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CONTINUATION OF DAVID JULIAN'S SECOND EMAIL

THE BIBLE TOLD ME TO STONE TO DEATH: ADULTERERS, HOMOSEXUALS, SABBATH-VIOLATORS, AND OTHER HEINOUS CRIMINALS. I WAS ALSO TOLD TO BURN WITCHES AND ASTROLOGERS. 
Once again, the Bible didn't tell you that.
DAVID, WHAT DID YOU DO - WRITE YOUR OWN BIBLE?
I'M NOT EVEN GOING TO PROVIDE THE VERSES BECAUSE IT IS CLEAR THAT YOU ARE OPERATING SOMEWHERE OUT BEYOND THE TWILIGHT ZONE.
DENIAL, DUDE - IT'S YOUR ONLY OPTION.
The Bible says that the 613 commandments of the old, primitive Mosaic law was replaced by Christ's new commands (in the New Testament).
WHERE?
BESIDES, I ALREADY PROVIDED A BIBLICAL REFERENCE THAT PROVES YOU ARE WRONG.
We're supposed to love God, love one another, love our neighbors, and even love our enemies -- and most especially have mercy on the unbelievers, and forgive those who curse us and despitefully use us for their own selfish purposes.
DAVID, ONCE AGAIN YOU IGNORE THE 90% OF THE BIBLE THAT DISAGREES WITH YOUR CLAIM.  WHAT THAT DOES PROVE IS THAT YOUR BIBLE CAN'T START A NEW VERSE WITHOUT CONTRADICTING ITSELF.
But you have to keep bringing up our primitive history as if your great-great-great-great-grandfather's world is the same world we live in today.
DAVID, WHAT A PATHETIC COP OUT.  YOU CANNOT SIMPLY ERASE YOUR GRUESOME, BLOODY HISTORY AND CLAIM "KINGS-X."  NOR CAN YOU TRY TO MINIMIZE IT BY CLAIMING A STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS, BECAUSE MUCH OF YOUR TERRIBLE HISTORY IS QUITE RECENT AND, IN FACT, CONTINUES ON IN TODAY'S WORLD.
SHUTTING YOUR EYES, COVERING YOUR EARS, CLOSING YOUR MOUTH, AND GOING INTO DENIAL, DOES NOT MAKE IT MAGICALLY GO AWAY.  "YOU PEOPLE" HAVE ALWAYS BEEN BARBARIC SAVAGES, YOU STILL ARE SLIGHTLY LESS BARBARIC SAVAGES, AND LIKELY ALWAYS WILL BE IGNORANT, ARROGANT, ILLOGICAL GHOST-WORSHIPPERS.
YOU WISH PEOPLE WOULD NOT BRING UP YOUR BRUTAL, INHUMAN PAST.
WE WISH THAT YOU PEOPLE HAD NEVER CAUSED IT IN THE FIRST PLACE.
Good question: I don't have to rationalize disobeying God. God, in His infinite wisdom gave me the opportunity to make some limited choices. And He already knew I would make some bad ones.
DAVID: IF GOD ALREADY KNEW WHAT CHOICES YOU WOULD MAKE (OMNISCIENCE) HOW DO YOU FIGURE YOU HAVE FREE WILL?
SINCE YOU CANNOT CHANGE WHAT GOD ALREADY KNOWS IS GOING TO HAPPEN - YOU ONLY HAVE THE ILLUSION THAT YOU HAVE FREE WILL.
NO CHRISTIAN WHO BELIEVES THAT GOD IS ALL-KNOWING COULD POSSIBLY BELIEVE IN FREE WILL UNLESS THEY DO NOT UNDERSTAND THE CONCEPT.
but he also gave my the intelligence to learn from those mistakes,
BUT SOME PEOPLE DID NOT.  WHY DID GOD FAVOR YOU AND NOT OTHERS?  WHY IS YOUR GOD SO UNFAIR?
to repent (turn away from them), and to make more godly choices. And he gave me the assurance that he would forgive me in the end.
SO YOU CAN COMMIT THE MOST HORRENDOUS CRIMES, BUT AS LONG AS YOU SAY YOU ARE SORRY AND YOU BELIEVE IN THE RIGHT GHOST - YOU STILL GET THE BIG CABANA IN THE SKY.
WITH SUCH A BELIEF, WHAT KEEPS YOU FROM KILLING, STEALING, AND DOING ANYTHING YOU WANT?
He made you the same offer. You turned Him down, He didn't turn you down.
THAT'S BECAUSE I DON'T RESPOND WELL TO THREATS.
YOU PROVE THAT MOST PEOPLE DO. 
Still more antireligious propaganda.
HOW DO YOU FIGURE THAT THE BIBLE IS ANTIRELIGIOUS PROPAGANDA?
You have never owned a slave and I suspect you have never met anyone who has.
OBVIOUSLY, NO ONE LIVING TODAY IN AMERICA HAS OWNED A SLAVE NOR HAS MET ANYONE WHO DID, SO YOUR STATEMENT IS IGNORANT.
BUT IF YOU GO BACK IN TIME (NOT VERY FAR) AND BACK TO THE BIBLE BELT (THE DEEP SOUTH) YOU WILL FIND PLENTY OF PEOPLE WHO DID.
OH, SORRY: I FORGOT WE ARE IGNORING YOUR HISTORY.
When the economics of the South became more important than the actual teachings of the Bible, some people in history misused it to try to justify slavery.
WRONG DAVID.  THEY DIDN'T HAVE TO MISUSE THE BIBLE TO JUSTIFY SLAVERY.  THE BIBLE'S SUPPORT OF SLAVERY IS UNAMBIGUOUS.
YOUR STATEMENT DEFINES "DELUSION."  YOU HAVE CONVINCED YOURSELF THAT WORDS CAN MEAN ANYTHING YOU SAY THEY MEAN, AND THEY NEVER MEAN WHAT THEY SAY - BUT WHAT YOU SAY THEY MEAN.
Leaving out the significance of the fact that in Israel you had to sell yourself into slavery to pay of your debts and that anyone so indentured had to be released after seven years and that there were strict laws about mistreating them, what is significant is that in the New Testament slave owners were told to treat their slaves as if they were Christ himself and the slaves were told to treat their owners the same way.
DAVID, YOU SHOULD GO BACK TO MY SECOND EMAIL TO YOU.  IN IT I TOLD YOU THAT NO SANE HUMAN TRIES TO DEFEND SLAVERY.  HOWEVER, THERE ARE PEOPLE WHO DO - AND THEY ARE ALWAYS CHRISTIANS TRYING TO DEFEND THEIR BIBLE.
IF ANYONE DOUBTED THE ACCURACY OF MY CLAIM, YOUR STATEMENT ABOVE PROVES THAT I WAS TELLING THE TRUTH.  AND IT PROVES THAT YOU ARE ONE OF THOSE VILE PEOPLE WHO ATTEMPT TO DEFEND ONE OF THE MOST HIDEOUS PRACTICES THAT HAS EVER EXISTED ON THE EARTH, AND YOU DO IT IN A DESPERATE ATTEMPT TO VINDICATE THE ACTIONS OF YOUR GOD.
WHEN YOUR BELIEFS FORCE YOU TO A LEVEL INHABITED BY THE LOWEST MEMBERS OF OUR SOCIETY, IT SHOULD MAKE YOU RECONSIDER HOW YOU GOT THERE.
I WOULD COMMENT AT THIS POINT THAT YOUR BLINDNESS TO YOUR OWN SCIENTIFIC IGNORANCE, HISTORICAL REINTERPRETATIONS, AND MORAL DEPRAVITIES IS TRULY STUNNING.  UNFORTUNATELY, IT IS SO COMMON AMONG YOU GHOST-WORSHIPPERS AS TO NO LONGER BE SHOCKING - AND THAT IS THE SADDEST PART.
Ephesians 6:5-9 Slaves, obey your earthly masters with respect and fear, and with sincerity of heart, just as you would obey Christ. Obey them not only to win their favor when their eye is on you, but like slaves of Christ, doing the will of God from your heart. Serve wholeheartedly, as if you were serving the Lord, not men, because you know that the Lord will reward everyone for whatever good he does, whether he is slave or free. And masters, treat your slaves in the same way. Do not threaten them, since you know that he who is both their Master and yours is in heaven, and there is no favoritism with him.
DAVID, HERE IS WHAT GOD SHOULD HAVE SAID: YOU CAN FIND IT IN THE BOOK OF NEO, CHAPTER 5, VERSE 17:
"SLAVES ... YOU ARE FREE."
EVEN I HAVE MORE MORAL CHARACTER THAN THE GOD YOU WORSHIP.  THEN AGAIN, I HAVE NEVER MET ANYONE WHO DIDN'T.
The Bible is not, nor was it ever meant to be, some kind of scientific treatise.
HOW DO YOU KNOW WHAT GOD INTENDED?  YOU DON'T.
YOU BELIEVE THIS IS THE INERRANT WORD OF GOD.  THEREFORE, THERE SHOULD BE NO SCIENTIFIC ERRORS.  SO YOUR RATIONALIZATION FAILS.
It contains stories, poems allegories, parables, images, types, etc., etc. The Bible said the sun appeared to stop (in the emotional heat of battle it is not uncommon for things to appear to go into slow motion).
DAVID, DAVID: WHAT DID I JUST SAY A LITTLE WHILE BACK?  WORDS MEAN ANYTHING YOU NEED THEM TO MEAN - AND NOW YOU GO OUT OF YOUR WAY TO PROVE MY POINT.
NO VERSION OF THE BIBLE SAYS "APPEARED TO STOP."  YOU ARE MAKING THAT UP TO ESCAPE THE UNESCAPABLE.
NOR DOES THE BIBLE REFER TO THIS STORY AS A POEM, ALLEGORY, PARABLE, OR ANYTHING OTHER THAN AN EYEWITNESS ACCOUNT BY JOSHUA HIMSELF.
FOR A CHRISTIAN, YOUR KNOWLEDGE OF THE BIBLE IS ABOUT WHAT I WOULD EXPECT FROM A ... HINDU.
It also says that the sun rises, meaning, of course, that it appears to rise.
DAVID, YOU DID IT AGAIN.  YOU ARE INTERPRETING THE WORDS THE WAY YOU NEED THEM TO BE INTERPRETED.  YOU CAN'T JUST SAY "MEANING, OF COURSE" AS IF THAT IS PROOF.  YOU CAN'T JUST CHANGE OR INSERT WORDS SO THAT THE MEANING CONFORMS TO WHAT YOU NEED IT TO MEAN.
BUT SINCE WORDS NEVER SAY WHAT YOU NEED THEM TO SAY - WHAT CHOICE DO YOU HAVE?  DISHONESTY IS YOUR ONLY OPTION; AND YOU EMPLOY IT LIBERALLY.
*************************************************************
OUR VOIDS ARE FILLED WITH SCIENCE.
No, your voids are filled with the belief that there is a "natural" non-God answer to life's most important questions.
TRUE.  BUT THE CRUCIAL POINT IS THAT OUR BELIEFS ARE BASED ON PROVABLE EVIDENCE - YOUR BELIEFS ARE BASED ON ANCIENT, MAGICAL SCRIPTURES.  SCRIPTURES THAT HAVE BEEN PROVEN FALSE BY MANY OF THE DISCOVERIES OF SCIENCE.
Science, specifically the scientific method, is just one way of looking at empirical phenomena.
AND IT IS THE ONLY WAY THAT HAS EVER BEEN PROVEN TO WORK.
It's just like using geometry. An infinite number of points is a line, 
THAT IS ONLY TRUE FOR LINES OF INFINITE LENGTH.  IT IS FALSE FOR LINES WITH ENDPOINTS.
an infinite number of lines is a plane, and an infinite number of planes is a solid object.
THIS IS WHAT HAPPENS WHEN YOU GET YOUR SCIENCE EDUCATION FROM BIBLE STUDY - GARBAGE.  THOSE DEFINITIONS WEREN'T EVEN CLOSE.  IF YOU DON'T BUY A DICTIONARY, I AM GOING TO SEND YOU ONE MYSELF - FOR FREE.
I can show you all kinds of solid objects, but I can never show you a single point. A point doesn't really exist, but you can still use it to build a box.
WHAT KIND OF BOX WOULD YOU BUILD WITH AN OBJECT THAT DOESN'T REALLY EXIST?  I HAVE NEVER SEEN ONE OF THOSE.  BUT IN YOUR IMAGINARY WORLD, I DOUBT THAT THERE IS ANYTHING THAT YOU CAN'T WISH INTO EXISTENCE.
Does a line exist? Of course not.
WHEN YOU WRITE STUFF LIKE THAT YOU REALLY MAKE ME REEVALUATE THE PURPOSE OF DEVOTING THIS MUCH TIME TO SOMEONE LIKE YOU.
AND THEN I FEEL THE ERECTION THAT I GET EVERY TIME I DEMOLISH ONE OF YOUR INSANE COMMENTS AND IT REMINDS ME WHY I DO IT.
An infinite number of nonexistent points is a nonexistent line.
IF THOSE THINGS ARE NONEXISTENT, HOW CAN YOU DETERMINE THAT THERE ARE AN INFINITE NUMBER OF THEM?
Does a plane exist? Of course not. An infinite number of nonexistent lines is a nonexistent plane. Now here's the hard one: Does the solid object really exist? Of course it does. You can see it, feel it, measure it, etc.
HOW DO YOU KNOW THAT WHAT YOU SEE, FEEL, AND MEASURE ... IS REAL?  HOW DO YOU KNOW THAT YOU AREN'T DREAMING IT?  HOW DO YOU KNOW THAT YOU EVEN EXIST OUTSIDE THE IMAGINATION OF SOME CELESTIAL ALIEN?
YOU DON'T.
Geometry isn't reality.
BUT THE BIBLE IS?
COULD YOU POSSIBLY BE ANY MORE SCREWED UP IN THE HEAD THAN YOU ALREADY ARE?
It's just one way of looking at solid objects. Now let's use geometry to measure the air. Oops. Air isn't a solid object, so it contains no points, lines, planes, or solid objects. You're going to have to use a different way of observing the reality of air.
A THIRD-GRADER COULD SHRED YOUR ARGUMENT.
HOW DO YOU DEFINE A "SOLID OBJECT?"  IF YOU TOOK OUT ALL THE SPACE BETWEEN THE ATOMS IN YOUR BODY THERE WOULDN'T BE ENOUGH MATTER TO FILL AN ANT'S BUTT.
YOU HAVE ABSOLUTELY NO IDEA WHAT YOU ARE TALKING ABOUT.
I NOW REALIZE THAT RELIGION IS THE PERFECT PLACE FOR YOU.  THERE IS NO WAY A MIND AS FEEBLE AS THE ONE THAT OCCUPIES THE SPACE BETWEEN YOUR EARS COULD POSSIBLY BE USEFUL IN ANYTHING BUT AN IMAGINARY WORLD.
One of the first things every scientist learns is that when measuring a completely new phenomenon, he will have to determine if any measurement is possible, what to use as a measurement, and a way of measuring it.
DAVID, HOW COULD YOU POSSIBLY KNOW WHAT ARE THE FIRST THINGS THAT EVERY SCIENTIST LEARNS?  YOU DON'T DISPLAY ANY HINT OF EVER HAVING ENCOUNTERED SCIENCE, OR FOR THAT MATTER, RATIONAL THOUGHT.
If he can't do those three things, it will be like using geometry to measure the air. No matter what he does, some people will try deny that the air exists. Others will claim his measurements are just made up. Still others will demand that he use "traditional" measurements, and if he can't, they will call him delusional.
DAVID: THAT SHOULD SOUND VERY FAMILIAR TO YOU.
Eventually it will become apparent that the air really exists. Naturalists will make all kinds of claims: it fell out of the sky, it was here all along,
HEY, ISN'T THAT YOUR ARGUMENT: GOD HAS ALWAYS EXISTED?  ARE YOU SURE YOU SHOULD BE CRITICIZING ARGUMENTS THAT MIRROR YOUR OWN?
it's just an illusion. My point is and was: the air didn't get here for no apparent reason. We did not arrive here because the air needed something to breathe it, or the water needed something to drink it, or the earth needed something to stand on it, the trees needed something to eat their fruit. Every truthful inventor will tell you: There are no real inventions. There are only discoveries of what has been here all along.
FALSE DAVID - TELEVISION WAS NEVER HERE.
If you are really being honest about your atheism,
DAVID, HONESTY IS AS ALIEN TO YOU, AS QUALITY FAMILY TIME IS TO MEL GIBSON.
then you know there is no more empirical evidence for the existence of love than there is for the existence of God.
THERE IS NO EVIDENCE FOR THE EXISTENCE OF GOD.  I BELIEVE THERE IS PLENTY OF EVIDENCE FOR LOVE - IT IS CALLED ... CHILDREN.
In fact some Christians claim that God is love.
DAVID, THAT LINE WORKS ... UNTIL YOU READ THE BIBLE.
I think love is just another one of those things that are not empirically observable.
ALL DEPENDS ON HOW YOU DEFINE IT.
The term "new atheists" is not a derogatory term.
DAVID, AS USED BY CHRISTIANS - YES IT IS.
It just distinguishes them from the traditional atheists and agnostics. The Civil War did not take away "my" slaves or yours. You never owned any and neither did I.
DAVID, YOU ARE DOING IT AGAIN.  YOU ARE TRYING TO ERASE YOUR BARBARIC HISTORY BY MAKING AN IRRELEVANT STATEMENT.  TIME TO GOOGLE LOGICAL FALLACIES AGAIN AND READ "NON SEQUITUR."
The fact is, the Abolitionist Movement was started by Christians in the northern states. It's all spelled out in the Battle Hymn of the Republic: "As He died to make men holy, let us die to make men free".
YES, CHRISTIANS DID LEAD THE FIGHT AGAINST SLAVERY - AGAINST OTHER CHRISTIANS (YOU LEFT THAT PART OUT).
My commandments are to love, and they are not and never were "my" barbaric practices.
DAVID, YOU KNOW VERY WELL WE ARE TALKING ABOUT CHRISTIANITY.  YOU ARE TRYING TO AVOID THE HORRIBLE PAST HISTORY OF CHRISTIANITY BY CLAIMING YOU WERE NOT A PART OF IT.  THAT IS IRRELEVANT, AND ADDS ANOTHER LOGICAL FALLACY TO YOUR GROWING LIST OF ILLOGICAL ARGUMENTS.
But these "barbaric practices" do exist in the modern world in primitive third-world countries and especially in countries that espouse atheism as their official policy.
NICE TRY DAVID.  NO COUNTRY ESPOUSES ATHEISM AS ITS OFFICAL POLICY.  THAT IS WHY YOU DIDN'T NAME ONE - BECAUSE NO SUCH COUNTRY EXISTS.
THESE BARBARIC PRACTICES (WITCH-BURNING, TORTURING CHILDREN POSSESSED BY "DEMONS," AND KILLING HOMOSEXUALS) ARE ALL JUSTIFIED BY ONE SOURCE AND ONE SOURCE ALONE ... YOUR BIBLE.
It is of no small significance that a very large number of traditional atheists (and some of the new atheists) are or were Nazis, Fascists, and Marxist Communists.
DAVID, ALL YOU HAVE ARE BASELESS ACCUSATIONS WITH NO SUPPORTING EVIDENCE.  HITLER WAS A DEVOUT CATHOLIC AS MUCH AS YOU WISH THAT WERE NOT TRUE. OTHERS, LIKE STALIN, WERE ATHEISTS.  EVIL COMES IN ALL FLAVORS.  THE DIFFERENCE IS THAT RELIGION PROVIDES EXTRA REASONS TO BE EVIL AND WE ALREADY HAVE ENOUGH EVIL WITHOUT ADDING RELIGION TO THE MIX.
From Merriam-Webster's Collegiate Dictionary:
naturalism n. (circa 1641) 1. action, inclination, or thought based only on natural desires and instincts  2. a theory denying that an event or object has a supernatural significance;  specifically the doctrine that scientific laws are adequate to account for all phenomena  3. realism in art or literature;  specifically a theory in literature emphasizing scientific observation of life without idealization or the avoidance of the ugly
IT'S NICE TO SEE YOU TOOK MY ADVICE AND BORROWED A DICTIONARY.  OBVIOUSLY YOU THINK THIS DEFINITION SUPPORTS YOUR POSITION THAT ATHEISM IS RELATED TO NATURALISM.
READING COMPREHENSION IS APPARENTLY NOT YOUR STRONG SUIT.
What does evolutionary theory have to do with religion?
DAVID, FROM A SCIENTIFIC PERSPECTIVE - NOTHING.  FROM A RELIGIOUS PERSPECTIVE - EVERYTHING, BECAUSE IT PROVES THAT HUMANS AND ALL OTHER ANIMALS WERE NOT CREATED AT THE SAME TIME FROM MAGIC MUD.
The only people who deny evolution are a virtual handful of "wooden-literal" Fundamentalists.
DAVID, YOUR CONNECTION TO REALITY IS TENUOUS AT BEST.  THE PERCENTAGE OF AMERICANS WHO DENY EVOLUTION IS OVER 60%.
ONLY A BELIEVER COULD SEE THAT AS "A VIRTUAL HANDFUL."
SOMETIMES THE CRAP YOU COME UP WITH IS BEYOND STUNNING.  IF IT WASN'T FOR THE FACT THAT SHREDDING YOUR ARGUMENTS IS SO MUCH FUN, I WOULD NEVER WASTE SO MUCH TIME.
It's just another red herring tossed out there by antireligionist propagandists to distract their followers from recognizing that 40% of the Nobel Laureates in Science have no conflict between science and religion.
BUT 60% DO.  YOU IGNORE FACTS THE SAME WAY YOU IGNORE ANYTHING IN THE BIBLE THAT CAUSES EMBARRASSMENT.
YOU HAVE TO BE BLINDER THAN A CAVE RAT (THEY ONLY POSSESS VESTIGIAL EYES THAT CAN'T SEE).
"RED HERRING?"  I REALLY FIND IT AMUSING WHEN IRRATIONALS TRY TO SHOW OFF BY USING THE "LOGICAL LINGO."  IT'S AMUSING BECAUSE, SINCE THEY DON'T KNOW HOW TO APPLY THE TERMS, THEY ALWAYS USE THEM OUT OF CONTEXT.
There are no "areas of disagreement" except in the minds of antireligious propagandists.
WELL, I WOULD SAY THAT SCIENCE HAS A PRETTY BIG DISAGREEMENT WITH JESUS ABOUT HIS CLAIM OF WALKING ON WATER, AND BEING BORN OF A VIRGIN.  BUT YOU SEE NOTHING.
 A CAVE RAT - YEP, THAT PRETTY MUCH SUMS IT UP.
And when your scientific "cosmologists" come up with anything more than guesses we'll all be waiting for what can be "proven to be true".
WHY DAVID?  YOU DIDN'T NEED ANY PROOF TO FORM YOUR BELIEFS.  ALL YOU NEEDED WAS A VICIOUS THREAT FROM THE SPIRIT WORLD AND YOU WERE ALL IN.  NOW YOU WANT PROOF?  WE'VE ALREADY SEEN HOW YOU HANDLE PROOF - DENIAL.  PROVIDING EVIDENCE TO GHOST-WORSHIPPERS IS NOTHING MORE THAN A WASTE OF TIME BECAUSE BELIEFS THAT WERE NOT ARRIVED AT BY REASON CANNOT BE AFFECTED BY REASON.
I don't believe in a "magical ghost" and I don't know anyone who does.
DAVID - YOU'RE AN ATHEIST!
I KNEW YOU WOULD COME OUT OF THE CLOSET.  YOU JUST NEEDED A LITTLE NUDGING.  WHAT'S EVEN MORE SURPRISING IS THAT YOU DON'T EVEN KNOW ANYONE WHO IS NOT AN ATHEIST.  I WISH I COULD SAY THAT.
There are many of us who believe in a living God for only one reason: He has revealed himself to us in irrefutable ways.
DAVID, I HATE TO BE BLUNT BUT YOUR DISHONESTY HAS FORCED MY HAND: YOU ARE A LIAR.
GOD HAS NEVER REVEALED HIMSELF TO THE WORLD IN ANY IRREFUTABLE WAY, BECAUSE IF HE HAD, THERE WOULDN'T BE A SINGLE NON-CHRISTIAN ON THE PLANET.
YOU BELIEVE IN GOD BECAUSE YOU ARE TERRIFIED THAT THE THREATS IN THE BIBLE MAY BE TRUE.  THE FACT THAT YOU REFUSE TO ADMIT THIS, MAKES IT NO LESS TRUE.
Your propaganda sources would have you believe that today's modern world is no different than the brutally violent world of the Middle Ages, that every Christian is a violent Grand Inquisitor waiting to happen.
MY SOURCES TELL ME THAT THE WORLD IS DIFFERENT BECAUSE MODERN HUMANS HAVE CIVILIZED CHRISTIANS AND TAKEN AWAY MANY OF THEIR BARBARIC, INHUMAN PRACTICES.  UNFORTUNATELY, THERE IS STILL MUCH MORE "CIVILIZING" THAT NEEDS TO BE DONE BEFORE "YOU PEOPLE" CAN BE CONSIDERED MODERN OR CIVILIZED.
FOR INSTANCE, KILLING ABORTION DOCTORS, BOMBING CLINICS, ATTACKING HOMOSEXUALS, AND IN AFRICA, USING THE BIBLE TO JUSTIFY THE SAME CRAP YOU BARBARIANS WERE PULLING ONLY RECENTLY HERE AND IN EUROPE: WITCH-BURNINGS AND EXORCISMS.
The truth is: only about 2% of the population of the USA are atheists, so nobody except themselves really gives a rat's rear end what they think.
DAVID, YOU APPARENTLY DO.  YOU'VE SPENT A LOT OF TIME AND EFFORT ATTEMPTING TO DEFEND THE BRUTAL, MURDEROUS MONSTER THAT YOU WORSHIP AS IF HE WERE REAL BY IGNORING 90% OF THE BIBLE.
IF PEOPLE DON'T GIVE A RAT'S ASS WHAT WE THINK, IT'S BECAUSE, UNLIKE YOU PEOPLE, WE DON'T ATTACK OTHERS WITH HATE AND LIES - SO THEY DON'T NEED TO BE WORRIED ABOUT WHAT WE THINK.
As I told Hump: even after all those million-selling books, movies, documentaries, interviews, and over 500 debates with theologians, the ranks of the atheists have doubled from almost none (1%) to a tiny handful (2%).
DAVID, YOU SHOULD CHECK THE STATISTICS FOR CHRISTIANITY WORLDWIDE.  BUT DO IT ON AN EMPTY STOMACH BECAUSE I WOULD HATE TO SEE YOU LOSE YOUR LUNCH.
WHILE ATHEISM DOUBLED, CHRISTIANITY IS DECLINING WORLDWIDE AS PEOPLE ARE BEING FREED FROM THE TERROR OF RELIGIOUS THREATS.  MODERN SCIENCE IS GIVING THEM THE COURAGE TO STAND UP AGAINST INVISIBLE GHOSTS.  THE PERCENTAGES OF NONBELIEVERS IN EUROPE IS FAR HIGHER THAN IN AMERICA, WHICH MIGHT EXPLAIN WHY THEY HAVE BEEN AT PEACE SINCE WW2 AND AMERICA HAS RARELY BEEN WITHOUT WAR SINCE THEN.
"ONWARD CHRISTIAN SOLDIERS, MARCHING AS TO WAR."  SO TRUE, EVEN TODAY.
OH YEAH.  YOU CALLED THAT "LOVE."  WORDS MEAN WHATEVER YOU NEED THEM TO MEAN.
And a few centuries turns out to be 10-15 generations of people and the entire life of the second country to ever guarantee Freedom of Conscience to all its citizens, the USA (the first was the Netherlands).
DAVID, WHERE IS "FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE" GUARANTEED?
It is the primary job of the Christian clergy and Christianity, the religion, to spread the Gospel message.
THE MUSLIMS SAY THE SAME THING ONLY THEY ARE MORE HONEST ABOUT IT THAN YOU ARE - THEY ADMIT THEIR GOAL IS "WORLD DOMINATION" - THE SAME AS THE CHRISTIANS.
The Bible says that Christ cannot return until every person in the world has heard the message and made their decision.
THAT'S AS STUPID AS EVERYTHING ELSE IN THE BIBLE.  HOW DO YOU PROPOSE TO SPREAD THE MESSAGE TO ALL THOSE BILLIONS WHO HAVE DIED WITHOUT HEARING THE MESSAGE?
Why do you think there is a Chaplaincy Corps in the military?
THE MALIGNANT CHRISTIAN CANCER EXISTS IN EVERY CORNER OF OUR SOCIETY.  WHY WOULD IT NOT EXIST THERE?
Many ministers join the military to get the opportunity to spread the Gospel message to foreign lands.
DAVID, IF YOU HAD WATCHED THE VIDEO I REFERRED YOU TO, YOU WOULD HAVE LEARNED THAT MOST PROSELYTIZING (AND COMPLAINTS ABOUT IT) IS DIRECTED AT OUR OWN TROOPS.
AS I SAID BEFORE, THE LAST THING YOU ARE INTERESTED IN IS LISTENING TO, OR WATCHING, ANYTHING THAT DOES NOT TELL YOU WHAT YOU WANT TO HEAR.
I think it is both inappropriate and dangerous to attempt to undermine the social structure of a foreign country, especially countries that are vulnerable.
YET THAT IS PRECISELY WHAT OUR MILITARY CLERGY ARE DOING.
A true atheist is someone who rejects God, usually for reasons that have nothing to do with religion.
DAVID, YOU ARE NOT IN A POSITION, AS A GHOST-WORSHIPPER, TO MAKE THAT STATEMENT.
AS AN ATHEIST, I AM IN A POSITION SO HERE GOES: ATHEISTS REJECT GOD FOR REASONS THAT ONLY HAVE TO DO WITH RELIGION; SPECIFICALLY, THE FACT THAT NONE OF THEM CAN PRODUCE ONE SHRED OF EVIDENCE THAT THEIR SUPERSTITIONS ARE TRUE, COMBINED WITH SCIENTIFIC FACT WHICH PROVES THAT THEIR ANCIENT SCRIPTURES ARE PURE CRAPOLA.
How many atheists are aware that the Humanist Movement was originally founded by Marxist Communists? That even though they deny the Bible, nearly all of them were immersed in the religious wash of Western Civilization and even though they deny the connection, they still claim the same moral high ground and base their moral codes on the same basic religious principles such as the Golden Rule. They claim that morality evolved like everything else, yet they can't explain why everyone did not evolve into the same morality.
WHY WOULD THEY HAVE TO EXPLAIN SOMETHING THAT DOESN'T NEED EXPLAINING?  IT IS NONSENSE TO THINK THAT EVERYONE WOULD COME TO THE SAME MORAL CONCLUSIONS.
In fact they can't come up with a single society that ever adopted a code of ethical conduct or morality that was not based on a religious framework.
THE PROOF THAT YOU ARE WRONG IS IN YOUR OWN U.S. CONSTITUTION.
CURRENTLY, CHRISTIAN GHOST-WORSHIPPERS ARE ENGAGED IN AN ALL-OUT ASSAULT ON OUR CONSTITUTION AND THEY ARE ATTEMPTING TO REWRITE HISTORY BY CLAIMING WE WERE FOUNDED AS A CHRISTIAN NATION WHEN NOTHING COULD BE FURTHER FROM THE TRUTH.
IT IS CLEAR TO ME THAT YOU ARE ONE OF THOSE WHO ARE SPREADING LIES ABOUT OUR FOUNDING HISTORY.  I COULD GIVE YOU LINKS TO THE DEBATE BUT WE BOTH ALREADY KNOW THAT WOULD BE A WASTE OF TIME.
ANYONE WHO COULD READ A CONSTITUTION THAT CONTAINS NOT ONE SINGLE MENTION OF THE WORD "GOD" AND STILL CLAIM THAT THE FOUNDERS MEANT TO INCLUDE HIM BUT JUST FORGOT, IS BEYOND ANY RATIONAL HOPE.
Still more nonsense propaganda.
THAT HAS BECOME YOUR STANDARD RESPONSE WHEN YOU DON'T HAVE AN ARGUMENT.
You have never met me and don't know anything about me or what I have read or not read.
DAVID, I HOPE TO SPARE MYSELF THE AGONY OF EVER HAVING TO MEET YOU OR KNOW ANYTHING MORE ABOUT YOU THAN I ALREADY KNOW.
I HAVE LEARNED SOME THINGS ABOUT WHAT YOU HAVE NOT READ:
THE BIBLE
A DICTIONARY
BOOKS ON LOGIC
But I can tell by the way you misrepresent Christians and the Bible that you are using the same tired old clichés of the antireligious propagandists that you found when you went looking for justification for your own poor choices.
DAVID, THE ONLY ONE WHO IS MISREPRESENTING THE BIBLE ... IS YOU.
(REMEMBER "APPEARED TO STOP IN THE SKY?").
I WOULD SAY THAT SPENDING YOUR ENTIRE ADULT LIFE TALKING TO INVISIBLE GHOSTS IS A PRETTY POOR CHOICE.  WHEN I THINK OF WHAT YOU COULD HAVE ACCOMPLISHED WITH ALL THAT TIME, I WONDER IF MAYBE YOU MIGHT HAVE HAD A SHOT AT BECOMING RATIONAL.
(NOW I'M THE ONE ENGAGING IN WISHFUL THINKING).
Instead of actually doing the research, you follow the propaganda hook, line, and sinker.
DAVID, NOW YOU ARE JUST "THROWING IT BACK" AGAIN.  YOU HAVE PROVEN TO HUMP AND MYSELF THAT RESEARCH IS NOT YOUR STRONG POINT; AND FOLLOWING THE PROPAGANDA HOOK, LINE, AND SINKER, DESCRIBES BLINDLY FOLLOWING BIBLICAL DOGMA - NOT SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE.
The institutionalized atheism of Nazism, Fascism, and Marxist Communism has been more brutal, more repressive, more genocidal than all the religions of the world throughout history put together.
DAVID, ONCE AGAIN, YOU JUST MAKE UP ANYTHING THAT YOU WANT TO BE TRUE.  I GUESS THAT IS TO BE EXPECTED FROM AN ADULT WHO STILL RETAINS CHILDISH BELIEFS IN AN INVISIBLE BOOGYMAN WHO CAN HURT YOU AFTER YOU DIE.
THE SMARTEST DAY OF YOUR LIFE WAS THE DAY YOU WERE BORN WHEN YOU KNEW NOTHING, BECAUSE IN THE MEANTIME YOU HAVE LEARNED ONLY USELESS, FALSE CRAP THAT HAS TAKEN YOU FURTHER AND FURTHER FROM TRUTH.
That's why the common denominator between them is religious persecution on a scale never known before.
DAVID, RELIGIOUS PERSECUTION IS ALMOST ALWAYS CARRIED OUT BY ... GHOST-WORSHIPPERS.
Are you really so naïve as to not recognize that their ultimate goal is to knock down our own social structure?
NAIVE IS MY MIDDLE NAME.
That the New Atheists are the missionaries?
DAVID, I KNOW HOW MUCH YOU HATE DICTIONARIES SINCE THE WORDS NEVER COME OUT THE WAY YOU NEED THEM TO, BUT HERE GOES,
MISSIONARY:
1.A person who travels attempting to spread a religion or a creed.
2.(pejorative) A religious messenger.
3.A common position for undertaking sexual intercourse.
WHAT PART OF THE WORD "RELIGIOUS" ARE YOU HAVING TROUBLE UNDERSTANDING?
Then do the research and learn something.
DAVID - A CAVE RAT.
TO MAKE THE STATEMENT YOU JUST MADE PROVES YOU COULDN'T SEE YOUR OWN NOSE IF IT GREW FASTER THAN PINOCCHIO'S.
The belief that there is nothing true that cannot be proven with scientific evidence is the definition of naturalism. I'm not stupid.
DAVID, NORMALLY I TRY TO RESPECT PEOPLE'S FEELINGS - WHEN THEY SHOW AT LEAST A MODICUM OF HONESTY.  YOU DO NOT, SO I'M GOING TO ONCE AGAIN BE BLUNT - YOU ARE ONE OF THE STUPIDEST PEOPLE I HAVE EVER DEBATED.
BEATING UP ON YOUR ARGUMENTS WAS ABOUT AS DIFFICULT AS WINNING A KARATE MATCH AGAINST A ONE-ARMED, DEAF AND DUMB, MONGOLOID MIDGET.
YES - YOU ARE STUPID ... AMAZINGLY STUPID.  BUT STUPIDITY CAN BE FIXED - DISHONESTY IS QUITE ANOTHER MATTER.
I don't believe things without proof.
NOW YOU ARE BEYOND THE WILDEST EXTREME OF STUPID.  OF ALL THE THINGS YOU COULD HAVE SAID, I DON'T THINK ANYTHING COULD TOP THAT ONE.
I CAN UNDERSTAND HOW YOU MIGHT PUT UP AN ARGUMENT OVER BEING CALLED STUPID.  BUT TO MAKE THE STATEMENT THAT YOU DON'T BELIEVE THINGS WITHOUT PROOF REQUIRES A TOTAL DENIAL OF REALITY AND THE I.Q. OF A SYPHILITIC SPIDER.
And I don't know anyone else who does either.
NOW YOU'VE JUST ADMITTED THAT YOU HAVE NEVER ATTENDED CHURCH.
The fact that you choose to deny the evidence
DAVID, WHAT ARE WE DOING AGAIN?  THAT'S RIGHT DAVID - "THROWING IT BACK."
THE ACCUSATION THAT BELIEVERS DENY THE EVIDENCE IS TRUE.  SINCE YOU CANNOT DEFEND AGAINST THAT ACCUSATION BECAUSE IT IS TRUE, YOU ATTEMPT TO DEFEND YOURSELF BY THROWING THE ACCUSATION BACK AT YOUR ACCUSER IN AN ATTEMPT TO DISTRACT THE AUDIENCE OR ACCUSER.
THAT ONLY WORKS ON OTHER BELIEVERS, WHO ARE AS FEEBLY ENDOWED, MENTALLY, AS YOU ARE.
and choose to associate yourself with idiot sycophants on either side of this artificial aisle the new atheists have created is really not our problem.
THE NEW ATHEISTS HAVE NOT CREATED AN ARTIFICIAL AISLE.  THEY HAVE EXPOSED THE HATE AND LIES THAT FUEL THE CHRISTIAN FAITH.
Of course I would read it. Just like I've read Barker, Clarkson, Dawkins, Donnini, Ehrman, Flew, Graves, Greenway, Harris, Hayes, Hitchens, Hume, Mills, and Remsburg. Atheists all.  I'm always interested to find out the real reasons why people give up on God when they give up on religion.
DAVID, YOU JUST GAVE A PERFECT EXAMPLE OF WHY IT IS A WASTE OF TIME TO TRY TO HELP TERRORIZED CHRISTIANS ESCAPE THE MATRIX: NO MATTER HOW MUCH THEY READ OR WHAT EVIDENCE THEY ARE SHOWN, THEY SIMPLY DO NOT HAVE THE COURAGE TO TAKE THE RISK THAT THE THREATS IN THE BIBLE MIGHT BE TRUE.
YOU MIGHT AS WELL HAVE READ THOSE BOOKS IN YIDDISH SINCE YOUR MIND WAS LOCKED TIGHTLY SHUT THE WHOLE TIME.  AS MUCH AS I HATE TO SAY IT, THERE SIMPLY IS NO HOPE FOR PEOPLE LIKE YOU.  THE FEAR IS TOO DEEPLY INGRAINED IN YOUR PSYCHE.
You know that's nonsense, neo. If you read my book you'll discover that I challenge some long-standing beliefs of Christianity, the religion.
I KNOW DAVID, YOU ALREADY CHALLENGED LONG-STANDING CHRISTIAN BELIEFS LIKE SLAVERY AND ETERNAL DAMNATION.
YOU CHALLENGE THOSE BELIEFS THAT SHOW YOUR GOD FOR WHAT HE IS: AN INHUMAN, BRUTAL, MURDERING MONSTER THAT HAS PROMISED TO TORTURE BILLIONS OF HUMANS FOR ALL ETERNITY.
BUT TAKE NOTE - I WASN'T THE ONE WHO DETERMINED THAT DESCRIPTION OF YOUR GOD - THAT DESCRIPTION WAS DETERMINED BY HIS OWN CONFESSIONS IN HIS AUTOBIOGRAPHY.
One of them is the erroneous belief that people can be talked into becoming anything other than hypocrites without sufficient proof. If the proof was as invisible to me as it is to you (which it was for a number of years), I wouldn't (and didn't) believe any of it either. The only difference is that I wouldn't arrogantly assume that you were the one who was blind and deluded.
DAVID, I DIDN'T ARROGANTLY ASSUME THAT YOU ARE BLIND AND DELUDED - IT WAS YOUR OWN STATEMENTS THAT PROVED THAT YOU ARE BLIND AND DELUDED.
dogmatic adj. (circa 1681) 1. characterized by or given to the use of dogmatism  2. of or relating to dogma
dogmatism n. (circa 1603) 1. positiveness in assertion of opinion especially when unwarranted or arrogant 2. a viewpoint or system of ideas based on insufficiently examined premises
dogma n. (circa 1638) 1. something held as an established opinion, esp. a. a definite authoritative tenet  b. a code of such tenets  c. a point of view or tenet put forth as authoritative without adequate grounds  2. a doctrine or body of doctrines concerning faith or morals formally stated and authoritatively proclaimed by a church
My beliefs are neither unwarranted nor arrogant nor insufficiently examined. Are yours?
A CAVE RAT.  YOU ARE AS BLIND TO YOUR OWN TRAITS AS A CAVE RAT.
FROM YOUR LAST STATEMENT, REMOVE "NEITHER" AND REPLACE BOTH INSTANCES OF "NOR" WITH "AND" - AND WE'LL BE IN TOTAL AGREEMENT.
*************************************************************
DAVID, MY FINAL WORD:
WHILE I THOROUGHLY ENJOYED BRUTALIZING YOUR BELIEFS, I HAVE GIVEN YOU MUCH MORE TIME THAN YOUR IGNORANCE DESERVES.
YOU CAN EMAIL ME IF YOU WISH BUT I WILL NOT BE READING THEM BECAUSE I SIMPLY DON'T HAVE THE TIME.  THERE ARE JUST TOO MANY OTHER VICTIMS OUT THERE THAT NEED MY ATTENTION.
I DON'T WISH YOU LUCK BECAUSE PEOPLE LIKE YOU ARE RETARDING THE ADVANCEMENT OF CIVILIZATION.  IF WE LIVED 250 YEARS AGO I HAVE NO DOUBT THAT I WOULD HAVE BEEN TIED TO A STAKE AND YOU WOULD BE FLINGING A MATCH AT MY FEET.
YOU PEOPLE ARE BARBARIC, DISHONEST, DISGUSTING, HATE-FILLED EXCUSES FOR HUMAN BEINGS.  THE ONLY HOPE THE HUMAN RACE HAS, TO AVOID EXTINCTION, IS THAT YOUR DNA GETS DESTROYED BY A VIRUS THAT SEEKS OUT MALIGNANT CANCERS.
SINCE YOU ARE ANXIOUSLY AWAITING DEATH SO YOU CAN BE WITH JESUS, I WISH YOU A SPEEDY GRANTING OF YOUR WISH.
neo.
3 WEEKS AFTER THIS EMAIL EXCHANGE, DAVID SENT ME AN EMAIL WHICH I COULD TELL WAS VERY LONG BY THE NUMBER OF KILOBYTES IT CONTAINED.  AS I HAD TOLD HIM, I DID NOT HAVE ANY MORE TIME TO DEVOTE TO HIS NONSENSE SO I DELETED IT, UNREAD.  ALL HIS TIME AND EFFORT WENT FOR NOTHING.

BUT THE MORE INTERESTING THING IS THAT DAVID HAD EARLIER WHINED ABOUT EMAIL BEING SENT TO HIS BUSINESS ADDRESS, SO I STOPPED SENDING IT THERE ONCE I WAS TOLD NOT TO (I HADN'T BEEN AWARE THAT IT WAS A PROBLEM).  SO DAVID INVESTS 3 WEEKS OF EFFORT INTO FINDING OUT MY PERSONAL EMAIL ADDRESS IN ORDER TO SEND HIS EMAIL TO ME.  WHY WOULD ANYONE GO TO THAT MUCH TROUBLE TO SEND AN EMAIL WHICH WOULD NEVER BE READ TO A DIFFERENT ADDRESS?  WHEN I FIGURE OUT HOW THESE TROUBLED MINDS WORK, I'LL BE SURE TO LET YOU ALL KNOW. 
THE EMAIL ADDRESS INCIDENT SHOWS THAT DAVID JULIAN IS A VERY UNSTABLE INDIVIDUAL, AND THAT HE IS THE VERY DEFINITION OF THE WORD "HYPOCRITE."

AND THE SADDEST PART IS THAT HE IS COMPLETELY OBLIVIOUS TO HIS OWN HYPOCRISY.
*************************************************************
THE SCIENCE SEGMENT
HYPERFAST STAR WAS BOOTED FROM MILKY WAY
A HUNDRED MILLION YEARS AGO, A TRIPLE-STAR SYSTEM WAS TRAVELING THROUGH THE BUSTLING CENTER OF OUR MILKY WAY GALAXY WHEN IT MADE A LIFE-CHANGING MISSTEP. THE TRIO WANDERED TOO CLOSE TO THE GALAXY'S GIANT BLACK HOLE, WHICH CAPTURED ONE OF THE STARS AND HURLED THE OTHER TWO OUT OF THE MILKY WAY. ADDING TO THE STELLAR GAME OF MUSICAL CHAIRS, THE TWO OUTBOUND STARS MERGED TO FORM A SUPER-HOT, BLUE STAR.
THIS STORY MAY SEEM LIKE SCIENCE FICTION, BUT ASTRONOMERS USING NASA'S HUBBLE SPACE TELESCOPE SAY IT IS THE MOST LIKELY SCENARIO FOR A SO-CALLED HYPERVELOCITY STAR, KNOWN AS HE 0437-5439, ONE OF THE FASTEST EVER DETECTED. IT IS BLAZING ACROSS SPACE AT A SPEED OF 1.6 MILLION MILES AN HOUR, THREE TIMES FASTER THAN OUR SUN'S ORBITAL VELOCITY IN THE MILKY WAY. HUBBLE OBSERVATIONS CONFIRM THAT THE STELLAR SPEEDSTER HAILS FROM THE MILKY WAY'S CORE, SETTLING SOME CONFUSION OVER WHERE IT ORIGINALLY CALLED HOME.
MOST OF THE ROUGHLY 16 KNOWN HYPERVELOCITY STARS, ALL DISCOVERED SINCE 2005, ARE THOUGHT TO BE EXILES FROM THE HEART OF OUR GALAXY. BUT THIS HUBBLE RESULT IS THE FIRST DIRECT OBSERVATION LINKING A HIGH-FLYING STAR TO A GALACTIC CENTER ORIGIN.
THE STELLAR OUTCAST IS ALREADY CRUISING IN THE MILKY WAY'S DISTANT OUTSKIRTS, HIGH ABOVE THE GALAXY'S DISK, ABOUT 200,000 LIGHT-YEARS FROM THE CENTER. BY COMPARISON, THE DIAMETER OF THE MILKY WAY'S DISK IS APPROXIMATELY 100,000 LIGHT-YEARS. USING HUBBLE TO MEASURE THE RUNAWAY STAR'S DIRECTION OF MOTION AND DETERMINE THE MILKY WAY'S CORE AS ITS STARTING POINT, BROWN AND GNEDIN'S TEAM CALCULATED HOW FAST THE STAR HAD TO HAVE BEEN EJECTED TO REACH ITS CURRENT LOCATION.
THERE'S ANOTHER TWIST TO THIS STORY. BASED ON THE SPEED AND POSITION OF HE 0437-5439, THE STAR WOULD HAVE TO BE 100 MILLION YEARS OLD TO HAVE JOURNEYED FROM THE MILKY WAY'S CORE. YET ITS MASS -- NINE TIMES THAT OF OUR SUN -- AND BLUE COLOR MEAN THAT IT SHOULD HAVE BURNED OUT AFTER ONLY 20 MILLION YEARS -- FAR SHORTER THAN THE TRANSIT TIME IT TOOK TO GET TO ITS CURRENT LOCATION.
THE MOST LIKELY EXPLANATION FOR THE STAR'S BLUE COLOR AND EXTREME SPEED IS THAT IT WAS PART OF A TRIPLE-STAR SYSTEM THAT WAS INVOLVED IN A GRAVITATIONAL BILLIARD-BALL GAME WITH THE GALAXY'S MONSTER BLACK HOLE. THIS CONCEPT FOR IMPARTING AN ESCAPE VELOCITY ON STARS WAS FIRST PROPOSED IN 1988. THE THEORY PREDICTED THAT THE MILKY WAY'S BLACK HOLE SHOULD EJECT A STAR ABOUT ONCE EVERY 100,000 YEARS.
BROWN SUGGESTS THAT THE TRIPLE-STAR SYSTEM CONTAINED A PAIR OF CLOSELY ORBITING STARS AND A THIRD OUTER MEMBER ALSO GRAVITATIONALLY TIED TO THE GROUP. THE BLACK HOLE PULLED THE OUTER STAR AWAY FROM THE TIGHT BINARY SYSTEM. THE DOOMED STAR'S MOMENTUM WAS TRANSFERRED TO THE STELLAR TWOSOME, BOOSTING THE DUO TO ESCAPE VELOCITY FROM THE GALAXY. AS THE PAIR ROCKETED AWAY, THEY WENT ON WITH NORMAL STELLAR EVOLUTION. THE MORE MASSIVE COMPANION EVOLVED MORE QUICKLY, PUFFING UP TO BECOME A RED GIANT. IT ENVELOPED ITS PARTNER, AND THE TWO STARS SPIRALED TOGETHER, MERGING INTO ONE SUPERSTAR -- A BLUE STRAGGLER.
"WHILE THE BLUE STRAGGLER STORY MAY SEEM ODD, YOU DO SEE THEM IN THE MILKY WAY, AND MOST STARS ARE IN MULTIPLE SYSTEMS," BROWN SAYS.
THE TEAM IS TRYING TO DETERMINE THE HOMES OF FOUR OTHER UNBOUND STARS, ALL LOCATED ON THE FRINGES OF THE MILKY WAY.
*************************************************************
ABROAD
CAMEROON: BREAST IRONING
AFFECTING ONE OUT OF EVERY FOUR GIRLS, THE BRUTAL PRACTICE OF "BREAST IRONING" IS ON THE RISE IN THE AFRICAN COUNTRY OF CAMEROON. THE PROCEDURE -- WHICH INVOLVES THE FLATTENING OF A YOUNG GIRL'S GROWING BREASTS WITH HOT STONES, COCONUT SHELLS AND OTHER OBJECTS -- IS CONSIDERED A WAY TO CURB THE COUNTRY'S STAGGERING NUMBER OF TEENAGE PREGNANCIES, PARTICULARLY HIGH IN RURAL AREAS, AS WELL AS LIMIT THE RISK OF SEXUAL ASSAULT.

ACCORDING TO A NEW REPORT BY CURRENT TV, CAMEROONIAN MOTHERS BELIEVE BREAST IRONING WILL PROTECT THEIR DAUGHTERS FROM BECOMING PREGNANT AND BEING ASSAULTED IN THAT IT WILL POSTPONE THEIR DEVELOPMENT AND MEN WILL NOT BE ENTICED BY THEIR BREASTS. WITH DIETARY HABITS IN THE COUNTRY IMPROVING, GIRLS ARE BEGINNING TO HIT PUBERTY AS YOUNG AS 9, AND ARE SUBJECT TO THE PRACTICE AROUND THE SAME AGE.

THOUGH ONLY LIMITED MEDICAL RESEARCH HAS BEEN DONE ON THE PRACTICE, CAMEROONIAN WOMEN SAY BREAST IRONING CAN LEAD TO NUMEROUS PHYSICAL ISSUES, SUCH AS BURNS AND DEFORMATIONS, NOT TO MENTION PSYCHOLOGICAL PROBLEMS. THE PROCEDURE HAS BEEN COMPARED TO THE CUSTOM OF FEMALE CIRCUMCISION/GENITAL MUTILATION.
*************************************************************
FAMOUS QUOTES
SHERLOCK HOLMES

SIR ARTHUR CONAN DOYLE (1859 –1930) 71 YEARS.

HE WAS A SCOTTISH PHYSICIAN AND WRITER, MOST NOTED FOR HIS STORIES ABOUT THE DETECTIVE SHERLOCK HOLMES, WHICH ARE GENERALLY CONSIDERED A MAJOR INNOVATION IN THE FIELD OF CRIME FICTION, AND FOR THE ADVENTURES OF PROFESSOR CHALLENGER. HE WAS A PROLIFIC WRITER WHOSE OTHER WORKS INCLUDE SCIENCE FICTION STORIES, HISTORICAL NOVELS, PLAYS AND ROMANCES, POETRY, AND NON-FICTION.
"IT IS A CAPITAL MISTAKE TO THEORIZE BEFORE ONE HAS DATA.

INSENSIBLY ONE BEGINS TO TWIST FACTS TO SUIT THEORIES, 

INSTEAD OF THEORIES TO SUIT FACTS."
