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THEY SAY, “PEOPLE ARE MORE
IMPORTANT THAN THE BIBLE”

Steve Lloyd

INTRODUCTION1

Bernard Cornwell wrote a highly imaginative and engaging trilogy
on the very historically illusive King Arthur. Something that stands out
in his story is the stark contrast he draws between Christians and the
ancient vanishing religion of the Druids.2 Druids are anti-Christian
pagans. The conflict between the two makes for interesting reading.

I see a parallel between the religious conflict portrayed in Corn-
well’s trilogy and our day. The divide could not be wider between what
the Bible sets forth as truth and what Secular Humanists set forth in
their formal documents as truth. The conflicts, though fought on a
different plane than in the novels, are a very present reality with
important consequences.

This chapter addresses a statement found in the Humanist Mani-
festo II that identifies one of the many fronts on which we find
ourselves at odds with Humanism, i.e., that people are more important
than the Bible. Here is how I will approach this subject. First, I will
present specific statements that pit the needs of people and the
teachings of the Bible against one another. Second, I will consider
whether the Bible is really opposed to what is good for man, and how
we determine what is good. Third, I will deal with the irony of this
conflict.

HUMANIST MANIFESTOS I AND II

Much of what we are examining this week are affirmations made
in the Humanist Manifestos I and II.3 Paul Kurtz compiled a booklet
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containing both manifestos. He explains: “Humanism is a philosophi-
cal, religious, and moral point of view as old as human civilization
itself.”4 The first manifesto was written in 1933 and represents the
thinking of “thirty-four liberal humanists in the United States.”5

It was concerned with expressing a general religious and
philosophical outlook that rejected orthodox and dogmatic
positions and provided meaning and direction, unity and purpose
to human life. It was committed to reason, science, and democ-
racy.6

Kurtz admits that the first manifesto “has since been superseded by
events; though significant, it did not go far enough. It did not and could
not address itself to future problems and needs.”7

In the Preface to the Humanist Manifesto II, Paul Kurtz states:

Events since then make the earlier statement seem far too
optimistic. Nazism has shown the depths of brutality of which
humanity is capable. Other totalitarian regimes have suppressed
human rights without ending poverty. Science has sometimes
brought evil as well as good. Recent decades have shown that
inhuman wars can be made in the name of Peace. The begin-
nings of police states, even in democratic societies, widespread
government espionage, and other abuses of power by military,
political, and industrial elites, and the continuance of unyielding
racism, all present a different and difficult social outlook.8

So, a second manifesto was written.
There is a significant amount of continuity between Humanist

Manifesto I and Humanist Manifesto II. In particular, there are
statements in both about the outmoded faith of Christians.

... humanists still believe that traditional theism, especially faith
in the prayer-hearing God, assumed to love and care for persons,
to hear and understand their prayers, and to be able to do
something about them, is an unproved and outmoded faith.
Salvationism, based on mere affirmation, still appears as
harmful, diverting people with false hopes of heaven hereafter.
Reasonable minds look to other means for survival.9

Humanist Manifestos I And II On The Bible

The Preface to Humanist Manifesto I spells out the co-signers
outlook:

It was concerned with expressing a general religious and
philosophical outlook that rejected orthodox and dogmatic
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positions and provided meaning and direction, unity and purpose
to human life. It was committed to reason, science, and democ-
racy.10

To say the co-signers are expressing a philosophical outlook means
they are expressing an outlook independent of dogma. It is what they
can surmise on their own power. Their philosophical outlook rejects
“orthodox and dogmatic positions.” “Orthodox” means strait words or
opinions. Where the teachings of the Bible are concerned, we could
even compare the term with the word “sound,” which means healthy.11

“Dogma,” unlike the pejorative use of the term in casual speech
today, refers to a teaching that is considered true because God said it,
which is very different from declarations of truth based solely on what
we can derive on our own steam.12 Generally speaking, truth known by
means of dogma or revelation from God and truth known by means of
reason, science and democracy are by no means given the same level
of respect today. In fact, the former is many times rejected all together
as mere opinion.

The first principle stated in Humanist Manifesto II reads: “We
believe, however, that traditional dogmatic or authoritarian religions
that place revelation, God, ritual, or creed above human needs and
experience do a disservice to the human species.”13 Shortly thereafter,
their reason for rejecting revelation is stated:

We find insufficient evidence for belief in the existence of a
supernatural; it is either meaningless or irrelevant to the question
of the survival and fulfillment of the human race. As non-theists,
we begin with humans not God, nature not deity.14

Revelation from God to man is caricatured as not taking human
needs into consideration and doing a disservice to the human species.
We either rely on revelation from God or on our own human needs, as
if divine revelation and human needs represent two very different
concerns.

Do you see the unnecessary either/or proposition they have created
for themselves? It is a false either/or proposition,15 and one I hope to set
straight later.

Let us look at another statement found in the second Manifesto on
the same point. This is the eighth proposition found under a section
titled, “Democratic Society.” The second half of the proposition
summarizes the point:
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All persons should have a voice in developing the values and
goals that determine their lives. Institutions should be responsive
to expressed desires and needs. The conditions of work, educa-
tion, devotion, and play should be humanized. Alienating forces
should be modified or eradicated or bureaucratic structures
should be held to a minimum. People are more important than
decalogues, rules, proscriptions, or regulations (emphasis
added).16

Perhaps, much of what is expressed here would sound very good
to most Americans, with our emphasis on freedom and liberty—two
things that are good in life. However, when coupled with the earlier
statements, this would include God’s Word because it includes rules,
proscriptions, and regulations in part.

Let me summarize the propositions from the Humanist Manifestos
I and II that relate to our topic:

• Orthodox and dogmatic positions provide no meaning or
direction to life.

• Theism is an outmoded faith.

• Heaven is a false hope.

• Theism is unreasonable: “Reasonable minds look to other means
for survival.”

• If one is committed to dogmatic positions then he or she is
irrational. If you are committed to reason, science and democracy
you are rational.

• Revelation from God is opposed to human needs and does a
disservice to the human species.

• There is insufficient evidence for belief in the supernatural.

• People are more important than decalogues, et cetera.

In essence, there is a great divide between the sacred and the
secular. An all out war is declared on anything authoritarian or
dogmatic. Evidence of this warfare is everywhere from the Humanist
Manifestos I and II to young adult fantasy novels like Philip Pullman’s
The Dark Materials Trilogy. It is typically considered the default mind-
set or worldview for many in our society. It is explicitly stated and
defended by men now styled “The New Atheists,” like Christopher
Hitchens in his book, God is Not Great, and Sam Harris in his book,
The End of Faith.
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The Enlightenment: An Historical Consideration

I want to make a connection between a philosophical movement in
the 18th Century, known as The Enlightenment, and the two Humanist
Manifestos of the 20th Century. I hope this will help to contextualize
what we are considering in this entire series.

This 18th Century movement originated with the work of people
like John Locke and David Hume in England, Voltaire and Rousseau
in France, Immanuel Kant in Germany—works that influenced Thomas
Jefferson, Benjamin Franklin, and Thomas Paine in the United States.

Wikipedia accurately describes the Age of Enlightenment as “a
time in Western philosophy and cultural life centered upon the
eighteenth century, in which reason was advocated as the primary
source and legitimacy for authority. It was a movement away from
dogma and authoritarian religion.”17 One writer has noted that in some
respects it was “a thoroughly Protestant movement, getting rid of
authoritarian religion and asking demystifying, rational, historical
questions.”18 It was a movement whose emphasis was on reason. But
the pendulum of some in the movement swung to reason alone, or
reason separated from divine revelation and history.

Peter Gay writes that Enlightenment thinkers dignified their
polemics by characterizing them as “an age-old struggle between
reason and unreason, a struggle that had been fought and lost in the
ancient world and was now being fought again, this time with good
prospects of success.”19 That the struggle for the proponents of these
ideas has good prospects of success is the primary plot line of Philip
Pullman’s fantasy trilogy, The Dark Materials.

Johann Georg Hamann was a counter-enlightenment philosopher
and contemporary with the lights (?) of The Enlightenment, who,
according to a volume written by John R. Betz, predicted many of the
outcomes of a “reason only” approach to knowledge and truth. I wrote
to Mr. Betz asking him if I was barking up the wrong tree in suggesting
that the Humanist Manifestos I and II could be considered fruits of The
Enlightenment. He kindly wrote back affirming the connection. In fact,
he argues that it traces back further to the Humanism of the Renais-
sance.20

On the disconnect between reason and revelation Mr. Betz adds:

Reason alone, unaided by the light of revelation, has over time
proven unable to establish or convincingly demonstrate the
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dignity of the human person (hence the bloodbaths of modern
secularism; hence the Holocaust; hence the sterilization pro-
grams; hence the "pro-choice" movement, etc.). Moreover, as the
fate of modern philosophy itself shows, reason apart from
revelation cannot even sustain its own dignity. Indeed, without
the light of faith even the light of reason, turned in upon itself,
grows dim—until it is finally extinguished. At which point
reason itself (or what is left of it) becomes a victim of popular
opinion, which is the only authority left.21

The error in the thinking of many in our society today is in
restricting truth only to that which can be ascertained by reason alone.
It is not that some truth cannot be derived by reason. You cannot come
to a knowledge of the truth without reasoning correctly. The problem
is in rejecting the light of Scripture, which leaves reason without any
support.

TWO QUESTIONS

Much of what we have been circling around is the question of what
is good for man. Humanist Manifestos I and II would have us believe
that the Bible opposes what is good for man—that it needs to be
“modified or eradicated.” Is the Bible opposed to what is good for
man? And who determines what is good? Let us consider the second
question first.

What Is Good?

In Solomon’s search for what is worthwhile in life (cf. Ecc. 2:3),
he asks, “For who knows what is good for man while he lives the few
days of his vain life, which he passes like a shadow? For who can tell
man what will be after him under the sun?” (Ecc. 6:12). Whatever is
good for man in the few days of his vain life is connected to knowing
the future. It is as if Solomon is saying that unless you know the future,
you cannot know what is good. Sometimes the best place to begin is at
the end.

The writers of Scripture affirm that man does not know. Ironically,
so do the co-signers of the second manifesto. They acknowledge:

Events since then (the writing of the Humanist Manifesto I in
1933, SL) make that earlier statement seem far too optimistic.
Nazism has shown the depths of brutality of which humanity is
capable. Other totalitarian regimes have suppressed human rights
without ending poverty. Science has sometimes brought evil as
well as good. Recent decades have shown that inhuman wars can
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be made in the name of Peace. The beginnings of police states,
even in democratic societies, widespread government espionage,
and other abuses of power by military, political, and industrial
elites, and the continuance of unyielding racism, all present a
different and difficult social outlook.22

Take a look at the second question Solomon asks: “For who can tell
man what will be after him under the sun?” (v. 12). If you cannot
answer that question, then you cannot know what is good for man. Man
cannot know all he needs to know on his own steam because he does
not know the future, and he cannot know the future without revelation
from God.

To make matters worse, we are often corrupted by wrong desires.
Twice in Proverbs we read the caution: “There is a way that seems right
to a man, but its end is the way to death” (Pro. 14:12; 16:25). Jeremiah
affirms: “The heart is deceitful above all things, and desperately sick”
and then asks, “who can understand it?” (Jer. 17:9). Our own experi-
ence proves the truth of these two statements. Eve is not alone in
having been beguiled by the devil.

None of these passages militate against the idea that man lacks the
innate mental faculty to think straight. Otherwise, the admonitions to
think straight would be wasted (cf. Isa. 1:18; Acts 17:11; 1 Thess. 5:20;
1 Jn. 4:1).

The end of Solomon’s quest is profound: “The end of the matter;
all has been heard. Fear God and keep his commandments, for this is
the whole duty of man. For God will bring every deed into judgment,
with every secret thing, whether good or evil” (Ecc. 12:13-14). This is
very different from the conclusion that the two manifestos offer. In fact,
it would be difficult to find two more opposing views.

Who Knows What Is Good?

A thing is good when it functions according to the purpose for
which it was made.23 A steak knife is good only if it cuts steak. It
should not be judged by how well it cuts through the bars of a jail cell.
A vaccine is good only if it protects you from the disease for which the
vaccine was produced.

Let us apply this same line of reasoning to man. If we can deter-
mine the purpose, if there is such a thing, for which man exists, then
knowledge of that purpose will go a long way toward helping us to see
what is good.
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The best the pagan philosopher Aristotle could come up with is that
man’s ultimate good is to be happy. It is the one thing pursued for its
own sake.24

In Scripture, there are several texts that have the ring of being a
summarizing statement. For example, as Israel faced life in the
Promised Land with pagan neighbors to influence them, Joshua says:
“[C]hoose this day whom you will serve, whether the gods your fathers
served in the region beyond the River, or the gods of the Amorites in
whose land you dwell. But as for me and my house, we will serve the
Lord” (Josh. 24:15). Or how about Solomon’s conclusion: “Fear God
and keep his commandments, for this is the whole duty of man” (Ecc.
12:13). Micah seems to know: “He has told you, O man, what is good;
and what does the Lord require of you but to do justice, and to love
kindness, and to walk humbly with your God?” (Mic. 6:8). Jesus’
statement in the middle of the Sermon on the Mount must certainly be
in the running: “But seek first the kingdom of God and his righteous-
ness, and all these things will be added to you” (Mt. 6:33). And to be
added to the mix is Jesus’ answer to the question about what consti-
tuted the greatest commandment:

And he said to him, You shall love the Lord your God with all
your heart and with all your soul and with all your mind. This is
the great and first commandment. And a second is like it: You
shall love your neighbor as yourself. On these two command-
ments depend all the Law and the Prophets (Mt. 22:37-40).

Consider this: all of the above “ultimate” statements serve as means to
another end—God is glorified. If we did everything urged upon us in
those statements, we would magnify God by our lives.

If man was created by God to glorify Him, then whatever glorifies
God is good. The means by which we learn what pleases God is His
Word. When we live a life that magnifies God, He blesses us with the
capacity to enjoy life. Solomon writes: “[A]part from him who can eat
or who can have enjoyment” (Ecc. 2:25), and “that everyone should eat
and drink and take pleasure in all his toil—this is God's gift to man”
(Ecc. 3:13). Similar statements can be found in Ecclesiastes 2:24-26;
3:12-15.

Contrary to the Humanist Manifestos I and II, God’s will for man
does not make God out to be a cosmic killjoy. To the contrary, the
Psalmist writes: “You make known to me the path of life; in your
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presence there is fullness of joy; at your right hand are pleasures
forevermore” (Ps. 16:11).

Who knows what is good for man? The Lord knows because He
knows the future.

THE GRAND IRONY

The grand irony is that The Enlightenment, as it has in part worked
its way into the declarations found in the Humanist Manifestos I and II,
is no enlightenment at all. Enlightenment thinkers who place all their
marbles in the bag of reason alone have really pulled the wool over
man’s eyes.

I am not suggesting that nothing good came out of The Enlighten-
ment, but I am saying that the extent to which some have taken it is
disastrous—the extent to which revelation from God is dismissed as a
means of knowing anything. Reason “alone” is not the means by which
man obtains knowledge.

It is God’s Word that brings enlightenment. When John chronicles
the appearance of grace and truth through Jesus Christ, he expresses:

In him was life, and the life was the light of men. The light
shines in the darkness, and the darkness has not overcome it.
There was a man sent from God, whose name was John. He
came as a witness, to bear witness about the light, that all might
believe through him. He was not the light, but came to bear
witness about the light. The true light, which enlightens every-
one, was coming into the world (Jn. 1:4-9).

Of Himself, Jesus declared: “I am the light of the world. Whoever
follows me will not walk in darkness, but will have the light of life”
(Jn. 8:12).

The Bible And Man

The manifestos we have been considering pit faith and knowledge
against one another. More specifically, they characterize the Bible as
something that leads men astray. Ironically, it is the Humanist
Manifestos that lead men astray, in particular where the Bible is
concerned.

The teaching of the Bible affects man in at least two ways. It
informs and it transforms. Of what does it inform?

• It tells the story of mankind and history from heaven’s vantage
point.
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• It teaches us how to think about the true and living God.

• It teaches us how to think about ourselves.

• It informs us of our condition and how we got into the mess we
are in.

• It tells us how to get out of the mess we are in.

• It reveals the way we should think about reality.

How does it transform?

• By keeping the commands of our Lord, we learn how to flourish
in life.

• In some ways, we are being transformed from the outside in. In
other ways, we are being transformed from the inside out.

• We discover what we should desire and what we should avoid.

• This transformation is equated with the renewing of our mind
(Rom. 12:2; Eph. 4:17-24).

Paul characterizes the Word of God as “the sacred writings, which
are able to make you wise for salvation through faith in Christ Jesus”
(2 Tim. 3:15). He also informs us that “all the treasures of wisdom and
knowledge” are hid in Christ (Col. 2:3).

And the Humanists want me to turn my back on all of this? God
forbid! They say the Bible is the problem. The regulations found in the
Bible are there to protect us from trouble and to lead us to the abundant
life.

Consider this account from Mark:

One Sabbath he was going through the grainfields, and as they
made their way, his disciples began to pluck heads of grain. And
the Pharisees were saying to him, Look, why are they doing what
is not lawful on the Sabbath? And he said to them, Have you
never read what David did, when he was in need and was
hungry, he and those who were with him: how he entered the
house of God, in the time of Abiathar the high priest, and ate the
bread of the Presence, which it is not lawful for any but the
priests to eat, and also gave it to those who were with him? And
he said to them, The Sabbath was made for man, not man for the
Sabbath. So the Son of Man is lord even of the Sabbath (Mk.
2:23-28).

David and his men did something unlawful. Yet, it is an incident the
Pharisees, no doubt, excused David for doing because he and his men
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were hungry.25 Jesus then says: “The Sabbath was made for man, not
man for the Sabbath.” In principle, is this not the same as saying
something like: “Food was made for man, not man for food,” or “Light
was made for man, not man for light,” ad infinitum?

Does the story in Mark sound anything like what the Humanist
Manifestos I and II say in their characterization of the Bible and its
“decalogues, rules, proscriptions, or regulations.” Does it appear to you
as if God’s will, as revealed in the Bible, is contrary to what is good for
man? May it never be!

God’s Word delights the soul of those who love it (Ps. 1). It is a
light in a dark place (Ps. 18:28). It makes men wise unto salvation
(2 Tim. 3:15). It is not burdensome (1 Jn. 5:3). It is anything but
outmoded, irrational, or opposed to human needs. To say people are
more important than the Bible is to miss the point and purpose of the
Bible.

The Bible And Science

Some fear that adherence to the Bible will set us back—that it will
hinder “progress” and science. You know, “You cannot turn back the
clock.”

C.S. Lewis devoted a significant amount of his apologetic writings
to address the mind-set of our day. As to turning back the clock, he
writes:

Would you think I was joking if I said that you can put a clock
back, and that if the clock is wrong it is often a very sensible
thing to do? But I would rather get away from that whole idea of
clocks. We all want progress. But progress means getting near
to the place where you want to be. And if you have taken a
wrong turning, then to go forward does not get you any nearer.
If you are on the wrong road, progress means doing an about-
turn and walking back to the right road; and in that case the man
who turns back soonest is the most progressive man. We have all
seen this when doing arithmetic. When I have started a sum the
wrong way, the sooner I admit this and go back and start again,
the faster I shall get on. There is nothing progressive about being
pigheaded and refusing to admit a mistake. And I think if you
look at the present state of the world, it is pretty plain that
humanity has been making some big mistake. We are on the
wrong road. And if that is so, we must go back. Going back is
the quickest way on. 26
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Lewis was invited to answer some questions at a “One Man Brains
Trust” in 1944. Question Nine was: “Would the application of Christian
standards bring to an end or greatly reduce scientific and material
progress?” Responding, Lewis said:

It is easiest to think of a simplified example. How would the
application of Christianity affect anyone on a desert island?
Would he be less likely to build a comfortable hut? The answer
is “no.” There might come a particular moment, of course, when
Christianity would tell him to bother less about the hut, i.e., if he
were in danger of coming to think that the hut was the most
important thing in the universe. But there is no evidence that
Christianity would prevent him from building it.27

The Bible poses no threat or hindrance to man or science.

CONCLUSION

My responsibility in this chapter has been to critique the Human-
ists’ concept: “People are more important than the Bible.” A significant
amount of space has been devoted to demonstrate that we are not
constructing a straw man with which to spar. The Enlightenment of the
18th Century places the two Manifestos of the 20th Century in their
historical context. These documents are the fruit of 200 years of a
“reason alone” philosophy.

We considered several passages to show how the writers of
Scripture characterize the Bible. By reworking Mark 2:27 a bit, without
intending to do any harm to the text or distort its meaning, perhaps we
can extract this principle: “Man was not made for the Bible, but the
Bible for man.”

EPILOGUE

There are several battle scenes in Bernard Cornwell’s King Arthur
trilogy. The Druids are the first to make a move. The author’s descrip-
tion of one such pagan priest is representative of them all: “A Saxon
wizard, his hair dunged into spikes and his naked body barely hidden
by the tattered scraps of wolfskin hanging from a band at his neck,
whirled in a dance ...”28 All the while they are whirling around in their
tattered clothes and dung spiked hair, they are hurling curses at the
opposing army. Their purpose is to intimidate the enemy prior to a
fight.

Goliath did the same thing to the armies of Israel when he taunted:
“I defy the ranks of Israel this day. Give me a man, that we may fight
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together” (1 Sam. 17:10). Young David saw Goliath’s unmet challenge
as a reproach to Israel (1 Sam. 17:26). When he faced the giant with a
sling and five stones, David said:

You come to me with a sword and with a spear and with a
javelin, but I come to you in the name of the Lord of hosts, the
God of the armies of Israel, whom you have defied. This day the
Lord will deliver you into my hand, and I will strike you down
and cut off your head. And I will give the dead bodies of the host
of the Philistines this day to the birds of the air and to the wild
beasts of the earth, that all the earth may know that there is a
God in Israel, and that all this assembly may know that the Lord
saves not with sword and spear. For the battle is the Lord’s, and
he will give you into our hand (1 Sam. 17:45-47).

Paul writes:

For the weapons of our warfare are not of the flesh but have
divine power to destroy strongholds. We destroy arguments and
every lofty opinion raised against the knowledge of God, and
take every thought captive to obey Christ, being ready to punish
every disobedience, when your obedience is complete (2 Cor.
10:4-6).

The “reason only” opponents of the faith do not have their hair
spiked with dung, nor do they spin-dance all-but-naked before the fight.
Some of them are respected philosophers, university professors, doctors
and nurses, psychiatrists and counselors, and grade-school teachers.
They should be taken seriously. Some of them have experienced a
change of heart when they heard the other side. We should love them,
pray for them, and kindly discuss our differences.

Some have tried to intimidate us by accusing us of being irrational,
or naïve, and characterizing our faith as outmoded. The Scriptures are
replete with the admonition not to fear or to be dismayed. Live your life
with confidence in Him and in His Word and you will not be put to
shame.

Fear not, for you will not be ashamed; be not confounded, for
you will not be disgraced (Isa. 54:4).

Behold, I am laying in Zion a stone of stumbling, and a rock of
offense; and whoever believes in him will not be put to shame
(Rom. 9:33).

And how should we behave toward those who oppose themselves?
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[T]he Lord's servant must not be quarrelsome but kind to
everyone, able to teach, patiently enduring evil, correcting his
opponents with gentleness. God may perhaps grant them
repentance leading to a knowledge of the truth, and they may
escape from the snare of the devil, after being captured by him
to do his will (2 Tim. 2:24-26).
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Ethics, by Aristotle, 339.
25 This should not be confused with the situation ethics of Joseph Fletcher.
26 C.S. Lewis, Mere Christianity. (San Francisco, CA: HarperCollins,2001).
28-29.
27 C.S. Lewis, God in the Dock: Essays on Theology and Ethics. (Grand
Rapids, MI: Eerdmanns. 1970).
28 Bernard Cornwell, The Enemy of God. (New York, NY: St. Martin’s
Press,1996), 159.
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