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the state, and liberation from all systems of domination. It does not follow that all
religion is therefore authoritarian. As discussed earlier, total freedom of religion,
just like freedom of speech and association, is a core anarchist position that, taken
consistently alongside other principles, undermines authoritarianism and domina-
tion.

Given the choice between secular -archy and religious -archy, the anarchist sees
no meaningful difference beyond the language with which the rulers justify their
position andwhich groups are targeted by their genocidal pyramid scheme. Neither
one is being honest about its intentions, it’s only about power.

The Armor of Solidarity
The current rise of White Christian Nationalism in the US has already reaped dire
consequences; Roe v. Wade was overturned less than a year ago, same-sex mar-
riage is on the chopping block, and a coalition of literal Nazis, paramilitarists, and
theocrats captivate an audience of millions on major news networks. Rather than
practicing class consciousness, people have found god — not capital-G God, of
course, but a poor imitator designed by campaign managers, mainstream pundits,
and the reactionary media machine for the purpose of defending power. The gospel
of alt-right bloggers, QAnon conspiracists, and, I must stress, literal Nazis, is not
one most people pray to. Despite how it often seems, most Christians on this earth
are not white supremacists; when christofascists and their enablers say “God is on
my side,” they are lying, deferring the responsibility for their hatred to all Christians.
This is something the Nazis (past and present) have always done: co-opt cultural
symbols, religious texts, and political positions, strip them of original context, and
incorporate them into their totalitarian worldview. Why else do you think they
called themselves national socialists? Now that Christian nationalism is the hot
new trend for mainstream conservative figures, there’s space for people to identify
as opponents to theocracy. That opposition can not rest on the platform “Christian-
ity bad, fuck Christians, burn your local church” lest we wish to resign our religious
allies to a slow death at the hands of a state we wrongly assume is helping them.
White nationalism, Christian or otherwise, is a threat to everyone, including our
religious peers. We can’t win this fight alone.
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Anti-theistsmakethephenomenalmistakeoftakingreactionaryzealotsattheir
wordwhentheyclaimtohavereadtheBibleaccuratelyandinsistthatthey’redoing
God’swork..Considerforamomentwhysecularreactionarieshavesomuchau-
diencecrossoverwithTelevangelistsandalt-liteyouthpastors–whiletherhetoric
maydiffer,they’reeffectivelybothsayingthatAmericaisawhiteChristiannation
undersiegebyananti-white,anti-ChristianOther.Religiousorotherwise,they
arenottellinguswhattheyactuallybelieve.Theydonotcareaboutprotect-
ingChristiansandtheydonotcareaboutenactingGod’swill;alltheywantisfor
peoplewhodocaretobuyintotheirscheme,tobelievethat“theenemiesofGod”
aretheirresponsibilitytoeradicate.Wideningthegapbetweenreligionandtheleft
doesnothingbuthelpthereactionarycauseattheexpenseofgenuinebelievers.

Itwouldbeastretchtosaycurrentlyexistinganti-theismandtheNewAtheist
movementareadeliberatepsyopmeanttoturnatheistsintomonsters–somuchso
itfeelsscummytoevenwritethatout–butgivenhoweasilythe“rationalskeptics”
oftheearly2010sslippedintopopulistconservatism,Iwouldn’tblameconspiracists
forjumpingtothatconclusion.Thegrimrealityisthatthiswasn’tacentralized
effort,butratheramisdirectionoflegitimategrievancesintoanatheismthaten-
thusiasticallyembodiesthatwhichitseekstodestroy:anevangelicalmovement
workingtoestablishdominionoftherightoverthewrong.

Why“NoGods”

Allthatbeingsaid,wheredoesthatleave“NoGods,NoMasters”asastatement?
Isittimeforarewrite?

First,we’lldosomecontextualization,andthenwe’lldiscusswhysuchathing
isn’tnecessary.Whatwemeanby“NoGods”isn’taliteraldeclarationof“NoGods
Allowed,”justas“NoMasters”isn’taslightagainstdoms,child-rearing,or“mas-
tery”ofagivenskill.“NoMasters”voicesthedesireforaworldwithoutrulers,an
economyabsentcapitalistprivilege,andalifelivedfreefromsystemsofpower.This
is,inmostcases,howthefullsloganisemployed:avocalcommitmenttothenega-
tionofdominationandrulership.Theprocessofconceptualizingandachieving
thisgoalgoesbeyondstrictadherencetothisstatement,involvingmanysubordi-
natediscussionsofeconomics,philosophy,andinstitutionalstructurethatmay,if
readliterally,contradictoursnappierplatitudes.NeedImentionhowmuchblood,
sweat,andtearsarespentexplaininghow“anarchy”needn’tbe“astateofchaos
anddisorder”?Thataloneshoulddemonstratetheimportanceofcontextinunder-
standingwhatweactuallybelieve.

Withconsiderationtoitspresentusebyanarchistsandspecialattentiontocon-
text,“NoGods,NoMasters”isastatementagainstauthority–whetherdivineor
secular–fromwhichfollowsfirmadvocacyoftotalautonomyforall,theendof
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Talkingabout“Christianity”isdifficult;Christianityisthelargestreligionin
theworld,comprisingamultitudeofdenominations,regionalvariants,andpolitical
projects–eachwiththeirowncomplicatedhistoriesandspecificcontextstounpack.
Thismeansthatanystatementorconclusionwiththewords“all”or“most”will
necessarilymisssomething,eveninthemostnuanceddiscussionsonthesubject.
Iwanttoadmitthislimitationfromtheoutsetnotonlytomitigateaccusations
ofmisrepresentation,buttocontrastthistextagainstitsprimarytarget:White
ChristianNationalism.Easyasitmayseemtodebunktheideologyofcelebrity
QAnoncultistsandright-wingterrorists,wehavealottodiscussbeforewecan
meaningfullycounterthisclearandpresentdanger.Tostart,let’stalkaboutGod.

WhoseGodIsItAnyway?

JacquesEllul,thelatesociologist,theologian,andnotedChristiananarchist,had
thistosayaboutthebiblicalGod:

“IntheBible,however,wefindaGodwhoescapesustotally,whomweabso-
lutelycannotinfluence,ordominate,muchlesspunish;aGodwhorevealsHimself
whenHewantstorevealHimself,aGodwhoisveryofteninaplacewhereHe
isnotexpected,aGodwhoistrulybeyondourgrasp.Thus,thehumanreligious
feelingisnotatallsatisfiedbythissituation…Goddescendstohumanityandjoins
uswhereweare.”

The“mysteriousways”linehasbeenabusedtonoend,andisrightlymaligned
whenitisusedtojustifymassatrocitiesandpersonaltragedy.Ifwetaketheidea
that“Godworksinmysteriousways”seriously,wemustconfrontEllul’smainthe-
sis:thisomnipotentandomnipresentthingiscompletely,totallymysterious,a
beingwithHisowninterestsanddesiresthatwecan’tpredict,represent,oreven
perceivemostofthetime.ThemysteryofGodisn’toneweasnon-Godscansolve,
justasthemysteryofanyindividual’s“nature”isn’tanyone’sconcernbuttheir
own.God’scauseisthedivine,ourcauseisourown,andneithercanbemade
general;eachisunique.

MyargumenthereisnotthatEllulisobjectivelyrighton“theGodquestion,”
andIdoubtanyseriousEllulianwouldmakethisclaimeither.Thiscitationinstead
servestwopurposes;first,toprovideevidencetocounterthebad-faithclaimthatall
notionsofGodareinherentlyhierarchical(aneasyenoughargumenttodismantle);
andsecond,tolaythefoundationforhowtodirectlychallengeself-proclaimed
Christiansontheologicalgrounds.

Considerthefollowinglineofquestioning:IfGodworksinmysteriousways,
howisitthatHispositiononabortion,homosexuality,marriage,andcivilrights
canbereducedtounambiguousdisapproval?Howcananyofustrulyknowwhat
Godwants?
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These questions cut much deeper than rote demands for proof of God because
they treat believers as peers who disagree, rather than deluded followers or con-
scious grifters. No, this won’t logic anyone out of a belief they didn’t logic them-
selves into, but that isn’t the point; we’re treating the believer as a person with a
complex system of thoughts, feelings, and commitments that, while not necessarily
valid or consistent with current scientific consensus, are worth consideration.

This is the base assumption of religious freedom: individuals can choose to be-
lieve whatever they want, provided the free pursuit thereof doesn’t tread on anyone
else. Add free association to the mix and you get the basic foundation for organi-
zations, be they Buddhist monasteries or rational atheist drinking clubs. With no
special privileges provided to any one group via tax exemption, subsidy, or politi-
cal favor, the risk of militancy, dominionism, and consolidation is resigned to the
margins – assuming anarchic conditions.

Nationalism is not the product of this type of religious freedom, and nationalists
are fully aware of this. Gary North, a leading figure in the Christian reconstruction-
ist movement, said as much in an interview with Reason magazine:

“So let us be blunt about it… wemust use the doctrine of religious liberty to gain
independence for Christian schools until we train up a generation of people who
know that there is no religious neutrality, no neutral law, no neutral education, and
no neutral civil government. Then they will get busy in constructing a Bible-based
social, political and religious order which finally denies the religious liberty of the
enemies of God.”

In other words, North does not believe in religious liberty beyond its utility as
a Trojan horse for authority over the “enemies of God.” Attempting to rhetorically
ground reactionary goals in individual freedom is pulled straight from the paleolib-
ertarian handbook: use libertarian premises to argue for reactionary ends, all the
while insisting that they are the only valid conclusion of freedom. A perfect ex-
ample of this is “libertarianism,” a term whose radical implications have long been
overshadowed by its use among the far right, making difficult its capacity for gen-
uinely liberatory positions. This is why reactionaries love using “liberty” to describe
their ideas: a lot of us will take them at their word and assume “liberty” is always
code for sinister ends. As any anarchist worth listening to will tell you, this is a
complete lie; the exercise of individual freedom is a direct threat to reactionaries,
hence why they do everything in their power to restrict it.

Just as we shouldn’t buy into the dangerous myth that “liberty” leads to tradi-
tional social order, it’s perhaps even more harmful to agree with white Christian
nationalists that freedom of religion invariably concludes with theocracy – not least
because that’s obviously false. White Christian nationalism doesn’t benefit the mil-
lions of queer, disabled, Black and POC, and migrant Christians currently being
targeted by the genocidal efforts carried out in the name of Christ. It is a project
whose sole priority is domination, control, and loyalty to the nation. To argue
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against Christian nationalism on the grounds that Christianity is the problem is to
grant christofascists the right to represent all Christians – a dangerous mistake that
far too many of us are falling for right now.

Anti-theism: A Case Study in Misdirection

While the intolerance of New Atheism is merely implied, anti-theism leads with
it. The problem, from the anti-theist perspective, is that belief in religion or the
“supernatural” is an inherent threat to freedom such that any liberatory project
must be adamantly secular, materialistic, and rational to the explicit exclusion of
religion-as-belief to avoid the inevitable creation of a theocracy. Where atheists
might acknowledge a domain in which faith can truly be individual, anti-theists
condemn all faith as a slippery slope to literal fascism – a trajectory that the US is
currently going down for what appears to be this exact reason. To the anti-theist,
religion is not something the Church has distorted to its own ends, but rather its log-
ical conclusion, therefore demanding the conversion of believers into non-believers
through re-education. This is far from a comprehensive account of all anti-theism,
but from my own conversations with self-identified proponents and from general
observation, it’s a workable definition.

In my view, this perspective is just wrong, but that really doesn’t bother me;
people are wrong all the time, a basic consequence of free thought that we’ll be deal-
ing with until our next extinction-level event or the singularity (whichever comes
first). What genuinely disturbs me is its persistent incuriosity; its rhetorical appeals
to progress and empirical science aren’t made out of a genuine appreciation for nu-
anced investigation, but out of spite for institutions and individuals that stand in
opposition to the aesthetic of science and rationality. This might be why so many
anti-theists struggle to define “religion” in a way that doesn’t primarily target evan-
gelical Christians, traditionalist Catholics, and QAnon cultists.

Unsurprisingly, many radical socialists, anarchists, and religious scholars have
trouble interacting with anti-theists in any serious capacity, as it usually becomes
clear that these folks don’t actually care about nuanced engagement with historical
record, religious studies, or anthropology. Most often, anti-theism is a misplaced
vitriolic reaction to the violence committed by the Church, its abusive Clergy, and
its vigilante crusaders. Anti-theism places the blame not on the institutions and
individuals involved, but on the God they claim to understand. This suggests an
unironic belief that all Christians believe in the exact same God. To say all Chris-
tians pray to the exact same God is like saying all anti-capitalists have the exact
same definition of capitalism: it’s demonstrably false to such an extent you’d lit-
erally have to never interact with a single one in order to genuinely make that
argument.


