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FROM  FROZEN  ENERGY  TO  HUMANITY

ATHEISTS’  PORTRAYAL  OF  THE  HISTORY  OF  HUMANITY
RATIONAL  THOUGHT  IS  THE  SUPREME  TOOL  OF  HUMANITY

Superstition and myth permeate human history and is an embargo on rational reason

Chapter 0.38

CHRISTIAN  BIBLICAL  NONSENSE  BELIEVED  BY  CHRISTIANS  REVEALS  CHRISTIAN  INTELLECT  IS  MIND  CONDITIONED  WITH  ANCIENT  INVENTED  SUPERSTITION,  MYTHS  AND  FOLKLORE  FROM  CHILDHOOD
There are Christians who want to establish `godly' theocratic societies. They believe that Christianity should be imposed on all global populations and that all schools should teach Christianity, creationism and their perception of Christian values which includes apparently, murdering each other in millions which they have been doing for centuries.
All Christians as with all religionists believe they have the one true god. The only so-called evidence they offer to support their belief is their so-called “Holy Books”. These have long been proven to be considerably fallacious and written by ancient religious males in ignorance of the cosmos and much of the Natural World.
Fundamentalist Christians believe being gay and committing transgressions against their god such as abortion, voluntary euthanasia and marriage to a person of another religious culture is against their god’s ideology. To apostate, commit homosexual activity and curse the name of their gods is considered decadent and punishable by their god. Fundamentalist Christians want some of these acts punished by death.

Whole tribes were exterminated by the Hebrew god (actually Hebrews) because they committed homosexual acts. Ancient Greeks openly accepted homosexuality between beardless youth and adults according to Plato.

MANY  SONS  OF  YAHWEH
Christian New Testament Scripture states that biblical Jesus was the only begotten mortal son of the Hebrew/Christian god Yahweh. According to the Old Testament, Yahweh the Hebrew god had many sons. Notably, heavenly beings in the image of male humans who were enamoured with beautiful earth girls they abducted for sex, Genesis 6-4. This narrative appears to have no relationship with any story in Christian bibles. It may be part of a sexuality based myth associated with one of the several Genesis gods before Hebrews vanquished goddesses. Hebrew scribes give no clues as to why they included Genesis 6 segment.
Genesis 6 - 4. King James Authorised Version:- That the sons of God saw the daughters of men that they were fair and they took them wives of all which they chose.
COMMENT:- Apparently the girls and their parents had no choice in the matter. Rape appears to run in the Hebrew god’s family according to Christian Scripture. The putative father Yahweh of the ‘heavenly beings’ emulated them and caused Jewish Mary’s pregnancy of biblical Jesus. The heavenly beings were looking DOWN on Earth from somewhere in space. The raped Earth girls gave birth to giants who were heroes of long ago. (Good News Bible). It is not said what these hero giants did or in what period of human history they appeared. Giants were common in myths.
CHRISTIAN  BIBLICAL  ASTRONOMY - GEOLOGY - GEOGRAPHY
Deuteronomy 5:8. Do not make images of anything in heaven or on earth or in the water ‘under’ the earth. Water under the earth indicates the ancient scribes’ ignorance of water sources or they simply copied descriptions of early primitive people. The scribes apparently thought water rose up out of the ground, which during floods appeared to do so. There may have been natural springs, but they apparently never watered whole regions.

Heaven is described by religious zealots as a place in outer space for worthy people to inhabit in their after-life, which was an obsessive belief of the Egyptians long before the invention of Hinduism, Judaism, Christianity and Islam.

When billions of people look up to a heaven, they are looking into outer space believing they are gazing at the god’s domicile, just as the ignorant ancients did.
People in the Southern Hemisphere cannot be looking up to a heaven if the people in the Northern Hemisphere are also looking up, unless of course, the biblical heaven surrounds the Earth. In biblical narrations, Earth was flat and covered with a dome.

Space Age science technology has revealed there is no dome over a flat Earth as most people believed until the Age of science. No evidence of the Judaic/Christian/Islam notion of a heaven has been discovered. Ancients in ignorance of our galaxy did not and could not realise this.
The fact that Judaism, Christianity and Islam appeared millions of years after the beginning of the history of evolving humanity, should give cause for believers of modern organised religions to realise their religions are inventions of ingenious, abstract imagination designed to fill knowledge gaps.

Before approximately 3500 years ago (Gregorian calendar), Hebrew Judaism did not exist. Hebrew tribes with their one god concept were religious revolutionary tribes of the Mesopotamian region. They have been persecuted for most of their history.

Before 2000 (Gregorian calendar), Christianity did not exist. The Christian religious cult that began in Palestine was reborn in Rome and its provinces. It became known as Christianity by the followers of biblical Jesus after his death.

Before June 28th, 622, Islam did not exist. It was invented by an Arabian superstitious Arab, Mahomet, and through his efforts, he became a ruler of large populations on which he imposed his religion.
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THE  CHRISTIAN  BIBLE  LET  US  TEST  IT

Greg Hartman, Senior Online Editor of Focus on the Family; wrote in 2004 an article on his web site of “Focus on the Family”
Christians, of course, believe that the Bible gives a historically accurate portrait of Jesus and the early Church. Of course, not all Christians actually believe this, but many do. Regardless, the article continues to explain WHY “Christians” believe it. However, nowhere in the explanation is there to be found the BEST reason why anyone SHOULD believe it, namely that modern professional historians, both Christian and non-Christian, are convinced, based on critical analysis of specific evidence, both positive and negative, that the Bible accurately portrays “what really happened” concerning the events which it describes.

In a landmark legal case in Pennsylvania, Intelligent Design, which was and is promoted as being a scientifically valid alternative to the theory of Darwinian evolution, was ruled not to be so. Instead, it was determined by the court to be creationism with a different name, a theory not subject to testing by using the scientific method, and thus not “scientific” in any sense.

Scientists cannot employ their craft to either prove or disprove ID. Biblical. Historians can apply their craft to either confirm or deny that the Bible provides historically credible information. Their conclusions can be based on proper standards of professional scholarship, objectively and rigorously applied.

Therefore, I (Greg Hartman) have a suggestion. A group of Christians take the matter to the U.S. court, just as they did in the Pennsylvania case, demanding that the Bible be taught in the U.S. public schools, strictly on the basis that it is historically accurate.

If indeed the Bible is found to “give a historically accurate portrait of Jesus and the early Church”, then there is no reason, including the fact that the Bible is religious in nature, why it should be withheld from the public school curriculum as “good history”. If however, it is held to be otherwise, then a U.S. court ruling to that effect would establish a legal basis for a more clearly defined “separation of church and state”.

Read the Bible as you would Livy or Tacitus. For example, in the book of Joshua we are told the sun stood still for several hours. Were we to read that fact in Livy or Tacitus we should class it with their showers of blood, speaking of their statues, beasts, etc. But it is said that the writer of that book was inspired. Examine, therefore, candidly, what evidence there is of his having been inspired. The pretension is entitled to your inquiry because millions believe it. On the other hand, you are astronomer enough to know how contrary it is to the law of nature" - Thomas Jefferson, Jefferson’s Works, Vol. ii., p. 217.

Was biblical Jesus a son of a human male form Jewish deity, or simply a Judaic reformist and a pretender for the role of megalomaniac?
“In Jesus dwells all the fullness of the Godhead bodily - Colossians 2:9 – The Father - The Holy Spirit of God the Father - The Word of God the Father - The only begotten son of God the Father (John 1:14), Jesus (the Word - John 1:1, John.1:14) - His beloved Son (Matthew 3:17), was conceived of the Holy Ghost (Matthew 1:20 below).”

As a proxy father, an invented Holy Ghost does the impregnation in some manner of the Jewish girl Mary, on behalf of the god of the Jews. It is God the Father (the Hebrew god) who conceived in Mary. His very Word through His very Holy Spirit (Matthew 1:20). Colossians 2:9. For in him dwelleth all the fullness of the Godhead bodily. John 1:14 And the Word was made flesh, and dwelt among us, and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the Father, (Matthew 1:20, Matthew 3:17) full of grace and truth.
NOTE:- (Nothing is mentioned of the heavenly beings in male human form that raped beautiful earth girls who begat giants: Genesis 6.

John1:1 In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. John1:6 And hath made us kings and priests unto God and his Father - Johnn.1:1. to him be glory and dominion for ever and ever. Amen.

Matthew 3:17. And a voice from heaven, saying, This is my beloved Son (Matthew 1:20), in whom I am well pleased. This statement occurs a few times in the Christian Bible.

Matthew 1:20. But while he thought on these things, behold, the angel of the Lord appeared unto him in a dream, saying, Joseph, thou son of David, fear not to take unto thee Mary thy wife: for that which is conceived in her is of the Holy Ghost (John 1:14 and Matthew 3:17).

Jesus' birth stories
It is not really possible to come to a conclusion that one is "told" before another here, as in Mathew’s gospel she was 'found' to be with child while in Luke she is told by an angel, it can't be assumed that either of them were standing in a line while being told, one first then another both Gospels are giving a narrative based on a different perspective yet tell the same story.

As for the translation of young maiden or Virgin that too needs to be taken in its context.

In both the Septuagint version (Greek from the Coptic) of the Old Testament, written by Jewish scholars approximately 2200 years ago and the Greek New Testament approximately 1800 years ago, have translated the Hebrew word Almah to be a virgin by the use of the word Parthenos in Greek.

The argument is that if the intent of the Hebrew writings were for Virgin they would have used the word ‘Bethulah’ which co notates more directly for Virgin, yet this word also can be used for Bride. The word Almah is also used for Virgin 4 times out of 7 in the Old Testament.

What mostly needs to be considered is the use of the word and its context in the text quoted, which was that of a miraculous sign that the Jewish god will provide to the house of David in Isaiah 7:14. A young lady having a baby could hardly be considered a miraculous sign.

It for this reason both the translators of the Hebrew bible to the Greek LXX in the second century B.C.E. and the Greek New Testament writers use the Greek definitive word for virgin being Parthenos. I guess they were a little closer to the event than we, so we should trust both sets of writers knew what they were writing.

EDITED  FROM  THE  INTERNET  2005

R. JOSEPH HOFFMANN
For  Humanist  Network  News  Dec. 21, 2005

Once again the American media and a few scholarly mercenaries have tried to focus attention on New Testament mythology as though startling historical facts are waiting to be discovered beneath the layers of legend. It happens every year, at Christmas and Easter: new revelations, startling discoveries (often described as "archaeological" to give a scientific ring), the latest scholarly finds, expert opinion. Given the line up on the CBS recent 48 special on the birth of Jesus -- John Crossan, Elaine Pagels, Michael, White, and Ben Witherington (appropriately the gamut from skeptical to credulous in their approaches) -- the ready supply of expertise (read: informed opinion) is not in doubt.

But the opinions are quoth Witherington, for instance: "[Mary] was very young at the time of the annunciation, barely a teenager. We're talking about a small town girl here." But the basis for this is nowhere to be found in the gospels.
It's based on guesses about marriageable age in Jewish tradition, spliced together with a prophecy from Isaiah 7 about a "young woman bringing forth a child," spliced further with an event which defies historical explanation: an "announcement" of a virgin birth by one of the Jewish god's favourite messengers. (The wife of Isaiah did have a baby named fast foot etc. This is what Isaiah who was in dire straits wanted, an heir to carry on his name).

As with so much network and general document-drivel, the scholarly shovels are out digging holes in air as though solid ground were beneath them.

Other class one errors: Elaine Pagels playing the Gnostic card, saying that the Gospel of Philip questions the entire concept of the virginity of Mary. Actually, the GP says that Mary is the "virgin whom no power defiled" and denies the historical Jesus (including his physical birth) completely. Relevance to this discussion: nil.
Witherington on the slaughter of the children by Herod described in Matthew's gospel "From what we can tell about the ruins of first century Bethlehem, a few hundred people lived there. I think we're talking about six to ten children [slaughtered] max." Queried as to why the event isn't recorded outside the gospel account, Witherington says” "it was a minor event" by the standards of the time.

So minor, in fact, that no other gospel writer mentions it, and New Testament critics have known for ages that while Herod may have been a tyrant, the "massacre of the innocents" is just another case of Matthew milking prophecy to exploit his notion that Jesus was the "true" king of the Jews, Herod an evil imposter.
In another instance, CBS took its crew to Egypt to ask the visually tantalizing question, "Did the holy family actually live there for a while?" Matthew says they did. He says so because he is "re-enacting" the Exodus scenario and gives his hand away by linking the sojourn to Hosea 11.1. Great story. Terrible history.

The problem with all such television exercises is that most of what is claimed is simply not true, or new, or revolutionary. The vast majority of biblical scholars know this. Shame on them. It is the seasonal game to boost ratings, with Jesus Christ Superstar heading the pack and this year in tandem with ABC's provocative query, "Where is Heaven, How do I get There?"

Since archaeology is especially useless in answering that question we can leave heaven to one side, or up there as the case may be, and focus on the Christmas story, rightly beloved by children because it was a children's story from the beginning.

INDICATORS  OF  TRUTH  OF  THE  CHRISTIAN  INVENTED  RELIGION  EXTRAPOLATED  FROM  BIBLICAL  SCRIPTURES
HERE IS WHAT WE REALLY KNOW

The Story is Late -- Very Late.

The original gospel was communicated orally, chiefly by illiterate peasants.

It possessed no story of the birth of Jesus because no one was interested in that part of the story until later.

Paul never heard of Jesus "of Nazareth," or the birth of Jesus in Bethlehem, or kings from eastern provinces, or a distant guiding star, or a Jewish girl virgin named Mary.

He knows a story about a semi-divine messianic "man from heaven" (Philippians 2.5-11) whom he names Jesus Christ, "born of a woman [unnamed, unhusbanded], under [Jewish] law" (Galatians 4.4).

NOTE:- Earliest Gospel and its Copies Possessed no Birth Story:-
When the basics of the story of Jesus were written down, the earliest literature still contained no story of the birth of Jesus. The earliest and (we think) the latest gospels - Mark (ca. 70, at earliest) and John (ca. 95, at earliest) - also know nothing of the birth of Jesus. Well, that's almost right:- the Fourth Gospel, John, knows a story similar to the one Paul knows, fancified a bit, using ideas borrowed from popular Stoic philosophy, so that the semi-divine man becomes the "divine Word" of a Jewish God, "who became flesh."
But still, no manger, no virgin birth - a mother he addresses, in fact, as "Woman" (John 2.4) , no angels singing Gloria, and instead of Bethlehem, active embarrassment that he hails from Galilee (John 7.40-2). To add to the confusion, Matthew knows nothing of Jesus being from Nazareth; the family resides in Bethlehem and end up in Nazareth because it's part of an escape route (Matt. 2.23).

Luke on the other hand has the family living in Nazareth and ending up in Bethlehem because of an otherwise unknown Roman tax census (Luke 2.4f.). No historical memory here, and not even the Nazareth tradition is secure since despite all the very energetic attempts to find references to it no such "village" -- not even an outpost of Empire -- existed in the first century. Discussions of the inscription from Caesarea Maritima have not alleviated our ignorance of this location and thus discussions of the implications of its proximity to the Hellenistic mini-city of Sepphoris are completely conjectural.

The solution espoused by some scholars, of making this man of mystery Jesus of Bethlehem from Nazareth near Sepphoris, makes him less a mystery than a cipher. In fact, the birth in Bethlehem is legendary and the "hometown" (or refuge) of Nazareth was, if anything, a large farm.

The Stories are Legends based on Other Legends: The birth stories are pious legends appended to the gospel of Mark by later writers whom tradition names "Matthew" and " Luke," -- but probably not by the authors known by those names.

Scholars know that the original gospel of Luke did not have its familiar nativity story because our earliest version of it, used by the famous second century heretic, Marcion, did not have it.

And as Marcion was writing and quoting away from his version of "Luke" in 120 AD or so in complete ignorance of the tale (just like Paul), we can assume that the nativity story came later. It arose at around the same time many other legendary accounts of the birth and infancy of Jesus were being written: The Pre-Gospel of James, for example, or the famous Infancy Gospel of Thomas, which are full of entertaining stories about the birth of Jesus.

In Infancy, the Coptic Thomas (Twin) version of  Jesus makes sparrows out of clay, then brings them to life, and smites his playmates - dead  for being rude to him. In some of the apocryphal tales he performs cures in the manger as a newborn. The tendency in the early church was to make Jesus "miraculous" from the get-go.
The sources of these stories come from tales told about emperors like Alexander the Great (whose mother was thought to be a virgin), Augustus (emperor, allegedly, when Jesus was born), Vespasian, heroes such as Herakles/Hercules (another virgin birth), Apollonius of Tyana, and Jewish folktales, like those associated with Chaninia ben Dosa.

The story of the star is taken from Virgil's praise-hymn (Eclogue IV) in honour of the "Peace" of Augustus. Nothing in the story is original, but its popularity was ensured by having its roots in a hundred other famous myths and legends. The point was to show Jesus the equal of the cultural heroes of the time.

What about the Genealogies?

Another reason for knowing that the nativity tales are legendary is that because like all legends they are uneven, flamboyant (even by the standards of miracle tales, which were the favourite form of 1st century pulp fiction) and contradictory.

The two tales, Matthew's and Luke's, were not written very far apart in terms of chronology - perhaps Matthew's coming first. But they were written to satisfy different audiences, different tastes, and for different religious reasons. There are too many of these discrepancies to list here but there's no need to dig very deep. Both Matthew and Luke provide "genealogies" of Jesus designed to defend their Saviour from the Jewish calumny that he had been the illegitimate child of a Roman soldier (another proof of the lateness of the tales).

But the genealogies themselves are out of sync. Among many discrepancies, Matthew (1.16) knows Jesus' grandfather as Jacob, Luke (3.23) as Heli, and neither writer seems aware that the whole genealogy is negated by the doctrine of the virgin birth which makes Joseph's paternity irrelevant in any case.

This shows to biblical critics, that the genealogies originally served a different purpose from the virgin birth story. The first was to prove the Jewish/Davidic pedigree of biblical Jesus, the second to prove his divinity. Even the earliest Jewish Christians, the Ebionites rejected the genealogies as forgeries and the gospels of Mark and John know nothing about them.

As Christianity forged ahead, its church became less interested in the Davidic/Jewish pedigree of biblical Jesus than in arguing his supernatural status, that is, a Jewish god (filius dei), the title also used by Roman emperors from the time of Augustus.

The interpolated account of the miraculous birth of biblical Jesus was meant to establish his filius dei. Matthew 1.13-25 and Luke 1.5-8. Matthew tells a Jewish story and links the birth of biblical Jesus to an Isaiah prophecy by deliberately misusing, or misunderstanding, a verse from Isaiah, 7:14, which in Hebrew simply reads:- "A young woman [not a virgin] shall conceive and bear a child." Luke tells a Greek story, with awe-struck shepherds and harp-playing angels singing in the provincial skies.
The Christians who adhered to the earliest tradition long enough to be regarded as heretics in the second century, the Ebionites, regarded the virgin birth story as heresy. The earliest Christians seem to have followed Mark's opinion that Jesus was promoted by ‘God’ to lieutenant godship at the moment of his baptism (Mark 1.11) but the idea of a divine child sent by God for the salvation of his people was a part of the mythological picture of the late first and second century Christianity's formative decades.
It was too tempting to leave aside: Wondrous manifestations of light, cave-births, hidden divinity made manifest to trembling onlookers. They were all part of the story of the birth of gods and goddesses and heroes before Christianity came onto the scene to share them.

In Buddhist tradition, at Gautama's birth, a great light shines over the world. Persians marked the birth of the Sun, symbol of the god, in the cave of Mithras at the winter solstice, and the Roman co-option of the cult of the sun god, Helios (combined with Mithras in the pre-Christian pantheon) made the solstice the date the birth of Jesus, "the light of the world."

In Greek tradition, Zeus as the Sun divinely illuminates the birth chamber of Herakles (Hercules) in the stable of Angras. And the poet Ovid presents Hercules as the child Horus, who shares a midwinter birthday with Zeus, Apollo, and other calendar gods. The Greek god Hermes was born in a cave in swaddling clothes.

The story of the annunciation in Luke 1.30-33 is itself a borrowing of the Egyptian idea that impregnation can be effected through a ray of light falling from heaven, or a word (logos) spoken in the ear, a legend associated with the birth of Apis.

THE  LIST  GOES  ON

In summary, the stories of the birth of Jesus are late, legendary, and totally without historical merit. They are the additions of devotional writers who are at cross-purposes over whether to understand Jesus in messianic or heroic context and end up doing both.

The failure to iron out contradictions is not their problem, because they were doubtless unaware that such contradictions existed. That the contradictions do exist, however, gives us important insight into the mythological foundations of the nativity tale.

Scholars need to pay closer attention to the origins of religious myth and story and in communicating their opinions to have fuller regard for their role as reporters of reasoned conclusions.

Looking for the manger, like looking for Noah's ark, will probably continue to transfix believers once a year, but historians and biblical scholars should have no part in that quest.
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