
        
            
                
            
        

    
	
	On Old-Time Religion and a Modern Concept of God

	by Dennis Wammack

	
	The Emergence of Religions

	Is religion the world’s oldest science? 

	Early hominids were surely concerned with what caused storms. Perhaps they reasoned that storms were caused by a powerful force living in the sky and this hypothesis evolved into Zeus, Yahweh, and other storm deities. Scholars may know—but I don’t—how the Greeks simultaneously laid the foundation for the Scientific Method while formalizing the Olympian pantheon of gods. Had religion been a true science, then the concept of gods controlling nature would have been replaced as scholars discovered natural causes. 

	But then, religion also provides a deep connection among humans. 

	This became more important as agriculture developed and cities grew. The size of hunter-gatherer tribes was limited to around 200 members—the approximate limit where the tribal chief and members could know every other member: who to trust, who to rely on, who to fear. In large cities, people were no longer interconnected by tribal membership, but belief in a common god provided a framework wherein members could “belong to the same tribe.”

	Gods and goddesses were abundant in ancient civilizations and existed mostly in harmony. Ancient Canaanite writers, however, changed this narrative. Emerging from their writings of three thousand years ago were new, and in my mind, several harmful concepts from which three major religions emerged—the Abrahamic religions of Judaism, Christianity, and Islam. 

	If my religious belief that science is the unfolding word of God is true, then religions should reconsider their stance when confronted with conflicting accepted science. To encourage a progressive and inclusive future for humankind, Abrahamic religions must renegotiate these three tragic concepts through the lens of three thousand years of God’s revelations.

	The First Tragic Concept:
“Our writings are the inerrant word of God and cannot be changed.”

	This concept is indefensible by definition when subjected to the Scientific Method. Let’s not beat this horse; it is dead. 

	The Second Tragic Concept:
“My god is the only God, and all other gods are false gods” with its corollary
“You may righteously kill nonbelievers if it suits your purpose.”

	This horse is not yet dead. Just ask any ultra-conservative member of any Abrahamic religion. Hence, John Lennon’s somewhat cynical song “Imagine.”

	The Third Tragic Concept:
“The female is subordinate to the male.”

	Ah. Here we have it; the fatal flaw, the devourer of hope and humanity. These horses gallop across a bloody crimson sky, carrying self-righteous men, cloaked in the armor of their god, trampling uppity women (and anyone else who opposes them.) Think Afghanistan, Iran, ISIS. Think of any country where a woman fears to walk unveiled. 

	But this concept is far more insidious than those extremes. It permeates and weakens Western civilization. Wherever there is an Abrahamic religion, women are routinely subjugated. Misogyny is integral to their culture.

	Which is interesting, because before the influence of the early Canaanite writers, for every god, there was a goddess—a consort, wife, concubine, sister, or mother. But the Canaanite writers killed off all the goddesses; specifically, Asherah, who happened to be Yahweh’s wife and a very powerful, highly regarded goddess in her own right. But Asherah, Lilith, and the other powerful females did not fit into the Canaanite concept of patriarchy. They had to go. 

	Rather than “They created Male and Female in their likeness,” consider “They created Masculinity and Femininity in their likeness.” Masculinity/Femininity is a better fit with Platonic “Essences,” Eastern Yin/Yang, and non-gendered gods. More importantly, the word “Femininity” carries the concept of “One who gives birth and nurtures.” Masculinity carries the concept of “One who protects and provides.” 

	And who better to lead a church than “One who nurtures.” This would place the woman in the leadership position and men in the “support and provide” role. Hence, if Asherah and Mary Magdalene had not been canceled, the Catholic Church might require a feminine Pope and Bishops supported by masculine Cardinals and Priests. 

	The ancient Egyptian concept of “Ma’at” requires balance in all things. Especially in male-female relationships that has been, in my opinion, stressed with twenty-five hundred years of misogyny leaving our social, religious, political, and business systems under complete control of the often toxic “Masculine” without sufficient influence and guidance from the “Feminine.” The two are designed to complement one another with co-equal dependencies and strengths ... to maintain Ma’at. One without the other devolves into the Western civilization we have today.

	Beyond Abrahamic Religions

	Each person’s relationship with their god and their religion is limited by their knowledge and experience. They cannot relate to, nor understand, a god outside these limitations. Otherwise, every religious belief is valid for the believer and needs no defense. Religious beliefs, as long as they do no harm, strengthen the individual, promote community and good works, fulfill the basic need to belong, and interact with our  “Awareness of God.” Any one of these functions would validate their religion. It is the believer’s best effort to know an unknowable God.

	Still, major world religions are based on writings over two thousand years old—and have not adjusted to two thousand years of the unfolding word of God. My goal is not to dismiss anyone’s religious beliefs but rather to posit a concept of God considering current scientific thought.

	A Modern God

	The framework is but a variation of pantheism, a philosophy first proposed by Baruch Spinoza in the 1660s and developed using only deductive reasoning. My conclusion, however, developed independently while writing Metaphysics 101: Insemination, Gestation, Birth, and Evolution of Viable Universes, which explored the impossibilities of quantum mechanics from a fiction writer’s perspective   

	Merging quantum dichotomies with a pantheistic universe suggests that all things end at the beginning—Alpha and Omega—at the birth of the Tree of Life—of “Ultimate Reality”—of God.

	Today, it is accepted science that humans do not see “Fundamental Reality” but see only the
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