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Sometimes, the truth is hidden by the facts that we are presented with.


Facts tell us that Marilyn Monroe committed suicide through a drug overdose.

That, though, is not the truth.

Anyone who takes the effort to read up on the subject is able to come to quite another conclusion,

and quite often we find that reality is more mundane than the facts given to us.

 So let us look at the death of Monroe.

Why would she kill herself just four days before remarrying the greatest baseball player of the age, Joe DiMaggio?

Why would she kill herself when she had freed herself of the shackles of the studio system and the casting couch?

Why would she kill herself when she was lined up to begin quality drama projects of the kind she had wanted to tackle for a decade.

 
It doesn’t make sense!  Everything was finally going right.  Her only problem was that she couldn’t sleep well at all.

 
In Hollywood at the time there was a drug and psychiatrist culture.  The physicians and phychoanalyists were known for their list of clients more than for their standard of work.  


For the past two years Monroe had been seen by Ralph Greenson.  Had he been at work this year, he would have been struck off.  He had become closer to Monroe than professional standards dictates, visiting her at her home and letting her spend days at a time at his home with his family.  He became emotionally involved with her case.  He took advantage of her insecure personality so that she believed she relied on him.  He had also come to rely on her name as one of his patients and acquaintances.  That was a source of self-esteem and publicity within the Hollywood world.

The day before she died, Monroe told Greenson that she would not be seeing him for some time, as she and DiMaggio would be off on their honeymoon.  Her dependence on her was being eroded.  Her life was being rebuilt.

The Doctor’s response was to accept her wishes - but he prescribed for her chloral hydrate to help her sleep over the arduous weekend ahead. 

On its own that would have been relatively fine.  However, Greenson also worked through another Doctor, Hyman Engelberg.  The two were meant to consult over the medication supplied.  They did not.  Engelberg had already supplied Monroe with Nembutal, a sleep-inducing drug which even Greenson no longer approved of.  As the patient, it is not so surprising that Monroe did not mention to Greenson that Engelberg had supplied her with Nembutal, or that she had taken some that afternoon, before he administered the chloral hydrate.  The real shame is that the two doctors were unco-operative and did not communicate with one another to treat her jointly.  Together, the two sleep-inducing drugs they gave, provided a sleep from which there was no return.

What a tragic shame.

 
Here, then is the difference between “the facts so often given to us”:  she committed suicide by a drugs overdose., and the reality, the truth, “she died of drugs overdose due to the medical unprofessionalism of those she trusted”.


Why have I told you bit of history?  Most of my messages have a common theme - the battle between the opinion of people and the word of God.  the thoughts and philosophies that people come out with, and the word of God.

One changes like the wind.  The other does not.

We can see in the report of the death of Marilyn Monroe a conflict between the truth of the matter. [what did take place] and the conclusions that people have made [what they think about what took place].

Ever since the garden of Eden, there has been a history of people making up ideas and calling them truth.  The Devil did it when he came in the personality of the serpent to mislead Eve.  

He put ideas into her head which were not right.  He told her things as though they were truth when they were not.  As though they were established fact, when they were just his words.

This sort of thing happens all the time in the world today.  We are told something is true and proved beyond all doubt, when really, that is just a reflection of the person’s own views and wishes.  Think of the cases of CJD and genetically modified crops.

So many conflicting facts have been presented.  These facts simply cannot all be true!  Someone is expressing an opinion and dressing it up as fact.

Then there are pure figments of the imagination.  Consider, some say that beyond all doubt it is a fact that God does not exist.  How do they know?  How have they tested it?  Don’t they know that God, a being beyond the universe, cannot be tested by those inside the universe he created.  God does not exist?  That fact is not true.

It can’t even be tested!


For some reason I feel that in many of my messages I have failed to put across an important point that runs like a spine through them.

I feel this because from time to time people say things within the meetings which are actually opposite in nature to the thing I feel called to present.  There was a case in point recently during an evening meeting, I was showing how to identify the animal behemoth, with its tail which resembled a Cedar tree, with a recognisable kind of animal for which there are many examples as evidence, and then someone suggested that there could have been Hippos with tails reminiscent of cedar trees.  Lets consider that for a moment.

Is it true that such creatures existed?

No, no-one can give a map reference for a living or fossil Hippo with anything other that a standard flap-of-a-tail.  Its a statement of imagination, of philosophy.  Now I’m not suggesting that someone should be shot at dawn for saying that, but others, particularly people who do not follow God, do take that kind of statement about Hippos and cite it as evidence to prove the case.  That is an insult to science.

So I feel I have failed to put across an important point that runs like a spine through some of messages.  I need to be clear, and hope I am being more so here.


Its about the direction you are coming from when you think about God.  About the standing and bearings you have when putting into practise the commands of God.

Its about where your values lie.

I’ve discussed this before, showing a drawing of a two castles standing on different foundations.  One is the castle of Humanism, the opinion of people, built on the foundation of evolution.

The other is the castle of Christianity, the word of God, built on the foundation of creation.

From their respective castles, people look out at the world including each other, with completely different perspectives.  It reminds me of the two hills in Sunderland at Tunstall.  They are both alongside each other but you can’t get the same view from both.  The view of the world is different because you’re standing on a different hill.

Similarly, you can’t get the Christian perspective while standing on the other foundation.

Now we know that scripture tells us, God is truth and there is no deception in him.  So God and his word can be trusted.

My concern is that in the present day western world, a change of viewpoint, of foundation has taken place within philosophy, science and religion.

We are increasingly led to accept that anything anyone imagines, is just as valid as anything anyone else imagines - one person’s view is just as valid as any other.  Statements of imagination are increasingly being taken as established evidence.

This way of looking at the world is called relativism.  It could be loosely called “eastern” philosophy, that associated with religious philosophies such as Hinduism.  


On the other hand, the followers of God recognise another way of looking at things.

A Godly way.  A truthful and factual way.

Tell me, do you agree with this: Science is based on testable facts?  On things being true or not true?  Science as we understand it could only come about because of God and the religion of his followers.  It is the only view of the world that says, “These things are true and those things are not.”  

God and his word is the constant, firm and steady foundation of the world and of science.

Every other way of looking at the world exists on a moving foundation.  “These thing as are true today, but tomorrow we may change our mind.”

People may approve of something one year and find it offensive the next - think of the reaction to God’s requirement to have no sex before marriage.  God’s requirement hasn’t changed, but people’s view of it has.  They’ve moved over to the castle of human opinion.

Something might be a fact today, but tomorrow, people may think differently, so they will have a different fact.  I am reminded of Orwell’s 1984, in which reports given by Big Brother about the state of the war and the output of industry were constantly being rewritten to agree with what actually happened after he wrote them.

Facts were of the moment.  There was nothing constant.

Does this way of thinking have any good for us?  Is there any promise for the future in this view of the world, for the Christian?  No, because it does not come from God.  The opinion of people is untrustworthy.

Back in September, I was given some advice.  I tried it out, and am here to report back to the fellowship on what happened.

This was the advice.  

 1 Parents should become involved with their child’s school as much as possible.

 2 Schoolteachers should be invited to be involved with the children as much as possible.

For instance, I was told, they should be invited to attend parties at the child’s house etc.

So I went to Fatfield primary school on their open days.  I decided to try out the second piece of advice, after all, when I had been young, one of my teachers had come to my house for a birthday party.

I hate political correctness.  The teacher refused to come, on the grounds that it was unfair on the other children.

Unfortunately that advice hadn’t worked quite as fast as I might have wished!

I went to see the work which Toni and Carol had done over the year before.

I learnt that in science lessons, Toni had been taught University level philosophy and meta biology (in other words facts which are not true).

Toni had been encouraged by the teacher to imagine that once Giraffes did not have long necks.  I didn’t like this.  Did the teacher have a map reference for the evidence?

I made an appointment to see the headteacher, Teresa Quinn.

I rebuked her to her face for teaching  in a key stage 2 science lesson, material that should be left for University level philosophy and meta-biology.

So did Giraffes once have short necks.

What does the evidence tell you.  Can you give me a map reference of the place where such an animal is standing on the earth right now?

How about a map reference for the existence of a single fossil?

There are many many fossil giraffes.  They are all giraffes.  They don’t have short necks.

Not even one.  The school was encouraging the children to imagine that something was true, when they could not support that with evidence.

In this example, we see that Toni was being taught according to the principle of “eastern” philosophy which says, “To hell with the facts, what we believe is true”

In fact, just recently, Carol was forced to learn a song in school.  It was by the band Boyzone and included the lyrics “Whatever they teach us; what we believe is true”  The teacher taught them that!

 When I spoke to the headteacher.....

 .........an amazing thing happened!

The head teacher admitted to me that the works of the devil, Darwinian evolutionary ideas, were a system of faith!

Without prompting, she compared the choice that people have between organised religions as being the same choice between the faith of evolution and faith in God.  She suggested to me that everyone has a choice in what they believe between the two.  Strange that the state only teaches one system of faith!  Where’s the balanced choice there?  The children don’t get a balanced education in school.

Its one sided, based on human ideas.

In fact it amounts to brainwashing because they are not taught to analyse conflicting view of evidence.  They are just given “the facts”.

Let us look at the scripture now:

Gal 1: 6-10

1 Tim 6: 3-6

2 Tim 4: 1-8

 I am amazed that you are so quickly deserting Him who called you by the grace of Christ, for a different gospel; which is {really} not another; only there are some who are disturbing you, and want to distort the gospel of Christ.

But even though we, or an angel from heaven, should preach to you a gospel contrary to that which we have preached to you, let him be accursed.

As we have said before, so I say again now, if any man is preaching to you a gospel contrary to that which you received, let him be accursed.

For am I now seeking the favour of men, or of God? Or am I striving to please men? If I were still trying to please men, I would not be a bond-servant of Christ.

 If anyone advocates a different doctrine, and does not agree with sound words, those of our Lord Jesus Christ, and with the doctrine conforming to godliness, he is conceited {and} understands nothing; but he has a morbid interest in controversial questions and disputes about words, out of which arise envy, strife, abusive language, evil suspicions,  and constant friction between men of depraved mind and deprived of the truth, who suppose that godliness is a means of gain.  But godliness {actually} is a means of great gain, when accompanied by contentment.

I solemnly charge {you} in the presence of God and of Christ Jesus, who is to judge the living and the dead, and by His appearing and His kingdom: preach the word; be ready in season {and} out of season; reprove, rebuke, exhort, with great patience and instruction.

For the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine; but {wanting} to have their ears tickled, they will accumulate for themselves teachers in accordance to their own desires; and will turn away their ears from the truth, and will turn aside to myths.

But you, be sober in all things, endure hardship, do the work of an evangelist, fulfil your ministry.  For I am already being poured out as a drink offering, and the time of my departure has come.  I have fought the good fight, I have finished the course, I have kept the faith; in the future there is laid up for me the crown of righteousness, which the Lord, the righteous Judge, will award to me on that day; and not only to me, but also to all who have loved His appearing.

