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Press Release from FFRF 
 
It's not every day that the 

president of the United States 
gets enjoined ð prohibited by 
judicial order from a certain ac-
tion ð but it happened on April 
15, 2010. 

U.S. District Judge Barbara 
Crabb decided in favor of the 
Freedom From Religion Foun-
dation in a ruling that the federal 
law designating a National Day 
of Prayer and requiring a Na-
tional Day of Prayer proclama-
tion by the president violates the 
establishment clause of the 
Constitution's First Amendment. 

In her ruling, Judge Crabb 
wrote: "The same law that pro-
hibits the government from de-
claring a National Day of Prayer 
also prohibits it from declaring a 
National Day of Blasphemy." 

The Foundation filed its 
groundbreaking suit in October 
2008. Plaintiffs besides the 
Foundation are Anne Nicol Gay-
lor, Annie Laurie Gaylor, Dan 
Barker, Paul Gaylor, Phyllis 
Rose and Jill Dean, who are all 

Foundation officers or board 
members. Defendants are Presi-
dent Barack Obama and Robert 
Gibbs, his press secretary. 
Original defendants were Presi-
dent George Bush and Dana 
Perino, his press secretary at 
the time. 

All presidents since 1952 
have issued proclamations des-
ignating the National Day of 
Prayer each year. Since 1988, 
the National Day of Prayer has 
been held on the first Thursday 
in May. The presidentôs procla-
mations are released by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary. 

Judge Crabb enjoined 
Obama from enforcing the Na-
tional Day of Prayer law, but 
stayed the injunction until the 
appeals process is completed. 
The law setting the first Thurs-
day in May as a National Day of 
Prayer passed Congress in 
1952 after an intensive cam-
paign led by Rev. Billy Graham. 

A Twitter from the White 
House went out Thursday after-
noon soon after the decision 
was announced: "As he did last 
year, President Obama intends 

to recognize a National Day of 
Prayer." The Twitter links to the 
2009 presidential NDP procla-
mation. 

Foundation Co-President An-
nie Laurie Gaylor expressed 
surprise and disappointment at 
the White House's response to 
"tweet" over a constitutional is-
s u e  o f  t h i s  m a g n i -
tude: "President Obama is a 
constitutional scholar, and 
knows the issues at stake. He 
couldn't possibly have read the 
66-page historic ruling by Judge 
Crabb at the time of this Tweet," 
Gaylor said. 

In 1952, religious leaders like 
Graham lobbied Congress heav-
ily to pass the law. Graham's 
culminating speech included 
this: "We have dropped our pilot, 
the Lord Jesus Christ, and are 
sailing blindly on without divine 
chart or compass, hoping some-
how to find our desired haven. 
We have certain leaders who 
are rank materialists; they do 
not recognize God nor care for 
Him; they spend their time in 
one round of parties after an-

(NDOP on page 14) 

NDOP Declared 

Unconstitutional  
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S ports events donôt 
get my attention, 

whenever, on the rare occasion 
that I do watch television. How-
ever, as depicted in ñAthletes 
Praising the Christian God,ò by 
Hemant Mehta (secular idaho, 
March 2010), I recently read 
about New Orleans Saints quar-
terback Drew Breesôs display of 
religion during the Super Bowl 
Sunday event. That is, Brees 
painted ñJohnò and ñ3:16ò under 
each eye respectively. I became 
curious as to what significance 
the Biblical reference, ñJohn 
3:16,ò could possibly have in 
regards to the championship 
game. Therefore, in rummaging 
through the assortment of books 
at the prison unit in which I re-
side, it wasnôt difficult to locate a 
Bible. In fact, there was no 
shortage of a variety of Bibles. 

An overwhelming blush con-
sumed my face as a result of 
picking up one of the Bibles. I 
was embarrassed to hold such a 
book. I walked back to my 
prison cell, and as I avoided per-
sons along the way, I carried the 
Bible facing downwards so that 
no one would notice my posses-
sion of this book. With no defi-
ciency of religious aficionados 

within any prison environment, I 
regularly make a conscience 
effort in circumventing any af-
filiation with such individuals. In 
my opinion, many of these indi-
viduals seem to fit the category 
of the Christian Right. 

Subsequently, as I sat in my 
prison cell and paged through 
the Bible to locate ñJohn 3:16,ò I 
couldnôt deny just how uncon-
cerned I really felt. I suddenly 
realized that I wasnôt as curious 
as I initially thought I was about 
ñJohn 3:16.ò It dawned on me 
that Drew Breesôs religious ex-
pression wasnôt limited, however 
minimal, to an effort in promot-
ing a religious conviction. It was 
about fashion ð the elongated 
perception of a status symbol for 
the ñSaintsò in conjunction with 
an adherence to wearing 
ñSundayôs Best.ò Tattoos are no 
exception. Moreover, any given 
churchðgoer routinely wears 
the most fashionable attire 
(within their means) on this day 
of worship. Or perhaps, it is a 
day of flaunting. 

As an adolescent, I learned 
that much of the church experi-
ence was about wearing your 
ñSundayôs Best.ò However, go-
ing to church wasnôt the high-
light of the week for me. My 
clothes didnôt bear the popular 

emblems of the day, so I natu-
rally felt somewhat like an out-
cast. My wardrobe consisted of 
handðmade clothing that my 
dear mother had crafted from 
material found on sale. We were 
a poor family and lived on a ru-
ral farm. Although, my circum-
stances enabled me to readily 
observe how many persons of 
faith maintained a superficial 
aura about themselves in accor-
dance with ñkeeping up with the 
Jonesôs.ò Nevertheless, if you 
want to monopolize on any oc-
casion with a religious person, 
ñdress to kill,ò and youôre most 
likely to be well on your way in 
the ñSundayôs Bestò competition. 
That is, for a large number of 
believers, a Christianôs apparel 
is an important aspect of their 
religious ñvalues.ò 
After all, Breesôs display of 

ñJohn 3:16ò makes about as 
much sense as if the Coltôs 
quarterback, Payton Manning, 
were to have displayed ñZoology 
101ò under his eyes. 

 
J o e  A le x  R o b e r t s o n , 

1/91990ð080 
Federal Correctional Com-

plex ð Medium 
P.O. Box 3000 
Forrest City, Arkansas 72336 

ZOOLOGY 101 

 

REMINDER!!!   
 

Amazon.com is accessible through the Metroplex Atheists website at 

www.metroplexatheists.org.  So next time you decide to make a purchase at Ama-

zon.com please do it through our website to help support the organization. 
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F irst I have a word 
about the title. The 

Portable Atheist is about as 
ñportableò as those old 13-inch 
ñportableò televisions of the 
1970ôs. At 500 pages, it wonôt 
tuck neatly into your pocket, 
ready for a quick read while 
youôre waiting your turn some-
where. 

The Portable Atheist is a col-
lection of short essays or ex-
cerpts from other works, organ-
ized by age and spanning over 
2000 years, although pre-
renaissance atheists are a bit 
hard to find. Apart from a short 
essay by Lucretius, some ex-
cerpts from The Rubaiyat of 
Omar Khayyam, and a couple 
others, the book takes place in 
the most recent 200 years. And 
the writings grow more numer-
ous as they grow closer to mod-
ern day, concluding with the 
likes of Ayaan Hirsi Ali and Penn 
Jillette. 

And, for the most part, these 
are writers that you probably 
wouldnôt read in their entirety. 
There are also some writers, like 
Chapman Cohen, whose names 
have been virtually lost to his-
tory despite having written es-
says that deserve preservation. 

You can often think of The Port-
able Atheist as a smorgasbord 
of atheist essays. Since the 
chapters are well-chosen pieces 
of famous freethinking writers, 
youôll get a good ñtasteò of what 
theyôre about. And you can then 
choose to go a little deeper if 
youôre compelled. While I proba-
bly wonôt be looking for more 
Thomas Hobbes at the local 
bookstore, I did find myself 
wanting to dig a little deeper into 
Charles Darwinôs autobiography. 

 
As for Hitchensô contribution 

to this work, he has an introduc-
tory paragraph or two introduc-
ing each chapter as well as a full 
introduction discussing literary 
freethought as it appears in the 
book. And the chapter introduc-
tions are important. Not only 
does each writer need an intro-
duction and a bit of history, but 
the place and manner of each 
essay needs to be established. 
For example, the Karl Marx es-
say shows the actual source of 
the misquote ñreligion is the opi-
ate of the massesò as well as 

placing it in a context showing 
that its intent was quite different 
from how itôs sneered by the re-
ligionists nowadays. Another 
welcome surprise was a com-
plete subject index, which you 
often donôt see in books like this. 
If thereôs anything ñportableò 

about The Portable Atheist, itôs 
that there just wasnôt enough 
space for everybody. Robert 
Ingersoll isnôt represented. Nei-
ther is Thomas Jefferson or 
Thomas Paine. My best guess is 
that this was done out of space 
considerations and the desire to 
post writers you may have never 
heard before or writers (like 
Twain) who seemed to write ex-
tensively on everything but their 
personal freethought. 

If I had a complaint about 
The Portable Atheist, it would be 
that much of it (especially early 
on) is a pretty dry read. While 
some writers like Mark Twain 
could write an auto repair man-
ual that could make you giggle, 
and Penn Jilletteôs never taken 
much seriously, some of the es-
says do get a bit long. Even in 
truncated form, thereôs only so 
much impassioned David Hume 
you can take. While I appreciate 
the density of information in this 
book, an irreverent poem or po-
litical cartoon now and then 
wouldôve helped the process. 
If youôre looking to read up on 

historical atheists, and youôd 
rather get a taste of a couple-
dozen writers rather than invest-
ing into a dozen volumes of one, 
The Portable Atheist is for you. 

 
 

By John Hattan 

BOOK REVIEW 

 
The Portable Atheist: 

Essential Readings for 
the Nonbeliever  

 
B y  C h r i s t o p h e r 

Hitchens  

 
You can often 
think of The 
Portable Athe-
ist as a smor-
gasbord of 
atheist es-
says.  
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Itôs exciting times for atheists, even though it seems we 
sometimes take two steps forward and one step back 
(sometimes, of course, this is imposed upon us).  Nonthe-
ist organizations are popping up all around the country.  
Some are grass roots organized from the ground up and 
some are aided by national organizations organized from 
the top down.  Some organize with affiliates and some are 
ñumbrellaò organizations uniting a variety of different 
nontheist groups.  Whatever the origin I think all should be 
celebrated as they contribute to public perception of the 
increasing number of recognized non-believers and the 
realization that we are a normal part of a diversified soci-
ety.  Two steps forward and one step backéthe ñAtheist 
Two Stepò? 

 
Freethinkers, humanists, skeptics, Brights, agnostics or 

whatever name we call ourselves, it appeared we were all 
converted to atheists when we listened to Brother Sam 
Singleton, Atheist Evangelist on Friday April 2nd at the 
Blue Danube in Pantego.  Brother Samôs atheist message 
is one of uncompromising disbelief and perceptive wit.  His 
explanation of the Old Testament titled ñPatriarchs and 
Penisesò has to be heard to be fully appreciated.  Appar-
ently at age 14 Sam ñédecided to plow through the whole 
damned thing and see for myself what was in there.  What 
I found was mainly about penises.  Nobody had ever ex-
plained to me that what tied the whole book together, itôs 
narrative thread, was penises.  Imagine my delight.ò  God-
damn, Sam, youôre just too funny. 

 
On Saturday I had the opportunity to meet for the sec-

ond time Samôs creator and alter ego Roger Scott Jackson 
and his very charming and well-organized wife, Cari.  
What a delightful couple made up of two terrific individu-
als!  I found myself making the transition from avid fan to 
earnest friend.  We hope to see you again soon, Brother 
Sam. 

 
I had hoped to be able to announce the date and loca-

tion of the 2010 Texas Freethought Convention but, unfor-
tunately, not quite yet.  Venue Chairman Don Lewellyn 
has worked very hard and his committee has made excel-
lent progress.  Weôre very close.  

 
Terry 
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4. The Argument from The Big 

Bang  

1. The Big Bang, according to 
the best scientific opinion of our 
day, was the beginning of the 
physical universe, including not 
only matter and energy, but 
space and time and the laws of 
physics.  

2. The universe came to be ex 
nihilo (from 1).  

3. Something outside the uni-
verse, including outside its 
physical laws, must have 
brought the universe into exis-
tence (from 2).  

4. Only God could exist outside 
the universe.  

5. God must have been caused 
the universe to exist (from 3 & 
4).  

6. God exists.  

The Big Bang is based on the 
observed expansion of the uni-
verse, with galaxies rushing 
away from each other. The im-
plication is that if we run the film 
of the universe backward from 
the present, the universe must 
continuously contract, all the 
way back to a single point. The 
theory of the Big Bang is that 
the universe exploded into exis-
tence about 14 billion years ago. 

FLAW 1:  Cosmologists them-
selves do not all agree that the 

Big Bang is a "singularity" ð the 
sudden appearance of space, 
time, and physical laws from in-
explicable nothingness. The Big 
Bang may represent the lawful 
emergence of a new universe 
from a previously existing one. 
In that case, it would be super-
fluous to invoke God to explain 
the emergence of something 
from nothing.  

FLAW 2: The Argument From 
the Big Bang has all the flaws of 
The Cosmological Argument ð 
it passes the buck from the mys-
tery of the origin of the universe 
to the mystery of the origin of 
God, and it extends the notion of 
"cause" outside the domain of 
events covered by natural laws 
(also known as the universe) 
where it no longer makes sense.  

5. The Arguments from the 
Fine-Tuning of Physical Con-

stants  

1. There are a vast number of 
physically possible universes. 

2. A universe that would be hos-
pitable to the appearance of life 
must conform to some very strict 
conditions: Everything from the 
mass ratios of atomic particles 
and the number of dimensions 
of space to the cosmological 
parameters that rule the expan-
sion of the universe must be just 
right for stable galaxies, solar 
systems, planets, and complex 
life to evolve. 

3. The percentage of possible 
universes that would support life 
is infinitesimally small (from 2).  

4. Our universe is one of those 
infinitesimally improbable uni-
verses.  

5. Our universe has been fine-
tuned to support life (from 3 & 
4).  

6. There is a Fine-Tuner (from 
5).  

7. Only God could have the 
power and the purpose to be the 
Fine-Tuner.  

8. God exists.  

Philosophers and physicists of-
ten speak of "The Anthropic 
Principle," which comes in sev-
eral versions, labeled "weak," 
"strong" and "very strong." All 
three versions argue that any 
explanation of the universe must 
account for the fact that we hu-
mans ( or any complex organ-
ism that could observe its condi-
tion) exist in it. The Argument 
from Fine-Tuning corresponds 
to the Very Strong Anthropic 
Principle. Its upshot is that the 
upshot of the universe is . . . us. 
The universe must have been 
designed with us in mind.  

FLAW 1:  The first premise may 
be false. Many physicists and 
cosmologists, following Einstein, 
hope for a unified "theory of eve-

(Arguments on page 12) 

Arguments 4 -7 For God 
This is an ongoing series 

"This article has been reprinted from the Huffington Post with permission from the author.  Landon 

Ross is a contributor to the Huffington Post, principal founder of www.RationalApe.com, and Los An-

geles based artist." 

http://www.rationalape.com/
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The infamous German phi-

losopher Friedrich Nietzsche- 
widely cited, bitingly ironic, and 
ceaselessly brutal- once fa-
mously remarked that ñit is inde-
cent to be a Christian today.ò 
This Nietzschean observation 
may apply just as suitably today 
as it did in the time of the phi-
losophical Zarathustra himself.  
A more modern way of putting it, 
as I've recently heard, is that 
Christianity is the ñvillage idiot.ò  
Verily, any casual observer is 
well aware of the alarming re-
emergence of political Christian-
ity into the 
public dis-
course.  An 
array of rising 
tensions within 
our current 
socio-political 
climate has 
allowed for 
fanaticism to exploit social and 
economic policy debates as a 
megaphone for feeble-minded 
dogma.  This humble informant, 
quite frankly, believes that the 
rising force of political Christian-
ity should be met head on in this 
war of ideas.  Those of us who 
prefer the various titles of non-
belief- atheists, agnostics, hu-
manists, freethinkers, etc. - de-
serve a significant voice in this 
discourse, and we are obliged to 
speak out against the divinely-
inspired jargon that intrudes the 
political arena. 

 
This is not by any means a 

call for a political endorsement, 
however.  Atheism simply 
means ñwithout theism.ò  That is 
the entirety of our common 

bond.  We may be conserva-
tives, libertarians, liberals, so-
cialists-- atheists can fall upon 
any title one may find on the po-
litical spectrum, or it is also our 
right to be even apolitical.  Thus, 
as atheists we are not obligated 
to any political agenda.  Never-
theless it is no dubious assump-
tion to assert that most of us 
would strongly prefer to maintain 
and even reinforce the Jeffer-
sonian ñWall of Separationò be-
tween church and state. 

 
And we can yet again see 

quite obviously that Jefferson's 
barrier between theology and 

politics is under fire from all an-
gles.  Faith-based initiatives, 
abstinence only education, hate-
speech laws favoring holy texts, 
homophobic social policy--- 
these are just a few salient ex-
amples of the not-so-subtle war 
being waged against secular-
ism.  An example probably a 
little more readily available to 
your memory bank could be the 
recent Texas school books con-
troversy.  The Texas State 
Board of Education replaced the 
famously deist Thomas Jeffer-
son with the fanatical John Cal-
vin in history books, struck down 
an amendment to require the 
teaching of the United States as 
a religiously neutral and secular 
society, and instead passed an 
amendment that necessitated 

our children attending public 
school to learn about the right to 
bear arms guaranteed under the 
second amendment.  Mind you- 
this is our children's education 
we are talking about.  This ab-
surd and farcical behavior- the 
rewriting of history by omission- 
deserves strict condemnation.  
The question to ask is: why 
aren't we a part of this debate? 

Albeit, there will always be 
instances when we find our-
selves on the same side of an 
issue as the Christian rabble.  I 
know many humanists, for in-
stance, who are staunch oppo-
nents of abortion.  These ladies 

and gentle-
men, how-
ever, are sig-
nificantly dif-
ferent, and a 
t h o u s a n d 
times more 
appreciable, 
than pro-life 

Christians.  The intellectual bar-
rier between non-believers and 
the faithful lies in the means 
rather than the ends.  A pro-life 
Christian has concluded solely 
by theological necessity, while a 
pro-life humanist has reached 
this conclusion by examining 
both sides of the argument 
through a logical, rational, rea-
sonable, evidentially-based 
thoughtful analysis.   

 
As atheists and non-believers 

we are not guided by moral ba-
nality, we do not have any com-
mon code aside from reason.  
Notwithstanding, as individuals 
we do have our own moral com-
passes.  The process in which 
we arrive at a conclusion, not 

(Idiot on page 10) 

The Village Idiot  

 
The Struggle against the Village Idiot  

By: Patrick O. Strickland 
Of Denton, Texas 



 

Atheis ts are Coming to a Restaurant  Near You 
 

Since you canôt come to a Metroplex Atheist event, why not have Metroplex Atheist events come to you? 

 

We now have a Metroplex Atheists Meetïup Group on www.meetup.com. Over the years weôve had many folks lament 

that they couldnôt come to a MA social event because of time/location of our normal Wednesday get together. 

 

Why not start one of your own? 

 
If you have a good meeting place and youôre willing to show up to be 

somewhat of a host, then just contact Metroplex Atheists and we can put an 

announcement out on the web. 

 

All it takes is for you to say, ñHey, why donôt we meet at X?ò and show up! 

 

Weôd like to have a number of social groups that meet informally (because, 

letôs face it, the business meetings are only just so much fun). The real fun lies 

in meeting other like minded people. 

 

Where do YOU want to meet up? 

. 

Business Meeting  

 

REGULAR MONTHLY MEETING: 
What: Meeting to decide general business of the group and to 

discuss current events 

Date: Third Sunday of the month 

Time: 1:00 PM ï 3:00 PM 

Place: Grapevine Fire Hall, Hughes and Merlot, Grapevine, Tx 

 

Social Meetings  

 

DALLAS / PLANO ATHEIST MEETUP DAY: 
What: Meet with other local Atheists to talk about your beliefs 

Date: Every Tuesday 

Time: 7:00 PM 

Place: TBA; For locations near you visit: atheists.meetup.com 

 

MA ATHEIST MEETUP: 
What: óMy dinner with Atheists,ô social time with a bunch of 

heathens 

Date: 2nd, 3rd, 4th, (& 5th) Wednesday 

Time: 6:00 PM ï 9:00 PM 

Place: J. Gilliganôs Bar & Grill (Meet on the grill side) 

400 E. Abram Street 

Arlington, TX 

 

MA ATHEIST MEETUP: 
What: óMy dinner with Atheists,ô social time with a bunch of 

heathens 

Date: 1st Wednesday of the Month 

Time: 6:00 PM ï 9:00 PM 

Place: Blue Danube 

2230 West Park Row 

Pantego, TX 

 

INFIDELõS BASH - WINTER SOLSTICE PARTY 

What: Join us for a fun and food with fellow atheists. 

- Continue checking our website for Date, Time and Place 

www.metroplexatheists.org 

 

To have your events listed email:  

The Atheist Voice Editor at 

editor@metroplexatheists.org 
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Upc om i ng  Events  

 

THE ATHEIST VOICE is a quarterly publication of Metroplex Atheists. 

For more information, please visit our website: www.metroplexatheists.org 

To submit an article or letter to the editor, please email us. 

The Atheist Voice Editor: editor@metroplexatheists.org 
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By Dan (TFN) 

 

W arning that 

the ñintegrity 

of the curriuclum revision proc-

ess  has  been compro-

mised,ò university historians are 

are circulating an open letter 

calling on the Texas State Board 

of Education to postpone final 

adoption of the new social stud-

ies curriculum standards. 

The letter asks the state 

board to allow curriculum teams 

and academic experts to review 

hundreds of changes board 

members made to the standards 

in  January  and  March 

and prepare a new standards 

draft that is ñfair, accurate and 

balanced.ò It then calls on the 

board not to make any revisions 

to the new draft without ñpublic 

consultation with classroom 

teachers and scholars who are 

experts in the appropriate fields 

of study.ò 

The board currently is set to 

adopt the standards in a final 

vote on May 21 in Austin. The 

group of historians at the Uni-

versity of Texas at Austin and 

University of Texas at El Paso 

behind the project has invited 

colleagues at colleges and uni-

versities from Texas and across 

the country to sign on to their 

letter. The education of Texas 

schoolchildren should be based 

on ñmainstream scholarship, not 

on ideological agendas,ò the 

professors write: ñThose of us 

who teach and conduct research 

in colleges and universities have 

grown concerned, however, that 

social studies curriculum stan-

dards in Texas do not meet stu-

dent needs. We also believe 

that the Texas State Board of 

Education has been derelict in 

its duty to revise the public 

school curriculum. In short, re-

cent proposals by Board mem-

bers have undermined the study 

of the social sciences in our 

public schools by misrepresent-

ing and even distorting the his-

torical record and the function-

ing of American society.ò 

State board members essen-

tially shredded draft standards 

that writing teams made up of 

classroom teachers and schol-

a r s  s p e n t  m u c h  o f 

2009 researching and writing. In 

many ways, the boardôs 

changes have turned what 

should be a curriculum docu-

ment almost into a political 

manifesto. 

For example, the newly re-

vised standards now downplay 

the significance of the womenôs 

and civil rights movements, sug-

ges t  tha t  Sen.  Joseph 

McCarthyôs political witch hunts 

in the 1950s were justified and 

weaken the study of constitu-

tional protections for religious 

freedom. The board added a 

requirement that students study 

the inaugural address of Jeffer-

son Davis, president of the Con-

federacy during the U.S. Civil 

War. It even removed Thomas 

Jefferson, who argued that a 

ñwall of separation between 

church and stateò is essential to 

freedom, from a world history 

standard on the influence of 

Enlightenment thinkers who 

have inspired people around the 

world in their struggles for free-

dom. Board members made 

those and scores of other 

changes based largely on their 

o wn  l im i t e d  k n ow le d g e 

(sometimes even conducting 

Internet searches on their lap-

tops during the meetings). They 

refused to consult classroom 

teachers or scholars as they de-

bated and voted on the 

changes. 

Publishers will use the new 

curriculum standards to write 

public school textbooks. Under 

the current schedule, the state 

board will review proposed new 

science textbooks in 2011 and 

new social studies textbooks in 

2012. Because of budget con-

straints, itôs possible those dates 

might change. 

Profs to SBOE ñ STOP 
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By Ryan (TFN)  
 

W e long ago lost 
count of the 

number of times self-styled 
ñhistorianò David Barton has 
been caught perpetuating his-
torical inaccuracies or outright 
lies. (The man is nothing if not 
prodigious.) But on his radio 
program earlier this week  Bar-
ton delivered a doozy when dis-
cussing the Texas State Board 
of Educationôs revision of social 
studies curriculum standards. 
Hereôs what he said as he was 
complaining about the efforts of 
civil rights groups to list Tejanos 
among those who fought at the 
Alamo during the Texas Revolu-
tion: 

They ["Hispanic groups"] kept 
insisting that we have a quota of 
Hispanics. For example, one of 
the silly things they said was, 
well, we want to make sure we 
show the Tejano leaders at the 
Alamo. And we pointed out ï did 
you know there were not any 
Tejano leaders at the Alamo? 
ñYeah, but you gotta showéò 
No, there was only one Tejano 
leader, and he left before the 
fighting started. He was one of 
the guys who crossed the line. 
And are you sure you want to 
show retreating, you know? And 
they didnôt even know that. But 
they were so insistent that they 
be pictured everywhere even if 
that group had not been there at 
the time something happened. 
Those ñsillyò groups donôt 

know their history? Or is it Bar-
ton who is ñsillyò and unin-
formed? We asked Dr. Frank de 

la Teja, professor and chairman 
of the history department at 
Texas State University, to weigh 
in on this question. In 2007 Gov. 
Rick Perry appointed Dr. de la 
Teja to serve the first-ever two-
year term as the state historian 
of Texas. So hereôs what a real 
historian has to say about Bar-
tonôs claim: 

It would be helpful if Mr. Bar-
ton read some of the history be-
fore attempting to rebut the ef-
forts of others. 

It is true that as originally in-
troduced, the inclusion of Tejano 
ñleadersò at the Alamo was a 
poor choice of words. While 8 to 
10 Tejanos did die defending 
the Alamo, none of them were 
ñleaders.ò The error was pointed 
out to various board members 
and the language was changed 
to accommodate a broader and 
more meaningful understanding 
of events. 

As to the charge that Juan 
Seguin ñcrossed the line,ò there 
is broad historical agreement 
that he was, as he said in his 
memoirs, sent out to seek assis-
tance. In other words, he was 
one the messengers sent by 
Travis during the Mexican siege. 
Even the late Thomas Lindley, 
who is very critical of Seguin for 
other reasons, in his book 
Alamo Traces: New Evidence 
and New Conclusions (Republic 
of Texas Press, 2003), accepts 
that Seguin was sent out as a 
messenger. Seguin served in 
the Runaway Scrape and at the 
battle of San Jacinto, and he 
and his company were com-
mended for their gallantry by 
Texian leaders Sam Houston 
and Edward Burleson. If Mr. 
Barton or anyone else is inter-

ested, they can turn to Stephen 
L. Hardinôs Texian Iliad: A Mili-
tary History of the Texas Revo-
lution (University of Texas 
Press, 1994) for a balanced cov-
erage of Tejano participation in 
the Texas War of Independence 
as a whole. My book, A Revolu-
tion Remembered: The Memoirs 
and Selected Correspondence 
of Juan N. Seguin (2nd ed., 
Texas State Historical Associa-
tion, 2002), offers a more de-
tailed portrait of Seguin. In addi-
tion, for an understanding of the 
participation of Tejanos in the 
Anglo-American colonization, 
independence, and republic pe-
riods of Texas history they may 
consult a collection of essays 
edited by me, Tejano Leader-
ship in Mexican and Revolution-
ary Texas (Texas A&M Univer-
sity Press, 2010). 
So thatôs from a former Texas 

state historian and the head of 
the history department at one of 
the stateôs largest public univer-
sities. Barton? Well, he has a 
radio show and was once 
elected vice chair of the Repub-
lican Party of Texas. 

Can you guess which 
ñexpertò far-right board members 
turned to during their March 
meeting when they rejected a 
proposal to include the Tejanos 
who died in the fall of the 
Alamo? Board member David 
B r a d l e y ,  R - B e a u m o n t 
Buna, quoted Barton almost ver-
batim during the discussion 
(even implying that Tejanos 
were too cowardly to fight). 

Can any serious observer still 
maintain that the process for 
adopting curriculum in Texas is 
working? 

 

Correcting Barton  
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the conclusion itself, is what 
separates us from the faithful; 
this is how one earns the under-
rated yet esteemed title of ñfree 
thinker.ò   

 
The United States is harbor-

ing an all time high of areligious 
inhabitants, with polls varying 
from 12-18% of the population 
openly claiming to be ñnon-
religiousò.  Although these statis-
tics are encouraging, we still 
rarely hear political figures 
speaking on our behalf in the 
media let alone in policy de-
bates. If we want a say in the 
future of our free expression we 
must speak up.  Atheist groups 
are springing up all across the 
country, for the first time we can 
observe significant solidarity 
within our community by joining 
and becoming active in organi-
zations like Metroplex Atheists, 
American Atheists, and Secular 
Coalition for America.  Now that 
we have the means to do so it is 
absolutely essential that we 
make our voices heard in the 
public exchange of ideas.  Our 
voice is important--- we come to 
our socio-political conclusions 
not through superstition or by 
faculty of theological childish-
ness, but, contrarily, we prefer to 
make use of our brains.  And 
this is exactly why we are not 
juxtaposed aside the village id-
iot.  

(Idiot from page 6) 

  
2 tablespoons olive oil     
2 ( 1 inch thick) boneless pork loin center-cut chops (about 12 ounces 
each) 
salt and fresh ground black pepper 
1 small onion, thinly sliced 
1 (15 ounce) can fire-roasted diced tomatoes, in juice 
1 teaspoon herbes de Provence 
1/4 teaspoon dried red pepper flakes, or more to your taste 
Italian parsley 
  
Heat oil in a large heavy skillet over medium heat. Season pork chops 
with salt and pepper. Cook chops until they are brown and an instant-
read thermometer registers about 160 degrees F, about three minutes 
per side. Transfer chops to a plate and tent with foil to keep warm. 
  
Add the onion to the same skillet and sauté over medium heat until 
crisp tender, about four minutes. Add the tomatoes with their juices, 
herbs de Provence, and 1/4 teaspoon red pepper flakes. Cover and 
simmer until the flavors are blended and the juices thicken slightly, stir-
ring occasionally, about fifteen minutes. Season the sauce with salt 
and more red  pepper flakes if desired. Return the chops and any ac-
cumulated juices to the skillet and turn the chops to coat with the 
sauce. 
  
Place 1 chop on each plate. Spoon the sauce over the chops and 
sprinkle with chopped fresh Italian parsley. 
  
This recipe can also be made with boneless, skinless chicken breasts. 
 

 
 

Purgatory Pork Chops  
Italian Style      

 
Terri Mace  

http://www.wulffmorgenthaler.com/striphandler.ashx?stripid=25416769-fc55-4d1d-aaaa-c279676275ea


Metroplex Atheists 
 Business Meeting Location 

 

METROPLEX ATHEISTS MEETS AT 1:00 P.M . THE 

MEETINGS ARE  HELD ON THE THIRD SUNDAY OF  

EACH MONTH . 

 

THIS MEETING WILL BE CONDUCTED AT : 

GRAPEVINE FIRE HALL  

SOUTHWEST CORNER OF HUGHES AND MERLOT AVE, 

GRAPEVINE , TX 
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Go to www.metroplexatheists.org 

 

 The Dallas/Fort Worth Coalition of Reason  (DFWCoR.org) is a group of local organizations joined 
together to increase the growth, visibility and acceptance of nontheists throughout the Metroplex. 

 
While all of these organizations share common ground, each has its own particular emphasis and at-
mosphere. Some are focused on scientific inquiry and education; others are focused on ethics and 
community. Still others seek to create environments of rationality where people can socialize in cli-
mates of tolerance and support. All organizations are committed to promoting wider acceptance of a 
more rational and realistic view of the universe and the humans who live in it. 

 

METROPLEX ATHEISTS  

DALLAS -ATHEIST PLANO MEETUP  

FREETHINKERS OF UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS ðARLINGTON  

HUMANIST ASSOCIATION OF FORT WORTH  

FELLOWSHIP OF FREETHOUGHT  

FREETHINKERS OF FORT WORTH MEETUP GROUP  

DALLAS BRIGHTS  

NORTH TEXAS CHURCH OF FREETHOUGHT  

CAMP QUEST 

UNIVERSITY OF NORTH TEXAS FREETHOUGHT ALLIANCE  

ATHEISTS, SKEPTICS AND HUMANISTS AT UT DALLAS  

NORTH TEXAS SKEPTICS 

THE DENTON ATHEIST MEETUP GROUP  

FREETHINKERS OF EAST TEXAS  
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rything," which would deduce 
from as-yet-unknown physical 
laws that the physical constants 
of our universe had to be what 
they are. In that case, ours 
would be the only possible uni-
verse. (See also The Argument 
from the Intelligibility of the Uni-
verse,# 35, below).  

FLAW 2: Even were we to ac-
cept the first premise, the transi-
tion from 4 to 5 is invalid. Per-
haps we are living in a mul-
tiverse (a term coined by William 
James), a vast plurality (perhaps 
infinite) of parallel universes with 
different physical constants, all 
of them composing one reality. 
We find ourselves, unsurpris-
ingly (since we are here doing 
the observing), in one of the rare 
universe that does support the 
appearance of stable matter and 
complex life, but nothing had to 
have been fine-tuned. Or per-
haps we are living in an 
"oscillatory universe," a succes-
sion of universes with differing 
physical constants, each one 
collapsing into a point and then 
exploding with a new big bang 
into a new universe with differ-
ent physical constants, one suc-
ceeding the other over an infi-
nite time span. Again, we find 
ourselves, not surprisingly, in 
one of those time-slices in which 
the universe does have physical 
constants that support stable 
matter and complex life. These 
hypotheses, which are receiving 
much attention from contempo-
rary cosmologists, are sufficient 
to invalidate the leap from 4 to 
5.  

6. The Argument from the 

Beauty of Physical Laws  

1. Scientists use aesthetic prin-
ciples (simplicity, symmetry, ele-

gance) to discover the laws of 
nature. 

2. Scientist s could only use 
aesthetic principles successfully 
if the laws of nature were intrin-
sically and objectively beautiful. 

3. The laws of nature are intrin-
sically and objectively beautiful 
(from 1 & 2).  

4. Only a mind-like being with an 
appreciation of beauty could 
have designed the laws of na-
ture. 

5 . God is the only being with 
the power and purpose to de-
sign beautiful laws of nature.  

6. God exists.  

FLAW 1:  Do we decide an ex-
planation is good because it's 
beautiful, or do we find an expla-
nation beautiful because it pro-
vides a good explanation? 
When we say that the laws of 
nature are beautiful, what we 
are really saying is that the laws 
of nature are the laws of nature, 
and thus unify into elegant ex-
planation a vast host of seem-
ingly unrelated and random phe-
nomena. We would find the laws 
of nature of any lawful universe 
beautiful. So what this argument 
boils down to is the observation 
that we live in a lawful universe. 
And of course any universe that 
could support the likes of us 
would have to be lawful. So this 
argument is another version of 
the The Anthropic Principle ð 
we live in the kind of universe 
which is the only kind of uni-
verse in which observers like us 
could live ð and thus is subject 
to the flaws of Argument #5.  

FLAW 2: If the laws of the uni-
verse are intrinsically beautiful, 
then positing a God who loves 
beauty, and who is mysteriously 

capable of creating an elegant 
universe (and presumably a 
messy one as well, though his 
aesthetic tastes led him not to), 
makes the universe complex 
and incomprehensible all over 
again. This negates the intuition 
behind Premise 3, that the uni-
verse is intrinsically elegant and 
intelligible. (See The Argument 
from the Intelligibility of the Uni-
verse, #35 below.) 

7. The Argument from Cosmic 

Coincidences  

1. The universe contains many 
uncanny coincidences, such as 
that the diameter of the moon, 
as seen from the earth is the 
same as the diameter of the 
sun, as seen from the earth, 
which is why we can have spec-
tacular eclipses when the co-
rona of the sun is revealed. 

2. Coincidences are, by defini-
tion, overwhelmingly improb-
able. 

3. The overwhelmingly improb-
able defies all statistical expla-
nation.  

4. These coincidences are such 
as to enhance our awed appre-
ciation for the beauty of the 
natural world.  

5. These coincidences must 
have been designed in order to 
enhance our awed appreciation 
of the beauty of the natural 
world (from 3 & 4).  

6. Only a being with the power 
to effect such uncanny coinci-
dences and the purpose of en-
hancing our awed appreciation 
of the beauty of the natural 
world could have arranged 
these uncanny cosmic coinci-
dences.  

(Arguments from page 5) 

(Arguments on page 13) 
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7. Only God could be the being 
with such power and such pur-
pose.  

8. God exists. 

FLAW 1:  Premise 3 does not 
follow from Premise 2. The oc-
currence of the highly improb-
able can be statistically ex-
plained in two ways. One is 
when we have a very large sam-
ple. A one-in-a-million event is 
not improbable at all if there are 
a million opportunities for it to 
occur. The other is that there is 
a huge number of occurrences 
that could be counted as coinci-
dences, if we don't specify them 
beforehand but just notice them 
after the fact. (There could have 
been a constellation that forms a 
square around the moon; there 
could have been a comet that 
appeared on January 1, 2000; 
there could have been a con-
stellation in the shape of a Star 
of David, etc. etc. etc.) When 
you consider how many coinci-
dences are possible, the fact 
that we observe any one coinci-

dence (which we notice after the 
fact) is not improbably but likely. 
And let's not forget the statisti-
cally improbable coincidences 
that cause havoc and suffering, 
rather than awe and wonder, in 
humans: the perfect storm, the 
perfect tsunami, the perfect 
plague, etc. 

FLAW 2: The derivation of 
Premise 5 from Premises 3 and 
4 is invalid: an example of the 
Projection Fallacy, in which we 
project the workings of our mind 
onto the world, and assume that 
our own subjective reaction is 
the result of some cosmic plan 
to cause that reaction. The hu-
man brain sees patterns in all 
kinds of random configurations: 
cloud formations, constellations, 
tea leaves, inkblots. That is why 
we are so good at finding sup-
posed coincidences. It is getting 
things backwards to say that, in 
every case in which we see a 
pattern, someone deliberately 
put that pattern in the universe 
for us to see.  

COMMENT: Prominent among 
the uncanny coincidences that 
figure into this argument are 
those having to do with num-
bers. Numbers are mysterious 
to us because they are not ma-
terial objects like rocks and ta-
bles, but at the same time they 
seem to be real entities, ones 
that we can't conjure up with any 
properties we fancy but that 
have their own necessary prop-
erties and relations, and hence 
must somehow exist outside us 
(see The Argument from Our 
Knowledge of The Infinite, #29, 
and The Argument from Mathe-
matical Reality, #30 below). We 
are therefore likely to attribute 
magical powers to them. And, 
given the infinity of numbers and 
the countless possible ways to 
apply them to the world, 
"uncanny coincidences" are 
bound to occur (see FLAW 1). In 
Hebrew, the letters are also 
numbers, which has given rise 
to the mystical art of "gematria," 
often used to elucidate, specu-
late, and prophesy about the 
unknowable.  

(Arguments from page 12) 

 

Our Local Atheists in Foxholes:  

 

WWII & Korea:  

James Hardwick (Ret), Navy  

Korea:  

Chris Gregory, Air Force  

Viet Nam:  

Randall Gorman (Ret), Air National 

Guard  

Iraq:  

Brian McIntosh (Ret), Marines  

Shawn Ruzek, Marines  

Deanne Dice  

Antoyne E. Davis, Army  

 

 

 

To the ôAtheists in foxholesõ 

proudly serving the United States:  

 

Thank you for your  

unselfish sacrifice so  

that we may all live in a  

safer world.  

 

 

w w w . a t h e i s t f o x h o l e s . o r g  
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other. The Capital City of our 
Nation can have a great spiritual 
awakening, thousands coming 
to Jesus Christ, but certain lead-
ers have not lifted an eyebrow, 
nor raised a finger, nor showed 
the slightest bit of con-
cern. Ladies and gentlemen, I 
warn you, if this state of affairs 
continues, the end of the course 
is national shipwreck and ruin." 

Sen. Absalom Robertson of 
Virginia ð Rev. Pat Robertson's 
father ð introduced the bill in 
the Senate, stating that it was a 
measure against "the corrosive 
forces of communism which 
seek simultaneously to destroy 
our democratic way of life and 
the faith in an Almighty God on 
which it is based." 

Signed into law by President 
Truman, the law said: "The 
President shall set aside and 
proclaim a suitable day each 
year, other than a Sunday, as a 
National Day of Prayer, on 
which the people of the United 
States may turn to God in prayer 
and meditation at churches, in 
groups, and as individuals." 

In 1988, an amended statute 
was approved setting a specific 
day for national prayer. Vonette 
Bright, founder of the Campus 
Crusade for Christ and the Na-
tional Day of Prayer Committee, 
lobbied Congress to amend the 
law because Bright "believed 
that we should have a day in 
this country where we cover this 
nation in prayer and the lead-
ers." Singer Pat Boone, co-chair 
of the prayer committee, testi-
fied, and Sen. Strom Thurmond 
of South Carolina introduced the 
bill in the Senate, noting the 
floating date made it "difficult for 
religious groups." Sen. Jesse 
Helms sermonized on behalf of 
the bill that "God in heaven will 

hear and forgive our sins and 
heal our land." 

As signed into law by Presi-
dent Reagan, the law said: "The 
President shall issue each year 
a proclamation designating the 
first Thursday in May as a Na-
tional Day of Prayer on which 
the people of the United States 
may turn to God in prayer and 
meditation at churches, in 
groups, and as individuals." 

The National Day of Prayer 
Task Force, created in 1989, 
offers a "draft" proclamation to 
the president and chooses a 
theme each year with supporting 
scripture from the bible. 

Judge Crabb took pains in 
several passages of her 66-
page decision to point out that 
"a conclusion that the establish-
ment clause prohibits the gov-
ernment from endorsing a reli-
gious exercise is not a judgment 
on the value of prayer or the mil-
lions of Americans who believe 
in its power." 

She rejected the Obama ad-
ministration's argument that the 
NDP is a longstanding tradition: 
"No tradition existed in 1789 of 
Congress requiring an annual 
National Day of Prayer on a par-
ticular date. It was not until 1952 
that Congress established a leg-
islatively mandated National 
Day of Prayer; it was not until 
1988 that Congress made the 
National Day of Prayer a fixed, 
annual event." She pointed out 
that prresidents Thomas Jeffer-
son, James Madison and An-
drew Jackson did not believe 
presidents should issue prayer 
proclamations. 

Major political divisions have 
been created by the NDP, such 
as complaints by a national Jew-
ish group in 2008 that the event 
had been "hijacked by Christian 
conservatives," Judge Crabb 
noted. 

In her ruling, Judge Crabb 
said that the NDP "serves no 
purpose but to encourage a reli-
gious exercise, making it difficult 
for a reasonable observer to see 
the statute as anything other 
than a religious endorse-
ment." Judge Crabb also wrote: 
"It bears emphasizing that a 
conclusion that the establish-
ment clause prohibits the gov-
ernment from endorsing a reli-
gious exercise is not a judgment 
on the value of prayer or the mil-
lions of Americans who believe 
in its power. No one can doubt 
the important role that prayer 
plays in the spiritual life of a be-
liever. . . . However, recognizing 
the importance of prayer to 
many people does not mean 
that the government may enact 
a statute in support of it, any 
more than the government may 
encourage citizens to fast during 
the month of Ramadan, attend a 
synagogue, purify themselves in 
a sweat lodge or practice rune 
magic." 

Judge Crabb also ruled that 
the law "does not have a secular 
purpose or effect" and does not 
"survive scrutiny under Lemon 
and the endorsement test. . . . 
The statute does not use prayer 
to further a secular purpose; it 
endorses prayer for its own 
sake." 

Foundation Attorney Richard 
Bolton said the decision says 
the government shouldn't take 
sides on religious issues. "For 
those who think this decision 
means the sky is falling, it's not. 
Judge Crabb is simply saying 
'Do these things privately if you 
want to, but do not expect the 
president to lend the credibility 
or prestige of the office to the 
effort.' " 

Judge Crabb cited former 
U.S. Supreme Court Justice 

(NDOP from page 1) 

(NDOP on page 15) 
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Sandra Day O 'Connor ' s 
"concise" framing of the issue in 
another case: "Government can-
not endorse the religious prac-
tices and beliefs of some citi-
zens without sending a clear 
message to nonadherents that 
they are outsiders or less than 
full members of the political 
community." 

Dan Barker, Foundation co-
president, said: "It's nice to see 
that the judge agrees with us the 
government should be neutral 
about religion and should not be 

taking sides ð which is an issue 
of fairness." 

Annie Laurie Gaylor said she 
was "euphoric" over the deci-
sion. "It is such a profound viola-
tion of conscience for Congress 
to direct our president to tell all 
citizens to pray, and that they in 
fact must set aside an entire day 
for prayer once a year. We are 
so gratified and delighted that 
Judge Crabb in her solid deci-
sion rejected revisionist history 
and decided this case on the 
merits." 

Gaylor said the victory was 
particularly sweet, because this 
case has been the most time-
consuming and difficult of the 
Foundation's cases. "The 1952 
law was predicated on bad his-
tory ð the lie that our founders 
prayed at the Constitutional 
Convention ð and defending 
our lawsuit involved a major de-
bunking of bad history pre-
sented by the Obama admini-
stration." 

 

(NDOP from page 14) 

Sam Singleton Atheist Evangelist performed his one 
man play ñPatriarchs and Penisesò at the Blue Danube 
Restaurant in Pantego on April 2nd.  The adult show, 
ñA Comedy in Two Actsò is a humorous examination of 
fundamentalist upbringing and a hilarious explanation 
of the meaning of the Bible. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

"All national institutions of churches, whether Jewish, 

Christian, or Turkish, appear to me no other than hu-

man inventions, set up to terrify and enslave mankind, 

and monopolize power and profit."  

 

   Thomas Paine  


