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Argument # 26: "New Age philosophies are just childish fantasies for dealing with a cold uncaring world."
WINSTON, TOO BAD YOU CAN’T SEE THE TRUTH IN THAT.
This is another biased statement of belief. 
OKAY WINSTON, I’LL ADMIT THAT. BUT THAT STILL DOES NOT MEAN IT IS NOT TRUE. 
(HINT: WHEN READING DOUBLE-NEGATIVES LIKE THE ONE I JUST WROTE, JUST APPLY YOUR ALGEBRA SKILLS AND REMOVE THE TWO NEGATIVES TO SEE A CLEARER MEANING). THE PURPOSE OF USING THE DOUBLE-NEGATIVE IN THIS CASE WAS TO PUT THE SENTENCE IN A LESS AUTHORITATIVE TONE
(BUT THAT STILL MEANS IT IS TRUE).
A lot of psychic experiences don’t come as fantasies but as firsthand direct experiences. 
WINSTON, THOSE CAN BE FANTASIES, MISPERCEPTIONS, OR ANY OF A NUMBER OF OTHER THINGS.
Often the experiencer doesn’t even choose to have them in the first place, as in the accounts of those who have sudden NDE’s or OBE’s. 
WINSTON, WHETHER ONE CHOOSES TO HAVE THEM OR NOT HAS NO BEARING ON WHETHER OR NOT THEY ARE REAL.
Mature adults who are not childish in attitude or behavior have had paranormal or psychic experiences. There are also many tough people (both mentally and physically) who believe in God too. 
WINSTON, IF THEY WERE SO TOUGH, THEY WOULDN’T BE DOWN ON THEIR KNEES TREMBLING IN FEAR OF AN INVISIBLE IMAGINARY MAN.
In addition, even if a belief or religion is used to cope with life, that doesn’t mean that that belief or religion is false. 
WINSTON, USING A BELIEF OR RELIGION TO COPE WITH LIFE DOESN’T HAVE ANY BEARING ON WHETHER THE RELIGION IS TRUE OR FALSE.
I can use music or reading to relax myself too, but that doesn’t mean that music and books don’t exist!
WINSTON, SOMETIMES YOU SAY THINGS THAT ARE SO FAR REMOVED FROM THE WORLD OF LOGIC THAT EVEN I AM SPEECHLESS. THIS IS ONE OF THOSE TIMES. 
Argument # 28: "Since Evolution and natural selection are sufficient to explain the origins of life, there is no need for God to fit into the equation."
Although evolution and natural selection may explain how life evolved on earth with random mutations resulting in beneficial characteristics more suitable for survival, there are many missing links in this theory. 
WINSTON, SO WHAT? THERE ARE MISSING LINKS IN EVERYTHING. YOU EVEN SAID YOURSELF THAT WE CANNOT POSSIBLY KNOW EVERYTHING. 
SO WHEN IT SUITS YOUR PURPOSE, YOU USE LACK OF ABSOLUTE CERTAINTY TO SUPPORT YOUR BELIEFS; AND THEN YOU TURN AROUND AND ATTACK YOUR OPPONENTS BECAUSE THEY CANNOT OFFER ABSOLUTE CERTAINTY.
THE SAD THING IS, WINSTON, THAT YOU CANNOT EVEN SEE WHAT YOU ARE DOING EVEN WHEN IT IS AS OBVIOUS AS IN THE CASE I JUST ILLUSTRATED.
Any Creationist website or article can point some of these out. While I personally do believe in Evolution, 
STOP RIGHT THERE! WINSTON, I MUST TAKE A MOMENT TO PICK MYSELF UP OFF THE FLOOR. DESPITE ALL THE MEAN THINGS I’VE SAID TO YOU, THE FACT THAT YOU HAVE BEEN ABLE TO FINALLY “GET ONE RIGHT” IS WORTH NOTING. 
MANY CREATIONISTS, AND I’M INCLUDING TRAINED SCIENTISTS, WILL GO TO GREAT LENGTHS TO TRY TO DEFEND THE LITERAL INTERPRETATION OF THE BIBLE BY ATTACKING EVOLUTION. THE FACT THAT YOU HAVE ACCEPTED WHAT MANY WILL NOT IS DESERVING OF PRAISE. I DIDN’T THINK YOU HAD IT IN YOU - I WAS WRONG.
I do not believe that it explains everything nor do I believe that it rules out the existence of God. Greg Stone, from my discussion list, put it eloquently when he said:
"Not only is there a residue of feeling, but there is a sound argument that Darwinian evolution is not big enough. It is not. Darwinian evolution deals with the specific nature of the evolution of biological forms on this planet. And it fails to account entirely even for that realm. It does not account for the overall evolution of complexity within the universe, which then leads to the "special case" of Darwinian evolution. 
WINSTON, STONE GOT IT WRONG THERE. EVOLUTION HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH THE UNIVERSE; ONLY WITH THE EVOLUTION OF LIFE ON EARTH.
It does not account for the origin of life forms, and most importantly it in no way accounts for the existence of the spirit and the spirit's effect upon the evolution of forms. 
WINSTON, STONE GOT IT RIGHT THERE. EVOLUTION SAYS NOTHING ABOUT THE ORIGIN OF LIFE - THAT IS ABIOGENESIS. ADDITIONALLY, STONE IS CORRECT THAT EVOLUTION HAS NOTHING TO SAY ABOUT SPIRITUALITY.
Thus, Darwinian Evolution is incomplete when it comes to explaining life. 
WINSTON, WE BOTH AGREED LONG AGO THAT NOTHING IN SCIENCE IS COMPLETE WHEN IT COMES TO EXPLAINING ANYTHING. ONLY RELIGION CLAIMS ABSOLUTE CERTAINTY.
BUT INCOMPLETENESS DOES NOTHING TO LESSEN THE THEORY.
And those, like Dawkins, Blackmore, Pinker, etc. who try to make Darwinian Evolution do more than it can will be seen in the long run to have been quite foolish."
WINSTON, YOUR HERO IS STARTING TO PISS ME OFF WHEN HE INSULTS MY HEROES. THE SCIENTISTS STONE IS DENIGRATING NEVER TRIED TO MAKE EVOLUTION “DO MORE THAN IT CAN.” IF STONE WANTS TO CRITICIZE THEM AND PREDICT THEY WILL LOOK “FOOLISH” HE SHOULD STATE EXACTLY WHAT THEY SAID, NOT MAKE SOME VAGUE ACCUSATION TO WHICH NO ONE CAN REPLY.
Furthermore, it has been computed as impossible for life to evolve by chance on its own because of the astronomical impossibility of the conditions for life being set up by chance. 
WINSTON. YOU THINK BY USING THE WORD “COMPUTED” THAT PEOPLE WILL BE MORE LIKELY TO ACCEPT YOUR CLAIM. GIVE US SOME CREDIT WINSTON.
WINSTON, GOOGLE THE MILLER-UREY EXPERIMENT OF 1953 AND YOU WILL FIND THAT THAT BRIDGE HAS ALREADY BEEN CROSSED. THEY DID IT. GET OVER IT.
AS FOR THE “ODDS” ARGUMENT, THAT IS A TRICK THAT BELIEVERS USE TO GET PEOPLE TO ACCEPT THAT THINGS ARE IMPOSSIBLE (EXCEPT FOR WHAT THEY THEMSELVES WANT TO BELIEVE). THEY MANIPULATE NUMBERS AND ARRIVE AT SOME UNGODLY LARGE NUMBER AND CLAIM “SEE, IT’S IMPOSSIBLE.” THIS WORKS ON MOST PEOPLE BECAUSE OF THE EMBARRASSING STATE OF MATHEMATICS IN MODERN AMERICAN SOCIETY. IT DOESN’T WORK WITH ANYONE TRAINED IN STATISTICS AND PROBABILITY THEORY, OR EVEN A SOLID MATH BACKGROUND. UNFORTUNATELY, THAT DOESN’T INCLUDE A LOT OF PEOPLE.
FUNNY HOW THESE SAME PEOPLE WHO CALCULATE IMPOSSIBLE ODDS FOR SCIENTIFIC EVENTS ARE THE SAME PEOPLE WHO DON’T CALCULATE THE ODDS AGAINST UNICORNS OR BIGFOOT.
Theist J.P. Moreland presented the arguments for this, using math and science, in his debate against Atheist Kai Neilsen, described in the book Does God Exist? In his debate with Atheist Kai Neilsen, Moreland explains with math and science why chance alone could not explain how the conditions for life evolved. 
WINSTON, YOU KEEP REPEATING “MATH AND SCIENCE” TO TRY TO LEND CREDENCE TO WHAT THE THEIST PRESENTED.  YOUR PURPOSE IS TO MAKE READERS BELIEVE THAT ONLY THE THEIST USED MATH AND SCIENCE.
WHAT THE THEIST DID WAS MISUSE MATH AND SCIENCE. HIS ARGUMENT RESTED ON THE LOGICAL FALLACY OF “BIG NUMBERS,” IN WHICH THE OVERWHELMING SIZE OF NUMBERS IS USED AS PROOF OF AN ARGUMENT.
LET ME DESTROY THIS ARGUMENT FOR YOU RIGHT NOW:
WHAT ARE THE ODDS, WINSTON, THAT ALL OF THE MILLIONS OF ANCESTORS THAT PRECEEDED YOU SURVIVED AND REPRODUCED SO THAT YOU COULD BE HERE TODAY? INCALCULABLE.
NOW WHAT ARE THE ODDS, WINSTON, THAT ALL OF THE MILLIONS OF ANCESTORS THAT PRECEEDED ME SURVIVED AND REPRODUCED SO THAT I COULD BE HERE TODAY? ALSO INCALCULABLE.
SO WHAT ARE THE ODDS NOW, WINSTON, THAT YOU AND I COULD BE STANDING IN THE SAME ROOM AT THE SAME MOMENT HAVING A CONVERSATION? INCALCULABLE  TIMES  INCALCULABLE  EQUALS  INCALCULABLE SQUARED. IN OTHER WORDS, WINSTON, IT IS STATISTICALLY IMPOSSIBLE FOR YOU AND I TO EVER MEET AND HAVE A CONVERSATION BECAUSE THE ODDS AGAINST EITHER OF OUR ANCESTORS SURVIVING MILLIONS OF YEARS UNDER DANGEROUS CONDITIONS ARE JUST TO GREAT TO EVEN IMAGINE. YET HERE WE ARE.
WINSTON, YOU HAVE BEEN TAKEN IN BY AN ARGUMENT THAT IS SPECIOUS. I LIKE THE WORD SPECIOUS - IT FITS PERFECTLY. IT MEANS “SUBTLY FALSE.”
SKEPTICISM TEACHES YOU HOW TO DEFEND YOURSELF AGAINST SPECIOUS ARGUMENTS. UNFORTUNATELY, WINSTON HAS CHOSEN TO FIGHT SKEPTICISM AND ALLOW HIMSELF TO TURN TO THE DARK SIDE. ONCE THERE, IT IS ALMOST IMPOSSIBLE TO EVER GET BACK. IT IS NOW “THE EGO” WHICH BLOCKS HIS PATH; AND THAT IS A STONE THAT EVEN CHRIST WOULD HAVE A HARD TIME ROLLING AWAY FROM THE ENTRANCE.
While this field is not my expertise, 
WINSTON, WHAT FIELD WOULD BE YOUR “EXPERTISE?”
one can find plenty of literature on the Creation vs. Evolution debate in libraries and bookstores, as well as on the internet. The Evolution/Creation debate is a vast and complicated subject, but one thing the Atheists can never explain is "Who set up the vastly improbable default conditions for life to evolve in the FIRST PLACE? 
WINSTON, YOU FELL FOR ANOTHER SPECIOUS ARGUMENT (I JUST LOVE THAT WORD). THE “IMPROBABLE DEFAULT CONDITIONS” ARGUMENT WORKS VERY SIMILAR TO THE IMPOSSILBE ODDS ARGUMENT AND IS EQUALLY AS WORTHLESS.
THE ARGUMENT ATTEMPTS TO MAKE THE CASE THAT BECAUSE THE CONDITIONS FOR THE KIND OF LIFE THAT EXISTS ON EARTH IS ARE SO RESTRICTIVE THAT ONLY GOD COULD HAVE DONE IT. THEY USUALLY QUOTE 6 FACTORS AND THEN EXPLAIN HOW IMPROBABLE EACH OF THEM ARE.
BUT IF THE UNIVERSE HAD EVOLVED IN A DIFFERENT WAY, THEN IT IS UNLIKELY THAT OUR LIFE FORM WOULD HAVE COME INTO EXISTENCE. BUT WHATEVER LIFEFORM DID COME INTO EXISTENCE WOULD BE ASKING THE SAME QUESTION. THE FACT THAT THE LIFE WE ARE FAMILIAR WITH CAN ONLY EXIST UNDER SPECIFIC CONDITIONS (ONE OF WHICH IS THE REQUIREMENT FOR LIQUID WATER) DOESN’T MEAN THAT OTHER TYPES OF LIFE ARE PREVENTED FROM EXISTING UNDER OTHER CONDITIONS. 
IN EITHER CASE, GOD IS IRRELEVANT. THE FACT THAT ANY LIFE FORM, WHETHER OURS OR ANOTHER COMPLETELY DIFFERENT KIND EXISTS, DOES NOT PROVE THAT AN INTELLIGENT BEING CREATED IT. 
NOW IF THERE WAS PROOF OF A CREATOR THAT WOULD BE DIFFERENT. BUT TRUE BELIEVERS LIKE WINSTON WANT US TO BELIEVE THAT HIS EXTREMELY SHY GOD PREFERS TO HIDE AMONGST THE CLOUDS WHILE WE ALL PLAY GUESSING GAMES. 
THEY CLAIM THAT THEY HAVE A “MAGIC” BOOK WITH ALL THE ANSWERS AND THAT IT IS PROOF THAT THEIR IMAGINARY GOD REALLY EXISTS. THEY DON’T OFFER PROOF, ONLY THREATS OF HORRIBLE THINGS THAT THEIR LOVING GOD WILL DO TO YOU IF YOU FAIL TO ACCEPT WHAT THEY TELL YOU TO ACCEPT. PERSONALLY, I’VE NEVER REACTED WELL TO THREATS; I PREFER PROOF.
Where did the matter to create the universe and life come from? 
WINSTON, I COULD ASK YOU THE SAME QUESTION. YET YOU HAVE NO PROBLEM ACCEPTING THAT GOD CAN VIOLATE THE FIRST LAW OF THERMODYNAMICS AND MAGICALLY CREATE EVERYTHING OUT OF NOTHING. SO IT IS DISHONEST OF YOU TO PRETEND THAT YOU CAN’T BELIEVE THAT MATTER COULD COME FROM NOTHING WHEN THAT IS EXACTLY WHAT YOU BELIEVE.
Why isn’t the universe a giant void of nothing instead?" 
WINSTON, IF YOU WERE TO PULL YOURSELF OUT OF THE ARCADE FOR A FEW HOURS AND GO TO THE LIBRARY AND OPEN AN ASTRONOMY BOOK (INSTEAD OF ALL THOSE BOOKS ON GHOSTS YOU ARE SO FOND OF) YOU MIGHT LEARN THAT THE UNIVERSE IS ALMOST A GIANT VOID OF NOTHING. YOU CONCENTRATE ON WHAT YOU CAN SEE. YOU DON’T HAVE A CLUE ABOUT ALL THE STUFF YOU CAN’T SEE. 
FOR INSTANCE, LET’S TAKE A HUMAN. YOU MAY THINK YOU ARE SOLID. YOU PINCH YOURSELF AND ASSURE YOURSELF THAT THIS IS TRUE. IN REALITY, YOU ARE NOTHING MORE THAN AN ASSEMBLAGE OF ATOMS. THESE ATOMS ARE MOSTLY EMPTY SPACE. YOU ARE MOSTLY EMPTY SPACE. THIS IS ESPECIALLY TRUE, IN YOUR CASE WINSTON, OF THE AREA BETWEEN YOUR EARS.
It’s kind of like this. We know the mechanics behind how and why a pot boils, but that doesn’t tell us about the person who put the pot on the stove. 
WINSTON, YOU’RE SHIFTING INTO STUPID-MODE AGAIN.
Some Atheists also like to point out that the need for belief in God can also be explained by Evolution. However, David Marshall, a Christian missionary and philosopher rebuts that point well when he stated on my email discussion list:
"To make the jump from "evolution can explain belief in God" to "there is no God" without involved argument would be the generic fallacy, again. 
WINSTON, THAT IS WHY SKEPTICS DO NOT SAY THERE IS NO GOD. THEY SAY THERE IS NO PROOF OF GOD’S EXISTENCE. WE ALREADY AGREED THAT YOU CANNOT DISPROVE THE EXISTENCE OF GOD.
To repeat my earlier example, even if you can explain the human ability to do math by evolution, that does not prove math is invalid. 
WINSTON, REPEATING IT DIDN’T MAKE IT ANY LESS STUPID THAN IT WAS THE FIRST TIME.
In theory, it should be possible (given your presuppositions) to show how the human faculty for mathematics arose through natural processes. That does not mean E=MC2 does not accurately describe real events in the real universe. The fact that evolution may have created an awareness of dependency on one's mother on a child's part, does not mean real mothers do not exist and do not care for their children. 
JESUS WINSTON, YOU SOUND LIKE YOU’RE BLOWIN CRACK AGAIN. DO YOU EVEN REALIZE THAT YOU DON’T MAKE ANY SENSE AT ALL? EVEN IN YOUR IMAGINARY IRRATIONAL WORLD I DON’T SEE HOW YOU CAN CONNECT “EVOLUTION CREATING AWARENESS” WITH “NON-EXISTENT UNCARING MOTHERS.”
I THINK I FINALLY REALIZE WHAT THE CHRISTIAN HELL IS - IT WOULD BE SPENDING ONE DAY IN YOUR MIND.
In the same way, even if you were able to describe the evolution of faith in God, it would still remain an entirely separate argument, whether God exists in fact or not."
ACTUALLY I CAN EXPLAIN THE EVOLUTION OF FAITH IN GOD. PEOPLE EITHER ACCEPTED THE BIBLE OR THEY WERE RUN THROUGH WITH A SWORD, BURNT AT THE STAKE, OR SENT PACKING FOR OTHER LANDS. AND IF ALL THAT DIDN’T WORK, THEY THREATENED PEOPLE THAT THEIR INVISIBLE BOOGY-MAN WOULD COME GET THEM EVEN AFTER THEY DIED, MAKE THEM ALIVE AGAIN SO THAT HE COULD BURN THEM EVERY DAY FOR THE REST OF ETERNITY. 
THERE’S YOUR EXPLANATION FOR THE EVOLUTION OF FAITH IN GOD.
Argument # 29: "It is just as irrational to believe in God as it is to believe in Santa Claus."
This is an absurd analogy 
WINSTON, I’LL ADMIT IT SOUNDS ABSURD BECAUSE EVEN YOU, THE GREAT BELIEVER, DOESN’T BELIEVE IN SANTA CLAUS. YOU WOULD LAUGH AT PEOPLE WHO DID. YET, EMBARRASSINGLY, YOU HAVE NO MORE PROOF FOR YOUR GOD THAN PEOPLE DO FOR THEIR BELIEF IN SANTA CLAUS. THAT’S WHY IT IS NOT AN ABSURD COMPARISON. 
THE ONLY REASON THAT SOMEONE WHO BELIEVED IN SANTA CLAUS WOULD RECEIVE PSYCHIATRIC HELP FOR THEIR DELUSION AND RELIGIOUS BELIEVERS DO NOT IS FOR ONE REASON AND ONE REASON ONLY: THERE ARE TOO MANY OF THEM. THERE IS STRENGTH IN NUMBERS. WHEN THE NUMBERS ARE SMALL, THE RELIGION IS CALLED A CULT. ONCE A THRESHOLD HAS BEEN REACHED, IT ACHIEVES THE STATUS OF A RELIGION. THIS HAPPENED TO SCIENTOLOGY IN 1994. 
Again, there are a lot of credible people now and throughout history that have experienced God personally in some way, while there are few if any people who claim to have seen Santa Claus flying around the night sky using a team of reindeers. 
WINSTON, YOU ARE SO BIASED. WHEN YOU REFER TO RELIGIOUS BELIEVERS, YOU CALL THEM “CREDIBLE PEOPLE.” BUT YOU DO NOT GRANT THAT STATUS TO SANTA CLAUS BELIEVERS BECAUSE YOU ARE NOT ONE OF THEM.
NOTICE, WINSTON, HOW YOU BASED YOUR POSITION ON THE NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO BELIEVE? YOU REFERRED TO RELIGIOUS PEOPLE AS “A LOT” AND “THROUGHOUT HISTORY.” WHEN YOU REFERRED TO SANTA CLAUS BELIEVERS, YOU SAID “FEW IF ANY.” STRENGTH IN NUMBERS WINSTON. BUT NUMBERS DON’T EQUATE TO PROOF. SOMETIMES THE MINORITY IS RIGHT.
YOUR BIAS IS ALSO EVIDENT IN THE WAY YOU REFER TO RELIGIOUS PEOPLE “PERSONALLY EXPERIENCING” GOD. YET WHEN SANTA CLAUS BELIEVERS “PERSONALLY EXPERIENCE” THEIR DELUSION, YOU DISMISS THEM. THAT IS VERY UN-WINSTON-LIKE. YOU HAVE ARGUED MANY TIMES THAT SOMEONE’S PERSONAL EXPERIENCE MAKES THAT EXPERIENCE REAL FOR THE EXPERIENCER. NOW YOU ABANDON THAT POSITION, YOU’VE QUOTED SO MANY TIMES, WHEN YOU COME ACROSS A BELIEF THAT YOU DON’T ACCEPT. CAN YOU PROVE THERE IS NO SANTA CLAUS? OF COURSE NOT. AND THEY HAVE EXACTLY THE SAME AMOUNT OF EVIDENCE FOR THEIR BELIEF IN SANTA CLAUS AS YOU DO FOR YOUR BELIEF IN GOD - ZIPPO.
THOSE PEOPLE LOOK AT YOU WINSTON, THE VERY SAME WAY THAT YOU LOOK AT SKEPTICS. HOW DOES IT FEEL? CAN YOU SPELL THE WORD H-Y-P-O-C-R-I-T-E?
As former Naval Scientist Eldon Byrd told me about his theistic view, "I don’t have to prove God exists. I KNOW he exists, just like I know how salt tastes though I can’t prove it to anyone."
WINSTON, THAT IS WHAT PEOPLE SAY WHEN THEIR GUN IS EMPTY. HE DOESN’T KNOW ANYMORE THAN ANYONE ELSE DOES. HE SIMPLY BELIEVES, BUT IS NOT HONEST ENOUGH TO STATE IT THAT WAY.
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THE SCIENCE SEGMENT
INTERESTING ASTRONOMY FACTS
Asteroid		is a planetoid. C-type (carbonaceous) & M-type (metallic).
	   		Largest is Ceres (600 miles in diameter). 
The killer asteroid which supposedly killed off the dinosaurs was app 10m in diameter!
	   		1983TB = The asteroid that may strike Earth in 2115.  
It may prove that asteroids are actually burned-out comets captured in the asteroid belt by Jupiter's gravitational pull.  Comet-like features include the meteor swarm left in it's wake and it's comet-like orbit.
Big Bang		Supported for 3 major reasons: 
	   		1) Expanding Universe
2) Explains the abundance of Hydrogen (75%), Helium (23%), and Lithium (1%) in the Universe, and 
3) Microwave radiation which comes evenly from all directions of the Universe.
Black hole	Ultra dense remnant of a burned-out star with a gravitational pull so strong, not even light can escape. If mass < 3 suns, then a neutron star will form instead. They are detected by X-Rays which escape because they are released from the black hole's event horizon as gaseous material begins to descend into the hole. They eventually evaporate away!
Elements		The most common elements in our solar system are
	   		1) hydrogen,  2) helium,  3) oxygen, and  4) carbon.
Galaxies 		are arranged along the surface of bubble-like structures
Jupiter		red spot is a permanent stationary hurricane.
L1 Point	The point at which the Earth's gravity and the Sun's gravity cancel each other. Approx 1 million miles from Earth.

Measurement	Parsec (parallax second) = 3.2 light years
distance: parallax, hr diagram (ratio of apparent brightness to absolute brightness), cepheid variables or supernovae type 1 as references, add red shift measurement into big bang equation.
Mercury		Has polar ice caps because it is not tilted as is Earth.
	   		Therefore sunlight barely grazes the caps. 
	   		Temps in some craters never rises above -240 deg!
Meteorite 		a piece of metal & rock that travels through space.
Meteor showers 	occur at the same time each year as Earth passes through their orbit.
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THE ARENA GOES ABROAD
A five-year-old boy was found dead - his head in a bucket with water - in a toilet of an ashram school run by godman Asaram Bapu in Chhindwara, Madhya Pradesh. Just three days before, another boy had died under similar circumstances. And in early July, the bodies of two boys, 9 and 10, studying in the godman’s ashram school in Ahmedabad, Gujarat, were found in a dried up river bed. From one, liver and sternum were missing; the other had no more ears - a fact that seemed to indicate that they had become victims of a human sacrifice. When the police tried to hush up the cases and supporters of the godman started violent agitation in his defense, attacking investigating journalists, infuriated people of the neighborhood went on a rampage. 
Asaram Bapu, 68, former cycle shop boy, is one of the richest and most powerful Indian godmen. With more than 100 ashrams all over the country and 1200 prayer centers around the world, he counts some 20 million followers and his empire is estimated to be worth half a billion Rupees (more than 180 million Dollar). He reigns with terror and violence. Devotees are scared and beaten into absolute submission.  Equalling himself with Shiva, the Hindu god of destruction, he threatens to destroy anybody with his curse who would question and criticize him. In his book Gurubhakti, he orders his devotees to use violence against critics, even to cut out their tongues! 
Meantime, the police claim the murderer in the Chhindwara ashram was a 14-year-old student, but skepticism remains. In Ahmedabad, Praful Varghese, father of one of the dead boys, went on a hunger strike to press for an independent investigation. The chief minister promised one - but so far there are no results. 
Whatever may or may not turn out to be behind the new string of shocking murders in his ashrams – they have unleashed a wave of public fury against Asaram Bapu. People are no longer ready to close their eyes from the crimes of "holy men". "There is a new awareness developing in this country and I am very, very happy about it - that is why more and more godmen are being exposed," Sanal Edamaruku commented in an interview with CNN IBN.
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FAMOUS QUOTES
Edwin Powell Hubble (November 20, 1889 – September 28, 1953) 63 years.
He was an American astronomer. He profoundly changed astronomers' understanding of the nature of the universe by demonstrating the existence of other galaxies besides the Milky Way. He also discovered that the degree of redshift observed in light coming from a galaxy increased in proportion to the distance of that galaxy from the Milky Way. This became known as Hubble's law, and would help establish that the universe is expanding.
HIS QUOTE:
“Equipped with his five senses, man explores the universe around him 
and calls the adventure Science.”
