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How many of you know the story of Rebecca and Isaac?
This is a love story that sounds strange in our times.

We find it in Genesis 24.

Not only was marriage designated to be a place where ones identity could be found, but it was designed by the Lord in Eden to be the very foundation of society.

Not only this.  Marriage and the home was and still is God’s method of communicating values, beliefs, and responsibility to each generation since the fall in Eden

That is why there is a special attack being organized against marriage, and as a direct consequence, against the family. This attack is from many areas, some of which one wouldn't think of, some obvious, and some subtle.

One attack on the marriage relationship comes with the society of the times and has grown out of the marriages of the part in an affluent society. Is it any small wander that a child who cut his teeth on anything that he wanted to, who got all the toys he asked for, who had motor-cycle at 12 and a car at 16, who was never told no in his life, gets disappointed after 6 month-- of a marriage that no-one ever told him not to get involved in, or prepared them for, and decides to call it quits? 

The Bible says...for men shall be lovers of their own selves without natural affection.

The next attack is tied up in the first. This is the attack of exploitation of sex.  Virtually all of the popular magazines for men and women, offer tips on how to better satisfy desires.  While some of this information can be good and sometimes even necessary within the marriage relationship, the problem with it is how people can become preoccupied with it.  Performance is worshiped. 

Libism and so-called gay rights. I’m sure that most you are aware that these movements are very closely tied together, and a significant number of the supporters of both movements are atheists. 
Back in the late 70s, I happened to be looking for a radio station one Sunday AM and happened to hear part of a gay rights rally in Washington DC. After hearing a little bit couldn’t believe my ears, so I recorded some of it just to be sure that I was hearing right. This very vocal woman was giving a passionate speech to the crowd there. In her remarks she literally shouted, "If there is a God up there, why doesn't he strike me down right now." 

The crowd went wild (I believe that it an appropriate description) at that defiant statement. When I heard that, a sick chill ran down my back, and I thought to myself, God help us as a nation. Many of these people declare the family is dead and that it is time to experiment with other methods of raising children, and human relations.  And there are any number of social scientists who would be glad to help.

Judith Levine, writing in the Village Voice on July 23, offered similar words of wisdom in an article entitled "Stop the Wedding, Why Gay Marriage Isn't Radical Enough." She wrote, "Because American marriage is inextricable from Christianity, it admits participants as Noah let animals on the ark. But it doesn't have to be that way. In 1972 the National Coalition of Gay Organizations demanded the 'repeal of all legislative provisions that restrict the sex or number of persons entering into a marriage unit; and the extension of legal benefits to all persons who cohabit regardless of sex or numbers.' Group marriage could comprise any combination of genders."26 6 Judith Levine, "Stop The Wedding!" Village Voice, 29 July 2003, p.4
Not surprisingly, one of the most deadly attacks on marriage comes from the adoption evolutionistic origins of mankind. Think about it. By teaching that mankind has a beginning without a creator, evolutionists remove the very basis for social responsibility as far as the family, or any person, is concerned. The rules turn into situation ethics. If we just happened, there is no right or wrong on a moral level. The only right it that which insures the continuation of the species. The only wrong is that which could destroy the species. The laws of the survival of the fittest govern not only society, but the marriage relationship as well. But in the battle of the fittest in a relationship as close as the home, all involved are losers.

If evolution is accepted, and the creation story is denied, that beautiful story of how God took, man, the product of his own imagination and hands, and put him to sleep, and from his side created another being, a beautiful one, one that the Bible calls a companion and a help meet, if this is denied, then we deny the whole basis for marriage. 

Otherwise it degenerates from something beautiful, something with a purpose, into a legal contract, started because of a need for keeping property straight, as some would have us believe.  At that point marriage becomes what ever we want to say it is.

Liberal columnist Michael Kinsley wrote an op-ed piece in the Washington Post, entitled, "Abolish Marriage; Let's Really Get the Government Out Of Our Bedrooms." Note the date of the piece, July 3, 2003. In this revealing editorial, Kinsley writes, "(The) solution is to end the institution of marriage, or rather, the solution is to end the institution of government monopoly on marriage. And yes, if three people want to get married, or one person wants to marry herself and someone else wants to conduct a ceremony and declare them married, let 'em. If you and your government aren't implicated, what do you care. If marriage were an entirely private affair, all the disputes over gay marriages would become irrelevant." Without it, the author warns, "It's going to get ugly."2525 Michael Kinsley, "Abolish Marriage: Let's Really Get the Government Out of Our Bedrooms," Washington Post. 3 July 2003, p. A23,

In 1918, the Russian Revolutionary Vladimir Lenin abolished marriage and declared the family obsolete. His motive was simple: the "family" prevented women from doing work that was useful to the state.  Can you think of any reason that the government today would want to declare marriage obsolete?

Another milestone in marriage was the French Revolution. There were many things that needed to be changed in France, but revolution came instead of reform.  The hatred of the Papacy was so great that much of the revolution's excesses were directed toward the church.  A 10 day week was instituted because the only reason for a 7 day week was it's foundation in scripture.  Where the church had been way to overbearing in marriage, the revolution attempted to take religion out of that, also.  They declared themselves free of the church and worshipped reason, setting up a woman of ill repute as the goddess of reason.  

  "France presented also the characteristic which especially distinguished Sodom. During the Revolution there was manifest a state of moral debasement and corruption similar to that which brought destruction upon the cities of the plain. And the historian presents together the atheism and licentiousness of France, as it is given in the prophecy: “Intimately connected with these laws affecting religion was that which reduced the union of marriage—the most sacred engagement which human beings can form, and the permanence of which leads most strongly to the consolidation of society—to a state of mere civil contract of a transitory character, which any two persons might engage in and cast loose at pleasure. . . . If fiends had set themselves at work to discover a mode of most effectually destroying whatever is venerable, graceful, or permanent in domestic life, and obtaining at the same time an assurance that the mischief which it was their object to create should be perpetuated from one generation to another, they could not have invented a more effectual plan than the degradation of marriage. . . . Sophie Arnoult, an actress famous for the witty things she said, described the republican marriage as the ‘sacrament of adultery.’”  {G C88 270.1}

Then came the 'Reign of Terror'—deliberate government policy to not only destroy Christians, but to create an atmosphere of fear so as to squelch all dissent. Tens of thousands of innocent people were fed to the guillotine. The crowded tumbrels carted the condemned through hate-filled streets. People took to spying on and informing on their long-time friends and neighbors. Wikipedia
Today we are on the verge of national enforcement of gay marriage.  And that is a harbinger of what comes next.   

"The argument that gay marriage doesn't affect straight marriages is a ridiculous red herring: Gay marriage affects society and law in dramatic ways. Religious groups will come under direct assault as federal and state governments move to strip them of their non-profit statuses if they refuse to perform gay marriages." Ben Shapiro 
"Those who condemn gay marriage, yet are silent or indifferent to the breakdown of marriage and divorce, are, in my view, missing the real issue."
Malcolm Turnbull
We have just heard echoes of that in the things that we have just read.  The effects of the institution of slavery has greatly increased the denigration of marriage in this nation.

William Sloane Coffin: "In reality, there are no biblical literalists, only selective literalists. By abolishing slavery and ordaining women, millions of Protestants have gone far beyond biblical literalism. It's time we did the same for homophobia." 1

I want to be understood on this point, though. 'While I cannot accept any of the ideals of some of the people we mentioned, I must remind ourselves that Christ died for these people, and we are under obligation to love them regardless of the views they may have.

The Bible mentions these problems. 

Romans 1:24 "Wherefore God also gave them up to uncleanliness through the lusts of their own hearts to dishonor their bodies."

2 Chronicles 30:7 (NKJV) 
7  And do not be like your fathers and your brethren, who trespassed against the LORD God of their fathers, so that He gave them up to desolation, as you see.

However, a Christian must uphold the Bible standards.  

I believe that perhaps it was to prevent a denigration of marriage that it is recorded that God's first act of deep religious significance was to unite these two perfect beings that he created into a perfect relationship. And I believe that the lesson to us here is that the marriage institution is every bit as sacred as the Sabbath, and the effects of transgression of the marriage vows are immediately more severe than the effects of Sabbath transgression.

You know, as you turn through the Bible, the theme of marriage pops up again and again. Throughout scripture marriage imagery shows up in the allusions to Christ’s relationship with the church.

After God created man and woman, and gave them to each other, he gave them the Sabbath--their honeymoon. Then the three of them communed on that day and got to know each other better. In doing this Christ was showing the necessity of God in the marriage relationship. Also in a sense He was prefiguring the relation of Christ and the church. 

God made man. He opened his side that he might make for man a bride. Then they rested on the Sabbath day and returned to work on Sunday.

2000 years ago God was made man. While hanging on the cross his side was opened and blood and water flowed that he too, might have a bride, his beloved people. Christ rested the Sabbath day, and arose on Sunday to present his works before the universe and before the father.

Is it any wonder that this is a special relationship? And so, as in the story of Isaac and Rebecca, Christ is married to the church and the result of this marriage relationship should bring the Christian to learn to love their Lord and Creator. And this spiritual union with Christ is to being us comfort in the tribulations of life.

But brother DeWitt, you may say, I'm married already, and it isn't working. I've poured my life blood into this thing and it still isn't working. What do I do now?  Why does the devil attack my marriage so fiercely?

1 Peter 5:8 (NKJV) 
8  Be sober, be vigilant; because your adversary the devil walks about like a roaring lion, seeking whom he may devour.  
I know of no way to devour money, energy, joy, emotional and physical strength, and most importantly, the spiritual usefulness of a married couple, than to have a miserable marriage. We are told that the adversary has stopped many a worker for God through the unwise marriage.

The Devil is well aware of the usefulness of a unit of people who are close to each other and to God. This is a lesson that the church as a community needs so desperately to learn. 

This is because when people draw close to God and each other for the purpose of furthering the cause of the Lord, the very gates of Hell cannot prevail against them. and when the family draws closer to God and closer to each other the gates of Hell will not prevail against them and they will become one of the most effective evangelistic units that there can be.

As we look at the story of Rebecca and Isaac we read Genesis 24:67 (NKJV) 
67  Then Isaac brought her into his mother Sarah's tent; and he took Rebekah and she became his wife, and he loved her. So Isaac was comforted after his mother's death.
Here, there are three things pointed out. First, Rebecca became his wife.  Then it says that he loved her. Maybe it is easier to love a person when the false expectations of puppy love are not in the way. 

Finally it says that Isaac was comforted. If that were written today, I would like to think that it said that Isaac and Rebecca were comforted. But I would like to point out that in many marriages, things seldom move beyond the first point. That is, they get married. 

Note that the verse says that after marrying Isaac loved Rebecca.

So, true love comes only with communion and care and understanding. 

It is not just a funny feeling in the tummy.

It’s not just a physical act. It has to also be an intertwining of the mind mental sharing, spiritual sharing. The Bible calls it becoming one. This is very important, for some have figured that approximately 50,000 hours will be spent with your partner. 

You see, communication is important.

Next the word tells us that Isaac was comforted. That is the result of true love. It comforts. It is not performance oriented but relationally oriented.

And it is that relationship that brings about the only truly pleasing performance.  Remember Jesus said something about the relationship between marriage and the church?

I heard a song one time from the Fiddler on the Roof. In this song, mamma and papa are alone. One of the daughters has just done a revolutionary thing, she married for love. Papa is quite the romantic. Mamma on the other hand is very practical. In the song, he has been pondering the fact that his daughter has married for love. 

He asks his wife, “Do you love me.”

 She brushes him off as an old fool. 

Again he asks. “Do you love me?”

“Do I love you?”  She muses. “For 25 years I've cooked your meals, washed your clothes, shared your bed. If that's not love, what is?”

I believe that illustrates what love is. I say it put very succinctly on a wall plaque the other day. This what it said: “Love is a decision.”

 Love is a decision. A commitment. And marriage based on commitment, and, hear this, a commitment not just to your partner, but an more definite commitment to God. 

Ephesians  5:21-33 talks about this commitment, this commitment of putting others first. The commitment of considering all of your spouses needs as equal to or even above your own. And the commitment to fill those needs.

And this is where the good news comes in for God is not going to leave us in our darkest hour. God has no desire that those things which were put together in his name  should ever be destroyed. Neither does he want to see people eaten with the cancer of discord. 

The scriptures offer us some help, some comfort. 

Eph. 3 16-21 If we know the love of Christ, If we know that we are accepted by God we can accept ourselves, and that's more than half of the battle. Then we can move on to accepting other people, for God accepts them too. 

Christ is rightly portrayed as the great physician. If we have a problem in life, we are to turn to him. If right now you were to receive a severe burn or a deep cut, you wouldn't sit there looking it and contemplating it, that is, not if you were O.K. upstairs. 

No. You would head straight for the nearest person who could be of assistance. Probably the nearest Dr, or the E.R.

And if you wanted to get well, you would accept the treatment and advice.
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Today, if your life is in shambles for any reason, there is only one place to flee in desperation, and that is to the cross of our dear Savior where we can find the healing blood. No matter how gloomy the situation may seem, peace can be found there if sought.

I lave been close to some with family problems. I know that things can seem insurmountable.  I know that when your world is cracking apart that a helpless, hop1ess, emptiness grows in the pit of the stomach. But I have also heard those people say, "If only we had known the Lord. If only we had known the gospel, then things would have been different.

I believe that this is a great truth. For is we really believe what are told in John 3:l6, l7 it will change our whole outlook on the world and our relationships in it.  And as beautiful as verse 16 is to me, verse 17 is even more comforting. "For God sent not his on into the world to condemn the world, but that the world through him might be saved! 

When we as a people and as marriage partners wake up and realize that God really loves us and really accepts us, that he does not come to condemn us, it will make a difference in our family relationships and in our outreach. 

No longer is it necessary for us to condemn one another for Christ has born the condemnation of us all. No longer do we need to fear being rejected, for the king of the universe has invited us to come, and told us that he will take our burdens and no longer is it necessary for us to change before we are accepted for Christ accepts anyone, just where, and just as he is.  He never yet has given anyone a list to complete before they are accepted.   

We are told that now is the day of salvation, and when we realize this and accept this, then it will follow that we can be accepting of others, because of our experience with that which Christ did for us.

If today we could but grasp a little better what has been done for us, it could not heap but improve our live. If we would daily view the cross and contemplate the sacrifice that was made there and understand and really believe that it was for me and you, yes, each individual one of us, what a change it would make in our relationships. 

And no matter how messy your life had become, no matter how much of a sinner you are, you can have hope, no, you can have assurance of acceptance, for Christ is a much greater savior than you are a sinner.

Unfortunately, I fear that there will be marriage disappointments until Christ comes. For in fact we are told that the very gospel itself will tear families apart. But the gospel also has the power to weld human hearts together under its influence in such a way that they cannot be separated.

I believe that the church has a part to play in this problem. I mean the local congregation. I believe that God has given a commission to the church to help heal the broken hearted. This specifically excludes gossip, head wagging, and curiosity seeking. 

If there is trouble in a family in the church it is the duty of the church family to surround that suffering part of the body and give it support in a non-critical, un-biased, non-curious manner. Might I add, perhaps, most importantly, without taking sides.  Giving all the support that the church can muster. Face it. We are talking abut basic unit within the church. And it must survive.

And to individual families, let me plead with Paul. Don't be selfish. True love can never be selfish. What if Christ had held back any little thing? Have you ever considered that? It is true that many a hot, stony heart has been shattered to pieces by the cool waters of unselfish love that it comes in contact with.

Lastly I would plead that we all form realistic basis for our marriages.

Marriage is sometimes like a newborn baby. He's so cute and cuddly. But oh can he bawl. And the dirty diapers.  So we throw it out? 

Wrong. We try to raise him to maturity.


Sometimes it is like an older child, perhaps not so cuddly. But you begin to find that there's joy in discovery, and pleasure in understanding.

If your reading material gives you unrealistic notion about marriage and marriage priorities, maybe you should change your reading or viewing or whatever, and work towards a mature relationship where the minds and the bodies become one.

I believe that the story of Isaac can represent the stages of love. First there is attraction both physical and emotional. It can and often does stop there.

When it does, it dies. 

Then comes the second step, a growth into a solid commitment, true love, and out of that springs what God truly intended the relationship to be. Then this is reached, we are comforted in life and we can in turn minister not only to our families, but to all that we come into contact with..

And it is from this kind of a total relationship that a member of God's last people we can move out and boldly proclaim the good news of  salvation which draws a person to Christ, causes him to love Christ, and makes him secure in that comfort that the Lord giver.

May God give each of us the commitment to carry through for him so that the world may see Jesus in our family life, and want to marry into the Love of God, and be comforted.

Gay rights is just a matter of time. Look at the polls. Worrying about gay marriage, let alone gay civil unions or gay employment rights, is a middle-age issue. Young people just can't see the problem. At worst, gays are going to win this one just by waiting until the opposition dies off.
Gail Collins

Read more at http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/keywords/gay_marriage.html#P8HW22dX1czv5Egz.99

Those who condemn gay marriage, yet are silent or indifferent to the breakdown of marriage and divorce, are, in my view, missing the real issue.
Malcolm Turnbull

Read more at http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/keywords/gay_marriage.html#P8HW22dX1czv5Egz.99

The argument that gay marriage doesn't affect straight marriages is a ridiculous red herring: Gay marriage affects society and law in dramatic ways. Religious groups will come under direct assault as federal and state governments move to strip them of their non-profit statuses if they refuse to perform gay marriages.

Ben Shapiro 

Read more at http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/quotes/b/benshapiro636974.html#2uI2eZRH21eC4RU2.99

“But gay marriage is coming to America first and foremost because marriage here is a secular concern, not a religious one. The objection to gay marriage is almost invariably biblical, but nobody's legal vows in this country are defined by interpretation of biblical verse - or at least, not since the Supreme Court stood up for Richard and Mildred Loving. A church wedding ceremony is a nice thing, but it is neither required for legal marriage in America nor does it constitute legal marriage in America. What constitutes legal marriage in this country is that critical piece of paper that you and your betrothed must sign and then register with the state. The morality of your marriage may indeed rest between you and God, but it's that civic and secular paperwork which makes your vows official here on earth. Ultimately, then, it is the business of America's courts, not America's churches, to decide the rules of matrimonial law, and it is in those courts that the same-sex marriage debate will finally be settled.” 
― Elizabeth Gilbert, Committed: A Skeptic Makes Peace with Marriage
Same sex marriage is not an expression of human right but human wrong. Any nation that rationalizes same sex marriage as an expression of human right has lost control of the territorial integrity of its citizens' rights, and such nation should someday be ready to accept terrorism as an expression of human right.” 
― Syllabus Onajobi, Pregnancy Poems Collection: A Gift Book
“You cannot sodomize a Sacrament and expect God to say, 'Well done.” 
― E.A. Bucchianeri
“It not only is a complete undermining of the principles of family and marriage and the hope of future generations, but it completely begins to see our society break down to the extent that that foundational unit of the family that is the hope of survival of this country is diminished to the extent that it literally is a threat to the nation’s survival in the long run.” — Rep. Trent Franks (R-Ariz.), Oct. 28, 2011


Read more: http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0512/76006.html#ixzz3dYOQDg16
The railroading of same-sex “marriage” on the American people makes increasingly clear what homosexual activist Paul Varnell wrote in the Chicago Free Press:

"The gay movement, whether we acknowledge it or not, is not a civil rights movement, not even a sexual liberation movement, but a moral revolution aimed at changing people's view of homosexuality."

William Sloane Coffin: "In reality, there are no biblical literalists, only selective literalists. By abolishing slavery and ordaining women, millions of Protestants have gone far beyond biblical literalism. It's time we did the same for homophobia." 1

A new Republican Calendar was established in 1793, with 10-day weeks that made it very difficult for Catholics to remember Sundays and saints' days. Workers complained it reduced the number of first-day-of-the-week holidays from 52 to 37.[59]
During the Reign of Terror, extreme efforts of de-Christianization ensued, including the imprisonment and massacre of priests and destruction of churches and religious images throughout France. An effort was made to replace the Catholic Church altogether, with civic festivals replacing religious ones. The establishment of the Cult of Reason was the final step of radical de-Christianization. These events led to a widespread disillusionment with the Revolution and to counter-rebellions across France. Locals often resisted de-Christianization by attacking revolutionary agents and hiding members of the clergy who were being hunted. Eventually, Robespierre and the Committee of Public Safety were forced to denounce the campaign,[60] replacing the Cult of Reason with the deist but still non-Christian Cult of the Supreme Being. The Concordat of 1801 between Napoleon and the Church ended the de-Christianization period and established the rules for a relationship between the Catholic Church and the French State that lasted until it was abrogated by the Third Republic via the separation of church and state on 11 December 1905. The persecution of the Church led to a counter-revolution known as the Revolt in the Vendée, whose suppression is considered by some to be the first modern genocide.[61]
Festival of Reason
The official nationwide Fête de la Raison, supervised by Hébert and Momoro on 20 Brumaire, Year II (10 November 1793) came to epitomize the new republican way of religion. In ceremonies devised and organised by Chaumette, churches across France were transformed into modern Temples of Reason. The largest ceremony of all was at the cathedral of Notre Dame in Paris. The Christian altar was dismantled and an altar to Liberty was installed and the inscription "To Philosophy" was carved in stone over the cathedral's doors.[2] Festive girls in white Roman dress and tricolor sashes milled around a costumed Goddess of Reason who "impersonated Liberty".[8] To avoid statuary and idolatry, the Goddess figures were portrayed by living women,[9] and in Paris the role was played by Momoro's own wife Sophie, who is said to have dressed "provocatively"[10] and, according to Thomas Carlyle, "made one of the best Goddesses of Reason; though her teeth were a little defective.".[11]
The French Revolution had given birth to many radical changes in France, but one of the most fundamental for the hitherto Catholic nation was the official rejection of religion. The first major organized school of thought emerged under the umbrella name of the Cult of Reason. Advocated by radicals like Jacques Hébert and Antoine-François Momoro, the Cult of Reason distilled a mixture of largely atheistic views into an anthropocentric philosophy. No gods at all were worshiped in the Cult – the guiding principle was devotion to the abstract conception of Reason.[3]
This rejection of all godhead appalled the rectitudinous Robespierre. Its offense was compounded by the "scandalous scenes" and "wild masquerades" attributed to its practice.[4] In late 1793, Robespierre delivered a fiery denunciation of the Cult and its proponents[5] and proceeded to give his own vision of proper Revolutionary religion. Devised almost entirely by Robespierre, Le culte de l'Être suprême was formally announced before the French National Convention on 7 May 1794.[6]
Inscription on the typanum of the Cathedral of Clermont-Ferrand, saying: "The French people recognize the Supreme Being and the immortality of the soul". Note the traces of the original frieze around the sign.

Religious tenets
Robespierre believed that reason is only a means to an end, and the singular end is virtue. He sought to move beyond simple deism (often described as Voltairean by its adherents) to a new and, in his view, more rational devotion to the Godhead. The primary principles of the Cult of the Supreme Being were a belief in the existence of a god and the immortality of the human soul.[7] Though not inconsistent with Christian doctrine, these beliefs were put to the service of Robespierre's fuller meaning, which was of a type of civic-minded, public virtue he attributed to the Greeks and Romans.[8] This type of virtue could only be attained through active fidelity to liberty and democracy.[9] Belief in a living god and a higher moral code, he said, were "constant reminders of justice" and thus essential to a republican society.[10]
Festival of the Supreme Being
To inaugurate the new state religion, Robespierre declared that 20 Prairial Year II (8 June 1794) would be the first day of national celebration of the Supreme Being, and future republican holidays were to be held every tenth day – the days of rest (décadi) in the new French Republican Calendar.[6] Every locality was mandated to hold a commemorative event, but the event in Paris was designed on a massive scale. The festival was organized by the artist Jacques-Louis David and took place around a man-made mountain on the Champ de Mars.[13] Robespierre assumed full leadership of the event, forcefully – and, to many, ostentatiously[14] – declaring the truth and "social utility" of his new religion.[15]
Legacy
The Cult of the Supreme Being and its festival can be said to have contributed to the Thermidorian reaction and the downfall of Robespierre.[15] With his death at the guillotine on 28 July 1794, the cult lost all official sanction and disappeared from public view.[16] It was officially banned by Napoleon Bonaparte with his Law on Cults of 18 Germinal, Year X.[17]
Edmund Burke was a statesman, author, and spokesman for conservative values, whose most famous book is Reflections on the Revolution in France (1790). In that work, written soon after the revolution had begun, he criticized the French attempts to discard all inherited tradition and accumulated wisdom. (This included a desire to completely eradicate the Church—even to the extent of establishing a new calendar, which declared 1789 to be the new year “one.”)1 In 1796, he penned letters denouncing the emergent French “system of manners,” including their contempt for traditional marriage. In France, divorce became easy and a radical egalitarianism dismissed male leadership in the home.2 In response, Burke paid homage to biblical marriage, advanced by the Church and undergirded by the state. In this passage, he recognized traditional, Christian marriage as the very ground of civilization.3
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The new regime promoted a Cult of Reason, with a visible goddess who was actually a half-naked whore enthroned on the altar of Notre Dame Cathedral. Robespierre instituted something he called "Worship of the Supreme Being," by which he meant the worship of Satan.
The Vendee region from whence came these Christians was then fell upon by revolutionary troops in 1794. Tens of thousands were shot, guillotined, burned in their barns and in their churches, starved to death in prison, or drowned. The officers of the Atheist government had too many to kill and not enough ammunition. So they took to loading large ships with Christians at night; sinking the ships; and refloating them in the morning to start the 'process' again.

INTRODUCTION

The late 1700's found Paris at the center of international culture and France the most dominant power in the world. The French Revolution plunged all of Europe into a crisis. The revolutionaries sought to fundamentally transform France. They promised the people hope and change—liberation from religion, nobility, and monarchies. What they delivered was tyranny, terror, and mob rule. 300,000 souls were murdered.

It is a grievous error to present the French and American revolutions as siblings. For one reason, what happened in the two countries happened because of men animated by completely opposite spirits. For another, the word 'Revolution' means a complete overthrow of a system of government along with the social, economic, and cultural foundations of a nation. Therefore, there was no 'American Revolution' in 1776, but rather an 'American War of Independence.'

To see what revolution looks like we must look to France. The French Enlightenment had convinced many people that religion and reason were incompatible because they pull in opposite directions. Whereas, English and Scottish Enlightenment thinkers saw reason and religion pulling in harness toward the same ends; this was the founding philosophy of America. No wisdom radiated across the Atlantic from the makers of the American Founding Documents to those in charge in France after 1789, whose philosophy can be best summed up in the declaration of Diderot:

"Man will not be free until the last king has been strangled with the entrails of the last priest."

The French Revolution

By 1789, France was bankrupt and politically paralyzed. All of Europe buzzed with talk of revolution. Perhaps it came first to France because its rulers were more worn out and despised than others. Poor old bumbling King George III of England was proclaimed a tyrant by the Americans, but he paled in comparison with the monarchs on the Continent. Americans demanded no taxation without representation when no European nation even had a Parliament. 

The Ancien Regime was making progress in many ways. It abolished torture and advanced towards free enterprise. King Louis XVI was committed to reform, and many aspects of government saw vast improvements during his reign. Unfortunately, French nobles blocked many of his reforms, and he was the victim of a cyclical agrarian depression in 1787-1789 that led to food shortages. 

Antoine Barnave (1763-1791), authored the Jacobin Manifesto in 1788. In January of 1789, Abbe Sieyes—a clergyman who coined the term 'sociology'— followed that up with the pamphlet What is the Third Estate? The 'Third Estate' refers to the common people of France. Abbe Sieyes wrote that they were "Everything. And what has it become until the present time? Nothing. And what does it demand? To become something." 

In April of 1789, the 576 members of the Third Estate signed the "Tennis Court Oath," a formal declaration against the French Monarchy. That same month, the fruits of an exceptionally harsh winter came to bear. The lower classes of Paris lacked work, and they lacked food. The bankrupt government was in no position to alleviate their suffering. Angry crowds destroyed several bureaucratic buildings. In response, French soldiers killed 300 citizens in an attempt to maintain order. 

In June of 1789, the Third Estate declared itself the sole National Assembly. Many nobles and clergymen were initially on their side—not realizing their ultimate fate. Pandemonium ensued. Paris exploded—it became a notorious playground for sexual debauchery with live sex shows enhancing political meetings. 

By July, Paris was lost to the king after revolutionaries raided an armory, confiscated 30,000 muskets, and stormed the royal fortress—the Bastille. 

The successful storming of the Bastille triggered an orgy of attacks on 40,000 jails in France, freeing nearly all criminals in the country to create mayhem. Castles and Abbeys were burned to the ground. Highways were now ruled by bandits. Peasants committed atrocities around the country, attacking clergymen and successful people. Most of the nobility of France fled the country. 

Hatred was mounting and spread among the members of the Assembly. They wanted to save the world from ignorance. They wanted to lift up the poor, oppressed, common man by killing any who might outdo him. Yet the men of 1789 backed off their original aim of giving the vote to all as they realized that ignorant and illiterate men and women without property could not be trusted to keep their fingers out of the national till. 

The Church of France was enormous and rich. It employed 130,000 clerics. Except for the Capuchins, who were very poor, monks lived comfortable lives like gentlemen with even a month's holiday each year. The revolutionaries all agreed that the monks had to go. 

The new regime was broke, so they summarily confiscated the vast holdings of the Church, which they declared State property, and used it to back new paper currency. Eventually, they issued more notes than the value of all the property they had stolen from the Church, which naturally resulted in rampant inflation. 

Catholicism was not unpopular in and of itself. At first, it was assumed it would continue as a State Church. But the revolution quickly changed its initial focus on kings and nobles to a revolt against the clergy as a whole and against Christ. Tithes were prohibited by law, and the concept of Christendom was dissolved. 

Soon municipalities were being run by anti-clericals with scores to settle. The new Assembly of 1791 was comprised almost completely by Atheists, and it moved quickly to ban monastic vows and destroy monasteries. In 1792, a decree was issued that ordered the deportation of any priest denounced by 20 'active' citizens. One prison massacre saw 3 bishops and 220 priests slaughtered. A new method of execution was invented, drowning priests bound in pairs, dubbed "de-Christianization by immersion." This was the first full frontal attack on Christ since the Roman Empire. 

Paris soon swelled with a variety of fashionable superstitions—Gnosticism, Paganism, Pantheism, Freemasonry, Rosicrucianism, and Illuminism. Andre Chenier described the Illumines as "adapting a whole accumulation of ancient superstitions to the ideas of their sect, preaching liberty and equality like Eleusinian or Ephesian mysteries, translating natural law into an occult doctrine and a mythological jargon." 

Ideological fanaticism caused the revolution to go wildly off course, ending in a disaster of massacre, bloodshed and ruin. The new rulers of France sought to remove and replace Christianity. They were the forerunners of Karl Marx, the Bolsheviks, and Chairman Mao. Perhaps 40,000 priests fled France; up to 5,000 of them were executed; and another 20,000, including 23 bishops, renounced Christ to save their own skins. 


"The Jacobins Hold a Seance" 
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Maximilien Robespierre 
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SMASHING UP CHURCHES IN THE FRENCH REVOLUTION 

The Jacobins

The French Revolution accelerated and became increasingly radical until eventually all of the previous political and social order had been swept away. The new rulers of France, the National Convention, got busy, passing 11,250 laws in three years. In 1791, the First French Constitution was written, which includes, as its preamble, The Declaration of the Rights of Man. 

By this time, the original moderate revolutionaries had been cast aside by radical revolutionaries—as nearly always happen in such movements. This allowed the extremist Jacobins under Robespierre to seize power. 

The Jacobins abolished the monarchy altogether; stormed the royal palaces; massacred the King's Swiss Guard; imprisoned the King and his family. There were only 3,000 Jacobins in the beginning, but they were able to take absolute power over twenty-five million people. 

Maximilien Robespierre (1758-1794) was a severe man. To the Paris mob he was a hero because he preached the redistribution of wealth. But to any who opposed him he was the devil incarnate. His right-hand-man, Antoine Saint-Just, became known as 'the Archangel of the Terror.' 

The Jacobins were militant atheists and all were either lawyers or journalists. Among them were the world's first communists, socialists, and feminists. Their support came from gullible peasants. The Jacobins began by executing their rivals, but having run out of them, they began to kill each other. 

In 1792, the French revolutionists made a bold attempt at disorienting the citizenry by abolishing the calendar. After all, the calendar throughout Europe then—and the world today—is based on the Birth of Jesus Christ. We still number our years according to when Christ was born. That is why Atheists in our time work without ceasing to abolish B.C. and A.D., to be replaced not by new numbers but by B.C.E. and C.E. to disavow the Savior of Humanity. 

The Jacobins abolished Sundays and seven-day weeks—the week being the only period of time on the calendar that is not related to lunar or solar rotations but only based on a decree by God Himself. Therefore, the godless Jacobins created ten-day weeks. 

It was at this time, that many of the peasants who had helped the Jacobins seize power changed their minds and turned against them. The realization crept over them that these people were far worse than their predecessors. These people were the servants of Satan. 

The Jacobins responded to these murmurings by sending armed gangs on tour through the French countryside to destroy all churches and press the sons of Catholics into military service, where they would be 'reeducated.' Thus an Atheist government would force Christian youth to die for it, while the sons of atheists were exempt from military service. 

Once Atheism took hold in the minds and hearts of the revolutionaries, the usual violence burst forth. The Church was disestablished, public life de-Christianized, and new secular cults invented. People no longer saw their neighbors as Images of God with eternal souls, but instead as mere animals—such as animals which are routinely slaughtered for the "good" of the community—human bestiality felt no restraint. 

Mob rule, riots, and lynchings became commonplace. Heads of formerly successful people were paraded around on pikes by their executioners. Random assaults were made on nobles and priests, and the theft or destruction of their property became routine occurrences. Massacres, slaughters, and assassinations were a daily part of life. 

Then came the 'Reign of Terror'—deliberate government policy to not only destroy Christians, but to create an atmosphere of fear so as to squelch all dissent. Tens of thousands of innocent people were fed to the guillotine. The crowded tumbrels carted the condemned through hate-filled streets. People took to spying on and informing on their long-time friends and neighbors. 

The men who gained power did not have mature political talent. Two distinct types of ability are needed to govern well—political skill and a grasp of good administration. Political skill is sensing what can be done and how to move others to want it. Perhaps one in twenty men has this ability, but even then most candidates are incapable of administration, which is to keep order when the world tends to disorder.

The petty minds that filled the three successive French assemblies were ill-equipped for the task. They were articulate and great at politicking but unable to resolve great issues or deal with the pressure of emergencies. They wrote and delivered endless speeches and held countless debates. But their product is abstract, diffuse strings of generalities aimed at applause but vague on details except for denouncing their rivals as traitors. They saw stability as treasonous to equality and liberty. 

The revolutionaries planned to take children away from their parents so that they could be indoctrinated by the State. The idea emerged of equality as communism imposed by violence, terror and dictatorship. Robespierre led the first efficient police state with agents in the countryside viciously purging thousands of men suspected of being against some part of his plans along with their wives and children. The successful members of society had to flee the country in waves. Still the roster of those beheaded was distinguished, including the chemist Lavoisier and the poet Chenier. 

The new regime promoted a Cult of Reason, with a visible goddess who was actually a half-naked whore enthroned on the altar of Notre Dame Cathedral. Robespierre instituted something he called "Worship of the Supreme Being," by which he meant the worship of Satan. 

Also witnessed here is the first appearance of a new archetype: the Jewish revolutionary. But though Jews were involved they were also targeted, especially for their religion. Voltaire said of Jews: "They are a totally ignorant nation who for many years has combined contemptible miserliness and the most revolting superstition with a violent hatred of all those nations which have tolerated them." Diderot added that "The Jews bore all the defects peculiar to an ignorant and superstitious nation." The prominent Atheist revolutionary Baron d'Holbach went further, writing that "The Jews are the enemies of the human race." 
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The Vendee Uprising 

The Vendee Uprising

Christians from the Vendee region—a "Catholic Army of Saints"—rose up against the Atheist government armed with only pitchforks and scythes. What ensued was a civil war of three years that included 21 pitched battles. The Christians actually won about five of these fights. 

In 1793, 30,000 armed men, followed by several hundred thousand supporters of all ages, went on a trek toward Normandy. They had been deliberately fed misinformation that the British would be there to help them. Upon arriving at the port of Granville and realizing they had been deceived, they decided to go home. But home was 120 miles away, and by now it was winter. The men were armed, but they lacked warm clothes and food. 

Soon enough, the Vendees were attacked. 15,000 died in the streets of Le Mans. They were hunted, robbed, and raped by government forces. Two days before Christmas, the Vendees were trapped near Nantes and genocide was employed. The man who crushed them, General Westermann, wrote to the government: "According to your orders, I have trampled their children beneath our horses' feet; I have massacred their women . . . I do not have a single prisoner . . . I have exterminated them all. The roads are sown with corpses. . . . Christians are arriving all the time to surrender, and we are shooting them non-stop . . . Mercy is not a revolutionary sentiment." 

The Vendee region from whence came these Christians was then fell upon by revolutionary troops in 1794. Tens of thousands were shot, guillotined, burned in their barns and in their churches, starved to death in prison, or drowned. The officers of the Atheist government had too many to kill and not enough ammunition. So they took to loading large ships with Christians at night; sinking the ships; and refloating them in the morning to start the 'process' again. 

Revolutionary propaganda described the Christians to Parisians as ignorant, superstitious, peasants controlled by evil priests. In fact, in any other European country their devotion to God would have been widely admired. Their religion had been publicly mocked by the revolutionaries; and they had been publicly humiliated and subject to repeated physical assaults. Napoleon would later call these martyrs "giants." 
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Queen Marie Antoinette with two of her three children in 1785 

The Execution of King Louis XVI 

Pin It 

ACTUAL PHOTOGRAPH OF A GUILLOTINE VICTIM 

Cause and Effect in the French Revolution

The French Revolution soon began to kill its own progenitors. More and more people were executed including Robespierre himself in 1794. King Louis XVI tried to escape the slaughter by fleeing to Germany, but he was caught at the border and executed along with his Queen, Marie Antoinette. 

Dr Josephe-Ignace Guillotin did not invent the guillotine. It was invented by his friend Antoine Louis. Dr Guillotin was the simply the man who persuaded the revolutionaries to use the guillotine, something he promoted as a more humanitarian execution machine. Most people mistakenly believed he had invented it and so he became an eponym. 

There were many others who became eponyms during the 18th century and since. The minister of religious affairs for Napoleon was Jean Bigot. Also living at this time was the ultra-patriotic soldier named Nicolas Chauvin. Many plants have been named after their discoverers, such as Begonia, Dahlia, Fuchsia, and Magnolia. 

The unit for electric current was named after Andre Ampere. Ohm, Volt, and Watt are all eponymous names, as are Cardigan, Diesel, and Shrapnel. Pants and panties are named after Pantaleone de' Bisognosi; the sandwich after the 4th Earl of Sandwich; baroque after Federigo Barocci; hooligans after Patrick Houlihan; and leotards after Jules Leotard. 

From the beginning, revolutionaries, communists, and socialists adopted the color red for their flags and banners. Since Roman times the red flag had signaled war and stood for the blood to be spilled in the cause. 

"True Blue" was traditionally the color of conservatives, such as Spanish aristocrats or British Tories. I find it fascinating—though hardly noticed by many—that the Liberal Main Stream Media of America quietly renamed conservative states "red" and liberal states "blue." This was done in the late 1990s to dissociate the New Left from the color waved by their ideological comrades. Ironically, those comrades were responsible for the deaths of a hundred million human beings in the 20th century. 

Equality is a simple idea in arithmetic that is easily grasped. In a society it is complex and elusive. The idea comes from the fact that human beings are equal before God at Judgment Day. Thinkers who argue from the state of nature find it easy to say that all men are born free and equal, but that is only because in that imagined state there are no standards to measure people by and at birth no talents to compare. Equality before the law means the same procedures for like cases. But there has never on earth been equality in business, politics, or social life. Many brilliant minds have argued against this truth. What does equality mean? There is no measure by which human beings are equal. If, as it does, merit and ability produce unequal results, is it iniquitous? 

The radical revolutionaries wanted to war against nature by creating a forced equality in which all people would have "equality of enjoyments," which they called social justice, and by which they meant equal wages for all, from the street sweeper to the surgeon. The difference in wages in a free market economy is, of course, the difference in ability from scarce skills to common skills. More people will pay, and will pay far more of their money, to hear Beyonce sing than to hear me sing. More will pay more to see Albert Pujols play baseball than to see me play. The more rare the ability, the more it is worth to the world. Some are more equal than others. 

The French Revolution did not achieve any of the significant reformist objectives of 1789. The Jacobins were almost immediately forced to impose economic paternalism. Worse, it inaugurated an era where violence determined the direction of the state more than anything else. You need power to take power, argues historian Simon Schama, and this accounts for much of the horror of the period.

The revolution was not a movement of 'the people' but of a small elite who cared little for the proletariat despite their pronouncements. They certainly used them when necessary—not out of altruism but to achieve their aims. French humankind was proved ready and even eager to send neighbors and associates to the guillotine. 

It was not until 1804 that France found stability. It found it in the cult of personality constructed around General Napoleon Bonaparte. All the people came together with dreams of empire and world conquest. 

On June 14, 2012, an article entitled Atheist leaders and immoral relationships published by an advocate of the Question evolution! campaign declared: 

	“ 
	The website Submitted to a Candid World is written by an agnostic and the website was praised by the prominent atheist PZ Myers in the past. 

On April 20, 2012 an article appeared in Submitted to a Candid World which declared: 

'Several of my close friends — coincidentally, all extremely intelligent, math/science oriented, and leaders in the freethought/rationality/atheist communities — find themselves practicing and promoting an arrangement they term “polyamory.” Essentially, this describes a post-jealousy, highly rationalized state where participants date each other, and several others simultaneously... 

In the ideal polyamorous relationship, one man is seriously “dating” several women, each of whom is in turn dating several men.'[4] 


Christian apologist Michael Caputo wrote: 

	“ 
	Recently the Pew Forum on Religion and Public Life has published its mammoth study on Religion in America based on 35,000 interviews... According to the Pew Forum a whopping 37% of atheists never marry as opposed to 19% of the American population, 17% of Protestants and 17% of Catholics.[15]


From Red State web site

21/10/15

This man, Chris Hicks, was a follower of militant atheists Neil DeGrasse Tyson, Richard Dawkins and John Fugelsang (retweet at the link and help give Fugelsang a stroke). He was a fervent believer in homosexual marriage. He hated religion. And he carried out a senseless shooting of several people.

This it just another chapter in the story of the inherently violent nature of people who are atheists and who support homosexual marriage. For instance,

· Adam Lanza, the Newtown shooter, was an avowed atheist.

· Floyd Lee Corkins, the deranged gunman who invaded the headquarters of the Family Research Council did so because he was a homosexual marriage advocate and he was an atheist.

· Jared Lee Loughner, the man who shot Gabby Gifford, was an atheist.

· Wade Michael Page, the man who killed 6 and wounded 4 when he shot up a Sikh temple in Wisconsin, was an atheist.

· The Columbine shooters were atheists.

While correlation is not causation, there is clear evidence of a pattern here linking mass killings and politically motivated shootings with being an atheist and/or being an advocate of homosexual marriage.

-----------------------------------------
Why atheists cheer for gay marriage

by Robert
The Washington Post reported recently on the fascinating results of a new poll showing a sharp turnaround in support for gay marriage nationwide.  For the first time, a majority -albeit a slim one-favors such marriages.  Three years ago, a strong majority rejected them.  Gays can thank those under 35 for the shift, among whom support has grown the most rapidly.  While political views tend to grow more conservative with age, gays can justifiably cheer over the news, which is but the latest in a series of favorable portents. (In the wake of Proposition 8’s passage in California last year outlawing gay marriage there, I saw reasons to remain optimistic, but did not believe a reversal in public opinion would be so swift).

Although gay marriage doesn’t touch most atheists directly, I know many follow its triumphs and setbacks like sports fans follow their favorite teams.  The reason I suspect is because opposition to gay marriage encapsulates like no other issue so many of the reasons why atheists reject religion and seek to diminish its influence in the public sphere.  First of all, there is the believer’s presumption that their bronze-age holy books contain some immutable, objective moral code – a code which for the most part they themselves either ignore or selectively apply.  Second, there is the inappropriate intrusion of the believer’s morality into the public policy.  If their religion disavows gay marriage, fine by me, but by what right do they proscribe it in secular law as well?  The logic of their stance is identical to that employed by the mullahs instituting Sharia law.  Third, there is the utter poverty of their arguments, such as the one claiming defense of “traditional marriage” (whatever that is), or the absurd one claiming that believers will experience a wave of persecution as a result of gay marriage.  Finally, there is the sheer hypocrisy of same-sex marriage’s most ardent foes, religions that loudly proclaim marriage is divinely ordained between one man and one woman only, while their Godly founders and “prophets” not only had multiple wives, but some who were barely teens, or even younger.

So gay marriage is a barometer of sorts for religion’s waning influence in areas it doesn’t belong.  Non-believers — as well as believers who firmly uphold the separation of church and state – can applaud to the extent the practice is defined as a civil rights issue, and not a “family values” issue.  Intolerant religious devotees will continue to wail and gnash their teeth as state-after-state legalizes the practice.  That’s fine by me.  They’ll only marginalize themselves and make it that much more difficult to press their faith-based views in other areas of public policy.  And we’ll all be better off for it.

Studies show that homosexual men, in particular, have a difficult time honoring even the most basic commitments of "marriage." A recent study conducted in the Netherlands—a "progressive" nation in which gay marriage has been legal for several years—found that the average homosexual relationship lasts only 1.5 years, and that gay men have an average of eight sexual partners per year outside of their "primary" relationship! Does that sound like a stable child-rearing environment to you? By stark contrast, 67 percent of first marriages in the United States last 10 years or more, and more than 75 percent of heterosexual married couples report being faithful to their vows.32Al. 23 Kim Campbell, Gays On Prime Time," Christian Science Monitor, 6 April 2001, p. 13. 23 Stanley Kurtz, Beyond Marriage," The Weekly Standard, August 4/August H, 2003.
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