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| believethat AndreaYates, the Houston mother who isaccused of drowning her fivechildren,isa
woman of highmoral conviction. AndreaYatesbelieved, asmany peopledo, that thereisaGod who
will judgeusand, based on our actionshereon Earth, will either reward uswith eternal blisswithhimin
Heaven or condemn usto eternal torment in Hell. Shewas al so convinced, asmany are, that God
would not condemn to Hell ayoung child who had no moral ability to choose between good and evil.

TheYates oldest child, Noah, wasonly seven at thetime of hisdeath. | doubt there are very many who
believethat God would actually condemn aseven year old child to eternal damnation for “being bad.”
Yet AndreaYateswas convinced that if sheallowed her childrento grow older they would eventual ly
reach the age at which they could be considered responsiblefor their actionsin theeyesof God. At this
point their eternal soulswould bein jeopardy. What would any loving parent do?In Chrigt-likefashionshe
sacrificed her own soul to eterna damnation by killing her children but thereby guaranteed her childreneternd
lifein Heavenwith God. How commendable,

| know that virtualy every person reading thisisnow yelling and screaming that AndreaYates actions
wereanything but religioudy motivated and clearly illogical. Somewill clamthat shewasmentdly ill and
not responsiblefor her actions. Otherswill claim that sheisnothing but acold blooded murderer and
knew exactly what shewasdoing. In either case, they will say, whether dueto mental ilinessor pure
evil, what shedidwasillogical. But | beg to differ. While shemay beill and she may beamurderer, her
actionsarefully consistent with her belief in God and an afterlife. Asreprehensible and disgusting as|
personally find her actions, they remain fully cons stent with her religiousbeliefsand flow logicaly from
her religiouspremises.

What the public’sinahility to reconcilethesefactsimpliesto meisthat thepublic at largeisnot fully
comfortablewiththelogical ramificationsand consequencesof their ownrdigiousfaith. Itissaid that
actions speak louder than words. Many people of faith usethis statement to implorethefaithful not to
simply parrot thewords of the scripture but to put their conceptsinto action. Even the secular among us
would agreethat smply reciting the Pledge of Allegiance every day or reading the Declaration of

I ndependence or Constitution does not make us good citizens; we must put theideas embodied inthese
documentsinto action. Yet thisiswhat AndreaYatesdid: she put her faithinto action.

Others, individually and ingroups, have put their faith into actionwith smilarly bad reactionsfromthe
public. TheHeaven'sGate*“ cult” believed aspace ship was coming to Earth to take them to the next
level. They prepared themsel ves and then committed masssuicidein order to leavetheir bodiesbehind.
The Solar Order also committed mass suicide. Thefollowersof the Rev. Jim Jonesand hisPeople's
Templeare probably the modern record holderswith amost one thousand people committing suicide
for their beliefs. Eventhe suicideterrorists of September eleventh and the seemingly perpetual suicide
bombersinlsragel and Palestineare putting their faith into action. How many of uscan say that wewould
willingly giveup thislifefor our beliefs?What doesthissay about the strength of our belief inan afterlife
with God?



I’ m sureeven moreyelling and screaming iSgoing on Now.

Most of usareambiva ent with regard to our respectivefaiths. Many of ustruly want to believe. We
probably try very hard to believe. But many of uslikely fall far short of what it supposedly meansto
really beagood Chrigtian, Jew, Mudlim, Hindu, etc. Many of usare also confused about what our faith
really compelsusto doto be”good” Chrigians, Jews, etc. Sowhoisto say what isor isn't God’ swill ?Not
that long ago somemembersof theclergy ingtructed their flock that owning dark skinned peoplewasGod's
will. Today somereligiousleadersinformther flocksthat itisnot merely acceptablebut actualy aduty tokill
Jewsor homosexuadsor Americansinthenameof God. Inour own country thereare peopleof faithwho act
onthat faith by killing doctorswho perform abortions.

In each of these casesall of the actionsthat aretaken arethelogical consequencesof each person’s
belief system. Inthiscountry, when that belief systemiscaled Idamwecall the peoplewhokill inthe
nameof God terrorists. When that belief systemiscalled Christianity wehaveamoredifficult time
deciding what to call thosewho kill in the name of God.

Inthe USmost folkswould agreethat every person hasboth thelegal right and themora justificationto
kill insalf defense. Further, few would arguethat wearenot moraly justified inkilling someonewhois
threatening thelivesof our family. Finally, most would probably agreethat if we see someonebeing
attacked or murdered, or haveinformation that an attack or a murder isbeing planned, that wehavea
mora obligationtointerveneat someleve. Given the premissthat an anti-abortionist believesthat
abortionismurder, plainand smple, thenthey haveamoral duty to stopit. QED.

How would any of usreact if we discovered that aperson we knew had just bombed abuilding? L ater
welearned that thisbuilding wasfull of deeping people and that dozenswerekilled. How would we
react? Shock?Horror? Revulson?What if welater |earned that the building wasabarracksfull of Nazi
soldiersinaconcentration camp and that your friend then hel ped theinmatesto escape? Now how
would you feel ?Would you condemn this person asacold blooded murderer?Would you call thema
terrorist? Or would you honor them asabrave soul of highmora conviction? The conceptinthe
previoustwo examplesisthe same: You seemurder being committed and you know that it will continue
to occur and thereforeyou must act. The problem we seemto have currently isdeciding collectively if
abortionismurder or not. Yet agreewith them or not, those who believethat abortionismurder arejust
asmoraly obligated to act violently to stop it asanyone elsewould beif they knew that the Jewsin their
nei ghborhood were about to be exterminated and preemptive violence against the perpetratorswasthe
only meansto stopit. Again, actions speak louder than words.

Whenachildisbornwetypically celebrate. Our faith, our culture and our actionsarein congruence.
When afriend or loved one graduates, beit from kindergarten or grad school, wetypically celebrate.
Again, our faith, our culture and our actionsarein congruence. When afriend or loved one gets married
we celebrate. Once again, our faith, our culture and our actionsarein congruence. Yet when afriend or
loved onedieswegrieve: now our cultureand our actionsarein opposition to thetenets of our faith.
Whileour faithinformsusthat our loved oneisin abetter place, that theworriesof thislifearesmall
potatoes compared to the next, and that we should rejoice - we grieve. Why aren’t we al just as happy
aswewereduring theother lifetransitions?Aren’t our actions speaking louder than our words?



The problemwith AndreaYatesisthat most peopleare not willing to contemplatethefull ramifications
of their beliefs. In math and physicsyou cannot smply ignoretheresultsor theimplications of an equa-
tionthat you do not like. Newton described the universewelivein to aremarkable degree of precision
yet hisequationswere not perfect. These equations generated spurious datawhen used to describe
eventsat very high velocities or near massiveobjects. The observed datasmply did not match what the
theory predicted. Whilescientistsdid not likethisthey had to dedl withit. Einstein eventually devel oped
relativity to more accurately describe eventsacrossthefull spectrum of speedsand masses. Theory was
refined to moreaccurately describethereadlity we experience. Similarly, we must do the samewith our
faith. We must either accept theramificationsof our beliefs (asAndreaYates, et a, havedone) or finda
belief system that does not give so much offense.

Of coursethereisgtill moreyelling and screaming going on at this point. Someonewill now informme
that peoplejust can't go around making up religionsto suit them - only God can do that. Oh?If that is
truel really don’t understand wheredll of the current religions of theworld camefrom. Perhaps God
has some sort of multiple-persondity disorder or maybeweredlly arejust making it up aswego aong.
But if we' renot allowed to make up areligion which doesnot allow for or encouragethe AndreaYates
or Usamabin Laden’sof theworld then | supposewe Il al just haveto livewith the consequences. And
that continuestoterrify me.



