THE UNSAVEDPAPER

In earlier days, when an electronic component inside ' Everyone has a body (the computer), everyone has ajmind (the

puter failed so catastrophically that it emitted visible, b word processing program), and everyone is continuo
smelling fumes, we in the computer support departme ing a paper about their own individual, ongoing life st
jokingly say "yep, your computer is complete toast, thes o u | ) . But the catch for
_smoke escaped, and the computer needs the magic si saved to any floppy disk or hard drive, and they cann
it's magic. o
grams stop working. Once we die, our stories end. B

Similarly, in earlier days, when using a word processin : L . :
short time that we are living, we temporarily exist as

like WordPerfect, if you started typing a new paper an
yet saved it to a floppy disk, and then your computer Ic
and suddenly shut off, the letters and words that you | grey matter.
up to that point would be lost forever, a sad reality. Th
you were writing would be lost forever because the wc
you had typed, whilith exist the moment before power\
| ost , existed only in th
ndét exi st permanently

Eventually for all of us, while we are writing our life st
our hardware will suddenly stop, the magic smoke wi
and our unique eleath@mical patterns will be gone for
as Bertrand Russell described, "over the rim of the w:

In general, programs running on a computer are temp:
contained infdmitv ol at i | e ORAMGO mi
and manipulation by the computer. But the contents ol
memory stay intact only as long as the computer's pov
isn't interrupted, and this brings us to the loose analog
a personds body/ mind/ sou
processing software/unsaved paper.

bear, it is the most honest evaluation of the true exte

tion should be enough to convince us all to make the
of this life, for ourselves, and for all of the other living

Jason Schoenack
Fargo, ND
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existing after our computers die and our word procesging pro-

electrechemical pattern contained within our own vola

O N the cold unfathomable lifeless abyss." Although the R
our existence being only temporary is too much for suFe to
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BREAKINGFREE

There is a surprising benefit available to 1 At least this was true in my case, havin
who eventually break free from a cult: Re grown up in The Worldwide Church of

God, the cult created by
Herbert W. Armstrong

the absurdity of all beliefs.

This benefit is obtained
through the application «
critical thinking skills, a
method of learning far b Below is a decent list
into history, with Socrate critical thinking skills
being one of its most fa- fromPeak Performaggq
mous advocates. Albert Sharon Ferrett.

Einstein
was also ¢
famous
proponent of mind experim{
that tapped into deep critice
thinking skills.

One example involves testi
within an expanded condition
set the
evi

lookingaallo f t he

underl ying
under a narrow set of conditions. (i.e., wr
den

conclude that species do evolve; a pyramr

schemeds nature
structure to its inevitable collapse.)

People given critical thinkisged tests in

S

1

1 See that critical thinking is a lifelong

school or business readily realize the ber

buteasilgxempt religious belief from critici

evaluation.

The extreme environme
of a cult, however, requ
a more powerful effort t
maintain that exemptio
true critical thinking eve
does get applied, the result

is more illuminating than when less extre f
beliefs are critically examined. Instead of g
switching religions, those in an extreme r

gious envi

as a human failing.

ronment
all of its absurd because the effort neede
break apart that hegtergy belief system is
powerful that it collaterally tears open all

' Brian MaGee
Fargo, ND
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which he can be than

1 Be willing to examine beliefs, assump; @, 2010 in Newark, NJ

1 Suspend judgment until all facts have

FEBRUARY2010

1 The February RRF meg

ing will be in the Prese
N GtatibrPCenter at the

Plains Art Museum at
704 1st Ave N in Farg
on Sunday Feb 21 frg
1to 3 pm.
Everyone is welcome!

tds the Oopf i

Ask pertinent questions
Assess statements and arguments

Admit a lack of understanding or infor-
mation

1 Every Saturday morni
from 13112pm on KND{
96.3 FM, be sure to

catch Kent and Brian
0The Ampl i
Be interested in finding new solutionsﬂ The 36th National Cor

Clearly define a set of criteria for an.al){zYe t'H)n Qf A eéi(?fa
ing ideas ' Atheists wi?lrge April 2

Have a sense of curiosity

tions, and opinions and weigh them _
against facts | ¢ The 2010 American
Listen carefully to others and give reed- MdnTaist Assctiation
back Convention will be Jur
3-6at the Doubletree
process of sasessment Hotel, San Jose, CA

been gathered and considered

Look for evidence to support assumption
and beliefs
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Adjust opinions when new facts are
found

Look for proof
Examine problems closely

Reject information that is incorrect or BURDENOF PROOF 2
irrelevant (PART10OF2)
n
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THE BURDEN OF PROOF (PaRT 10F 2)

|l 8dm a cosmic teapot, orl

here is my handle, here is my spout.
space
pour

At
| ce

ambi ent
wonot

temper .
and you «

Prove me wronghis
is equivalent to the
common canard thg
the burden of proof
lies on netheists to
disprove the existe
of 06God, O
the fourth essay in 4
series inspired by a
article by Jason
Schoenack (RRBt.
2009).1 have bor-
rowed the cosmic tea-
pot from Bertrand Russelhe t eapot was
the assertion ofegprioigod. He
insisted on proof that there is not i
teapot circling the sun between th
orbits of Venus and MercArgnore
recent rendition is: prove that we \
not created out of the minds of inv
ble pink lesbian unicorns frolicking
the planetary core of Venus
(remember that they are gods anc
do anythirgncluding sowing and
providing evidence for that Christi

myth thingy).

The absurdity of the position that it is ugtheistato dis-
prove the existence of God should be

clear.The form of argument | emplo
is known aeductio ad absiaddwas
invented by Gottfried Leibntzo also
invented calculus (the Greeks used
limited form known as argument by
tradiction).The method of the argum;
is to assume a claim is true (such a
existence of god) and then see whe
lows from that assumptidoceptance
of a god without proof gives us no bases for discerning
no way to evaluate evidewdeether searching for a disea
cure, investigating sun spots or a crime scene, at what
would you throw up your
or 6and then a miracl Whab
if there is a disagreemAnt® priogod delusion leaves us
way to progress beyond 0

there can be noevide@e., as Ludwi Wi
space i s an argumen
that there cannot be an essay dealing witt
but one that contains at least one Wittgen:

guote).

9

D

In human history one could claim that therg# -

been five inventi on
right and you are
tion, weaponry, religion, rhetoric (includingg
logic) and sciendBefore science and exclusive
of weaponry, yet within the context of social organizations
burden of proof assertion was left to ratdhieology never

[ t genst
6 (and

t us be
mpasse:

the

gave human beings a ch@onosequently, early in Western ciyili-
zation the Greeks thoughtfully searched for ways that might indicate
the truth or falsehood of statements without reference-to tfje facts

forms of rhetoric including early tools of logic.

Aristotle, the great classifier and organizer of
knowledge, noticed that a simple declarative
tence could be divided into two parts: the sul
the statement, and a predicate that said som
about that subje&rther, he noticed that if a s
of three such sentences were presented in a
which he called a syllogism, the third statement would be

§ as these could be uncefffaom this search we have inherited the

en-
ect of
ething
bt
format

uein
and of itseffthe first two were truklis discovery was that Winmin

language itself there was a tool for discernik@itrexiample:

Deistdelieve in a god
Carl Sagaves a deist.

Carl Sagan believed in.a god

Unfortunately, the modern garbag@rbage out rule applies.
Since the second statement is known to be false, the conc
(third statement) of the syllogism isSglkxgjisms can be
abused.

usion

When a series of simple statements going from general togmore

particular relations are put together, a specific conclusion
be reachedhis extended syllogism is known as deductive
ing. For example:

Jerry attends Red River Freethinker meetings.
The third Sunday of November was Novémber 15
Atomic Coffee is located in downtown Fargo.

Red River Freethinker meetings are held the third
of every month.

Atomic Coffee was open on Noventber 15

The November Red River Freethinker meeting wa
by Atomic Coffee. ]

PobdE

ou

tan often
eason-
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Conclusion: Jerry was in downtown Fargo on Novembe| fallacies page (independent fact dutpgg):
Atomic Coffee, attending a Red River Freethinker feeti www.infidels.org/news/atheism/logic.thith lists 46 logi-

> | ida d&dactioth from@h@ ¥xrid¥d syllBbimm.is another  cal fallaciehe one employed by insisting on claim acceptance
e YyBelobréhsbhing kndvh¥s$ inductive reasoning or just i without proof and #42 on the list is (read with stentorian|foice):
I nduction could metaphor.i . 194t ab
st epchi | dBlereowk arel goidgufrom spexific.sts Shifting the burden of proof
ments to a broader generaliz&borexample: Shifting burdens leads us to the Sorites Fakadaxile of
1. The Mute swan is a white bird. sandwe agree that it is a pile of &amove one grain. Is i
y 0 n2 Thé\histfing swarms a white bird. still a pileRemove another, and then another, is it still a jpile of

sand?At some point although we
have followed definitions at least
tacitly agreed to and have followed a
logical rule from start to finish we no
longer have a pile of sandic, the

tool of language, that very thing the
Greeks were employing to discern

s 0 8. i Tdnd Whoapeay swari izaavhite bird.
4. The Trumpeter swan is a white bird.

Conclusion: (most swans are kiddipg)all swans are whit
birds. This typical inductive argument was still partially tr
1782 (Blaakecked swan) but was falsified in 1790 (Blacl
swan).The difficulty with an inductive argument is that it
as good as the latest observa-
tions. Fortunately the definition of
6swand did not
white birds and all seven kinds of
swans did not mysteriously vanish
in 1790.0Id evidence does not go

by strictly following rules, logic itself may fall short.

rest on th

This brings us back to Wittgenstein, who, in the 20th cer
perceived the O66metaprobl e

order to describe or discuss anything at all must share

i

facts, is not only easily corrupted by other types of rhetofic, but,

tury,
mo
corre-

-

C

away. Theories are evidence spondence with what is being described or discussed arjd, when

based inductive arguments and the language does not, we must remain silent [or misundersgfood]

above illustrates why one cannot herein lies the problem with thél$m linguistic correspon-

prove a theory. dence of description and discussion in theism is such thft within
the context of reality, Yahweh is no more valid than the Esbian

Deductive and inductive reasoning are just two of the lo

of rhetoric (theductio ad absusdathird), but there are ott unicorns.

tools of rhetoric besides Idggdurning to the extended syll The Hellenistic world with simple logic and ingenuity profluced

gism abovthat set of statements, while true ineverydettge omet ry, measured the Ea
on occasion still yield a false conclusion because the fir: tances to moon and sun and created the first steae engj
in this case, contains a subtly hidden logical fallacy kno olipile. All this invention occurred prior to 70Wheat hap-

rt hoe
ne

equivocatieh (Jerry) do not attealtineetingsAlthough this penedFor the next 1450+ years western Civilization stafnated

syllogism is true most of the time, the only way to know (algebra was invented in the Islamic world) because sog
conclusion is true for any given meeting would be to ha\ ganization, religion and rhetoric were not efloaighwas
dependent observer see if | was in attevwlgneeuldthe no way beyond the 861 0m ri
observer have to be indepenBlectRise in any argument tl the invention of science and the scientific method in th

ellL6th
is also the assumption that each protagonist is being ha century.How does science deal with the problem of corﬂépon-

making all statements, i.e. a fair broker of tl&utastsat if dence withrealittto w does sci ence

in the above extended syllogism, | was not a faiMerakera nd y o u 6 r e Nextnwontly in pan iiidesBsire ?
know forms of logic fallacy where this is the case, stater den of Progfve will examine what science is, how scieng
as O0When did you st op b e aworksandthe necessary assumptions in scientific resed
torturing kittensAssumptions here are that you have don

A . : Reference material for much of this essay can be found
evil things and so | am not being a fair broker of the fact Y

Statil and Mablin (200ifroducing Légibook far more use

al or-

ght

et |

a)

-

rehu b |
n Cryan

tioning when you stoppldd, | have not been a fair broke f| than its appearance and Okash&{#66aphy of Sciencl, a

while discussing this fallacy, as an item was included wl yery short introduetionell as Ben Ari (2005) a Thesse
\ gdgny you one of your rights in a demuatiacyfor a candi- first essay.

date of your choidembedded in the list was yet another f
of fallacy called guilt by association. t hi s poi 1
My credibility as an essayist by providing reference to a

Jerry Fauske
Fargo, ND
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