Introduction

A priest is talking with a little boy. The priest says: 

Boy, you should come to the church every Sunday accompanying your mum, as she tells you to do, and behave well, uh?

Little boy: Why?

Their dialogue goes like this:

P-Because you should obey your mum, first of all…

M-But she says that God is good. If God is good, He will wish seeing me happy, and if He wishes to see me happy, He wants me at home, sleeping!

P-Attending church is our duty before Our Holy Father… 

M-Why?
P-Because…it is written in the Bible that the own God has rested on the seventh day to appreciate His own creations, and it is also written that we must dedicate a day to the Lord. 

M-I would then be appreciating God’s creations from home! And if I add all the time I spend praying each day of the week, it will definitely end up summing one. This way, I have dedicated a day to the Lord in each week…what is wrong with my reasoning?
Main difference between the two discourses seems to be that the child trusts its own experimentation, its own logical system, and the priest trusts something external to himself, some inaccessible truth which lies inside of (perhaps, being optimistic) a book which was named not by God, but by humanity, `Bible’, spread around as being the `Holy Book’, or the book of the `Only truth’.
It all depends on the type of society we are aiming for: Do we want people who are easily maneuvered, who go after dogmas and lose words, or we aim having thinkers who discuss and debate ideas, who are able to present opposition?

Having into sight that Christ was always going against whatever was being told in His own time, and told us that nobody finds His Father if not through Him (or through copying Him, His example), one who chooses the first option cannot be following Christ. Therefore, it must be the case that the New Testament cannot be considered as source for their belief. With this, we are stuck with Jews and the Old Testament, so far, if ever choosing not to debate and think about things ourselves (as it actually reads in the Old Testament is mandatory: that each person who claims to follow that God should read His words on their own, in full, with no pollution of anyone else in their first contact).
On the other hand, if we aim people who are easily maneuvered, and this brings Hitler and groups such as Taliban to our memories, Afghanistan therefore, we may as well keep on feeding the World with inaccessible truths (inaccessible in the sense that it really does not matter what we state, all we are ever going to achieve is a repetition of whatever is stated in the Bible). 
In case we aim thinkers, however, we should also target a logical discourse: not a logical discourse in the sense in which a few radical logicists desire, in the sense in which the own God’s existence is debated, even though we could probably discuss it, because this is violating the highest principle of every religion: that of the faith, but logic in the sense of taking into account that there is a lot of confusion in the Bible writings, given that it not only was written in pieces, but was put together freely and translated from one language in which words could bear more than one meaning in some parts (Aramaic, as well described in the book `Senhores do mundo’).  Aramaic is told to be a very confusing language, in which each word could bear even opposite meanings. The own word used to describe `God’ was challenged by the book previously mentioned (Senhores do mundo), where the author states, with mentioned references, that the original word, modified to `God’ could also mean  ``flying object which spits fire’’. 
We shall not discuss this point, however, or go there. This because it really does not matter what the looks of God is, if He comes in a spaceship or as a Holy Spirit, all that matters is our faith on the uniqueness and on the actual existence of God. Besides, it seems that there is at most two books in the Bible which were originally written in Aramaic (some sources mention none was), rest written in a language still in use by the Jews of nowadays. 

Some people believe God does not exist, some that there are plenty of gods (I write in small letters because I am sure God is one). 

We must respect everyone as human beings and, therefore, we must believe everyone has got divine freedom to choose their own beliefs. Thus, we cannot even state publicly that our belief is THE CORRECT ONE. 

What we can state in public, however, is that, considering our own experience, and the experience of several human beings, for several millennia, following the principles exposed in the Bible and believe in a single God does lead us to a much better and satisfactory life, which may then be told to be human in full. 

We cannot assure others that things work the other way around either, that is: every human being with a satisfactory/happy existence must believe in a single God or in the Bible principles. 

We must allow room for the acceptance of the happiness of others, their way, as long as it does not harm us/our own happiness (respect).

True Christianity should encompass both tolerance and respect for other human beings: once more, up to when other human beings are also respecting our rights in the World. 

Tolerance and respect for other beliefs walk hand in hand with humanity. 
The only exception to the rule of mutual respect is when a religion is preaching or leading to the bad treatment/rejection of other human beings. In this case, this sort of religion should, in every possible sense, be criticized, and fought against.

There is absolutely no meaning or possible support for the absence of rights to a few whilst others hold every possible right. 

There is no sense or possible support for the exclusion of a few whilst others totally belong and hold full freedom.

A religion must be respected to the point in which it starts disrespecting the rights of a few. 
A religion which does not respect a human being (considering our definition of such) should, at any expense, be challenged. 

In writing about this, what comes to our minds is Taliban, recent episodes in Afghanistan: there was not even minimum respect for the Afghanistan women under Taliban rules.
There obviously were several human women there, more than certainly. 

Therefore, their religion should be fought against.

Any religion which implies loss of rights to a few and full rights to others, by default, should be fought against. 

Taliban rules seemed to favor men. Apparently, if a man there witnessed his woman speaking to another male that would entitle him to murder her. 

It seems, however, that the opposite rule would never apply, that is, if the husband was caught speaking to another woman, the wife could not murder him because of that. On the top of that, it seems that the simple communication between men and married women was absolutely forbidden. 

If the World were to be split into couples and singles, with singles only speaking to singles, this would cut freedom of human race short; this would end up with the chance of learning with the other gender, this is primitivism. 

In modern society, there is room for one-sided rules, no room for the absence of communication. 

In modern society, one should give more and more priority to communication, to the exchange of information, to debates in general, to thinking together, to acting together, as a community: it is obvious that only primitive males and females can only speak to each other when they are about to have sex or have already have it. Primitivism is the total absence of communication which is human. Animals act like that: by the time one gender approaches the other, sex. Humans are supposed to be at least one level up: able to talk with both genders equally and know who their `sweet hearts’ are, with no mistake, even if temporary. A choice is made by the time a person introduces another socially as a partner. Adults choose and stick to it, children swing. An adult, when interested in someone else, would simply split with the previous partner socially before taking another sexually. This is not simply moral, this is correct.
In modern society, unfortunately, there is a trend to ordinarity, to trusting old dogmas, to giving wings to laziness. In it being so ordinary, people find comfort in being a number amongst others, not catching attention in general to themselves. Most of the modern people are like that: good is mixing well, good is being `part’ of whatever, most of the time things they do not hold the slightest idea of what they actually are or mean. 
In supporting old dogmas, people feel the comfort of not having to challenge what is already there, of having solely to go with the flux. 
In giving wings to laziness, people feel as if they are enjoying and perhaps sharing the material comfort allowed to only a few in this World. 

Problem with this choice is that there are terrible consequences for each one of these steps taken. 
In keeping themselves inside of what is ordinary, the person looses their faith in their own inner potential, the person discards view points which could improve theirs and our World, the person rejects what could improve the global quality of living. 
“The Burning Bush

3:1 Now Moses was keeping the flock of his father-in-law, Jethro, the priest of Midian, and he led his flock to the west side of the wilderness and came to Horeb, the mountain of God. 2 And the angel of the Lord appeared to him in a flame of fire out of the midst of a bush. He looked, and behold, the bush was burning, yet it was not consumed. 3 And Moses said, “I will turn aside to see this great sight, why the bush is not burned.” 4 When the Lord saw that he turned aside to see, God called to him out of the bush, “Moses, Moses!” And he said, “Here I am.” 5 Then he said, “Do not come near; take your sandals off your feet, for the place on which you are standing is holy ground.” 6 And he said, “I am the God of your father, the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob.” And Moses hid his face, for he was afraid to look at God.

7 Then the Lord said, “I have surely seen the affliction of my people who are in Egypt and have heard their cry because of their taskmasters. I know their sufferings, 8 and I have come down to deliver them out of the hand of the Egyptians and to bring them up out of that land to a good and broad land, a land flowing with milk and honey, to the place of the Canaanites, the Hittites, the Amorites, the Perizzites, the Hivites, and the Jebusites. 9 And now, behold, the cry of the people of Israel has come to me, and I have also seen the oppression with which the Egyptians oppress them. 10 Come, I will send you to Pharaoh that you may bring my people, the children of Israel, out of Egypt.” 11 But Moses said to God, “Who am I that I should go to Pharaoh and bring the children of Israel out of Egypt?” 12 He said, “But I will be with you, and this shall be the sign for you, that I have sent you: when you have brought the people out of Egypt, you shall serve God on this mountain.”

13 Then Moses said to God, “If I come to the people of Israel and say to them, ‘The God of your fathers has sent me to you,’ and they ask me, ‘What is his name?’ what shall I say to them?” 14 God said to Moses, “I am who I am.”
 And he said, “Say this to the people of Israel, ‘I am has sent me to you.’” 15 God also said to Moses, “Say this to the people of Israel, ‘The Lord
,  the God of your fathers, the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob, has sent me to you.’ This is my name forever, and thus I am to be remembered throughout all generations.”

(Exodus 3:1-15) 

Moses, himself, was in charge of a very ordinary task, and he was in charge of very ordinary lambs. The same way it has occurred to Jesus’ apostles, Moses was taken away from his ordinary life to do something EXTRAORDINARY, which could hold impact and meaning in other people’s lives.

Once more, we read in the Bible that God does not belong to this World. Therefore, He needs people from this World to allow Him to intervene.  
And there is no moment in the whole Bible in which the intervention of God has proved itself harmful to this World. Rather the opposite, people have stopped pain after allowing Jesus act over them, they were saved from lions, they won battles, and they achieved prosperity, and attained what they had requested from God. 
The tasks assigned to people by God/Jesus/Holy Spirit were never ever ordinary: the tasks so provided were always EXTRAORDINARY. 

This has to mean that in order to contribute to this World as God’s instrument; the person cannot ever stick to the ordinary level of things. 
``The Final Analysis

People are often unreasonable, illogical, and self-centered;
...Forgive them anyway!
If you are kind, people may accuse you of selfish, ulterior motives;
...Be kind anyway!
If you are successful, you will win some false friends and some true enemies;
...Succeed anyway!
If you are honest and frank, people may cheat you;
...Be honest and frank anyway!
What you spend years building, someone could destroy overnight;
...Build anyway!
If you find serenity and happiness, they may be jealous;
...Be happy anyway!
The good you do today, people will often forget tomorrow;
...Do good anyway!
Give the world the best you have, and it may never be enough;
...Give the world the best you've got anyway!
You see, in the final analysis, it is between you and God;
It was never between you and them anyway.”
 ``26 Then God said, “Let us make man
 in our image, after our likeness. And let them have dominion over the fish of the sea and over the birds of the heavens and over the livestock and over all the earth and over every creeping thing that creeps on the earth.”

27 So God created man in his own image,
in the image of God he created him;
male and female he created them.” 
(Genesis 1:26-27)

We were made at the own God’s image, and we were awarded power over all things on Earth. 
This was a memorable moment, once from there onwards, God would not interfere with this World unless it was through human beings and, even so, God would need each human being to believe Him in order to use them.

Not a single non-believer could ever be sure of God’s interference in anyone’s affairs. 

It is very interesting noticing that it is quite impossible to read the Bible with thirst of knowledge and not ending up experiencing the divine, the EXTRAORDINARY. 

Nobody should proclaim themselves an atheist before reading the Sacred Bible, page by page, with heart and mind open to God.

This because if the person has not been tested against God’s real words, as stated by Him how to being read, how can they be sure they are not passive of believing? A true atheist has to be convict, really sure there is nothing else, one must think, that is to make their claims logical, sensical. They must have tried hard, yet not have seen/experienced what was experienced, so far, by absolutely every person who read the Bible page by page with open heart, soul, and mind.

Once the study of the Bible, or its criterious reading, make us see that God will always make use of people to do extraordinary things, we must start thinking that we ourselves should aim always being extraordinary. 
We will absolutely never find someone else precisely like us. This is an illusion: there is not a single human being precisely like us in the whole Universe; we are both biologically and spiritually unique. 
Even so, it is God’s words that He has made us His own resemblance. 

This is a logical puzzle which may be interpreted several ways. 

Our way of interpreting it is that God is able to see Himself in our collectivity. 

This means that we, all together, if ever accepting him in our hearts and minds equally, are His gorgeous image, not mattering who we actually are individually. 
Seeing things this way makes us see that if all of us seek the same objective, we are definitely going to achieve it, even if it is something divine because we, as a whole, are same as God. 
However, when acting apart from each other, in terms of direction, we are weak and reach nowhere, we are lost. 
Of course this is about being individuals as such, in full, and yet being able to have common objectives which may then lead to the happiness of all of us: another logical puzzle, what are they?

We easily suggest that our global direction is the happiness of all human beings. 

This is a very hard task and, even if we believe it, as a few, that we are one 
before coming to this World, and we are going to be one as we leave it, we are still not one whilst on Earth. 

Therefore, we must cooperate and help each other so that we all grow. 
At this very moment, it is worth mentioning the movie `A beautiful mind', which mentions Nash’s
 economical theory, which seems to defend that we should have as objective the equal satisfaction of each one of us, even though we are all intrinsically very different and we all seem to dispute the same finite number of things during most of the time.  

Our mission on Earth, therefore, must have to do with developing our own I and make it stronger so that, as individuals, we are able to look around and see other individuals with the same rights to happiness that we hold.  
So that this happens, we must then be EXTRAORDINARY. 

Catholicism preaches we should aim being saints; Buddhism, we should aim being like Buddha; so on so forth. 

Truth is that we must aim being unique, different from each other, finding out precisely what makes us happy, and truly respecting the rights other hold to their own happiness, the way they wish; become better and stronger each day in our own happiness. 

If we are concerned about this, and if we feed ourselves from thoughts of happiness and hope, there is not a way in which we can possibly disturb the happiness of others. Rather the opposite, we will finally help others reach their own happiness.  

And once happiness seems to go hand in hand with wisdom, as we are able to read from the Bible, 
``Blessed Is the One Who Finds Wisdom

13 Blessed is the one who finds wisdom,
and the one who gets understanding,”
 (Proverbs 3:13)

This is the correct manner of helping others.

If we base ourselves in old dogmas, we cannot ever find our own happiness, unless the old dogmas are a result of a free choice.  

If someone uses a theory without understanding it in depth, or believing in it for their own life, this person is a `maneuvabre mass’, in no sense different from those who followed Nazism, Fascism, etc. 

There is no human judgment in their minds, only acceptance. Therefore, there is no self-development: they fall into what is ordinary once more. 
In giving wings to laziness, the person is living a reality which is not theirs, the person is living in a World which is not this, and the person is not completely present in this exact moment: their absence from here makes them fall into the ordinary once more. 

As a conclusion, we should all fight against being ordinary, that is, trying seeing beyond whatever is being shown to us: trying to find exotic things, facts, details, in all. That is savoring life.
We should always try improving whatever is around us, having as objective our own and our neighbor’s happiness in this World all the time. 

We should all debate, converse, talk, learn with each other, before accepting any old dogma into our lives: We should all try doing things, always keeping both mind and body under maximum allowed activity so that we develop and improve our unicity which, once fully achieved, will represent the end of our life on Earth as Jesus Christs (God’s alike, but not God yet). 
There is no break for this fight whilst we are ALIVE. 
� 3:14 Or I am what I am, or I will be what I will be


� 3:15 The word Lord, when spelled with capital letters, stands for the divine name, YHWH, which is here connected with the verb hayah, “to be” in verse 14. Both the previous note and this one were found at � HYPERLINK "http://www.gnpcb.org/esv/search/?q=Exodus+3%3A1-15#f2" ��http://www.gnpcb.org/esv/search/?q=Exodus+3%3A1-15#f2�, from 23rd of July of 2007.


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.wowzone.com/final.htm" ��http://www.wowzone.com/final.htm�, as seen on the 23rd of July of 2007.


� 1:26 The Hebrew word for man (adam) is the generic term for mankind and becomes the proper name Adam. The extract was found at � HYPERLINK "http://www.gnpcb.org/esv/search/?q=Genesis+1:26-27#f1" ��http://www.gnpcb.org/esv/search/?q=Genesis+1:26-27#f1�, 23rd July 2007.


� N.T. Para maiores detalhes sobre a teoria de Nash, o(a) leitor(a) pode querer consultar o livro `Cinco Regras de Ouro’, escrito por Dr. John Casti e traduzido por Márcia Pinheiro.
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