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​I thank you, Father, Lord of heaven and earth, that you have hidden these things from the wise and understanding and revealed them to little children. Yes Father, for such was your gracious will. 

—Matthew 11:25–26

And it will come about, in the last days,  says God, that I will send out my Spirit on all flesh; and your sons and your daughters will be prophets, and your young men will see visions, and your old men will have dreams. 

—Acts 2:17
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​Foreword

Whether you are a believer or not, you can’t go wrong with this book. The author lays out the arguments in a clear, orderly fashion, presenting you with both sides of the story but leaving it up to you to decide what to believe. 

While fantasy novels and stories about magic may be entertaining, this book will be an eye-opener. Do yourself a favor and pick up a copy of A Finger on the Light now. 

– Angela James, Editor, Stratton Press

Does the man who denies the existence of a God-Creator of all things not run the risk of believing himself to be God? 

There are innumerable texts on atheism that are very popular nowadays! The question is, how do we separate the wheat from the chaff? 

The interest of this counterpoint to Richard Dawkins’s atheism lies initially in its approach to the subject and its style; it subsequently becomes revealing and wisely enlightening. Its author, Gilles Charles Vuille, has not attempted, as Richard Dawkins does, to transmit his own opinion but does the complete opposite: indeed, throughout the work we are aware of his concern to distil the message expressed in the powerful voices of a vast number of illustrious men and women who have experienced God’s love. His meticulous research down the ages gradually causes the theories on atheism to lose their substance. 

Here indeed is a book that could lead us to the light! 

—Luc Claessens
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​
​Preface

After the announcement of the release of  Dieu n’est pas grand ( God is not great),    published by Editions Belfon, Paris, 2009, by Christopher Hitchens, the star of  Vanity Fair magazine, both the Swiss and international press were eager to join this disruptive new wave of ideas and share it with their readers. The author of this book, which was in fact an inflammatory attack, does not hide his main intention:1  to end God’s predominance on this planet. A touch worrying! 

By sheer coincidence, this blistering attack only follows the publication of yet another book that was just as polemical,  The God Delusion,2   by the scientist and biologist Richard Dawkins. 

Their violent denial of God’s existence was then joined by two of their fellow writers: the philosopher Daniel C. Bennett3 and the essayist Sam Harris.4 Radically criticizing religion, these men joined forces and officially decided to name themselves, somewhat pompously,  the four horsemen of atheism.5 If the parallel with  the four horsemen of the Apocalypse  is obvious, the concern it arouses is just as frightening, especially when we remember that the latter represent pestilence, war, famine, and death. 

1 cf . “Athéisme, nouvelle vague” [Atheism, new wave],   Le Temps [Swiss newspaper], (March 23, 2009). 

2 

(London: Bantam Press-Transworld, 2006). 

3 

cf. “Athéisme, nouvelle vague” [Atheism, new wave],   Le Temps [Swiss newspaper], (March 23, 2009). 

4 Ibid . 

5 Ibid . 
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​ Gilles Charles Vuille In the context of Christian religion, it is good to remind these five main points:

1.  Man is born free. Yes, God made him free. If that were not the case, then the human being would be a robot. 

2.  The practice of Christianity, but more specifically Catholicism, requires a particular effort, that of rigorousness. 

3.  Furthermore, this Christian religion, so criticized by some, is still unique: among the five recognized religions, it is the only one that demonstrates how God, having manifested Himself to the Hebrews four thousand years ago, has fulfilled His promise, announced through the prophets, by giving us His only Son, the Christ.6 ( For God so loved the world that he gave his only Son, that whoever believes in him should not perish but have eternal life.) 4.  As announced by the prophets of the Old Testament,7 

and duly confirmed by Christ Himself,8 the Son of God was crucified and resuscitated on the third day, another unique particularity of Christianity. 

5.  Finally, there is this immutable fact: two forces are in conflict, God and evil, or as the Bible states it, on one side  this faithful remnant 9   and on the other  the stubborn people,10    who will confront each other…at least until Judgment Day. 

6  John 3:16. 

7 

Isa. 50:5–6; Ps. 22:19, 69:22. 

8 

Matt. 20:18–19. 

9 

Jer. 42:2. 

10  Deut. 9:13. 
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​ A Finger On The Light But, let Blaise Pascal conclude this preface:11

There are three sources of belief: reason, custom, inspiration. The Christian religion, which alone has reason, does not acknowledge as her true children those who believe without inspiration. It is not that said religion excludes reason and custom. On the contrary, the mind must be opened to proofs, must be confirmed by custom and offer itself in humility to inspiration, which alone can produce a true and saving effect 

“ne evacuator crux Christi.” 

[“(…) Lest the cross of Christ should be made of none effect”]

—1 Cor. 1:17

11  Michel Le Guern,  Pensées Blaise Pascal,    French ed.   (Paris:   Gallimard, 1977), 408. 
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​Preamble

While your colleague Christopher Hitchens’s book was only leafed through, yours, Mr. Dawkins, has been read rather differently. 

Indeed, given the irreverent, antireligious, and distasteful comments found in the two books, not to mention the complete lack of respect regarding the Christian faith, we can only hope that the leaders of the Christian church will know how to react. 

However, it is unlikely that they will be available to respond to such inflammatory, third-rate attacks, having more important matters to attend to. For this reason, it is the duty of a private practicing Catholic such as myself to rise to the challenge. From now on, in my pleading for God’s case, I will either respond to those attacks and assertions, or I will use quotations and explanations from Christ Himself, my principal source. There is one potential risk: that I shall awake or disturb people’ consciences, and more specifically yours, Mr. Dawkins. 

As my views are at the opposite pole to yours and your colleagues, this will become a sparring match—a written one, of course—may the readers rest assured! One thing is clear, you have not read what I have read and thus do not know what I know. 

And then you are  insular, I am  continental. You are an  atheist; I am a  believer. You are a  scientist, I am a committed  Christian. 

Two completely different worlds, we might think, in opposition to each other. However, that is not the case, because science does not contradict faith but completes it, as we will discover further along in this book. There will always be oppositions: the Labor Party against the Conservative, Democrats against Republicans, etc. One even finds such things within the Bible; for example, when the apostle Paul was making a speech in Roma. 
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​ Gilles Charles Vuille He expounded, testifying the Kingdom of 

God, and persuading them concerning Jesus, out of the law of Moses and the prophets, from morning until evening. And some believed the things that were said, but some believed not.12

Even our laws are framed so that we do not see problems and their solutions in the same way, which could explain the differences. And this is why: The Anglo-Saxon laws, yours, Mr. Dawkins, require the accuser to prove his accusation. The Napoleonic law, mine, requires, on the contrary, that the accused should prove his innocence. Radically, it is not the same approach, and one can see the immense difficulties involved in attempting to settle litigation, either by private deed or within the provisions of the law, whenever legal cases or even trials occur. The same applies with our views and ideas regarding religion, the supernatural, God, and the devil, to name only these, as everyone preaches his own truth, while God is Truth. 

Although the title of your book and some of its passages are provocative, I have read that you nevertheless wished to temper some of your arguments, if only to preserve your image. Indeed, as if you wanted to apologize or to keep one foot in the religious camp in case of conversion—or in case Pascal’s wager would prove accurate because you said, “Religious culture belongs to literary culture,” and on page 344 you also say to your readers: I have probably said enough to convince at least my older readers that an atheistic worldview provides no justification for cutting the Bible, and other sacred books, out of our education. 

12  Acts 28:23–24. 
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​ A Finger On The Light Thank you! We are now reassured—but not 

for long, especially when we note your numerous provocations such as this (p. 5):

If this book works as I intend, religious readers who open it will be atheists when they put it down. 

Allow me to use your rather peppery language in a different way, like this:

My wish is that readers who are atheists before reading this book will reconsider their belief after having read it. 

Furthermore, there was an interview in a Swiss newspaper in April 2009 of Hans Küng, the Swiss theologian. Having read your work, the man was shocked as much by your lack of biblical knowledge as by the absence of rigorous in-depth study and consequently gave no credence whatsoever to the book’s content. What about your views on the Gospels? Here I must immediately say: No, Mr. Dawkins, the Gospels are not a work of ancient fiction. Yes, Mr. Dawkins, the Gospels are totally reliable, contrary to your allegations. It requires a lifetime of reading to study the Gospels properly, gradually bringing the honest and sincere reader, who wishes to pursue his study as well as his quest, to understand that all science is contained in them, to the point of demystification. 

You do not appear to be aware of the amazing story of the Bible of the “Seventy” from the time of the Egyptian king Ptolemy II Philadelphus (285–246 BC), wherein it appears that the seventy-two versions translated by seventy-two Jewish translators were rigorously identical. Was this sheer coincidence? 
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​ Gilles Charles Vuille In fact, regarding knowledge, what do I know or what do you know about nuclear physics? Practically nothing or very little. For this reason, like 99% of the population, you and I can only give an opinion: for it or against it! Consequently, those who truly wish to take an interest in it have only one choice: to study! It is the same for the science of God, which is theology. Similarly, we cannot skim over such a delicate subject, by giving a few personal impressions—persistently negative ones as it happens—

on the flimsy pretext that our name is known worldwide. Modesty obliges to remember this wise reflection: e veryone is right to the extent of his current knowledge.  You and I are equally concerned by this fact. As far as theology is concerned, the subject is too serious to be left in the hands of a few scientists, or even theologians (of whom some are often unbelievers) or non-churchgoers. 

As for the spiritual paths you suggest (preface p. 2), it seems that I do not belong to any of the selected categories. Indeed, in my early youth, like most of my generation, I did not lean toward religion and took a stance far from God, if not actually against Him. Then as the years passed, I had to face the trials and vicissitudes of life, but also with a remarkable event that I experienced, I was fortunate in reading a wide range of beautiful texts and privileged to experience many conferences and meetings, each more extraordinary than the last, not to mention many travels. All this led me to understand that I had acquired such a treasure store that I had to share it. And that is how, twenty-five years later, I became a child of God once again! I rejoined the church. I was sixty years old and had never been subjected to the childhood indoctrination  you describe (preface, p. 3). 

As you may realize, Mr. Dawkins, theories remain simply theories. Thus, it is the result of my reading, meditations, meetings, discussions, and personal experience that enable me to write this work today and more importantly to respond to you, Mr. Dawkins. 

xvi

​Chapter 1

God

What does God want for the souls He has created? Their well-being!13

If God wants the good of His creatures, it is then obvious that He exists! Our ancestors, the Hebrews, with their extraordinary history, and because of equally extraordinary revelations, gathered all the relevant facts and occurrences into a book—their book—

the Torah, namely five volumes, it appears that Yahweh not only manifested His presence to them, but also spoke to them. We certainly seem to have forgotten the famous Bible passage in which the Creator first made his wrath known before clarifying the situation:14

And suddenly the Lord said to Moses, Aaron, and Miriam, go out all three of you to the Tent of the Presence. So, the three went out and the Lord descended in a pillar of cloud; he stood at the entrance of the tent and summoned Aaron and Miriam. The two of them went forward and he said, 

Listen to my words. 

13  Maria Valtorta,   The Notebooks 1943 (Isola del Liri, Italy: Centro Editoriale Valtortiano (CEV), 2012), 393. 

14  Num. 12:4–8. 
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​ Gilles Charles Vuille If he were your prophet and nothing more, I would make myself known to him in a 

vision, I would speak with him in a dream. 

But my servant Moses is not such a prophet; He alone is faithful of all my household. 

With him I speak face to face, Openly and not in riddles. 

He shall see the very form of the Lord. 

How do you dare speak against my servant 

Moses? 

I needed to tell you this, Mr. Dawkins, because for the Christian, God does exist! For him God is Light and Spirit, but above all, He is Love and not as you think and have written,  a pernicious delusion.15

However, how many books, theses, thoughts, and hypotheses has this name not evoked, provoked and unchained? And what mystery as well! From now on, in the face of this mystery the man who finds it troubling, to a greater or lesser degree, has a choice: he may focus his quest on this Absolute or refute it but let him do so with respect! However, another more radical path, exists that of the sudden revelation that opens our heart through the means of a conversion like a thunder-bolt. 

On the other hand, to refute God is one of the atheist’s trump cards. Sometimes, a few will go as far as advocating the pointlessness of all religion, spirituality, and supernatural events. 

I make a parenthesis here to recall, loud and clear, that if religion is a matter of dogma, spirituality is a matter of the spirit. The 15  Richard Dawkins,  op. cit., 44. 
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​ A Finger On The Light first is not equal to the second. A more “heavenly” definition of religion will be given later. But actually, what is the supernatural? 

Is it everything that we do not understand? Or is the supernatural simply the natural, while we human beings are still in a state of development in an “under natural” state? Mr. Dawkins, you who insist on using and playing with hypotheses, I do not recall reading anything on that subject. 

To summarize your concept of God, theology, the supernatural, and Satan himself, one only needs to read this (p. 108): Admittedly, people of a theological bent are often chronically incapable of distinguishing what is true from what they’d like to be true. But, for a more sophisticated believer in some kind of supernatural intelligence, it is childishly easy to overcome the problem of evil. Simply postulate a nasty god—such as the one who stalks every page of the Old Testament. Or, if you don’t like that, invent a separate evil god, call him Satan, and blame his cosmic battle against the good god for the evil in the world. Or—a more sophisticated solution—postulate a god with grander things to do than fuss about human distress. Or a god who is not indifferent to suffering but regards it as the price that has to be paid for free will in an orderly, lawful cosmos. Theologians can be found buying into all these rationalizations. 

Obviously “love thy neighbor” is not for you the most important quality. It is a shame that this is so, because one may indeed feel insult, slander, and abuse in your writing, since your role is quite obviously one of attack and destruction—a real 3

​ Gilles Charles Vuille sapper’s job—as many readers of your book have not failed to tell you. To get an idea, let us read their comments:16

-  You cannot criticize religion without analyzing in detail the remarkable works of theology. 

-  You always attack what is worst in religion but ignore the best. 

-  I am an atheist but refuse to share your intolerant, outrageous and excessive speech. 

-  I am atheist myself, but religion exists. You should accept it. 

Thank you all the same, for having the courage to quote such critics; however, you had no problem in finding every answer 

“useful,” taking as your pretext  the defense of the evolution of species, according to Darwin’s theory and adding (p. 283) this: It is because the evidence for evolution is overwhelmingly strong, and I am passionately distressed that my opponent can’t see it. 

Between the surprising and incredible remarks of your readers and the answers you give, one may indeed be surprised. 

Nevertheless, how could you possibly question the integrity of someone inclined to theology, or attack a subject such as faith when you know practically nothing about its ins and outs? On reading your book, we understand much better now the reaction of the Swiss theologian Hans Küng, to whom one cannot tell tall tales. 

Let us read that more closely regarding this God, whom you describe thus (p. 109):

16  Richard Dawkins,  Pour en finir avec Dieu [ The God Delusion], French ed.   (Paris: Perrin, 2009), 478–80. 
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​ A Finger On The Light A designer God cannot be used to explain 

organized complexity because any God capable of designing anything would have to be complex enough to demand the same kind of explanation in his own right. God presents an infinite regress from which he cannot help us to escape. 

And then (p. 154):

God may not have a brain made of neurons, or a CPU made of silicon, but if he has the powers attributed to him, he must have something far more elaborately and non-randomly constructed than the largest brain or the largest computer we know. 

You demonstrate a complete ignorance, which overwhelms you and about which you attempt to develop several hypotheses, each more farfetched than the other, not to mention the ignominy that results. We shall also see—along these pages—what God (the Creator) can achieve toward His creatures, the examples and testimonies being legion. In fact, such were never absent, have still fascinated the world, but being only observed, seen, and appreciated by souls of good will. 

At another level, talking about God with such irony, or more accurately introducing ontological proof of God’s existence, without the full understanding of its real signification, because infantile—as per your own words (p. 80)—let us look at this subject chosen by you, Mr. Dawkins, through the writings of the Archbishop Anselm of Canterbury (1033–1109), who was canonized in 1494 and proclaimed doctor of the church in 1720. 

5

​ Gilles Charles Vuille He tackled said subject and left us with a statement, whose insight was remarkable for its time and whose content is as follows:17

And indeed, we believe that you are a being than which nothing greater can be conceived. Or is there no such nature, since the fool has said in his heart, there is no God? (Psalms xiv). But, at any rate, the very fool, when he hears of this being of which he speaks—a being than which nothing greater can be conceived—understands what he hears, and what he understands is in his understanding; also, he does not understand it to exist. 

For, it is one thing for an object to be in the understanding, and another to understand that the object exists. When a painter first conceives of what he will afterwards perform, he has in his understanding, but he does not yet understand it to be, because he has not yet performed it. But after he has made the painting, he both has it in his understanding, and he understands that it exists, because he made it. 

Hence, even the fool is convinced that 

something exists in his understanding, at least, then which nothing greater can be conceived. 

For, when he hears of this, he understands it. 

And whatever he understood exists in the 

understanding. And assuredly that than which nothing greater can be conceived, cannot exist in 17  Emile Bréhier,   Proslogion, chap. 2,  Histoire de la philosophie [ History of philosophy], French ed. (Paris: Belles Lettres, 1928), 527. 
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Five centuries later, the French philosopher René Descartes (1596–1650) pursued this idea and proposed the following:18

I cannot conceive of God not existing; it follows that existence is inseparable from Him and thus that He truly exists; not that my thought to conceive it so or that it invests things with any necessity can do that it be so, and that no necessity be imposed to matter, but to the contrary, that the necessity of the thing itself, in this case the existence of God, obliges my thought to conceived of Him in that way. 

To think in this way—even so you are against this thought, Mr. Dawkins (p. 80 and next), particularly in the case of Anselm of Canterbury in the eleventh century—displays a particular refinement of intellect since such views, articulated in this way, could not have been commonly held. As one might imagine, this concept of the ontological proof of God’s existence gave rise to many reactions among the thinkers of yesteryear, such as Baruch Spinoza (1632–1677), Gottfried Leibniz (1646–1716), Immanuel Kant (1724–1804), George W. F. Hegel (1770–1831), to name the more well-known—Kant, of course, being the one who most widely refuted the argument of this concept.19

After these profound reflections by the thinkers of the period, it is possibly Baruch Spinoza—to sum up—who might have stated this sentence:  nothing would be of what does  not exist. 

18  René Descartes,   Méditations métaphysique [ Metaphysical meditation],   

5th Meditation, 1647, French ed. (Paris, GF Flammarion, 1999). 

19  cf. Emmanuel Kant , Critique de la raison pure [Critical of pure reason], trans. A. Renat, French ed. (Paris: G.F. Flammarion, 1992). 
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​ Gilles Charles Vuille So, this is the eternal dilemma of man, constantly divided, torn between heart and reason, as it was so well described by the French Blaise Pascal (1623–1662):

The heart has his reasons which the reason does not recognize, but is often dominated by the intellect, which becomes entangled and bogged down. 

He who speaks of God speaks of religion, of course! If the notion of God disturbs, the same goes for religion. So, when religion is mocked, when God is no more present, it is obvious that the adversary, the tempter, has taken his place. That is what he has been waiting for. 

The TempTer

Let us now have a closer look at the question of Satan. 

Although you have mentioned his name quite frequently, you have not given any historical background, but only assumptions, because according to your theories, we only need  a nasty God.20 

According to you, Satan remains a myth. Let us get to the heart of the subject! Although we do not lack fine literature about the prince of darkness, we should investigate the most authentic source, that we find in Christ’s teaching. 

Yes! Who better to speak to us on this subject than Christ? 

Thus, we should read what he revealed to the great Italian mystic Maria Valtorta (1897–1961), and I quote from her book:  Lessons on the Epistle of St. Paul to the Romans:21

20  cf. Richard Dawkins,   The God Delusion (Paris: Perrin, 2009), 108. 

21  (Isola del Liri, Italy: Centro Editorial Valtortiano (CEV), 2007), 184–186. 
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​ A Finger On The Light Satan kills, or attempts to kill the immortal part of man. He exists to deprive man not of his existence—because the soul once created can never perish—but of Life, that is, of God. And while God the Creator has as His objective to reunite mankind in Himself after their death—

with the spirit immediately after death, and with the spirit re-united to the flesh after the resurrection and final judgement—in order to bless them with the Knowledge and Vision of Him and to fill them Himself with rejoicing in that knowledge as the People of His children, so Satan, the rebel, has as his purpose to rob the Creator of His beloved creatures, and to deprive as many of them as possible of their fulfilment in the Creator. 

He was Lucifer (the bringer of Light). He believed himself to be Light. However, to be the 

“bearer of light” is not the same as “being the Light” (…) created to bring the light and carry the messages of God, he freely and voluntarily chose to be unfaithful to the Lord his Creator and to his Grace. It was this folly of pride, this presumption to believe himself to be God and thus not bound by obedience and adoration that struck the rebel down. 

From that moment Satan wanted his own 

people to oppose the people of God. And he pursues this end without rest, out of hatred towards God and those whom God loves as a Father. However the intelligence that Lucifer possessed before his fall—a keen intelligence that 9

​ Gilles Charles Vuille was appropriate for the prince of angel hosts—

as well as his power, were both preserved even after his divine punishment. And he still uses this intelligence now to achieve his aims. He spies upon every action of man and listens to his every word. He takes advantage of each word spoken and every action taken. He uses the physical condition of every individual, their illnesses, their misfortunes, their study, their occupations, and anything he can find where he can sow his wicked seed and cause chaos. He engenders phenomena that can seduce you and lead you astray. 

Now what? A living Christ who transmits His knowledge, His light, the Truth? 

While you suppose, naturally in an ironic tone, that Jesus might have existed, you will discover, throughout this work, that He not only really existed but that He still lives, which is the fundamental point of the faith of Christians in this religion of hope, since it proclaims the resurrection and heaven. 

But let us get back to Satan! 

His main attributes, as we know, are 

seduction, pride, excess, division, and 

transgression. Banished from heaven, he now works in a contrary sense: he hates instead of loving and destroys instead of creating, aided in this by a part of human nature. Moreover, his persuasiveness is so powerful that by using the existing artifice of our way of thinking, he can make man believe that he, the impious, does not exist but is only a myth, a tale. If our teachers of religion have not always possessed the necessary pedagogical skills to transmit this message, we 10

​ A Finger On The Light can rest assured that Satan himself possesses all the necessary knowledge in this domain. 

Having analyzed all these facts, one must admit that we have come full circle. See for yourself! The atheist is convinced that God does not exist, and on the other hand, thanks to the myth that yourself uphold, Satan manipulates mankind into believing that he does not exist. A more successful conjuring trick is not possible. And since  good society  believes itself to be right as regard its own emancipation, duly encouraged by the remarkable progress of science, whose weaknesses will be demonstrated in chapter 2, 

“Faith, Science, and Religion,” the trick is perfect. 

As for you Mr. Dawkins, through your study, reading, and theories you claim that man can create a devil as he pleases. What folly! Obviously, when man does not live in God but is possessed by the demon (as in the well-known and recognized case of demoniacs), then indeed he is capable of anything, including wars that he will wage endlessly to prove his power, conquer coveted territories, or satisfy his desire for revenge. Not satisfied with your claim, people continue—atheists among them—to lay the blame for wars, famine, and other disasters upon religion, which demonstrates a truly infantile way of thinking, and a terrifying lack of education. Indeed, this is the hallmark of the religiously illiterate in the first place. The aim is to have a clear conscience—

in short, to liberate oneself from a great guilt. It is easier to blame history and our ancestors than ourselves. We know very well that man has this duality of good and evil hidden in him, and this subject will also be addressed later. 

Martin Luther (1483–1545), whom you cited on numerous occasions, had condemned reason as  religion’s archenemy (p. 190). On the other hand, you were careful not to mention his conversations with Satan as narrated by himself in his book:  De la mes e privée et de l’onction des prêtres ( Private mass and priest’s unction) . 
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​ Gilles Charles Vuille To give you and the readers an overview here are a few extracts from   Conversation entre Luther et le diable 22   (A conversation between Luther and the devil):

It happened to me once to wake up suddenly in the middle of the night; Satan was there and without delay he opened the discussion. 

“Listen Luther, erudite doctor!” he said. 

“You know that during these fifteen years you celebrated private Masses; what would you say if these private Masses were horrible idolatry! What would you say if the body and blood of Christ had not been present and that you had idolized and let others idolize bread and wine, only?” 

I replied:

“I have been ordained, received the anointing and the consecration at the Bishop’s hands; I did all this in obedience to the commands of my superiors. Why could I not consecrate, as I had seriously pronounced the Words of Christ and that I celebrated these Masses with holy respect? 

You know that very well.” “All that is true”, he said, “but the Turks and heathens, too, do all those things in their temples, in obedience; they practice their ceremonies very seriously. The priests of Jeroboam, too, performed all those things with deep zeal and conscience. What would you say if your ordination and dedication were as false as 22  de Cortemoy, abbott, French ed. (Avrillé, France: du Sel, 2006), 4 

and nxt. 

12

​ A Finger On The Light the Turks’ priests, and the Samaritans were false, together with their false ungodly worship?” 

“First of all, you should know”, he said, “that you had neither knowledge of Christ, nor a true faith and regarding the faith, you were not better than a Turk. Because the Turk and even all devils believe what is said about Christ: he was born, was crucified and died, etc. But neither the Turk nor we, reprobated spirits, trust his mercy; we do not recognize him as Mediator and Savior; to the contrary, we hate him, as a cruel judge.” 

It is probably due to this kind of lecture and to your interpretation of its content that you can argue that man creates his own demons. But since you have not been able to provide any evidence, you must agree, Mr. Dawkins—after reading this extract–that is a bit difficult to believe that man creates his own devil through supporting the fallacious pretext that he does not exist. This conversation between Luther, and Satan has all the components of a satanic mind. As Luther maintained that he was not sleeping, we can clearly see Satan’s ever-present power, boundlessly perfidious and cunning. As Saint Paul said to the Corinthians23:

Of hideous appearance, he can even transform himself into an angel. 

As Christ has told us, Satan is ready, and always on watch. 

So, let us continue. 

Frantz Funck Brentano (1862-1947), historian and librarian, also Curator of the Bibliothèque de l’Arsenal, Paris (containing the 23  2 Cor. 11:14. 
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​ Gilles Charles Vuille archives of the French Revolution), also devoted an entire study to the Wittenberg theologian. Written without bias, it sums up his life very well. To everyone’s surprise, an entire chapter is devoted to the diableries of the father of the Reformation.24 We learn that: The diabolical manifestations of Wartburg remained famous in Luther’s life, but they were nothing new. (. .) Right up to the end of his life, Luther had a wide variety of encounters with the angel of darkness. “I wore the devil on my neck”, he would say; or again: “I know the devil inside out, in thought and appearance, having eaten in his
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































