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“God sacrificed himself to himself to save us from himself.” Unknown 

To the unbelievers who are lucky that you were not programmed, hypnotized and heavily brainwashed by the karmic cons, the karmicons of the Evil Karmic Organization who wrote the karmic script for your life, to believe in religious lies and become religiously insane. 

In these four books you will realize that you are right and that there is no god, because that is impossible. 

To the faithful believers who have had the misfortune to have been programmed, hypnotized and heavily brainwashed by the karmicons of the Evil Karmic Organization, who wrote the karmic script for your life, into believing religious lies and becoming religiously insane. 

In these four books I will prove to you that there is no god, because that is impossible. 

With my exercises for awakening to Pure Awareness you will learn to get out of the religious part of the karmic program, get up off your god-fearing knees and finally live as a free, independent and sane human being.

Both of you, unbelievers and believers, by awakening to Pure Awareness, will know the Truth about Existence, simultaneity and eternity. You will realize that you are in fact Wonderful Beings of Pure Awareness, Love and Wisdom. 
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Evidence and proof in Science, Law, and Religion

Dear friends, welcome also to the 4th and final book of the God Does Not Exist series, in which I will present the FIRST VALID EVIDENCE in history that god does not exist because it is impossible, in the chapter “Valid Evidence that god does not exist”.

Before that, we will learn what is and what is not evidence and see the difference between the karmic impotent "arguments" or empty words that seek to prove the unprovable, and valid evidence.

In the following, we will see more theistic "proofs" which are, to put it mildly, ridiculous, frivolous, and invalid. They are merely used by believers and prove that they have no valid proof for the existence of god, i.e. he, alive and present. If they had it, god would exist, in which case they would not need to prove god's existence. Since there is no god, they have to prove it. Since it does not exist, they cannot prove its existence.

On the other side of the ring, atheists will present their arguments that god does not exist. These already make much more sense, but they are still not useful enough to prove that god does not exist.

Let me remind you that the karmicons have written scripts for theists and atheists, deliberately arming them with flawed claims and evidence for or against the existence of god. They did this so that neither side could win the debate, but so that they would forever remain in a stalemate, fighting and creating negative energy.

In the very next chapter, we will see the real, logical, and valid evidence that god does not exist. Among them is the crucial proof that Absolute Nothing does not exist.

Then we will learn that free will does not exist either in the Existence of eternity and simultaneity, yet life can be very interesting and enjoyable if lived in the Good.

In the end, we will learn that a world without god is much more beautiful, and life in freedom is wonderful.

Before we jump into our analyze, here is a distinction between evidence and proof that are commonly used as the same thing: “There is, however, a distinction to be made between evidence and proof. Evidence is data or facts that assist us in determining the reality or existence of something. A total collection of evidence can prove a claim. Proof is a conclusion that a certain fact is true or not.” 

Source: https://www.cohenwinters.com/whats-the-difference-between-evidence-and-proof/

As you will see, ChatGPT, AI digital assistant, also uses both terms mutually, so now, you will know the difference.

In this sense, theist will present just “proofs” based on missing or false evidence for existence of god, Adam and Eve, Jesus, and other “supernatural phenomena” or the karmicons fabricated lies and fictions.



	[image: ]

	 
	[image: ]





[image: ]


Personal opinion is not evidence, let alone evidence of the existence of god

[image: ]




As we shall see below, ChatGPT's answer to the question "What is proof and proving procedure?" his answer left out the religious realm, since in religion we cannot speak of proof for, say, the existence of god, but only of opinions and claims, which theists and apologists call "arguments" to make themselves sound better, but which in reality are just empty words, lies and nonsense. No matter how much they argue, they will never succeed in turning their opinions, or more accurately, their guesses and assumptions, into evidence. An opinion is an opinion, an (unproven) assertion is just an assertion, and evidence is evidence.

I suggest you compare the following presentation with religious "proofs", and their "proving process" for the existence of god. 

ChatGPT: "What is the evidence?

Evidence is a fundamental concept in various disciplines such as mathematics, logic, science, and law, which deal with establishing the truth or validity of certain propositions.

Proof

Proof is a logically convincing argument that supports the validity of a particular proposition or theory. Evidence is needed to validate claims and to ensure that these claims are reliable and well-founded. The type and nature of evidence varies according to the context:

1. Mathematical proof:

◦ A systematic procedure that uses logical rules to show that a mathematical proposition is true. Examples include inductive proof, reductio ad absurdum, and direct proof.

◦ Example: Proof of the Pythagorean Theorem, where the equality a2+b2=c2a2+b2=c2 for right triangles is proved.

2: Scientific proof: 

◦ Evidence based on observation, experimentation, and reproducibility of results to support or reject scientific hypotheses.

◦ Example: Evidence for the existence of black holes based on astronomical observations and data analysis.

3. Legal evidence:

◦ Evidence presented in a legal proceeding that supports the claims of one of the parties and helps to decide the case.

◦ Example: testimony, documents, forensic evidence at trial.

4. Empirical evidence:

◦ Evidence based on empirical data and observation. They are used in the natural and social sciences to test hypotheses.

◦ Example: data from clinical studies to test the effectiveness of a new drug."

After this brief review of serious, concrete, and valid evidence, we can see that theological and apologetic "arguments", or more accurately delusions and illusions, which seek to prove unprovable, have no valid evidential value.

In the following, you can equally see that real proving is a serious process used by serious people to prove serious things. Compared to theological "proofs" of the type "God exists because the Bible says so" and the "proving process" of reading the Bible, the former is used to verify reality and prove real phenomena and facts, the latter to turn fiction into reality and mental disorders into normality.

ChatGPT: "The procedure for proving

The proving procedure is the process of obtaining, presenting, and interpreting evidence to support or refute a particular claim. The process of proof varies according to the field:

1. Mathematical procedure:

◦ A process involving a logical sequence of inferences from known facts or axioms to reach a conclusion. The emphasis is on logical rigor and precision.

◦ Methods of proof: Direct proof, counter-proof, induction.

2: Scientific procedure: 

◦ Involves formulating hypotheses, conducting experiments, collecting data, and interpreting results. It is based on the principle of reproducibility and testability.

◦ Steps: Hypothesis formulation, experimentation, analysis of results, publication, and verification by the scientific community.

3. Legal procedure:

◦ A process involving the presentation of evidence in court, the examination of witnesses, and the interpretation of legal rules to reach a verdict.

◦ Elements: Collection of evidence, examination of witnesses, argumentation by lawyers, judicial decision.

4. Empirical procedure:

◦ Uses observational data and experimental results to test hypotheses or theories.

◦ Process: Data collection, analysis, and interpretation, hypothesis testing.

Examples of evidence and proving procedures

- Mathematics: Proof that the sum of the angles in a triangle is equal to 180 degrees.

- Science: Evidence supporting the theory of evolution through the fossil record and genetic analysis.

- Law: Proving the innocence of the accused by alibi.

- Empirical science: Evidence of vaccine effectiveness through clinical tests.

Key Differences and Relevance

- The form and structure of evidence and evidentiary procedures vary depending on the field, but they all share a common goal: to provide a credible and reasoned basis for belief or decision-making.

- The value of evidence is key to validating claims and making decisions, regardless of the field of application.

Summary

Evidence and proving procedures are fundamental concepts used to verify and validate claims in different disciplines. While the methods and types of evidence are specific to each field, the common goal of evidence is to arrive at a reliable and substantiated knowledge or decision."

First, an explanation of the concept of "reductio ad absurdum":

"In logic, reductio ad absurdum, also known as argumentum ad absurdum or apagogical argument, is a form of argument that attempts to establish a proposition by showing that the opposite scenario would lead to an absurdity or contradiction."

Source: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Reductio_ad_absurdum

The main reason that the religious field is not classified above as one in which evidence and proof are used is that they have no evidence and therefore cannot even use a valid proving procedure.

ChatGPT: "Religious "evidence" and "proof" for the existence of God is centered on logical, philosophical, and personal arguments. These arguments are based on concepts such as causality, complexity, morality, ontology, and personal experience. While proponents claim that these arguments provide a basis for belief in god, critics point out that they do not provide empirical evidence and that these arguments can also be explained by natural and secular theories."

Let me immediately clarify that the above term "logical" in this context can be misleading, since logic is constantly, regularly, and profusely misused by believers, theologians, and apologists to "prove" the existence of god. Logically 1 + 1 = 2, but the claim by believers that god exists because the Bible says so, or god (1) + Bible (1) = proof that god exists (2), is a plain lie. The Bible can only prove that the Bible exists, and even then barely, let alone prove the existence of god.

The first, direct and valid proof for the existence of god would be god himself, alive, present, and visible to all. Since there is no god, there is no god as proof of itself.

Other evidence would be circumstantial, pointing to his existence, but there is no such evidence either. There are only empty words and religious fantasies, delusions and hallucinations, and nothing else.

Fortunately, it is possible to prove with valid evidence that god does not exist, even though theologians and apologists misleadingly claim that it is impossible to prove a negative or something that does not exist. This is just another of their failed attempts to make it impossible to prove that god does not exist because he is not present. At the end of the book, I will present you with logical, concrete, understandable, and valid proof that god does not exist because it is impossible.

Fallacious thinking due to bias is also called "Illusory Connection", which is the false belief that two things are connected. The Christian illusion is that god exists because the Bible says so, thus linking a fiction or the Bible to another fiction or god, and mistaking both together as reality. An even worse illusion is the idea that the Bible is true because the Bible says so. Equally serious is thinking that god exists because a believer thinks so or because someone has convinced or frightened and coerced him.

This means that the above "logical, philosophical, and personal arguments" are just personal opinions, speculations, and assumptions, or wishes, fantasies, and delusions.

Causality, compositionality (complexity), morality (the question of Good and Evil), ontology (origins and existence), and personal experience are not valid grounds for believing in the existence of god. The first, only, true, concrete, and valid evidence for the existence of god is god himself, all the rest are just false links in the sense of "because x exists, god exists. Or worse, "If x exists, god must exist". And yet, "God exists because I said so!" And, the final: "God must exist because I paid a priest!"

No participant, no procedure. No proof, no conclusion. Anything based on non-evidence is invalid. That's where it all comes down - you either have valid evidence, or you just have unverifiable and unprovable opinions based on equally unverifiable and unprovable hearsay that is thousands of years old.

Christian believers use an assumption based on conjecture, which they back up with personal opinions without any concrete, let alone valid, evidence, and then they skip over the obvious lack of valid evidence, and go on building new assumptions and presenting them as certainties and even "truths". A good example of such continued and upgraded argumentative fallacy, pretending to prove with evidence, is the statement that god is an "objective moral standard", by basically having no evidence for the existence of god at all. First, prove the foundation, then prove the structure.

One of the visitors from other planets says that objective means external, or something that comes from outside. In this case, morality is supposed to come from outside, which is a lie and nonsense, because a god that is supposed to send morality to people from outside does not exist.

There is no evidence, no god, no standard. Period.

Why do Christian believers, theologians, and apologists have no evidence for the existence of god?

Because the karmic people, the members of the Evil Karmic Organization, who invented all the gods and religions and wrote the scripts for the incarnations and lives of people on the planets, did not have it either.

And why didn't the karmic people have it? Because, for example, they invented Yahweh themselves, knowing full well that he did not exist. For this reason, they could not even give believers, theologians, and apologists any concrete, real, and valid proof, but only personal opinions, guesses, assumptions, and fantasies, programming them with karmic scenarios to believe and behave as if their personal opinions were already proofs for the existence of god.

So-called arguments are just statements, and argumentation is just plain talking, and in religion, it is just idle chatter that has no useful value. Neither has any value in serious, scientific, and legal procedures because without concrete, real, and valid evidence they have no proving value. Or, to put it more simply, "You can say what you like, but you can only eat what you have."

Scientific, legal, and administrative procedures are designed to establish knowledge and truth through evidence and proving procedure. Religious talk or presumption does not enable knowledge, establish truth, or prove anything. Therefore, religion is faith, not knowledge, let alone truth. They never get there and they never will by idle talk, because they cannot. 

In valid and civil procedure, assertion plus evidence equals truth, whereas religious procedure is completely different. In it, an assertion plus a second assertion (false proof) equals "truth" or only a third assertion or lie that god exists and nothing else.

A lie is a claim that something is true when it is not. A lie is front and back because there is no real evidence for the original false claim to present the real truth. A lie is a word that no one stands behind. A lie is a void because there is no truth behind it. No matter how much the liar strains to come up with more and more "proof", a lie is a lie.

The same is true of religious "proof": no matter how many "arguments" believers come up with, there is no god, because they have no valid evidence of his existence. The first such evidence is god himself, alive, present, and visible for all to see. In the history of evidence for the existence of god, no one has ever produced this evidence and presented a living god in person. This is, of course, impossible, since god does not exist. But there are a bunch of desperate religious fanatics who are spasmodically straining to prove unprovable, to turn a lie into truth and a delusion into reality.

For a better understanding, let us compare the two processes, civil and religious:

1. Reasonable, logical, truthful, fair, just, and valid:

Truth - Reason - Logic - Facts - Evidence - Knowledge - Reasoned Conclusion - Truth.

In this procedure, which is used in all civil matters, there is a fundamental Truth that is unknown to the participants or about which they have different opinions, some agreeing with it, others rejecting it. The purpose of the procedure is to use reason, logic, and evidence, reflecting the true facts, to ascertain the factual situation, reach a reasoned conclusion, and thus present the Truth.

It is interesting and, of course, hypocritical that such procedures are acceptable even to the religious, even though they reject them as useless in the field of religion, preferring instead to use an irrational, magical, and superstitious procedure. Strange that even in civil matters they do not demand to be "judged by god and god alone". They are probably afraid of being quickly condemned based on the "evidence" they use to "prove" the existence of god. "You are guilty of murder because of wearing clothes of different materials! Sit down, five years!"

It would be interesting to see how religious people would answer the question in legal and, for example, criminal proceedings if they were asked on the basis of which procedure they should be tried - civil or religious - and what kind of evidence they should use - valid evidence or untested and unverifiable hearsay, religious assumptions, fantasies, and delusions.

In the interest of truth, even civil proceedings are not absolutely fair and just, as the karmic people have corrupted even some judges who can judge in favor of the payer. In any case, civil procedures are set up correctly and can be fair and just. Whereas religious ones are not and cannot be, because they are not based on the Truth of reality, on real facts and evidence, but on the lie that there is a god, which they try to "prove" with empty, meaningless, and absurd talk along the lines of "God exists because it says so in the Bible". Just because it says something in a book does not mean anything. For these claims to have any value, they must be proven by valid evidence in a rational evidentiary process.

2. Irrational, illogical, untrue, unfair, unjust, and invalid:

Lies (pretending to be the Truth) - Magic - Superstition - Faith - Guesswork and assumptions or speculation and manipulation – Falsehood.

It is clear to everyone, except the religious, that the religious process of "reasoning" or empty talk, which has nothing to do with real evidence, is not useful and applicable in scientific, legal, and other civil proceedings, because it is not serious, true, valid, fair and just.

In a civil state, only the first procedure is recognized, which is visible, and whose rules are publicly available to all. The accused has the right to a defense to prove his innocence.

In the Christian religion, for example, they have a black-magic, irrational, and inquisitorial witch-hunting procedure based on the assumption, delusion, and lie that there is a god - 'because I believe in god, god exists'. The Church and the Christian psychopathic sadistic inquisitors usurped the "right" to sue, judge, torture, and kill people for fabrications such as disbelief in a fictional god and service to a fictional devil.

Theists have never succeeded in proving the existence of a god, and they never will, because it is impossible. This is also the difference between believing and knowing. You don't need to know to believe, because the whole point of belief is that you don't know, and yet you believe. But when you know, you don't have to believe, because you know.

My key proof that god does not exist, which I will present below, is mostly for the atheists, (and for theists who are at least minimally honest) the rational and the free-thinking, who are not naive and do not believe in fiction. Realistic people do not get lost in illusions, pretend they are real, and force others to join them in their delusions, but want concrete evidence for their claims. These can be theoretical or logical, such as the fact that it is clear to everyone that white is white and that white is not black.

For the religious, this simple, logical, understandable, truthful, and even child-friendly evidence is not evidence because they are in the field of irrationality, superstition, faith, and delusion, and so are their "evidence" for the existence of a god that never existed and never will exist. The religious, especially the fanatical ones who are totally programmed and hypnotized, would not believe that god does not exist even if god himself appeared to them and told them that he did not exist. They would take that as a new argument for the existence of god and continue to believe.

In addition to the crucial logical and other equally logical evidence that god does not exist because he cannot, we will also present you with concrete and material evidence after the liberation of the planet, showing you the concrete persons of the Karmic Organization who invented Yahweh, Jesus, and other religious figures, their process of inventing religions and making up scripts to transmit these lies into the lives of the people of the planets through forced incarnations.

Here are a few more important facts to understand the evidence:

Types of evidence: in legal and, for example, criminal proceedings, there are two types of evidence:

A: Direct evidence - The person (the perpetrator or the person who harms or is harmed) or the object (the thing harmed) proves its existence. The person is identified by a valid identity document, the damaged object is brought into court as evidence or photographed and filmed. The evidence must be legally obtained, otherwise it is not valid.

The perpetrator or accomplice is caught in the act of harming or committing a crime or is filmed by cameras or seen by eyewitnesses who later identify him/her in court. The perpetrator or accomplice confesses to the act complained of.

B: Circumstantial evidence - Signs or indications that a person or object exists or has existed. The sign must be clearly and demonstrably linked to the person or object - fingerprints, DNA, blood, hair, clothing, or part of a body or damaged or stolen object.

In addition, the prosecution must prove that the perpetrator had the intent, opportunity, and means to commit the offense.

Evidence in science, in law, and in common sense, which is based on reality and not on fiction, can be further divided into useful and useless or valid and invalid.

Valid evidence is acceptable to all, believers and non-believers alike. Such evidence is verifiable and demonstrably true beyond reasonable doubt. This approach separates reality from faith since religious "proofs" for the existence of god do not meet these conditions.

Let me remind you that in civil and legal matters, believers will demand exactly such evidence and will not accept the speculation and lies they swear by in the religious process of "proving" the existence of god. It would be interesting to ask them at the beginning of a civil case which procedure they want to follow, the civil-legal one or the religious one. Ha, ha, ha. Their answer would immediately show the "strength" of their religion.

2. Invalid evidence is not acceptable to all because it is not verifiable and provable. These claims are based on myth and fiction and are not even accepted by the court for consideration because they are not true. If the defense lawyers were to present biblical delusions as evidence, it would appear as if they were mocking the court.

If religious people believe something to be true, that does not make it true. They need to understand for themselves what is reality and what is fiction, and to distinguish clearly between them. Mixing delusion and reality is a sign of a mental illness called schizophrenia.

Believers have no direct, crucial, and valid proof for the existence of god, because he has never spoken up worldwide publicly, and presented himself. In their desperation, they use all kinds of lies, speculation, and nonsense as circumstantial "proof" and then pretend that they have succeeded.

"Blah blah blah, there is a god".

These "signs" of god's existence are already "direct evidence" for them, even though they are not. Believers just "believe" that it is evidence because that is what they believe. They believe that if the Bible says that god exists, that god does exist, even though there is no valid proof for the biblical claim. Their faith, no matter how fervent and fanatical, cannot prove, let alone produce god's existence. No matter how much they strain, crucify, and pray, they will never succeed in making god appear. As you will see below, when I present valid evidence, god does not exist because it is impossible.

2. Reasonable doubt:

ChatGPT: "Reasonable doubt is a concept in philosophy, law, and science used to critically test claims, hypotheses, or evidence. It means that as long as there is a reasonable and rational reason to doubt, a particular proposition should not be accepted as true without further evidence or verification. This means that the burden of proof on the prosecution must be sufficiently high to remove any reasonable doubt as to the guilt of the accused.

In criminal law, the "beyond reasonable doubt" standard is crucial to the assessment of guilt. This means that the evidence must be so overwhelming that no reasonable doubt remains as to the guilt of the accused.

Key Features of Reasonable Doubt

1. Reasonableness: The doubt must be reasonable and justified in the light of the evidence or lack thereof. It is not reckless skepticism, but critical and reasoned doubt.

2. Critical: Reasoned doubt involves careful consideration of evidence, arguments, or beliefs before accepting them as true.

3. Positive Function: It encourages a more thorough questioning and refinement of arguments, theories, or beliefs.

4. Limit of Certainty: Distinguishes between what can be known with certainty and what can only be believed or assumed.

Conclusion

Reasonable doubt is essential to philosophy, science, and law because it allows the truth of claims and evidence to be critically evaluated and questioned. It encourages the search for more grounded, verified, and convincing truths and prevents the inappropriate adherence to untested beliefs."

Even after testing the dubiousness of religious claims about the existence of god, we can clearly see that their speculations do not stand the test of reasonable doubt and do not abolish it. On the contrary, with every nonsensical claim they falsely present as "proof", doubt only increases. There is no judge in this world, other than the faithful, who, based on biblical delusions and theological speculation, would, in a rational, valid, fair, and just process, rule that there is a god, beyond reasonable doubt.

3. Burden of proof

ChatGPT: "The burden of proof is a concept that determines which party in a legal or philosophical dispute is responsible for presenting evidence and arguments to support their claim. This concept is crucial in legal proceedings, scientific research, and philosophical debates, as it determines who must provide evidence for a claim to be accepted as true or plausible.

Key Aspects of the Burden of Proof

1. Basic Definition:

◦ The burden of proof is the obligation to produce evidence to support a claim or accusation.

◦ This obligation may include the production of facts, testimony, documents, or other evidence.

2. Legal Burden of Proof:

◦ In legal proceedings, the burden of proof is on the party making the claim, often the plaintiff or the prosecution.

◦ Standards of proof include "beyond reasonable doubt" in criminal law and "balance of probabilities" in civil law.

3. Philosophical Burden of Proof:

◦ In philosophical debates, the one who makes a claim (e.g., about the existence of God, morality, truthfulness) must provide reasoned arguments and evidence for his or her claim.

◦ This means that the proponent of a particular claim must provide rational and logical reasons to support his or her position.

4. Scientific Burden of Proof:

◦ In science, the burden of proof is on those who propose a new hypothesis or theory.

◦ Scientists must provide empirical evidence and reproducible results to support their claims.

Practical Application of the Burden of Proof

Law

1. Criminal Proceedings:

◦ The prosecution bears the burden of proof to prove the guilt of the accused "beyond reasonable doubt."

◦ The accused has the right to be innocent until proven guilty; the burden of proof is on the prosecution.

2. Civil Proceedings:

◦ The plaintiff bears the burden of proof to prove his claim "on the balance of probabilities."

◦ The defendant may raise a defense and submit counter-evidence, but the burden of proof is on the plaintiff.

Philosophy

1. Existence of God:

◦ Theists claim that God exists and must provide arguments and evidence for their claim.

◦ Atheists can claim evidence for this claim, but they also have their burden of proof if they claim that God does not exist.

2. Moral Realism:

◦ Moral realists claim that there are objective moral truths, and they must provide evidence or arguments to support this position.

◦ Moral anti-realists must show why objective moral truths do not exist or why moral truths are relative.

Science

1. Hypotheses and Theories:

◦ Researchers must provide empirical evidence for the new hypotheses or theories they propose.

◦ Skeptics may ask for additional evidence or reproducible results but must give reasonable grounds for doubt if they claim that the hypothesis is not valid.

2. Falsification:

◦ Hypotheses must be designed to be testable and possibly refutable; the burden of proof is on those who claim the hypothesis is true until proven otherwise.

Defence and CounterProof

- Rebuttal involves the presentation of evidence or arguments that rebut the claims of the opposing party.

- A defense involves showing why the evidence presented is not sufficiently convincing or why the opponent's arguments are not true.

Meaning in Practice

- Clarity and Precision: The burden of proof determines who has to provide the evidence and how convincing that evidence must be.

- Fairness and Objectivity: Ensures that claims are not accepted without scrutiny and that decisions are based on evidence.

- Preventing Arbitrariness: It prevents claims from being accepted without proper evidence or argumentation, which increases the credibility and reliability of decisions.

Conclusion

The burden of proof is a key concept that determines who must provide evidence and how strong that evidence must be to support a claim. In law, philosophy, and science, it provides a framework for the fair evaluation of claims, prevents arbitrary decisions, and encourages verification and critical judgment."

In proving the existence of god, the burden of proof is on believers, theologians, and apologists. It is easy to see that this burden has been too heavy for them since they have failed to prove the existence of god.

4. Witnesses and testimony

ChatGPT: "Witnesses and testimony are key elements of the legal system that play an important role in clarifying facts and making decisions in legal proceedings. Witnesses are persons who, through their perception, behavior, or expertise, contribute to clarifying the facts of a legal case. Testifying is the process of giving this information before a court or other legal body.

Witnesses

Witnesses are individuals who have relevant information or evidence related to the case. Their testimony can have a significant impact on the clarification of events and the final decision of the court. Witnesses are divided into different categories according to their role and the type of information they provide:

Types of Witnesses

1. Eyewitnesses:

◦ Description: Persons who were present at the scene of the event and observed it.

◦ Role: They provide direct information about events that they have personally perceived (e.g. seen, heard, felt).

2: Earwitnesses:

◦ Description: Persons who heard or observed events but were not directly involved or on-site.

◦ Role: They provide information based on hearing or indirectly perceiving events.

3. Expert Witnesses:

◦ Description: Persons with expertise or experience in a specific field (e.g. forensic science, medicine, economics).

◦ Role: They explain the technical or scientific aspects of a case and help the court understand complex issues.

4. Character Witnesses:

◦ Description: Persons who testify about the character or behavior of the parties in a case.

◦ Role: They provide information about the moral character, past behavior, or reputation of an individual.

5. Alibi Witnesses:

◦ Description: Persons who provide information about the defendant's presence in another place at the time of the alleged offense.

◦ Role: They corroborate the alibi of the accused and support his/her defense.

6. Circumstantial Witnesses:

◦ Description: Persons who shed indirect light on events through circumstantial evidence.

◦ Role: They provide evidence that leads to conclusions based on circumstances, not direct observation.

2. Testimony

Testimony is the formal giving of information by a witness that is relevant to the case. Testimony takes place in a court or other legal forum and may include the following elements:

Types of Testimony

1. Testimony in Court:

◦ Description: Formal testimony given before a judge and jury during court proceedings.

◦ Process: Witnesses are questioned under oath and their testimony is subject to questioning and cross-examination by legal representatives.

2. Written Testimony:

◦ Description: The presentation of written statements made by witnesses before the proceedings or the court.

◦ Usage: Used in civil cases, investigations, and other informal legal proceedings.

3. Videoconferencing:

◦ Description: Testimony given by video conference when the witness is not physically present in court.

◦ Advantages: Allows remote testimony, particularly important in cases where witnesses cannot be present due to distance or other reasons.

Procedures for Testimony

1. Direct Examination (Examination-in-Chief):

◦ Description: Primary questioning of the witness by the lawyer of the party who has invited the witness.

◦ Objective: To obtain complete and accurate information to support the client's case.

2. Cross-Examination:

◦ Description: Examination of a witness by opposing counsel.

◦ Objective: To test the credibility of the witness, to verify the accuracy of statements, and to reveal any contradictions.

Re-Examination:

◦ Description: Further questioning of the witness by the original lawyer to clarify or correct information that was raised during cross-examination.

◦ Objective: To clarify or correct ambiguities that arose during cross-examination.

Legal Rules for Testimony

1. Oath:

◦ Description: Witnesses are sworn to tell the truth, making their testimony legally binding.

◦ Meaning: Ensures commitment to the truth and allows prosecution for perjury.

2. Right to the Presence of a Lawyer:

◦ Description: Witnesses have the right to the presence of their legal counsel during their testimony.

◦ Meaning: Ensures the protection of the witness's rights and the provision of legal advice.

3. Rules for the Introduction of Certain Types of Evidence:

◦ Description: Rules that determine how and when certain evidence or testimony may be introduced into a proceeding.

◦ Meaning: Ensures that evidence is treated fairly and protects the rights of the parties to the proceedings.

Meaning of Witnesses and Testimony

1. Credibility:

◦ Description: Witnesses are key to establishing the truth and clarifying facts in legal disputes.

◦ Importance: Their testimony influences the court's decision and can significantly change the outcome of a case.

2. Verification and Critical Questioning:

◦ Description: Testimony is subject to critical verification and questioning to ensure that the information is verified and truthful.

◦ Meaning: It prevents the court from being misled and allows a fair assessment of the case.

3. Supporting Arguments:

◦ Description: Witnesses provide evidence that supports the claims and arguments of the parties to the proceedings.

◦ Significance: Their statements are essential to support or rebut the parties' arguments.

4. Accountability and Integrity:

◦ Description: Witnesses are responsible for the truthfulness of their statements and may be held criminally liable for perjury.

◦ Meaning: Ensures the integrity of the legal process and protects against false claims.

Conclusion

Witnesses and testimony are key elements of the legal system that contribute to clarifying facts and making fair decisions. Witnesses provide relevant information based on their perception or expertise, while testimony involves the formal giving of that information in a legal proceeding. The rules and procedures of testimony ensure the fairness and accuracy of the legal process, while the credibility and accountability of witnesses is crucial to the integrity of the legal system."

We can also see from the description of valid witnesses and their testimonies that the biblical references to "witnesses" and "testimonies" about biblical events, god, Jesus, "miracles", the crucifixion, the resurrected dead zombies who came back to life with the "Son of God" and walked around Jerusalem, cannot be taken seriously as they do not meet any of the conditions for validity. The Bible is a scattered, inferred, and thousands of times copied, corrected, and changed collection of myths, lies, and rumors. No serious judge, other than the religious, would take the Bible as a witness and its testimony as proof of the existence of god. The unholy Bible is full of false claims, and the authors who could take responsibility for their claims have been anonymous. The Bible is thus just an anonymous document that is completely useless as a document to prove anything, let alone the existence of god.

Swearing on the Bible is typical karmic black humor because swearing on a cheap patchwork full of lies, stupidities and nonsense is no different from swearing on a packet of cigarettes, as both are full of fog and smoke.

Let's look at an excellent explanation of the term "eyewitness testimony" presented by Dr. Robyn Faith Walsh in an interview with Derek Lambert of the YouTube channel MythVision. Robyn says that the biblical "eyewitness testimony", for which there is no evidence, is just a well-known and commonly used narrative strategy to create an illusory reality. The narrator does not specify who the witnesses were, where they can be found, or how to verify that they really saw the event and told it to the narrator in an interview. 

Video description: »Discover the Intriguing World of Ancient Eyewitnesses with Professor Robyn Faith Walsh: Unveiling the Gospel of Luke's Claims | Dive into an enthralling lecture with Professor Robyn Faith Walsh as she explores the captivating narratives within the Gospel of Luke. 

This video delves deep into the text's assertion of having communicated with individuals who claim firsthand or secondhand eyewitness accounts of the word. Professor Walsh masterfully unravels the historical context of these claims, shedding light on the common ancient practice of fabricating fantastical eyewitness accounts to persuade readers. 

Learn about the outrageous claims of yesteryears, from people professing to have seen centaurs to other legendary creatures, and why these are universally dismissed as fiction today. This enlightening discussion will challenge your perceptions and inspire you to question the authenticity of what we are told to believe.« 

Source: »Are The Gospels Accurate Eye-Witness Accounts?« | Dr. Robyn Faith Walsh, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=d3dP04jaQ3M

Biblical "witnesses" are not real witnesses, but merely a narrative device to create credibility, not to present historical truth. Fictional "witnesses" have no evidentiary value, but are only part of the narrative creation of mythological fiction. 

Centaurs are mythical creatures that are half human and half horse.

The answer to the title question is of course no, the Gospels are not accurate eyewitness accounts, they are just fabricated lies, stupidities, and nonsense.  

"Second-hand eyewitnesses" are likely to be those who have seen "first-hand eyewitnesses". Ha, ha, ha, there is no end to the Christian follies and desperate attempts to prove unprovable.

For an extra measure of "convincing", the evangelist "Luke" (Luke is a fictitious name, since all the authors of the Bible are unknown, and the same applies to "eyewitnesses" of both hands) could have added that he swears by a dead mother, an unknown father, and a missing child. If even this were not enough, he would swear by god: "May god strike me down immediately with lightning and turn me into a donkey if I lie". That would be his last words, iiiaaaa.

ChatGPT: "A reliable source of information provides accurate, verified, and objective information. Such sources are usually recognized for their quality, accuracy, and integrity, often subject to peer review or fact-checking. Criteria for a reliable source include:

1. Peer review

- Description: Scientific articles published in reputable journals often go through a peer review process where other experts in the same discipline check and evaluate the research.

- Examples: articles in journals such as Nature, Science, and The Lancet.

Credibility and reputation

- Description: Institutions and organizations with a long history of accuracy and integrity.

- Examples:

◦ Media: The New York Times, The Guardian, BBC.

◦ Institutions: Universities such as Harvard, and Stanford, and international organizations such as the United Nations, and WHO.

3. Transparency

- Description: Sources that clearly state their methods, data sources, and potential conflicts of interest.

- Examples: Research institutes that make their data and research methods publicly available.

4. Impartiality

- Description: Sources that strive for objectivity and avoid bias, offer multiple perspectives, and are based on facts, not opinions.

- Examples: Independent news portals and research organizations.

5. Data and statistics

- Description: Use of verifiable and accurate data and statistics, often backed up by original research or reliable government sources.

- Examples: National statistical institutes such as OECD, Eurostat, and Statistical Office of the Republic of Slovenia.

Referencing and citation

- Description: Sources that correctly cite and quote their sources of information allow verification of their claims.

- Examples: Academic articles, and books using scientific citation methodology.

7. Experts and authority

- Description: Information provided by experts in a particular field with relevant training and experience.

- Examples: Interviews with university professors, and publications by renowned researchers.

8. Consistency

- Description: Information that is consistent with other reputable and independent sources, increasing the likelihood of its accuracy.

- Examples: Research that is consistent with results from multiple reliable sources.

9. Relevance and topicality

- Description: Sources that provide up-to-date information and are relevant to the topic under consideration.

- Examples: Recent scientific articles, and current news from verified media.

How to check the reliability of a source?

- Check the author: Check the author's professional background and other publications.

- Check references: Does the source cite reliable and verifiable sources?

- Consistency with other sources: Is the information consistent with other reliable sources?

- Independent verification: Check the information through independent sources or fact-checking organizations.

The reliability of the source is key to ensuring the accuracy of the information and enabling responsible decision-making based on verified facts."

The anonymity and obscurity of the witnesses and the authors of the records, in addition to the thousands of times they have been copied, translated, erased, added to, and changed, undermines the minimal reliability and validity of the biblical references. Even then, people had a personal identity: they had a first and last name, a place of residence, a nationality, a religion, an education, an occupation, they could speak, and some of them were even literate. There is no good reason why the witnesses should be anonymous, still less why the questioners and the authors of the Bible should be unknown, since this makes it impossible to verify the truthfulness and honesty of the witnesses and authors.

The reason for this is the deliberate karmic concealment, obfuscation, and creation of mystery, which is intended to reinforce the mysticism of religion and to direct the faithful towards faith instead of concrete knowledge. If they knew, they would not need to believe. If they do not know, they are left with faith, and that is in a fiction for which they have no proof and cannot verify a single allegation. This is the essence of faith: faith in a surreal or fictional mythological fiction.

The Bible, by today's media standards, fulfills all the conditions of fake news and conspiracy theory, created and disseminated for ideological propaganda purposes and a tool and weapon of psychological warfare and manipulation of the masses.

The "witnesses" of biblical events and the authors are anonymous and unknown, and the fake rumors described are supposed to be true and even "words of god". The Bible is just an anonymous document pretending to be the scientific-legal "Truth" but in reality, it only witnesses and proves that it is a collection of myths, lies, and nonsense.

Speaking of Biblical witnesses, we cannot pass by Yahweh's witnesses, from among whom Yahweh is said to have selected 144,000 special witnesses to accompany His Evil on Earth. 

»The 144,000 mentioned in the Bible are ones who God has chosen to take from the earth to be co-rulers with Christ in heaven.

They are chosen from a small group of people who, through the ages, have lived and worshipped by the standard that God has set out in the Bible. This choosing started while Jesus was on the earth and has continued to this day.«

Source: Toni Coleman, 60 years a Bible teacher, »Who Are the 144.000 Jehovah’s Witnesses?«, www.quora.com

If Yahweh chose them according to His "objective moral standard", created in His image, He chose 144,000 criminals, torturers, and murderers to form His Evil Government in Heaven.

The purpose of the legal process is to establish the facts: who is who, who did what, to whom, where, when and why. There are usually two sides to a case, each claiming its own, the reverse and the opposite. Interestingly, the same is true in the Bible, although there is supposed to be only one side in the case, that is, god's. The reason for the biblical duality and contradiction is very simple: the karmicons, being schizophrenically split between Good and Evil, with an emphasis on Evil, have written a religious program to emasculate the faithful in their image. Like creators, like god. Like god, like believers.

Why do the faithful answer all reasonable and logical questions about the absurdity and contradictory nature of biblical nonsense with the evasive excuse "Strange are the ways of the Lord"? Because they can't think of an even sillier excuse so quickly at the moment of the question.

Bart Ehrmann says that what happens in the Bible depends on which Gospel you read. One says one thing, another says another, and the opposite is true. "How many women were at Jesus' tomb? It depends on which Gospel you read. How many angels were present? Depends on which Gospel you read. Were they angels or just men in white? It depends on which Gospel you read."

There is a sales technique called "Tuesday or Thursday". The salesperson wants to skip the discussion of a possible meeting, and Yes or No answer by diverting the conversation to the next stage, which is to agree on a meeting time. This distracts the customer from thinking about whether or not to meet at all to the time of meeting: Tuesday or Thursday.

Biblical contrasts are about the same thing, as the readers are diverted from thinking about whether or not this event happened to think whether or not there were three angels in the cave. This deception also involves the false assumption that the event really happened, the only question is how many angels were there.

The biblical "witnesses" who "testified" by passing on false rumors are subject to the familiar saying, "You wouldn't believe it if you hadn't heard it". 

Now, well equipped with legal knowledge and understanding of real, reasonable, and valid evidence and its application in a fair evidentiary process, let us look at how Christian believers "evidence" the existence of god.

Theistic "evidence" for the existence of god
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The Bible tells the truth because the Bible says so
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It is only the Word because there is no god. It is the Word pointing to the empty hole called god that religions fill with lies, stupidity, and nonsense. In the beginning, there was a Hole and god was the Hole. This Hole represents a lack of knowledge and deliberate lying to use a Higher Power to subjugate, abuse, and exploit the faithful.

One of the visitors from other planets says that whatever claim believers make for the existence of god, they are using the same formula, which in English is "And therefore god." or "Therefore god exists." This formula is based on faith, which is why in front or first place or with the signs "X, therefore, Y." Nothing or no presupposition is needed since believers only need a conclusion based on faith and not on evidence.

The reality is that there is nothing in the place of a premise, because god does not exist, and therefore there is no true, logical, and valid premise for his existence. The religious formula for god is thus: (Nothing). God exists. Or in the same sentence: “ , therefore god exists."

This Nothing, which for the religious is faith (in Nothing, since god does not exist), accurately expresses the meaning and non-value of faith for proving the existence of god. They try to prove his existence based on the absence of valid proof, or Nothing, or faith, by which they believe that faith itself is "proof" that god exists. One delusion is not proof that another delusion exists or is only proof that the first delusion exists, and that is faith.

As we have seen above, religious arguments or claims for the existence of god are just statements, not real, verifiable, and demonstrably valid evidence.

The fundamental fact is that there is no god because the only real, direct, and valid evidence for his existence is himself, alive and present. All religious "evidence" is circumstantial and has no direct and demonstrable link to god, but is only forcibly, illogically, and nonsensically linked to him by theologians, apologists, and believers. Most such "proofs" are circular in nature, with the Bible supposedly "proving" that god exists because it says so.

An example of a similarly absurd "proof" that god exists is the statement by religious people, "I believe in god, therefore he exists", meaning that if god did not exist, I could not believe in him. They forget that drunks and addicts alike think hallucinations are real, but when they sober up they realize they were just hallucinations. The same is true of most people who dream and think the dream is real, but when they wake up, they realize it was just a dream.

Believers are so heavily karmically programmed and hypnotized that, despite all the evidence that there is no god, they are unwilling to shake off their religious delusions and wake up from the fictional to the actual reality.

Interestingly, but typically karmically duplicitous and contradictory, is the basic question of why prove god and religion in the first place, since the essence of religion is belief, not knowledge, let alone evidence for the existence of god. If they believe in god, that should be enough for them. But because they wanted to convince and even coerce the non-believers and the otherwise believers into their delusions, they started "proving" the existence of their one and only true god with "evidence" which, despite their efforts over thousands of years, only proves that god does not exist, because their "evidence" is not real evidence, but just plain, unverifiable and unprovable assertions, or just empty words with nothing behind them but lies and despair. No matter how hard they try, they will not succeed in proving god, in presenting irrational faith as rational behavior, and in imposing religious mythology as reality. 

»If your faith is big enough facts don’t matter«, Paoli Wesleyan Church 

Source: »Belt of Truth”, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SZ2x1B7GyYk&t=15s

Here are some comments. 

@petyrkowalski9887  

»Religious faith is not a virtue, its a badge of ignorance and gullibility.« 

@kimsland999  

»It's true, if someone says they are religious to me, I lose a lot of respect for them, and also become more wary of their actions. Those who believe in absurdities can commit atrocities.«  

@davidbelway6076  

»Faith is the art of lying to yourself. Critical thinking is the art of questioning yourself.«

Even if a hundred people tell the same lie, it will still not become the truth. No matter how much the Bible refers to itself, and believers refer to it, it is not the truth and never will be. The Christian claim that the Bible is true because the Bible says so is plain nonsense. It is like saying that a lie is true because a liar told it.

ChatGPT, summary: “In the article, EricaR examines the concept of "corroborating the Bible" and highlights the flaws in arguments often presented by its defenders. She evaluates several common approaches and concludes that they fail to prove the authenticity of biblical stories, particularly their supernatural claims.

Key Points:


	
Self-Corroboration of the Gospels: 	The presence of similar stories across multiple Gospels does not validate their truth. The Gospels are interrelated, and repeating the same story does not make it factual.




	
Corroborating Locations: 	While some locations mentioned in the Bible are real, this does not confirm the truth of the stories associated with them.




	
Archaeological Evidence: 	For example, the excavation of a site linked to Sodom reveals a cataclysmic event but does not prove divine intervention, which is the central claim of the biblical narrative.




	
Mentions of Jesus in Historical Sources: 	Historical references to Jesus, such as those by Josephus, rely on secondary sources and do not provide independent evidence of the events described in the Bible.




	
Circular Arguments: 	Many arguments rely on circular reasoning, such as using biblical claims to validate other biblical stories, which is not a valid method of proof.




	
Comparison with Other Ancient Texts: 	Although biblical manuscripts are closer to their original writing dates than some other ancient works, this proximity does not validate the Bible's supernatural claims, which require a higher standard of evidence.






Conclusion:

The author concludes that proponents of the Bible have not presented independent evidence for its supernatural claims or miracles. The "proofs" cited are likely to persuade only those who are already predisposed to believe. She encourages readers to reconsider their beliefs or accept them without attempting to justify them with insufficient evidence.”

Source: EricaR, “What Does It Mean to Corroborate the Bible?«, 

https://medium.com/deconstructing-christianity/what-does-it-mean-to-corroborate-the-bible-ac90e7c0386a

Instead of believing in their delusions and leaving others alone, they are persuaded and forced to believe in fictional beings, as if converting non-believers into believers would give them proof that their faith is true and that god exists. Their faith is not enough, so they urgently need the faith of others and even the faith of non-believers. Crazy!

If non-believers fell for the trick and started believing in a fictional god too, they would say "Well, you see, there is a god, because non-believers believe in him too!"

Here is a perfect example of the theological fallacy of "proving that god must exist because there is a word for it.

When I started to observe my thoughts after the karmic intervention in 2004, when some blockages were removed and I started to awaken to Pure Awareness, I realized the different characteristics of the thinking of the unawakened. One of them was guessing with presumption and false certainty: "possible - probable - "certain"".

When you think about something that seems possible at the beginning, and you repeat it a few times to "confirm" it, suddenly, it seems quite probable. You have just reinforced the possibility by repeating it and turned it into a probability yourself, even though nothing has actually changed, and the possibility is still just a possibility. Before, it was only possible, but now, it is quite probable.

When you repeat a probability a few times and reinforce it too, you suddenly become "sure" that something has happened or is bound to happen. You completely forget that you are just thinking that nothing has happened (yet) and that you have no proof that it has really happened, but that it is just your guesses and assumptions. Even the final level of false certainty is still only part of the three-stage model of possibility, probability, and false certainty and has no relation to actual reality.

Alan Plantinga, the American philosopher of religion, unconsciously uses exactly this model and starts his "proof" of the existence of god with "possible", hastily jumps from "probable" to "necessary" and presents everything as "certain". In doing so, he fails to grasp that he is still in the field of a three-step model of conjecture and assumption, not of a certain and proven certainty based on concrete facts and reality.

The mixing of fiction, conjecture, and presumption and the transformation of fantasy into reality is typical of all apologists. First, they assume something, then they go on as if it has already been proven and they know for sure that god exists. Frank Turek, while guessing and assuming, even wonders if it could be true as if it were already true.

ChatGPT: "Alvin Plantinga's Modal Ontological Argument is a philosophical argument that attempts to prove the existence of God using modal logic and ontological reasoning. The argument can be summarized in the following steps:

1. The idea of God: The first step of the argument is to define God as a being whose existence is necessary and inevitable. This means that God is necessarily existent in every possible world.

2. The possibility of God: Plantinga argues that God can exist. This means that there are possible worlds in which God actually exists.

3. The Necessity of God: If God is possible, then he exists in every possible world since it is part of his definition to be necessarily existent. This means that God is necessarily existent in every possible world.

4. Existence in the real world: If God is necessarily existent in every possible world, then He is necessarily existent in the real world since the real world is only one of the possible worlds.

With these steps, Plantinga tries to show that God is necessarily existent in the real world and consequently exists. Critics of the argument object that God's existence is not necessarily the result of logical reasoning alone, but may also include other aspects such as empirical evidence and personal experience."

You have seen how the fanatical believer has usually turned "possible" into "necessary" in four steps, and that into "god".

Using this approach, Plantinga could also prove the existence of Superman, Batman, and Spider-Man as super beings who simply must exist because they are awesome. Wow, it's true, they do exist!

If it's in theory, it doesn't have to be in reality. If it is in delusion, it is not in reality. If it's in faith, it's not in reality. That's why religion is called faith and not science and knowledge.

»I Can Convince You God Is Real (Give Me 2 Minutes)«, and in the next who minutes, I will show you how to create anything from Nothing. 

ChatGPT, summary: »Bjorn Bond offers a bold and succinct argument for the existence of God, appealing to both scientific principles and philosophical reasoning. He acknowledges the difficulty of proving God’s existence using empirical methods but presents a thought-provoking perspective.

Key Points:


	
The Conservation of Energy: 	Energy cannot be created or destroyed, only transformed. This raises the question: how was energy created in the first place? Bond suggests this gap in knowledge points to the necessity of a divine creator.




	
The Existence of Evil: 	Evil is undeniable and pervasive in the world. If evil (and by extension, the devil) exists, then good (and God) must exist as its natural counterpart.




	
The Limits of Human Knowledge: 	Bond asserts that humanity will never fully understand the universe or its origins, which underscores the miraculous and mysterious nature of existence.




	
The Miracle of the Universe: 	The very existence of the universe, with its intricate laws and inexplicable origin, is a testament to a higher power. Bond argues that denying the existence of God seems implausible when faced with the universe's complexity.






Conclusion:

Bond concludes that contemplating the universe and its origins makes disbelief in God seem unreasonable. He frames the existence of God as the most logical explanation for the mysteries of life and the cosmos.”

Source: Bjorn Bond, »I Can Convince You God Is Real (Give Me 2 Minutes)«,  https://medium.com/@bjornbond/i-can-convince-you-god-is-real-give-me-2-minutes-c16459b0001f 

Have you seen a magician pull a god out of an invisible hat with a single stroke? Voila!

Arrogant? To much!

Complicated? Not a bit!

Funny? Totally!

Brave and intelligent? Not at all!

Did he succeed? No!

He has only reinforced my belief that the faithful are completely insane.

This is another good example of religious thinking based on fiction and mixing it with reality.

Bjorn goes on to state a correct interrogative proposition but fails to recognize the answer in it, even though the sentence already contains one. "If energy cannot be created or destroyed, how did it come into existence in the first place?" The answer is simple: it is not created at all, but ... This is the fourth clue to one of my logical and valid proofs that god does not exist because it is impossible.

Then, fearing god's "omniscience", he quickly declares that even if we one day know, we won't know: "Even if we one day manage to explain it, there will always be a gap in our knowledge."

If we know, then we know. If ignorance is a void and knowledge is a plenitude, there is no gap anymore.

Bjorn continues in a purely karmic fashion and, like Frank Turek, declares that Satan and Evil prove the existence of god. If one exists, the other must also exist, and even the reverse. Evil is his crowning proof of the existence of god.

Evil is present only on Earth as the last planet in the old cosmos still operating according to the Karmic System, even though the Evil Karmic Organization no longer exists as we abolished it in 2021. On the new planets, there is no more Evil in any form, there are no more gods, devils, religions, and believers. According to theological, apologetic, religious, and Bjorn's antilogic, this is impossible, because Evil would always have to stand opposite Good.

The inhabitants of the new cosmos already know everything they want and need to know about the cosmos. We Earthlings will also know everything we want to know.

Bjorn then warns and tries to frighten all believers not to accidentally think because they might "break the fundamental laws" and advises them between the lines to believe and keep faith in god rather than the Law.

Here are the two "proofs" he used in his express but unsuccessful conversion of unbeliever into believer:

1. "Because we don't know, god exists."

2. "Since there is Evil, there is a god."

Ignorance proves nothing but ignorance.

Fortunately, god exists only in biblical fiction, but not god as the opposite of Evil, but as Evil itself.

It would be ridiculous to believe in such "proofs" or "arguments", which are just empty words, nonsense, and nothing else. Again, one can see the desperation of believers to have some proof of the existence of god. Even though their "proofs" or "arguments" are just empty words and plain lies, they are enough for them to pretend that god really exists. It is just that there is something, anything, and god already exists.

When we deprogram and dehypnotize the believers and they realize from my evidence and also from material evidence how the karmic people have invented all gods, religions, and faiths, they will find it ridiculous that they could believe in god at all.
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If god doesn't know something, he asks the apologists
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The Christian theologians could not prove there was a god, not even by violence, so they invented apologetics as a way of proving the unprovable, alongside god and Jesus. As I will show and prove below, god does not exist because it is impossible. 

"Can atheists prove that there is no God because they don't believe in one?

existence? 

Of course. Here's the proof (in the photo with the small rock with the eyes glued on). This stone proves that there is no god. You just have to trust me and believe me to understand that this is true." 

Source: »Can atheists prove there is no God since they don’t believe in His existence?«, https://divineatheist.quora.com/Can-atheists-prove-theres-no-God-since-they-dont-believe-in-His-existence

The parody of proving god is a good illustration of the futility of religious stretching and inventing "proofs" for the existence of a god that they cannot prove, because there is not a single valid proof of it.

@kendehl

“Apologist: God is beyond comprehension. 

Also Apologist: I understand God.” 

@ziedlazrak76

“If God exists, he exists. That actually made me laugh.” 

@robertjimenez5984 

“I think that the Olympic Games should include Christians apologetics as part of the gymnastics sport. They really have impressive acrobatic moves.”
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