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Introduction & conceptualization of terms


The following study was done in an attempt to disprove the acclaimed infallibility of the Christian Bible.  In a sampling (15 participants) from a wide demographic, participants were interviewed to determine both whether they reject the Christian god, and if so, to offer rationale of said rejection.  The exact passage in question comes from the book of Romans, chapter 1, verses 18-20, where-in the author infers that all whom reject the Christian god do so for the love of their unrighteousness (sinful behavior/lifestyle).

Here-in I will be using the following terms: "sinful behavior," meaning actions/choices that either directly contradict any of the 10 commandments (Exodus 20:3-17), or contradict the refinement of these commands by the acclaimed savior, Jesus Christ, or the writings of the apostle Paul which are part of the canonical scriptures; "sin" or "sinful," meaning a violation of the previously mentioned commandments, or a method of such; "salvation," meaning a complete repentance, or "turning away from," the proposed sinful behavior which is a theoretical gift of authority to resist unrighteousness given by belief in said savior, Jesus Christ; "unrighteousness," meaning to engage in the previously conceptualized sinful behavior; "love of unrighteousness," essentially meaning a mere preference to do the things that are sinful, as formerly conceptualized; "breaking (in regards to one/several commandment(s))," which means performing an action antithetical to the specific commandment(s); "idolatry," meaning — in biblical context — specifically breaking the first commandment, or either denying the Lordship of the Christian god or in some way making the object of your worship/acknowledgement conform to the likes of you, rather than seeking out the nature of the Christian god; "original sin," meaning the supposed account of Adam & Eve in the garden of Eden found in the Christian bible; "reject god," meaning either to openly reject the bible, to openly reject the Christian god, or to essentially reject the Christian god/Christian bible by living in unrighteousness, as previously conceptualized; and "unbelief" or "unbeliever," meaning the act of rejecting god, as formerly conceptualized, or a person who rejects god.
Theory


The theory is that if the bible is, indeed, "the infallible word of the one true god," then even its' inference that anyone who reject its' claims are doing so because of their "love of unrighteousness," or their refusal to give up behaviors/actions that the bible claims are "sinful," must stand true.
Hypothesis


The hypothesis is that — though the nominalization of reasons for rejecting the bible will assuredly vary greatly — the only true reason for rejecting the path that Jesus Christ sets forth is, in fact, a refusal to give up unrighteousness.
Sin


While many believe the very notion of sin — itself — is only defined of and by the very book in question, it appears that "all religions are trying to deal with the same problem in different ways." (conspiracyclothes.com/)  Namely, as Chris White says, "[all religions] are trying to rid man of the evil in his heart. (White, PODCAST)"  Building upon that, the question to consider — in respect to this research — is not whether the unbeliever even perceives their action(s) as unrighteous, but rather whether it is unrighteous as the book in question defines it.  As John W. Ritenbaugh said in the February, 2006 edition of Forerunner (an electronic periodical), in an article entitled "Personal":
As long as humans exist, we will never be able to retire the concept of sin because it definitely exists!


Later in the formerly-referenced article, John continues by acknowledging that unbelievers still deny the very existence of "sin" as something to be considered: "To unbelievers, "sin" is almost a joke..."

Furthermore, "sin" is defined in almost every religion according to the "Ethics of Reciprocity," which religoustolerance.org defines as analogous to the Christian's "golden rule." (religioustolerance.org/reciproc.htm)  Specifically, to not treat others as one would want to be treated is the essence of "sin" to one living in unbelief.  Even though this is practically analogous to Jesus Christ's second greatest command, there is a distinct difference between doing something for another such that it is done for this other's sake, and doing something for another in hopes that this other will recompense you somehow — essentially helping another for one's own sake. 

Wikipedia claims, "Atheism draws a distinction between sin and an ethical 

conduct" 
code of conduct
," essentially saying that the term "sin" is of no regard to Atheists. However, religioustolerance.org says that in atheism, the proposed lack of a religion, "sin" is considered the denial of one's own subjective moral code — in other words, being more concerned with oneself than with the rights of others.  It seems the concept of sin is known by all, only its' unavoidable associations with the Christian religion force a "knee-jerk reaction" of denial by most unbelievers. 

Therefore, the topic of this study is in no way regarding whether the participants consciously reject god for the love of their unrighteousness, but rather it is to determine whether the reason that they reject god is actually for the love of their unrighteousness according to the bible.
Self-validation


Moreover, the idea of "rejecting god for the love of unrighteousness" is self-validated within the Christian bible, per II Thessalonians 2:12, which in no uncertain terms professes: "[those] who believed not the truth, [took] pleasure in unrighteousness. (KJV)"

While self-validation often leads to an arbitrary premise, it is not so in this case — what with John 1:1 reading:

In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God.

This infers that the Christian bible, itself, is a manifestation of the god of the Christian bible and thus it is absolutely necessary for it to be self-validated.  According to the presuppositions set forth in various places of the Christian bible, there is nothing higher or bigger or more important than God, Himself, so even a vain attempt to find another means to validate that to which there is none greater is futile to say the least.  In other words, from the Christian worldview, their position is fully rational (i.e. - non-arbitrary) and esoterically justified.
Belief


Since this study centers around belief, which is a massively-debated topic in philosophy, a short summary both of how belief is regarded in the academic world and how the Christian bible regards belief is quite appropriate.  On its' webpage dedicated to the unbiased look at the subject of "belief," Wikipedia states: 
...belief implies the existence of mental states and intentionality, both of which are hotly debated topics in the philosophy of mind whose foundations and relation to brain states are still controversial.

The study of belief is indeed an un-closed debate in philosophy, for it's the very basis of knowledge itself.  

As the Christian bible proposes, the issue isn't one of "choosing to believe," — as if from a natural-born state of non-belief — but rather that it is those who reject god that have come from a previous state of knowledge, for "a belief is knowledge if the belief is true, and if the believer has a justification (reasonable and necessarily plausible assertions/evidence/guidance) for believing it is true. (Wikipedia)"


The notion that "one must choose to believe" in itself potentially being of a sinful mindset notwithstanding for the purposes of this study, it seems that most people feel this way.  On a blog an unbeliever lists "reasons for believing" as: appeal to ignorance, complex order, indoctrination, need for purpose, subjective experiential knowledge, inferiority complex, fear of death, need for purpose, need for justice, need for the supernatural, social pressures, social evidences, need for community, and biblical evidences. (http://www.wayofthemind.org/) Though that is an extremely paraphrased list and beyond the obvious fact that there appears to be more reasons to believe in a (Christian) god than not to, it's true that the majority of people continue to reject god and live in unrighteousness.

The fact that this is exactly what's predicted in the bible, while true, brings up a subject that is beyond the scope of the study.  Still, it's interesting to note that the very book that presupposes and validates itself would accurately predict its' own denial.
Results


The sampling consisted of 15 participants, 8 male and 7 female.  It soon became apparent that — though a majority of the participants (62.5% (5) of the males & 57.14% (4) of the females) professed a belief in some unknown god (ranging from the Christian god of the bible to aliens planting experimental seeds upon the planet millennia ago) — a minority (12.5% (1) of the males & 28.5% (2) of the females) actually chose to follow the guidelines set forth by the god of the bible.


The resounding answer (42.8% (4) of the males & 42.8% (4) of the females) as to why participants chose to reject god was that "[they didn't] want to be told what to do," meaning — in essence — that they're instinctively unrighteousness because they liked it better than the alternative.  In other words, the reason they reject god was because they put a greater importance/significance on themselves than God — a direct violation of the first of the laws of Moses.

Incidentally, this is also both a clear rejection of the words of the Christian savior, Jesus Christ, who said, "love thy neighbor as thyself," which puts the thrust of significance on others, and — accordingly — following the only "creed" of the luciferian religions, per Aleister Crowley's "The Book of The Law," which says, "Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the Law" (AL I:40) — which is essentially telling its' followers that they are to only consider their own self-interest in every decision.  This is the subtle yet very distinct difference lying in the heart of the conflict in Jesus Christ's call ("...love thy neighbor as thyself" KJV, Mark 12:31)  against the antithesis to the lifestyle He leads His followers to: Satanism, luciferianism, or theosophy — which all worship the same entity, only differing in the name of this entity.

[image: image1.emf]Believers

Open denial of

any god

Denial of lifestyle



Similarly prominent was — in response to the direct questioning (in selective situations) of "why do you choose to 'reject god,'" in any of the previously conceptualized nominalizations — the answer of what was likely a seemingly more palpable answer to the interviewer questioning about god (and, therefore, being undeniably and inexcusably associated with religion).  Namely the rationalization, "Well, I don't reject God, per sé, rather I don't feel like wasting what could be my only opportunity by following a ton of useless rules."  Clearly, this is another method of wording a refusal of the greatest commandment according to Jesus Christ, "love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy mind, and with all thy strength. (KJV)"


More than one participant (a total of 3 - 20% - 2 females & 1 male) responded that — by not rejecting god — it would effectively exclude them from the entirety of their social circle.  These participants then attempted to autonomously reason that — in rejecting god — they were actually doing what Jesus Christ said to do.

According to the Christian bible, the importance of putting others' needs above one's own is of extreme significance, indeed.  Aside from the main protagonist of the Christian bible, Jesus Christ, calling this notion the "second greatest commandment," (KJV, Mark 12:31) if one tries to claim adherence at all in the account of the bible, then according to Jesus Christ (per John 14:15, "If ye love me, keep my commandments") by neglecting to make a concerted effort to put the needs of another above one's own, one is thereby breaking the greatest commandment (KJV, Mark 12:29-30).


Therefore, the participants proposing this convoluted adherence were — in effect — putting aside the one commandment that's greater and thus, living in unrighteousness.  Hence, this study not only utilized informal interviewing, but the interviews were conducted in combination with observational techniques to determine whether the participant truly did hold to the values set forth in the Christian bible.

Another notable mention (26.66% (4) of total participants - 2 believers (1 male, 1 female); and 2 unbelievers (1 male, 1 female)) was the notion of "apostasy" - defined by Wikipedia as, " the formal religious disaffiliation, abandonment, or renunciation of one's religion,..." In more common language, — as noted by participants — this was essentially, "spiritual laziness," or becoming inept to the things of God, where-in the now unbelievers "drifted away from God."

The reason such is notable is that half of the participants that remarked on this were believers (13.33% (2) of the total participants - 1 male and 1 female), acknowledging a struggle with this tendency, yet claiming to have "overcome" it.  This infers that this is a distinctly human tendency that all who've believed in the Christian Gospel message (i.e. - those whom have attained this esoteric notion of salvation) have or will assuredly encounter — after enough time/energy has been spent towards living the way Jesus Christ instructs all to live.

Admittedly, — since all of these participants were believers at one point in their lives — this was a clear contradiction of "the most important command," namely to "love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy mind, and with all thy strength" (KJV, Mark 12:30).  Therefore, since this neither skews the results nor alters the theory; it plays no distinguishable trait in the quantification of the results.

In fact, according to prominent Christians, apostasy is one of the most dangerous tendencies a Christian can ever face, says those of CARM (Christian Apologetics & Research Ministry):

Apostasy means to fall away from the truth.  Therefore, an apostate is someone who has once believed and then rejected the truth of God.  Apostasy is a rebellion against God because it is a rebellion against truth.  In the Old Testament God warned the Jewish people about their idolatry and their lack of trust in Him.  In the New Testament the epistles warn us about not falling away from the truth.  Apostasy is a very real and dangerous threat.


Apparently — according to current believers, at least — apostasy is one of the main things believers ought watch out for and strive to resist.  It appears the belief is that the enemy, spoken of by Jesus Christ, uses this "tactic" to persuade even the most devout of believers out of what they currently acknowledge as the truth.

The minority (33.33% total) that did choose to live in accordance with the scriptures spoke quite disdainfully of their previous lifestyle, using terms such as "misguided," "carnally-driven," and "damned," clearly for the intended purpose of directing the interviewer — who took an un-biased stance for the purpose of this study — towards the gospel message, thereby proving themselves to, indeed, "live according to the word of God" by showing a clear and undeniable concern for my sake over that of their own, according to their worldview, that is, which requires salvation.

According to this minority, — whom insisted this short paragraph be added to the research results, thus further displaying their commitment to the words of Jesus Christ — everyone can attain their salvation by simply asking for it with a sincere heart and using their "autonomy" to instead turn to and acknowledge Him.
idolatry

Perhaps beyond all other possible forms of unrighteousness, idolatry seems to occur most frequently; after all, the breaking of any commandment is essentially idolatry, as according to Jesus Christ ("He who loves me,... follows my commandments.")  Accordingly, the Christian bible is very strong against such, as Ritenbaugh notes in an earlier edition (May-June 2008) of the same section of the same periodical:

Five of the Ten Commandments directly deal with it. The first four clearly define our relationship with God, as does the tenth, because Paul defines covetousness as idolatry in Colossians 3:5. The Bible deals with no other sin so directly and so often.

The fact that this is the most talked about sin in the Christian bible is another extremely interesting point, as that's what the results of the study have seemed to indicate.

Original sin

Though even the very concept of man "weighing evidences" to determine the existence of God is, in itself, a re-committal of the original sin, — where-in Eve rejected God's clear direction ("don't eat of that tree") and instead used her own autonomous reasoning to decide for herself what was good for her — it appears that a great majority of unbelievers directly commit another form of unrighteousness, therefore rejecting god because they prefer the unrighteousness and relieving the need of resort to such as the cause of their denial.

Greg Bahnsen, a prominent apologist of the late 20th-century, likewise acknowledges this as the essence of sin in Always Ready (pg. 16):
To become a Christian one submits to the Lordship of Christ; he renounces autonomy and comes under the authority of God's son.

Occam's Razor


Furthermore, beyond the rationale of an unbeliever rejecting the Christian bible's claims being that the unbeliever clings to her/his unrighteousness, Romans 1:18 goes on to say that "[they] hold the truth in unrighteousness."  This seems to imply that an unbeliever isn't void of the truth/evidence of God's existence, but instead provides reasons for the existence of such evidence beyond what Occam's razor would typically indicate.

While it is true that Occam's razor has typically been used to deny the necessity of God: "if the concept of God does not help to explain the universe, it is argued, God is irrelevant and should be cut away (Schmitt 2005)" (Wikipedia)  In short, the unbelievably complex nature of explaining all of creation without a creator is much more against the paraphrased version, "the simplest explanation is usually correct."

A "godless universe" even defies the original version of this, as Wikipedia also states:

For nothing ought to be posited without a reason given, unless it is self-evident (literally, known through itself) or known by experience or proved by the authority of Sacred Scripture. 

When one takes into account the insistence by the most famous proponent of said explanation, Charles Darwin, on page 292 of his famous "Origin of Species & the preservation of favored races in the struggle for life":
... The number of intermediate varieties, which have formerly existed on the earth, (must) be truly enormous. Why then is not every geological formation and every stratum full of such intermediate links? Geology assuredly does not reveal any such finely graduated organic chain; and this, perhaps, is the most obvious and gravest objection which can be urged against my theory.


Lastly, taking another look at the Christian bible's account of existence, it plainly says that the antagonist, Satan, "...deceiveth the whole world." (KJV, Revelation 12:9)  Therefore, it's clearly obvious that the reason unbelievers reject god is, indeed, for the love of their unrighteousness.
Conclusion


The conclusion of this small study seems to indicate that — though the open denial of a creator, in one form or another, isn't overly prevalent —  the bible cannot be deemed inaccurate on the sole premise of this passage of scripture alone.

It appears that this passage, Romans 1:18-20, is consistent with the rest of the Christian bible.  Alone, it doesn't disprove the Christian bible's acclaimed infallibility.


This, of course, is not a conclusive or exhaustive analysis to determine such a thing.  However, if one wanted to find an erroneous passage of scripture, she/he should look elsewhere.
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