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Why This Comes First

Of the Four Barriers, Theological Programming is the most foundational. Not because it's the oldest
(though it is), but because it corrupts the very mechanism by which humans evaluate truth.

The other barriers manipulate what you see, what resources you have, and how well your brain
functions. Theological Programming goes deeper - it corrupts how you decide what's true in the first
place.

Once you accept that faith is a valid path to knowledge, you've installed malware at the
epistemological root. Everything downstream is compromised.

What We Mean by "God"

Let's be precise. When we say "The Case Against God," we're not arguing against:

* The aesthetic experience of awe at the universe
» Community and belonging

« Ethical frameworks for living

* Meaning and purpose

* Rituals that mark life transitions
We're arguing against:
The claim that a supernatural conscious agent exists, created reality, intervenes in human
affairs, has preferences about human behavior, and can be known through revelation,

scripture, or faith.

That specific claim. The one that ~85% of humanity believes in some form.

The Epistemological Crime

Here's the core problem: religion doesn't just make claims - it redefines how claims should be
evaluated.

In every other domain of life, we use evidence:

« |s this food safe? Check the evidence.



» Will this bridge hold? Check the engineering.
 Does this medicine work? Run the trials.
* Is this person trustworthy? Observe their behavior.

But religion carves out an exception: For questions about the nature of reality, the origin of existence,
the basis of morality, and what happens after death - don't check the evidence. Have faith.

This isn't just wrong. It's a corruption of the truth-seeking mechanism itself.
Faith is not a way of knowing. Faith is the deliberate abandonment of knowing.

When someone says "I have faith that God exists," they're saying "I believe this without sufficient
evidence, and | consider that a virtue rather than a flaw."

This is epistemological malware. And it gets installed in childhood, before the target has developed
critical thinking capacity to reject it.

The Installation Process

Religion doesn't spread by convincing adults through argument. It spreads by programming children
before they can evaluate the claims.

Stage 1: Authority Installation (Ages 0-5)

 Parents are trusted absolutely (survival dependency)
* Religious claims presented as facts by trusted authorities
* "God made everything" same tone as "The sky is blue"

* No distinction made between verifiable and unverifiable claims

Stage 2: Social Reinforcement (Ages 5-12)

« Community participation (church, mosque, temple, etc.)
« Rituals create emotional anchoring
» Peer group shares beliefs (normalization)

* Questions discouraged or redirected ("lt's a mystery" / "God works in mysterious ways")
Stage 3: Identity Fusion (Ages 12-18)
* Religious identity fused with personal identity

* Questioning beliefs = questioning self

« Social costs introduced for doubt (family disappointment, community exclusion)



» Apologetics provided for common objections (pre-emptive defense)

Stage 4: Maintenance (Adult)

» Confirmation bias seeks supporting evidence
* Disconfirming evidence filtered or reinterpreted
 Sunk cost fallacy (decades of investment)
« Social network mostly believers
« Children raised with same programming (cycle repeats)
By the time someone is an adult "choosing" their religion, the choice is almost entirely determined by

childhood geography. A child born in Saudi Arabia becomes Muslim. A child born in Utah becomes
Mormon. A child born in Thailand becomes Buddhist. The "choice" is an illusion.

The Claims Don't Hold Up

Let's be direct about the evidence:

Claim: God created the universe. Reality: We have detailed scientific understanding of cosmic
evolution from the Big Bang through star formation, planetary development, and biological evolution.
No supernatural intervention required at any point. "God did it" explains nothing - it's a placeholder for
ignorance dressed as an answer.

Claim: God designed life. Reality: Evolution by natural selection explains the diversity and
complexity of life with no designer needed. We've observed speciation, mapped genetic relationships,
found transitional fossils, and watched evolution happen in real-time. "Intelligent design" fails basic
engineering analysis - no competent designer would create the human spine, the recurrent laryngeal
nerve, or wisdom teeth.

Claim: God communicates through scripture. Reality: Holy books contain the cosmology, ethics,
and prejudices of the Bronze Age cultures that wrote them. The Bible endorses slavery, genocide,
and the subjugation of women. The Quran promises martyrs virgins in paradise. These are human
documents reflecting human limitations, not divine revelation.

Claim: God answers prayer. Reality: Controlled studies show prayer has no effect beyond placebo.
The largest study ever conducted (STEP, 2006) found that patients who knew they were being
prayed for actually did worse - likely due to performance anxiety. If God answered prayer, we'd see
statistical anomalies in outcomes for the religious. We don't.

Claim: God provides moral guidance. Reality: Secular societies consistently outperform religious
ones on measures of well-being, equality, education, and health. The most religious states in the US



have the highest rates of teen pregnancy, divorce, and violent crime. Morality doesn't come from
religion - religion borrows from evolving human moral intuitions and then claims credit.

Claim: Near-death experiences prove the afterlife. Reality: NDEs are reliably produced by oxygen
deprivation, certain drugs, and electrical stimulation of specific brain regions. The experiences are
culturally conditioned - Christians see Jesus, Hindus see Yama. These are neurological events, not
glimpses of actual afterlife.

Claim: Personal experience of God's presence. Reality: Humans are pattern-seeking creatures
who routinely experience agency where none exists. We see faces in clouds, feel presences in empty
rooms, attribute coincidences to providence. These experiences are real as experiences - but they're
not evidence of external supernatural agents.

The Unfalsifiability Trap

Here's religion's ultimate defense: its claims are structured to be unfalsifiable.

 Prayer wasn't answered? "God said no" or "It wasn't His will"
 Bad things happen to good people? "God works in mysterious ways"
* No evidence of miracles? "You need faith, not evidence"
« Different religions contradict each other? "There are many paths to God"
* Holy book contains errors? "It's metaphorical, not literal"
* Predictions failed? "We misinterpreted the prophecy"
For any possible observation, there's a way to maintain the belief. This isn't a feature - it's the defining

characteristic of pseudoscience. A claim that can't be wrong isn't a claim about reality. It's a claim
about the believer's commitment to believing.

Karl Popper identified this clearly: falsifiability is the demarcation criterion between science and
non-science. Religious claims fail this test by design.

The Moral Costs

Religion isn't just epistemologically bankrupt - it's morally corrosive.

Divine Command Theory: If morality comes from God's commands, then anything God commands
is moral by definition. Genocide? Moral if God ordered it (see: Amalekites). Slavery? Moral if God




permits it (see: Leviticus 25:44-46). Child sacrifice? Moral if God demands it (see: Abraham and
Isaac - the "test" was whether Abraham would murder his son on command, and he passed by being
willing to do it).

This isn't ancient history. Divine command reasoning justifies:

» Opposition to LGBTQ+ rights ("God made Adam and Eve, not Adam and Steve")
» Resistance to women's autonomy ("Wives, submit to your husbands")
« Denial of climate science ("God promised not to destroy the earth again™)
 Anti-vaccine movements ("God will protect my children")
» Theocratic governance ("God's law supersedes man's law")
Afterlife Devaluation: If this life is just a test for eternal afterlife, then earthly suffering matters less.

Why fix systemic poverty when the poor will be rewarded in heaven? Why fight injustice when God
will sort it out at judgment? Why worry about climate change when Jesus is returning soon anyway?

The afterlife belief is a pressure-release valve that prevents the buildup of revolutionary pressure. It's
no accident that slaveholders enthusiastically promoted Christianity among enslaved people. "Slaves,
obey your earthly masters" is right there in Ephesians 6:5.

In-Group/Out-Group Division: Every religion draws a line between believers and non-believers, and
the stakes are eternal. You're either saved or damned, chosen or rejected, pure or impure. This
generates tribal division at the deepest level. It's not a policy disagreement - it's a cosmic battle
between good and evil.

Why Theists Can't Demonstrate Their Claims

ODB9's founder built a following by challenging theists to demonstrate their epistemological claims on
TikTok Live. Thousands of attempts. The same patterns every time:

The Assertion Loop "God exists." "How do you know?" "The Bible says so." "How do you know the
Bible is accurate?" "Because it's God's word." "How do you know it's God's word?" "Because God
exists." (Loop forever)

The Personal Experience Deflection "I've felt God's presence." "How do you know that feeling was
God and not your own psychology?" "l just know." "How?" "You'd understand if you experienced it."
(Unfalsifiable personal claim)

The Complexity Dodge "Look at the complexity of the universe! It must have a designer!" "What
designed the designer?" "God doesn't need a designer, He's eternal." "Why can't the universe be



eternal?" "Because... uh... it just can't." (Special pleading)

The Pascal's Wager Fallacy "What if you're wrong? Better safe than sorry.” "Which god should |
believe in to be safe? There are thousands." "..." (The wager assumes you've already identified the
correct god)

The Moral Accusation "Without God, where do you get your morality?" "From empathy, social
contracts, and evolved cooperative instincts." "That's just your opinion." "So is 'God said so' - except
mine has actual grounding." (Assumes morality requires supernatural source)

Every single time. Thousands of conversations. Not once has anyone demonstrated their claims. Not
once has anyone provided evidence that would convince a neutral observer. The result is always
deflection, special pleading, circular reasoning, or appeals to emotion.

The Coordination Barrier

Now we get to why this matters for OD9's mission.
Theological Programming prevents coordination because:

1. Incompatible Epistemologies

If your method for determining truth is "check the evidence" and my method is "have faith in my
scripture," we can't converge. We're not playing the same game. Coordination requires shared
epistemic ground.

2. Terminal Beliefs

"God said so" terminates inquiry. Once you invoke divine authority, there's nowhere else to go. You
can't negotiate with someone whose position is "the creator of the universe commanded this." Human
coordination requires the ability to update beliefs based on new information. Faith-based beliefs don't
update.

3. Tribal Fragmentation

There isn't one religion - there are thousands, each claiming exclusive truth. Christians vs. Muslims
vs. Jews vs. Hindus vs. Buddhists vs. animists vs. pagans vs. countless sects within each. The
Sunni-Shia split has caused centuries of bloodshed over a 7th-century succession dispute.
Coordination requires coalition-building. Religion shatters coalitions into tribal fragments.

4. Resource Diversion



Religious institutions command enormous resources - time, money, attention, real estate, political
power - that could be directed toward actually solving problems. Instead, they're directed toward
maintaining and expanding the belief system. Churches don't solve poverty; they build
megachurches.

5. Afterlife Distraction

If the real prize is eternal bliss after death, why fight for temporal justice now? If suffering is
redemptive, why reduce it? If this world is fallen and the next world is perfect, why improve this one?
Theological framing systematically devalues earthly outcomes.

The Interlocks

Theological Programming doesn't operate alone. It reinforces and is reinforced by the other barriers:

x Economic Exploitation: Religious institutions accumulate wealth while preaching poverty as
virtue. Prosperity gospel baptizes wealth extraction as divine blessing. Churches maintain tax-exempt
status while their members struggle. Religion provides moral cover for exploitation ("The poor will
always be with us").

x Information Control: Religious institutions control their own information channels (sermons,
religious media, schools). They label competing information as satanic, heretical, or worldly. They
train believers to distrust secular sources. Religious publishers produce "research" that confirms
doctrine.

x Cognitive Impairment: Faith-based reasoning literally impairs cognitive function by training minds
to accept contradiction, reject evidence, and distrust their own judgment. The cognitive load of
maintaining inconsistent beliefs degrades reasoning capacity. Religious practice replaces inquiry with
ritual.

What This Doesn't Mean

Being anti-theist doesn't mean:

* Hating religious people (they're victims of programming, not enemies)
* Lacking spirituality (awe at existence requires no supernatural claims)
» Having no meaning (meaning comes from connection, creation, and growth)

» Being amoral (ethics are grounded in well-being, not commands)



 Being arrogant (recognizing uncertainty is more humble than claiming divine knowledge)

It means:

» Refusing to pretend faith is a valid epistemology
» Demanding evidence for extraordinary claims
» Recognizing religion as a barrier to coordination

» Working to free minds from installed malware

The Path Forward

We don't need to eradicate religion by force or coercion. We need to:

1. Stop granting special epistemological privilege
Faith doesn't deserve respect just because it's faith. We wouldn't respect someone who said "I
believe in unicorns without evidence." Religious faith is the same thing with more social cover.

2. Protect children from indoctrination

Children should learn about religions comparatively, not be programmed into one religion.
Comparative religion education reduces religious certainty because it reveals the arbitrary nature of
belief.

3. Normalize disbelief

Atheists remain the most distrusted minority in America. More representation, more visibility, more
normalization of non-belief.

4. Demand evidence in public discourse

"My religion says" should carry zero weight in policy debates. Public decisions should be based on
evidence and reasoning accessible to all.

5. Build secular community

Religion persists partly because it provides community. We need to build alternative communities that
provide belonging without epistemological corruption.

Summary

» Theological Programming is the most foundational barrier because it corrupts epistemology
itself
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* Faith is not a way of knowing - it's the abandonment of knowing

* Religious claims are installed in childhood before critical evaluation is possible
» The claims don't survive evidence-based scrutiny

« Unfalsifiability is a bug, not a feature

* Religion causes direct moral harm through divine command theory, afterlife devaluation, and
tribal division

* Theists cannot demonstrate their claims despite thousands of opportunities

* Theological Programming prevents coordination through incompatible epistemologies, terminal
beliefs, tribal fragmentation, resource diversion, and afterlife distraction

 The barrier interlocks with economic exploitation, information control, and cognitive impairment

* The path forward requires removing faith's special privilege, protecting children, normalizing
disbelief, demanding evidence, and building secular community

"l contend that we are both atheists. | just believe in one fewer god than you do. When you
understand why you dismiss all the other possible gods, you will understand why | dismiss yours." -
Stephen Roberts

Next: Doc 5 - The Case Against Capitalism (Economic Exploitation)

11



