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From the Editor 
  

Hello again from the tiny city of Villa Park, California.  Don’t know where that city is? It’s just east of 
Orange in central Orange County about 12 miles east of Disneyland (the original one).  When I 
moved here eight years ago, I didn’t notice any red flags in the area, but two years after my wife 
and I had settled we found out that our new home was located in the most Republican city – not in 
the county – not in the state – but the entire nation!  Who would have thought that the most outed 
atheist in the OC would reside in the most conservative city in the state and the most Red in the 
nation!   And this city’s citizens reflect the conservative and somewhat bigoted opinion at our city 
council meetings.  Last year a young Muslim gentleman was explaining that the United States is a 
pluralistic country – and I was shocked when the 200 or so citizens of Villa Park started to laugh! I 
was embarrassed and disappointed how ignorant my fellow neighbors were of our own country. 

Fortunately, many more liberal citizens in Villa Park have noticed the press from the Backyard 
Skeptics billboards and have joined the BYS Meetup group.  Thank heavens – (ooops!).   

So far my house has not been vandalized nor has anything negative become of my press 
appearances. Even the emails are polite from believers –  “I’ll pray for you” is the norm.  Maybe 
some humorous conservatives (is there such a thing?) might get a kick out of the irony of such 
diverse opinions in such a small area. 

Yes – like Donna Summer said: I will survive.   

Now, about the BYS site - there have been some needed changes on our News section at 
BackyardSkeptics.com.  There are now separate sections for Headline News, Political News 
Church-State News (with a breakout for interesting articles), and EvoEducation has been changed 
to Evolution/Climate Change news due to NCE’s addition of the global warming issue to their site. 
Finally, there is a Newsworthy Articles section which doesn’t fit any of the above categories.  
Enjoy! 

 
 
   Bruce Gleason, Editor 
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Sam HarrisSam HarrisSam HarrisSam Harris    

Printed with permission 

The Pleasures of Drowning  
(ed: I highly recommend watching the two videos at this site – they will surprise you)  

(Photo by Peter Gordon) 

After writing an article on the principles of 
self-defense, I was inundated with emails 
and Internet comments—many of which 
came from experts in the field. The response 
was very supportive, and I haven’t found 
anything of substance to amend in my 
original essay. However, I did take one 
criticism to heart: I don’t know enough about 
Brazilian jiu-jitsu (BJJ). 

I am now doing my best to rectify that 
problem. What follows is the first installment 
of what (I hope) will be an ongoing journal of 
my progress in BJJ. I suspect that many 
readers of this blog have no interest in the 
martial arts and will consider this an 
unfortunate departure from my main areas of 
competence. I am convinced, however, that 
training in BJJ offers a powerful lens through 
which to examine some primary human 
concerns—truth v. delusion, self knowledge, ethics, and overcoming fear. I hope some of you bear with me. 

* * * 

 
Martial artists are often slow to appreciate how their beliefs about human violence can be distorted by their adherence to 
tradition, as well as by a natural desire to avoid injury during the course of training. It is, in fact, possible to master an 
ancient fighting system, and to attract students who will spend years trying to emulate your skills, without ever discovering 
that you have no ability to defend yourself in the real world. Delusions of martial prowess have much in common with 
religious faith. A crucial difference, however, is that while people of faith can always rationalize apparent contradictions 
between their beliefs and the data of their senses, an inability to fight is very easy to detect and, once revealed, very 
difficult to explain away. 

There may be no case more perplexing or egregious than that of Yanagi Ryuken, a purported master of aikido. Master 
Ryuken apparently believed himself capable of defeating multiple attackers without deigning to touch them. Rather, he 

could rely upon the magic power of chi. Video of him demonstrating his devastating abilities shows that his students were 
grotesquely complicit in what must have been a long and colorful process of self-deception. Did these young athletes 
actually think that they were being hurled to the ground against their will? It is hard to know. What seems certain, 
however, is that Master Ryuken came to believe that he was invincible; otherwise he wouldn’t have invited a martial artist 
from another school to come test his powers. More: http://www.samharris.org/blog/item/the-pleasures-of-drowning 
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Skeptic’s Corner 

Bill would make it harder for parents to refuse 
child vaccination  
A proposed California Assembly bill would require parents who don't want 
their children immunized to first receive information from a health care 
worker about the risks of not getting the injections. 

The bill is authored by Dr. Richard Pan (D-Sacramento), who said the bill 
could help reduce infectious outbreaks of whooping cough and other 
diseases. 

"Parents are on the front line when it comes to ... protecting the health of their children and their communities," he said in 
a statement. "This bill empowers them with up-to-date, accurate information about immunizations." 

The number of unvaccinated children has grown over the last decade, partly because some parents fear there is a link 
between the shots and autism, a theory that has been repeatedly disproved in scientific literature. To opt out of a vaccine 
now, parents simply fill out a form. 

The bill, AB 2109, is sponsored by the California Medical Assn., the American Academy of Pediatrics and the California 
Immunization Coalition. 

http://latimesblogs.latimes.com/lanow/2012/03/bill-would-require-parent-education-before-vaccine-opt-out.html 
 
 
 
 

Richard Muller, Global Warming Skeptic, Now Agrees Climate Change Is Real  
 

WASHINGTON — A prominent physicist and skeptic of global 
warming spent two years trying to find out if mainstream climate 
scientists were wrong. In the end, he determined they were 
right: Temperatures really are rising rapidly. 

The study of the world's surface temperatures by Richard Muller 
was partially bankrolled by a foundation connected to global 
warming deniers. He pursued long-held skeptic theories in 
analyzing the data. He was spurred to action because of 
"Climategate," a British scandal involving hacked emails of 

scientists. 

Yet he found that the land is 1.6 degrees warmer than in the 1950s. Those numbers from Muller, who works at the 
University of California, Berkeley and Lawrence Berkeley National Lab, match those by the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration and NASA. 

He said he went even further back, studying readings from Benjamin Franklin and Thomas Jefferson. His ultimate finding 
of a warming world, to be presented at a conference Monday, is no different from what mainstream climate scientists have 
been saying for decades. 

What's different, and why everyone from opinion columnists to "The Daily Show" is paying attention is who is behind the 
study. 

One-quarter of the $600,000 to do the research came from the Charles Koch Foundation, whose founder is a major 
funder of skeptic groups and the tea party. The Koch brothers, Charles and David, run a large privately held company 
involved in oil and other industries, producing sizable greenhouse gas emissions. 

Muller's research team carefully examined two chief criticisms by skeptics. One is that weather stations are unreliable; the 
other is that cities, which create heat islands, were skewing the temperature analysis. 

"The skeptics raised valid points and everybody should have been a skeptic two years ago," Muller said in a telephone 
interview. "And now we have confidence that the temperature rise that had previously been reported had been done 
without bias."  More: http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2011/10/30/richard-muller-global-warming_n_1066029.html 
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ScScScScience Newsience Newsience Newsience News    

 
Which nations are really responsible for climate ch ange -  

interactive map  
There are many ways to view the world's carbon emissions: by national totals or emissions per 

person; by current carbon output or historical emissions; by production of greenhouse gases or 
consumption of goods and services; by absolute emissions or economic carbon intensity. 
 

Our interactive map allows you to browse all of 
these different measurements, each of which 

provides a different insight. Together they highlight 
the complexity of divvying up responsibility for climate 

change and some of the tensions at the heart of the global climate 
negotiations. The simplest and most common way to compare the 
emissions of countries is to add up all the fossil fuels burned in 
each nation and convert that into CO2. As this map shows, China is 
easily the world's biggest emitter by this measure, followed by the US, India and Russia. Note that other types of 
emissions aren't included. If deforestation was factored in, for example, Brazil and Indonesia would shoot up towards the 
top of the list.  http://www.guardian.co.uk/environment/interactive/2011/dec/08/carbon-emissions-global-climate-talks 

 
Gas Rich Galaxies Confirm Prediction of Modified 
Gravity Theory  
Modern cosmology says that for the universe to behave as it does, the mass-
energy of the universe must be dominated by dark matter and dark energy. 
However, direct evidence for the existence of these invisible components 
remains lacking. An alternate, though unpopular, possibility is that the current 
theory of gravity does not suffice to describe the dynamics of cosmic systems. 

 
A few theories that would modify our understanding of gravity have been 
proposed. One of these is Modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND), which was 
hypothesized in 1983 by Moti Milgrom a physicist at the Weizmann Institute of 
Science in Rehovot, Israel. One of MOND's predictions specifies the relative 
relationship between the mass of any galaxy and its flat rotation velocity. 
However, uncertainties in the estimates of masses of stars in star-dominated 
spiral galaxies (such as our own Milky Way) previously had precluded a definitive test. 
 
To avoid this problem, McGaugh examined gas rich galaxies, which have relatively fewer stars and a preponderance of 
mass in the form of interstellar gas. "We understand the physics of the absorption and release of energy by atoms in the 
interstellar gas, such that counting photons is LIKE counting atoms. This gives us an accurate estimate of the mass of 
such galaxies," McGaugh said. 
 
Using recently published work that he and other scientists had done to determine both the mass and flat rotation velocity 
of many gas rich galaxies, McGaugh compiled a sample of 47 of these and compared each galaxy's mass AND rotation 
velocity with the relationship expected by MOND. All 47 galaxies fell on or very close to the MOND prediction. No dark 
matter model performed as well. 
 
"I find it remarkable that the prediction made by Milgrom over a quarter century ago performs so well in matching these 
findings for gas rich galaxies," McGaugh said. " 

More: http://space-time.science.org/Gas-Rich-Galaxies-Confirm-Prediction-of-Modified-Gravity-
Theory.html 



5 
 

ChurchChurchChurchChurch----State State State State NewsNewsNewsNews    
 
 
 

American’s United for the Separation of Church and State 
The high court’s decision leaves in place a federal appeals court ruling  

 
 
Oklahoma's constitutional separation of  
church and state measure could face repeal  
  
BY MICHAEL MCNUTT mmcnutt@opubco.   Published: February 23, 2012 
 
Voters would be asked to decide whether to remove a  section of Oklahoma 's constitution that prohibits 
state money from being used for any church or relig ious teacher.  
 
Rep. Jason Nelson asked a House of Representatives committee Wednesday to approve sending the question to voters as a 
way to allow continued state payments to religious-based organizations if two school districts win their lawsuit challenging a 
state scholarship program. 
The proposal calls for voters to consider removing Article 2, Section 5 of the state constitution. That section is also known as 
the Blaine Amendment because of the efforts of supporters of James Blaine who in the 1870s worked to get states to adopt 
wording in their constitutions to forbid direct government aid to educational institutions that have any religious affiliation. 
The Rules Committee passed House Joint Resolution 1087 by 11-1. It now goes to the full House. 
Nelson, R-Oklahoma City, is the author of legislation passed two years ago that established the Lindsey Nicole Henry 
Scholarships for Students with Disabilities. It allows the parents of children with disabilities to transfer them to a school of their 
choice and receive a portion of the per-student state funding that would have gone to the public school the student originally 
attended.   
Read more: http://newsok.com/oklahomas-constitutional-separation-of-church-and-state-measure-could-face-
repeal/article/3651322#ixzz1nzSmxpje 

 

Supreme Court won't hear appeal of student's anti-C hristian lawsuit  
High school teacher James Corbett has been exonerated and his four-year case is officially 

closed. 
 
by SCOTT MARTINDALE  / THE ORANGE COUNTY REGISTER 
The U.S. Supreme Court declined to hear an appeal Tuesday from 
a former high school student who sued his history teacher, saying 
he disparaged Christianity in class in violation of the student's First 
Amendment rights. 

The high court denied Chad Farnan's written demand for a review 
of the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals decision last year that 
exonerated Capistrano Valley High School teacher James Corbett. 

 

High school history teacher James Corbett, pictured speaking at a 
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2010 meeting of the high IQ society Mensa, rocketed into the national spotlight when a federal judge found he violated a 
student's First Amendment rights by disparaging Christianity in class. An appeals court subsequently tossed out the lower 
court's ruling, and the appellate court ruling became final after the U.S. Supreme Court declined to hear the case. 

"It was not at all surprising that the Supreme Court denied review," said Corbett's attorney, Erwin Chemerinsky, dean of 
UC Irvine's law school and a constitutional scholar. "The 9th Circuit decision was sound ... and made it clear he could not 
be held liable." 

The Supreme Court's decision not to hear the Mission Viejo case – in legal terms, denial of Farnan's petition for a writ of 
certiorari – puts a final lid on a legal battle that spanned more than four years and raised fundamental questions about the 
limits of what a public school teacher can say about religion in the classroom. 

Farnan's attorneys, Jennifer Monk and Robert Tyler of the Murrieta-based Christian legal group Advocates for Faith & 
Freedom, did not immediately return a phone call seeking comment. 

NATIONAL HEADLINES 

The Corbett case received a high-profile boost into the national spotlight in 2009, when a federal judge in Santa Ana ruled 
that Corbett violated his student's First Amendment rights by referring to creationism as "religious, superstitious 
nonsense" during a fall 2007 classroom lecture. 

A three-judge 9th Circuit panel in Pasadena reversed the lower court's decision in August 2011, ruling that Corbett could 
not have known he might be breaking the law. 

"I think Dr. Corbett's victory is a really important victory for teachers," Chemerinksy said Tuesday. "Had Dr. Corbett been 
held liable, it could have opened the door for other teachers to be held liable. The 9th Circuit said there is no clear law that 
he violated. That means for any teacher, there is no clearly established law that says he can't do this." 

Legal experts not connected to the case interpreted the 9th Circuit's ruling a different way, telling the Register last year 
that the appellate court decision side-stepped the core constitutional question of whether Corbett violated his student's 
First Amendment rights with his purportedly anti-Christian commentary. 

"This is an example of a systemic problem in constitutional litigation," Douglas Laycock, a University of Virginia law 
professor who is an expert on the law of religious liberty, told the Register last year. "They can't hold the teacher liable 
because the law was not clearly settled. Because they can't hold him liable, the law will never become clear on what 
teachers can say in class." 

At the time of the appellate ruling, the legal experts also said the case likely would never be accepted by the Supreme 
Court because the underlying constitutional issues did not appear to be a systemic problem among teachers nationwide. 

Farnan took Corbett's Advanced Placement European history class in 2007 and graduated from the Mission Viejo high 
school in 2010. 

Farnan is now a student at Pepperdine University in Malibu; Corbett remains in his teaching position at Capistrano Valley 
High. 

More: http://www.ocregister.com/news/corbett-341315-court-law.html 

  
  
PoliticalPoliticalPoliticalPolitical    NewsNewsNewsNews    

3/2/12 Blunt’s proposal gives religion too much power over healthcare 

2/28/12   Rick Santorum: COLLEGE Is Left-Wing Conspiracy! (video) 

Rule of Lord –  The Republican plan to nullify the courts and establish Christian theocracy. 

2/26/12 Santorum: ‘I Almost Threw Up’ After Reading JFK Speech on Church, State 

2/25/12  DOMA Ruling Appealed: House Leaders Appeal California Same-Sex Marriage 

Ruling 

All Political News HERE http://backyardskeptics.com/wordpress/politics/ 
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Religious Right Watch 
 
 
 

 
Creationist-backed Alabama Bill Will Allow 
Churches To Teach Religion Classes To Public 
School Students  

By Greg Garrison 
Religion News Service 

BIRMINGHAM, Ala. (RNS) A bill in 
Alabama would allow churches or 
ministries to teach a religion class to 
public school students off campus, so 
long as parents and school boards give 
permission and the churches are responsible for transportation and any expenses. 

State Rep. Blaine Galliher, a Republican, introduced the bill at the request of Joseph 
Kennedy, 84, who was fired in 1980 after he refused to stop reading the Bible or 
teaching creationism at a public school. 

Under the plan, high school students could go off campus to study creationism and 
earn an elective credit. Kennedy said he wants to "give students good sound scientific 
reasons to support their faith in the seven-day creation." 

Kennedy said he and supporters have formed a board of directors for a new Institute 
for Biblical Studies, which would offer a creationism class if a released-time class law 
were passed. 

But Thomas Berg, who teaches constitutional law at the University of St. Thomas in Minneapolis, said the elective credits 
could raise concerns about public school involvement in religious education. 

"Anyone challenging it in court will argue the motivation for it was religious," said Berg. "A court is probably going to look 
at that suspiciously. There is a certain suspicion in the courts of Alabama legislators trying to promote religion." 

In 1952, the U.S. Supreme Court upheld a New York law allowing release-time from school for religious instruction, saying 
the religion classes were not held on public property or at public expense. 

But four years earlier, in 1948, the Supreme Court struck down a similar release-time law in Illinois because the school 
was too involved in the administration of the class. 

"Is the religious teacher going to certify that the student passed? Would the school do any review of that? Would they 
monitor the class for quality to ensure it would warrant a public school credit?" Berg asked. "All those things would 
entangle the school." 

More: http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/02/22/alabama-bill-religion-class_n_1294976.html
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Evo Education       
The National Center for Science Education, 
is pleased to announce the addition of a further 
batch of videos to NCSE's
Featured are Eugenie C. Scott explaining "Why 
we still have to take creationism seriously" at the 
Northeast Conference on Science and Skepticism 
in New York City in 2011; Scott discussing NCSE's 
role in "Protecting the right to teach evolution" 
with iBioMagazine in 2011; Joshua Rosenau and 

Steven Newton recounting "Adventures in defending evolution" at West 
Virginia University in 2011; Rosenau explaining "What Miss USA can teach us about evolution" for the
Humanist Community of Silicon Valley in 2012; and Newton discussing "Grand Canyon, bigger lies" for Bay 
Area Skeptics in Berkeley, California, in 2012. Tune in and enjoy!  
http://www.youtube.com/NatCen4ScienceEd

 
NCSE's climate change initiative launched

 

NCSE is proud to announce the launch of its new initiative aimed at defending the 
teaching of climate change.
scientific community but controversial among the public. As a result, educators trying 
to teach climate change, like their counterparts trying to teach evolution, are often 
likewise pressured to compromise
instruction. But there was no NCSE for climate 
in providing advice and support to those facing challenges to climate change 
education. 

With the launching of the initiative, NCSE itself becomes that organization. As NCSE's executive director 
Eugenie C. Scott explained in a January 16, 2012, press release, "We consider climate change a critical issue 
in our own mission to protect the integrity of science education." Sh
the decisions we make today will affect generations to come. We need to teach kids now about the realities of 
global warming and climate change, so that they're prepared to make informed, intelligent decisions in the
future."  More: http://ncse.com/news/2012/01/ncses

 
 
NCSE and the Grand Canyon 2012
Explore the Grand Canyon with NCSE! Seats are still available for NCSE's next
the Grand Canyon 
to 24, 2012, NCSE will again explore the wonders of creation and evolution on a Grand 
Canyon river run conducted by NCSE's Genie Scott and Steve
NCSE trip, we offer more than just the typically grand float down the Canyon, the 
spectacular scenery, fascinating natural history, brilliant night skies, exciting rapids, 

delicious meals, and good company. It is, in fact, a uni
creationist view of the Grand Canyon (maybe not entirely seriously) and the evolutionist view 
your own mind. To get a glimpse of the fun, watch the short videos filmed during the
YouTube site. The cost of the excursion is $2625; a deposit of $500 will hold your spot. Seats are limited:
e-mail now.   http://ncse.com/news/2012/01/ncse

The National Center for Science Education, NCSE, 
is pleased to announce the addition of a further 
batch of videos to NCSE's YouTube channel. 
Featured are Eugenie C. Scott explaining "Why 
we still have to take creationism seriously" at the 
Northeast Conference on Science and Skepticism 
in New York City in 2011; Scott discussing NCSE's 

Protecting the right to teach evolution" 
with iBioMagazine in 2011; Joshua Rosenau and 

Steven Newton recounting "Adventures in defending evolution" at West 
Virginia University in 2011; Rosenau explaining "What Miss USA can teach us about evolution" for the
Humanist Community of Silicon Valley in 2012; and Newton discussing "Grand Canyon, bigger lies" for Bay 
Area Skeptics in Berkeley, California, in 2012. Tune in and enjoy!  

4ScienceEd 

NCSE's climate change initiative launched  

NCSE is proud to announce the launch of its new initiative aimed at defending the 
teaching of climate change. Like evolution, climate change is accepted by the 
scientific community but controversial among the public. As a result, educators trying 
to teach climate change, like their counterparts trying to teach evolution, are often 
likewise pressured to compromise the scientific and pedagogical integrity of their 
instruction. But there was no NCSE for climate — no organization, that is, specializing 
in providing advice and support to those facing challenges to climate change 

tiative, NCSE itself becomes that organization. As NCSE's executive director 
Eugenie C. Scott explained in a January 16, 2012, press release, "We consider climate change a critical issue 
in our own mission to protect the integrity of science education." She added, "Climate affects everyone, and 
the decisions we make today will affect generations to come. We need to teach kids now about the realities of 
global warming and climate change, so that they're prepared to make informed, intelligent decisions in the

http://ncse.com/news/2012/01/ncses-climate-change-initiative-launched-007149

NCSE and the Grand Canyon 2012  
Explore the Grand Canyon with NCSE! Seats are still available for NCSE's next
the Grand Canyon — as featured in the documentaryNo Dinosaurs in Heaven

to 24, 2012, NCSE will again explore the wonders of creation and evolution on a Grand 
Canyon river run conducted by NCSE's Genie Scott and Steve Newton. Because this is an 
NCSE trip, we offer more than just the typically grand float down the Canyon, the 
spectacular scenery, fascinating natural history, brilliant night skies, exciting rapids, 

delicious meals, and good company. It is, in fact, a unique "two-model" raft trip, on which we provide both the 
creationist view of the Grand Canyon (maybe not entirely seriously) and the evolutionist view 
your own mind. To get a glimpse of the fun, watch the short videos filmed during the 2011 trip,
YouTube site. The cost of the excursion is $2625; a deposit of $500 will hold your spot. Seats are limited:

http://ncse.com/news/2012/01/ncse-grand-canyon-2012-007084 

Virginia University in 2011; Rosenau explaining "What Miss USA can teach us about evolution" for the 
Humanist Community of Silicon Valley in 2012; and Newton discussing "Grand Canyon, bigger lies" for Bay 

NCSE is proud to announce the launch of its new initiative aimed at defending the 
Like evolution, climate change is accepted by the 

scientific community but controversial among the public. As a result, educators trying 
to teach climate change, like their counterparts trying to teach evolution, are often 

the scientific and pedagogical integrity of their 
no organization, that is, specializing 

in providing advice and support to those facing challenges to climate change 

tiative, NCSE itself becomes that organization. As NCSE's executive director 
Eugenie C. Scott explained in a January 16, 2012, press release, "We consider climate change a critical issue 

e added, "Climate affects everyone, and 
the decisions we make today will affect generations to come. We need to teach kids now about the realities of 
global warming and climate change, so that they're prepared to make informed, intelligent decisions in the 

007149 

Explore the Grand Canyon with NCSE! Seats are still available for NCSE's next excursion to 
No Dinosaurs in Heaven. From July 16 

to 24, 2012, NCSE will again explore the wonders of creation and evolution on a Grand 
Newton. Because this is an 

NCSE trip, we offer more than just the typically grand float down the Canyon, the 
spectacular scenery, fascinating natural history, brilliant night skies, exciting rapids, 

model" raft trip, on which we provide both the 
creationist view of the Grand Canyon (maybe not entirely seriously) and the evolutionist view — and let you make up 

2011 trip, posted on NCSE's 
YouTube site. The cost of the excursion is $2625; a deposit of $500 will hold your spot. Seats are limited: call, write, or 
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God is Imaginary 

 

Proof #10 - Watch the offering 
plate  
 

Have you ever thought about the offering plate in 
church? If God is real, why do they have to pass it? 
If you read these verses in the Bible, you can see 
that God claims to be extremely powerful and willing 
to answer any prayer: 

• Matthew 7:7 
• Matthew 17:20 
• Matthew 21:21 
• Mark 11:24 
• John 14:12-14 
• Matthew 18:19 
• Mark 9:23 
• Luke 1:37 

Now consider this: Why don't the ministers and deacons of the church gather together every Sunday 
morning and pray to Jesus for the money they need? Why doesn't Jesus answer their prayers? Why 
do churches have to beg for money from mere mortals when there is an immortal, all-powerful God 
who should provide anything they ask for? Here is what "God" is saying: 
 

Pray to me for anything and I will hear and answer your prayers. I say it in dozens of places in 
the Bible, but I like the way I say it in Mark 11:24 the best: "Therefore I tell you, whatever you 
ask in prayer, believe that you have received it, and it will be yours." Anything you need -- 
money, love, happiness, you name it -- I am here to provide it for you. 

Now, there is just one thing I need in return. I need your money. I need lots of your money. The 
Bible specifies that you tithe ten percent of your income to me, but think of that as a starting 
point. Feel free to give more! 

Because even though I created the universe and everything in it, and even though I will give 
you everything you ask for in prayer, I can't give a cent to any church, ever. When they pass 
the offering plate at church, be sure to give generously! 

This, of course, is ridiculous. 

The reason why they pass the offering plate at church is because God is imaginary. 

More http://godisimaginary.com/i10.htm 
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Skeptoid 
  

By Brian Dunning  

Re-printed with permission 

A Magical Journey through the Land of Reasoning  
Errors  
Four common types of analytical errors in reasoning that 
we all need to beware of. 

Today we're going to cover a bit of new ground in the 
basics of critical thinking and critical reasoning. There 
are several defined types of common analytical errors to 
which we're all prone; some, perhaps, more so than 
others. Reasoning errors can be made accidentally, and 
some can even be made deliberately as a way to 
influence the acceptance of ideas. We're going to take a 
close look at the Type I false positive error, the Type II 
false negative error, the Type III error of answering the 
wrong question, and finally the dreaded Type IV error of 
asking the wrong question. 

By way of example we'll apply these errors to three 
hypothetical situations, all of which should be familiar to 
fans of scientific skepticism: 

From the realm of the paranormal, a house is reported to 
be haunted. The null hypothesis is that there is no ghost, 
until we find evidence that there is. 

The conspiracy theory that the government is building 
prison camps in which to orderly dispose of millions of 
law-abiding citizens. The null hypothesis is that there are 
no such camps, until we find evidence of them. 

And from alternative medicine, the claim that vitamins 
can cure cancer. The null hypothesis is that they don't, 
unless it can be proven through controlled testing. 

So let's begin with: 

Type I Error: False Positive 

A false positive is failing to believe the truth, or more 
formally, the rejection of a true null hypothesis — it turns 
out there's nothing there, but you conclude that there is. 
In cases where the null hypothesis does turn out to be 

true, a Type I error incorrectly rejects it in favor of a 
conclusion that the new claim is true. A Type I error 
occurs only when the conclusion that's made is faulty, 
based on either bad evidence, misinterpreted evidence, 
an error in analysis, or any number of factors. 

In the haunted house, Type I errors are those that occur 

when theBackyard Skeptics is now on Facebook and 

twitter – if you’re a Facebook fan then join our group 

page by searching for Backyard Skeptics. Follow us on 

Twitter at Backyardskeptic  (no ‘s’ at the end) 

 house is not, in fact, haunted; but the investigators 
erroneously find that it is. They may record an 
unexplained sound and wrongly consider that to be proof 
of a ghost, or they may collect eyewitness anecdotes 
and wrongly consider them to be evidence, or they may 
have a strange feeling and wrongly reject all other 
possible causes for it. 

The conspiracy theorist commits a Type I error when the 
government is not, in fact, building prison camps to 
exterminate citizens, but he comes across something 
that makes him reject that null hypothesis and conclude 
that it's happening after all. Perhaps he sees unmarked 
cars parked outside a fenced lot that has no other 
apparent purpose, and wrongly considers that to be 
unambiguous proof, or perhaps he watches enough 
YouTube videos and decides that so many other 
conspiracy theorists can't be all wrong. Perhaps he 
simply hates the government, so he automatically 
accepts any suggestion of their evildoing. 

More here : http://skeptoid.com/episodes/4297  

 
 

 Backyard Skeptics is now on Facebook and 

twitter – if you’re a Facebook fan then join 

our group page by searching for Backyard 

Skeptics. Follow us on Twitter at 

Backyardskeptic  (no ‘s’ at the end) 
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The Third Annual 

Orange County Freethought  Alliance ConferenceOrange County Freethought  Alliance ConferenceOrange County Freethought  Alliance ConferenceOrange County Freethought  Alliance Conference    
Promoting Science, Reason and Critical Thinking 

“Comparing the World Contributions: Science and Reli gion”   
UCI   May 19 & 20 th, 2012 
With a special public debate Saturday night  

 
This will be Orange County’s third secular conference, where all freethinkers, humanists, atheists, agnostics, and  church 

and state separatists can mingle with some of the most famous secular leaders of our time.  Our speakers will inspire, 
educate and entertain you.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

         
                  Mr Deity      Michael Shermer       Brian Dunning         Barbara Forest       Jim Underdown             Aron Ra 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        
                        

      
 Robert Price        Phil Zuckerman      Richard Carrier     Dan Barker              Dave Richards       Heina Dadabhoy 

 
 

Jan 1 – May 10    Pre-Registration: 
Saturday afternoon: $60,  Saturday night debate: $10, Sunday:$90, All-weekend pass:$130 

At-The-Door pricing, 
Saturday afternoon: $70, Saturday night debate:$10, Sunday:$110, All-weekend pass:$150 

Child-Car services:  $20 per day. $15 catered dinner Saturday $10 lox lunch on Sunday 
Students $35 Saturday, $45 Sunday 

     www.Freethoughtalliance.org
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FroFroFroFrom Chuckm Chuckm Chuckm Chuck    
 
Six reasons for avoiding "God did 
it" answers to scientific questions 

 

Charles L. Rulon 
Emeritus, Life Sciences  

Long Beach City College 
 
"God did it" answers have historically yielded to scientific 
explanations 
  

Repeatedly, supernatural explanations for physical 

events (such as comets, eclipses, earthquakes, lightning, 

plagues, design in nature, 

Cambrian fossil explosion) later 

turned out to be scientifically 

explainable. Even questions 

surrounding the origin of our 

universe, its apparent fine-tuning 

and the origin of life are yielding 

to scientific investigation. As 

scientific knowledge continued to 

advance over the past 400 years, 

supernatural explanations for 

events continued to retreat and 

retreat.  Many scientists faced 

with such a consistent trend have 

extrapolated to the conclusion that 

all of our earthly gods are non-

existent and our holy books 

merely human creations. 
 

Today, some Christian, Jewish 

and Islamic theologians still reject 

all scientific findings that disagree 

with a literal reading of their holy 

books.  Others spend considerable 

time re-defining and reinter-

preting words and phrases in their 

holy books to try to make the 

Genesis creation stories, Noah's 

Ark and other miraculous events fit established scientific 

discoveries.  Still others have accepted the findings of 

science, but still see God as somehow intimately and 

actively involved in all natural processes.  But the efforts 

of these theologians are all one-sided; it is they who are 

continuously reacting or adjusting to scientific advances, 

not the other way around.  If some supernatural 

intelligent entity does exist, this entity seems to be 

working strictly through the laws of nature. 

  
“God did it” is bad science 
  

Scientists don’t fall back on supernatural interventions 

to explain mysteries about the physical universe, not 

because they are closed-minded or non-theists, but 

simply because “God did it” answers are dead ends.  

Such answers don’t open doors to new discoveries, new 

predictions, or productive research.  We'll never get 

closer to discovering how life and the universe work by 

rubber stamping our gaps in scientific knowledge with 

"God did it" proclamations.  By insisting on naturalistic 

answers our reliable scientific knowledge has exploded. 

Over one million scientific research papers are now 

being published yearly.   

 
“God did it” is bad 
theology  
  

Even if it looks to our 

limited minds that “God 

did it” is the only 

possible answer to some 

physical aspect of our 

existence, it’s still bad 

theology to claim as 

much.  This is because 

the strength of one's faith 

now depends on whether 

or not scientists can fill 

this gap in our 

knowledge.  Since 

scientists have been 

extremely successful over 

the last few centuries in 

replacing “God did it” 

answers with fruitful 

naturalistic explanations, 

the risk of one’s faith 

being undermined is 

quite high.  

 
“God did it” answers can 

border on blasphemy 
  

Some liberal Christians have written that it borders on 

blasphemy to claim that their all-loving God would 

personally and purposely place His favorite creations on 

a planet destined to experience catastrophic disasters 

that can even result in global mass extinctions.  Or 

consider our biological evolution.  Rejecting evolution is 
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like rejecting the fact that the sun gives off heat.  It 

requires rejecting major chunks of biology, anthro-

pology, geology, biochemistry, genetics and physics, 

plus essentially the scientific method, itself.  Today, 

every major scientific organization in the U.S. and in 

most of the world has published statements supporting 

the fact of our evolution.  Yet, roughly 40% of Americans 

still reject evolution in favor of ancient creation myths.  

Such widespread denial not only speaks volumes 

regarding our educational systems, but also borders on 

blasphemy.  Consider:   
 

It borders on blasphemy to claim that God would 

purposely deceive literally hundreds of thousands of 

dedicated scientists by making it look in every last detail 

as though evolution has occurred over the last several 

billion years.  It borders on blasphemy to claim that an 

all-wise, all-good God would have purposely created the 

overwhelming majority of all His species to be deadly 

parasites, which they are.  It borders on blasphemy to 

claim that God specially created us to have dozens of 

what appear to be poor engineering designs and 

anatomical defects, including our human brain with 

enough serious defects to fill neurology and psychiatric 

text books and is now endangering our entire biosphere.  

Prominent evolutionary biologist (and theist) Francisco 

Ayala had this to say regarding all of our apparent 

designer defects: “Not only can natural selection account 

for the ‘design’ of organisms, but also it amounts to 

blasphemy to attribute it to God's special action.”i 

     
“God did it” answers encourage the rejection of 
rationality 
 

Another problem in fostering belief in “God did it” 

answers to scientific questions is that humans then find 

it much easier to reject the scientific method, take leaps 

of faith and believe in an amazing diversity of disproved 

or highly questionable paranormal and supernatural 

things such as demons, angels, hell, purgatory, auras, 

virgin births, resurrections, faith healings, exorcisms, 

voices from Atlantis, omens, spirit signals, 

reincarnations, judgment days, astrology, voodoo, 

fairies, vampires, zombies, witches, telekinesis, 

warlocks, ghosts, poltergeists, tarot cards, ouija boards, 

numerology, and on and on and on.    
 

Also, once we grant the possibility of “God did it” 

answers to the workings of the universe, then we’ve 

strengthened the possibility of God’s miracles being in 

everything all the time.  For example, perhaps this god 

really did create the world only 6,000 years ago, but 

made it appear exactly as if it had evolved naturally 

over billions of years, fossils and all.  Or maybe the earth 

is flat after all, according to the Flat Earth Society's 

reading of selected biblical passages (see Dan. 4: 11, 20; 

Rev. 7:1; Is. 41: 5 and 40:28), but God makes us believe 

otherwise to test our faith.   

 
“God did it” answers buttress justification for atrocities 
  

Throughout history humans have used their gods to 

justify slavery, the oppression of women, holy wars, 

inquisitions, crusades, jihads, the torture and burning of 

witches and homosexuals, the stoning to death of non-

virgin brides and those caught working on holy days, 

and even the extermination of entire heathen cultures 

and inferior races.  Maybe God even manipulated events 

and people so that the United States would go to war 

with Iraq and then Iran in order to speed along the 

Apocalypse. 
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Born Atheist 
 

Atheists have 

an image 

problem 

 

We show not only that 
atheists are less 
accepted than other 

marginalized groups but also that attitudes toward them 
have not exhibited the marked increase in acceptance 
that has characterized views of other racial and religious 
minorities over the past forty years. . . .  
Americans are less accepting of atheists than of any of 
the other groups we asked about, and by a wide 
margin. University of Minnesota study of atheists as 
“other.” 
 
Atheism has always been hostile to religion, such as in 
its arguments that freedom of or for religion should 
include freedom from religion. Atheism’s threat rises as 
its proponents grow in numbers and aggressiveness. . . . 
[A]theism’s spokesmen are aggressive [and] have 
developed great skills in demonizing those who disagree 
with them, turning their opponents into objects  
of fear, hatred and scorn. Mormon Elder Dallin Oaks 
 
Atheists are one of the most unpopular minorities in 
America. Surveys consistently show that atheists  
are ranked less favorably than any religious group in 
America. Atheists are rated 18 points below Muslims, 
who are in the public eye because of the 9/11 attacks, 
their treatment of women and their superlegal attacks on 
cartoonists who draw Mohammed. Atheists are ranked 
26 points below Mormons, who only 152 years ago 
stood off the American Army, who only outlawed 
polygamy in 1890, and who only allowed Blacks to 
become ministers in 1978. Atheists are ranked 39 points 
below Catholics, who still will not allow women to be 
church leaders, who deny members access to birth  
control and who are rocked by child-abuse cover-up 
scandals (See Figure 18). 

Answering the question, “This group does not at all 
agree with my vision of American society,” atheists  
are rated the highest, named by 39.6% of respondents, 
followed by Muslims at 26.3% and gays at 22.6%. In a 
similar vein, 47.6% of respondents would disapprove of 
their child marrying an atheist, while only 33.5% would 
disapprove of marrying a Muslim. Think of that, Muslims 
conducted: 
 
•        the 9/11 attacks in the United States which killed 
almost 3,000, 
•        train bombings in Spain that killed 191 and 
wounded 1,800, 

•        subway bombings in England that killed 52 and 
injured 700, 
•        an assault in Mumbai, India that killed 173 and 
injured 308, 
 
and yet Americans think more highly of Muslims than 
they do of atheists. 

 
On one hand, these statistics are shocking because 
atheists are  not committing suicide bombings or  
massive criminal acts. As an atheist, I am inclined to ask 
the general population, “what has an atheist done to hurt 
you?” But on the other hand, consider how threatened 
the religionists must feel by someone who tells the truth. 
The Muslim merely tells the Christian that his version of 
god is incorrect. The atheist tells all religionists that their 
gods are lies. The atheist threatens the religionist’s 
belief system and strangely enough is more feared than 
a coreligionist who threatens the religionist’s life. 
 
Researchers at the University of Minnesota explored the 
phenomena of why atheists are so despised  
and commented: 
Some people view atheists as problematic because they 
associate them with illegality, such as drug use and 
prostitution--that is, with immoral people who threaten 
respectable community from the lower end of the status 
hierarchy. Others saw atheists as rampant materialists 
and cultural elitists that threaten common values from 
above--the ostentatiously wealthy who make a lifestyle 
out of consumption or the cultural elites who think they 
know better than everyone else. Both of these themes 
rest on a view of atheists as self-interested individualists 
who are not concerned with the common good. 
 
More at http://bornatheist.com/25.html 
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Backyard Skeptics  
is part of Freethought Alliance, a 501C3 grass-
roots organization based in Villa Park, CA 
which sponsors monthly meetings with 
interesting secular speakers, dinner-and-a-
movie nights, science-oriented field trips, 
outreach programs for letting others know 
about our secular community and atheist 
advocacy programs. If you are local to Orange 
County you are welcome to join out meetup 
group to receive announcements of upcoming 
events.   http://www.backyardskeptics.com 

  

 

Click the above icon to go to the 
BYS News section 
3/1/12 Organizers prepare for atheism-themed event at 
Fort Bragg, 1st for a US military base 

2/29/12 Atheists criticize religion exam at student 
teacher college 

2/28/12 Penn Judge: Muslims Allowed to Attack People 
for Insulting Mohammad 

2/27/12 Atheist Alliance International strongly condemns 
violence in Afghanistan after Quran burning 

Republicans Pass Bill Forcing Vaginal Probes 

2/25/12 The NEW New Atheism: It's about real life. 

2/23/12   Lenoir City High School won't publish atheist 
editorial on religion in school 

2/21/12 (CNN Video) Atheist Teen wins lawsuit and gets 
a $40,000 scholarship fund 

2/17/12 Acton family: Remove 'under God' from Pledge 
of Allegiance 

More: http://backyardskeptics.com/wordpress/recent-
news/ 
 

Political News   
3/2/12 Blunt’s proposal gives religion too much power 
over healthcare 

2/28/12   Rick Santorum: COLLEGE Is Left-Wing 

Conspiracy! (video) 

Rule of Lord –  The Republican plan to nullify the courts 
and establish Christian theocracy. 

2/26/12 Santorum: ‘I Almost Threw Up’ After Reading 
JFK Speech on Church, State 

2/25/12  DOMA Ruling Appealed: House Leaders 
Appeal California Same-Sex Marriage Ruling 

2/19/12 Rick Santorum: “You should get very nervous” 
about Obama’s view of religion 

More: http://backyardskeptics.com/wordpress/politics/ 
 
Science News  

2/29/12 Fault’s twists may shake up earthquake 
forecasts 

2/24/21 Carbon dioxide increase is breaking down 
marine ecosystems 

2/21/12 Distant planet an exotic water-world 

2/18/12 Oceans set stage for human evolution 

2/15/12 Black Hole Came from a Shredded Galaxy 

2/10/12 The Verdict is in on Climate Change 

More: http://backyardskeptics.com/wordpress/science-
news/ 
 

Church-State News 

2/27/12  Reinforcing the church-state wall  LA Times 
article and it’s blowback Church-state wall: For America 
and religion   

2/23/12  Oklahoma’s constitutional separation of church 
and state measure could face repeal 

2/21/12 Supreme Court won’t hear appeal of student’s 
anti-Christian lawsuit 

2/21/12 (CNN Video) Teen wins lawsuit and gets a 
$40,000 scholarship fund 

2/17/12 East Texas group favors end to church-state 
separation 

More: http://backyardskeptics.com/wordpress/church-
state-news/ 

Keep this nation a secular one.   

Make your tax-deductable donation HERE 

http://freethoughtalliance.org/fta/donate/ 
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Backyard Skeptics Events  
http://backyardskeptics.com/wordpress/events2/ 

  (like our new logo?) 

  

March 13 – BYS south Meetup, Mission Viejo 

March 15 – Lecture – Did Jesus Exist?  
Fullerton 

March 21 – Beginners West Coast Swing 
Dance Lesson, Westminster 

March 29 BYS Monthly Meeting, Villa Park – 
Speaker TBS 

April 28 - 11am Pasadena DooDah Parade - 
Join us! 

More future events:   

Go-Kart ‘SPEED’ night with dinner 

Blackstar Canyon visit with the OC 
Astronomers Club 

Habitat for Humanity volunteer day 

Music Appreciation night – rock, classical and 
jazz 

Mt Wilson Observatory night  (we are renting 
the 60” telescope for the evening!)  

Orange County Freethought Alliance 
Conference  May 19 & 20, 2012 

Borego Springs overnighter with the OC 
Astronomy Club 

Joshua tree camping overnighter in June. 
 

 
 
  
 
 
 

Billboard 
News

 
 

 

On March 9,  2012, American Atheists and  Backyard 
Skeptic’s will be placing two similar billboard s up on the 
west coast (see above) and the east coast, with a similar 
billboard in Arabic.  The object is to ‘Offer a Choice’ to 
those who feel they might be a little agnostic concerning 
their religious beliefs.  We all know the religiously 
hardcore conservatives will never change their, even if a 
deity were proven not to exist.  

 

From last month’s billboard: 

Press Release HERE 
http://backyardskeptics.com/Billboards/Family2.pdf 
 
Examiner Article HERE     
http://www.examiner.com/atheism-in-los-
angeles/billboard-tell-your-family-you-don-t-believe-gods 

Montery News HERE  
http://www.ksee24.com/news/local/Atheist-Billboard-in-
Santa-Ana-138710209.html

Enjoy reading the Secular Gazette? 
 

Subscribe using PayPal micropayments to the 
Secular Gazette for only $.99 an issue 

 
Go to www.freethoughtalliance.org 

to help us continue to bring you the most 
recent news in skepticism, atheism, science 

and church-state separation.  
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A conversation 

Jim works at a local Calvary Chapel, and Michael is a 
atheist friend of mine,  They have given me permission 
to post their email conversation here: 

 
Jim: Almost without exception the major sciences were 
founded by Christian theists 
  
Michael: Christian theists founded the major 
sciences??? This is perhaps the first time I've 
heard this claim made. Does anyone have any stats 
on this? I find this assertion to be questionable, 
seeing as how so many scientists today are atheist. 
Perhaps scientific awareness DOES "kill God"? 
  
The ultimate answer is, "God did it," but there are 
often vast landscapes to be explored, mapped, mined 
and built upon before halting at that ultimate truth.   
  
But if "God did it" then why not just settle on that 
and call it a day? Exploring, mapping, and 
mining seem superflous if you can just assert the 
cause. Heck, if prayer works then why not just 
ASK your god for the answers? That seems easier 
than all this pesky, laborious scientific research. 
  
We humans harbor a good measure of intellectual pride 
that makes the idea that we can't figure everything out 
abhorrent. But, the fact is, our minds are finite, and we 
will never plumb the depths of the Infinite. 
  
I have zero problem or pride keeping me from 
saying "I don't know." Where did all this come 
from? I don't know. I say "I don't know" all the 
time. It's intellectually honest to say "I don't know." 
I have no issues with the idea that I'll never know 
it all; I'm okay with that. I'm not sure who you're 
speaking of, but it's not people like me. 
  
Michael, there seemed to be a hint in your email of the 
"Who made God?" question that is the centerpiece of 
Richard Dawkins' The God Delusion. 
  
Partially, yes, but I'd never frame it as a "who" 
question. What I would like to know is the HOW 
regarding a god. If existence can't be claimed as 
eternal by an atheist, then why is it fair to claim a 
god is eternal? Why does a god get off the hook 
when it comes to explanations? 
  
The Christian God, the God of the Bible has no 
beginning, and was not made by anyone.  
  
I was a believing, born-again Christian from the 
cradle up till around age 33 (I'm 40 now) when I 
began asking the hard questions, so I am quite 

familiar with the Christian story and the Bible. I 
used to believe it ALL, every word, until I started 
actually reading it and thinking about it. I became 
an atheist after I decided to strengthen my faith 
and understanding of "God," whoever and whatever 
that might be. I ended up as an atheist as a result 
of trying to find a god that (as far as we can tell) 
does not exist. 
  
I do know a LOT of what the Bible says, and what I 
don't can easily be looked up. What I like to 
propose to believers is this: The Bible is WHAT you 
believe, I get that. Quoting it to me does nothing (I 
can quote you verses all day too). Let's set the 
Bible over here on the coffee table, and take it as 
given that what's in that book is WHAT you believe. 
Without picking it up and reading it to me, I'd like to 
know WHY you believe what's in that book. 
  
Thanks for taking the time to read. I don't expect 
you to answer everything I've presented here, but I 
appreciate any feedback you'd like to give. Cheers! 
  
//// 
 

 

Jim, 

  

Assuming your particular god is real, which of these 
statements summarizes your view?: 

  

"My god is greater than all his creation." 

"My god is equal to his creation." 

"My god is lesser than his creation." 

 (I'm curious to know, and may have a follow-up 
question, depending on your answer.) 

  

Jim: "My god is greater than all his creation." 

 
Michael:  If your god is greater than his marvelous 
creation, why does his marvelous creation need to be 
explained and answered for in detail, yet he (even 
MORE marvelous) does not? In other words, why do 
theists think it's okay to use (scientific) findings to 
argue the incredible complexity and sheer vastness of 
the Universe, then insist something (or someONE) has 
to be behind it all, yet after they point out what that thing 
is (a god) then suddenly all need to explain that cause 
stops? Why should the hugeness and diversity of our 
Universe demand a causal answer when that causal 
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answer is just explained away as "all powerful and 
eternal"?  
  
Frankly, I find the answer "god" to be an incredible cop 
out. I'm not the first to say this, but all the theist is doing 
is solving a mystery ("Where'd all this come from?") by 
creating an even bigger mystery ("Where'd that god 
come from?") which doesn't solve anything. If you're 
going to argue that vast complexity is the result of an 
even GREATER vast complexity, you're going to have to 

explain that GREATER complexity before it's considered 
a viable answer. 
  
Thanks for your time, I hope that made sense, and I 
appreciate hearing your response. 
  
Michael 

 
 
 

___________________________________________________

 
 The second round 

 

Hi Jim. 

  

Thank you for keeping my question in mind and 
responding as you have. It appears you took some time 
putting together a response. Please allow me to respond 
to a couple points you've raised. 

"I guess my short answer would be, believe.  Or at the very 

least, be willing to believe what you do not yet fully know or 

understand." 

This sounds like an urging I heard at my parent's church. 
The pastor was suggesting that any one of us may not 
be alive by next Sunday, so the best thing we could do 
at that moment was to accept Jesus. "If you've never 
believed in Jesus before, believe in him now." WHAT? It 
stopped me in my tracks, he literally said that! Belief is 
NOT something you can force. If anyone disagrees with 
my statement, then I would challenge them to believe 
whole-heartedly in any Greek or Egyptian god for even 
five minutes, then get back to me and tell me if you 
GENUINELY believed, or if you were just pretending. 

"Every time you climb aboard an airplane, you entrust your 

life to an engineering masterpiece that you do not fully know 

or understand." 

This is true, with emphasis on the word "entrust." I have 
trust, but I do not have FAITH (belief in the absence of 
evidence). There are a couple of things wrong with your 
analogy here. First, although I do have trust in the 
plane's durability and the pilot's skill, I do not for a 
moment find them infallible. Think of all the people 
who've died on flights due to one or both of these things 
being wrong (and the subsequent amount of 
unanswered prayer that must have happened in those 
final moments ((another topic!)). 

Secondly, I can see the plane. I can see the pilot. I can 
look at maintenance records or pilot licenses if I so 
choose. I've flown before. Millions of people have, 
without incident. This enterprise has a verifiable track 
record on which I can base my trust. Not so with the god 

hypothesis. I've never seen a god. I've never heard a 
god. Gods don't have licenses or documentation. While I 
can appreciate your analogy pointing out that I do have 
trust in things, it fails to show how I exercise faith in any 
way, and it really fails to show why and how I'm 
supposed to jump from "taking a risk with air travel" vs. 
"putting my sincere heart into Jesus being real." It's a 
non sequitur as far as I can tell. 

"I suggest approaching God in perfect honesty (‘I don’t think 

you exist, but if you do, I want to know it’) and with profound 

humility and respect." 

I've done just that. Numerous times. During my most 
intense period of searching for "god" I would pray daily, 
without fail, for months on end. I made sure to pray a 
new prayer daily, never the same twice, out of respect 
for the seriousness of my enterprise. I never wanted to 
fall into auto-prayer where I wasn't thinking. I wanted 
that god to know I was putting my heart and soul into it 
with only the most lucid mindset and the sincerest of 
desires to know him. No answer ever came. At some 
point I realized, "This god knows what my intentions are, 
and I can't keep doing this for the rest of my life, so I will 
leave it in his hands." So far, no change in my mindset 
or heart towards a god has occurred. My confidence in 
my atheism has only grown stronger since then, and my 
eyes have been further opened to what I see as the 
futility of faith. 

"If you have been following this thread from the beginning, 

you now you know the betting odds in favor of an Intelligent 

Cause behind the Universe are overwhelming." 

I can't say I agree with that idea at all. "Overwhelming"? 
Certainly not If it were overwhelming then we'd not be 
having this dialog anymore. What I have gotten a sense 
of from the beginning of this exchange of ideas is that 
every theist tends to invent his or her own belief system. 
No two believers believe the same things. As I like to 
say, "Show me two billion Christians, and I'll show you 
two billion religions." 

"...it is reasonable to infer that the Intelligent Cause of the 
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Univerese and the God of the Bible are the same Being." 

  

If it is so reasonable, then why do only two billion out of 
seven billion people claim the god they believe in is the 
god described in the Bible? Why do the other (approx.) 
four billion theists find it just as plausible that ANOTHER 
version of a god exists? What did you  stumble across 
that they've  missed? 

"You may think of the Bible, if you will, as the Manufacturer’s 

Manual for your life." 

While some may no doubt think that, I certainly do not (and I 

never did when I was a believer). I have never, in all my 40 

years on this planet, reached for the Bible for wisdom, 

insight, comfort, or instruction. Even when I believed it to be 

the inerrant word of an all-knowing, perfect god, I never once 

thought of it as a reference manual for living my life. I have 

yet to hear even a staunch fundamentalist Christian who is 

going through a rough trial in their life utter the phrase, "I 

don't know what to do. I'd better go see what the Bible says I 

should do." 

"...(God) values you every bit as much as he values any saint 

who ever stood before him, and he wants you to know 

him, albeit on his terms, rather than your own." 

Then why have my prayers all gone 100% unanswered? If you 

were to have said the same thing about my father, and I were 

to tell you my father has never once interacted with me in my 

entire life, then I would not only tell you you are wrong, but 

I'd tell you my father is nothing but a non-existent deadbeat. 

(Note: That was just an example. My father is a very loving 

and very real entity in my life.) 

"Michael...I have given it an honest shot, and hope this 

helps.  Please, let me encourage you to seek after the LORD 

with honesty and humility, in earnest and with 

persistence.  You have his promise that if you do, you will find 

him." 

Jim, thank you again for taking the time to respond to me 

with such diligence. Your concern is appreciated. As I've 

stated above, I have indeed attempted the route you've 

suggested, and I've received no discernible answer of any 

kind. I say "discernible," because I'm amazed how many 

Christians I've spoken with since I became atheist who are 

convinced THEY are God's messenger and THEY are my 

answer to prayer. So much for "honesty and humility," eh? 

(Ha ha.) 

In closing, I'd like to touch on your final line with my own take 

on it. You tell me I have God's promise that if I seek him in 

honesty, I will find him. It seems believers tend to have free 

license to say what they like and feel, and it's almost 

considered impolite or rude to challenge them. Please allow 

me to share the following thought for your consideration, 

with zero rudeness intended. 

Book X makes a promise. It promises that if you do A, 

then B will happen. Let's say A happens to be standing on one 

leg, flipping a coin, and a guarantee you'll have it come up 

heads. Bob (a "Book X Believer") stands on one leg, flips a 

coin and gets a heads result. It worked for Bob! Bob now 

believes even more! Bob now tells everyone to try it. He even 

goes so far as to point out, "Book X challenges you to test it, 

and it promises you'll get these results. I tried it and it works." 

Joe (a "Book X Non Believer) gives it a go. He stands on one 

leg, flips a coin, and gets a tails result. When Joe shares this 

with Bob it is met with suspicion, even flat our rejection. "You 

did it wrong," Bob says. "You didn't flip it correctly" or "You 

were standing on the wrong leg" or "The coin must've been 

bad." No amount of Joe's effort to show sincerity seems to 

penetrate the shield of Bob. It becomes clear to Joe that the 

ONLY acceptable outcome for Bob is the one that Bob had. 

Only an outcome like Bob's will be accepted because, well, as 

Bob says, "It worked for ME!" Believers tend to think that the 

ONLY acceptable experience you can have is the one THEY 

had, no matter how many times you get differing results than 

theirs. 

What am I saying in all this? I guess it would be that I 

have indeed taken the Bible at its word and tested it as you've 

suggested. (I'm not the only one.) I'm here to tell you in all 

honesty: this "test" is not guaranteed to work as you've 

suggested. I'd also say that this test is a very reliable way to 

show the atheist stance is absolutely justified (at least in 

regards to the Bible-god). You've offered up the challenge laid 

out in your holy book, we've accepted the challenge, and our 

results are an overwhelming condemnation of the supposed 

infallibility of what the Bible contains. The challenge was 

made, we accepted and we've shared our results. The only 

thing that remains is: are you going to be bold and gracious 

enough to accept our findings and admit we've disproved the 

promised outcome of this challenge? 

Thank you, Jim. It's been a pleasure corresponding with you. 

Sincerely, 

  

Michael 
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Secular DVDS from  

FreethoughtAlliance.org  
BackyardSkeptics.com  
 

Both of these sites have one of the largest 
selections of secular DVDs available 
anywhere.  Most DVDs are only $10.  Make a 
contribution to your secular organizations by 
ordering one of our entertaining and 
educational DVDs 
 
 
The 2011 Orange County Freethought Alliance 
Conference 3-DVD set.  !3 wonderful speakers.  
Enlightening, Educational and inspiring.  $34 
 

Magic, Witchcraft, and Religion: An Anthropological 
Survey of the Supernatural World with Adrian Novotny, 
Ph.D. $10 special 

Thomas Quinn - ”God Needs Therapy” (a comedy) $12 

 

Dr. Richard Carrier;  How Christianity Began Is Proof 
Enough It's Bunk $12 
 
San Diego Secular Humanist Conference 2011 -  
Entertaining speakers, engaging insights and thought-
provoking lectures. 2 DVDs  $45 
 
Ali Ayaan Hirsi      Ali is a spokesperson for human 
rights and a proponent against female  
mutilation in Muslim countries. Her riveting personal 
story is told with the help a local  

journalist, Jill Stewart. $10 
 
Sean McDowell vs. BYS - Commonalities of 
Christians and Atheists 
Sean visits Backyard Skeptics, then Bruce Gleason 
and Mark Smith visit Sean's church in  
San Juan Capistrano  A 2-DVD set.  $15 
 
Sarah Dunn -   Atheists in Prison: How the law, 
culture, psychology shape prison Populations  $10 
 
Dave Richards - Exploring logical fallacies and how to 
identify them $10 
 
Eugenie Scott - Creationism, evolution, education, 
and politics,  Taped at Chapman University, Orange 
CA  $10 
 
Orange County 2010 Freethought   
Alliance Conference 2- DVD set 
Enjoy 12 full-length seminars and an evening 
discussion panel for only $30     
 
Does God of the Bible Exist?   A 6- 
Person Panel Debate, December 2009   $20       
   
"The God Question" - 
 Debate between Shermer & De'Souza   $10 
 
Bruce Gleason - "Why Am I Am Atheist" speech at 
Calvary Church, Costa Mesa, CA  $10 
 
Dan Barker 2 DVD set   - Jesus Myth or  Fiction?   
and Why I Became An Atheist  $20 
 
Chris Mooney - The War on Science: What Have We 
Learned?  CFI lecture  $10 
 
John Shook - The God Theory is Dead   CFI lecture  
$10 
 
Edward Tabash - America at the Crossroads  $10 
 
Sean Carroll - The Origin of the Universe and the 
Arrow of Time    CFI lecture$10 
 
Ross Blocher - Swaddling Cloth out of Whole Cloth: 
Problems with the Nativity Story    CFI lecture $10 
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Funny Stuff 
A must see video about Jesus HERE. Christian beware, 
you will go to hell if you watch this! 

 

 

National Secular Links 
Here are several secular links to other 
organizations supporting secularism, science and 
skepticism around the world: 

Americans United for Church and State Separation, National    
au.org 

 
American Humanist Assoc.    americanhumanist.org 

 
Atheist Alliance International    atheistalliance.org 

 
American Atheists    atheists.org/ 

 
Military Assoc. of Atheists and Freethinkers    atheists.org 

ACLU.org 

B E R T R A N D  R U S S E L L   S O C I E T Y     
www.users.drew.edu/~jlenz/brs.html 

CFI  centerforinquiry.net 

camp-quest.org 

Freedom From Religion Foundation         ffrf.org 

jennymccarthybodycount.com 

Meetup.com (search for humanist, agnostic, atheists or church 
and state in your area) 

National Center for Science Education    ncse.com 

People for the American Way     pfaw.org 

Richarddawkinsfoundation.org 

James Randi Educational Foundation    randi.org/site 

Southern California Secular Humanist Conference.org (in San 
Diego) 

Whatstheharm.net 

 

 
 
 
 
Local Southern California groups and 
links 
Ateos Unidos: The group for Spanish speakers!  

3rd Saturdays at 11 a.m. at the Center for Inquiry 

West, 4773 Hollywood Blvd. 

Contact Liliana at 323-466-4223.  

Americans United     Meets the third Sunday of the 

month at 1:30pm at the Irvine Ranch Water 
District 15600 Sand Canyon Ave. Irvine, 
CA 92618  http://www.au-oc.org/ 
 

AU General Meeting: 4th Sundays, 11:00 a.m. at 

Center for Inquiry West,  

4773 Hollywood Blvd. Presentation followed by lunch 

and afternoon activity.  

Board meets briefly at 10:30 a.m. for members’ 

concerns. Childcare is available.  

http://atheists.meetup.com/705/  

 

Adopt-a-Highway: Help us keep our roads clean in the 

name of atheism!  

AU hosts the southbound strip of the Glendale 

Freeway, Hwy 2, south of the 210. 

Keeping the road clean allows us to keep our signage 

there. Good exercise, and fun company! Two 

Saturdays a month. Dates vary. Contact Steve 310-

670-7131  

 

BackyardSkeptics.com – meets once a month in Villa 

Park (Orange County)  also see meetup.com/backyard-

skeptics 

Center for Inquiry -Lectures 1st and 3rd Sundays, 

11a.m. 4773 Hollywood Blvd., Los Angeles.  

Free for members of CFI, $6 for non-members  

http://centerforinquiry.net/la  

San Diego Coalition of Reason 

FreethoughtAllaince.org – sponsors debates and events 

in southern California 

Free Thinkers for Liberty.org    Freethinkers for Liberty 

is an organization of humanists and others who reject all 
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superstition, in favor of rationality and critical thinking, 

who also respect the freedoms our forefathers described 

in the US Constitution and the Bill of Rights. 

 

Freethinkers Toastmasters: Want to improve your 

speaking abilities in a fun and supportive group?  

Join FTTM on 2nd & 4th Saturdays at 2 p.m. at the 

Center for Inquiry West. 

More information: David: 310-479-6318. 

http://www.freethinkersclub.org  

 

GALAH: Gay and Lesbian Atheists and Humanists- 2nd 

Sundays, 1 p.m.,  

Center for Inquiry West, 4773 Hollywood Blvd.  

Contact Ken Wolverton 818-554-9858 or  

galahla@aol.com   

 

Generation Atheist: A meeting group for atheists in 

their 20s and 30s, 3rd Sundays, location changes 

monthly. http://atheists.meetup.com/724/Hollywood/ 

East LA: 2nd Tuesdays, 7 p.m. at Atwater Village in 

Glendale .Contact Steven Gibson 562-900-2834. 

http://atheists.meetup.com/212/ 

 

Humanist Association of Orange County     Meets the 

third Sunday of the month at 1:30pm at the Irvine 

Ranch Water District 15600 Sand Canyon Ave. Irvine, 

CA 92618 http://www.meetup.com/OCHumanists 

Humanist Association of Los Angeles: 2nd Sunday, 

11:00 a.m.,  

Colorado Center Community Room (same as Yahoo 

Center), 

2500 Broadway, Santa Monica (near corner of 26th 

Avenue and Broadway); Contact: Larry Taylor 310-

479-2236,  

larry-a-taylor@att.net  

Inland Empire: 1st Wednesday, 7 p.m., Riverside 

Unitarian Church 3657 Lemon St., Riverside Contact 

JanGoings@aol.com  

http://atheists. meetup.com/ 499/  

 

Lancaster “Antelope Valley Freethinkers” 4th Thurs., 

7pm, Camille’s Garden Cafe, Lancaster  

http://atheists. meetup.com/ 615/  

 

Long Beach: 3rd Fridays, 7 p.m., at Hometown Buffet, 

290 E. 4th St. 

Meal cost is $16. Contact Rodney 562-437- 4370 or 

Hank Schultz, 

whschultz@mac.com. 

http://atheists.meetup.com/487/  

 

Orange County Atheists, meets one a month at the 

IHOP across from OC Airport  

http://www.ocatheists.com/  

 

Orange County Atheist United Chapter: 2nd Sundays, 

10:30 a.m.,  

Tee Room, 3100 Irvine Ave Newport Beach  

Contact Norman 310-408-8653 (cell).  

 

Atheists United San Fernando Valley: 3rd Thursday, 

6:30 p.m., Kountry Folks Restaurant,  

on Sepulveda Blvd. and Chase St.  

Contact Henry at 818-988-2806, after 5:00 p.m. 

http://atheists.meetup.com/614/  

 

San Diego New Atheists and Agnostics   

http://www.meetup.com/atheists-518/ 

Atheists United  Santa Clarita: 2nd Sundays, 11 a.m., 

at Greenhouse Café, 26586 Bouquet Cyn. Rd., Santa 

Clarita  http://atheists.meetup.com/670/  

 

Atheists United  South Bay/Torrance: 3rd Sundays, 

7p.m., At Marie Callender’s, 2979 Artesia Blvd, 

Redondo Beach   http://atheists.meetup.com/729/  

 

Atheists United   Ventura: 4th Mondays, 7pm, 

E.P. Foster Library, 651 E Main Street, Ventura.  

Contact Brian Parra for info: 805-794-4714, 

venturaatheists@yahoo.com 

http://atheists.meetup.com/494/  

 

Ventura “Freethought Parents Network”:  

Kids playgroup meets every Tuesday at 11am, 

Locations subject to change 

http://www.meetup.com/freethoughtparents/  

 

WestValley Secular Humanists: Last Sundays, 2 p.m.,  

Daphne’s Greek Café, 5780 Canoga Ave. Unit B, 

Woodland Hills 

http://secularhumanism.meetup.com/17/  
                                                      

i "Arguing For Evolution" by Francisco Ayala, The Science 

Teacher, February 2000 (vol. 67, no. 2), pp. 30-32. Ayala is in the 

Department of Ecology and Evolution, University of 

California, Irvine. 


