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THEY SAY, “MAN IS THE
MEASURE OF ALL THINGS”
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INTRODUCTION1

Giovanni Pico della Mirandola was a renaissance philosopher who
lived between 1463 and 1494. He authored a work, titled Oration on
the Dignity of Man, which has been styled the “Manifesto of the
Renaissance” and is representative of Renaissance Humanism.
Mirandola presents an idea of the autonomous man that has been
adopted by many today. He uses the literary form of a dialogue
between God and the newly created man, Adam.

Adam, we give you no fixed place to live, no form that is
peculiar to you, nor any function that is yours alone. According
to your desires and judgment, you will have and possess
whatever place to live, whatever form, and whatever functions
you yourself choose. All other things have a limited and fixed
nature prescribed and bounded by our laws. You, with no limit
or no bound, may choose for yourself the limits and bounds of
your nature. We have placed you at the world’s center so that
you may survey everything else in the world. We have made you
neither of heavenly nor of earthly stuff, neither mortal nor
immortal, so that with free choice and dignity, you may fashion
yourself into whatever form you choose. To you is granted the
power of degrading yourself into the lower forms of life, the
beasts, and to you is granted the power, contained in your
intellect and judgment, to be reborn into the higher forms, the
divine.2

Mirandola represents man as someone who may live his own life,
define the limits of his own nature, make himself into whatever form
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he chooses, and shape his own destiny via his “intellect and judgment”
alone. The underlying assumption is that man is an autonomous being
and has it within his authority to be whatever he desires to be.

The word “autonomous” literally means “self law.” Hence, an
individual who is autonomous is a law to himself or self-governing.
“Autonomous man” is the notion that man has it within his capacity to
govern himself outside of other-worldly influences (God). In contrast
to this notion, the Bible affirms that God created man free to choose
between good and evil. However, it was never God’s intention for man
to choose evil, but to always choose that which is good. Since God is
the source of all goodness (Mt. 19:17), choosing what is good entails
forfeiting autonomy. True autonomous choices, choices outside of
God’s will, entail embracing error and doing that which is wrong. Thus,
the notion of “autonomous man” is a move away from God.

PHILOSOPHICAL ROOTS
OF CONTEMPORARY HUMANISM

Emphasis upon man’s autonomy in the Renaissance paved the way
for a significant shift in thinking from a God-centered (theocentric)
perspective on life to a man-centered (anthropocentric) perspective on
life. Ultimately, this sift resulted in subsequent philosophies which
discarded God altogether and focused exclusively upon man. These
philosophies were styled “existentialist” because they focus on man’s
physical existence as opposed to the essentiality of God and His Truth.

Prior to the advent of the modern period of philosophy, medieval
philosophy had focused upon God’s essence as the starting point of
intellectual inquiry whether religious or scientific. Modern philosophy,
however, created a rift between religion and science. The atheistic
writings of La Mettrie d’Holbach are acknowledged as greatly
contributing to this. In fact, d’Holbach’s explanation of atheism is the
same framework upon which Humanism rests today. Contemporary
Humanism is the heritage of atheism. Consider the following quote:

An atheist is someone who destroys human chimeras in order to
call people back to nature, experience and reason. He is a thinker
who, having meditated on matter, its properties and ways of
behaving, has no reason to imagine ideal forces, imaginary
intelligences or rational beings in order to explain the phenom-
ena of the universe or the operations of nature—which, far from
making us know nature better, merely make it capricious,
inexplicable and unknowable, useless for human happiness.3
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The move away from God as the source of all scientific truth,
however, ultimately came from the work of Immanuel Kant. He
asserted that the only truth that is knowable is scientific truth. In
response to Kant, G.W.F. Hegel created a system of philosophy that
brought about a stodgy religious formalism in Europe. It was to this
formalism that Søren Kierkegaard reacted.

Kierkegaard is acknowledged as being the first of these “existential-
ist” philosophers for setting forth his philosophy “truth is subjectivity.”4

In this thesis, truth is no longer perceived as being objective and
certain, originating from an infinite and eternal God, but instead, “the
highest truth attainable for an existing individual” is “an objective
uncertainty held fast in an appropriation-process of the most passionate
inwardness.”5 This statement makes man the center for attainment of
truth. It follows that any true values man might have, come from him
as well. “Man makes his own truth” is a notion entirely consistent with
“man makes his own values.” These are the fundamental notions that
support the contemporary concept of the “autonomous man.”

Subsequent philosophers make much of Kierkegaard’s thesis.
Ultimately, they exclude God entirely and base entire systems of
philosophy upon what they presume to be the “true” human condition,
namely, that man is a wholly material being essentially no different
than an animal. This also is a correlate accepted by Humanists today.
Philosophies built upon atheism and the view that man is a mere animal
include the communism of Karl Marx, the nihilism of Frederick
Nietzsche, and the existentialism of Jean Paul Sartre. Each of these
philosophers embraced Humanism as necessary to their system of
philosophy. Consider the following quotations.

Friedrich Nietzsche

For one thing is needful: that a human being attain his satisfac-
tion with himself—whether it be by this or by that poetry and art;
only then is a human being at all tolerable to behold.6

Karl Marx

Atheism is humanism mediated with itself through the super-
session of religion; communism is humanism mediated with
itself through the supersession of private property.7

Jean Paul Sartre

There is no other universe except the human universe, the
universe of human subjectivity.8
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This is an anthropocentric (man-centered) philosophy and may be
summed up in the ancient expression of Protagoras: “Man is the
measure of all things, of things that are that they are, and of things that
are not that they are not.”9 Since there is no God, according to this
philosophy, man sets the standard for what is right and wrong, good
and evil, holy and profane. Humanist Manifesto II affirms this
anthropocentrism and derives it directly from these philosophical
traditions, the root of which is atheism. It states:

We affirm that moral values derive their source from human
experience. Ethics is autonomous and situational needing no
theological or ideological sanction. Ethics stems from human
need and interest. To deny this distorts the whole basis of life.
Human life has meaning because we create and develop our
futures. Happiness and the creative realization of human needs
and desires, individually and in shared enjoyment, are continu-
ous themes of humanism. We strive for the good life, here and
now. The goal is to pursue life’s enrichment despite debasing
forces of vulgarization, commercialization, and dehumaniza-
tion.10

THE NOTION OF AUTONOMOUS MAN

It follows from the above thoughts that man is autonomous, that is,
he rules himself and sets his own standard when it comes to matters of
morals, ethics, happiness, and the purpose and meaning of life. Corliss
Lamont, a self-professed Humanist and the author of The Philosophy
of Humanism, has the following to say about autonomous man:

Third, Humanism, having its ultimate faith in man, believes that
human beings possess the power or potentiality of solving their
own problems, through reliance primarily upon reason and
scientific method applied with courage and vision. 

Fourth, Humanism, in opposition to all theories of universal
determinism, fatalism, or predestination, believes that human
beings, while conditioned by the past, possess genuine freedom
of creative choice and action, and are, within certain objective
limits, the masters of their own destiny.

Fifth, Humanism believes in an ethics or morality that grounds
all human values in this-earthly experiences and relationships
and that holds as its highest goal the this-worldly happiness,
freedom, and progress—economic, cultural, and ethical—of all
mankind, irrespective of nation, race, or religion.11
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According to Lamont, man can solve his own problems through science
and human reason alone. Man is the master of his own destiny and has
the freedom to make that destiny what he wills. All values of ethics and
morality must come from man alone since he is solely a materialistic
being grounded in earthly experience. The philosophy of Humanism is,
therefore, wholly materialistic and totally exclusive of heaven, hell,
ultimate spiritual reality, God, and the notion that these things have
anything to do with defining man’s nature, his purpose, and his ethical
standards.

The autonomous man specifically is a man who creates his own
morality, his own ethical standards. This conclusion is a direct
consequence of Kierkegaard’s subjectivism and a necessary tenet of the
atheistic philosophies of Friedrich Nietzsche, Karl Marx, and Jean Paul
Sartre. About man, Nietzsche states:

Finally, at the highest stage of morality until now, he acts
according to his standard of things and men; he himself deter-
mines for himself and others what is honorable, what is profit-
able.12

Marx says:

This communism, as fully developed naturalism, equals human-
ism, and as fully developed humanism equals naturalism; it is the
genuine resolution of the conflict between man and nature, and
between man and man, the true resolution of the conflict
between existence and being, between objectification and self-
affirmation, between freedom and necessity, between individual
and species. It is the solution of the riddle of history and knows
itself to be the solution.13

Sartre explains:

This is humanism, because we remind man that there is no
legislator but himself; that he himself, thus abandoned, must
decide for himself; also because we show that it is not by turning
back upon himself, but always by seeking, beyond himself, an
aim which is one of liberation or of some particular realisation,
that man can realise himself as truly human.14

Nietzsche says that for man to act according to his own standards is the
highest stage of morality. Marx says that Humanism/Naturalism is the
genuine resolution of conflict between man and all things. Sartre says
that there is no other legislator but man himself and that he must decide
for himself what is right and what is wrong.
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Humanism teaches that ethics, morality, and what is good, is
simply what man makes it to be and ultimately, according to Nietzsche,
all that exists is man’s efforts in that regard or, in his words, man’s
power (macht) or might. As he says, “What is good?—All that
heightens the feeling of power, the will to power, power itself in
man.”15 It is out of these atheistic philosophies, each claiming to be
Humanism, that have produced contemporary Humanism. From
Nietzsche, contemporary Humanism gets its disdain for the other-
worldly. From Marx, contemporary Humanism gets its desire to solve
social problems. From Sartre, contemporary Humanism gets its
subjective concepts of freedom. Humanism is, then, by and large, an
amalgamation of atheism, subjectivism, communism, and existentialist
philosophy.

HUMAN RIGHTS AND
SOCIAL JUSTICE/RESPONSIBILITY

Humanism is anthropocentric by definition. It places humans at the
center of concern and focuses upon humanity’s problems (as defined
by humanity), seeing that overcoming those problems as being the
primary work of mankind. God and religion are acknowledged in a sort
of patronizing fashion, but the praxis of Humanism is centered on man.
Such is the attitude of Humanist Manifesto II:

In the best sense, religion may inspire dedication to the highest
ethical ideals. The cultivation of moral devotion and creative
imagination is an expression of genuine “spiritual” experience
and aspiration. 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.16

This statement entails that man’s primary responsibilities are not in his
personal relationship with God, but rather in his personal relationship
with the rest of humanity. Man comes first, God second. This shift of
relationship implies a personal ethic of behavior that is different from
one with God as its center. In Humanism, the individual’s concern is no
longer how to love God in holiness and purity as one who sustains a
personal relationship with God. Instead, Humanism’s concern is how
one may be more socially conscious of society’s problems and how one
may work toward solutions in his relationship with his fellow man. The
most pressing problems of humanity are man’s relationship with man,
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not man’s relationship with God. As a result, sin against God takes a
backseat to sin against man and the problems of society are elevated
over the problems of the individual. Humanism thus views these
problems as solvable on a societal level, not on an individual level.

With this man-centered (anthropocentric) ethic, society as a whole
arbitrates right and wrong and the temporal problems of the culture end
up being the problems with which the individual must concern himself.
That is to say, whatever problem gets elevated by the majority of a
society (popular culture), that is the problem with which the individual
must concern himself. If the culture considers “global warming” to be
a problem, then society deems it a “sin” not to acknowledge it as a
problem and work towards its solution. If “homosexuality” is consid-
ered by society as “acceptable behavior” then it is a “sin” to character-
ize it as a social problem. With an anthropocentric philosophy,
whatever society/popular culture arbitrates as right and wrong becomes
the standard of right and wrong, and problems that the culture deems
to threaten society as a whole become the problems with which the
individual must concern himself. The standard for right and wrong is
not what God says is right and wrong, but what humanity defines as
right and wrong.

Under such a paradigm, “salvation” depends upon one’s anthro-
pocentrism: his ability to be concerned about and work toward the
solution of humanity’s problems (as defined by humanity). Personal
ethical choices become matters of opinion because they do not relate to
solving the larger problems of society/humanity, and because society
may simply deem personal ethical choices as being harmless (whether
they actually are or not). “Sin” becomes one’s lack of involvement in
working toward Humanistic solutions or the failure to acknowledge
personal ethical choices as inconsequential if society has deemed them
as such. This means that personal issues, such as abortion and homo-
sexuality, take a back burner to cultural issues such as poverty, social
justice, and global warming.

Humanism elevates social issues above individual and personal
morality because the philosophy holds that the greatest of man’s
problems, the social issues, can be resolved through the collective
efforts of men. One classic expression which reflects Humanists’
philosophy is: “If we can put a man on the moon, then why can’t we
feed the hungry?” Notice the assumptions in this very powerful
rhetorical statement. First, there is the assumption of collective effort.
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It is “our” effort that “we” must do as a collective that solves human-
ity’s problems, not any one individual’s work. Second, there is the
assumption that no problem is unsolvable if the collective efforts of
humanity are aligned against it. This really negates the idea or concept
of free will. What if some individual wants to be an unsolved “prob-
lem”? The moon has no freewill; hungry people do. The truth is that
only certain problems are solvable relative to man’s free will. Some
problems simply cannot be solved if individuals are not willing for their
problems to be solved.

Moreover, since the solution for these issues must come on a
societal level, as opposed to the level of the individual, it is the
government’s prerogative to dictate the solutions to the individual
whether the individual does anything to implement the solution or not.
This system fails because one cannot get around the fact that the
individual human is ultimately the one who must implement changes
within his life voluntarily, not as dictated by the government. Human-
ists may work all day long to come up with strategies for implementing
government solutions to social problems, but if individual people do
not apply those solutions, then nothing is really solved. Humanism fails
to deal with the most fundamental problem of society, namely,
individual man’s sinful will.

Up to this point we have defined the militant philosophies that
Humanism presents to Christianity. In the remainder of this chapter, I
would like to focus on what our response, as Christians, ought to be to
this grave challenge. First, I will demonstrate from both sacred and
secular history that man has a dismal history of solving his own
problems. Second, I will set forth a positive approach that exalts the
Bible as the solution for the problems of man.

HISTORY’S RECORD OF
MAN’S EFFORTS TO SOLVE HIS OWN PROBLEMS

If there is one lesson that Humanists need to learn, it is that humans
have a dismal history of solving our own problems. The advent of the
philosophy of Humanism in the Renaissance brought a renewed
optimism that mankind could solve all of its problems independently
of other-worldly explanations (God). It was out of this “optimism” that
was born some of the most notorious regimes that the world has ever
seen. The thoroughly bloody French revolution is acknowledged by
both Christians and atheists alike to be a movement borne out of
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atheism which naturally entails the ethic of Humanism.17 Napoleon
Bonaparte who is famous for saying, “all religions have been made by
men,” was also a major player in this Humanistic drama that was just
beginning to unfold. Major wars in the 19th and 20th centuries were
fought largely upon Humanistic and atheistic grounds. The Russian
Revolution of 1917 ushered in unprecedented power for Humanist
thinking and philosophy. Based upon Marx and Lenin’s atheism, if
there were ever an opportunity to prove that humanity could accom-
plish great things without God, that was it. The result, however, was far
from what “good” Humanists would consider desirable. Under Lenin
and subsequently Stalin, millions of Russians were executed and
millions more were placed into prisons in the name of political
cleansing. It is estimated that 7,000,000 died during Stalin’s forced
famine of 1932-1933.18 Several million more died during the Great
Purge of 1937-1938—all in the name of atheism/Humanism.19 More
atrocities, however, were to follow. Alister McGrath writes:

It is only fair to point out that those who planned the Holocaust,
and those who slammed shut the doors of the Auschwitz gas
chambers, were human beings—precisely those whom Ludwig
Fuerbach declared to be the new “gods” of the modern era, free
from any divine prohibitions or sanctions, or any fear of future
divine judgment.

McGrath continues:

It requires an act of blind faith that ignores the moral wasteland
of the twentieth century to agree with the shallow judgment of
Algernon Charles Swinburne (1837-1909): “Glory to man in the
highest! / For man is the master of things.” This master of things
has much to answer for—more violence, bloodshed, and
oppression than any naïve Victorian optimist could ever have
imagined.20

Additional atrocities would be conducted during the Korean
Conflict, and subsequent to the Vietnam War, Pol Pot would execute
nearly 2,000,000 people—all as a result of the rise to power of atheist
and Marxist leader Mao Zedong in China in 1949.21 Mao himself was
responsible for the deaths of millions of China’s citizens and millions
more were sent to political reform camps.22 McGrath states:

There are many today who affirm belief in humanity in prefer-
ence to a belief in God. Yet this humanity has been responsible
for a series of moral, social, and political catastrophes, some
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inspired by a belief in God, others by a belief that God must be
eliminated, by all means and at all costs. The common denomi-
nator here is the humanity, not the divinity.23

Madeline Bunting, a journalist and associate editor of the left-leaning
English newspaper The Guardian, wrote the following in 2006 after
reviewing an atheist television program against religion titled The Root
of All Evil?:

There’s an underlying anxiety that atheist humanism has failed.
Over the 20th century, atheist political regimes racked up an
appalling (and unmatched) record for violence. Atheist human-
ism hasn’t generated a compelling popular narrative and ethic of
what it is to be human and our place in the cosmos; where
religion has retreated, the gap has been filled with consumerism,
football, Strictly Come Dancing and a mindless absorption in
passing desires.24

Indeed, man’s efforts without God leave much to be desired.
Sacred history also records a dismal record of man’s seeking to

resolve his own problems. The first account of a man seeking to resolve
his own problems without God is found in Genesis 4 where Cain killed
his brother Abel. Cain did not listen to God and his Humanistic solution
turned to tragedy for all involved. Genesis 37 records the efforts of
Jacob’s sons to eliminate their brother Joseph. Here was another
attempt to solve a problem without God. When famine came, they
found out that they were not the solution to their own problems, but
God was. Through Joseph, God had given them relief. Joseph’s faith in
God kept him from taking revenge on his brothers and providing
forgiveness when he could have taken vengeance, a decidedly non-
Humanistic solution. The period of the Judges brought a renewed
emphasis upon Humanism where “every man did that which was right
in his own eyes” (Jgs. 17:6; 21:25). The atrocities recorded in the
intervening chapters and the civil war within the nation itself showed
the folly of their thinking. King Saul turned to Humanism when he
declared, “the people took of the spoil” (1 Sam. 15:21). He used an
anthropocentric standard of judgment. As a result, the kingdom was
taken away from him and given to another. Even David thought his
own actions could get him out of a scrape when he committed adultery
with Bathsheba. He thought he could solve his problems by having
Uriah murdered in battle (2 Sam. 11-12). Ultimately, David’s example
of Humanism influenced his own child, Absalom, to murder David’s
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children, rebel against David’s throne, and sleep with his concubines
(2 Sam. 13-16). David finally regained his throne, but at a steep price.
David’s son Solomon prayed for wisdom from God, but ultimately used
it consistent with the principles of Humanism. By taking to himself
multiple wives, Solomon thought he could secure peaceful alliances
with other nations, but ultimately, this became his and Israel’s undoing,
beginning a series of compromises with false religion that ultimately
led to the division of his kingdom under his two sons (1 Kgs. 11:4) and
the erection of the false god Baal. Under this banner the people
declared to Jehovah in the spirit of Humanism, “We are lords; we will
come no more unto thee” (Jer. 2:31). This culminated with Jeremiah’s
exclamation: “O Lord, I know that the way of man is not in himself: it
is not in man that walketh to direct his steps” (Jer. 10:23), the ultimate
antithesis of Humanist thought.

In the New Testament, the Humanistic Sadducees declared that
there was no resurrection and spirits did not exist (Acts 23:8). This
political party was concerned about their own positions of power and
their relationship with the Roman government (Jn. 11:48). In their zeal
to crucify Jesus because of their jealousy of His influence among the
people (Mk. 15:10), they denied God as their king and professed the
kingship of man saying, “We have no king but Caesar” (Jn. 19:15). The
result of employing their human wisdom was the destruction of
Jerusalem under the hand of Titus in A.D. 70.

If there is one great lesson that the Bible teaches, it is that trust in
man as the solution for humanity’s problems is an idea proven to be
patently false. The Psalmist declared: “It is better to trust in the Lord
than to put confidence in man” (Ps. 118:8). Proverbs 3:5-6 states:
“Trust in the Lord with all thine heart; and lean not unto thine own
understanding. In all thy ways acknowledge him, and he shall direct thy
paths.”

But does the Bible contain the solution to humanity’s problems? It
does! This solution, however, does not come through some government
imposed law, but through the individual’s application of divine truth as
revealed in the New Testament. The Bible provides no top-down
universal government implementable solution that will erase all of
mankind’s problems and bring complete peace and prosperity to the
world. In fact, Jesus declares that such is impossible (Mt. 26:11). One
of the reasons why the Bible supplies no such solution is because such
a solution is impossible, given the problem of human sin in the world.
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Ninety-nine percent of society may be peaceful and orderly, but it takes
only one sinful individual to destroy that peace and order. The solution
to all of man’s problems, then, must start at the bottom, with individual
men and women who are willing to apply the teachings of the Bible to
their lives and then to go out and teach others the same. In this way, we
may live in a society that has less sin and more righteousness.

It is, therefore, personal and individual sin that is the root cause of
problems in society today. When one man covets his neighbor’s
possessions, that is the foundation for materialistic consumerism. When
one man commits adultery with another’s wife, that is the foundation
for divorce, broken homes, and scarred children. When fornication is
permitted and glorified, that is the foundation for teenage pregnancy,
venereal disease, and psychological issues that lead to depression and
other negative attitudes. When murderers are not promptly punished for
their crimes, that is the foundation for lawlessness and anarchy. On we
could go with the numerous sins committed in society; however, these
few illustrate that the problems humanity needs to resolve begin with
the individual, not the government. The greatest solution offered for
solving these problems is the Gospel of Christ, and the greatest thing
that Christians can do to alleviate the problems of humanity is to preach
and teach the Gospel. In that regard, we must do the following:

First, we must stand up for and defend the existence of God. The
most important relationship that anyone can have is first and foremost
with God. It is out of a profound sense of love and responsibility
toward God first that man will find himself behaving appropriately
toward his fellow man. God has demonstrated His love toward us
through His Son Jesus (Jn. 3:16; Rom. 5:8-9). When individuals
understand this as the primary motivating factor for maintaining a
personal relationship with God, they will follow God’s example and
love their fellow man as well (Mt. 5:44-48). When individuals fail to
believe in the existence of God they have no real motivation to behave
appropriately toward other people, as has been abundantly illustrated
above.

Second we must stand up for and defend the resurrection of Christ.
It is upon the foundation of Christ’s resurrection that all New Testa-
ment behaviors are conditioned. It is the foundation for the authority of
Jesus (Mt. 28:18). It is the foundation for morality (Col. 3:1-17). It is
the foundation for hope (1 Cor. 15) and eternal life (Jn. 20:30-31). It is
the foundation for ultimate judgment (Acts 17:30-31). The resurrection
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of Christ is what proves that one must respect and obey the Bible and
specifically, the New Covenant of Christ. Without the resurrection we
have no authoritative instruction on how to behave toward our fellow
man.

Third, we must stand up for and defend the doctrine of the
inspiration of the Bible. If the resurrection brings us to the Bible and
the New Testament as the source of authority, the Biblical doctrine of
inspiration brings us to the significance of every word in the Bible.
Many hold respect for the resurrection and Jesus who do not specifi-
cally respect the rest of what the Bible has to say. Jesus, however,
promised a miraculous revealing of God’s message through the Holy
Spirit (Jn. 16:13). Thus, each prophet and apostle in the Bible was
commissioned by God to pen specific words (1 Cor. 2:10-13). All were
moved by the Holy Spirit to pen every word of the Bible (2 Pet. 1:20-
21). Thus, every inspired document is significant to the life of each
individual person (2 Tim. 3:16-17). And, each individual person is
responsible to study and apply God’s Word to his life correctly (2 Tim.
2:15).

Fourth, we must stand up for and defend the Biblical doctrine of
love. Love is the Christian ethic (Rom. 13:8; 1 Cor. 13:1-8). Humanists
like to point out that Christians are motivated solely by fear of
punishment. Certainly fear of punishment is a motivation the Bible
discusses. However, the greater motivation is found in the Bible’s
doctrine of love. Love is not merely an emotion that one feels toward
someone else. It is an attitude that is characterized by self-sacrifice (Jn.
15:13). This attitude is first demonstrated by God through the person
of Jesus (Jn. 3:16; Rom. 5:8; Phil. 2:5ff). Jesus’ example motivates
individual Christians to mimic that attitude in their lives (1 Pet. 2:21).
The presentation of God’s love in our lives to those around us is the
foundation for the practice of Christianity, the greatest ethic that man
has ever known. That ethic is a remarkable demonstration of the
inspiration of the Bible. No other humanly devised ethic comes close
to matching the ethic of Christ as depicted within the New Testament.

When contrasting the ethic of Christ with the various ethics
invented by agnostic or atheistic men, it becomes clear quite quickly
which of the two is superior. There is the ethic of Christ: “Greater love
hath no man than this, that a man lay down his life for his friends” (Jn.
15:13). On the other hand, you have Nietzsche’s ethic, “the will to
power.” When we think of men of power, who in history comes to
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mind? Ramses, Nebuchadnezzar, Darius, Alexander the Great, Caesar,
Nero, Attila the Hun, Genghis Khan, Napoleon, Hitler, Stalin, Mao, and
Pol Pot are just a few. Some of these men were named by Nietzsche
himself. Power is really all one is left with when excluding “other-
worldly” explanations for human ethics and behavior. If history teaches
us anything, it is that one simply cannot derive an appropriate ethic
from the exercise of great power. In that regard, the ethic of Christ,
which is the ethic of love, is superior to the ethic of man.

CONCLUSION

Humanism has nothing to offer our world except failed promises,
sorrow, destruction and death. The autonomous man always ends up
destroying his own life and the lives of others. In that regard, history
has taught us very well that Jesus’ observation regarding life is
incontrovertible. “For whosoever will save his life shall lose it: and
whosoever will lose his life for my sake shall find it” (Mt. 16:25).
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