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OUR VIEW: BY GOD, THIS HAS GOT TO STOP

BY WAYNE LAUGESEN

(QUICK COMMENT BEFORE WE BEGIN:
REMEMBER THIS GOOFBALL? THIS IS THE GHOST-WORSHIPPER WHO HAS A PENCHANT FOR SMASHING WINDOWS - AND GETTING CAUGHT IN THE ACT BY A NATIONAL NEWS SERVICE. TSK-TSK, I WONDER WHAT JESUS WOULD SAY?).

THE ARTICLE BEGINS:
NO, MICHAEL NEWDOW, THERE IS NO SANTA CLAUS. BUT THERE IS A GOD, EVEN IN YOUR LIFE.

(WAYNE, YOU'RE HALFWAY THERE. YOU FIGURED OUT THE SANTA CLAUS FANTASY. NOW IF YOU COULD JUST DO THE SAME WITH THE OTHER INVISIBLE GHOST, YOU COULD COME PLAY WITH THE REST OF THE ADULTS IN THE REAL WORLD).

THAT’S WHY YOU CAN’T JUST HAVE A COURT STRIKE THE WORD “GOD” FROM THE PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND UNITED STATES CURRENCY TO SUIT THE INTERESTS OF ATHEISTS.

(WAYNE, YOU HAD NO PROBLEM WHEN THE WORD "GOD" WAS ADDED TO THE PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND TO UNITED STATES CURRENCY IN THE 1950'S TO SUIT THE INTERESTS OF CHRISTIANS.

ALSO, YOU DISHONESTLY TRY TO PAINT THE PICTURE THAT IT IS ONLY ATHEISTS WHO ARE COMPLAINING ABOUT YOUR BASTARDIZATION OF OUR PLEDGE AND OUR MONEY. YOU CONVENIENTLY OMIT MUSLIMS, JEWS, HINDUS, AND ALL OTHER RELIGIONS WHO WORSHIP A DIFFERENT INVISIBLE GHOST THAN THE ONE YOU WORSHIP).

NEWDOW — A DOCTOR, A LAWYER AND AN ATHEIST — HAS WORKED FOR YEARS TO GET THE COURTS TO REMOVE REFERENCES TO GOD FROM THE CURRENCY AND THE PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE. HE CLAIMS THE REFERENCES ARE UNCONSTITUTIONAL, VIOLATING A LEGAL FICTION CALLED “SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE.”

(WAYNE, DENYING REALITY IS ALL "YOU PEOPLE" HAVE. SCIENCE NEVER SUPPORTS YOUR MYTHS, AND OUR LAWS AND CONSTITUTION PROVE THAT YOU ARE LYING. YET LYING IS THE ONLY OPTION AVAILABLE TO PEOPLE WHO HAVE NO EVIDENCE TO SUPPORT THEIR BELIEFS.

HOWEVER, IF "YOU PEOPLE" SUCCEED IN CREATING THE CHRISTIAN NATION YOU SO DESPERATELY WANT, "SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE" WILL BECOME A FICTION).

IN HIS LATEST BATTLE, NEWDOW COULDN’T CONVINCE A THREE-MEMBER PANEL OF THE 9TH U.S. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS — THE MOST LIBERAL FEDERAL COURT IN THE LAND — THAT GOD SHOULD BE STRICKEN FROM CURRENCY OR THE PLEDGE.

(WAYNE, THE OPINION CONTAINED A CLEAR VIOLATION OF LOGIC. JUDGE BEA MADE THE STATEMENT THAT OUR NATION WAS FOUNDED ON CHRISTIAN IDEALS - WHICH IS QUITE CLEARLY AN UNSUPPORTABLE OPINION - AT LEAST NOT SUPPORTED BY ANYTHING IN OUR CONSTITUTION.

HOWEVER, SINCE YOUR BELIEFS ARE DEVOID OF ANYTHING EVEN RESEMBLING LOGIC, I CAN SEE HOW THAT WOULD NOT INTEREST YOU).

NEWDOW COULD SAVE HIMSELF A LOT OF TIME AND EXPENSE BY ACCEPTING THE FACT OUR FEDERAL COURTS UPHOLD THE LAWS SET FORTH BY THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION. SO-CALLED “SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE” ISN’T IN THE CONSTITUTION.

(WAYNE, THE FACT THAT THE WORDS "SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE" DO NOT APPEAR, VERBATIM, IN THE CONSTITUTION DOES NOT MEAN THAT THE CONCEPT IS NOT SUPPORTED BY IT. THE FIRST AMENDMENT IS CLEAR TO EVERYONE EXCEPT RELIGIOUS FANATICS, LIKE YOURSELF, WHO REFUSE TO ADMIT WHAT EVERYONE ELSE CAN SEE CLEARLY - A LOT LIKE ALL THOSE CONTRADICTIONS IN THE BIBLE THAT YOU GUYS REFUSE TO ACKNOWLEDGE.

IN FACT THE WORDS, "SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE" DO APPEAR VERBATIM IN JEFFERSON'S LETTER TO THE DANBURY BAPTISTS. JEFFERSON SHOULD KNOW, MUCH BETTER THAN YOU, THE INTENT OF THE FOUNDING FATHERS - HE WAS ONE).

ON MATTERS OF STATE AND RELIGION, THE CONSTITUTION SAYS THIS: “CONGRESS SHALL MAKE NO LAW RESPECTING AN ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION, OR PROHIBITING THE FREE EXERCISE THEREOF...”

(WAYNE, WE KNOW WHAT IT SAYS, BUT JUST LIKE THE BIBLE, THE ARGUMENTS AREN'T SO MUCH OVER WHAT IS SAID - BUT HOW "YOU PEOPLE" TWIST THE MEANINGS OF THE WORDS TO MAKE THEM MEAN WHAT YOU NEED THEM TO MEAN).

IF WE HAD A “SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE” LAW, IT WOULDN’T KEEP GOD OFF THE DOLLAR BILL OR OUT OF THE PLEDGE. THAT’S BECAUSE GOD ISN’T A CHURCH OR A RELIGION.

(WAYNE, WAYNE, WHERE TO BEGIN?

WE DO HAVE A "SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE LAW" - IT IS CALLED THE FIRST AMENDMENT. IT IS THE ONE YOU JUST QUOTED, BUT REFUSE TO UNDERSTAND.

THE FIRST AMENDMENT DID KEEP THE WORD "GOD" OFF OUR MONEY AND OUT OF OUR PLEDGE UNTIL THE 1950'S WHEN CHRISTIAN FUNDAMENTALISTS BEGAN THEIR TAKEOVER OF AMERICA IN EARNEST.

OKAY WAYNE, I'LL BUY THE LAST PART. GOD ISN'T A CHURCH OR A RELIGION BECAUSE THOSE THINGS ARE REAL AND WE CAN PROVE THEY EXIST).

A CHURCH, A SYNAGOGUE, A MOSQUE OR A RELIGIOUS PHILOSOPHY IS AN ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION. FOCUS ON THE FAMILY IS AN ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION. THE UNITED STATES CONFERENCE OF CATHOLIC BISHOPS IS AN ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION. THE TALIBAN IS AN ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION.

THE WORD “GOD” IS NOT COMPARABLE TO AN ORGANIZATION, A BUILDING, A PHILOSOPHY OR A RELIGION. GOD, UNLIKE AN ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION, IS A CONCEPT TO ATHEISTS AND BELIEVERS ALIKE. THE BELIEVER PERCEIVES GOD AS THE LIVING CREATOR OF ALL. THE ATHEIST PERCEIVES GOD AS AN UNFORTUNATE FICTIONAL CONCEPT THAT CAUSES WAR.

(WAYNE, YOU WERE ACTUALLY GOING PRETTY GOOD - AND THEN YOU HAD THE THROW IN YOUR "STRAW MAN" AT THE END. ATHIESTS BELIEVE THAT RELIGION IS RESPONSIBLE FOR SOME WARS - AND THAT IS EASY ENOUGH TO PROVE (I.E. THE CRUSADES). IF YOU WERE BEING HONEST, YOU WOULD HAVE SAID "...CONCEPT THAT SOMETIMES CAUSES WAR." BUT YOU DID NOT. YOU LEFT OUT "SOMETIMES" TO GIVE THE READERS THE FALSE IMPRESSION THAT ATHEISTS BELIEVE THAT RELIGION IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL WAR - A CLAIM THAT ATHEISTS DO NOT MAKE).

EITHER WAY, THIS COUNTRY WAS FOUNDED ON RESPECT FOR A HIGHER POWER THAN MAN — AN ENTITY GENERICALLY REFERRED TO AS GOD IN THE ENGLISH-SPEAKING WORLD.

(WAYNE, HOW CAN YOU PROVE THAT? WHERE DOES ANY FOUNDING DOCUMENT SAY THAT OUR COUNTRY WAS FOUNDED ON RESPECT FOR A HIGHER POWER THAN MAN? WHERE DOES ANY DOCUMENT NAME JESUS CHRIST? WHERE DOES ANY FOUNDING DOCUMENT MENTION CHRISTIANITY? WHERE DOES ANY FOUNDING DOCUMENT SPECIFICALLY INDICATE THE CHRISTIAN GOD?

THE ONLY WAY YOU CAN SUPPORT YOUR ASSERTION IS BY INCLUDING THE BIBLE AS A FOUNDING DOCUMENT - WHICH, OF COURSE, YOU DO.

CONSIDERING HOW OUR FOUNDING FATHERS WERE FOUNDING OUR COUNTRY ON JUDEO-CHRISTIAN PRINCIPLES, ISN'T IT STRANGE HOW THEY FORGOT TO MENTION THE BIG GUY - EVEN ONCE!).

THE LAWS OF OUR LAND PROTECT OUR RIGHT TO REVERE OR DISAVOW GOD,

(AND THAT WAYNE, IS THE MAIN DIFFERENCE BETWEEN OUR COUNTRY AND THE MIDDLE EAST. BUT IF FUNDAMENTALIST CHRISTIANS SUCCEED IN CREATING THEIR CHRISTIAN NATION, THEN LIKE THE MIDDLE EAST, THERE WILL NO LONGER BE LAWS TO PROTECT THOSE WHO REFUSE TO SUBMIT TO YOUR GOD).

BUT THEY DO NOT PROTECT US FROM HEARING AND SEEING THE TERM. BELIEVER AND NON-BELIEVER ALIKE MAKE UP ONE NATION UNDER GOD,

(WAYNE, THAT DIDN'T EVEN MAKE SENSE. HOW COULD NONBELIEVERS MAKE UP A NATION UNDER GOD?)

BECAUSE THE FIRST LAW OF THE LAND PROTECTS BELIEF OR DISBELIEF IN GOD, THE RIGHT TO TALK ABOUT GOD, AND THE RIGHT TO MAKE GOD THE HIGHEST AUTHORITY IN ONE’S LIFE.

(BUT WAYNE, IT DOESN'T GRANT YOU THE RIGHT TO MAKE YOUR GOD THE HIGHEST AUTHORITY IN EVERYONE ELSE'S LIFE - WHICH IS EXACTLY WHAT YOU ARE TRYING TO DO).

BECAUSE WE’RE A NATION UNDER GOD — WITH GOD AS A CONCEPT WE ARE FREE TO LOVE AS TRUTH OR DISAVOW AS FICTION — WE HAVE NEVER BEEN ONE NATION UNDER WASHINGTON, LINCOLN, REAGAN OR OBAMA.

(WAYNE, WE ARE NOT A NATION UNDER GOD. YOU ARE PROJECTING YOUR WISH ONTO THE REST OF US. SAYING WE ARE NOT A NATION UNDER A LIST OF PRESIDENTS MAKES ABOUT AS MUCH SENSE AS EVERYTHING ELSE YOU'VE SAID).

WE ARE A NATION THAT ELEVATES GOD — WHATEVER GOD MEANS — ABOVE ANY HUMAN AUTHORITY BECAUSE WE ARE A NATION THAT ELEVATES AN INDIVIDUAL’S CHOICES ABOVE THE AGENDAS OF AUTHORITIES.

(WAYNE, ONCE AGAIN, YOUR ASTUTE INTELLECTUAL PERCEPTION LEAVES ME IN THE DUST:

IF YOU DON'T EVEN KNOW WHAT GOD MEANS, HOW CAN WE BE A NATION THAT ELEVATES A CONCEPT THAT WE DON'T EVEN KNOW WHAT IS MEANT BY THAT CONCEPT?

AND HOW DISHONEST YOU ARE AGAIN, PRETENDING TO CLAIM THAT YOU DON'T KNOW WHAT GOD MEANS. IN OTHER ARTICLES (YES, I HAVE ENDURED THE TORTURE OF READING OTHER ARTICLES THAT YOU HAVE WRITTEN) YOU MAKE IT VERY CLEAR THAT YOU DO, IN FACT, KNOW WHAT GOD MEANS.

IF YOUR STATEMENT WERE TRUE, THAT WE ELEVATE GOD ABOVE ANY HUMAN AUTHORITY, THEN WHY DO WE NO LONGER HAVE SLAVES? WHY DO WE NO LONGER STONE PEOPLE TO DEATH AS GOD ORDERED? IT DOESN'T SOUND TO ME LIKE WE ARE A NATION THAT ELEVATES GOD ABOVE HUMAN AUTHORITY.

IF THE SECOND PART OF YOUR STATEMENT WERE TRUE, THEN INDIVIDUALS WOULD HAVE THE RIGHT TO REFUSE TO PAY TAXES AND DEFEND OUR COUNTRY IN TIME OF WAR. SINCE THEY DO NOT, IT SEEMS THAT WE ARE NOT A NATION THAT ELEVATES AN INDIVIDUAL'S CHOICES ABOVE THE AGENDAS OF AUTHORITIES.

WAYNE, YOU'RE DOING GREAT - YOU HAVEN'T GOTTEN A SINGLE ONE RIGHT YET).

WE’RE A NATION UNDER GOD FOR THOSE WHO BELIEVE GOD IS ALLAH, OR JESUS, THE UNIVERSE, A GIANT ROCK, OR A FICTIONAL CONCEPT. GOD EMPOWERS THE INDIVIDUALS, AND NEVER THE STATE.

(WAYNE, THE MAIN PURPOSE OF RELIGION IS TO EMPOWER THE STATE. LOOK AT THE MIDDLE EAST TO SEE HOW THE CONCEPT OF GOD DOES THE EXACT OPPOSITE OF WHAT YOU CLAIM. IT IS THE RIGHTS OF THE INDIVIDUAL THAT ARE SACRIFICED FOR THE GOOD OF THE RELIGION AND THE STATE.

FUNDAMENTALIST CHRISTIANITY HAS THE SAME PLANS FOR AMERICA).

NEWDOW AND OTHER ATHEISTS WHO DON’T LIKE THE PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE SHOULD TEACH THEIR CHILDREN THAT “ONE NATION UNDER GOD” MEANS “ONE NATION UNDER A FICTIONAL CONCEPT” THAT MOM AND DAD DON’T CARE FOR.

(WAYNE, IF THE PLEDGE IS RESTORED TO ITS ORIGINAL FORM, THAT WON'T BE NECESSARY).

THEY SHOULD DO THAT, OR SIMPLY REMOVE THEIR CHILDREN FROM SCHOOLS THAT RECITE THE PLEDGE.

(WAYNE, RATHER THAN RESORTING TO THE OLD "LOVE IT OR LEAVE IT" ARGUMENT, WHY DON'T YOU ACTIVATE YOUR BRAIN FOR A FEW SECONDS AND ACTUALLY COME UP WITH A BETTER IDEA - LIKE REMOVING THE PHRASE YOU GUYS WEDGED INTO THE PLEDGE DURING THE MCCARTHY ERA).

WHEN ANNOYED BY CURRENCY, ATHEISTS HAVE THE OPTION OF INTERPRETING “IN GOD WE TRUST” AS “IN A FICTIONAL CONCEPT WE TRUST” FOR THE SAKE OF LIMITED GOVERNMENT.

(HEY WAYNE, HERE'S AN IDEA. SINCE YOU ARE SO OPEN-MINDED ABOUT HAVING OTHER PEOPLE ACCEPT YOU FORCING YOUR BELIEFS UPON THEM - LET'S SEE HOW OPEN-MINDED YOU REALLY ARE:

LET'S REPLACE THE WORD "GOD" WITH "ALLAH" ON OUR CURRENCY. THEN, IF YOU ARE ANNOYED, YOU CAN JUST INTERPRET "IN ALLAH WE TRUST" AS "IN A FICTIONAL GOD WE TRUST."

SINCE WE BOTH KNOW THAT WOULD IGNITE THE NEXT CRUSADE, IT PROVES THAT YOUR SUGGESTIONS ARE DISHONEST.

WHAT IS IT ANYWAY WITH YOU FUNDAMENTALISTS AND HONESTY. YOU GUYS TREAT IT LIKE IT WAS KRYPTONITE).

GOD MEANS JESUS TO THE CHRISTIAN, ALLAH TO THE MUSLIM, BRAHMAN TO THE HINDU AND FICTIONAL CONCEPT TO THE ATHEIST. GOD IS NOT “AN ESTABLISHMENT” OF RELIGION. GOD EXISTS IN OUR LANGUAGE FOR ALL TO PERCEIVE IN ONE WAY OR ANOTHER.

(WAYNE, IF THAT WERE TRUE, I WOULD AGREE WITH YOU. BUT YOU ARE LYING - AGAIN. YOU DO NOT BELIEVE THE OTHER GODS ARE REAL. YOU BELIEVE THEY ARE IMAGINARY. YOUR BIBLE IS QUITE CLEAR ON THAT. THE WORD "GOD" HAS A SPECIFIC MEANING IN AMERICAN CULTURE - THE CHRISTIAN GOD, AND ONLY, THE CHRISTIAN GOD. YOU ARE PRETENDING THAT IT MEANS ALL GODS WHEN IT IS CLEAR THAT IT WAS NEVER MEANT TO REFER TO ANYTHING OTHER THAN TO THE CHRISTIAN GOD).

ATHEISTS WHO GET ANXIETY-RIDDEN OVER MENTIONS OF GOD CANNOT BE ANGRY WITH A FICTIONAL CONCEPT THEY DO NOT RESPECT. THEY’RE ANGRY WITH THE WAY SOME PEOPLE VIEW GOD, AND THE MANNER IN WHICH THOSE PEOPLE CONDUCT THEMSELVES IN THE NAME OF A RELIGION OR HIGHER POWER.

(WAYNE, ATHEISTS ARE NOT ANGRY WITH THE WAY PEOPLE VIEW GOD. WE COULD CARE LESS IF YOU SPEND YOUR ENTIRE LIFE ON YOUR KNEES BEGGING AN INVISIBLE GHOST NOT TO HURT YOU. THAT IS YOUR BUSINESS. THAT IS HOW YOU CHOOSE TO SPEND YOUR LIFE AND IS NOT OUR AFFAIR.

BUT WE ARE ANGRY WITH THE VIOLENCE THAT ALWAYS SEEMS TO RESULT FROM RELIGIOUS BELIEF. WE ARE ANGRY WITH RELIGION'S NEVER-CEASING ATTEMPTS TO CONTROL AND DOMINATE EVERYONE AROUND IT). 

STRIKING GOD FROM MONEY AND THE PLEDGE WON’T DO AWAY WITH THE OBJECT OF THEIR ANGST.

(WRONG WAYNE, RETURNING THE PLEDGE AND OUR MONEY BACK TO THE WAY IT WAS WILL DO AWAY WITH THE OBJECT OF OUR ANGST - WHICH IS YOUR ATTEMPTS TO FORCE YOUR RELIGION ON EVERYONE ELSE. THE OBJECT OF OUR ANGST IS NOT, AS YOU ARE IMPLYING, YOUR INVISIBLE FRIEND).

A COUNTRY FOUNDED ON A BELIEF THAT RIGHTS ARE ENDOWED BY A CREATOR, NOT A GOVERNMENT, IS A NATION UNDER GOD — WHATEVER GOD MAY BE.

(WAYNE, WHEN OUR COUNTRY WAS FOUNDED, EVERYONE BELIEVED IN CREATION BECAUSE SCIENCE HAD NOT YET MADE THE DISCOVERIES THAT WOULD OPEN OUR EYES TO THE REALITY AROUND US. DISCOVERIES LIKE EVOLUTION, RADIOMETRIC DATING, GENETIC MUTATION, THE AGE OF THE UNIVERSE AND EARTH, AND THE MILLER-UREY EXPERIMENT IN 1953.

THE CONSTITUTION DOES NOT SAY THAT RIGHTS CANNOT BE ENDOWED BY A GOVERNMENT, IT SAYS THAT THE CREATOR ENDOWED US WITH "CERTAIN UNALIENABLE RIGHTS."

YOU HAVE MISREPRESENTED THE CONSTITUTION YET AGAIN - THAT IS YOUR ONLY OPTION WHEN IT DOESN'T SAY WHAT YOU NEED IT TO SAY. YOU GUYS DO EXACTLY THE SAME THING WITH THE BIBLE).

A NATION UNDER GOD WILL NEVER BE A NATION UNDER SOME CORRUPTIBLE MAN OR WOMAN IN POWER.

(WAYNE, OUR NATION MUST ALWAYS BE UNDER A CORRUPTIBLE MAN OR WOMAN IN POWER BECAUSE ALL HUMANS ARE FALLIBLE. I'LL TAKE THAT ANYDAY TO A NATION UNDER AN INVISIBLE GHOST).

A NATION UNDER GOD WILL ELECT ITS HIGHEST HUMAN AUTHORITIES TO SERVE AS HUMBLE PUBLIC SERVANTS TO INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE ENDOWED WITH INALIENABLE RIGHTS BY A CREATOR COMMONLY REFERRED TO AS GOD.

(WAYNE - THE SAME IS TRUE OF A NATION NOT UNDER GOD).

*************************************************************
THE SCIENCE SEGMENT

'POTENTIALLY HUGE' TREATMENT BLOCKS CANCER AT GENE LEVEL
NEW TECHNIQUE SNIPS MESSENGER RNA IN HALF
SCIENTISTS THINK THEY ARE ONTO A "POTENTIALLY HUGE" BREAKTHROUGH IN THE FIGHT AGAINST CANCER AFTER SUCCESSFULLY BLOCKING CANCER CELLS ON A GENETIC LEVEL FOR THE FIRST TIME IN HUMANS. IN CLINICAL TRIALS ON CANCER PATIENTS, THE "GAME-CHANGING" FORM OF GENETIC THERAPY SNIPPED IN HALF THE MESSENGER RNA INSIDE CANCER CELLS THAT TELLS THEM TO REPRODUCE. 
THE RESEARCH BUILDS ON THE 2006 NOBEL PRIZE-WINNING DISCOVERY THAT MESSENGER RNA CAN BE MANIPULATED, BUT WITH A BIG DIFFERENCE: THE WORK THAT LANDED THE NOBEL WAS IN WORMS, NOT HUMANS. THAT THE TECHNIQUE WORKS IN HUMANS TOO IS "PRETTY AMAZING," A CANCER EXPERT TELLS HEALTHDAY. RNA IN THE TEST SUBJECTS WAS "CUT AT EXACTLY THE RIGHT PLACE," ONE OF THE RESEARCHERS TOLD THE PASADENA STAR NEWS. "IF YOU TAKE THAT AWAY, YOU TAKE AWAY THE CANCER."
*************************************************************
ABROAD

SAUDIS TO BEHEAD TV HOST AS 'SORCERER'
TV TALK-SHOW HOST BOASTED OF PREDICTING FUTURE

A LEBANESE TV HOST WHO BOASTED HE COULD PREDICT THE FUTURE IS TO BE BEHEADED TOMORROW IN SAUDI ARABIA FOR "SORCERY." DAD OF TWO ALI HUSSAIN SIBAT HOSTED A POPULAR CALL-IN TV PROGRAM IN BEIRUT IN WHICH HE DOLED OUT ADVICE AND PREDICTED THE FUTURE. HE WAS BUSTED BY SAUDI ARABIA'S RELIGIOUS POLICE IN 2008 WHILE HE WAS VISITING THE COUNTRY, CNN REPORTS. SIBAT'S ATTORNEY AND AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL ARE APPEALING TO SAUDI OFFICIALS IN A DESPERATE BID TO BLOCK THE EXECUTION.

(MY COMMENT: AH, THE RELIGION OF PEACE STRIKES AGAIN. THE FACT THAT THEY CAN SAY THAT WITH A STRAIGHT FACE SHOULD TELL YOU SOMETHING ABOUT THE MENTALITY OF RELIGIOUS FUNDAMENTALISTS.

AND I MEAN "ALL FUNDAMENTALISTS" - NOT JUST MUSLIMS)
*************************************************************
FAMOUS QUOTES

PHIL PLAIT (A.K.A. THE BAD ASTRONOMER) BIRTHDATE - UNKNOWN.
HE IS AN AMERICAN ASTRONOMER AND SKEPTIC WHO RUNS THE WEBSITE BADASTRONOMY.COM. HE FORMERLY WORKED AT THE PHYSICS AND ASTRONOMY DEPARTMENT AT SONOMA STATE UNIVERSITY. IN EARLY 2007, HE RESIGNED FROM HIS JOB TO WRITE DEATH FROM THE SKIES. ON AUGUST 4, 2008, HE BECAME PRESIDENT OF THE JAMES RANDI EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION. HE SERVED IN THAT POSITION UNTIL JANUARY 1, 2010, HAVING BEEN SUCCEEDED BY NOTED SKEPTIC, D.J. GROTHE.

"PSEUDOSCIENCE IS LIKE A VIRUS. 
AT LOW LEVELS, IT'S NO BIG DEAL, 
BUT WHEN IT REACHES A CERTAIN THRESHOLD
IT BECOMES SICKENING."
