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Preface: 

 

This book is first and foremost, an existential adventure and challenge, meaning it will encourage and 

enable the reader to question basic life-views that we all hold and that most of us have been taught to 

believe are true.  Trying to find the best answers to life’s most important questions is required IF you 

want to live a complete life and find deeper meaning and truth in this life.  Questions like: 

• Is it reasonable to believe I evolved from hydrogen gas? 

• Can mere physical chemicals reasonably account for my ability to know right from wrong, or to 

know and experience forgiveness? 

• Is love merely an emotion? 

• What is the purpose of human life? 

• What is the purpose of my life? 

• What is truly important in life? 

• What am I as a human being? 

• How do I value things and why? 

• What am I truly living for and is it actually valuable? 

• If there is a higher form of love and can I experience a life where I give and receive that love 

with others on a daily basis? 

• Does Christianity truly represent God well? 

• If Christianity is wrong, what do I do about my guilt? 

In sum, this book is about answering the question, ‘what view makes the best sense of the reality that I 

experience and answers best the question about what I am and what is truly valuable?’  You might ask 

why I need to address Christianity in order to answer that question, and the book will make that clear. 

The simple truth is that the vast majorities of people merely go along with ‘the program’ given to them 

by others (parent’s, religious leaders, etc.) and complain when it doesn’t go their way.  Sadly, they never 

ask those questions or if they do, they give up easily and never diligently pursue satisfying 

answers…answers that pass the test of reason and logic…answers that lead to good and positive change. 

As one might be able to tell from the title, I am not a Christian, although I was one for years.   If you have 

not been exposed to Christian concepts that is very good, although you would be very unusual indeed 

since Christians and their God beliefs have been spread all over the earth.  This book is NOT coming 

from, nor defending, a Christian world view.  In fact, it is challenging many of the beliefs that Christians 

say are true…it is challenging Christianity itself as Christianity is defined by its religious leaders and 

authorities.   

Really, the book could be entitled, “Religion: A Successful Failure”, since Christianity is not unique in its 

failures, but really mirrors the other major world religions like Islam or Judaism, etc.  However, since I 
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was both raised as a Christian and then after a genuine ‘conversion’ experience as an adult, spent many 

years involved in and committed to the system, it is appropriate I focus specifically on Christian religion.  

In other words, the criticism of, ‘oh, well, he doesn’t have any practical knowledge or experience with 

Christianity’ would be false.  (As we shall see, that criticism is largely fallacious anyway since I don’t need 

experience to judge whether most things are true or false.) 

Reading this book will take some courage IF you do so sincerely with a willingness to learn or change.  If 

you read this book with a defensive shield on, then no courage is required and you are wasting your 

time. 

If you are a Christian, this book will be very challenging.  I hope you will discover that I am not unfair or 

mean-spirited in my corrections and in identifying the things that are wrong with Christianity.  My 

approach in this respect should remove the temptation to make the unfair accusation that it is my 

bitterness or bad experiences with Christians or ‘the church’, or some other such incorrect thing that is 

the motivation for this book.  The fact is that the motivation for this book is to bring desperately 

needed and beneficial change to many people, including Christians who see their need. 

There are many very good and well intentioned Christians who spend time sincerely helping people.  

This book takes nothing away from their personal efforts to help other people, unless, of course, the 

primary way they view ‘helping’ others is to get them to believe wrong Christian doctrine or participate 

in religious rituals or foolish expenditure of resources. 

If you are an atheist, non-theist or agnostic, this book should be of particular interest to you.  Many non-

theists and agnostics have legitimate gripes against Christianity and Christians and have correctly 

identified wrong beliefs and practices.  However, if you are going to try and use this book as fodder for 

your cannon against the existence of God, you should be surprised how that will not work IF you use 

reason and observation well, the tools you properly extol.  I urge you to evaluate all possibilities of what 

can be true about human life and not filter out possibilities that you don’t like or don’t currently fit your 

world view. 

Hopefully we can agree that one characteristic of a good person is one who will try and be fair and as 

objective as possible.  The important term “objective” is defined as follows, “expressing or dealing with 

facts or conditions as perceived without distortion by personal feelings, prejudices, or interpretations”; 

or, “not influenced by personal beliefs or feelings; fair or real”; or, “(of a person or their judgement) not 

influenced by personal feelings or opinions in considering and representing facts”.  Being as objective as 

possible is extremely important in evaluating anything.  If the reader has noticed, people’s concern with 

being objective is becoming an increasingly rare thing, so you will have to be different and concerned 

about being objective. 

Equally important to trying to be as objective as possible is that we acknowledge that we all have a 

world and/or existential view that has components of personal beliefs, feelings, bias, prejudices, 

opinions, etc.; and that world or existential view can cause us to have undue bias against other views.  

Part of this author’s job in writing this book, is to attempt to put aside my personal bias, feelings, etc. in 

as much as that is possible and thus be as objective as possible. 
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Ultimate or absolute reality does exist, and the more objective we are, the more we will not be afraid 

to apply the extremely valuable tools of observation, reason and logic to the necessary pursuit of 

finding, discovering, clarifying and understanding that reality. 

A word about science - many believe that “science” is the sure and sole realm of truth that will solve 

humankind’s problems.  This is an erroneous view as we shall see.  Science – empirical science – deals 

with the physical realm and is practiced in the present.  Some of the most important concepts regarding 

human existence are outside the physical realm, namely love, forgiveness, compassion, justice, etc.  

Science is a very valuable tool/practice and practicing science well can solve many human problems.  

However, it is inadequate and impotent to solve the most important human problems that exist, which 

problems cause human conflict, abuse and neglect and all the evils associated with those realities. 

Finally, a few comments about the book format and style. 

I have endeavored to keep the content of this book as simple as possible.  I have concluded that 

simplicity conveys truth in the fullest and clearest manner possible.  In order to help the reader get what 

I am trying to convey, I have included both Opening Chapter Questions as well as Chapter Summaries.   

The purpose of the Opening Chapter Questions is to help the reader to start to consider what the 

Chapter addresses and bring their attention and focus on those topics.  The purpose of the Chapter 

Summaries is to repeat in a very clear and concise way the main concepts being conveyed in the 

Chapters.  One of the benefits of having these Opening Questions and Chapter Summaries is if a 

particular chapter does not interest you, you can still follow the flow of the book by just reading the 

Questions and Summary. 

 

The Purpose of this Book 

I hope the reader likes illustrations, because I am going to use quite a few of them. 

The purpose of my previous book was to take the lamp out of the closet and put the lamp on the table 

in the room so people could see by it.  However, people are not making it into the room to see the lamp 

and the things in the room, but instead are being kept in or led into the house next door because this 

house has a really cool light that is very attractive.  The lamp in the first house – the life-giving one that 

can really help people see clearly – is a simple, bright, clear, warm light.  In addition, the first house has 

many mirrors in it, and the bright clear light really helps people see what is in the mirrors. It can be a bit 

disconcerting since it shows things in the room – including the people - as we really are.  People who 

stay in this house grow and blossom just like plants and flowers exposed to the sun. 

The light in the house next door, however, is made of many colors and flashes and pulses…a lot like the 

lights in Las Vegas!  The house was built on purpose right next to the house with the bright, clear light.  

People who are in this house stagnate, don’t grow and slowly whither, just like plants that don’t get 

enough sun. 
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Next to both houses is lot of darkness…a cold, chilling darkness.  Many are standing in that dark cold lot 

because they went into the house with multi-colored lights and experienced the hypocrisy and 

lovelessness of those who dwell there rightfully ran out.  Now they are justly frightened of houses with 

lights and so they are not willing to go into the house with the simple, bright, clear, warm light.  So, they 

stay in the dark, cold lot which causes their spirits and hearts to get cold as well. 

The purpose of the house with the many colored lights is to draw people away from the house with the 

bright clear, warm light.  The lights in the Las Vegas house distorts things and makes things in the room 

somewhat difficult to see – fuzzy and unclear.  There are very few mirrors in this house, and the ones 

that are distort in a favorable way the image of the people looking into it.  This is very attractive to 

people, so as they journey towards the house with the bright clear light – which light can really help 

them, but which light shows them things they don’t or may not want to see – they are easily distracted 

and drawn by the cool, multi-colored, entertainment luring alternative.  The vast majority end up on the 

house with the flashy light and stay there.  Unfortunately, one of the effects of staying in this house is 

that people’s spirits shrivel and die there. 

This book is about the house with the flashy, cold lights and how it is different than the house with the 

bright, clear, warm Light.  Thus, the books purpose is to fairly fully describe the flashy-lighted house, and 

to thus expose its true nature, and by exposing its nature and purpose, to encourage people to go over 

to the house with the bright clear, warm light. 

This author spent many years in the flashy-lighted house before I made my way out and so is very 

familiar with it.  This author’s hope is that as people use reason well to understand and acknowledge the 

nature of the flashy-lighted house, that they might leave the house with the flashy, cold, radioactive, 

disorienting light and enter the house with the pure, bright, warm, clear, Life giving light. 

Furthermore and in addition to drawing people away from the multi-colored lights house, this book is 

intended to draw people out of the dark, cold, empty lot that many are standing in next to the two 

houses.  If they are willing to step inside, they will find that the pure, bright, warm, clear, Life giving light 

will give them every important thing they are looking for. 
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Introduction:  A Successful Failure? 

 

The phrase ‘successful failure’ has been used before.  Perhaps most recently and in the most popular 

fashion in the story about the Apollo 13 moon mission.  If you have seen the movie/story, it is about 

NASA’s attempt to land yet another manned space mission on the moon.  As the story goes, there is a 

large failure with an oxygen tank on the way to the moon which not only makes landing on the moon 

impossible, but getting the astronauts back to the earth improbable.  With much effort, they manage to 

get those three astronauts back to earth safely.  Thus, it was called NASA’s most successful failure 

mission, meaning the mission to land on the moon was a failure, but getting the three men back safely 

was a success. 

So, you might be wondering about what a “successful failure” is, especially in the context of a major 

world religion.  How can a world religion be a success or a failure? Let’s refer back to the Apollo 13 

mission.  There were two perspectives which account for the two terms “successful” and “failure”.  From 

NASA’s perspective, the mission was a failure…it did not accomplish its objective of landing on the 

moon.  From the wives and children and friends of the astronauts, the mission was a success – their 

loved one returned to them. 

Now, what if there were a space exploration organization higher than NASA and with more knowledge 

and information than NASA who said, ‘we don’t want you to send a mission to the moon, for that is 

largely a waste of time and resources’.  What if NASA didn’t listen and sent the moon mission anyway?  

Given the higher body who knows what is best asked NASA not to do that mission, in what way could it 

be considered a “success” even if the mission objectives were completed?  The people at NASA would 

be high-fiving one another yelling, “success”, while the wiser ones who asked NASA not to send the 

mission at all would be despondent knowing in truth the mission was a failure. 

It is about different perspectives and what is ultimately valuable. 

The ‘Christianity mission’ is a successful failure, but the success and failure aspects of it are due to the 

view of two different people with very different perspectives. 

The two perspectives are Christian leadership versus Joshua* of Nazareth. 

(* I will be referring to the historical person of Jesus of Nazareth as Joshua of Nazareth in this book for 

the following reasons.  First, it is a better English transliteration of the Hebrew name of the historical 

person than “Jesus” - the name “Jesus” if the result of a Hebrew to Greek to English translation.  The 

name “Joshua” is the result of a Hebrew to English translation.  Second, because the term “Jesus”or 

phrase “Jesus Christ” carries with it an inordinate amount of erroneous religious baggage so I would 

prefer not to encourage that baggage to ‘download’ into the minds of those who read this book.  In 

other words, when I say the word “jesus” to a religious person - depending upon which of the thousands 

of sects they belong to – they will bring to their mind the ‘jesus’ that they sect created and indoctrinated 

them into instead of the real and historical person of Joshua of Nazareth.) 
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The term “successful” in the title, “Christianity: A Successful Failure”, is being judged by normal world 

standards.  The concept of “success” is normally defined by the vast majority of people of the earth as 

involving the gaining, possessing or controlling of money or wealth and having many people backing the 

work and the leaders exercising authority or power or control over those many people.  Would you not 

agree?  Entities that could be judged as “successful” can range from individuals to organizations to 

businesses to governments, etc. 

The term “failure” according to normal world standards would be the opposite of “successful”.  So, a 

person or entity who/which does not accumulate, possess or control material wealth nor does that 

person or entity exercise authority or control over others, would be judged as a “failure” or a “nobody”.  

This is especially so if the person or entity is judged as exceptional or very capable of accomplishing 

“success”.   

From a pure principle standpoint, “failure” means the lack of accomplishing stated goals or objectives. 

Is the reader with me so far?  Two different perspectives – the perspective of Christian leadership versus 

the perspective of Joshua of Nazareth. 

This book will, in part, explain why the real, historical person of Jesus of Nazareth would judge 

contemporary Christian and bible religion as a failure and those who practice it as failing. (For the 

readers who don’t believe it is possible to know what the perspective of the real, historical person of 

Jesus of Nazareth is, or that it is not likely that  his deeds and words were successfully captured and 

preserved in the four small books called ‘the gospels’, please see Section 6, Objections to the Solution.) 

Therefore, a “successful failure” means that one standard -the average person on the earth including 

Christian leaders and the vast majority of religious people – sees or judges something as “successful”, 

while another standard – the person of Joshua of Nazareth and those who agree with him – sees or 

judges the same thing as a “failure”.  That something, of course, is the religion of Christianity, or the 

people who claim to be some flavor of “Christian” or who claim to make up or be part of ‘the church’. 

Some will yell, ‘divisiveness’ at the previous statements.  I counter that some division is good and 

necessary and some is bad and harmful.  For example, if you have one-hundred people and some 

believe that violence is a good and right means to get their way, while some believe that reason and 

non-violent means are the best course, there needs to be a division among those people, and that 

division would be good and necessary. 

The “successful mission” of that which calls itself ‘the church’ is to have larger, more powerful 

congregations of people and thus become ‘a force’ (controlling more people) in a community, society 

or nation…a voice proclaiming a religious, moral or political agenda that people adopt.  While many if 

not most religious leaders will deny this claim and instead claim something like, ‘our main goal is to 

bring people to christ’, their actions and words betray their claim as false.  As this book will 

demonstrate, they are not looking to the historical person of Joshua of Nazareth as their Leader.  

Instead, their ‘christ’ is an ever-changing talisman which Christians create and whose purpose is in 

general to give the people what they want, not what is real and thus what they need. 
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The “successful mission” of Joshua of Nazareth for his followers is to transform individual people’s 

lives for the better and thus we become the collective model for how human beings are supposed to 

live…together by love, for truth and rightness.  Even at this early stage of the book, the reader should 

see some contrast between the two goals or ‘missions’. 

There is no doubt that Christianity is successful from the perspective of what people in general consider 

success.  It has about two and a quarter billion human beings (or about 31% of the earth’s population) 

who somehow identify with it or take some Christian label or are a member in one of its thousands of 

divisions/sects.  Those who call themselves Christians and who control the organizations and resources 

of ‘the church’ have many billions of dollars at their disposal and hundreds of millions of people they 

control or heavily influence.  From the world’s perspective of money and control over people, ‘the 

church’ is extremely ‘successful’.  Furthermore, the United States of America, the most powerful and 

influential nation in the past century was influenced by Christians and their beliefs as is also true with 

most European nations, including the U.K.  Clearly the leaders of those nations are currently turning 

away from even Christian ethics let alone Christian existential beliefs. 

The question, however, for those who actually care is, how does Joshua of Nazareth define successful? 

This book will look at and contrast what the world considers successful versus what Joshua of Nazareth 

considers successful.  In doing this, we will support the proposition that Christianity (and by inference its 

adherents) is a ‘successful failure’. 

Some would say it is impossible to evaluate a world religion objectively or from a perspective of 

successfulness or failure.  My response is, why? 

If we have a standard that we can agree on – whether it be a standard of measure (e.g Metric or English) 

or standard of performance (e.g. a time for running 26 miles) or the claims of a religion (e.g. ‘God is in 

control’) – then anything can be evaluated with conclusions drawn as to true or false, right or wrong, 

success or failure, including many religious claims and practices…our tools of observation, reason and 

logic enable this.  If Christianity claims that believing in its God will lead to something important like lives 

better lived, then all we need do is look at the factors/things that Christianity claims are benefits and 

evaluate them against people’s experiences and lives.  More fundamentally, if Christians claim that their 

God-beliefs are based on the person they call ‘jesus christ’, then it is a relatively simple task to compare 

the Christian beliefs and practices against the teachings of Joshua of Nazareth as they were preserved in 

the four ‘gospel’ books.  This later evaluation we will do. 

Some would seek to deny that Christian religion is successful.  I would ask the reader to look at the 

wealth of the Roman Catholic Church and according to the world’s definition of “successful” make the 

case that it is not.  Look at the Vatican property with the Sistine Chapel etc. and the world wide 

properties just the roman catholic religion controls and conclude, ‘oh, they don’t control much wealth’.  

I would ask the reader to look at the control and power the Roman Catholic wields over people and then 

find people who will conclude, “oh, that is not a successful organization”.  Look at the wealth and power 

the Roman Catholic religious system wields in the U.S. – the expensive religious buildings and the health 

systems they control – and make a case it is not ‘successful’. 
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Look at the wealth of all of the other bible-based Christian sects on the earth and the money they have 

invested in their buildings (crystal cathedrals et al) and property and programs and businesses and 

media empires (TBN for example).  The Protestants also own their share of expensive health systems! 

Christians who are not part of these larger organizations will object saying, ‘we are not like them, we are 

just a small local church’.  Well, the fact is that the small religious organizations ARE just like the large 

ones with few significant differences.  The beliefs, routines, rituals, and most importantly, people’s life-

styles are the same.  The only difference is the size of the organization.  It is much the same as Lowes or 

Home Depot versus the local Ace Hardware.  The operation and purpose are the same no matter if you 

are Lowes or Ace Hardware, with just a few minor differences separating the two. 

Collectively – large or small - look at the power that the leaders of the bible-based Christian sects wield 

over tens of millions of people…can you ‘look at them’ and then conclude that, “oh no, they are not 

successful organizations” according to how the world defines successful?  There are chrisitan religious 

organizations (what people call ‘churches’) near this author who take in millions of dollars of people’s 

money each MONTH with budgets of over $50 million per year. You may not like what they stand for, 

but not liking what they stand for does not nullify the objective truth that they are ‘successful’ according 

to the world’s definition of success.  The vast majority of small businesses and some middle sized 

companies in the U.S. do not generate millions of dollars of revenue like many hundreds of Christian 

religious organizations in the U.S. do, and that statement excludes the U.S. Roman Catholic system!  The 

simple fact is ‘the church’ is powerful and successful according to the world’s standards. 

In great contrast, now look at the Man who, some two thousand years ago, walked the earth and 

accumulated no material wealth, did not hold any positions of earthly power or earthly authority, did 

not seek to control material wealth nor to take from people, but only to give to them and help them in 

the deepest most meaningful ways possible.  For doing that publically for about three years, he was 

rejected and killed by the people.  That is his success story which most people would call a failure. 

The contrast could not be any sharper. 

This book will clarify that simple contrast. 

Religion Based Morality versus Existential Truth 

History has reached a point in the U.S. where there are no obvious group related moral injustices against 

certain groups of people.  That makes it hard to find good fights to join like the civil rights movement in 

the sixties.  The moral enemy is no longer primarily in the seats of government power, or even in the 

corporate offices.  Rather, the enemy is the individual and the turning away from a common ethic to 

irrational, selfish emotionalism instead…turning away from an absolute view of reality, to a relativistic 

view of reality. 

Please understand that this book does NOT condemn Christians or Biblians, rather, it seeks to correct 

them using the best standard possible.  This author is well aware of the following simple truth and hopes 

others will come to this awareness as well…that God condemns no one, rather, we condemn ourselves.  



13 

 

Please read that again and understand the truth it conveys.  God condemns NO ONE, rather, WE 

CONDEMN OURSELVES. 

God merely created the organisms/beings and the system/rules to allow us to both choose our after 

death destiny.  A great weakness of the non-theistic existential world view is the lack of ultimate justice.  

For example, it should be offensive to the reader that Hitler and Mother Teresa would have the same 

after death experience, even if that experience is simply self-consciousness annihilation.  The conscience 

that we have should be repulsed at the thought that Adolf Hitler and Mother Teresa would have the 

same ultimate destiny…our conscience should choke at that possibility.  Why is that? 

The concept of condemning ourselves is much like the U.S. legal system, at least how it is supposed to 

be.  Legislators create the laws that people are to abide by.  A judge’s role is to determine whether an 

individual broke the law or not.  If the judge finds that the person broke the law, the punishment is 

often also prescribed by rules or law. 

Therefore, in a perfect system, the only people receiving a consequence/ramification/punishment for 

their wrong behavior are those who did something wrong…they broke a law, rule, policy, etc.  The 

person is not before the judge because the judge didn’t like them and wanted them to be there; rather, 

the person who committed the wrong called for the consequence.  As an example, the person who 

murdered another person deserves a consequence including being accountable for the life they wrongly 

took. 

And so it is with God and the system He created. 

God does not ‘look down’ and say, “I don’t like you, you are going to be punished” – in fact, it is just the 

opposite.  He looks ‘down’ and says, “Please stop destroying yourselves – don’t you know I love you?!”  

When a person rejects trying to live by love and thus practices wrong, the person who committed the 

wrong will stand before God, and God will merely validate the facts surrounding the choices made and 

the wrongs committed.  We will address further aspects of this line of thought later in the book. 

There are many good, decent, moral people who are Christians, however, there are many good, decent, 

moral people who are agnostics or non-theists or Muslims or Jews or Buddhists, etc.  In fact, my 

experience has been that in general religious people, including Christians, want what is good and right 

according to some religious moral standard.  Having some moral standard is better than having no moral 

standard (unless of course you ignore it or use it to benefit one’s self) since human beings are certainly 

not naturally predisposed to exemplary behavior and in fact, are naturally predisposed to selfish 

behavior. Thus, having a moral standard does help restrain and constrain bad behavior.  To deny this is 

irrational. 

Furthermore and by definition, a religious moral standard includes the concept that God is the Giver of 

the moral standard and that God will hold people accountable to that moral standard.  Stated another 

way, people who hold to a religious moral standard believe that there will be after-physical-life 

consequences for our behavior, and that God will be the Judge for deciding those consequences. 
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The conclusion and fact is that some religious moral standards – within the group that holds to them - 

have played an important role in constraining harmful, destructive or evil behavior.  Some rules of 

behavior (ethics) are necessary and religion has provided them.  Religion becomes destructive – and 

religious moral standards are tossed aside, or negatively modified to conform to the desire of the group 

- when separate groups with competing or different God-claims enter into conflict with one another.  

This happens because the one people group says to the other, ‘God is on OUR side and so it is right to 

use any means necessary to make you guys submit to our true God’.  In other words the God-rules only 

apply to ‘us’, not ‘them’ because they don’t believe in our god. 

Some examples of inter-religious conflict would include the crusades between Christians and Muslims or 

the current conflict between Buddhists and Muslims in Indonesia.  A recent example of intra-religious 

conflict would be the murderous conflict between the Protestants and Catholics in Ireland or between 

the Shite and Sunni Muslims.   However, one does not have to reach the point of violence to lack true 

peace…we humans are only ‘too good’ at hating one another long before we raise our fist.  

For example, the thousands of bible-Christian sects who excommunicated each other and thus account 

for many of those thousands of sects/divisions/denominations are hardly at peace and unity!  While it is 

true that they are no longer killing each other regularly as ‘heretics’ in most places; nor is there large 

scale open animosity between the sects; it is equally true that they are NOT unified and certainly their 

members do not love one another (unless you re-define love as mere civility or cold politeness, as we 

shall see later). 

If it is true that human beings are predisposed to negative or harmful beliefs and behavior – and taking 

into consideration the facts of history, it is the most reasonable belief – then how do you think people 

are going to do with NO moral standard and no concept of accountability for one’s behavior in this life?  

All one has to do is to look at the people of the United States here in the early twenty-first century, for 

example, and the conclusion should be obvious.  As the people of the U.S. move away from a belief that 

God exists and will hold people accountable for how they live their lives, the following is happening: 

• Increasing racial conflict; 

• Violent political riots; 

• Harmful drug usage increasing every year; 

• Suicide increasing every year; 

• Government corruption and waste increasing each year; 

• Corporate greed increasing each year… 

… and the list goes on and on.  Those things are the fruit of a people group – in this example, the U.S. 

citizens – throwing away a common moral standard  (which standard was derived from religion) upon 

which they agreed to live by or respect to some degree in times past. 

Is there a correlation between the increase in immorality in the United States and the passing away of a 

religious derived or absolute moral standard?  Of course there is and it does not take some million dollar 

government study or some think tank research to rightly judge that.  Most of the animosity between the 
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two primary political ideologies of “liberal” and “conservative” is due to ethics based differences or what 

they label as “social” issues, code language for ethical or moral differences. 

However, this book is definitely NOT going to make a case for why nations or societies need some 

religiously based moral standard or order to function!  For the religious or a primarily morally concerned 

person, that is probably a sacrilegious statement!  But therein lays a fundamental error of religious 

people! 

The simple fact is that a moral standard – including religious based ones (like Mosaic) – ONLY WORKS 

TO CONSTRAIN EVIL, IT DOES NOT PRODUCE LOVE and the critically important things associated with 

love.  Nor does a moral standard produce hope or a good reason or purpose for living one’s life.  Those 

things require something else…something greater… 

This is not to say that I don’t believe the people of the U.S. desperately need some common moral or 

ethical standard in order to reduce conflict and find unity again…they do.  I will address in this book the 

fact that the root problems of conflict in this nation is not  political ideologies but something deeper…a 

changing existential view of human existence. 

Christianity and by extension Christians are significantly wrong about many things about God, but that 

does not mean that Christians are going to hell because of their wrong beliefs!  Let’s get that out right at 

the beginning.  Sadly, for many Christians, a person having wrong beliefs about God is generally 

considered to be worthy of hell, but that ‘heaven or hell based on merely religious beliefs’ thinking is 

one of THE MOST harmful and wrong beliefs that Christian’s teach and hold!  In fact, is has been one of 

the most powerful fear motivating beliefs in all of history, capturing billions of souls to do the will of the 

religious leadership.  Today, it still serves as a powerful fear motivator to dissuade or prevent discussing 

different views of God or of our soul’s destiny or the purpose of one’s life. 

This is not a book condemning anyone!  Rather, we often condemn ourselves and then often wrongly! 

People who have wrong beliefs about things, including about God, are not ‘sent to hell’ for that.  Rather, 

beliefs are only one factor in determining one’s destiny.  Some beliefs are more important than others 

because they either gently guide or drive our behavior and life-style.  Some beliefs do not affect our 

daily conduct much at all.  Beliefs about the extent of universe or beliefs about the soil composition of 

Mars or how many angles can fit on the head of a pin really have little to no power to shape our 

behavior.  The same can be said for many God beliefs.  Many God beliefs have no bearing on how we 

live our lives, such as ‘where’ God exists or the exact process of our soul’s journey from our body to God 

or how many angels attend God’, etc.  

However, there are some God beliefs that DO have a bearing on how we conduct ourselves each day 

and therefore have a larger impact on our eternal destiny.  The most basic God belief is to answer the 

question, does God exist?  If that question is answered ‘yes’ by an individual, perhaps the next most 

important God-related questions are who is God and what is God like and what does he want of 

me/us…how am I to live my life…will I be accountable for how I live my life...is there something better 

than fear to lift me above the accountability concern?  Aside from whether God exists or not - which is 
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a more fundamental level question – if we believe God does exist, then certainly what God is like and 

what he wants of us are paramount especially if God has set up a system that allows us to determine our 

after physical-death destiny.  (Beliefs, faith and religion are not the same and we shall cover that 

important distinction later.) 

People of all time and of all races and cultures and religions have asked the reasonable questions, ‘who 

created me; what is he/she like and what does he/she want of me’.  Religious leaders then race in to try 

and answer those questions and the average person is only too quick to listen to them and even pay 

them for their opinions. The religious leaders and their followers then build impressive institutions or 

organizations to hide the fact that many of their God beliefs are often merely opinions that do not stand 

the test of reason, logic or observation.  

And what is the typical reason given as to why the people should consider the religious leader as an 

authority about God?  They include, ‘he/she was called of God’ or ‘they have a degree from seminary’ or 

‘they are anointed of God’ or ‘he/she graduated Magna Cum Laude from Best Theological college’ or 

‘the Holy Spirit called them’, or ‘he is a really good man’ or ‘he/she is so-and-so religious leaders 

son/daughter’ or other such things.  A critical question in this regard is, are these valid reasons to 

believe that religious leaders know God?  This is very important and we shall look at that later. 

Given the division among the bible-Christian religious sects –by some estimates, tens of thousands of 

divisions/sects - I would suggest that those leaders are not doing a good job.  “But”, you should ask, 

“what is your standard for making that judgement?”  Good question! 

In my “Finding Life” video series, I make the case that the best person in history to tell us about God is 

the one who defeated death to prove that all he said and did was true 

(https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCG4n6QnuLUsVvImWjG9fAhQ).  That person is Joshua of 

Nazareth, and you can read his story and teachings in my book “The Light of the World: The Life and 

Teachings of Jesus of Nazareth” (http://www.amazon.com/Light-World-Teachings-Jesus-

Nazareth/dp/0692300481). 

That historical person, Jesus of Nazareth says regarding his follower’s unity, “Father, I pray that they 

may be one as we are one” (John 17).  Clearly the will of Joshua and the one he calls “Father” is for his 

followers to be unified, “AS ONE”, NOT as thousands of divided, largely loveless, bickering groups of 

people, and yet that is exactly what exists on the earth today representing Christianity. 

So, there you have it.  This author’s standard to be able to make a correct judgement about the state of 

Christianity’s unity is the one whom all Christian sects point to as their supposed ‘god’ and expert about 

God.  I will use that same Standard to reveal how Christianity is a successful failure. 

There is another teaching of Joshua of Nazareth that serves to prove the claim of this book is true.  In 

fact, of all the teachings he gave, he only gave one he labeled as a “command”, meaning it is of 

paramount importance.   As we shall see, that command plays a large role in the successful failure that is 

Christianity. 
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Again, this book is not about condemning anyone…we do that to ourselves well enough.  This book is 

about people finding truth and thus hope, and becoming change agents in this sad, dark world which 

desperately needs positive change.  Thus, this book will not be a scary experience for those who can 

overcome their fear or self-pride regarding exploring God beliefs or basic existential beliefs.  If you don’t 

have self-pride or fear as your shield against truth – that is you are willing to go where reason and logic 

take you - then this book can provide an extremely beneficial and possibly life-changing experience. 
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Section 1: My Existence, The State of Things and Fundamental Problems 

 

Section Themes: 

Establishing or setting a foundation of reality.  I exist.  Other people exist.  The important 

concept of forgiveness exists and is not physical.   

People (and sometimes me) do a lot of bad stuff each day causing much conflict, neglect, 

hurt, pain and suffering.  Thus, our (my) existence could be much better. 

 

Chapter 1: A Reasonable Basis for Religious and Spiritual Beliefs 

 

Opening Questions To Be Addressed: 

• Is it reasonable to believe that a Creator of the human race exists? 

• Why are there so many religious people on the planet? 

• What is the most reasonable answer to account for my existence? 

• Can atoms, molecules, proteins, cells, tissues, organs and organ systems adequately account for 

what I experience as a human being? 

• Does science have the tools to adequately explain certain aspects of human nature, the human 

experience and ‘origin’ questions? 

A book of this title is likely to attract readers of many different beliefs.  It is reasonable to think that 

some who are hostile towards, or at least very skeptical of, Christian religion would be interested in 

reading this book.  That is a good thing and I hope they do –there is MUCH to be upset about Christianity 

and Christians – especially their wrong beliefs about God and the hypocrisy that many practice.  

However, just because Christians have many wrong beliefs and practices does not mean that they are 

wrong about everything.  Stated another way, just because the Christians poison the well does not mean 

the well does not exist.  Furthermore, just because many Christians are hypocrites does not mean that 

all are.  There are sincere, loving people who are Christians, and to deny such just proves that the one 

doing the denying really needs to read this book and learn from it! 

It is a very common practice when dealing with someone whom you have basic disagreements with, to 

reject everything they say or believe.  This is not only a very negative and destructive habit and one 

which prevents communication from taking place, but it is erroneous.  This very negative dynamic is very 

common amongst people who hold sincere political or religious beliefs.  For those who can receive it, to 

be a truly exceptional human being means you will listen to the ‘other side’ and you will use reason in 

a compassionate and empathetic way to try and arrive at truth.  Imagine how much the 

communication would improve between the political ‘left’ and ‘right’ in the U.S., for example, if they 
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strove to practice that principle!  We will look to see how truly tolerant we are of other people in a later 

chapter. 

The beliefs which are the source of disagreement oftentimes prevent the people from getting to know 

each other even in a cursory way.  For people to understand each other, communication must take 

place, and when it does not, people remain ignorant of each other’s important views and thus no 

bridges can be built to ‘the other side’…people will remain fearful and will tend to judge too quickly or 

to stereotype and reject.  If left to ourselves, we naturally withdraw and build walls/defenses, due to our 

nature, as we will see. 

The simple truth is that we as human beings, in general, are insecure in our fundamental beliefs about 

reality or stated another way, we are insecure in exploring our existential beliefs.  “Existential” means 

“of existence” or attempts to understand our existence.  This insecurity is an aspect of fear and is 

manifest when we get defensive when talking about something.  We will take a closer look at why that is 

true later on. 

Before we take a close look at why Christianity is a successful failure, we need first to establish some 

framework to make judgments about the world in general as well as Christian beliefs or practices which 

exist within that world.  In other words, we must have some high-level grasp on reality and be able to 

understand and accurately describe it in order to make good judgements of beliefs or practices that 

interact or intersect with that reality.  If I just ‘stay within a Christian world-view’ I will not be able to 

properly and effectively evaluate Christianity.  We must come from a higher, more objective perspective 

in order to objectively evaluate Christianity. 

This perspective or ‘framework’ is important especially for the person who is reading this book with the 

purpose of affirming that their judgements about Christianity or Christians are correct.  To do that well, 

we have to establish some facts regarding a world-view since Christianity is a world view.  In other 

words, we cannot make judgements well in a vacuum…with no points of reference or no larger context, 

nothing can be properly understood.  We need facts to establish some framework in order to make good 

judgements. 

For example, before you could find your way to some destination, you need geographical facts in order 

to do so.  So, if you were trying to find your way to Chicago after someone left you in the middle of a  

forest in central Canada - and you had NO idea where you were on the earth and no directional tools to 

help you - that would be a very difficult endeavor. 

Or, as another example, before you could do a good job at placing a hospital in a city, you would first 

need to know the existing layout of the city…if you did not understand the entire layout, you might well 

place the hospital where it would not be easily accessed or utilized optimally by the majority of the 

population.  So it is with determining exactly why and how Christianity and Christians are a successful 

failure.  We must build a framework to account for reality…we must have some basic understanding of 

the larger world of which Christianity and its adherents are a part. 
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As noted above and in general, when someone does not like something (has a preexisting bias), then it is 

very common to make the mistake of ‘throwing the baby out with the bathwater’ also known as the 

Hasty Generalization fallacy.  That fallacy is given illustration by the baby and bathwater saying.  If you 

have ever washed a dirty baby that you love, the saying will make perfect sense…that you don’t throw 

the valuable thing out (the baby) with that which is invaluable (the dirty bathwater).  Rather, we should 

only throw out that which is invaluable.  In the case of concepts or beliefs and using reason to 

understand those concepts or beliefs, we should not dismiss or ignore that which is true (the baby) 

because we don’t like the wrong or erroneous things surrounding it or associated with it (the dirty 

bathwater).   

For example, a person might observe a Christian(s) behaving hypocritically (the bathwater) and as a 

result rejects, dismisses or not consider the possibility that Joshua of Nazareth is accurately represented 

in the four gospel books (the baby).  That is a rejection based on fallacious reasoning with a wrong 

conclusion.  The only right conclusion from looking at Christianity’s dirty bathwater is to rightly judge 

that the bathwater is dirty and unworthy of partaking in.  However, if we are a truly exceptional person, 

perhaps helping those who hold to the beliefs and practices of the dirty bathwater to see the error of 

their ways would be the right and noble thing to do even if nothing comes of it? 

So, let us start in on this adventure and spend a bit of time building this framework to gain the larger 

perspective that best represents reality, and thus be in a good position to judge Christianity and the 

Christians who make it up, a successful failure. 

Let’s start by asking the questions – what is religion and is it reasonable for people to have religious 

beliefs and practices? 

Simple, Undeniable Existential Truths: The Basics of Reality 

Certain facts about reality are undeniable and human existence is really quite simple.  We exist and 

interact with other people and things of this planet.  We have basic biological needs that we must meet 

in order for our bodies to remain alive…food, clothing and shelter.  We have a strong urge to express our 

sexuality.  We have a strong social need to be accepted, affirmed and involved with others.  We have a 

spiritual need to have a clear conscience and thus to be forgiven of our wrongs and free from guilt. 

Furthermore, we are self-aware beings with the ability to evaluate our surroundings, interactions and 

experiences with a rational mind.  We can know truth and rightness and we do in fact apply those 

judgements in living out our daily experiences.  For example, when we determine someone is lying to us, 

we have made a judgement about what is true versus what is false.  Or, if someone calls us an idiot, we 

make a judgement as to whether that was a right or wrong thing to say.  When we make a mathematical 

calculation, we make a judgement regarding if we believe the calculation creates an accurate result.   If 

we see a man in a park harming a young child, we make a judgment and hopefully intervene. 

More facts that are undeniable include that we human beings will physically die.  That is to say, our 

bodies will fail and cease to function.  Equally undeniable is that we are more than atoms, molecules, 

proteins, cells, organs, organ systems and a bit of biochemical energy.  Just as it is unreasonable and 
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irrational to believe that a computer’s hardware created and/or accounts for a computer’s software, in 

the same way it is irrational to say our bodies somehow accounting for our ‘personality’, soul or spirit.  It 

is irrational to believe that  our personality, our ability to reason, our ability to have complex abstract 

thoughts, our knowing right from wrong, our ability to ‘see ourselves’ and ponder existential 

questions, and our ability to love and to forgive are caused by merely physical things. 

 

To believe that all things are merely physical is no different than a sibling exclaiming to his mother as 

they entered the theatre to watch his sister’s high school play, ‘look, mom, the bricks of the building and 

wood of the stage created and communicated the content of the play they are putting on!’ 

 

This book will not make an extensive defense of these simple realities for they are self-evident, but the 

reader is free to try and use reason and logic to prove them wrong.  For those who disagree with my 

assertions above, I ask you at least allow for the possibility that they are true and thus move forward. 

 

So, where did we come from and what happens to us when our bodies die?  These are entirely 

reasonable questions.  In fact, for a reasoning, sentient being and a being that has the capacity to love – 

they are THE questions of life!  And yet, how many people really seriously ponder those questions?  I 

have observed that very few are willing to seriously ponder the questions.  Some of the reasons people 

don’t ponder those question are as follows. 

 

Some are simply afraid to ponder the questions.  They like existing – they like their life in this world - and 

fear causes them to stay away from the questions.  They would much prefer to pretend death will not 

‘happen’ to them, or if it does, it is a LONG way off. 

 

Some have believed the falsehood that they are just atoms and molecules, and so they believe their 

lives are merely a physical existence, so when their bodies die, they cease to exist.  As such, fear would 

also keep many of them away from pondering that ‘end’.  I assert that this is an untenable position to 

regularly contemplate for both a reasoning being as well as a being who knows true love. 

 

A physicalist (a person who believes all of human life can be accounted for by matter-physical things) 

must deny certain capacities, abilities and traits of both our persons and our experiences to hold to that 

view. For example, the concept of forgiveness between two people is a spiritual or metaphysical concept 

that cannot rationally be reduced to a chemical cause…and just because it cannot be reduced to 

chemicals does not mean it is not real…that claim would commit the fallacy of begging the question.  

Having a physicalist world view does not prove that physicalism is a correct understanding of reality. 

 

For many, perhaps for the majority, religion comes in to provide what they believe are reliable answers 

to the question, ‘what happens to us when our bodies die?’  Many religious leaders have been taught 

the answers from their teachers, and they were taught by their teachers, etc. over the generations.  So, 

what is this thing called “religion”?  Before we can have a rational and meaningful discussion about 

something, we need to define it correctly or else we are wasting our time. 
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The popular definition of “religion” is the things people believe and the behavior they engage in 

regarding God, gods, things spiritual or metaphysical, after death existence, or morality.  This is the 

commonly held definition of religion that the people of the world believe.  This view/definition of 

religion has many millions of voices informing the billions who inquire about God and his role in human 

life.  There are many different religions and religious beliefs, many of which lead to conflict. 

 

The definition that Jesus (or Joshua) of Nazareth gives to “religion” is “the things people believe and do 

in regard to  God, spiritual or metaphysical things,  human life and death - that have no basis in my 

teachings or which nullify or work against my teachings”*1.  This view/definition of religion has one 

voice informing those who inquire about God and His role in human life. 

 

*1 foot note.  See Mark 7.  The term “religion” is synonymous with the term “tradition” in that 

passage.  Here is the passage, “And Jesus said to them, “Rightly did Isaiah prophesy of you 

hypocrites, as it is written (in the Hebrew scripture), ‘This people honors Me with their lips, but 

their heart is far away from Me.  But in vain do they worship Me, teaching as doctrines (truths 

from God) the precepts of men.’  Neglecting the commandment of God, you hold to the 

tradition (religion) of men.”  Jesus was also saying to them, “You are experts at setting aside the 

commandment of God in order to keep your tradition (religion).” 

This distinction is critical – between the common definition of religion and Joshua of Nazareth’s 

definition of religion. 

The term “religious” will be defined as people who believe some God/gods exists and who have 

practices around those God-beliefs which beliefs and/or practices have no reasonable basis in Joshua 

of Nazareth’s teachings.  Please read that again and understand the distinction between that definition 

and the term used by agnostics and atheists against people who hold God beliefs.    

The definition above does not mean that all religious people are wrong about all things God, nor does it 

mean that all of their practices are meaningless or harmful.  As I said, it simple means they have no basis 

in Joshua of Nazareth’s teachings.  Most people who hold God beliefs which cancel out or nullify 

Joshua’s teachings are “religious” people, but that does not mean that all religious people have beliefs 

or practices which cancel out or nullify Joshua’s teachings. 

It is extremely important that the reader understand that I am using the historical person of Joshua of 

Nazareth as he reveals himself through his OWN WORDS in the four gospel books as my Standard to 

make points, distinctions and judgements about religion/Christianity and God.  This definition can be 

defended by comparing what a religious person says against the teachings of Joshua of Nazareth.  It is 

just as important to consider what Joshua of Nazareth did not say as it is to consider what he did say. 

Many atheists and others hostile to the belief that God exists often use the term “religious” to describe 

ANY person who believes a God or gods exist.  That way to define “religious” is significantly different to 

the way I am defining it in this book.  Do you see the distinction?  Both views – that of the followers of 

Joshua of Nazareth, and that of non-theists and others of their ilk – have in common that ‘religious 
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people’ are in error about something.  Joshua says that people who hold beliefs and practices which 

hide, contradict, cancel out or nullify HIS teachings are in great error. 

Non-theists et al say that ANY person who believes a God or god’s exist and expresses or communicates 

that belief in some way is ‘religious and in error about all their God beliefs’.  That definition is not a valid 

judgment, or at least it cannot be proven to be true. 

My definition of “religious” can be defended against the standard of Joshua of Nazareth and his 

teachings in the four gospel books.  Non-theists have no standard to defend their definition of 

“religious” although most would say “science”.  As we shall see, science cannot prove that God does not 

exist and in fact, the physical evidence clearly points to a Creator/Designer.  Furthermore, science is lost 

in terms of its ability to address some of the most important concepts (which concepts are metaphysical 

by the way) like love, forgiveness, justice, etc. 

The simple truth is that all people have some beliefs about the reality they experience each day…what is 

important what is not…what is worth pursuing and what is not…what is valuable, what is not…why am I 

getting out of bed today.  People have beliefs as to how the earth and its life was created.  If people 

reject the irrational view that all the amazing, diverse, genetic code-based, complex organic machines 

we call organisms on the planet had no designer (see the Intelligent Design books for a robust defense 

of this simple reality), then they reasonably wonder about the Designer/Creator. 

People have beliefs about their nature and human nature in general.  If people reject the irrational view 

that mere physical particles (atoms, molecules, proteins, cells, organs and organ systems of our body) 

can account for all aspects of our existence - including our abilities to reason, to know right from wrong, 

to be sentient (to have emotions caused by perceptions) and to love (“love” as defined by Joshua of 

Nazareth is selfless behavior motivated by compassion, the opposite principle to evolution’s supposed 

mechanism of survival of the fittest)  - then they reasonably wonder about what their soul is as well as 

their mind or spirit and what will happen to those metaphysical components – what will happen to 

THEM - when their body dies? 

If non-theists are honest with themselves and others, when asked what happens to them when they die, 

would say something to this effect, “I cease to exist…all my experiences and memories and important 

relationships I had in life are gone, lost to an empty void of nothingness…no love will endure, no 

cherished events or memories or people will endure…every valuable and meaningful thing I experienced 

in life will be gone, wiped out, erased…everyone I loved will be lost in an empty black void of 

nothingness”. 

If we, as human beings, are doing a half-way decent job at questioning those fundamental things about 

human existence…about our existence…about MY existence…then we are doing well.  If we are not 

exploring the most important questions of life, then we are not living a full life but rather a half-life.  If 

we redefine or ignore love’s true nature and meaning, then we are living a half-life.  However, when we 

turn to religion for those answers and deny reason when doing so, we do not do well. 
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Religion is important to billions of people.  It is fair to say that we human being tend to be ‘religious’ or 

‘spiritual’ beings.  In fact, over ninety percent of the human beings on the planet if asked, “how or why 

do you exist” would have some answer that would typically be deemed “religious” or “spiritual”.  While 

that does not prove anything regarding God claims, it does show that the human mind has a reasonable 

default view most likely based on simple observations and deductions like complex things require a 

Designer or beings which have spiritual or metaphysical components must have a sufficient cause of 

those components. 

The Reasonableness of the Existence of God 

It is only reasonable for people to be ‘religious’ or ‘spiritual’ since believing that we are merely a physical 

entity is not reasonable.  Nor is it reasonable to believe that non-organic machines like an automobile 

‘just happened’ through natural forces.  We know, based on the mind we were given, that a Designer 

MUST exist to account for even just the physical, complex organic machines that are our bodies. 

I would say that to believe that all things evolved from nothing or from hydrogen gas or from a giant 

explosion is irrational, and yet that is the basic premise of naturalistic evolutionary doctrine. 

The fact is that well over ninety percent of the human’s on the earth believe a god or god(s) exist and 

are reasonable for doing so.  For example, it is unreasonable to believe that a computer created itself 

and further that the hardware somehow created the software or the software was integrated into the 

hardware by natural forces.  And yet this is the basic belief of those people who deny the requirement 

of a Designer to account for complex machines with inter-dependent subsystems or who deny spiritual 

or metaphysical realities of human nature.   

Our abilities of self-awareness, sentience (the ability to experience emotions based on and connected to 

thoughts, perceptions and experiences); internally knowing what is right from wrong; being able to 

reason abstractly with no physical things to support that reasoning…all these abilities of human beings 

cannot reasonably be accounted for by mere physical matter.  Atoms, molecules, proteins, cells, 

tissues, organs, organ systems and a bit of biochemical energy simply cannot adequately account for 

our human abilities or our experiences.  To believe that mere physical objects can somehow account 

for our abilities and experiences is to believe that the bricks, mortal, wood, metal and plastic of the 

theatre can account for the things being conveyed by the actors performing a Shakespeare play in the 

theatre.  Or, it is similar to believing that a computer’s hardware created or can account for the 

computer’s software. 

 

The Bicycle Illustration 

As I have stated, our physical aspect alone clearly require a Designer. This is self-evident due to the fact 

that things – inorganic or organic - with relatively complex inter-related systems or sub systems that 

work together to make the whole work - in no way could have come together by chance, but rather 

require a designer – that is to say that the probability is zero that those interdependent sub-systems – 
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or the forces that built them - ‘knew’ how to integrate with each other in order to accomplish the 

purpose of the machine.  Furthermore, the probability is zero that those interdependent sub-systems 

just integrated themselves through random chance.  Let’s explore and explain this important concept 

using a relatively simple inorganic machine, a bicycle, as an example. 

A bicycle has several component systems. The frame needs to be designed to be able to bear the load of 

the rider at the forces they will experience using the whole machine. The frame is made up of various 

pieces of material joined in such a way as to both bear the load of the rider as well as connect/integrate 

the other component systems to the machine – it also includes a seat for the rider to rest their body on 

while on the machine. The machine needs a steering system to enable the rider to direct the bike. The 

steering system is made up of several tubes that need to rotate while staying firmly attached to the 

frame as well as handle bars the rider can use to direct the front wheel. The machine needs a braking 

system to allow the rider to stop the bike in a safe fashion. The breaking system is made up of cables, 

springs, clamps and pads, all working together to allow the rider to apply different amounts of friction 

against the wheels in order to slow the wheels rotation. 

The machine needs a way to move across the ground so that the rider can travel faster than just walking 

or running. The motion system is made up of wheel rims, rubber tires, spokes, axles and bearing to hold 

the wheels to the frame while still enabling the wheels to rotate freely. The machine will need an engine 

– in this case the rider’s muscles – and a way to transfer the power the engine produces to the means 

the machine will use to move forward – a drive system. This system is comprised of pedals which take 

the power of the engine, and transfer it to round gears which are connected to a chain which transfers 

the engine’s force to the rear wheel to spin the wheel. 

Can you see that a relatively simple machine like a bicycle is made up of several sub systems and that 

the whole machine would not work without each of the sub systems being properly integrated into the 

other sub systems? Please remember that in the case of the bicycle, even the sub components – like the 

brake system or the propulsion or drive system – have multiple components that also reasonably 

require a designer. 

Here are some key questions that reveal that the simple machine – the bicycle – requires a Designer. 

How would the drive system come together AND know how to orient itself on the frame? How would 

the braking system create itself AND know how to orient itself to the propulsion system and the frame? 

How would the steering system create itself AND know where and how to attach to the load bearing 

system? 

Is it not unreasonable to believe that a simple machine like a bicycle could somehow arise and exist 

without a mind designing it? The mathematical probability is essentially zero. That is to say, that even 

with billions of years of trial and error, a bicycle forming itself without a mind designing it is as likely as 

having a can at the bottom of the pacific ocean, and you flying over the ocean in a plane not knowing 

where the can is, and having to drop the ball into the can of the same diameter tens of thousands of 

times in a row! 
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The idea that natural forces over time could somehow reasonably account for the existence of even a 

simply machine, like a bicycle, is untenable or irrational.  The problem some people have with this line of 

reasoning is the organic versus the inorganic aspects of the argument.   In other words, they claim there 

is some kind of a logical error or gulf over trying to compare the organic and the inorganic.  My question 

is why?  Why are cellular structures that provide identical functionality to steel or plastic molecular 

structures not legitimately comparable? 

That fact is that organic machines – particularly the bodies of creatures like mammals, on this planet – 

exist, and those machines/bodies are far more complex than the most complicated machine that man 

has so far created. 

So, the question is, how could even a simple machine like a bicycle exist without a mind designing both 

the sub systems as well as how those sub systems have to integrate or connect in order for the whole 

machine to accomplish its purpose? Given a few billion years and the forces of nature, will even a simple 

machine with just a few inter-dependent sub systems arise without a designer directing its creation?  

The laws of thermodynamics are well established physical laws that no reasonable scientist questions.  

The second law of thermodynamics states that the total entropy (disorganization) of an isolated system 

can only increase over time.  Here is a fuller definition of entropy: “the degradation of the matter and 

energy in the universe to an ultimate state of inert uniformity;  a process of degradation or running 

down or a trend to disorder.” (Webster-Merriam Dictionary). 

In other, simpler words, the second law of thermodynamics states that physical matter will become less 

organized over time…particles will disperse and/or degrade into its simplest form.  That, dear reader, is 

the exact opposite of what naturalistic evolutionists claim…evolutions claim that matter naturally 

become more complex and ordered over time. 

The reasonable view is that the natural forces of nature will NOT produce biomechanical machines of 

even simple complexity. It requires the creative conceptualization of a reasoning mind to order the 

components of even a simple machine.  And it needs specifically directed and controlled energy and 

physical manipulation/shaping to bring into existence the machine. 

How much more so a complicated machine with many complicated interrelated and inter-dependent 

sub-systems or components. For more complicated inorganic machines, consider some manufacturing 

plants, or an automobile or space shuttle. 

Do not be misled by the lottery fallacy.  That is the argument that extremely unlikely things happen 

regularly, like someone winning the lottery.  The lottery is a chance based game of guessing the same 

number – a number of a fixed length - that will be posted/drawn randomly by someone.  As more and 

more people play the lottery, the probability that SOMEONE will win is quite high, thus someone 

regularly wins the lottery.  In other words, the probability is quite high or very likely that SOMEONE will 

win the lottery as more and more people guess the six digit number.   
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However, the argument that a bicycle and its related sub-systems would ‘just form over time by natural 

forces’, is like saying that A PARTICULAR PERSON will win the lottery, and in fact is has a MUCH LOWER 

probability than a bicycle ‘just happening through natural forces’.  In other words, it is like saying that 

“Jack Goodluck” will win the next lottery.  So, for example, if a lottery is held in a six state area in the US; 

and that six state area has twenty-five million people in it; what would be the probability of saying the 

individual Jack Goodluck who lives in Smalltown in one of those six states will pick the winning number 

that will be drawn at the conclusion of that lottery?  It is a similar probability that the bicycle’s steering 

system will just randomly happen by itself. 

The simple truth is that unlikely things do NOT happen regularly!  An intelligence Design proponent, Dr. 

Hugh Ross, calculated the probability of life occurring on the earth at one in less than ten to the two-

hundred and eighty second power, or less than 1 in 10 282 *.  For comparison’s sake, some estimate that 

there are approximately 10 80 atoms in the known universe.  Therefore, the probability of life occurring 

purely naturally and randomly on the earth is for all practical purposes, zero. 

* See http://www.reasons.org/articles/probability-for-life-on-earth 

For a good explanation of the Lottery Fallacy, see http://rightreason.org/2010/the-lottery-fallacy-

fallacy/ 

To argue that since life exists, it proves that the probability arguments like Mr. Ross are wrong is far less 

reasonable than to theorize that a Designer must exist to account for those machines.  In other words, 

throwing away the science of probability theory because you don’t like where it takes you is far less 

reasonable than theorizing that a Superior Being created life on this planet. 

Now take the next step. What about biological or organic machines or organisms that can self-replicate, 

self-heal or have automated systems that defend against harmful agents? Can you imagine a bicycle that 

could fix itself without a mind intervening? Or a car that could diagnosis its own problems AND have a 

system that could deliver the repair! Man-kind is very creative and will probably be able to build 

machines like this in the future, but only because we have a mind to conceptualize and design such 

machines and because we have organic machines to learn from!  Stated another way, engineers 

regularly learn from the Created world and get many of their ideas by reverse engineering the Creator’s 

designs! 

It is a fact that the complexity of, for example, the human body far exceeds the most advanced 

computers and machines man has made or will be able to make in the foreseeable future even with all 

the accumulated knowledge and design skills.  And even if man can eventually duplicate those functions, 

it will only be through reverse engineering the incredibly complex organic machines that are the 

biological creatures on the earth; and using the metaphycial mind (operating system and application) 

mankind was given by the Creator. 

The human body alone- not even considering the brain - is an engineering and design marvel that the 

smartest human engineers and designers cannot even approach in terms of complexity and function. 

Think of all the inter-related and inter-dependent system the human body needs to function properly. 



28 

 

The skeleton to bear the load; the joints to allow for incredible flexibility of the movement of the 

components; the respiratory system which provides the energy of oxygen to the cells that require it; the 

digestive system to break down energy bearing materials to the right level for processing; the nervous 

system which transmits commands of the mind to operate our voluntary, and automatically sends self-

sustaining commands to the involuntary muscles;  the ability to see, and taste and smell and hear; the 

reproductive system; the dermatological system; the genetic code system that programs and self-directs 

the formation of the machine; the immune system that identifies and eliminates harmful agents. Truly, 

the human body makes even a space shuttle look primitive in comparison. 

You need to ask yourself this simple question, dear reader. If it is unreasonable for your car or bicycle or 

phone or computer to exist without someone designing it, why is it reasonable for your body to exist 

without someone designing it? 

If a simpler machine with inter-dependent sub systems like a car requires a designer, then why not 

acknowledge the self-evident truth that a more complicated machine with greater functionality or more 

complex systems would require an even greater or smarter Designer? This might be the first time you 

are considering the possibility that you have a Designer! This ought to make you curious. 

If you are a person that has been subjected to religion and you are saying, ‘yeah, I know god exists’, 

please consider the possibility that the ‘god’ religion has taught you about is NOT the Creator?   

Furthermore, it is unreasonable to believe that complex physical systems or machines comprised of 

interdependent sub-systems can exist without a designer.  Again, it is unreasonable to believe that a car 

or a computer would just form itself from the raw materials if given enough time.  You are free to read 

the many, many words of those who would try and convince you otherwise, but as you will see, their 

many words and the complexity associated with those many words and the concepts those words form 

and advocate have as their purpose trying to hide a very simple and self-evident truth.  We will look at 

the practice of using complexity to hide things in a later chapter. 

Comparing the most advanced human designed machine – like the space shuttle – to the organic 

machine which is the human body – is to embarrass the designers of the space shuttle as being ignorant, 

rudimentary or puerile engineers.  The human body -with a genetic code/language that controls self-

replication and functions; with it interdependent systems and with functions like self-healing and the 

self-regulating immune system - is so far more advanced than the space shuttle that it is ferociously 

irrational to claim that there is no Designer behind the organic ‘machines’ of the earth. 

It is true that claiming the Christian god is that Designer does not logically follow as the non-theists 

rightly point out.  The Designer’s existence is evident, but the identify of that Designer must be 

established using good inductive and deductive reasoning, observation and perhaps the Designer 

communicating to humanity. 

Therefore, human beings are inherently ‘religious’ or ‘spiritual’ because we find ourselves having the 

abilities listed above…and we find ourselves using those abilities to, for example, look at flutterbys and 

sunsets and appreciating their beauty and marveling at aspects of the Creation…knowing we have 
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wronged someone and sensing guilt…being willing to die for someone out of our love for them…and we 

know that even though we cannot sense (or physically account for) the abilities that we have, that they 

are real and they do exist and mere physical things – atoms, molecules, proteins, cells, tissue, organs, 

organ systems i.e. building blocks - cannot account for those abilities nor our experiences nor for the 

design of the things Created…just like a computer’s hardware cannot account for its software (nor can 

the hardware create itself!) 

Non-theists will counter, ‘but in time, we will understand that those abilities have a physical cause’.  

Really?  Time and physical investigation is going to enable us to understand that a computer’s hardware 

really did write/account for the software?  Time and physical investigation is going to finally find the 

physical nature of numbers?  Time and physical investigation is going to reveal the physical nature of 

reason and logic?  Time and physical investigation is going to reveal the physical cause behind a person 

willingly giving their life away for another person?  Time and physical investigation is going to prove that 

the concept of forgiveness is physical?  The truth is time will not do that, for metaphysical or spiritual 

reality exists and is the best and only reasonable explanation for these things.  Please do not choose the 

path of the irrational or maintain irrational ‘hopes’ to avoid the simple truth that is right in front of you. 

Another ‘defense’ the non-theists will raise is ‘oh, those are old arguments that the author is making, 

they have been debunked for years…’ or ‘Expert so-and-so’s has written a great book proving this 

fellow’s arguments are wrong…’ or something to that effect.  They will then point you to some large, 

complicated book as their ‘defense’ instead of providing a clear, brief explanation as to why the 

arguments I offer are not valid. 

Stated another way, the person arguing against the evident truths stated here cannot boil down the 

immense complexities that their favor author offers in their book(s) because they do not understand 

them, and for good reason!  They cannot understand them because there are contradictions hidden in 

all the complexity.  It is no different than a fellow from one religious sect trying to ‘convert’ another 

fellow into his sect by handing him a six hundred page book on theology from his esteemed professor at 

the seminary.  (We will deal with using complexity in the ‘Hiding in Complexity’ chapter.) 

Again, those who point to ‘experts’ so called to refute the simple truths put forth here do this because 

simple truth cannot be refuted and since they are unwilling to submit to the truth in this domain, they 

believe they need to come up with some defense.  There is no reasonable refutation of the self-evident 

fact that complicated machines with inter-dependent subsystems – whether man-made inorganic or 

God-made organic – REQUIRE a Designer. 

And as we shall see, mere physical things cannot in any reasonable way account for the most important 

concept and aspect of life that we human beings experience and grapple with – true love. 

Yet one other quite silly response that people will provide to the “who created you” question is, ‘my 

mom and dad’.  I would respond to that person, ‘Did your parents design and create you? I’d like to talk 

with them about their design planning and how the accomplished sentience, abstract reasoning and a 

moral knowing… as well as the easier stuff like how they designed your brain to function. To say your 

parents ‘created you’ is like saying the guy who drives the iron delivery truck to the auto plant created 
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the plant’s output, an automobile. The truth is that your parents just brought the raw materials together 

and then the Designer’s 'magic' happened to create you!’ 

So, having put forth a major premise of this book – that the billions of human beings that cover the 

earth are reasonably religious or spiritual or have existential God beliefs to account for their existence – 

let us continue to build the framework and take a brief look at how mankind is doing and if religion is 

helping humanity be better as time moves forward.  Or, stated another way, let us take a brief look at 

some of the facts and realities about human existence that meaningfully add to the larger framework 

that we are building and the world view we are addressing so that we may make good judgements as to 

whether Christianity is a successful failure. 

Chapter Summary: 

• We exist and we have a cause for our existence – observation, reason and logic leave no other 

option; 

• Given the complexity of merely our physical existence, the only reasonable conclusion is that a 

Designer exists…a Designer capable of understanding and putting together all the complex 

systems of the human body.  Complex bio-organic machines with interdependent subsystems 

don’t just exist by random natural forces; 

• We clearly have metaphysical or spiritual aspects to our person or nature and to deny that is 

irrational and demonstrating a physicalist bias; 

• It is reasonable for people to have beliefs about God or to believe that a Creator must exist. 
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Chapter 2: The State of Humankind 

 

Opening Questions: 

• Can ‘how well’ human beings are doing be objectively assessed? 

• Why do humans do so many bad things? 

• What is Christianity’s role in the state of humankind, if any? 

• If we ignore certain things we don’t like to see or admit, does that mean they don’t exist? 

 

Christians like to say that Christianity has been a very good and positive influence on mankind over the 

centuries.  They point to the “successes” of Christianity to validate that belief.  And of course, “success” 

would generally be defined as the number of members or adherents that participate, the amount of 

money and land and other material resources they possess and control,  or the amount of money they 

spend on their ‘charitable services’.  Other religions do the same.  Evolutionary atheists and agnostics try 

to make a case that either the mysterious physical force of “evolution” is bettering mankind as the 

millennia tick by; or that their humanistic beliefs and actions are helping mankind; or both. 

If anything, this book is dealing with root issues and problems and not painting a ‘pretty picture’ over 

the pain, heart-ache and suffering that in reality exists...this book endeavors to provide a solution to the 

root problems that plague mankind.  Just like a physician cannot help a patient heal without properly 

diagnosing the problem, so we in this book cannot properly find a solution without looking closely at the 

‘patient’, who is us, humankind.  To deny realities is to be both deluded and furthermore not able to 

provide help.  In order to be able to see if Christianity has been either a success or failure and to be able 

to see what solution will work for the world’s problems, we must first have an accurate view of the state 

of the world.  This is reasonable because Christianity is very much part of the world and its work is 

carried out in this world. 

So, for those people who have bought into the ‘positive thinking’ philosophy  –no matter your ilk, 

religious person or non-religious person – let’s leave the biased filter and instead take a real, 

unvarnished and unfiltered look at the ‘patient’ to get a handle on the real state of things. (Later we will 

address why we as human beings have a strong bias against seeing clearly.) 

The U.S. - perhaps the most successful nation in history on the basis of a being a stable nation-state 

(based on people creating and agreeing to laws to govern people’s behavior) where the people have 

selected their leaders (relatively politically free) have been able to pursue what they consider important 

in life (individual freedom and happiness) – is in the process of destroying itself.  The amount of conflict 

in the U.S. today is rapidly heading to the level of other conflict episodes in the nation’s history like the 

civil war.  The people no longer agree on a basic existential view of human life (absolutism versus 

relativism – we will look at those beliefs later in the book); nor do they agree on an ethical standard for 

determining good or bad human behavior (traditionally derived from some religious standard).  Like 

their religious brethren who cannot agree on ‘what the bible says’, the political folks cannot even agree 
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on what the U.S. Constitution says, a valid political standard IF people could agree on what it says and 

means. 

These choices of the American people have led them to the place where they no longer know how to tell 

if something is true or false, right or wrong.  In fact, most Americans now take political freedom for 

granted and are not grateful for much of anything since greed and selfishness have grown exponentially 

in the hearts of the people.  This book will not analyze the destruction of the American society, but it is 

noteworthy and proves the point that politics, economics, business, religion or psychological 

philosophies are not what make a people strong, functional and united. All of those domains are 

functioning well according to normal world standards in the U.S. - politics, economics, business, religion 

or psychological philosophies - and yet the people of the U.S. are starting to rip each other apart. 

If you have eyes to see, you will see that conflict rages in every ‘corner’ of the globe, from large national 

conflicts involving warring violence and tens of thousands killed and millions driven from their homes 

and becoming refugees, to tens of thousands of people committing suicide each year in the U.S. alone.  

Then there is the ‘commonplace’ daily conflict like children hating or running away from parents or the 

silent animosity or ‘back stabbing’ that characterizes so many workplaces as people compete for power 

or more money.  These are but a very few examples of the root problem this book will address and 

provide a non-religious solution to. 

While many seek to deny the conflict, pain and suffering that occurs each day by hiding from it and 

ignoring it in their perceived ‘place of safety’, it does not change the facts.  Just because a person lives in 

a relatively safe and free from crime housing development in the United States or Europe, and they 

control what they choose to put in front of their face with their electronic devices, does not change the 

fact that billions of people are in conflict at some level and billions are suffering or struggling in many 

different ways. 

The facts also rebuke the idea that human beings are evolving into something better.  The conflict 

problems don’t go away as time moves forward or as the earth’s population grows or as we get more 

clever with our technology of manipulating matter and energy.  History proves that we are, in general, 

naturally predisposed to conflict and violence and the resultant pain, suffering and destruction.  There 

are ebbs and flows over history, for sure, but the basic fact of human predisposition to conflict remains 

undeniable. 

In 2017, here is a small sampling of facts that illustrate well the state of human kind.  Please think about 

what might be the root level causes for the following facts. 

Problem 1:  Few with most, many will little 

“Nearly one-half of the world's population — more than 3 billion people — live on less than $2.50 a day. 

More than 1.3 billion live in extreme poverty — less than $1.25 a day.  One billion children worldwide 

are living in poverty. According to UNICEF, about 22,000 children die each day due to poverty.”  (Source: 

https://www.dosomething.org/us/facts/11-facts-about-global-poverty) 
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Thousands of children are dying from preventable disease and starvation, while the number of 

billionaires has risen to over 1,800 and the number of millionaires has risen to about 16 million.  What 

does that mean from a wealth/resource distribution standpoint? 

• Half of the world's wealth belongs to the top 1% of the wealthiest people; 

• The top 10% of adults hold 85% of the world’s wealth, while the bottom 90% hold the remaining 

15% of the world's total wealth; 

• The top 30% of adults hold 97% of the total wealth. 

“According to the Organization for Economic Co-Operation and Development (OECD) in 2012 the top 

0.6% of world population (consisting of adults with more than 1 million USD in assets) or the 42 million 

richest people in the world held 39.3% of world wealth. The next 4.4% (311 million people) held 32.3% 

of world wealth. The bottom 95% held 28.4% of world wealth.” (Source:  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Distribution_of_wealth ) 

So, let’s get the simple fact straight.  Tens of thousands of children are outright dying each day and 

millions more are suffering, neglected and abused, and billions of people are scraping by to survive each 

day, while a few hundred million people who could easily help them, don’t, and instead ignore them, 

justify their lack of help and work to become wealthier.  Clear enough?  Even if you weed out the people 

who are self-destructive or unwilling to perform ethical work to ‘better their lives’ in this world, the facts 

don’t significantly change. 

The simple truth is that there is more than enough resources on this planet for all human beings and 

with our improved technology, it would be a relatively simple matter to fairly distribute those resources. 

 

Problem 2:  Priority of Resource Usage - War Machines 

The world’s people/nations spend trillions of dollars on war machines and they do this based on the 

primary corruptors of human nature – pride, fear and selfishness (we will look at this important point in 

detail later). There are no murderous outer-space aliens invading the planet to justify such behavior. 

Only pride, the pride that says, 'we are better than you and more worthy than you and thus can take 

from you what we want'. Fear says, 'you are different than us so we don’t trust you and you might try 

and hurt us so we must defend ourselves'. Selfishness says, 'we want something (perhaps what you 

have) and we don’t care about the impact to you of taking what we want' (or we are going to take it no 

matter what it does to you)…more self-pride which says, ‘try to stop us and we will destroy you’.  That, 

dear reader, is the darkness of humanity.  To deny it is irrational. 

These motivations and associated behaviors account for the vast majority of conflict in human history.  

And it is these aspects of human nature that justify spending a significant amount of the earth’s 

resources on weapons.  Can the reader think of any better use of the world’s resources than making 

machines intended to kill human beings?  What is it about mankind that they are so driven to make war 

machines and use them? 
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Problem 3: Mankind’s Worst Enemy 

No, it is not disease or natural disasters, rather, it is ourselves.  The people who decide they are going to 

spend a large part or even the majority of our resources on war machines and weapons, certainly want 

to use them and seem to look for opportunities to take and destroy.  More people in human history 

have died at the hands of other human beings than any other means of physical death other than 

‘natural’ means of illness, disease or body function failure. Add to that “neglect” as a cause – meaning I 

could have saved a person but did not – and you paint an accurate picture of the human race…many 

hundreds of millions of people killed – or allowed to die when they did not have to - by other people.  

Warring conflicts flare up all over the earth – the Middle East, Africa, Asia, and Eastern Europe to name a 

few in the last few years.  Millions of refugees are fleeing the uncontrolled self-pride generated hatred 

of one people group and their beliefs against another and the resultant destruction.  Huge amounts of 

pain, suffering and loss for what?  A ‘new, better’ political leader who will allow the power he/she will 

receive to corrupt them and start the violence cycle all over again?  Another religious leader who will 

keep the people in darkness and start the cycle of fear and hatred all over again? 

No doubt religion has contributed a significant portion of the conflict in world history.  Stated another 

way, people’s God claims and beliefs have been consistently used throughout history as justification to 

harm or destroy other people.  (A note for the atheist to not commit a logical fallacy here by believing 

this acknowledgment proves that God is not real or that Joshua of Nazareth is to blame.  Joshua of 

Nazareth taught AND lived out, “love your enemies” so no, the violence in his ‘name’ cannot be 

reasonably blamed on him.)  Other non-theists or agnostics try and blame all conflict on religion, and 

this too is wrong.  Plain old greed; the desire for more or better material things including land; the desire 

to take slaves to serve us; and the desire to exercise power over others with non-God motivations (or 

using God claims as an excuse) equally have their place in history and the current state of affairs as the 

motivation for the conflict that exists. 

 

Problem 4:  People Killing Themselves or Suicide 

In the United States – a nation that people world-wide describe as one of the most desirable places to 

live - people killing themselves has become the leading cause of injury related death, overtaking auto 

accidents.  That means about 50,000 U.S. citizens are killing themselves each year, or about 137 people 

each day.  (https://afsp.org/about-suicide/suicide-statistics/ ) 

The number of suicides has been steadily increasing over the years.  The following horrible and revealing 

facts were published by the Reuters news agency on November 3rd, 2016. 

“The suicide rate among U.S. middle school students doubled from 2007 to 2014, surpassing for the first 

time the incidence of youngsters aged 10 to 14 who died in car crashes, a federal report released on 

Thursday said.”  So, not only adults are killing themselves by the tens of thousands, but now children are 
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also killing themselves by the hundreds each year.  What a horrific manifestation of the state of things in 

‘the Christian nation’ that is the U.S. 

Add to the number of suicides those people who die from more-or-less purposeful drug usage and 

overdose, and you have about a hundred thousand people essentially killing themselves because they 

do not want to exist in this world anymore.  What evolutionary hypothesis fits with suicide caused by 

hopelessness? 

What political solution is going to fix those problems?  How is money going to fix that?  How are the 

latest psychological philosophies going to fix that?  Is there some drug around the corner which will take 

away the hopelessness that drives much of the drug usage problem?  The answer is clearly no, since 

chemicals don’t cause hopelessness as hopelessness is a spiritual condition, not a physical one. And just 

as obvious is that while religion flourishes in the U.S., these problems wax, not wane, thus proving that 

religion is not an effective solution for these problems.  In addition, many Christians are part of the 

statistics of suicide and drug usage. 

 

Problem 5:  Drug Usage to Dull the Hopelessness 

Using drugs to dull or numb the inner/spiritual hopelessness and pain people are experiencing in the 

U.S. alone, rises every year and at this point is in the tens of millions of people.  Whether they be illegal 

narcotics or opioids dispensed by one’s physician, the intent is the same and the result is often the 

same.  How many human beings world-wide are using drugs to dull their hopelessness?  Billions? 

Those that are addicted to some drug in the U.S. number about 20 million.  Those who misuse alcohol in 

the U.S. are about 15 million.  Get the picture? 

 

Problem 6:  Bigotry and Racism 

Let’s define the terms first.  Bigotry is “a person who has strong, unreasonable ideas, esp. about race or 

religion, and who thinks anyone who does not have the same beliefs is wrong” (Cambridge Dictionary).  

Racism is “the belief that some races are better than others, or the unfair treatment of someone 

because of his or her race”.  So, basically, bigotry is a larger category of unjust discrimination whereas 

racism is bigotry towards people of difference races or ethnicities.   

This characteristic of the human race is one of the ugliest, worst and unfortunately widely held problems 

of people all over the earth.  To judge people as somehow less human or less valuable based on their 

skin color or other racial or physical characteristics is plain evidence of the darkness that human beings 

dwell in.  How much animosity and hatred exist due to bigotry and racism, and how much conflict does 

it generate on the earth each day?  Surely, the animosity and conflict associated with bigoted views 

causes many millions of unloving thoughts and actions each day on the earth. 
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As soon as an individual starts seeing things through skin color, for example, they become racists, even if 

they do so in order to correct or speak about a perceived wrong or injustice to a particular group.  Until 

people can get past all the labels and unimportant differences between people, the human race will 

continue to broil in potential and actual conflict, desiring to do harm to one another. 

Please note that it is NOT bigoted to call out a certain group of people if they have beliefs or behavior 

that are harmful towards others or themselves. 

 

Problem 7:  Allowing Others to Be Murdered and Tortured When people have the ability to stop it 

The people of the nation’s allowing openly murderous individuals and their followers to roam around 

the earth and rape, pillage and murder freely. Groups like Boko Haram are paid essentially lip service 

while the “united nations” sits around doing nothing but arguing, bashing Israel and enjoying their New 

York life-style. With all the trillions of dollars spent on military junk, the only excuse the people of the 

world have for not preventing the murders perpetrated by groups like Boko Haram is the darkness of 

lovelessness and selfishness. 

The world leader’s position on Islamic ‘terror’ is nothing short of atrocious.  It is politically incorrect to 

critique a world religion so the leaders of democratic nations blunder around with words to avoid the 

simple truth that the religion of Islam itself contains teachings from their primary prophet Muhammad, 

that includes sayings like “kill the infidels” (or non-Muslims).  We shall address this in more detail later. 

 

Problem 8: Human Slavery-‘Trafficking’ 

“According to the International Labour Organization (ILO), forced labor alone (one component of human 

trafficking) generates an estimated $150 billion in profits per annum as of 2014. In 2012, the ILO 

estimated that 21 million victims are trapped in modern-day slavery. Of these, 14.2 million (68%) were 

exploited for labor, 4.5 million (22%) were sexually exploited, and 2.2 million (10%) were exploited in 

state-imposed forced labor.” (Source: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Human_trafficking ) 

Human sex trafficking enslaving and abusing millions of women and children for men’s sexual pleasure 

each day, while the people of the earth who could so something about it turn away and pretend it is not 

a problem...or engage in it or facilitate it. 

 

Problem 9:  Only Helping Others with Basic or Critical Needs for Money 

It is one thing to not provide a non-essential product or service to someone who cannot pay for it.  It is 

another thing altogether, for example, to not provide a necessary medical procedure (for example life-

saving or pain reducing) because the person needing the help cannot pay for it or cannot afford it. 
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How would you describe only being willing to help each other with bodily illness or injury needs if we 

receive money for doing so?  If you are injured or have a disease that you cannot treat yourself, how 

would you like it if the only way someone would help you is if you paid them money, but you didn’t have 

the money?    This essentially describes the ‘medical profession’ in the U.S.  The people operating the 

medical or health care industry are able and equipped with the means to help others who are injured or 

ill but will only do so if they get money. Here is a simple illustration to demonstrate this evil. 

Let us say you are walking along a trail somewhere, and you fall and break your ankle and 

cannot walk. While you are laying there in pain and concerned about the coming cold night, a 

person with the ability to help you comes along, and you ask for help, and he says, ‘well, I’ll help 

you if you give me $100 dollars’. You don’t have the money, so he walks away and leaves you 

there or says, ‘oh, I will see if I can find someone who will help you for nothing’.  

The simple truth is that the people who make up the medical or health systems of the U.S. operate on 

that same principle, all their objections notwithstanding. Of course they hide behind receptionists and 

insurance companies and in some places they are forced by law to treat people.  But that does not 

change the fact that they have the means to help the sick and injured, but will only do so if they receive 

material benefit for doing so.  This is evil. 

I do not propose that they not receive a wage for their work, for their work is valuable, but so is the 

electrician’s work which provided electricity to the building, or the plumber who provided working 

toilets or the cafeteria staff who prepare food, or the cleaning service who cleaned the bathrooms, etc. 

What I am saying is to deny competent medical help to a person based on money is morally wrong.  It 

is also morally wrong to provide better medical care to those who can pay more. 

Solutions include tax based compensation for health care providers with appropriate incentives, peer 

and patient reviews.  A simple and practical solution would be to pass a law that says when a physician’s 

rate exceeds say, $100 per hour, the physician must collect his fee in person from the patient.  The law 

would be even better if it required the physician to say something like, ‘Please give me the $X you owe 

me for my $X per hour rate.’ 

One thing is certain - when you have many people who “cannot afford” good medical services and at the 

same time you have physicians occupying most of the top 10 highest paying jobs in the nation - love and 

compassion are gone, all the marketing slogans about “Care” notwithstanding. 

 

Fact 10: Disrespecting and Devaluing Older or Elderly People 

Most people in the United States regularly show contempt and hatred for those who raised them and 

provided for them for the first 15 to 20 years of their life – their parents. Parents are ignored, 

disrespected and dishonored by their children and finally, put away in a ‘nursing home’ to die essentially 

alone – ‘cared for’ by paid people who don’t care. This is evil even when the parents - who have 

forgotten or never knew what love is - say they want to be put ‘in a home’.  Only parents who believe 
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they have nothing to contribute – no wisdom gained over their life, not even any love to give – would 

ask to be away from their children.  Only parents who don’t love their children would want to be away 

from their children.  Only children who don’t believe their parents are worthy of appreciation for all they 

did for them; who don’t believe their parents are worthy of respect or honoring; who want to live selfish 

lives; who don’t love their parents; would send their parents away to be ‘cared for’ by people who 

would not be there if they were not paid money to be there. 

Stated another way, only people who have believed or contributed to the lie that older people are 

worthless and younger people are valuable, would participate in the evil of isolation from people they 

claim to love.  Or, predicted by Joshua of Nazareth some 2,000 years ago, “the love of most has grown 

cold”. 

A significant number of suicides happen in these loveless healthcare facilities…is it any wonder why? 

 

Problem 11: Fashionable Lying 

Lying for selfish material gain is evil. The ‘sales’ and ‘marketing’ people of the earth have made lying into 

an art form.  The standard in the U.S. is falling so low that it is expected that a person selling something 

will lie to you, deceive you or withhold important information about something associate with ‘the sell’.  

It should concern people that the Real standard of honesty to which we will be held accountable is this - 

if I don’t keep my word and don’t apologize for breaking it, I have lied. If I make a practice of breaking 

my word and apologizing for it but don’t change, I am a self-deceived liar.  If I practice lying for selfish 

gain, I am evil.  If I withhold information in order to selfishly gain from someone, I am ruled by greed. 

 

Problem 12: The General State of Human Affairs 

There are trillions of acts of unkindness that occur each day on the planet, all due to the three things 

that rule humans instead of love. From the coldness of not helping someone with some simple task, to 

ignoring people who would benefit from a kind word, to outright hurting each other in millions of ways 

each day.  Yes, there are acts of kindness as well, but sadly, they are but a ripple under the tidal wave. 

State of Things Conclusions 

What is the conclusion that is arrived at by the above truths about the state of human kind?  From one 

important perspective, no other reasonable conclusion can be arrived at other than ‘guilty’.  Someone 

once said well, ‘Facts are stubborn things’.  Oh, you can white wash all the above problems and ignore 

them and pretend they don’t exist in order to live in a delusional state of selfishness, as we shall see in 

the next section…but that behavior does not make the facts go away.  In like manner, focusing on the 

good things to the exclusion of acknowledging the bad things also does not make the bad things go 

away.  For example, to say, ‘oh well, the tsunami will cause some fish to be available to eat on land’, 
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does not nullify the fact that the tsunami will come and kill many people and destroy much beneficial 

hard work. 

It is simply true that people are the same all over the earth for the past several thousand years.  Nothing 

significant has changed except people’s knowledge about physical things and how matter and energy 

work and their applying it to solve physical problems – thus the improvements in science and 

technology.  Human beings and the problems caused by our nature has not changed one bit as the 

above fact examples illustrate.   Religion has not solved those problems over the recent millennia and in 

fact has caused much conflict. 

That is not to say that some people have not been good people or that they have not made significant 

contributions to smaller groups of people.  Some more recent examples come to mind like Gandhi and 

Martine Luther King Jr. and Nelson Mandela and others.  They all made significant improvements within 

a nation, culture or a group of people on the earth.  The problem is, when those leader’s die, what 

happens?  Do the things they stood for and the ethics or principles they believed or implemented 

remain and endure among their people or beyond?  Sadly, history provides the answer to that question.  

Look at India, the U.S. and South Africa today.  India has billionaires and remains deeply divided among 

religious and economic status.  The U.S. is falling apart with identity politics, meaning racial, ethnic, 

gender and religious division is growing along with a deepening income/wealth divide.  South Africa’s 

racial advancements under Mandela are rapidly deteriorating. 

The BIG picture is what is in view here, and given the facts above we are failing badly given the potential 

we have.  If you consider the potential – all human beings working together for good, constructive 

purposes and projects and without conflict – the failure is magnified tremendously.  The simple fact is 

that people have the ability to work together without conflict, but rather choose not to. 

This failure is worse considering the fact that more than ever in history – through technology - we are 

capable of alleviating much of the non-human caused suffering that plagues billions of human beings.  

Food abundance and distribution means have never been greater.  Well drilling technology and the 

means to accomplish it to provide safe drinking water all over the earth have never been better.  

Disease fighting and other medical technology and cures have never been better, etc. 

Furthermore, due to global communication removing the excuse of ignorance AND due to the 

abundance of resources of some people groups/nations, we really don’t have a valid excuse for the 

above.  All we have are the root problems, which are described in the next section, which causes what 

we see on the earth and causes us to be ‘guilty’. 

If we (you and I) are not working to help improve things…if we (you and I) are not working to bring 

change in some way to problems we see, then we are part of the problem instead of part of the 

solution.  What are Christians doing to solve these problems?  Is it not true that Christians manifest the 

problems within their own circles?  And is it not true that Christians and Christianity claims to have the 

solutions to make the world a better place?  And is it not true that organized Christianity has been 

around for millennia and yet the problems are not going away?  Can you point to “Christian 
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communities” where the ‘truths’ of the Christians are consistently practiced and lived out?  If you can, 

why are you not a part of them? 

Here is a truth worth pondering:  Few people are good, most are bad, and the strong or powerful take 

advantage of, use or abuse the weak or powerless. 

Don’t believe that?  Why?  Perhaps you have the wrong standard to make that judgement?  Or perhaps 

there is something in the way of your being able to make that judgement properly?  Or perhaps you 

really don’t want to see the facts?  Or perhaps you have a strong bias against the facts?  In the next 

chapter, let us explore the premise that we have a strong and deep bias regarding how we view 

ourselves and others. 

Chapter Summary: 

• The world is a nasty place and that reality can only be denied by ignoring the facts or by having a 

very low standard to judge right from wrong; 

• As we shall see, having some “positive belief” philosophy that one uses to ignore the facts 

presented in this chapter is both delusional and selfish; 

• In as much as Christianity claims to “impact the world”, it has not improved the general state of 

things and in many cases, it has been the source of conflict and violence in God’s name; 

• Christians do not have wide spread models of actual, real communities where their supposed 

beliefs and practices are lived out and manifested. 
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Chapter 3:  Understanding Human Nature 

 

Opening Questions: 

• Is it important to understand our nature? 

• If we don’t have a clear and proper understanding our nature, will it not be difficult to solve 

problems associated with that nature? 

• What is our heart? 

• What is our soul? 

• What is our mind? 

• What is our spirit? 

 

So, as we can see, there is something wrong with humans.  The facts that we just reviewed are not 

necessary facts.  In other words, the people of the world do not have to be the way that they are, and 

the only thing to blame for human caused wrong and suffering is we human beings. 

It is important to understand our nature so we can better understand ourselves and each other and thus 

be able to see the framework and our part in it. 

One of the most important and basic questions we should ask ourselves as thinking beings is, 'what 

exactly are we or, what does my nature consist of, or what makes me a human being'?  As we have seen, 

many have believed the irrational concept that we are merely atoms, molecules, proteins, cells, etc. - in 

other words, physical things are all I consist of.  That is as unreasonable as saying that the nature of a 

computer is merely its hardware...that no software is needed to account for the ability of the computer 

to do what they do.  Instead of believing that which is unreasonable, why not observe well and make 

some good deductive realizations?  The terms and concepts I am about to discuss are not mine. 

The following concepts, while they have different terms/words to describe them, do not mean they are 

necessarily separate and distinct from one another from a metaphysical ‘substance’ perspective.  That 

means, for example, that while we have both a soul and a heart, those two unique, distinct and different 

functioning things could still be part of one whole metaphysical entity. 

Our Spiritual or Metaphysical Nature 

Our heart represents our will, the core of our being that controls the decisions we make regarding 

what we do with our both our life and the time we are given each day.  Our heart determines what we 

value or consider important and thus it directs our will.  Our heart motivates us to action.   

Our soul represents both our emotional capabilities as well as our conscience. 
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Our emotions are what can color and bring fullness to our experiences and our thoughts.  We 

experience emotions based on things that happen in our lives or thoughts we have about our lives, 

others or our experiences.  All people have the capability to experience emotions, but sadly, most 

people today are allowing their emotions to make life and relationship decisions instead of using their 

mind and reason.  That is about as smart as needing to walk next to a cliff and deciding how best to walk 

next that cliff based on the cloud shapes in the sky instead of which direction the cliff is.  Or, as another 

example, it is about as smart as a person who is dying of thirst in the desert, deciding which way the 

water spring might be  based on which color or shape of sand he likes instead of deduced facts like 

plants live near water.  You might think these examples are silly, but the truth is that more and more 

people each day - including probably you dear reader - are making decisions based on "I feel" instead of 

on "that is true".  As people have turned away from the One who says, "I am the truth", and even away 

from the fact that truth exists, they are only left with the selfishness of "I feel, therefore I decide 

this".  An existence of being led by our emotions is a life of deep darkness and ruin. 

Every human being has a soul. 

Our conscience is that which intuitively tells us what is right behavior from wrong behavior, or our 

ability to judge right from wrong on a non-intellectual basis.  It is what sets us apart from 

animals.  Animals don't behave based on a moral compass of, "this action is wrong and thus I will not do 

it", or, "this action is right and will help all animals in this area so I will do it".  Rather, they are 

programmed with instincts that control their behavior.  To deny that humans have a conscience is to say 

that a child who lies has no idea that what they are doing is wrong...even the child who was never told 

that lying is wrong.  Go, test what I say - find a child and ask them to tell a person that the blue car is a 

red car.  Humans were given the innate ability - through our metaphysical conscience - to know right 

from wrong.  I obviously am not saying that human's live by their conscience, because in general and for 

many, they obviously do not.  Our will can easily overcome our conscience, especially when we perceive 

we will gain or lose something valuable to us based on some decision.  We can also dull our conscience 

by going against it so many times that it loses its sensitivity. 

Our conscience is why no human being will stand before our Life Judge and successfully plead, "I am 

innocent" or "I plead ignorance". 

Every human being has a conscience, but many dull or destroy their conscience through drugs (dull) or 

practicing wrong behavior (destroy). 

 

Our mind represents our intellect - our ability to reason, use logic, process information and thus to 

identify truth from falsehood. 

Our mind is distinct from our brain.  To use a computer analogy, the brain is the physical hardware or 

'cpu, memory, data storage and power source' while the mind is the metaphysical 'software' or 

operating system and applications.  Our mind is affected by our will and soul.  In other words, our mind 
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might successfully determine that something is true instead of false, but our will may take our 

conclusion and wash it away into non-action if we perceive we will lose something we want if we act 

upon the truth/conclusion. 

If there is one thing that is needed today, it is for people to use reason well to arrive at truth.  Tragically, 

most people do not because they have believed many false things about this realm called 'the 

world'.  They believe these false things because they are not willing to put truth above the comfort of 

their own existence in this world.  Stated another way, they love themselves and this world more than 

anything else - thus, they avoid the truth and only use lesser truths to serve their desires in this world. 

Every human being has a mind. 

Our will interacts with our mind as our mind informs our will about the realm in which we exist and 

interact with.  Our will interacts with our soul as our soul provides 'data' on what is right and wrong. 

Our spirit enables us to know – be aware of – and commune with our Father and Creator. 

Our spirit enables us to connect with our Creator.  Through our spirit we can connect or communicate 

with outside entities or beings, including our Creator....being to Being without words or language 

communication. 

Every human being is born with a functional, living spirit. 

Every child who has not passed out of innocence has a spirit that is alive through the Life given by the 

Creator.  Innocence is the metaphysical or spiritual property which is the life of a child’s spirit.  For 

adults, faith in God (not a merely intellectual belief that he exists) is the life of our spirit. 

Not all human beings have a living spirit, meaning their spirit can connect or communicate with (be 

aware of) their Creator due to choices they made - in fact, most adults do not have a spirit that is ‘alive’. 

Without applications, a computer is essentially non-functional…it has an operating system and can 

function but it cannot produce meaningful or productive operations.  So we are if our spirit is ‘dead’ or 

not fully functioning or able to experience the fullness of its intended purpose. 

What would a flower be without its color or odor?  What is a kiss without love?  What is a sunset 

without color?  What is a smile without compassion?  What is food without flavor or smell?  What is a 

kind act without the right motivation?  What would sex be without its physical or emotional aspects?  

What would a story be without a problem to overcome or conflict to solve? 

So it is with our spirit when it ‘dies’ and loses the connection to our Father…it becomes merely a 

colorless shadow rather than a vibrant, colorful living agent. 

Our body is merely the physical means we have been given to express who we are and what we 

value.  Yes, we are an integrated whole – spirit, body, heart, soul and mind – but just like a computer, 

our hardware (or body) is the lesser aspect of our existence. 
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Every human being who exists in the realm/dimension of our physical universe has a body. 

Here is something to consider which makes a strong case that our body is NOT what defines who we are. 

Medical science and art are improving to the point the following scenario is realistic.  A forty year old 

woman Megan was caught in her house when it caught fire before she went to bed.  She was so badly 

burned that her body was lost to burn injury and the medical people used an advanced artificial life 

support systems to keep her alive by essentially amputating her head from her body.  Her face was also 

badly burned and disfigured so that you could not recognize her.  When Megan gained consciousness, 

she was exactly the same person who she was 30 hours ago when she went to bed before the fire 

started. 

All her memories and experiences and personality and commitments to and love for other people – all 

the people she had relationships with - were exactly the same…she was still Megan in every meaningful 

way except her body was radically changed, essentially lost, and her face was unrecognizable.  The 

biggest challenge for Megan would be how she will react to losing the physical identity her body 

provided and the functions her body provided.  In other words, her metaphysical perspective of who 

she is will be greatly challenged since we see our bodies as essential to who we are, even while who she 

really is will not have changed one bit.  She will have the basic choices of fear, self-pride and darkness 

OR faith, love and light. 

This proves that we human beings, while having a body, are NOT primarily physical beings.  Our body 

does NOT make us who we are UNLESS we choose to believe that delusion. 

Next, we will take a look at the root problems that we have mentioned and alluded to several times up 

to this point.  We will also see that we all fit into certain categories of types of people. 

 

Chapter Summary: 

• Human beings have metaphysical or spiritual components to our nature – who we are is not 

primarily about our bodies unless me choose that warped perspective; 

• We have a will (our ‘heart’), which directs our decisions each day and in life; 

• We have a soul, which is comprised of our emotional capacity as well as our conscience - that is 

our ability to know right behavior from wrong behavior; 

• We have a mind, which provides us with our intellect and is the component that can use reason 

and logic to know that which is true from that which is false; 

• We have a spirit, which can connect us to our Life Source, or Creator and Father; 

• All children have a living spirit while most adults have killed their spirit due to refusing to accept 

what is evidently true and justifying self-wrongness and thus not seeing their need for 

forgiveness; 

• The contemporary term “personality” would be synonymous (the same as) with our heart and 

soul. 


