not be such a great loss to this planet. Nature has provided that 

in a million, or a hundred million years, another intelligence will arise to at least our capability or hopefully 

better. 
If immortality is to be ours... then we will have to invent it. With genetics today, that possibility could 

well become a reality. The tools of our salvation are wholly and totally in our own hands as has been

given to us by this existence. Who and what we are is by virtue of our own determination. It was always 

our responsibility. We will be as we actually, really and truly are or what we want to be.
This phenomenal existence... is what there is. 
Instead of dumping our responsibilities onto some other non-existent super-being to absolve ourselves

drom being all that we can be... we need to get it together before it becomes too late and some fanatic, 

who is totally self-absorbed, pushes a button and ends our chances of success once and forever.
—Mike Conner

By way of observation it would appear that we are born of what is of this existence and we do in fact return 

to it and I can find nothing that suggests that life is anything other than a product of this here and now... 

there is no evidence of anything else.
There is a lot of wishing and pee dancing and hand wringing over the thought that... as Peggy Lee so 

apply sings to us..."Is that all there is?" There is nothing to indicate anything else. 
So if we lived our lives knowing that this is our one and only chance, if we discovered a means to alleviate 

pain and allow us to have lives of 2, 3 or 4 hundred years or even longer... maybe we would do better with it 

and strive to protect it and cherish it and seek to preserve it for others.
Perhaps medicine and science would move out of the greed stage and into the preservation of our being 

in the future and strive toward a higher goal. 
All that there ever has been and all that there will ever be is that which is now... moment birthing moment 

in an ever interacting river  with the ebb and flow and tides and calm of what we can know by what is 

given us to see it by.
A new view of our existence is coming to be more and more important. We can sit back and let the fanatics 

of our Jewish heritage become more and more predominant or we can seek a new way to understand ourselves 

and our existence... we can seek the freedom of our own understanding based in knowledge or the subjugation 

of the fanatic belief systems that have held sway for 5000 years. 
Per haps a way to view it would be that we can remain savage and barbaric, ridden with war and greed 

and power struggles or begin seeking true enlightenment within the world of this our one and only reality. 
—Mike Conner

What is consciousness? The hard-core reductionist will say something like: it is a pattern of information 

caused by a mass of complex proteins. It could be though, that consciousness 'manifests' itself in complex 

proteins, which opens up all kinds of possibilities. For instance, it could be that consciousness manifests 

tself in 'any' sufficiently complex and dynamic system, much like a field effect. If this would be the case, 

then the question of the probability of a post demise awareness residue would be even more intriguing. 

Nature is after complexity and sometimes I think it would be illogical if there wasn't some sort of repository 

for her grandest prize: consciousness.
—Gerard Van Der Harst

Why do I debunk the Bible?  Gee, I dunno, maybe because it's a book of fables being passed off as 

"historical facts," much to the detriment of humankind.  What I love about Bible-thumpers is their gross 

generalizations:  "The impeccable evidence for the veracity of the Bible so eclipses every other document 

in history as to be absolutely beyond reproach."  You have got to be kidding.  Do you even know what 

constitutes "proof" and "evidence?"

If thousands of people spent as much time, money and energy on the Hindu Vedas, I'm sure they could 

pronounce them "impeccably veracious" as well.  Certainly, hundreds of millions of Hindus right now 

would probably make the same blanket statement Unger makes, with no veritable hard evidence, and claim 

that the Vedas are "historical texts."  Fortunately, such statements as Unger's just show how ludicrous is the 

Bible-as-history argument.  Even rabbis admit that the biblical tales are "Midrashic interpretation," i.e., allegory, 

not fact.

Responses such as Unger's are based in conditioning and cultural ignorance and bias, not scholarship or 

science.  How come you're not running around championing the "sacred texts" of other cultures? 

Because you were likely brainwashed from birth by this particular ideology and believe that these others are 

"bad" and "evil."  Blind believers evidently don’t have the brainpower or love to check out other cultures and 

understand them. 

Blind believers are simply unpleasant, rigid, intolerant, arrogant, megalomaniacal and unable to think critically.  

Unger:  "Because no other religious system has had the impact of the Bible.  No other faith contains the truth 

essential to salvation both in this life and the next."  Translation:  "The 'religion' I was brainwashed with is better 

than the one you were brainwashed with.  I am therefore superior to you."
Unger:  "No other has been so irrefutably established on the solid bedrock of historical authenticity. The 

others are obvious mythical fairy tales."  The first statement is absurd.  As to the latter, SO IS 

JUDEO-CHRISTIANITY to those who weren't brainwashed by it.  In fact, unbeknownst to the masses, 

the Bible contains virtually the SAME mythical fairytales you are so smugly denigrating, so I guess we could 

easily toss it aside in the same manner. 

If you are going to blindly believe the story of Moses, for example – with no evidence it ever having taken place 

- why do you not blindly believe the story of Krishna, who was placed by his mother in a reed boat and set adrift 

in a river to be discovered by another woman?  Or of the Akkadian Sargon also was placed in a reed basket 

and set adrift to save his life?  If you are to believe the virgin birth of Jesus, why not that of Attis, or Adonis, 

or Horus?  

Attis was born on December 25th of the Virgin Nana.  He was considered the savior who was slain for the 

salvation of mankind.  His body as bread was eaten by his worshippers.  His priests were "eunuchs for the 

kingdom of heaven."  He was both the Divine Son and the Father.  On "Black Friday," Attis was crucified on

a tree, from which his holy blood ran down to redeem the earth.  He descended into the underworld.  

After three days, Attis was resurrected on March 25th (as tradition held of Jesus) as the "Most High God." 

Why do you not follow the Phrygian savior god Attis, whose story existed hundreds of years prior to the 

Christian era? 

Why not?  Conditioning, cultural bias and ignorance, pure and simple.

Regarding the blanket statements that the Bible has been verified by archaeology, no sir.  It's not at all 

honest to make such statements, particularly when you are not an archaeologist and have not been down 

in the dirt with a figurative microscope.  This "evidence" does not stand up to scientific examination.  

For example, the Tel Dan stela that proponents love to toss around as "evidence" is completely ambiguous. 

Not only is the wording utterly open to interpretation, its provenance is not even certain.  Even if it were a 

reference to "King David," one stela does not prove biblical veracity.  For more on the Tel Dan stela, 

please see http://members.xoom.com/_XOOM/gathas/teldan.htm and 

 http://www.personal.usyd.edu.au/~gathas/archcont.htm.

It seems necessary to constantly remind people that it is not incumbent upon me or anyone else to  

DISPROVE fantastic claims.  It is incumbent upon those who make such outlandish claims to PROVE them.  

Since many of the pertinent tales in the Bible can be found in other, older cultures as MYTHS, it is not possible 

to assert them as "historical facts," no matter how many blanket statements you make.  As the sage said, 

"Extraordinary claims demand extraordinary proof."  Not even ordinary proof is forthcoming. 

Does anyone really enjoy hanging around with religious fanatics?  Not if they're sane. Yet, these unscientific, 

parroting individuals run around forcing their views on everyone else.  No critical thinking or viewpoint is

allowed, or the holder of it will have ridicule heaped upon her or him.  Or, in times when Christianity reigned 

supreme, for example, he or she would be brutally murdered.  Another motive for why I do what I do?  

Gosh, how about the hundreds of millions of people who have been tortured, enslaved and murdered 

in the name of this horrible hoax?

Mankind seriously needs to get a grip.  It is not only ironic but deplorable that fantastic stories are to be 

accepted without challenge, while critical thinking is to be shouted down by ad hominem attacks and epithets.  

Shameful, in fact.  If I were from another planet (and perhaps I am), I would think the human species completely

insane, based on its uncritical "religious" devotion which has caused incalculable turmoil, hatred and warfare.

Come on, folks, let's grow and progress beyond our limited little belief systems forced upon us by so-called 

authorities who have their own agendas.  Let's become better educated by learning about other cultures and 

not using "religion" or "beliefs" as an excuse to be intellectually lazy.  The pursuit of knowledge and the 

understanding of humanity's mythology AS MYTHOLOGY is actually quite liberating, as I know from my 

own experience and as I've been told by many people who have "seen the light." 
—Acharya S

Truth is an ideal that is sought but never found; we settle for what we can determine as the facts upon  their 

having gone through the knowledge mill of test, validity, demonstrability and teach-ability.

Belief is nothing more than an emotion that comes forth to hold a thing as acceptable when there is no basis 

or foundation for its existence except our own dreams, wishes, desires or needs; where a fact exists 

the belief ceases... as I see it, there is absolutely no grounds for belief to have to exist except for those who 

suffer from some sort of an emotional need.   

However, if by "power" you mean the paranormal or supernatural then I would have to say that where truth is 

sought it discovers that we have no "powers" for we are what you see by virtue of what we are capable of actually 

doing.    

On the other hand, what we do have is our abilities which can be shown and demonstrated and are an accumulation 

of our education, our talent, our skill and our ability to use them.
—Mike Conner

“To deny that the power of God’s grace enables homosexuals to live chastely is to deny, effectively, that 

Jesus has risen from the dead.”  [Note: the Catholic Church has officially stated that gay sex is akin to such 

sins as murder and lying.]
—Cardinal Francis George, Chicago Archdiocese

An encapsulation from the introduction of Larousse's Encyclopedia of Mythology
A typical case-history of how myths develop as cultures spreads:-Among the Akan of Ghana, the original social 

system was a number of queen-doms, each containing three or more clans and ruled by a Queen-mother with 

her council of elder women; descent being reckoned in the female line, and each clan having its own animal deity.  

The Akan believed that the world was born from the all-powerful Moon-goddess Ngame, who gave human beings 

souls, as soon as born, by shooting lunar rays into them.  At some time or other, perhaps in the early Middle 

Ages, patriarchal nomads from the Sudan forced the Akans to accept a male Creator, a Sky-god named 

Odomankoma; but failed to destroy Ngame's dispensation.  A compromise myth was agreed upon:  

Odomankoma created the world with hammer and chisel from inert matter, after which Ngame brought it to life.  

These Sudanese invaders also worshipped the seven planetary powers ruling the week - a system originating in 

Babylonia.  (It had spread to Northern Europe, by-passing Greece and Rome; which is why the names of pagan 

deities - Tuisto, Woden, Thor and Frigg - are still attached to Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday and Friday.)  

This extra cult provided the Akan with seven new deities, and the compromise myth made both them and the 

clan-gods bisexual.  Towards the end of the fourteenth century A.D., a social revolution deposed Odomankoma i

n favour of the Universal Sun-god, and altered the myth accordingly.  While Odomankoma ruled, a queen-dom was 

still a queen-dom, the king acting merely as a consort and male representative of the sovereign Queen-mother, 

and being styled 'Son of the Moon': a yearly dying, yearly resurrected, fertility god-ling.  But the gradual welding 

of small queen-doms into city-states, and of city-states into a rich and populous nation, encouraged the High King 

- the king of the dominant city-state - to borrow a foreign custom.  He styled himself "Son of the Sun," as well as 

"Son of the Moon," and claimed limitless authority.  The Sun, which, according to the myth, had hitherto been 

reborn every morning from Ngame, was now worshipped as an eternal god altogether independent of the Moon's 

life-giving function.  New myths appeared when Akan accepted the patriarchal principle, which Sun-worship 

brought in; they began tracing succession through the father, and mothers ceased to be the spiritual heads 

of the household.
—By Robert Graves
 
Who was Attis of Phrygia ?

The story of Attis, the crucified and resurrected Phrygian son of God, predates the Christian savior by 

centuries, in the same area as the gospel tale. Attis shares the following characteristics with Jesus:
·  Attis was born on December 25th of the Virgin Nana. 
·  He was considered the savior who was slain for the salvation of mankind.

· His body as bread was eaten by his worshippers.

· His priests were "eunuchs for the kingdom of heaven."

· He was both the Divine Son and the Father.

· On “Black Friday,” he was crucified on a tree, from which his holy blood ran down to redeem the earth.

· He descended into the underworld.

· After three days, Attis was resurrected on March

· 25th (as tradition held of Jesus) as the "Most High God."
Doane provides detail of the Attis drama, which was recurring blood atonement:

"Attys, who was called the 'Only-Begotten Son' and 'Savior" was worshiped by the Phrygians (who were

regarded as one of the oldest races of Asia Minor). He was represented by them as a man tied to a tree, at 

the foot of which was a lamb, and, without doubt also as a man nailed to the tree, or stake, for we find 

Lactantius making . . . Apollo of Miletus . . . say that:  'He was a mortal according to the flesh; wise 

in miraculous works; but, being arrested by an armed force by command of the Chaldean judges, he s

uffered a death made bitter with nails and stakes.'" 

And in "Christianity Before Christ" Jackson relates:

"In the Attis festival a pine tree was felled on the 22nd of March and an effigy of the god was affixed to

it, thus being slain and hanged on a tree. . . . At night the priests found the tomb illuminated from

within but empty, since on the third day Attis had arisen from the grave."

It should be noted that the drama or passion of Attis took place in what was to become Galatia, and it was

the followers of Attis to whom Paul addressed his Epistle to the Galatians at 3:1: "O foolish Galatians!

Who has bewitched you, before whose eyes Jesus Christ was publicly portrayed as crucified?" Since the

Galatians presumably were not in Jerusalem when Christ was purportedly crucified, we may sensibly ask just 

who this was "publicly portrayed as crucified" before their eyes?  This "portrayal" certainly suggests the 

recurring passion of the cult of Attis. . . . 

The following passion is not the story of Jesus but that of Baal or Bel of Babylon/Phoenicia, as revealed

on a 4,000-year-old tablet now in the British Museum:
· Baal is taken prisoner.

· He is tried in a hall of justice.

· He is tormented and mocked by a rabble.

· He is led away to the mount.

· Baal is taken with two other prisoners, one of whom is released.

· After he is sacrificed on the mount, the rabble goes on a rampage.

· His clothes are taken.

· Baal disappears into a tomb.

· He is sought after by weeping women.

· He is resurrected, appearing to his followers after the stone is rolled away from the tomb. 
—Acharya S

The Bible is no Moral Guide

December 04, 1999

—Chris Allen
National Bible Week is a combination of two bad ideas: 1) the belief that the Bible teaches good moral 

behavior, and 2) the belief that our government should promote it as a moral guide.
The Bible teaches every form of bigotry and fanatical foolishness.  Backed by government support, it has

repeatedly produced horrendous atrocities.  It's no accident that the Ku Klux Klan and the Nazis both

present themselves as Christian organizations. During the Civil War, the Bible easily supported a theology

of slavery to inspire the Southern states. 

Once again the governor and several mayors have officially proclaimed a National Bible Week

celebration and urged us to read the Christian Bible for guidance.  This is in open defiance of the ACLU's

warning that such proclamations violate our First Amendment right to be free from all government

pressure where religious beliefs are concerned.  It seems appropriate then that we should take a look at

one of the foolish moral lessons in the Bible, especially given Utah's spectacular demonstration of

how bad this idea is.

 

In 1981 Salt Lake City mayor Ted Wilson was chairman of the Mayor's Committee for National Bible Week, 

contacting mayors across the county to urge them to proclaim National Bible Week.  Consequently Ted got 

major news coverage when he made his proclamation, including print interviews in which he advised Utahans 

to read the Bible and follow its example.
On the second day of National Bible Week, a young LDS Seminary teacher in training in Logan, opened up his 

Bible and took Ted Wilson's advice.  He read the famous story of Abraham being commanded by God to sacrifice 

his son Isaac as a test of his faith.  Rodney Lundberg saw this as a sign to him from God; in fact he later said he 

heard the Holy Spirit command him to prove his faith in the same way.

Rodney took his 18-month-old son and stabbed him in the abdomen with a kitchen knife.  In the Bible

story, God stopped the sacrifice at the last second and saved Isaac.  Rodney received no such divine

intervention to save his son.  Rodney's wife called an ambulance, but Rodney called back and canceled the 

ambulance, rebuking his wife for her lack of faith. Rodney, his wife, and a neighbor couple prayed over the 

baby to heal it, but it continued to scream and slowly bled to death.

Rodney's murder trial received national attention.  During the trial, an expert witness testified that he

knew of two other child sacrifices inspired by the Bible story.  Rodney was found innocent by reason

of insanity and committed to a mental institution for three years.  He was released early by that

institution to attend Brigham Young University, against the orders of the trial judge.  

 

The Bible contains other stories of child sacrifice, including that of Jeptha's daughter.  God did not

intervene to save her. 

The Bible is full of horrible moral ideas, and nobody should ever recommend it a moral guide.

"The Bible is not the verbally inspired, inerrant word of God; it is just a collection of contradictory, 

discrepant books that were written by superstitious ethnocentrics who thought that the hand of God 

was directing the destiny of the Hebrew people." 
—Farrell Till, 

former minister and missionary for the Church of Christ, 

publisher of Skeptical Review

"I want you to just let a wave of intolerance wash over you. I want you to let a wave of hatred wash over you. 

Yes, hate is good...Our goal is a Christian nation. We have a Biblical duty, we are called by God, to conquer 

this country. We don't want equal time. We don't want pluralism." 
—Randall Terry, founder of Operation Rescue 

quoted in The News-Sentinel, 

Fort Wayne, Indiana. 8-16-93

"Faith is an absolutely marvelous tool. With faith there is no belief that cannot be justified." 
—Rev. Donald Morgan

"It is precisely because Biblical revelation is absolutely authoritative and perspicuous that the scientific 

facts, rightly interpreted, will give the same testimony as that of Scripture. There is not the slightest 

possibility that the facts of science can contradict the Bible." 
—Henry Morris, Scientific Creationism

"For the Christian, earth science is a study of God's creation. As such, it is subject to God's infallible 

Word, the Bible. The final authority of the Christian is not man's observation but God's revelation." 
—Bob Jones, Earth Science for Christian Schools, Bob Jones University Press

"The only way we can determine the true age of the earth is for God to tell us what it is. And since he has told us, very plainly, in the Holy Scriptures that it is several thousand years in age, and no more, that ought to settle all basic questions of terrestrial chronology."
—Henry M. Morris, The Remarkable Birth of Planet Earth 

Strong's Exhaustive Concordance of the Bible helped me uncover hidden or obscure meanings behind the choice of English words used in the King James translation of Hebrew and Greek texts. The words 'foot' and 'horn', I learned, are sometimes used as euphemisms for 'penis' or 'phallus'. 'Uncovering her nakedness' or 'seeing his nakedness' were delicate ways of translating Hebrew terms that actually meant 'having sexual intercourse'. 
Hebrew nouns and verbs translated as 'love' into English often times connoted far more sensuality in their original form than mere platonic love. When 'David loved Jonathan greatly' as is so well described in Chapter Twenty of the First Book of Samuel, the Hebrew verb reeked of erotic sexuality, and the original Hebrew noun often translated merely as 'friend' to describe some biblical relationships actually means 'male lover'. Other nouns closer to the meaning of our word 'companion' were available to those ancient writers if that was all that was intended in the relationship. And when Abraham commanded his servant in Genesis 24:2 to "put, I pray thee, thy hand under my thigh", he was actually ordering the slave to make a symbolic gesture that in today's English might be translated as "squeeze my balls gently, please, as a sign that you swear to do this". The ancient custom of holding on to another man's testicles while swearing an oath explains the origin of our words 'testimony' and 'testament'. 
So, if presumably heterosexual men were not squeamish about fondling another man's genitals, then why would Noah condemn son Ham's descendants forever simply because his son accidentally saw his father in the nude as he lay drunk in a tent? Surely, seeing the genitals of urinating men must have been commonplace in a nomadic existence, not to mention grabbing other men's balls to swear allegiance. So, what actually happened? Many biblical scholars conclude that Ham sodomized his father and my re-creation of the event in Genesis suggests why he may have done so. 
Sometimes the King James Version uses four letter words whose meanings are not so elusive. The word 'piss' appears about eight times, for example. No need there for me to substitute any other word that could possibly be plainer or funnier! And so, I reasoned, if the translators of the King James Version could get away with the use of 'piss' without censorship, then Queen Jane's Version® could justifiably use 'fuck' to translate into plain language those sexual situations obscured in the Bible by quaint word usage. "Adam knew Eve" makes no sense in terms of modern usage of the verb "to know" since he obviously was well acquainted with the world's only other human. "Adam fucked Eve" is a more accurate translation, and it was easy to find many appropriate places to use that as well as other four letter words. 
—Author of the Queen Jane’s Version of the Bible   

Attending church regularly no more makes you a Christian than going to McDonald's regularly makes you a Big Mac. Or to put it another way, just because you live in a barn doesn't mean you're a cow. 
—Author Unknown 
Since early cultures, dozens of which are mentioned in the Bible were lunar or stellar worshipers, early lifetimes were probably measured by "moons" not years.  What would a non-agarian, semi-tropical bunch of herdsman/hunter-gatherers care about years for? Thus Methusulah would be about 900 moons = 70yrs. A bloody good age for a Neolithic herdsman. Of course when they come into contact with an agarian civilisation, years become operative. 
—Author Unknown 
If we still lived in the kind of world that Christianity sanctioned for over 1000 years most of us would still be tilling the Laird's fields and the Abbey's vineyards for 3 days out of the week. On the other 3 days worth of work we'd be paying countless tithes, tolls, taxes. Caught picking nuts in the Squire's forests? Well a good flogging would make the perpetrator think twice about doing that again. Marriages would be pre-arranged for practically everyone. Private property would be non-existent except for bishops, cardinals, barons, counts and other gluttons of privilege. If accused of stealing you'd probably get your hand cut off or your face branded without any kind of a trial.  If one even dared to have an independent thought, it would mean the rack or being burned at the stake. As one historian put it, "the noon of the papacy was the midnight of the world."

And remember this, Reformer Martin Luther called for the slaughter of  thousands of Swabian peasants when they rebelled against their oppressors.

Christianity is the most tragic waste of human energy in the history of the world. It's only been in the last 500 years or so, since the Renaissance, that we've begun to reverse the damage. For it was the rediscovery of the civic and material virtues of the pagan Greeks and Romans, during the Renaissance,  that finally broke the hex of Christianity. The blind abject fatalism that Christianity fostered during its reign has set us back at least 1,500 years. It boggles my mind at least, to think where we'd be if our ancestors had gone a different route. 
—Author Unknown 

I don't believe that people can make up this horrible, self-serving story, and put this insidious "catch-22" in it where-- to know one way or the other-- it is already too late. You have to be dead to know. And you can't ask someone who is dead what the truth is, so it is insidious. At that point, people are free to fabricate whatever self-serving story they want to, and attribute it to "god." But such stories are nonsense and lies.
When I bring home my paycheck, I am "indulging in vanity, gluttony, and greed." When the Christian brings home his paycheck, he is bringing home "the blessings that the lord has bestowed on him to provide for him and his family." What a crock of shit!! And it goes on and on. Just because I'm not brainwashed, does that mean I should be tortured?
And my favorite -- PROVE IT! They can't. There is nothing to prove! Anyway. I have no way of knowing. Their story could be absolutely true. I could die, be judged, and after a desperate last-resort attempt at kissing Jesus' ass, I could be thrown deep into hell where I would agonize forever and ever. But there is no PROOF that such a ridiculous story is true, and even further, there is no way to even GET that proof.
—Unknown 
 

A reader reviews EVOLUTION: THE FOSSILS STILL SAY NO! by Duane T. Gish, Ph.D.

A reader from Arlington, VA , January 20, 1999 
Total ignorance of Science and Humanity.

"To lump Duane Gish and the Institute for Creation Research (ICR) with the lunatic fringe is an insult the lunatic fringe, who (the lunatic fringe, that is) are for the most part, generally harmless and endlessly entertaining. Without them we would never enjoy the laughs at the supermarket checkout line about "I Had an Alien's Baby", "Werewolves Ate My Cows" and "Scientist Confirm - Angels Pilot UFO". That last one I did not make up! The ludicrous drivel in "Evolution: The Fossils Still Says I Don't Know What the Hell I'm Talking About" would be funny if it's grotesque, superstitious nonsense wasn't presented as Science. I am astounded at Gish's near-complete lack of knowledge of the fundamentals of Genetics, Systematics, Chemistry, Molecular Biology, Paleontology, Anthropology, Physics … oh, the list just goes on and on. This is the same tired old creationist self-adulation, which pulls disconnected bits and pieces from legitimate Science and tacks them onto unsubstantiated fundamentalist dogma. Abracadabra, you have a simplistic explanation of creation that is in equal parts demeaning to both the spirit of Science and the spirit of Humanity. According to Gish and his ICR ilk, we all live in a universe devoid of understandable physical laws. Forget logic, forget reason, and forget common-sense. We exist on a battleground, where an eternal war wages ever on, between a maniacal deity with an insatiable ego, who demands constant worship from insignificant creatures, and an supremely evil entity whose powers of chaos and destruction are as merciless as they are unstoppable. Where the physical laws can be usurped at will, our senses cannot be trusted, and any attempt to see ourselves as struggling to be noble and good is waved off as prideful and the residue of Original Sin. How curious, that those who embrace science and evolution are always labeled as godless. Yet whether we are amateur naturalists, weekend fossil hunters, armchair explorers or professional scientists and researchers, it has always been that sense of wonder and beauty we find in nature that spurs us on. From the farthest galaxies, to the oldest dinosaurs, to deepest ocean trenches, or the smallest subatomic particle, we scientists, amateur and professional alike, always strive for the next level of understanding, instead of sticking our superstitious heads in the sand and reveling in our ignorance as if that ignorance were something to be proud. Sorry, but it isn't the amateur and professional scientists who destroy the awe and mystery of the universe. Rather, the hard-line dogmatists, religious fundamentalists and bull-headed canonists who see humankind as a miserable, sinful species whose only salvation is to renounce their reason, natural curiosity and unique intelligence and embrace the irrational dicta of self-appointed apostles while awaiting the apocalypse. The 11th Century has come and gone. The only hobgoblins, devils, demons, incubi and boogie men cavorting and gibbering in the moonlight are bigotry, hunger, ignorance, unreason, and fear."
 

From New Scientist, 21 August 1999
"WE HAVE SAID IT BEFORE, but it appears we must say it again: there can be no such thing as "creation science". The business of science is not to claim any absolute knowledge. As Richard Feynman once put it: "Scientific knowledge is a body of statements of varying degrees of certainty--some most unsure, some nearly sure, none absolutely sure."

Those who begin with an absolute, religious certainty about the origins of the Earth and life cannot study these events as scientists. For that they would need to be able to say at a minimum: "I favour the creationist view but I'm prepared to accept that it might be wrong." What a creation scientist says is: "I will try to use the scientific method to raise doubts about evolutionary theory but I will allow no doubts about my absolute view at all."

Creation scientists are nothing but wolves in sheep's clothing, adopting the guise of open-minded science to disguise their narrow-minded dogma. And unfortunately for the schoolchildren of Kansas, the wolves have been at the school curriculum. The state school board has agreed to remove many evolutionary topics and explanations of the role of natural selection from the curriculum.

By all means let religious fundamentalists preach their ideas to anyone who wants to listen. The vast majority of Christians would, in any case, find little of interest in their literal interpretation of Genesis, nor find evolutionary theory at odds with Christian teaching.

But don't allow them to silence the ideas of others. The school board should hang its collective head in shame." 

King Darius of Persia once summoned the Greeks before him and asked what they thought about eating the corpses of their fathers. The Greeks were appalled at the idea and expressed their utter revulsion. Darius then asked exactly what it will take for a Greek to eat his father's dead body --- he was willing to pay as much as it required. However the Greeks were still abhorrent of the very idea. No amount of money would make them commit so vile an act as to eat human flesh, especially that of their fathers. At this point, Darius brought forth members of an Indian tribe who by custom ate the bodies of their parents. He made them the exact opposite proposition: How much would he have to pay them in order to make them cremate the bodies of their parents. The Indian tribe was taken aback and said that no amount of money would make them commit such a horrid act. The Greek historian Herodotus, who described this incident, concluded the obvious thing from it: That morals are relative to the culture possessing them.

“The world has been cursed with two great evils, kingcraft and priestcraft. Kingcraft, in this country, has been destroyed; priestcraft remains -- a parasitic army preying upon our body politic. Founded upon fraud, the clerical profession, with many honorable exceptions, depends upon fraud for its support. One of its methods I shall expose in this work. While pretending to ignore reason, and intellectually, and worldly greatness, its members yet realize the importance of having the intellectual Titans and the popular heroes of the world upon their side. "Great men may gain nothing from religion, but religion can gain much from great men," said the theological buzzard that daily perched himself beside the dying Grant. At the same time they realize the humiliating fact that it is for the most part the dwarfs, and not the giants of the world, that train with them. One of their number, more honest than his fellows, says: "The great and the wise and the mighty are not with us. These men, the master-minds and imperial leaders among men, are outside our most Christian church." As Saladin observes, "The church would give ten millions of her blockheads for the adherence and support of one man strong enough to hew his name imperishably upon the mountain of adamant into which are cut the names of the immortals." And thus, recognizing the magic influence that a great name carries with it, the clergy have inscribed in the Christian roster the names of hundreds who were total disbelievers in their dogmas. As the venders of quack nostrums attach the forged certificates of distinguished individuals to their worthless drugs, to make them sell, so these theological venders present the manufactured endorsements of the great to make their nostrums popular. Jefferson, Washington, and Franklin have all been denominated Christians, not because they were such, for they were not, but because of the influence that attaches to their names.” 
John E. Remsburg,  19th Century lecturer and author
Robert G. Ingersoll: Man for All Seasons 
The ancient Greek heroes shook their fists at the gods of their day. They disagreed with the deities and noised it about. They were the freethinkers of the ancient world. This annoyed and threatened the priests and the politicians. The heroes usually were killed for their honesty. Socrates was handed hemlock for his disbelief. Over the centuries men and women in all lands, who were so cheeky as to share doubt and spread truth, were put down or set aflame.

Intelligence, however, would not succumb to superstition. The philosophers kept cornering the theologians. Times changed until political power could not protect the preachers from freethinkers. So it came to pass - a freethinker could actually die a natural death. In the last century, the most notable American freethinker was so successful he spoke to more people than any prelate, politician or president. Robert G. Ingersoll was known as the greatest orator our country ever produced. A hundred years ago, everyone knew of him. His death, in 1899, caused a collective sigh of relief by the clergy. Although he has remained in print since 1876, he seems forgotten by all except freethinkers and religious historians. Here is a sampling of Ingersoll's insightful prose:
"John Calvin was of a pallid, bloodless complexion, thin, sickly, irritable, gloomy, impatient, tyrannical, heartless, and infamous. He was a strange compound of revengeful morality, malicious forgiveness, ferocious charity, egotistic humility, and a kind of hellish justice. In other words, he was as near like the God of the Old Testament as his health permitted."


"Laughing has always been considered by the theologians as a crime. Ministers have always said you will have no respect for our ideas unless you are solemn. Solemnity is a condition precedent to believing anything without evidence. And if you can only get a man solemn enough, awed enough, he will believe anything."

"Jehovah was not a moral god. He had all the vices and he lacked all the virtues. He generally carried out all his threats, but he never faithfully kept a promise."

"The government of God was tried in Geneva when John Calvin was his representative. Under this government of God, the flames climbed around the limbs and blinded the eyes of Michael Servitus, because he dared to express an honest thought. This government of God was established in New England and the result was that Quakers were hanged or burned. This government of God was established in Spain, and the Jews were expelled. This government of God was in the U.S. when slavery was regarded as a divine institution. The pulpit of that day defended the buying and selling of women and babes. The mouths of the slave-traders were filled with passages of Scripture, defending and upholding traffic in human flesh." 
In theology class, under Jesuit tutelage, my favorite question was, "How come?" It was never answered. If I had read Ingersoll earlier, I would have had the Jebbies tearing their gowns. Here he is on theology: "I will give my definition of metaphysics: Two fools get together; each admits what neither can prove, and there-upon both of them say, 'Hence we infer.' That is all there is of metaphysics."
John Patrick Michael Murphy 
Compiled Jan-Aug 2000
 

"There are no witches. The witch text remains; only the practice has changed. Hell fire is gone, 
but the text remains. Infant damnation is gone, but the text remains. More than two hundred 
death penalties are gone from the law books, but the texts that authorized them remain." 
--Mark Twain
 

 

Zukav's and Capra's first books drawing connections to quantum physics principles and Eastern 

philosophy were followed by Talbot's Holographic  Universe and Sabom's works. Although the first are 

paramount efforts  they  took quantum physics on a metaphysical boat ride which steered a little  off  

reality. It is proper to discuss that Eastern philosophy runs PARALLEL  to  quantum physics principles 

but they do not merge as single premise,  they are  remarkably similar in many respects. These early 

authors gave rise to a  metaphysical side of quantum physics which is not entirely true. We  often  

hear of the Holographic model and all these claims but if you read  Wilber's  statements on the matter 

you can see he is correct in that something is  missing and its pushing the metaphysical envelope of 

quantum physics.  (ref:  Wilber's Eye to Eye) 

The idea that spiritual beings exist in some '5th dimension' or unseen realm is not quantum physics 

nor does it approach scientific ground on the matter.  Yes, reality is for the most part an illusion, as 

Einstein stated. "the current reality is an illusion, albeit a very persistent one." If you go down small 

enough material realism breaks down and instead of finding reality consisting of smaller and smaller 

pieces of matter, we find  matter ceases to exist, there is in effect really nothing here! Hence the idea

reality is an illusion which also agrees with the Eastern philosophy schools. When people speak of 

souls and spirits, ascended masters,  aliens in another dimension science doesn't offer a hint to how 

all this could be remotely possible. Dimensions are often misunderstood as alternate realms of reality 

and this is very incorrect. We simply cannot draw a conclusion  or probability that other realms of 

existence in effect exist. There seems to be a quantum based subreality not consisting of matter and 

that's that.  

Certainly no parallel reality to our own an unseen mirror if you will.  Energy can be measured, 

quantified and detected. With billions of spirits running around somewhere and massive energy fields 

of god or gods, it would seem we [should have already] stumbled on something. There is also a lot of 

misconception concerning the light speed  barrier, this theory/law that Einstein originated means that 

matter/mass cannot be  accelerated to light speed or beyond in temporal space time. Light photon's 

have no mass and pushing them beyond L1 does not break Einstein's EPR  paradox. Also developing 

a warp field, wormhole, or fold of space does  not  violate the EPR paradox of light speed because this 

type of exceeding light speed is no longer temporal space time, an object in effect leaves temporal  

space-time and exists on a level we are only guessing at. They theorize a 'warp bubble' could encase 

an object thereby creating its own reality within and it could move through quantum space. In fact we 

do not know for  certain if this can be done--it is projected theory. 

The conformation of the ‘Non-locality’ principle of quantum physics in 1982 also does not violate the 

EPR paradox. Instantaneous signalling or communication takes place   between particles regardless 

of distance, this is faster than light also. This also gave rise to the idea that a quantum based 

is the underlying  essence of the universe itself, detailed in the philosophy of monistic idealism. 

This underlying essence consciousness of which all matter is  manifested could be the deep 

psychological root of our religious drive  to reunite with our origin. The fact is that this essence 

consciousness is not a deity, an it, or a thing much less a anthropomorphic god.  Most religious 

people looked over it not realizing this is staring right at the idea of complete transcendence, the 

Tao, Brahman, the void, the ramifications are staggering to those who know of the Eastern teachings. 

Perhaps if an energy does sustain upon the death of a living creature  it  remerges with this essence 

consciousness giving rise to our ancient  ideas of  reincarnation, eternal life, the 'soul', spirits, etc. 

Even Jung's idea of a collective consciousness hints at this as well. Our very deep primitive conceptions

of gods or god could relate to this core consciousness  origin we have. One of the problems in 

examining it is the conception of  consciousness we have which is largely anthropomorphic, human 

consciousness is one thing,  everything has its own level of perception and awareness. The 

consciousness of nonlocality is not a entity consciousness with thoughts as we know  them. 

‘A subtle essence is the spirit of the whole universe, tat tvam asi,  thou art that."  So when we speak 

of souls and spirits, gods and devils (oh my) we must understand nothing exists outside this reality 

because there is no parallel reality or multiple realms that science can offer us a hint of. One thing is 

for certain the models offered to us through our various religions cannot be the truth of the matter and 

our ideas of god are way off base. We can also assure ourselves that were there an infinitely more 

intelligent source in the universe which claims us, it could not avoid making itself known in a more 

certain way than through the ignorant stupidity we have developed called religion and belief.
 --P.Angle
 Holy land?...hmmm,

 if

     god exists and

     god is holy and

     god is omnipresent

then

     all the universe is holy

     all the time

That would include every square inch of the Earth I guess.  Religionists mostly defy logic.  It's like a 

child who makes up a story to back up a story that they made up earlier.  The Pope even resembles 

a child who went into their parents closet and came out with clothes that were too big, complete with 

a funny hat and goofy slippers.
--L. Johnston  
Using the term 'holy land' to describe the nation of Israel is surely a byproduct of cultural indoctrination.  A remnant of our ignorance as a 'Christian' nation.  I cannot believe people when they say to me "I'm going on a pilgrimage to the Holy Land", as if I automatically agree with them that where they're going is truly holy.  Is this just assumed by most people?  The problem with assume is that it makes an 'ass' out of 'u' and 'me'.  
--W. Rogers
The type of changes in thinking many of us wish would dawn upon the human race take generations.  

It's not something we'll effect overnight.  Old paradigms die a slow death, then they stink for awhile.  

This dear friends is our charge.  To show others the path to satori, to challenge their narrow 

mindedness, to give them the tools (facts, knowledge, etc) to help them open their own eyes, ears 

and most importantly, their minds.  You CAN lead a horse to water...you just have to pull on the reins 

hard enough to get the horses attention!  I would suggest the next time someone uses the term holy 

land to describe the very small patch of soil the 'Nation' of Israel occupies, you ask them 'which Holy 

Land'?  The jungles of Cambodia, the Shinto temples in Japan that act as way stations to Mt. Fuji, the 

high mountains of the Andes where children were taken, drugged then clubbed to death as an offering 

to the gods, Yellowstone National park which Native Americans considered holy, Navajo mountain in 

southern Utah which many of my former Navajo friends considered the most sacred place on the 

planet?  Just which 'holy land' are you speaking of?  I thought the Earth Itself was holy.  It is the ground 

we all live on, contains the air we all breath, the water we all drink and the food we all eat.  Forget going 

anywhere else to visit holy land.  I'm standing on a pretty good patch of it right now... 
-- Acharya S
It is time to drop the culturally biased phrase  "Holy  Land" when referring to Israel.  Most non-Jews and

non-Christians in the world, including billions of  Muslims, Buddhists and Hindus, as well as the  

hundreds  of millions of non-religionists, do not consider  Israel to be the "Holy Land."  Prior to the 

Christian era, Greece, Rome and Egypt  were considered the "Holy Land" by their respective  

inhabitants and others.  The sanctity of a site  depends on human interpretation, and has varied from

place to place and era to era.  It is in fact a  cultural artifact, as is, in the end, the Bible.

To say that one place, country, nation or culture is  the "Holy Land," while all the rest are not, is  

culturally biased, prejudicial and bigoted, pure and  simple.  Why Israel but not Sweden?  Or anywhere 

else  for that matter?

One would think that such lush locales as Hawaii or  Fiji would constitute "Holy Land" more than a 

barren desert.
--Wade R. 
To say that you have found a thing you cannot explain means you are a member of the human race... but that does not mean you should accept someone else's blindness as your own. It means that in having found  such a thing... if we have need to know more, we should apply all our skills and abilities to investigate it further until it becomes explained. There is absolutely nothing that cannot come to be known given time and the proper information. 
  
--M. Connor 
G.’W’. Bush has stated he is against abortion in most cases. His plan to deal with teenage pregnancy is by having the schools teach abstinence.

Why not deal with all of society's problems by simply telling people not to engage in certain activities?  For instance, the government should tell large corporations to stop polluting, tell speeders to go the speed limit, tell politicians not to sell their votes to special interest, tell murderers not to kill, tell all citizens not to be prejudice, etc. If simply telling people not to engage in certain activities was effective we would not need prisons.

Nature only asks one thing of each living organism; that it to reproduce as soon as possible. Do we really think Bush's idea to tell teenagers not to follow the call of nature will be effective in stopping teenage pregnancy. The problem is not a lack of abstinence, the problem is unwanted pregnancies. It can be better dealt by educating teenagers of the consequences of pregnancy.
--Wade R.
  
There are no historical references of Jesus outside of church sources. Actually, the name Jesus is also translated Joshua or Jehoshua I believe and there were plenty of them around Palestine at the time.  One must always be careful when trying to separate fact from fiction.  It was a common practice to take historical places and events and intertwine them with mythological characters.  It added a human touch a story that was otherwise nothing more than a dry history lesson.  Actually, this technique is much in use today in Hollywood.  They're called docudramas.  Part fact, part fiction.  Loosely based on historical events and places with characters added to create a moving story.  One people could tell over and over again because there was a face or person attached to the story.  
It is a fact that Herod lived and ruled in Palestine and that Pilate was sent there by Rome.  It is a fact that the Romans executed criminals by nailing them to either a cross or a pole, but they never allow people near the scene, as the New Testament says Christ’s mother was at the foot of his cross (and that the two of them carried on a conversation.  Drama, pure and simple).  This is an embellishment, designed to add drama and emotion to the story.  The fact that this event is recorded in the New Testament thusly is a pretty good indicator that the author wasn't there and didn't understand Roman customs.  
You see this time and time again in the Bible.  
My feeling is that many of the biblical stories were events that happened in other cultures that the authors bastardized (Judaised) to help create cultural identity and a sense of nationalism.  You see this in the story of the Exodus.  Perhaps the Hebrews were in Egypt at some point.  There is an Egyptian inscription that mentions Pharaoh being vexed by 'the foreigners' and allowing them to go free after plagues ravaged the land.  The Hebrews then, retelling the story of their flight from Egypt embellished that story with the character of Moses (Mises) which they borrowed from the Egyptians, along with a simplified version of the code of Hammurabi, a miraculous story about how a burning bush that isn't consumed communicated this law to Moses (see the drama here?  Lots of Oooohhhhhhs and Aaaaaaaaahhhhhhhs concerning the burning bush), along with some aspect of monotheism.  
Monotheism was not original with them, but they liked the idea because it helped centralize power and authority.  Rather than having all the tribes running around chasing whatever god they wished, they forcibly outlawed the worship of all gods but Yahweh.  I seriously doubt that Gautama Buddha, upon reaching the Shaolin temple in China retired to a cave for 7 years and meditated so fervently that he burned a hole in the back of the cave, or that, in order to keep from falling asleep during meditation, he had someone cut off his eyelids, but that's the story folks.  Again, some history and a lot of drama.  
There is always some truth in myth, whether that truth is the nation in which the story supposedly took place, or the time of year it was, or that Pilate was in Palestine, or that Atlantis (or some city) was wiped off the face of the earth by a natural occurrence.  Separating fact from fiction is not done with a hammer and chisel, but rather with a scholastic scalpel and a liberal dose of academic anesthesia, which then dulls the mind to cultural bigotry and bias thereby allowing one to separate what is from what is not.  
--Acharya S
“The mystery of life is manmade, not God-made. When an ignorant priesthood introduced the supernatural into a perfectly natural universe, it threw confusion into the human mind. The result was a myriad of warring religions and philosophies all trying like the blind men with the elephant, to explain the whole by something felt (emotional) instead of seen (mental).” 
“Let us realize that priests are not revealers of truth but only keepers of traditions, and that the purpose of both the scribes and their later translators was not to reveal the truth but to lay the basis of a theistic religion, based on the supernatural and the terrifying.”   
--Deceptions and Myths of the Bible by Lloyd Graham 
“We inhabit a universe where atoms are made in the centers of stars; where each second a thousand suns are born; where life is sparked by sunlight and lightning in the airs and waters of youthful planets; where the raw material for biological evolution is sometimes made by the explosion of a star halfway across the Milky Way; where a thing as beautiful as a galaxy is formed a hundred billion times--a Cosmos of quasars and quarks, snowflakes and fireflies, where there may be black holes and other universes and extraterrestrial civilizations whose radio messages are at this moment reaching the Earth. How pallid by comparison are the pretensions of superstition and pseudoscience; how important it is for us to pursue and understand science, that characteristically human endeavor.” 
--Carl Sagan, Cosmos 
“And the Son of God died, which is immediately credible because it is absurd.  And buried, he rose again, which is certain because it is implausible.”   
-Tertullian  
"The First Amendment has erected a wall between church and  state.  That wall must be kept high and 

impregnable.  We  could not approve the slightest breach." 
--[Hugo L. Black, U.S. Supreme Court Justice, majority opinion in Everson v. Board ofEducation,  330 U.S. 1 (1947),last words]

"Neither a state nor the Federal Government can, openly or secretly, participate in the affairs of any 

religious organizations or groups and vice versa.  In the words of Jefferson, the clause against 

establishment of religion by law was intended to erect 'a wall of separation between church and state."
--[Hugo L. Black, U.S. Supreme Court Justice,majority opinion in Everson v. Board of Education, 330 U.S. 1 (1947)]

"To surrender to ignorance and call it God has always been premature, and it remains premature today."
 --Isaac Asimov

"Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 

thereof." 
--First Amendment, Bill of Rights, U.S. Constitution
"If god doesn't like the way I live, Let him tell me, not you." 
--[As seen on a button]
"I think I'll believe in Gosh instead of God.  If you don't  believe in Gosh too, you'll be darned to heck."
--?
"...in matters of faith, inconvenient evidence is always suppressed while contradictions go unnoticed."
--Gore Vidal
St. Augustine found lying among the clergy so prevalent that he wrote two books about it.
--(De Mendacio in 395 A.D. and Contra Mendacium in 420 A.D.), urging that it stop. 

[Gordon Stein, _A Second Anthology of Atheism and Rationalism_,p. 65] 
  
"One might be asked "How can you prove that a god does  not exist?" One can only reply that it is 

scarcely necessary to disprove what has never been proved."  

--David A. Spitz

"Reality is that which, when you stop believing in it, doesn't go away." 
--Philip K. Dick
Proof that Jesus want imbeciles in Heaven with Him: "I thank thee, Father, Lord of heaven and earth, that thou hast hidden these things from the wise and understanding and revealed them to babes..."
--Jesus, Matthew 11:25 
Proof that Jesus was running a secret mystery school: "To you has been given the secret of the 

kingdom of God, but to those outside everything is in parables; so that they may indeed see but not 

perceive, and may indeed hear but not understand..." (This is a typical method employeed by historic 

mystery schools.)
--Jesus, Mark 4:11-12
Generally, it has always been the belief of Christian Churches that as a newborn you did not as yet have an immortal soul. Prior to Roe vs. Wade one acquired a soul and became a child of God only at the time of one's baptism. A new born infant that died before being baptized could not even enter the Kingdom of Heaven because it had not yet achieved the status of a human being. In Catholic teachings the deceased infant would enter into a state of limbo until its soul could be properly judged. In some Christian sects the unbaptized newborn was considered an evil thing, no more than an animal. But after Roe v. Wade the zygote was suddenly promoted to a full fledged, soul bearing, card carrying Christian and the Catholic state of limbo miraculously vanished. The new status of the embryo has nothing to do with traditional teachings of the Church. It was conveniently invented as a political ploy for the right wing to counter the left. Thus, the fetus was officially, perversely, transformed into a political football and our elected officials began wielding the power of the Church in matters of State. 
--TJ McLaughlin 
“It is a constant source of amazement to "freethinkers," rationalists and assorted (other) scholars and scientists that it is considered virtuous to blindly believe in the words of a man or a group of men concerning the matters of "faith" and "religion," when, if religion were to have any meaning at all, it would be about reality, honesty and integrity.  There is little honest or righteous about blindly accepting and then promulgating beliefs one has not thoroughly investigated.  Such behavior – and subsequent name-calling and threats when the sale of these sacrosanct shoddy goods falls through – should be considered the realm of the con artist, rather than that of a seeker of truth.”
--Acharya S, reviewing Earl Doherty’s book, The Jesus Puzzle.  
  
"Throughout the last 400 years, during which the growth of science had gradually shown men how to acquire knowledge of the ways of nature and mastery over natural forces, the clergy have fought a losing battle against science, in astronomy and geology, in anatomy and physiology, in biology and psychology and sociology.  Ousted from one position, they have taken up another.  After being worsted in astronomy, they did their best to prevent the rise of geology;  they fought against Darwin in biology, and at the present time they fight against scientific theories of psychology and education.  At each stage, they try to make the public forget their earlier obscurantism, in order that their present obscurantism may not be recognized for what it is."   
--Bertrand Russell,  
"An Outline of Intellectual Rubbish" (1943)
  in Bertrand Russell on God and Religion  
(Buffalo, NY: Prometheus, 1986), p. 209.  
The Ancient Semitic Moon-Goddess
All Semites had once a cult of the moon as supreme power.  When Mohammed overthrew the old 

religion of Arabia, he did not dare get rid of the moon cult in a radical manner.  Only much later was he 

powerful enough to forbid prostration before the moon (Koran Sure 4:37).  Before Islamic times the 

moon deity was the most prominent object of cults in ancient Arabia. Arab women still insist that the 

moon is the parent of mankind. 

Sir G. Rowlinson traces the name Chaldeans back to the designation of the ancient capital Ur (Chur) 

to be translated as moon-worshipers. The Semitic moon-god was "the special deity and protector of 

women."  

The Babylonians worshiped the goddess Ishtar, who is identical with the great Arabian goddess and 

has the epithet Our Lady. . . She also has the title Queen of Heaven, which really means the Queen 

of the Stars. She was horned and was, as all lunar goddesses, represented by a heavenly cow. 

The Hebrew tribes, or rather their ancestors, were the latest wave of migrants from Arabia. The cult of 

their god was associated with Mount Sinai - the mountain of the moon. The experts assume that the 

name Sinai derived from Sin, the name of the Babylonian moon-god. In Exodus (3:1) Sinai is called the 

"mountain of the Elohim. This suggests that it has long been sacred." 

In the Old Testament, which is a collection of much earlier, often edited writings, the moon appears as 

a power of good (Deut. 33:4) or of evil (Ps. 12:16). Traces of ancient moon-worship were energetically 

removed from the text by later editors.  A few remained, however, and can be recognized in the 

prohibitions of Deuteronomy. In 4:19 the Israelites are warned:  "And lest thou lift up thine eyes upon 

heaven, and when thou seest the sun, and the moon, and the stars, even all the host of heaven, and 

be led astray to worship them, and serve them," and in 17:3 the punishment of stoning is prescribed 

for the person who "hath gone and served other gods, and worshipped them, either the sun, or moon, 

or any of the host of heaven . . . "  The Lord predicts (Jer. 8:2) that the bones of kings and princes of 

Judah will not be buried, but spread "before the sun, and the moon, and all the hosts of heaven, whom

they have loved, and whom they have served, and whom they have worshipped." 

--From "Pagan Rites in Judaism" by Theodor Reik, a Jewish sociologist:
 

The basic gospel fable revolves around the sun, etc.  And, Apollonius was the biggest basis for Paul.

Indeed, I have been doing some brainstorming with a friend and we've come up with a very interesting 

scenario for Apollonius's involvement in the creation of Christianity.  "Paul" (Apollonius) is addressing 

his various letters and comments towards one "Titus," which we have concluded is Vespasian's son, 

the emperor Titus.  According to the "history," Apollonius was close with Vespasian and Titus, which i

s a bit mind-boggling considering that Apollonius was supposedly a vegan member of the Essenelike 

brotherhood that permeated the Mediterranean and elsewhere.  Titus, on the other hand, gave the 

Colisseum its great glory, with 100 days straight of brutal death.

I've had further epiphany on this subject, but . . . perhaps you'd like to figure it out yourself?  Or would 

you like to quote me?  :) 
--Acharya S [You have been quoted!]

There were not just "2 gods" but countless gods in the OT.  The infamous Elohim, Canaanite gods turned into Yahweh.  Yahweh, in fact, was but one of the local gods, the one used in war.  The Hebrews/Israelites didn't much care for him the rest of the time. 

One of "Abraham's" gods was El Shaddai, the Lord Almighty.  Of course, Abraham himself is a god (Brahma) turned into a patriarch.  So, if you add the mythical patriarchs into the gods-equation, we've got dozens of gods in the OT.  
--Acharya S 
The concept that Jesus was based on Apollonius goes way back, to the third and fourth centuries. 

Yes, that is the standard take on things.  Yet, I have yet to see one concrete aspect of Apollonius' "life" 

that is in line with the solar myth of the New Testament.  I believe the Apollonius-Jesus thesis is based 

mainly on the ability to work healing miracles.  But such is standard fare in the world of mythology.  In 

fact, Jesus' specific miracles can be found in large part in the story of Horus, among others, including 

the Greek god Aesclepius.

As you say, however, and as I outline in Christ Con, Apollonius's story is very similar to that of "Paul."  

In fact, I am certain that Paul was in large part based on Apollonius. 
--Acharya S
Actually, the question of whether Jews are a race, religion or ethnicity is as old as the hills.  They are 

definitely not a race, as there are Chinese Jews, Ethiopian Jews, Indian Jews, European Jews and 

(relatively few) Semitic Jews.  Judaism is like Christianity:  Christians are NOT a race.  Nor are 

Buddhists, or Hindus, or Muslims. The brainwashing, however, does produce a certain "ethnicity" 

or "people," if you will, who are quite similar in their cultlike habits. 

Theodor Reik's "Pagan Rites in Judaism" has produced some interesting insights.  He speaks of 

the various peculiar sacred objects, such as the sukkoth, or booths; the tephillin, or phylacteries with 

the scrolls in them worn on the head; and the zikkith, or prayer shawls.  He traces the booths to the 

Stone Age, while the other two are totemic objects of the worship of the ram-god!  Also included in 

this ram-worship is the benediction hand gesture, the split-fingered live-long-and-prosper Spock sign.  

This gesture, made by the cohanim, or priests, at various ceremonies, is, by Reik's erudite 

assessment, is an emulation of the cloven-hoof of the ram.

All of this rumination (!) basically reveals what I state in Christ Con:  That the Jews/Judeans are a 

remnant of the Age of Aries, that they refused to give up their practices and move into the Age of 

Pisces, as did their northern kingdom kin, the Israelites, who were highly responsible for the creation 

of Christianity with its Piscean solar-fish avatar, Jesus.   

Such is an ironic development, considering that the original "Israelites," or Abramites, left India because 

the priesthood there refused to move from the Age of Taurus into the Age of Aries.  As did the 

Egyptians, which explains in part any "exodus."  This transition is reflected in the fable of Moses and 

the Golden Calf:  No longer was the Bull of Taurus to be worshipped and sacrified; instead, it was to 

be the Ram of Aries.  The Israelites were intent on developing the religion for the Age of Aries.  And the 

Jews have been stuck there ever since. 
--Acharya S 
There were lots of comments about what the founding fathers thought, with the implication that their wishes should govern our attitude to the separation of church and state. Seems to me that the founding fathers allowed slavery and denied the vote to women. Yes, they were brilliant in their application of political restraints for government, but their morality was an 18th century morality, vastly inferior to ours. (Especially if you are black or female, but also if you are Irish, Catholic, Jewish, physically disabled, homosexual, or otherwise different.) 
The following is in part devil's advocacy: For centuries, organized religion has been a restraint to the growth of tolerance. Want modern examples of religious governments? Try being Islamic in Israel, or Catholic in Northern Ireland, or Christian in Iran, or Hindu in Pakistan, or Muslim in Serbia. Those who believe organized religion is a force for morality forget religious wars, religious persecution, religious prejudice, religious discrimination, and religious intolerance. Those people who think "if only we were all Christian" ignore the miserable state of Europe in medieval times with the death penalty for stealing, burning at the stake for heresy, frequent use of torture, the lord exercising his first right to sex for all peasant brides, extremely high crime and violence rates, no social safety net, impaled heads on the gates of London, etc., etc.  
Before we allow religious intrusion into schools, first the religious need to defend their unproven belief that religion improves man. 
--? 
 Satan is known as the "Great Deceiver", but who is a greater deceiver than an entity (Yahweh, aka 

"Biblegod") who takes joy in torturing and murdering people, whose primary religious tenet is not to be 

kind or do good works but simply to worship him, who tells people to kill homosexuals, kill sorceresses, 

kill those who worship other gods, kill those who curse their parents, and kill those who violate the 

Sabbath--who creates imperfect beings and then kills them because they are imperfect. Clearly, 

such a being is evil incarnate,  Satan himself. Unquestionably, Yahweh is Satan, the greatest deception 

of  all.

The Bible even gives clues that Yahweh is Satan. In john 8:44 Jesus points out that Satan was a 

murderer from the beginning, yet the murderer at  the beginning of modern biblical time was Yahweh, 

who destroyed the whole population of earth save Noah and his family. And while that verse is subject 

to other interpretations, there are two other bible verses which clearly and undeniably state that Yahweh 

is Satan. 2 Samuel 24 states clearly that Biblegod incited David to take a census of Israel. Yet when the 

same incident is discussed at 1 Chronicles 21, the story says that SATAN incited David to take a 

census of Israel. Clearly, the bible indicates that Yahweh and Satan are interchangeable, that they are 

indeed one and the same.

Christians, Jews and Muslims are therefore worshipping Satan.
--M. Nave 
I took a class once is was ostensively about the "Founding of Rome" but was more a class on 

Machievellianism. My professor's basic take on politics at least as they are practiced to day in the U.S. 

is that everyone worships the "God of their ideology" (not quite sure if that's right, I'd have to check my 

notes, but you get the idea) According to him people tend to develop political beliefs not rationally held 

notions. And that politics like many religions becomes symbolic as a result. Also like religion it offers a 

moral code and tells the people what they want to hear. One way of looking at it religion is a privately 

held-belief system whereas politics is a publicly held one. Of course politics as practiced is really the 

expression of one's moral and religious code in a "practical" public manner. Why is it do you suppose 

that some of the most  politically unstable areas have some of the most bitter religious rivalries i.e. N. 

Ireland, Bosnia, the Mid-east?

Of course when you look at the U.S. political system then one realizes that it is most definitely not 

Christ that is worshiped, but the Almighty Dollar.  Basically it stems from dogmatic belief. As R.A. 

Wilson says "belief is the death of intelligence" so there you go. 

". . .until you have internalized the realization that the Universe is infinite chaos and any model you make 

at a date cannot possibly contain all of it but only represents the mixture of your knowledge and 

ignorance at that date"
--Dave 
On our immortal soul: "All you need, is some odorless paint, and a chimpanzee. Wait until it sleeps. Then paint a red dot on its forehead. After it awakes, it will go about its daily business. Now, give it a mirror... upon seeing itself, the ape will grab its head, and will try to remove the dot, even after you've taken away the mirror. The (idea of the) dot will become an obsession for the beast.

Apparently, chimpanzees are self aware, and like humans, they are also survival machines. The ingredients are there; the concept of the immortal soul, an accident waiting to happen. 

Maybe not. Maybe it's just us. Boy, do we want to live! Billions of us have signed up for eternity at the various recruitment centers we call religion. Fucking morons. Has it ever occurred to them, that the moment it loses the confines of mortality, existence loses all? Of course not! Imbeciles. 

Useless survival automats, that's what they are. 

I have a better idea: get the blueprint. Reverse engineer the universe and everything in it if you have to, but find that goddamn on/off switch! I'm getting sick of that to be or not be shit. Until I can choose as often as I like, until I can both be and not be, I consider this situation of ours an insult. 

Eternity is for dumb ass cowards.”
--GH 
In Galatians 3:13, Paul attempts to interpret the Deuteronomy 21:22  passage as a means to forsake 

the law of the covenant, the Holy Torah Law of Moses. He states the passage as follows, "Christ bought 

us freedom from the curse of the law by becoming for our sake an accursed thing, for the scripture 

says, 'A curse is on everyone who is hanged on a gibbet." The idea that anyone hanged on a gibbet or 

cross is under a curse was entirely alien to Pharisee thought and the Pharisee teachers did not interpret 

the Deuteronomy passage in this way. The following is the ratified and official version of the passage in 

question existing in countless Bibles. "When a man is convicted of a capitol offense and is put to death, 

you shall hang him on a gibbet; but his body shall not remain on the gibbet overnight; you shall bury him 

on the same day, for a hanged man is offensive in the sight of God."-Deut. 21:22.[the above is a ratified 

Hebrew translation of Deut, this is KJV of 22 and 23, "And if a man have committed a sin worthy of 

death, and he be to be put to death, and thou hang him on a tree: His body shall not remain all night 

upon the tree, but thou shalt in any wise bury him that day; (for he that is hanged is accursed of God;) 

that thy land be not defiled, which the LORD thy God giveth thee for an inheritance.

As you can see in no way can one interpret Paul's viewpoint into this passage. It is also referring to 

hanging, the Jews never crucified anyone, that was a Roman execution. It was standard practice to 

bury executed criminals after their death. It was because of this law the Romans would deliberately 

leave the bodies hanging for days to offend the Jews, they would also throw the bodies in a mass grave. 

For Paul to claim Jesus had become accursed and this negated the Law is beyond the reach of any 

Jew much less a messianic zealot. He has made millions disregard the Bible God's Laws and pay no 

observance to the Jewish Holidays and the Sabbath is not even recognized on Saturday as commanded.

 Should by some slim chance the Bible God exists the Christian's will be the first off the diving boards 

into hell.
--JM
Some people need demons, and gays are a convenient target. When racism or homophobia come up 

in conversation, my response is to ask "How does that Hurt  YOU? In real, objective terms, how does 

that hurt you? In real world, injury or dollar terms tell me how you’ve been hurt.". Not surprisingly, they 

hem and haw and  respond "Well, you know what I’m saying". Of course, the next words are "No, what 

ARE you saying? How does the  way someone behaves in private hurt you in any  measurable way?" 

(the racism follow-up is a little different). When they finally respond that they find it sick, I love to respond 

with how I hate ketchup and can't understand how anyone could find that nasty stuff  enjoyable ,but I 

certainly don’t make morality judgments about it. Basically, to me its a matter of  taste, or preference. I 

can only conclude that people  want enemies, and will make them if none are available.
--J. Marsh
As usual the English language fails us. It is an artifact like everything else we inherited from the culture of our founders. Yes, it has evolved with us but not in areas which until recently have held firm as cleanly separatist such as the realm of faith. We never had the opportunity to sample such a Smorgasbord of belief systems without serious social repercussions. I find it quite exciting but here we are not able to get off square one due to semantics. Okay from Webster's:

theism- belief in the existence of a god or gods; specifically: belief in the existence of one God viewed as the creative source of man and the world who transcends yet is immanent in the world.

atheism- 1. a disbelief in the existence of deity, 2.the doctrine that there is no deity. (Note the distinction!!)

pantheism- 1. a doctrine which equates God with the forces and laws of the universe, 2. the worship of all gods of different creeds, cults or peoples indifferently; also: toleration of worship of all gods (as at certain periods of the Roman empire).

polytheism- of many gods: belief in or worship of more than one god. 
Note the capitalization of the word god whenever it is spoken of as singular. Given the above selection I think the first definition of pantheism works best for me. Atheism is the only doctrine of the four which is clearly separate and logically at odds with the others (i.e. Applying the Socratic method, if you claim atheism then you can't claim any of the others, simultaneously, without also claiming multiple coexistent selves [schizophrenia?]). Perhaps, you mean that you are able to flip through each when looking for a best-fit explanation which makes most sense applied to the issue at hand, as modern thinkers are apt  to do. The jury is out and all options are still open (implying no strong commitment to any one doctrine) until better information which utterly proves one over the others is found. If you can get under the noncommital openness you will find in your deepest core being either that you're truly undecided or that you are a theist (of any flavor) or an atheist.   OR MORE LIKELY: 
One distinct possibility (and the most interesting for me) is that you can grasp the concept expressed in the statement "Everything I say is the truth but it is all a lie." When one walks the thorny path of enlightenment, inevitably, this hurdle must be overcome. Understanding the truth and profundity of that seemingly contradictory concept implies great wisdom indeed!  As this is consistent with what I know of you, please disregard the paragraph above this one. "Enuf said, comrade?" For those who see this as nonsense, "As you were." wink-wink  "Es machts, nichts!" 
I have found myself moving from one to the other to the other as I learn more and broaden my personal view but currently I equate god (lower case) with the forces and laws of the universe. This means (I think) that I hold the universe in awe and as a causal logician need a first cause (like Gerard who very wisely points out that our science can not even approach a true understanding of where life originally came from as the current Frankensteinian attempts he mentions make painfully apparent) and as a human, need a more important and satisfying purpose for all this than simply species propagation. I do however recognize this is a human need and when I attempt to explain the "truth", I must discard this unnecessary complication (ole Occam again cutting to the quick!). 
The channeled information (the knowledge of our ancestors which is genetically encoded in each of us and which resides in the realm of our unconscious minds, a.k.a. the "Akashic record")  which I've studied (isn't the bulk of New Age literature channeled? it sure seems that way to me) seems to indicate a fundamental error in our scientific paradigm which prevents us from even asking the right questions when seeking the origin of life on earth. Roughly, since physical reality is a delusion of the perceiver, to advance beyond the current stalemate we must discard the delusion and see the non-physical points of focus which underlies our being. We must see the non-physical core of our being like Carlos Castaneda after drinking down an maoi/dmt admixture. Terrence McKenna said psychedelics are our only hope. He said we don't have the time or inclination to get to the heart of reality without the Shamanistic annihilation of our delusional world view (a mechanistic artifact, no matter how enlightened we claim to be) as provided by psychedelics. 
So, having been there and done that, what do you see? I see a web of connectedness which we exist within, such that, every action, no matter how small, sends ripples out across this shimmering web. Like a hologram, objects and beings (life) are the result of incredibly complex interference patterns of the waves traversing the web, which appear to our senses independent and physically real. Since we are focused on the holographic image we can never get to the real origin of the waves which are interacting to produce the image. 
The algorithm is:
     a. study and digest the current scientific and philosophical views of reality
     b. understand the current limits of this paradigm
     c. experience altered states of reality with purpose (to try and see beyond the limit)
     d. return and integrate. This usually sends one down further avenues of scientific or religious thought. Study and digest these.
     e. repeat b. thru d above.
     f. write it down for others to continue for this is a task which will not be completed soon (as I am SO acutely aware of the inertia of human thought and the realization that the "truth" is  very alien to our minds). New generations may eventually be raised without the reality shackles we all are handicapped with (despite our parent’s best intentions). 
We can learn from shamans who have gone before. The Mayan mythology presents glimpses of their techniques. They summarized this inner journey as:
     1. Enter the realm of the Underworld (with Mesoamerican entheogens).
     2. Encounter alien entities (their Lords of The Underworld)
     3. Trick the aliens and take something from them.
     4. Return intact with some new knowledge or power. 
Shamans from other cultures operated similarly. The various Books of the Dead (Tibetan and Egyptian) are not only guides for the recently departed but operating manuals for intrepid voyagers who choose to enter that realm for some gain (knowledge, power, healing info, etc.). Dr. Leary and others seem to have known this for they had the Tibetan Book of the Dead translated into english and rewritten as a guide to early LSD experimenters (with extremely poor results). Navigating the spaces of our unconscious minds is serious business and those ancient manuals require the convictions of strong beliefs to be any use. 
We are at a time in history which allows this type of research into being like none ever before experienced by humans. The great libraries and other sources of collected information are, because of the internet, just a carefully worded search away. Never have we been afforded such a fantastic opportunity of learning. Historically, the really useful knowledge was kept secret and passed down only to members in good standing of the various organizations. To be taught any one organizations secret doctrines meant swearing lifetime alligience to the group. This is a dead-end as no one organization possesses the complete picture and each require your complete devotion, forsaking all other sources which could be compared and contrasted for modern clarification of the commonalities (the good stuff). Today, interested people can do the comparison and extract the useful bits from each and construct a view of the world with a truly "modern" eye which stands on the collective knowledge of the past (without compromise). For me, there is no greater fun . I recognize the "toolmaker" [nice observation G] in me who loves making things work. Your world view is your ultimate "tool" with which you can use to open the "can" of life! 
Scholarly study of our inherited beliefs, as Acharya has done in Christ Con, with a critical and superstitionally unencumbered mind, is important leg work which has contributed to the current situation. Although I was raised by atheists, having grown up in Christian America, I still could not even begin to approach "forbidden" and "satanistic" material such as the writings of Aleister Crowley without an irrational and stupid fear. So I consciously avoided whole bodies of human knowledge. This is the unbalanced condition that has kept us from the "truth" (along with access to good information). My hope is that the members of this list share my curiosity of life and can see beyond their own delusional reality filters so that we can use this modern forum for true gains in understanding. 
The potential is here. We all need to avoid the counter productive semantics and attacks as JB recently admonished. We're all not on the same page in many ways, but we must remember we do all share the desire to know more and get closer to the slippery concept called "the truth". 
Why? For me, it's because I think this is a unique time in history and I don't know how long it will last so I don't want to look back when the internet is controlled by the RAWish powers that control everything else in this world. One main reason it exists as it does (the web) is because it was founded by anarchistic intellectuals who by working in the backbone languages of Unix and 80X86 Assembler can easily dismantle any higher level based security software and who often demonstrate this to the dismay of the would-be regulators. Government agencies are scrambling to change this and given enough time and money probably will. Rebels ruled the old American West for a time (analogous to the current internet). 
Apologies up front to those who disagree. I spent the last few hours writing the above to put down what it is that I do think, as of today, but more importantly, I hope some of what I've said resonates enough with other reader's experiences to spark interest in further constructive exchange so that we can build the concepts which will determine what it is that we think tomorrow.
--Eric T. 
What is Buddhism?  John Paul II caused a brouhaha when he pronounced it "an atheistic religion." 
Buddhism says there is no god but that which is within. 
I don't believe in any god person separate and apart from the cosmos.  Nor do I dismiss the quality of divinity within the cosmos. 
The human mind has the capacity to be monotheistic, pantheistic, polytheistic and atheistic all at once. 
--- P.  Angle
Jerusalem was never David's capital city and Bethlehem his 'birthplace' is a fiction convenient to Christianity. 
The Israelites were Samarians, not Judeans.  David's capital city and Temple was in Samaria.  After the 

split of the twelve tribes the Judeans began to practice a religion, mainly Persian-influenced, imposed 

between the 6th to 1st centuries BCE by successive empires.

Samaria is geographically suited to guerilla warfare, unlike Judea, and the Israelites continued military 

resistance to various invasions until the Judeans, under Alexander Jannaeus, effectively committed 

genocide on the Israelite Samarians.

A tiny remnant of the Israelite Samarians survived and their descendants still use in the rebuilt temple at 

Gizhem.  Judaism considers them apostate.

At some point the word 'Israel' was shifted to Judea and the 'tradition' that David's royal city was 

Jerusalem began to take hold.

The Samarian history can be found on a couple of websites.

The most intriguing question it raises is whether Jesus was a Samarian and thought he was reviving a 

claim to the legitimate House of Israel.  He wasn't a Judean [!] and he insistently claimed that he was 

the successor to the Davidic Kingdom.  Is that what the Jewish War was really about?  

This theory fits a lot of the material in the New Testament.
--M. Santee
In the words of the ancient Hindu: "Vishu's dream is the universe....god is playing hide and seek with 

himself within the universe and he is so good at it he forgets who he is."

When Taoists refer to the 'Uncarved Block', we are referring to creation (existence) in its totality.  

We are not apart  or separate from existence, we are a part of it.  Duality (conflict) arises when we 

perceive ourselves as being either less than or other than an equal part of all existence, especially 

separate from others of our kind.  

When people ask my personal view of 'God', I tell them this:  Take all that exists, all matter, 

all substance in the Universe and condense it into one round orb and within this orb, you'll find 

All that Is (I am that I am).  

Apart from That, there is Nothing, emptiness, eternal space, the Cosmic Void if you will.  Since I am a 

part of (albeit an infinitesimally small part of) All that is, there is no distinction between me and the 

Divine.  I am a living, breathing 'Son of God'.  I am 'the Son of God'.  

Seems to me the problem here is the concept implicit in the word 'God'.  For the sake of brevity, we 

automatically assume everyone is talking the same concept with reference to this word.  That is our 

first mistake.  

So, for me to say I am a Theist implies that I believe in God the way others do, and such is not the 

case.  And yet, while saying I'm a Theist, I may be 100% correct in my view of a belief in God.  It is, 

after all, my view.  

Concepts, by their nature, are limiting in scope.  They attempt to confine, define, capture and limit 

ideas (put them in 'the box').  This is part of the reason I personally reject the notion of 'God' and put in 

its' place 'Nature'.  I've posted before that the concept of the 'super-natural' is an early attempt by 

humans to explain that which they don't understand, which seems to operate outside their sphere of 

influence.  These early theories concerning the cosmos were suitable for their time, but that time has 

come and gone.  We know now that the earth is not flat, that thunder is caused by an electrical 

discharge creating a sonic boom, that fire is simply an element of nature, that lava is forced upward 

to the surface from large magma flows, that earthquakes are caused by slippage of tectonic plates 

which then release their energy in the form of both vertical and horizontal waves, etc.  We don't need 

'gods' to understand it all, to quantify it.  We don't need miracles or the super-natural (or hyper-natural, 

to put it another way).  Those ideas belong to an bygone age.  It is time we buried them in the graveyard 

of doubt and uncertainty.  Yes, perhaps, we just have to live with the paradox, but it doesn't mean we 

cannot explain it.  We have to throw away our crutches and stand on our own two feet, firm in our 

under-standing and knowledge of our place in and relationship with the Cosmos.
“In old times, when men were nearly wild beasts, it was natural enough for them to suppose that God would do as they would do in

his place, and so they attributed to this God infinite cruelty, infinite revenge. This revenge, this cruelty, wore the mask of justice. 

They took the ground that God, having made man, had the right to do with him as he pleased. At that time they were not civilized to 

the extent of seeing that a God would not have the right to make a failure, and that a being of infinite wisdom and power would be 

under obligation to do the right, and that he would have no right to create any being whose life would not be a blessing. The very

fact that be made man, would put him under obligation to see to it that life should not be a curse.

 

The doctrine of eternal punishment is in perfect harmony with the savagery of the men who made the orthodox creeds. It is in 

harmony with torture, with flaying alive and with burnings. The men who burned their fellow-men for a moment, believed that 

God would burn his enemies forever.

No civilized men ever believed in this dogma. The belief in eternal punishment has driven millions from the church. It was easy 

enough for people to imagine that the children of others had gone to hell; that foreigners had been doomed to eternal pain; but 

when it was brought home when fathers and mothers bent above their dead who had died in their sins -- when wives shed their 

tears on the faces of husbands who had been born but once -- love suggested doubts and love fought the dogma of eternal revenge.

 

This doctrine is as cruel as the hunger of hyenas, and is infamous beyond the power of any language to express -- yet a creed 

with this doctrine has been called "the glad tidings of great joy" -- a consolation to the weeping world. It is a source of great 

pleasure to me to know that all intelligent people are ashamed to admit that they believe it -- that no intelligent clergyman now

preaches it, except with a preface to the effect that it is untrue.”

 

––Robert Ingersoll, from Crumbling Creeds, 1890

 

