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My parents are retired missionaries.  This is my deconversion letter to them: 

Dear Mom and Dad, 

I need to let you know about some important things which have transpired in my 

life this year.  In late January, Helen and I attended a Truth Project facilitator 

training.  We were excited to learn about the curriculum and to become trained 

so that we could begin hosting Truth Project small groups and help other 

believers develop a strong and consistent Christian world view. 

In February we began working our way through the video sessions – greatly 

enjoying Dr. Tackett’s teachings.  The whole series was put together so well, with 

the visuals and interviews illuminating the points being made. 

 It was while studying lessons like “What is truth?” and “Who is God?” I came to a 
startling realization. I had never applied the same truth tests to my own beliefs 
that I had to those of other religions! Whenever I talked to Jehovah’s Witnesses or 
Mormons, I would always challenge them to test their beliefs. “If something is 
true, you don’t have to be afraid of asking questions” I would tell them, “If 
something is really true, it will stand up to being tested.”  
 
In my walk with the Lord, I have always tried to apply a biblical standard – 
rejecting false doctrines and practices which didn’t line up with God’s Word.  You 
guys did a great job of teaching me that.  Over years, I had observed how you 
recognized false teachings and practices and steered clear as they swept gullible 
believers into their confusion.  
 
What I hadn’t ever done, though, was to really examine and test the foundation 
of our faith – the Bible.  Being raised as a Christian, from a young age, I have 
always accepted that it was the inspired, inerrant, revealed Word of God.  I 
realized if I was to be thoroughly prepared to make a defense of my faith, both to 
those who claimed to have other authoritative holy books (such as the Book of 
Mormon or the Koran), and to skeptics and atheists who rejected the Bible, then I 
needed to make a thorough examination of how we know that the Bible was 
indeed God’s revelation of truth to mankind.  I needed to apply the same tests 
that I would use to show Mormons that their sacred writings were not inspired: 
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 Are the events it describes supported by historical and archeological 
evidence? 

 Is it internally consistent and without error or contradiction? 

 Are its prophecies and promises fulfilled? 

 On matters of science and nature, does it speak correctly? 

 Does it exhibit the traits of being revealed and divine rather than 
man-made? 

 Is its revelation unique, or does it borrow from other religions or 
philosophies? 

 Does it provide satisfactory evidence for the claims it makes? 

 Does it provide clear, objective moral standards? 

 Does it reveal a God worthy of worship? 
 
In other words, if I was a complete outsider, trying to decide between the 
different religions and their ‘holy books’, would the Bible pass the tests and stand 
alone as being a true and trustworthy communication from God?     As I set out to 
examine the Bible, I was completely confident that it would stand the test and 
clearly prove itself to be God’s revealed word, and that as a result I would be 
better equipped to make a bold defense of the faith to those who asked.   
 
Imagine my discomfort as my studies began to reveal the exact opposite of my 
expectations.  In fact, the Bible failed in every area of testing.  It was as if I had 
begun pulling on a stray thread which ultimately unraveled the whole garment. 
 
Looking back, I see that there were many things in the Bible which have troubled 
me over the 40+ years I have been a Christian. I had suppressed my doubts and 
questions because I felt like I wasn’t allowed to entertain certain thoughts, since 
that would be questioning God, and who was I to question God.  
 
Ever since Bible College, I have loved theology. You both raised me to search the 
Scriptures and I did. I also studied the writings of a variety of Christian authors 
and theologians such as Francis Schaeffer, R.C. Sproul, Greg Boyd, Josh McDowell, 
Norman Geisler, Tim Keller, John MacArthur, and Lee Strobel, to name a few. 
Even though I benefited from these writers, they had failed to provide satisfactory 
answers for the things which troubled me. And so, I continued to suppress my 
doubts and questions. Sometimes I would voice them to Helen, but for the most 
part I kept them to myself.  
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This year, when I realized that I had been applying a different standard of truth to 
my own faith, I was faced with a choice: continue as I had, denying my doubts, or 
to begin asking the questions I had silenced, and follow the truth wherever it led. I 
chose to pursue truth.   After all, 1 Thessalonians 5:21 admonishes us to “test 
everything” and Acts 17:11 praises the Bereans for examining the Scriptures to 
see if what Paul said was true. 2 Thessalonians 2:10 speaks of people perishing 
because they “refused to love the truth.”   
 
 I had to truly know if the Bible was God’s word, or not.     
 
 Giving myself permission to ask what had formerly been forbidden questions led 
me into an intense 6-month study of the history of the nation Israel, how the Old 
Testament and New Testament scriptures came to be collected into the Bible, the 
conflict between scientific evidence and the creation and flood accounts, the 
early history of Christianity, the way the gospels agreed and differed in their 
accounts of the life of Christ, the beliefs of other ancient cultures which the Jews 
came in contact with, historical and archeological evidence for the biblical stories, 
and the way that the Old and New Testaments differed, both in their portrayal of 
God, and their concepts of the afterlife.  
 
I also listened to numerous debates between leading Christian apologists and 
skeptics.  
 
I went back through the Bible and began reading with ‘both eyes open’ noticing 
things which I had ignored or glossed over for years.  
 
My pursuit of the truth was leading to conclusions which I really didn’t want to 
accept:  
 

 The Bible was not an inspired revelation of God. Instead, a contradictory 
collection of books penned by human authors, each with their own 
viewpoints and agendas.  Some biblical writers disagreed with what others 
had written.  For example, Paul teaches salvation by faith alone, not by 
works or keeping the law.  In contrast, Jesus, James, and the author of 
Revelation all clearly teach that our standing with God and our eternal 
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destination is based on works, and keeping the law (Matt. 5:19, Matt. 
25:31-46, Mark 10:18-25, James 2:24, Rev. 20:11-12). 

 

 The God presented in the Bible (especially the Old Testament) is a 
frequently angry, violent, and genocidal tyrant who causes far more 
suffering and death than what is attributed to the Devil. If you don’t believe 
me, read through the first five books of the Old Testament and do a body 
count. The “anger of the Lord” is mentioned nearly two hundred times in 
the Old Testament!  God consistently overreacts to the nature of the 
offense.  For example, Adam and Even disobey one command, and God 
pronounces suffering upon the entire human race.  David takes a census 
and God kills thousands of Israelites.  God exhibits behavior more like a 
child flying into a rage and knocking over his toys; wiping out all living 
things (Noah’s flood), wanting to wipe out the people of Israel (Moses had 
to calm God down and talk Him out of it in Exodus 32:9-14,) or killing tens 
of thousands of Israelites whenever they offended Him. Also, God routinely 
ordered the slaughter of men, women, children, babies, and animals – as 
the Jews invaded the Promised Land. The Bible says that God will resurrect 
the wicked so they can be thrown bodily in the Lake of Fire (Revelation 20) 
where they will be tormented relentlessly for all eternity, in the presence of 
Jesus and the angels. The smoke of their torment will rise up before Him 
continually (Revelation 14:10-11.) In Revelation 9, God practices torture by 
allowing demonic scorpions to cause agonizing suffering for 5 months.  At 
the same time, He prevents people from dying. Then He orchestrates the 
death of 1/3 of mankind – by the current population of the planet that 
would be 2 billion people!    Even gentle, loving Jesus was given to making 
pronouncement about a fiery Hell and its torments which awaited those 
who failed to believe in him, or obey him. In the book Revelation, he is 
pictured as returning to Earth with a sword coming out of his mouth, and 
his robe soaked in blood.  By the end of chapter 19, Jesus’ mouth-sword has 
created piles of corpses and the vultures are feeding on them.  In chapter 
14, the blood of the dead flows as high as a horse’s bridle.  The book of 
Revelation is an orgy of violence and divine revenge.  Like the torturers of 
the Inquisition, God afflicts people with a variety of horrible punishments to 
try to get them to change their beliefs and worship Him.  Of course an all-
knowing God would already know that that they would not change, so the 
torture serves no purpose other than indulging God’s fury.  The God of 
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Revelation has the worst traits of Hitler, Kim ll Sung, and Saddam Hussein 
all rolled into one.  Hitler’s ovens were finite, but God’s fiery ovens burn for 
eternity.  According to Christian beliefs, both Hitler and his ‘unsaved’ Jewish 
victims will be roasting together in the endless torments of Hell! 
 

 God would also manipulate people by provoking them to actions (2 Samuel 
24:1) or hardening their hearts, so that He could bring judgment upon them 
(Pharaoh.)  God could have easily secured the release of Israel from Egypt 
by killing Paraoah when he refused to let them go, but Exodus states that 
God hardened Pharaoh’s heart so that He could deal harshly with the 
Egyptians (Exodus 10:1-2).   He causes people to believe lies (2 
Thessalonians 2:11) and causes prophets to utter lies (1 Kings 22:23.)  As 
Job typifies, people are merely pawns for God to toy with in his self-
indulgent games. 

 

 Playing favorites, God would often punish the innocent while overlooking 
the sins of the guilty. Consider 2 Samuel 2 where David sins with 
Bathsheba. As punishment, God decrees that David’s wives will be raped 
and He kills Bathsheba’s baby. On two occasions (Genesis 12 &20), 
Abraham lies about Sarah, passing her off as his sister. God afflicts the 
people whom Abraham deceives and never reprimands Abraham for lying. 
In Genesis 26, Isaac pulls the same scam and God does not judge him for 
lying. In Noah’s flood, God kills all the animals as well as the people, and 
when the Jews go into the Promised Land, He often orders them to kill the 
animals in the cities they conquer. Were the animals sinners too? In 
Genesis 9, Noah gets drunk and lies around naked with no punishment 
from God, but his son Ham tells his brothers about it and as a result Noah 
curses Ham’s descendants with being slaves.  Lot offers his daughters to the 
men of the town to be raped, and then later they commit incest with their 
drunken father.  No punishment or reprimand from God for these 
behaviors, and yet Lot’s wife looks over her shoulder while fleeing Sodom’s 
destruction and is turned into a pillar of salt (Genesis 19).  Which is worse – 
rape and incest, or looking over your shoulder?  It is the natural inclination 
of human beings to stare when something unusual is happening – such as 
an accident on the side of the road.  Lot’s wife is punished for being human.  
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 In the Old Testament, the Lord (Yahweh) is spoken of as if He has a body 
and as if He has limited knowledge, and other human traits. For example, 
He has to ‘go down’ to see the tower of Babel.  Later he goes down to see if 
Sodom is really as bad as He has heard. He apparently doesn’t know 
whether it is or not; “Then the LORD said, "The outcry against Sodom and 
Gomorrah is so great and their sin so grievous that I will go down and see if 
what they have done is as bad as the outcry that has reached me. If not, I 
will know." (Genesis 18:20) Yahweh eats dinner with Abraham and bargains 
with him (Genesis 18.) He wrestles with Jacob and cannot overcome him 
(Genesis 32:22-30.) Apparently annoyed that Moses has not circumcised his 
son, Yahweh meets him as he travels to Egypt to carry God’s message to 
Pharaoh, and tries to kill him (Exodus 4.) Fortunately Moses is saved by the 
actions of his quick-thinking wife. The irony is, that in verse 19 of this same 
passage, God had told Moses that it is safe to go back to Egypt since all the 
men who wanted to kill him are dead. Then, a little while later, God himself 
tries to kill him! What the Bible says about God is often in conflict with 
what Christians now believe about him.  

 

 Most of the Old Testament ‘history’ of Israel is not supported by 
archeological and historical evidence – rather it is contradicted by it. 
Archeologists can’t even agree on what century the Exodus was supposed 
to have happened – there is no evidence for the Exodus and yet several 
million Jews were supposed to have wandered the desert for 40 years, and 
then conquered numerous cities in Canaan. Some of these cities which 
Israel is said to have conquered didn’t even exist yet in the general time 
frame when the Exodus is supposed to have happened.  The biblical 
‘history’ of Israel often bears more resemblance to Paul Bunyan style folk 
tales and “just-so” stories.  Like the insecure child who is always making 
outrageously exaggerated claims about their accomplishments, the Old 
Testament writers appear to have made inflated claims about Israel’s 
heritage, for the purpose of elevating their nation’s status.  Some of the Old 
Testament historical writings which are parallel accounts contain 
contradictory claims about the same event.  For example, who killed 
Goliath?  Was it David (1 Samuel 17:50) or Elhanan (2 Samuel 21:19)?  Did 
Saul inquire of the Lord (1 Samuel 28:6) or not (1 Chronicles 10:13-14)?  
Does Satan inspire David to take a census (1 Chron. 21:1) or does God (2 
Samuel 24:1)?  Did Asa remove the high places (2 Chronicles 14:2) or not (1 
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Kings 15:14).  These kinds of contradictions show that the Old Testament 
contains ‘historical’ writings compiled from sources which disagreed with 
each other.  The New Testament fares slightly better in that certain names, 
locations and buildings have been archeologically confirmed.  But, Roman 
and Jewish records of the time either contradict or fail to mention 
important events in the gospels.      

 

 The Jewish religion changed and adapted over the course of their history, 
and was heavily influenced by the pagan beliefs of the nations they came in 
contact with. There is convincing evidence that the Jews embraced a form 
of polytheism (called monolatry – believing other gods existed, but Yahweh 
was the only one they were to worship) for much of the Old Testament, 
moving eventually to the belief in the existence of only one God, which was 
enforced in the Second Temple era.  Interestingly, one of the Jewish names 
for God, El, was the head god of their Canaanite neighbors’ pantheon of 
gods.  El had a son called Baal.  Pure monotheism occurred very late in 
Israel’s Old Testament history.  

 

 The Creation and Flood accounts in the Bible are retellings of even more 
ancient Babylonian stories (which have been discovered in the last 
century.) The Jews would have come into contact with these stories during 
their Babylonian exile and captivity – interestingly this is the same time 
period in which most scholars think that much of the Old Testament was 
written – around the 6th century before Jesus.  

 

 The Apostles appropriated the Jewish religion and scriptures in much the 
way that Joseph Smith would later hijack the Christian religion and 
scriptures to start Mormonism; building on it, adding new ‘revelations’ and 
reinterpreting the previous beliefs. Christianity was also influenced by 
pagan religions, freely borrowing from the Greeks and Romans, and 
coinciding Christian holidays with pagan festivals. Christianity has changed 
and adapted over the centuries also. Originally it looked much different 
than it does now. As the discovery of ancient manuscripts at the Nag 
Hammadi library has shown (and from Paul’s frequent diatribes against 
other apostles and gospels), early Christianity contained many competing 
gospels and varying ideas about Jesus. Eventually, certain writings and 
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views of Jesus became dominant and the others were marginalized or 
destroyed.    

 

 The gospel accounts of the life of Christ often contradict each other in key 
areas regarding chronology of events, and details of the birth, death, and 
resurrection of Jesus. For example, Matthew claims that Joseph and Mary 
already lived in Bethlehem before the birth of Jesus. After the visit from the 
Magi, they fled to Egypt to escape Herod. After Herod’s death, they moved 
to Nazareth because Joseph was afraid to live in Judea. In Luke, they live in 
Nazareth, and go to Bethlehem because of the census. After performing the 
temple ceremonies for their newborn son, they return to Nazareth to live. 
No trip to Egypt. For further contradictions, compare the resurrection 
accounts: who went to Jesus’ tomb, and what they saw there, and what 
they did after that. Each gospel gives different, conflicting details. It is 
evident that the gospel writers cannot be trusted to give us accurate 
knowledge about Jesus. These conflicting accounts cannot all be true - at 
least some of them must be false. If God had inspired the Bible, wouldn’t 
He also make sure that writers got their stories straight?  
 

 Paul, who wrote much of the New Testament and shaped core Christian 
theology, never even met Jesus or sat under his teaching. According to 
Galatians chapter one, after his conversion, Paul didn’t even meet with any 
of the Apostles until years later when he spent a couple of weeks with 
Peter, and met James. Paul claims that he got his revelations and 
apostleship directly from Jesus. Contrast this with Acts 1:21 where the 
criterion for picking a replacement for Judas was to be a man who had been 
with Jesus and the disciples during the whole time of his ministry.  Why 
would God pass over the disciples who had lived with Jesus, observing his 
life and ministry, and instead choose a complete stranger with no firsthand 
knowledge of Jesus, to shape Christianity, and write a major percentage of 
the New Testament?  More importantly, why didn’t Jesus prophesy details 
of Saul’s conversion: the calling of an outsider to be the Apostle to the 
Gentiles and to expound the hidden mysteries of the faith?  This would 
have prepared the disciples to accept Paul, reduced the conflict between 
Paul’s gospel and the practices of the Jerusalem church, and it would have 
been a powerful prophetic proof to the early believers.  Jesus predicts the 
coming of the Holy Spirit and not Paul. 
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 The ‘proofs’ of biblical inspiration and of Jesus’ divinity are all dependent 
upon circular reasoning.  The fact that biblical writers claimed they were 
speaking for God is not proof that they were, any more than Joseph Smith’s 
claim that he was restoring the true faith proves the Book of Mormon is 
inspired.  Christians fail to recognize that just because the gospels say that 
Jesus said or did something, doesn’t prove that Jesus actually said or did it. 
It just means that’s what the gospel writers are claiming. We have no 
corroboration of these claims outside the writings of those who were 
founding the Christian religion.  There is a passage in Josephus’ Antiquities 
of the Jews which alludes to Jesus being the Messiah and being raised from 
the dead, but this is not quoted by any of the early Christian writers in their 
attempts to persuade pagans (as they surely would have if that passage 
was in the original writings of Josephus), and Origen flatly states that 
Josephus did not regard Jesus as the Messiah.  This being the case, it is 
unlikely that Josephus would have referred to Jesus in such manner, casting 
doubt on the authenticity of the passage.  Thus, many scholars think that 
Christian scribes added their own thoughts when copying Josephus.  The 
earliest reference to this disputed passage is in 324 AD. 

 

 Concepts of  hell, a final judgment, the destruction of the world, and a 
spiritual battle with a powerful Devil and his army of evil angels, do not 
originate from divine revelation, but were introduced to the Jews by the 
Persian Zoroastrian religion, during their exile there. Through much of the 
Old Testament, the Jews did not have a belief in the afterlife or a judgment 
after death (unlike the Egyptians who had a well-developed concept of the 
afterlife and coached their people in what to say to pass the final 
judgment.) For the Jews, good and evil, blessing and curses, sickness and 
health all came from God, and were administered in this life.  When they 
were conquered, it was not because the God of Israel was weak against the 
other gods, but that he was punishing the Jews for their unfaithfulness.  By 
the time of Jesus, this view had changed. Contact with Babylonian, Persian 
and Greek cultures had radically altered Jewish thinking. Now, it was 
believed that people had immortal souls, and sickness and suffering came 
from the Devil who persecuted God’s faithful in this life. There would be a 
resurrection and a final judgment. Reward or punishment would come in 
the afterlife.  The world would end in a fiery apocalypse. The Sadducees, 
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who held to the original Jewish beliefs, did not accept this new idea of a 
resurrection and were more in line with Jewish beliefs in the Old Testament 
times.  Jewish thought incorporated concepts like Hades and Tartaros from 
Greek mythology.   
 

 The Book of Enoch influenced Jewish thinking in the two centuries before 
Christ, and also shaped Christian thinking in the decades after Jesus.  This 
book elaborates on the angelic “Sons of God” in Genesis 6, claiming to 
reveal details of their sexual coupling with human women, their teaching 
the arts of makeup and adornment, spell-casting, weapon-making and 
other forbidden arts.  Supposedly the monstrous giant offspring of these 
sexual liaisons (the Nephilim) were the reason God destroyed the Earth 
with a flood.   According to Enoch, when the giants were killed in the Flood 
their spirits were released upon the Earth, and are free to roam around 
oppressing and tormenting people until the final judgment.  They are 
known as evil or unclean spirits.  The angels who sinned were imprisoned in 
chains of darkness, in the Earth.  Jude 1:6 refers to this, as does 2 Peter 2:4.  
Jude 1:14-15 directly quotes from Enoch.  It is interesting to note that Jude, 
2 Peter, and Revelation (all influenced by the Book of Enoch) were disputed 
or rejected by Christians, as not genuinely inspired, as church historian 
Eusebius notes.  By the mid to late fourth century, enough Christians had 
accepted these books that they were included in the canon of what was 
considered inspired Scripture.  The Book of Enoch was widely accepted 
during the first three centuries of Christianity, as evidenced by many 
writings of the church Fathers which quote from it.  Bishop Tertullian called 
it “Scripture” and defended its legitimacy based in the fact that Jude quotes 
from it.  Eventually Enoch was rejected from the canon of Scripture, 
although it remains part of the Ethiopian Orthodox Bible.   

 

 Scholars believe that the gospels were written over a range of 30 to 70 
years after the death of Christ. The earliest preserved copy we have is a 
small fragment of the Gospel of John which dates around 100 years after 
the death of Jesus. The next partial copies date 200 years after Jesus. The 
next earliest complete manuscript copies date from the mid 3rd century. 
Due to these time gaps, there is no way to know whether the information 
contained in the gospels about Jesus is accurate, whether they were even 
written by people who knew Jesus (the average life span was around 40 
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years at that time), or whether they are accurate copies of the original 
writings. Considering the fact that each gospel writer seems to have his 
own agenda in the way Jesus is portrayed, and that the gospels contradict 
each other in important ways, they certainly don’t seem trustworthy.  The 
supposed ‘fulfillments of prophecy’ consist of the Gospel writers taking Old 
Testament scriptures out of context, and then telling the Jesus story in such 
a way as to show them ‘coming to pass.’  Matthew is so intent on 
presenting Jesus as fulfilling scripture, that he makes a revealing mistake.  
He misunderstands Zech. 9:9 and has Jesus riding on two animals – a 
donkey and her colt.  The other three gospels say that he rode on one 
animal.  This is a clear example of the writings in the Bible being of human 
origin.  Scholars consider Mark to be the gospel written closest to the time 
of Jesus 30-35 years after). Mark presents a very different, unadorned view 
of Jesus.  In the other gospels which were written even further away from 
the time of Christ, the stories about Jesus become more miraculous and 
elaborate. This is similar to the way in which larger- than-life mythologies 
develop around famous historical figures in the years after their death. 
 

 Jesus wrongly predicted that he would return with angels for the final 
judgment within the lifetime of his disciples.  (Matthew 16:27-28, Mark 
13:24-30) 

 

 If God raised Jesus from the dead, then He failed to provide convincing 
proof to the Jews.  All Jesus had to do was show up in the Temple and make 
a public display that his claims were true.  This would have put an end to 
the rumor that the disciples had stolen his body from the tomb.  Instead, 
the Gospels have Jesus appearing covertly, and only to his followers.     

 
Needless to say, I found these conclusions to be disturbing so I set about doing 
even more reading and studying to see how theologians and apologists dealt with 
these problems.  I desperately wanted to find a way to reconcile the faith I had 
held for most of my life, with the stark reality of what I now knew about the Bible.  
I did not want to abandon my faith and throughout this process I was fervently 
praying for God to guide me in His truth and give me understanding.  
 
I found no satisfying answers.  If so much of the Bible was untrue or man-made, 
where did that leave me? 
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For a while, I thought perhaps I could take the route of liberal denominations that 
do not view the Bible as truly inspired and without error, but still attempt to milk 
some meaning from the texts and traditions - but what would be the point?  Why 
go through the pretense of the Christian faith, when it was built on shifting sand? 
 
One of the most disturbing things that became clear in my studies was the 
character of the God portrayed in the Bible. 
 
In recent years, there have been many efforts to overhaul God’s image and to 
present a kinder, gentler God.  Preaching on Hell is not in style these days and the 
Visual Bible: Matthew video has an actor playing Jesus who smiles all the time. 
The huge bestseller The Shack pictures God the Father as a jolly African-American 
woman named Papa who gets a foot rub from Jesus after he spills batter on 
him/her. Numerous worship songs wax eloquent about how “He loves us”, some 
even stooping to romance-novel language about how “Your fragrance is 
intoxicating in the secret place”.  TV evangelists bellow about Jesus wanting us to 
have money and nice cars. All this misdirection is necessary because so many 
times in the Bible, the picture of God portrayed there is truly horrifying. What 
kind of god would ask a father to offer his son as a human sacrifice, to supposedly 
test his loyalty? After reading the story of Abraham and Isaac, no Christian can 
ever be sure that God would not ask them to commit some immoral act as a test 
of their faith.  In Testament, as well as in Hebrews and James, Abraham is held up 
as a shining example of faith and virtue because he was fully willing to carry out 
the human sacrifice of his child.  Sadly, there have been a number of cases in our 
own time where parents murdered their children because they believed God was 
telling them to. 
 
 Recently I have read sickening news reports about the stonings, beheadings, and 
the severing of hands which take place in Muslim countries. One day, with sudden 
clarity, I realized that all of these horrifying acts were the same commands 
supposedly given by God to the Jews, in the Old Testament. (Leviticus 24:14, 
Deuteronomy 21:18-21 & 25:11, 2 Kings 20:6-8, 14, 17, 25, 30)  Like Christianity, 
Islam finds it roots in the Jewish faith. The horrific violence which is practiced by 
Muslim extremists in our own time was, according to the Bible, common everyday 
practice in ancient Israel.  These atrocities were reportedly commanded by God!  
As Christians, we are supposed to view the practitioners of this violence in the Old 
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Testament as doing God’s will.  We have become so conditioned to the violence 
of the Bible, that the Old Testament stories seldom impact us in a personal way.  
We read them through the soft-focus lens of symbolism and sermon illustrations.   
I read a well-respected theologian attempt to explain why God ordered the killing 
of babies. He claimed that this was actually merciful because the children would 
have been unwanted orphans after their parents were killed, and they would now 
be able to go to heaven since they were killed before they were corrupted by 
their parents’ religion. By this twisted line of ‘reasoning’, one could claim that 
abortion doctors are doing a favor to the babies whose lives they end, since they 
are sending them straight to Heaven!  I ask you, what kind of ‘loving’ God would 
decree that babies will be ripped from their mother’s wombs (Hosea 13:4-8, 16)?   
 
The ultimate conclusion that I reached was, in order to love the truth and have 
any kind of personal integrity, I would have to reject Christianity and the Bible and 
view them as purely human creations which had held people in fear and bondage 
for thousands of years.  I know that people find comfort in Christianity (or other 
religions) in the face of the uncertainty and dangers of life. We crave answers and 
the illusion of security. This instinct goes back to primitive days when tribal 
people would sacrifice to please the gods and try to influence environmental 
factors such as the weather and crops.  
 
I find no comfort however, in a religion whose God threatens those who don’t 
worship or believe in him, with eternal burning torture.  In a nutshell, what 
Christianity claims is that God loves you and that he will inflict unimaginable 
unending suffering on you if you don’t love him and do exactly as he says.  The 
church is supposed to be the bride of Christ. Israel was also pictured as being 
married to God. Based on what the Old Testament says about God’s history with 
Israel, He appears to be an abusive husband, lashing out in fury one moment, 
regretting, and pouring out blessings in another. I find no solace in viewing God as 
a loving heavenly Father when the history of Israel is littered with the graves of 
His children who He killed. I cannot trust in a Jesus who supposedly loves children 
and yet endorses as inspired, an Old Testament whose hymnal includes a song 
with the words: “Babylon, you are doomed! I pray the Lord's blessings on anyone 
who punishes you for what you did to us. May the Lord bless everyone who beats 
your children against the rocks!“ (Psalm 137:8-9 (CEV) ) 
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The Gospels quote Jesus as saying that a kingdom divided against itself cannot 
stand. This is a true statement. The Bible is divided against itself; filled with 
conflicting and contradictory teachings. It has produced a Christianity which is 
splintered and fragmented into over 30,000 denominational divisions. Christianity 
has proven the failure of Christ’s prayer that His followers would be one as He and 
His Father are one (John 17:11.)  
 
This is not to say that everything about Christianity is bad. I know many 
wonderful, sincere believers, and there are principles and teachings contained 
within the Bible which are good.  I know that you and Dad have dedicated your 
lives to helping people.  The fact remains though that it is a religion based on 
falsity, which requires that its followers surrender their minds, time, and money.  
It uses fear and threat to retain people’s loyalty.   Christianity forces believers to 
sort the world into categories – those who ‘saved’ and those who aren’t. This 
causes Christians to relate to others in an unnatural way. Like an Amway 
salesman, Christians must view people as prospects to expand the network. 
Friendships are cultivated for the purpose of recruiting. In the back of the 
believer’s mind is the thought; “People are going to hell without Jesus and I’m 
probably not doing enough to reach them.” The motivation for doing good and 
charitable deeds is often not so much that they are the right thing to do, but they 
are a means to expand the church or to secure the believer’s own standing with 
God. 
  
Lately, I’ve given much thought to why it took me so long to start asking 
questions. I can recognize several factors which played a role in suppressing my 
thinking.  
 
I entered my faith while I was young. My reasoning and critical thinking skills were 
not yet developed. By the time I encountered the troubling aspects of the Bible; I 
was much older and was well-entrenched in the Christian mindset.  
 
Subjective experience played a role. The feelings and emotions that accompany 
religious belief are powerful and seem to validate our beliefs. A shared sense of 
purpose and belonging, accompanied with stirring music and encouraging 
messages all combine to create a powerful experience. After hearing the stories 
of people from other faiths, I now realize that each religion has its own self-
authenticating experiences. People feel their faith is real and that’s why they stay 



15 
 

in their religion.  If we are to say that Christianity is true, based on personal 
experiences or feelings (like the Mormons ‘know’ in their hearts that the Book of 
Mormon is true) then we have to accept that other religions are true, based on 
the personal testimony of adherents of those faiths. 
  
The Bible contains mechanisms which protect it from scrutiny by believers.  From 
verses about the deceitfulness of the heart, to verses talking about not leaning on 
our own understanding, and God’s ways being beyond our comprehension, the 
message is clear: don’t try to reason through things and don’t trust your intellect. 
This is a convenient escape hatch for anything in the Bible that is troubling or 
contradictory. We shrug our shoulders and say “Well, God’s ways are so much 
higher than ours… When I get to Heaven I’ll have some questions I want to ask 
Jesus…  I have to trust that God will cause it all to make sense one day.”   
 
Working closely with this is the concept of faith; the “substance of things hoped 
for and the evidence of things not seen.” Believing without evidence is a very 
useful concept for a religion in which the evidence is often contradictory or quite 
lacking. I read a quote recently which really resonated with me: “Faith doesn’t 
give you answers – it stops you from asking questions.” 
 
The Evangelical belief in an inspired, inerrant, infallible Bible effectively ties 
Christians’ hands behind their back when it comes to testing for truthfulness. This 
view of the Bible turns Scripture into a ‘no-fly zone’ for logic and reason. 
Christians who would otherwise normally reject or laugh at stories of  men 
molded from dirt and breathed into life, talking snakes and donkeys, men flying 
up into the clouds in a flaming chariot, or self-replicating bread and fish, don’t 
even blink when they encounter these things in the Bible. Why? Because they are 
conditioned to believe if it’s in the Bible, it has to be true, even if it sounds crazy! 
Some of these same people would be calling these things “satanic’ and ‘occultic’ if 
they encountered them in Harry Potter or some other children’s’ fantasy story. In 
other words, ‘inspired Scripture’ causes them to embrace as true, what their mind 
would normally tell them is made up. Belief that the Bible is God’s Word also 
leads Christians to try and force ancient, archaic laws and beliefs onto society. We 
live in the 21st century, but are trying to dictate our lives with ideas dating back 
to the Bronze Age nomadic tribes.  Christians disregard scientific discoveries 
because of their prior commitment to the ideas of primitive peoples.   
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If we begin with the assumption that the Bible is completely true and trustworthy, 
then we can never, ever admit that there are problems with it, even if they are 
staring us in the face. We aren’t allowed to think those thoughts because it is 
against the rules!  It forces us to ignore or explain away troubling passages of 
Scripture.  The belief that the Bible is without error actually forces believers to 
often ignore the plain meaning of what the writers intended to say!  
 
Circular reasoning is also a huge problem. If we are quoting Bible verses which say 
the Bible is inspired, to prove the Bible is inspired, then all we are proving is that 
the Bible writers claim inspiration. Beyond that, we are proving nothing!  Imagine 
someone quoting from different Hardy Boys books to prove that Frank and Joe 
Hardy actually existed and that the series of books is a true, inerrant account of 
their adventures… 
 
I’ve come to realize that an important mental survival technique for Christians is 
to be able to latch onto certain ‘positive’ passages, while ignoring many other 
parts of the Bible. Just like the mind is able to block out unpleasant and traumatic 
memories, the Christian mind must be able to forget all the troubling and 
unpleasant passages contained in the ‘Good Book.’ Of course, the less you know 
about the Bible, especially the Old Testament, this mind-game becomes much 
easier. 
 
After Helen and I had thought and prayed and studied through these things, we 
were faced with a decision.  By August, we were attending church, but for all 
practical purposes, were no longer believers.  We couldn’t continue going through 
the motions of something we knew to be untrue.  In September, we left the 
church.   This was an incredibly difficult decision.  We knew that many friends and 
family would not understand and might reject us.  Even though our decision 
meant going into uncharted territory without packaged answers and comforting 
beliefs, I would still rather know the truth than to live in an illusion.  
 
I don’t enjoy disappointing people and I know that this letter will probably come 
as a shock and a disappointment.  The last thing I want to do is bring sadness to 
you guys.  I love and respect you very much.  You have lived out your faith in a 
genuine way and raised us kids with a strong moral compass, and to have 
compassion for the needs of others.  I will always value this.  This is not a failure 
on your part.  It is a decision we have made based on the evidence.   
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I don’t relish calling into question something that you have dedicated your lives 
to, and I don’t like undermining something which brings you comfort.  But, the 
only way to help you understand why we made this decision is to be forthright 
about the reasons.  I wish that Christianity was true.  I wish that it had stood the 
test.  I wish that I could spare you the hurt of hearing these things.   I understand 
that my departure from the faith will cause you to be afraid for my soul and my 
eternal salvation. I appreciate your concern for me, but please do not take this 
burden upon yourself.  Helen and I have sincerely sought God, that He would 
reveal himself to us.  In our moment of deepest searching, He failed to show up.  
That absence speaks volumes.  My examination of how Judaism and Christianity 
developed in their beliefs has removed my fear of the threats of Hell and eternal 
retribution. 
 
 Know that we are at peace with our decision, even though it has been a very 
discomforting process. We have a fresh sense of the preciousness of life and our 
time here on Earth. We are taking one day at a time; learning and growing.  Life 
for us is not meaningless.  We are happy to be participants in the adventure.  If 
there is no afterlife, then that makes our lives more valuable, not less.  
 
Know also that our new direction does not mean that we no longer have moral 
values.  It just means that we no longer try to base our values on the subjective 
application and interpretation of things that were written thousands of years ago 
by people who had a very limited understanding of the world.  It means that we 
have to use our minds and that we have to wrestle with the moral complexities of 
the world in which we live.  
 
When you’ve had time to process this, we can talk about it more on the phone 
and in person if you like.   
 
I hope you know that I love you both very much! 
 
John  
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