THE

HUMANIST SOCIETY
OF NEW MEXICO
NEWSLETTER
April 2017

A Chapter of the American Humanist Association

http://humanistsocietyofnm.org/

http://hsnm.wordpress.com

president@humanistsocietyofnm.org

HSNM Meetings in Albuquerque
HSNM meetings are free and open to the public (unless otherwise noted.)

Saturday, April 8th
HSNM Informal Meeting 10am – 12pm
Special Collections Library 423 Central Ave. NE

Saturday, April 15th
HSNM Topical Discussion 10:00AM – Noon
Artificial Intelligence
Special Collections Library 423 Central Ave. NE

Saturday, March 22nd
HSNM Speaker Meeting 10am – 12noon
Health Optimization – Changing the Trajectory in an Unhealthy Family
Brent
Special Collections Library 423 Central Ave. NE
Meetings by HSNM Affiliates are held throughout the month.
For more information please visit their websites.
Atheist Skeptical Kingdom of Albuquerque (www.meetup.com/ASK-AtheistSkeptical-Kingdom-of-Albuquerque)
Freedom From Religion, Albuquerque (www.meetup.com/FFRABQ)
New Mexicans for Science and Reason (www.nmsr.org)
Roswatheists (http://www.meetup.com/Roswatheists)
Santa Fe Atheist Community (http://www.meetup.com/Santa-Fe-AtheistCommunity)

President's Message
by Randall Wall
I just finished watching the
Ken Ham/Bill Nye Debate
Part II. After facing off
against each other on the
podium three years ago, Bill
Nye decided to take Ken
Ham up on his invitation to
visit the Ark Encounter last
July.
For two hours they toured
this giant replica of Noah's
ark said to be built to the
same size specifications
stated in the Bible. It's quite
a sizable building and yet the
ark was supposed to be built
by eight people, one of which
was over 500 years old. (I
learned from reading the
Answers in Genesis webpage
that supposedly Noah had his
first son at 500. Talk about
putting off starting a family!)
Of course, soon came the
sparring over whose view
had the most evidence,
scientific
evolution
or
creationism.
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Humanism is an ethical philosophy that derives its principles from science and
reason rather than theology. It asserts the worth and dignity of every person,
advocates personal liberty tempered by social and environmental responsibility,
and promotes democracy, compassion, and justice. It sees human beings as
natural organisms, whose values arise from culture and experience and holds
humanist responsible for its own affairs.

Ham kept insisting that his
conclusions differed from Nye's
simply because of different
assumptions
and
different
interpretations used in each of
their respective methods.
As it went on, Ham kept
raising the same objections over
and over! It was maddening! So
apparently, the only difference
between the results of an
international,
professional
scientific endeavor that arduously
and
meticulously
examines
evidence from dozens of different
disciplinary
viewpoints
and
arrives at the same conclusion is
nevertheless equivalent to the
view where a magical being had a
guy in boat that could not have
been built, save every species on
Earth it couldn't have held from a
massive flood of which there isn't
enough water to make so that we
would finally learn our place,
which we didn't! Got it!
April Speaker Meeting Health Optimization –
With over 25 years of health
optimization experience Brent
will be sharing his story of being
the only one in his immediate and
extended family to change the
trajectory of poor health and
disease to a vibrant healthy life.
He will share the secrets and
benefits he has discovered along
this journey.
Brent has been a gym owner,
fitness trainer, taught Qigong and
breath work, coached people on
nutrition and the power of
smoothies,
and
facilitated
wellness retreats. He is now an
ardent supporter of a whole food
plant based eating program.

Board Meeting April 2017
Due to the last Board Meeting being canceled, the
board will meet after the Speaker Meeting on
Saturday, April 22nd at the Special Collections
Library.
AHA Joins Group to Express Concern about
Judge Neil Gorsuch - Excerpt
www.americanhumanist.org, March 16, 2017
The undersigned national faith-based and
nontheistic organizations, including secular,
ethnic, and community-based groups, share a
commitment to individual liberty and the
separation of religion and government — two of
the tenets on which this country was founded. We
are united in our serious concerns regarding
the nomination of Judge Neil M. Gorsuch to the
United States Supreme Court.
Judge Gorsuch’s decade-long record on the
federal bench, as well as his writings, speeches,
and activities throughout his career, demonstrate
that he is a judge with an agenda. His frequent
dissents and concurrences show he is out of the
mainstream of legal thought and unwilling to
accept the constructs of binding precedent and
stare decisis when they dictate results he disfavors.
If confirmed to the Supreme Court, which is
closely divided on many critical issues, Judge
Gorsuch would tip the balance in a direction that
would undermine many of our core rights and
legal protections. He lacks the impartiality and
independence the American people expect and
deserve from the federal bench.
President Trump outsourced the selection
process of a Supreme Court justice to the
ideologically-driven Federalist Society and
Heritage Foundation. Never before has a president
so blatantly curried favor with partisan
organizations for a Supreme Court nomination. In
addition, as a presidential candidate he pledged to
appoint Supreme Court justices who would
overturn Roe v. Wade. Litmus tests in judicial
selection subvert the most critical qualities of a
judge: open-mindedness and independence.
In a 2005 article published in the conservative
National Review, Judge Gorsuch wrote, “American
liberals have become addicted to the courtroom,
relying on judges and lawyers rather than elected

leaders and the ballot box, as the primary means of
effecting their social agenda on everything from
gay marriage to assisted suicide to the use of
vouchers for private-school education. This
overweening addiction to the courtroom as the
place to debate social policy is bad for the country
and bad for the judiciary.” Throughout our nation’s
history, the federal courts have been a critical
bulwark in ensuring the rights and liberties of all
Americans, especially minority groups whose
numbers mean they have less influence at the
ballot box. Judge Gorsuch’s hostility to the valid
use of courts by victims of discrimination in all
forms to enforce their rights under the US
Constitution and federal law demonstrates his
ideological agenda and has been reflected in his
decisions during his decade on the bench.
Erosion of the Establishment Clause
As a judge on the Court of Appeals for the Tenth
Circuit, Judge Gorsuch has written or joined
dissents that would dramatically weaken the
Establishment Clause of the First Amendment. In
American Atheists, Inc. v. Duncan, a panel of three
Republican-appointed judges ruled against the
Utah Highway Patrol Association’s construction
and maintenance of a series of 12-foot crosses on
public land near roads to memorialize deceased
officers, explaining that the crosses had the
“impermissible effect” of appearing to endorse the
Christian religion. Judge Gorsuch wrote an
opinion for himself and several other judges that
dissented from the decision of the full court of
appeals not to rehear the case. Gorsuch asserted
that the “endorsement” test should not be applied,
and criticized the “reasonable observer” standard
that the circuit court used to determine that the
crosses were religious symbols. Judge Gorsuch
wrote that the intent of the person who displayed
the religious symbol weighs more than the
impression that such a symbol leaves on the
person who views it. The Supreme Court denied
review of the case; Justice Thomas alone wrote a
vigorous dissent, making some of the same
arguments as Judge Gorsuch.
In Green v. Haskell County Board of
Commissioners, another case involving Christian
symbols on public property, a three-judge panel of
all Republican-appointed judges concluded that an
Oklahoma county’s decision to approve the

construction
of
and
maintain
a
Ten
Commandments monument on its courthouse lawn
violated the Establishment Clause. Judge Gorsuch
again wrote an opinion for himself and other
judges that dissented from a decision by the full
court of appeals not to rehear the case. He argued
that the court should not expect that a reasonable
person would infer a religious endorsement when
a government official appearing in that capacity
appears and/or speaks at a religious unveiling
ceremony. As the panel decision explained,
however, the endorsement test remained the law in
the Tenth Circuit (and elsewhere), and the
monument clearly had the “primary effect of
endorsing religion.” The Supreme Court denied
review of the case.
Religious Views Imposed on Women’s Health
Judge Gorsuch has written or joined opinions that
would restrict women’s health care, including
allowing religious beliefs to override women’s
access to birth control and defunding Planned
Parenthood. In Hobby Lobby Stores, Inc. v.
Sebelius, he signed on to an opinion allowing
certain for-profit employers to refuse to comply
with the birth control benefit in the Affordable
Care Act. Citing Citizens United v. FEC, the
decision held that corporations can be “persons”
with religious beliefs and that employers can use
those religious beliefs to block employees’
insurance coverage of birth control. In Little
Sisters of the Poor Home for the Aged v. Burwell,
Judge Gorsuch dissented from the majority’s
decision approving the accommodation in the birth
control benefit that allows non-profit employers to
opt out of the benefit but makes sure the
employees get birth control coverage. Judge
Gorsuch joined a dissent that argued the simple act
of filling out the opt-out form constitutes a
substantial burden on religious exercise. In
Planned Parenthood Association of Utah v.
Herbert, Judge Gorsuch dissented from the
majority’s decision to keep in place a preliminary
injunction that stopped the state of Utah from
blocking access to health care and education for
thousands of Planned Parenthood’s patients. If the
policy had gone into effect, it would have cut off
access to an after-school sex education program
for teens and STI testing and treatment for at-risk
communities.

Rejection of Aid-in-Dying
Judge Gorsuch wrote a dissertation that rejects
laws that provide aid-in-dying to terminally ill
persons. He calls such laws “assisted suicide” and
wrote “all human beings are intrinsically valuable
and the intentional taking of human life by private
persons is always wrong.” However, Gorsuch
declined to discuss capital punishment or death
during war, saying those issues brought “unique
questions.” The Supreme Court upheld Oregon’s
death with dignity law in 2006, explaining that
“[r]ather than simply decriminalizing assisted
suicide, [the Oregon law] limits its exercise to the
attending physicians of terminally ill patients[.]”
Now six states and the District of Columbia permit
aid-in-dying. Judge Gorsuch wrote that such aidin-dying laws would “tend toward, if not require,
the legalization not only of assisted suicide and
euthanasia, but of any act of consensual homicide”
including “sadomasochist killings, mass suicide
pacts, duels, and the sale of one’s own life.” In
Oregon, where aid-in-dying has been closely
research and studied for more than a decade, there
have been no reports of any such instances. Judge
Gorsuch’s position denies terminally ill
individuals basic human dignity at the end of life,
and it is not his role as a judge to make personal
medical decisions for a patient.
The Supreme Court is the final arbiter of our
laws, and its rulings dramatically impact the lives
and rights of all Americans. We urge all senators to
carefully examine Gorsuch’s nomination. They
must fully exercise their “advise and consent”
responsibilities by engaging in a thorough review
of Judge Gorsuch’s record and judicial philosophy.
The Senate Judiciary Committee must engage in
full and fair hearings in which all requested
documents are produced and examined, committee
members are permitted to adequately question
Judge Gorsuch and receive full and complete
answers, and enough outside witnesses are
permitted to testify regarding Judge Gorsuch’s
record. Before the full Senate considers acting
on the nomination of Judge Gorsuch, the
American people have a right to know precisely
how his confirmation to the Supreme Court
would impact their rights, freedoms, and
liberties.

