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Carl Sagan's COSMOS (1980 book, + TV series now being used in public schools
to teach '"science') makes theism as utterly implausible as it makes 'evolution"
plausible. It exposes as an illusion the comfortable liberal assumption that you
can have your cake (God) and eat it, too (let "evolution'-as-science go unchalleng-
ed). Sagan teaches that in addition to evolution's being comprehensive of reality,
the evolutionary process is THE meaning of existence: 'cosmos' (his holophrase)
is, without remainder, both reality and meaning. To the multitudes who know no-
thing but PS '"science," this sounds plausible (as it's the only paradigm they see/
hear thoroughly explored in the media, which are controlled by nontheists), and
thus respectable (the nonplausible being the nonserious and therefore patient of
humor but not respectability), and thus acceptable (the nonrespectable having the
social sanctions working against them and thus being unacceptable, moving at the
next stage into the status of the impermissible)....I adduce two examples:

™M, In the film "A Time to Live" (1985 television, with Liza Minelli),
a family uses '"love'" as its only resource in facing, for a decade, the oncoming
death of a muscular-dystrophy son, who dies at age 12 without benefit of clergy,
church, religion, or community: the nuclear family as monad! Pop-Stoic, this
preachment of the sufficiency of (1) "love" and (2) family and (3) self ends with
the boy wanting to die 'impudent," defying death, which he does as camera fades.
It's a lugubrious soap, but the reviewers love it: it's so '"real" (!), plausible,
respectable, acceptable, and it avoids the impermissible, viz., religion (the
transcendent)...™. This letter-to-the-editor exchange:
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