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​

Christopher Hitchens, a famous journalist for the Nation, Vanity Fair, the Atlantic Monthly, and www.slate.com, wrote quite a few books, most of them slapdash trinkets that made little money, but in 2007 he wrote a pro-atheism book called God is Not Great: How Religion Poisons Everything, that became his first bestseller. In my opinion, it is nothing but a compendium of deceit. Yet it made Hitchens a bigshot in the atheism movement, which apparently reveres deceit, and when he died a few years later, some people seemed to sincerely believe that civilization had suffered a loss. Nothing could be further from the truth.

Let us look at the guy's record. All the page numbers that I refer to from Hitchens's books are taken from the hardcover editions.
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ITEM 1: Juanita Broaddrick
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In the midst of the Monica Lewinsky scandal, Hitchens wrote a book called No One Left to Lie To, about how horrible he thought President Clinton was. On pages 15-16 and again on page 83, Hitchens said Clinton raped a woman named Juanita Broaddrick in 1978. He called her “extremely credible and principled” and said he believed her accusation, but nowhere in the entire book did he explain why.

There is a big problem with Broaddrick's accusation: she herself denied it. Hitchens failed to tell his readers that Broaddrick once signed an affidavit saying she never had an “unwanted sexual encounter with Clinton,” and also said the same thing in a deposition she gave when she was subpoenaed in Paula Jones's lawsuit. (Endnote 1.) Only later did she suddenly change her story and accuse Clinton of rape.

Naturally, one wonders why Broaddrick changed her story. Money seems a likely motive. Gennifer Flowers eventually admitted that she earned more than $500,000 by writing about her shenanigans with Clinton and selling her story to journalists. (Endnote 2.) Maybe Broaddrick thought she could get some money too.

One has to wonder why Hitchens failed to mention that Broaddrick suddenly changed her story after twenty-one years. Can it be that he honestly was unaware of that fact? That is extremely hard to believe. He said on pages 15 and 16 that Broaddrick's rape accusation was common knowledge in Washington, and that NBC News interviewed her about it. Surely, unless Hitchens was remarkably obtuse, he must've wondered why her story was getting such short shrift, and so he must have asked some people about it and heard the facts. Any prosecutor in the United States will tell you that a woman who accuses a man of rape, for the first time, twenty-one years after the event allegedly happened, and who in the meantime denied under oath that anything illegal happened, is simply not going to have any credibility with a jury. She herself is saying that previously she lied under oath. Why believe her now, just because she is now telling a different story? Surely Hitchens knew this. Surely Hitchens just wanted to hide the full truth from his readers. Decent writers want to educate their readers, but Hitchens wanted to deceive his.

When one sees such a blatant attempt to deceive the readers and stir up hatred against the president of the United States, one can see that Hitchens was willing to say anything as long as he could make money from it. This obvious lie, all by itself, is reason enough to ignore everything Hitchens ever said.
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ITEM 2: Sister Souljah
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On page 38 of his book No One Left to Lie To, Hitchens lambasted Bill Clinton, saying Clinton decided to “pick a fight with the inflammatory rap lyrics of Sister Souljah” during the 1992 campaign. Hitchens said Clinton “ambushed” Jesse Jackson by doing this. Hitchens never described what Souljah said. Obviously, he knew her statement was indefensible, so he didn't want his readers to see it, but he insisted it was awful for Clinton to criticize her. Then on page 43, he complained again that “Clinton had staged the Sister Souljah headline grabber.”

Here's the truth. The problem wasn't with Souljah's lyrics, as Hitchens claims. The problem was that she said in an interview with the Washington Post, “I mean, if black people kill black people every day, why not have a week and kill white people?” Jesse Jackson's group, the Rainbow Coalition, despite that barbaric statement, invited Souljah to a panel discussion, and did not criticize her. Shortly thereafter, Clinton said in a speech to the Rainbow Coalition that Souljah's message was “hatred” and the Rainbow Coalition should want nothing to do with her. (Endnote 3.)

That is what Hitchens considered an “ambush.” Hitchens, obviously, was showing his love for crime and his contempt for normal people who don't want to be murdered. How could any sane person think Souljah's outrageous statement deserved no criticism? Clinton had to criticize that statement. It would've been bizarre if he hadn't. By defending it, Hitchens conformed perfectly to the stereotype of the loony liberal who can't bear to do anything to fight crime. Apparently Hitchens was too dimwitted to see that you can't help black Americans by encouraging them to commit murder.

For some weird reason, Jesse Jackson said Clinton should apologize to Souljah. (Endnote 4.) Clinton never did so.
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ITEM 3: Hitchens Lies About Sudan
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On pages 89-94 of No One Left to Lie To, Hitchens argued that President Clinton fired cruise missiles at a factory in Sudan, a country with a militant Muslim government, in 1998 because Sudan is “number one on the hate list of southern Christian activists,” because the Sudanese government “discriminates” against Christians.

Discriminates, Mr. Hitchens?

Maybe Hitchens also would've said Hitler discriminated against Jews.

I think the famous journalist A.M. Rosenthal described the situation in Sudan in those days pretty well: Sudan, he said is a place where “Christian and animist refugees starve or die under government attack.” (Endnote 5.)

The simple fact is that the normal policy of the Muslim government of Sudan in those days was to send their militias into Christian and animist parts of the country, attack the villages, butcher the men, and enslave the women and children. A headline in the Los Angeles Times said it all: “In Sudan, a 12-Year-Old Girl can be Bought for $50.” (Endnote 6.)

Nowhere in the book did Hitchens admit that what the Sudanese government was doing was not just discrimination, but murder, rape and slavery. Once again, he wanted to keep his readers ignorant.

Of course, if the Sudanese leaders had criticized Sister Souljah, maybe Hitchens would've finally decided that they deserved condemnation.
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ITEM 4: Hitchens Endorses the Invasion of Iraq

[image: ]


Then there is Iraq. After a lifetime of being a left-winger, Hitchens endorsed George W. Bush's idea of invading Iraq. As I'm sure we all remember, Bush ended up being rather embarrassed about the fact that prior to the invasion, he insisted that Saddam Hussein was trying to build an atomic bomb, but after the invasion, no evidence of any such program was found.

On page 314 of his book, Hitch-22, Hitchens tries to vindicate Bush by saying Dr. Mahdi Obeidi, a physicist in Baghdad, handed over to the Americans in 2003, after the invasion, “the components of a gas centrifuge” that could be used for uranium enrichment. Saddam had ordered the components hidden in Obeidi's backyard. Hitchens complained that “most newspapers” did not report this story.

If most newspapers did not report that story, it is because it was trivial. The Washington Post reported it on October 26, 2003, and said what Obeidi handed over was a bunch of blueprints for a gas centrifuge and “a few sensitive parts” that, combined, amounted to less than one gas centrifuge. To build an atomic bomb, thousands of gas centrifuges would be needed. Hitchens, of course, never mentioned that. The Washington Post article also pointed out that to build an atomic bomb, Saddam would've needed a fluoride facility to convert uranium into uranium hexafluoride, but he had no such facility. Hitchens never mentioned that either. He wanted his readers to be ignorant.
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ITEM 5: Hitchens Lies About Morality
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On page 5 of his book God is Not Great, Hitchens writes about himself and his fellow atheists, “We do not believe in heaven or hell, yet no statistic will ever find that without these blandishments and threats we commit more crimes of greed or violence than the faithful. (In fact, if a proper statistical inquiry could ever be made, I am sure the evidence would be the other way.)”

Hitchens was dead wrong. Let's look at the research. A large Harvard University study, led by an economics professor named Richard B. Freeman and described in an article written by Freeman in the July 20, 1986 issue of the New York Times, looked at ghetto men ages 16 through 24. The study found that 12 percent of the men who went to church every week had committed an “illegal act” in the last twelve months. Among those who didn't go to church, the figure was 24 percent. Twenty-one percent of those who went to church every week used illegal drugs. Among those who didn't go to church, the figure was 46 percent.

Of course, correlation does not prove causation. Maybe nice people just naturally gravitate toward Christianity while nasty, selfish people just naturally gravitate toward atheism. But either way, Hitchens was wrong.

Let us also remember that Sam Harris, a famous militant atheist, has admitted that many secularists openly declare that “morality” is a meaningless word, that one's moral code is simply a matter of personal preference, and that one should not even criticize the Taliban's behavior, because we simply have no right to criticize other people's moral values. (Endnote 7.) It is especially startling to see that, according to Harris, in 1947, when the United Nations was debating a resolution about universal human rights, the American Anthropological Association issued a statement saying morality is relative and therefore one can't prove that one culture's morality is better than another's, and that therefore a resolution about universal human rights would be a foolish idea.

Two Canadian psychological researchers, Azim F. Shariff and Ara Norenzayan, did an experiment a few years ago in which they gave people a chance to cheat on a task and secretly observed them. Based on their answers to a survey, the people fell into three categories: the non-religious, the people who see God as a loving forgiver, and the people who see God as a strict judge. The people in the third category were significantly less likely to cheat than the people in the other two categories. (Endnote 8.)

I don't find that surprising, but apparently Hitchens would've.

And of course, let us not forget the lessons of history. The four greatest mass murderers of the twentieth century, Stalin, Hitler, Mao and Pol Pot, were all atheists. Does anyone think that was just a coincidence?

Let me discuss that in more detail. Stalin, Mao, and Pol Pot were outspoken atheists. Hitchens never tried to claim otherwise. Even Richard Dawkins has never tried to claim otherwise. As for Hitler, some of the goofier atheists have tried to claim Hitler was religious, but none of the history professors who have studied the Nazi era have made that claim. Hitler said in speeches now and then that he was religious, but so what? Everyone knows Hitler lied constantly. Saul Friedlander, a renowned history professor who is considered one of the world's leading experts on the Holocaust, wrote a Pulitzer Prize-winning book years ago called The Years of Extermination: Nazi Germany and the Jews, 1939-1945. On page 203 he quotes Hitler as saying, “The worst blow to have hit humankind is Christianity. Bolshevism is a bastard child of Christianity. Both are the monstrous products of the Jews.” You can also look at a massive two-volume biography of Hitler that was written by a famous history professor named Ian Kershaw. Kershaw says nothing about Hitler, in adulthood, going to church, or going to confession, or praying or reading the Bible or having any kind of religious life whatever. If Hitler had had a religious life, surely his most thorough biographer would have mentioned it. If he was religious, why did he constantly go to bed with his girlfriend Eva Braun without marrying her first?

In addition, look at what John Cornwell says in his book Hitler's Pope. Cornwell spends the whole book throwing mud at Pope Pius XII, very unfairly in my opinion, but even Cornwell admits, on page 116, that in 1930 the Vatican's official newspaper declared that Catholics were not allowed to belong to the Nazi Party. So if Hitler was a Catholic, as Richard Dawkins claims in his book The God Delusion, why did he not quit the Nazi Party in 1930? On pages 126-127 of Hitler's Pope, Cornwell admits that in 1932, the Catholic bishops of Germany issued a declaration repeating what the Vatican newspaper said in 1930, that Catholics were not allowed to belong to the Nazi Party. Once again, that did not cause Hitler to quit the Nazi Party. Then, in 1937, Pope Pius XI issued a pastoral letter to the German people called Mit Brennender Sorge, in which he denounced Nazi ideology and said it was incompatible with Catholicism. You can read about Mit Brennender Sorge by looking it up in Wikipedia, or by looking it up in the index of the book The Catholic Church and Nazi Germany by the famous Jewish historian Guenter Lewy, or in John Cornwell's book Hitler's Pope. You can also read the whole text of it on the Internet. If Hitler was a Catholic, as Dawkins claims, why was he the leader of a group that was condemned by the pope?

And finally, William L. Shirer, a journalist for CBS Radio News who covered Nazi Germany, wrote a massive book called The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich that became an enormous bestseller. Go to the Index of that book, and look up Friedrich Nietzsche, the famous atheist philosopher who coined the phrase, “God is dead.” Shirer said Nietzsche was very influential in Nazi Germany. “Nazi scribblers never tired of extolling him,” he wrote. “Hitler often visited the Nietzsche museum in Weimar and publicized his veneration for the philosopher by posing for photographs of himself staring in rapture at busts of the great man.”

I don't think Hitler would have been such an enthusiastic admirer of a famous atheist philosopher if he wasn't an atheist himself.
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ITEM 6: Hitchens Lies About Dietrich Bonhoeffer
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On page 7 of God is Not Great, Hitchens discusses Dietrich Bonhoeffer, a Lutheran clergyman who got involved in an anti-Hitler plot and was arrested and executed. Hitchens says rather than being an orthodox Christian, Bonhoeffer believed “an admirable but nebulous humanism.” That is not true. The truth is that even by the standards of the 1930s, Bonhoeffer was considered rather conservative theologically. In 1936 he wrote to a friend, “I believe that the Bible alone is the answer to all our questions.” In another letter in 1936, he lamented that early in his life, “I turned the doctrine of Jesus Christ into something of personal advantage for myself. ... I pray to God that that will never happen again.” In a letter to a friend written when he was in prison, he stated that a real Christian must have “an exclusive allegiance to God,” and must be the kind of person “who tries to make his whole life an answer to the question and call of God.” In another letter from prison, he lamented that too many people do not put God at the center of their lives. (Endnote 9.)

Sorry, Mr. Hitchens, but that doesn't sound like “nebulous humanism” to me. It sounds like Christian zeal.
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ITEM 7: Hitchens Lies About Northern Ireland
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On pages 18-19 of God is Not Great, Hitchens says the war in Northern Ireland was caused by religion, but he fails to mention any Catholic or Protestant bishop who ever endorsed resorting to violence. If the bishops weren't in favor of it, how can it be a war of religion?

Here is a statement that the Catholic bishops of Northern Ireland issued in 1971, which I found on page 375 of the book Ireland's Holy Wars: The Struggle for a Nation's Soul, 1500-2000, by Marcus Tanner.


“In Northern Ireland at the present time there is a small group of people who

are trying to secure a united Ireland by the use of force. One has only to state this fact in all its stark simplicity to see the absurdity of the idea. Who in his sane senses wants to bomb a million Protestants into a united Ireland? At times, the people behind this campaign will talk of defence. But ... their bombs have killed innocent people, including women and girls. Their campaign is bringing shame and disgrace on noble and just causes.”




Then, on page 27, Hitchens admits there was quite a lot of discrimination against Catholics in Northern Ireland, so, in his opinion, the Catholics really did have a legitimate grievance.
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ITEM 8: Hitchens Lies About Croatia
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On page 21 of God is Not Great, Hitchens says the Pavelic government of Croatia, which committed mass murder against Serbs and Jews during World War Two, was “enjoying the patronage of the Vatican.” He makes the accusation again on page 236, and he made a similar accusation in his column in the October 18, 1999 issue of the Nation magazine.

Hitchens was lying. Pope Pius XII never said anything favorable about Pavelic or his government in public, nor in private either, as near as anyone can tell. He never extended diplomatic recognition to Pavelic's regime. (Endnote 10.) Instead, Pius XII maintained diplomatic relations with the Serb-dominated Yugoslav government-in-exile throughout the war. (Endnote 11.)

John Cornwell takes a hostile attitude toward Pope Pius XII in his book Hitler's Pope, but he admits that Pius always firmly but politely made it clear to Pavelic that he did not approve of Pavelic's behavior. Cornwell tells us that in March 1942, Pius's assistant Giovanni Montini met with Nicola Rusinovic, a Croatian government representative, and told him, “Recommend gentleness to your government and government circles, and our relations will work themselves out. As long as you behave correctly, the form of the relations will come of their own accord.” (Endnote 12.) In the same month, Cardinal Tisserant, a high-ranking man in the Vatican, told a “Croat representative” that he was unhappy about the massacres in Croatia. Many Croats have “acted abominably,” he said. (Endnote 13.)

Cardinal Stepinac, who was the archbishop of Zagreb and therefore the leader of the Catholic Church in Croatia, repeatedly denounced Pavelic's murderous actions, and the pope never criticized Stepinac for doing that. (Endnote 14.) When Stepinac gave a sermon denouncing anti-Jewish laws in Croatia, Vatican radio broadcasted it. (Endnote 15.)
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ITEM 9: Hitchens Lies About Serbia
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On pages 21-22 of God is Not Great, Hitchens declares that the Serb forces in the Bosnian War of the 1990s should've been called the “Orthodox Christian forces.” He makes a similar accusation on pages 277 and 415 of his book Hitch-22.

What a load of rubbish. Slobodan Milosevic, the Serb leader, was an atheist, and he was the mastermind of the war. For proof of this, read the book Origins of a Catastrophe by Warren Zimmermann, the last American ambassador to Yugoslavia. Milosevic was to blame for the war, Zimmermann says on page viii and on page 251. Without him, it wouldn't have happened, and he was an atheist. (Endnote 16.) Except on rare occasions, for political purposes, Milosevic never set foot inside a church in his life. He had a successful career as a communist party official in Yugoslavia in the days when communists were required to be atheists.

The average Serb was not enthusiastic about the war in Bosnia, and the Serb soldiers in the regular army did not want to fight in it. That is why paramilitaries, who were often convicted criminals recruited out of prisons, did most of the fighting. Their motivation was financial, not religious. They were told if they volunteered to go fight in Bosnia, they would be allowed to loot Muslim homes. (Endnote 17.) I've never heard of any evidence that these paramilitary hoodlums were religious. Dawkins, Hitchens, and the rest of the militant atheists certainly never mention any.

Franjo Tudjman, the Croat leader, was also partly to blame for the war, but he too seems to have been an atheist. He was a communist for years, when the Yugoslav communist party required its members to be atheists. (Endnote 18.) As communism collapsed, he joined the Catholic Church and got himself elected president of Croatia. One has to wonder if his conversion was sincere.

Both Milosevic and Tudjman used TV and newspapers to stir up hatred against other ethnic groups in Yugoslavia. (Endnote 19.) Before the war, friendships and marriages between Serbs, Croats and Bosnian Muslims had been common (endnote 20) but it seems to be a simple fact of human nature that most people believe the news reports they see on TV, and clergymen seem to be no different than anyone else in this regard. Milosevic told his people, every day, that innocent Serbs were being butchered in Croatia and Bosnia. He had film clips of dead bodies shown on TV and said those were murdered Serbs. Tudjman made similar claims. The common people, and most clergymen too, believed it. They had no other sources of information. All over the world, most people are easily persuaded that their group is being unfairly oppressed. As I said above, the common people did not become enthusiastic about the war, but the propaganda induced them to not oppose it either.

Muslim blunders also contributed to the problem. Ambassador Zimmerman says before the war in Bosnia started, he tried to convince the Bosnian Muslim leaders that they should negotiate with the Bosnian Serbs and try to reach a compromise that both sides could live with, but the Bosnian Muslim leaders refused. They were sure such negotiations would be an idiotic waste of time, that no reasonable compromise was possible. (Endnote 21.) During World War II, thousands of Serbs were massacred by Croats, who sometimes were assisted by Bosnian Muslims. That is why Bosnian Serbs were afraid of coming under Muslim rule. Any sensible Muslim leader would've tried to calm their fears, but the Bosnian Muslim leaders refused to even try.

Thomas L. Friedman, a famous New York Times foreign policy commentator, agreed with Zimmerman's assessment. Friedman sized up the situation and concluded that the Bosnian Muslim leaders had brought their troubles on themselves. (Endnote 22.)

I wish I could ask Hitchens, what happened to the atheist forces in Serbia? Serbia was ruled by communist atheists for more than forty years. Are you seriously trying to tell me that in all that time, the atheists weren't able to persuade the majority of Serbs that they were right? And if that is what you believe, do you have a theory about why the majority of Serbs found the atheists' arguments unconvincing? But if, on the other hand, you think the atheists were able to convince most Serbs that they were right, why were the Serbian atheists unable or unwilling to stop Milosevic and his pals from waging a gruesome war?

Hitchens claims the Serb fighters in Bosnia were “religious bigots,” and on page 188 he insists again that they were Christians, but he presents no evidence to support that claim. Apparently he thinks evidence is irrelevant. The Serb fighters were simply criminals, recruited by Milosevic out of prisons. There is no evidence that they were religious in any way.

It's amazing. Yugoslavia had a communist atheist government for forty years, but Hitchens talks as though there wasn't a single atheist in the entire country.

Hitchens also says the Serb fighters in Bosnia were “often blessed by Orthodox priests and bishops.” He doesn't tell us what evidence led him to make that statement. Did he see it happen “often” with his own eyes? Somehow I doubt it. But this man Hitchens, who lied about so many things, expected us to take his word on faith.
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ITEM 10: The Arab-Israeli Conflict
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On page 24 of God is Not Great, Hitchens claims the Arab-Israeli conflict is a religious dispute. That is true, in a way, but the problem is that Hitchens himself sided with the Muslim fundamentalists in that dispute, which, to put it mildly, is an odd thing for an atheist to do. There certainly are some people in Israel who believe, for religious reasons, that Israel must hold on to all of Jerusalem and the West Bank, but such people are far from being a majority of the Jews in Israel. The majority of the Jews in Israel are secular, and if they refuse to give the Arabs everything that they demand, it is because they think doing so would be unsafe, that the Palestinians will never be content until all the Jews are driven into the sea, that an independent Palestinian state would be a training school for terrorists.

But on the other hand, the Palestinians really are motivated by religious considerations. They cannot bear the thought of being ruled by Jews, and strictly for religious reasons, they cannot bear the thought of letting Israel rule the Temple Mount, on which two large old mosques are located. But Hitchens doesn't admit that. On page 396 of his memoir Hitch-22, he says he agrees with the Palestinians, and he says he sees nothing immoral about their war against Israel. How can he say their viewpoint is religious and irrational when he himself agrees with it? In Hitch-22, Hitchens has an entire chapter, called “Edward,” about his friend Edward Said, a radical Palestinian activist who wouldn't agree to even the slightest compromise with Israel, who even denounced Yasser Arafat for signing the Oslo Accords with Israel. For years, Hitchens agreed with everything Said said about the Arab-Israeli conflict. I know of no evidence that he ever changed his mind.
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ITEM 11: Hitchens Lies About Maryland
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On page 34 of God is Not Great, Hitchens claims that because of Jefferson and Madison, Protestants gained the right to be elected to office in Maryland. That is preposterous. Any ordinary college textbook on American colonial history will tell you that that is not true. The Maryland colony was started as a land grant to Lord Baltimore, a Catholic English nobleman. The Catholic Church was illegal in England at the time, but Lord Baltimore was a close friend of the king, so the law was not enforced against him. Many English Catholics who had been practicing their faith in secret moved to Maryland, reasoning that Lord Baltimore wouldn't allow them to be persecuted there, but many English Protestants moved to Maryland too. In 1649, to resolve the situation, the top people in the colony enacted the Toleration Act, which granted freedom of worship to all Christians, but still, the official state church of Maryland was the Church of England, a Protestant group, and that is how matters stood in 1776. Protestants had been given the right to be elected to office in Maryland long before Jefferson and Madison were born. (Endnote 23.)
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ITEM 12: Firefighters
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On page 39 of God is Not Great, Hitchens says “firefighters in general do not like to eat roast pork.”

One wonders what evidence led Hitchens to this conclusion. He presents no evidence to support it. Did he hear it from a drunk in a tavern once? What will he say next? Is he going to tell us that postal workers don't like pumpkin pie?
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ITEM 13: Hitchens Lies About Antisemitism
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On page 40 of God is Not Great, Hitchens says in Spain hundreds of years ago, Jews were forced to convert or die. He doesn't say where he read this, and I don't think it is true. Now and then, in Spain and elsewhere, an angry mob would demand that this or that Jew convert or die, but that was never official government policy in Spain. Instead, in the 1400s, the Spanish government gave Jews the choice of converting or leaving Spain. (Endnote 24.)
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ITEM 14: Vaccines
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On page 47 of God is Not Great, Hitchens complains that a clergyman named Timothy Dwight, back in the 1700s, opposed smallpox vaccination.

Millions of clergymen have lived on this Earth. Is it really surprising that a few had odd ideas?

Darwin was dubious of the benefits of vaccination too. The only disease for which there was a vaccine in Darwin's lifetime was smallpox, and in chapter 5 of his book The Descent of Man, he says the smallpox vaccine is allowing people with “weak constitutions” to survive and reproduce, and that this is bad for the human race. The conclusion that one must draw from this is that Darwin would've opposed government funding for research to find vaccines for other diseases. Did Hitchens mention that Darwin thought that way? Of course not. He would complain all day about some obscure clergyman, but he gave that atheist Darwin a free pass.
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