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ATHEISM AND ELECTABILITY

ABSTRACT

Introduction
Most people in the southern U.S. take their religion and beliefs very seriously and non-believers
are distrusted. One would almost certainly find that most atheists in the south would prefer their
neighbors were Christian adulterers, thieves, or rapists than atheists. This study attempts to
examine the prejudices and mistrust that seems to surround those who are non-believers.
Specifically, this study seeks to answer these questions:

Review of Literature
According to the Pew Research Center, the number of people who identify as Christian dropped
almost 8% from 2007-2014. In addition, those identifying as unaffiliated rose almost 7% (2015).
Despite the fact that their numbers are growing, numerous studies show that atheists are still
subject to much prejudice and discrimination in modern day America. These negative views
range from the workplace to elected office and even the country’s military, as Banerjee points
out in a 2009 New York Times article about soldiers deployed in Iraq who were threatened and
intimidated by their superior officer for being atheists. The literature suggests Gervais was
correct when he said, “Scientific research yields inconsistent and contradictory evidence relating
religion to moral judgments and outcomes, yet most people on earth nonetheless view belief in
God (or gods) as central to morality, and many view atheists with suspicion and scorn.”

Research design
The research was conducted using a quantitative survey consisting of 18 questions. The online
survey combined three demographic questions, five qualitative and 10 quantitative questions in
order to inform the researcher as to how being an atheist might affect a political candidate.

Data analysis

The data from the surveys was compiled by the instrument into an Excel spreadsheet.
Quantitative numbers were tabulated by the instrument, qualitative answers were combined and
evaluated using the data reduction method in order to gain understanding and find the main
points of the results. The data obtained shows some similarities to the review of literature, in that
those who are conservative Christians have a general bias against non-believers holding elected
office. However, the results show that a majority of voters would vote for a candidate based on
his/her platform over religious beliefs.
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

Overview
This research is designed in an effort to identify how religious identifying citizens feel
about candidates for elected office who are non-religious and/or atheist. While many programs
have been designed to personalize atheism and assist in understanding within the general public,
such as the Freedom From Religion Foundation’s “Face of an Atheist” campaign, atheists
continue to be demonized, misunderstood, and marginalized within the United States. Eight
states in the United States ban atheists from holding office.
Purpose of the Study
Many atheists feel that they must live “in the closet” when it comes to employment,
community and family due to prejudices and in this way. Where many atheists have a “live and
let live” attitude when it comes to religion, believers tend to judge non-believers. In the mayoral
election in Nashville, TN, one of the candidates made national headlines for trying to “out” his
opponent as an atheist, leading her to feel the need to affirm her faith. The purpose of the study is
to confirm or debunk the belief that atheists can not be elected by answering the following
questions:
1. Does American society in general expect elected officials to be religious in order to
hold office?
2. Does being an atheist change the way someone is viewed by others, particularly those
in a religion, even when the atheist is a moral person?

3. In general, will people vote for a candidate regardless of religion or atheism?
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Selection of Sample and Demographic Data

The sample group for this study includes both men and women over the age of 21 who
are of varying educational, economic, and social backgrounds. The instrument was made
available to subjects in all areas of the United States and those of all religious backgrounds
through a distribution on the researcher’s Twitter and Facebook accounts. Using a varied
sampling should give insight to the beliefs and feelings of Americans toward atheists.

Significance of survey

The significance of this survey is to provide the researcher with a better understanding of
what exactly religious believers find objectionable about atheism, what impact these beliefs have
at the polls, and whether they believe atheists are worse leaders than a Christian, even someone
of another religion. This information could become a tool for atheist organizations to attempt a

change in perception of these belief systems.

Assumption of the Study

It is assumed that the participants in the study respond in an open and honest manner.
Also, it is assumed that those who identify with a particular religion are current and active
members in that religion.
Limitations of the Study
This study does not address in detail the educational background, religious
background, or source of personal beliefs of the participants. There were four questions offering
a no opinion option to a yes or no question. In hindsight his option should not have been offered

as it essentially gave the participants a reason not to answer.
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Definition of Terms

For the purpose of this study the researcher has defined the following terms and may use
some of the definitions interchangeably.

Religious- A person who identifies as Christian, Catholic, or any other religion which
believes in the existence of a God or Gods.

Atheist- A person who is a non-believer in a higher power.

Non-believer- someone who doesn’t believe in organized religion or a higher power. This
may also be used to encompass other terms such as agnostic, unaffiliated, non-religious or
questioning religion.

Good person- Someone who lives their life within a moral structure, obeys the law of the
land and gives back to society.

Bad person- Someone who lives their life with no moral code, is not a law-abiding
citizen, or spends their life taking from society.

Organization of the study

Existing research and literature on related subjects will be discussed in the review of
literature. The survey results will be tabulated and analyzed then compared to this research in an
attempt to clarify the results. Any conclusions reached will be presented, along with

recommendations for further study.
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CHAPTER 2: REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Introduction
In the America of 2015, there are few boundaries left when it comes to holding political

office. Throughout the states, elected office is held by women, immigrants, Catholics, Jews,
Christians, African-Americans, and Mexican-Americans and a host of other minorities. While
openly atheist elected officials exist, there are also atheists who do not run, or do not disclose
their beliefs for fear of becoming unelectable. No fewer than seven states in the United States bar
atheists from holding public office, which no doubt contributes to these high numbers. In fact, a
recent poll by the Pew Research Center shows that nearly 50% of respondents would not vote for
an atheist as president, and the majority of respondents would forgive a candidate who had an
affair or other scandal before they would give an atheist their vote.

Much research exists about the preconceived notions held by those in the United States
about atheists. One thing that is not directly addressed is the reason these preconceived notions
exist and how they would affect the performance of public duties if an atheist were elected. In
the book “One Electorate Under God,” the author includes the following quote from politician
Mario Cuomo.

“Religion’s place in our government is dependent on legal precedents and social

attitudes, which are complex, shifting, and sometimes contradictory. Even trying to

define the basic words can be an adventure. Most non-lawyers, maybe even most
lawyers, would assume that religion necessarily implies belief in a god, perhaps even
implies monotheism. Not so. The word religion has been defined by the Supreme Court
to include belief systems like secular humanism, Buddhism, ethical culture—belief

systems that by and large reject the notion of God.” (Dionne, 15)
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If such definition has been defined by the supreme court, then it would only make sense
that atheists have the same rights under the law of the land as do all other religions, yet voters
have hesitance with their candidacy and election. Therefore, the following literature was

reviewed to reflect the framework of this study.

Review of Literature

In a 2014 study by the University of Kentucky, researcher W.M. Gervais studied how
people viewed the morality or immorality of a person based on their beliefs. The study presented
subjects with various moral and immoral conduct and asked the participants to identify if the
person committing these acts was a non-believer or a member of one of 3 out of 11 religious
groups that were varied by question. These questions asked subjects to judge the perpetrator of
small and large crimes through 5 situational questions. Situations included serial murder,
consensual incest, necrobestiality, cannibalism, and serial murder and were used to intuitively
judge whether the criminal was associated with an atheist or other religion.

In the case of each of the five questions, atheists were considered to be likely to commit
the crime in nearly half the responses. While I agree with the results of the study, the connecting
question to me seems to be a bit leading in this study. The scenario is described then the question
is asked “is Dax a. a teacher? Or b. a teacher who is....” with multiple choices like “non-
believer, Jewish, Muslim, Christian.” I think this type of questioning leads to the choice of
atheist by those who might not think it is ok to just answer “a teacher.”

In the article, “Who Has Religious Prejudice? Differing Sources of Anti-religious
Animosity in the United States,” author George Yancy researches the stereotypes of who has
religious prejudice and against whom. This study was also performed in an online survey and

compared the feelings of identified religious groups toward other religions, including atheists
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and non-believers. The survey found that from all groups, animosity is largest toward atheists.
The most interesting thing, however, is that animosity toward Fundamentalists by other religious
groups is significantly higher than toward other denominations of religion, higher than even
Muslim. The article confirmed previous studies showing lack of acceptance of atheists in the
United States, despite the increase of non-religious individuals over the past 20 years. In
breaking down results, the research separated the three out-lying groups, Muslim, atheist, and
fundamentalists, and showed specifically where their most/least support was. In doing so it was
revealed that the results are dependent on the group assessed. He notes that religious individuals
are less accepting of atheists but more accepting of fundamentalists. Southerners were less likely
to accept atheists, older individuals more likely to accept fundamentalists, and whites were more
supportive of atheists than fundamentalists. Those with anti-fundamentalist attitudes were
actually highly educated and politically progressive. It is important to note that within this study
of 1,669 people, nearly one quarter, 27.9%, expressed dislike for atheists, 11.4% for
fundamentalist and 7.9% for Muslim. Every other group, Hindu, Jewish, Catholic, and Christian,
received less than 3% of respondents with animosity.

The book Atheists as “other”: Moral boundaries and Cultural Membership in American
Society, the authors look at the distrust of atheists and give an opinion on some of the factors
causing this distrust. In their research, they conclude that “distrust of atheists is driven by
religious predictors, social location, and broader value orientations.” The researchers hold the
theory that although acceptance of religious diversity is increasing, this does not extend to those
who are nonreligious. The study points to data from a 2003 survey showing that Americans feel
atheists are the least likely of any belief system to share their vision of America. Additionally,

the survey shows that they disapprove of their children marrying atheists over other marginalized
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groups such as Muslims, immigrants, and homosexuals. This data is confirmed by a 2014 Pew
research poll that shows nearly 50% of Americans would object to their child marrying an
atheist. However, this study notes that “Loftis (2001) argues that political tolerance for a
minority group is distinct from and varies independently of attitudes about the morality of
members of that group and from feelings toward members of that group.” (215)

The study concludes that “atheists are at the top of the list of groups that Americans find
problematic in both public and private life, and the gap between acceptance of atheists and
acceptance of other racial and religious minorities is large and persistent.” Admittedly, the
researchers state that respondents were replying to a hypothetical question rather than interacting
with an actual person they know, which may have affected the results. Their conclusions also
address the fact that many atheists “pass” in everyday life, unlike some other minority groups,
and therefore are unable to identify as atheist. The researchers also call attention to the disparity
between those self-identifying as religious compared to those who actually attend church. The
researcher posits that within the American culture, the boundary is not so much about religious
affiliation as it is the place of religion in our society’s history. “It is about an understanding that
Americans share something more than rules and procedures, but rather that our understanding of
right and wrong and and good citizenship are also shared” (Hartmann and Gerteis 2005).

In conclusion, the review of literature makes it clear that there are, in fact, a number of
preconceived notions that face any atheist, but particularly those seeking public office. Among
those are general distrust, a fundamental difference with what people perceive to be the
“Christian background” of America, the attitude that morality and religion are inextricably

linked, and the perception that atheists are more likely to commit crimes than believers.
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Therefore, this study will seek to obtain answers to the question of where these notions are born

and why non-belief in religion should disqualify atheists from public office.
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CHAPTER 3: METHODOLOGY AND DESIGN

Research Design
A qualitative approach to the research was chosen due to the nature of the information to
be collected and the time allotted for the project. Due to the possibility of high emotions related
to discussions about religion and atheism the survey will be conducted online. It is assumed that
responders will be honest about their feelings and prejudices, and that the questions will be

answered in a thoughtful and timely manner.

Selection of the Population
The researcher will use a random selection for participants in this survey with subjects
who may or may not know the researcher. A link to the survey will be shared on social media
sites such as Facebook, Twitter, and Google+. No specific participants will be invited to take the
survey; however, the respondents will be asked to confirm their location as being within the

southern United States. It is expected that some surveys will have to be eliminated because of

this.
Variables
Dependent Definition
Age 16-20, 21-35, 36-45, 46-60, 60 and up
Religious Identity Buddhist, Catholic, Christian, Jewish,

Atheist, non-believer, other
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Location United States-Southern state, United States-

Western state, United States-other, Canada,

U.K., other.
Independent Definition
Survey Instrument Qualitative structured interview questions

about preconceived notions related to

atheists.

Instrumentation

The survey consists of 12 questions as well as three qualifying questions based on age,
location and religion of the participant. The form will have a mix of multiple-choice and open-
ended questions to allow respondents to convey their true perceptions about the subject matter.
These questions were reviewed by classmates as well as the instructor and revised accordingly.
Questions on laws, concepts, opinions, and religious beliefs were included.

Procedures for Data Collection

The survey instrument was designed to collect information relative to the preconceptions
about atheists and whether they are considered electable by the general public. The survey was
built using Typeform and presented in an online format. A link to the survey was distributed
shared by the researcher via Facebook and Twitter on Monday, Sept. 28 and was available
through Friday, Oct. 2. Links on social media were promoted daily to encourage responders to

the survey.
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Procedures of Data Analysis

The data will be in two formats 1) quantitative demographic information and 2)
qualitative responses to multiple choice and open ended questions. The data will be presented in

narrative format.
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CHAPTER 4: PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

Introduction
The data resulting from this study is presented both in qualitative structured survey
responses and quantitative information. The quantitative questions were presented in multiple
choice format, with three demographic questions at the end of the survey. Open-ended
qualitative questions were presented throughout the survey where clarification of yes or no
questions would be beneficial to the research. The demographic information was organized and
examined alongside other questions to determine the effect of religion, age, and geographic

location on the respondent’s answers. Gender was not included.

Data Analysis

The objective of this research study is to answer the question of whether voters are likely
to vote for atheist or non-religious candidates, and how their own beliefs affect that decision. An
18 question survey was placed online and the link shared with 255 potential respondents on
social media. Of those, 95 respondents completed the survey for a total response rate of 37%. Of
those 18 questions, 10 were multiple choice, 5 were open ended, and 3 demographic questions

which were also multiple choice.

Quantitative Demographic Data

Religious Affiliation

Fifty-seven of the participants, or 60%, identified as Christian. Three or 3% were
Catholic. Two participants or 2% were Buddhist. Seven, or 7%, were atheists. Eight or 8%

identified as non-believers. Eighteen, or 19%, were categorized as Other. There were no
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participants who identified as Jewish. This is interesting because the surveys were performed
online and after being shared with my core group, were distributed in wider circles. The statistics
seem to be very close to what census data shows are the general religious makeup of the United
States.
Age

Thirty-seven of the participants or 39% were between the ages of 23-35. Twenty-six or
27% were between the ages of 36-45. Twenty-two or 23% were between the ages of 46-60. Nine
or 9% of participants were over the age of 60. It should be noted that 1 participant failed to
record an age group. The sampling is surprisingly balanced between the age groups which will

allow for any generational differences to be observed.

Location
Eighty-five participants, or 89%, live in the southern United States. Three or 3% of
participants live in the western United States. Seven or 7% of participants live elsewhere in the
United States. It was expected that the majority of responses would be located in the southern

United States, and the study’s intent was to focus on the “Bible Belt” area.

The following 9 questions address the main research topic and form the basis of the
conclusion.
1. How much does religion affect your opinion of a political candidate running for office?
Forty-one, or 43% of participants, answered that it depends on the person. Thirty
participants, or 32% say it does not affect their opinion at all. Twenty-four people, or

25% responded that religion affects their opinion a great deal.
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How much does it affect your opinion of a candidate if they are of another religion than
yourself?

Forty-eight participants or 51% answered that it depends on the person. Thirty-eight or
40% said it does not affect their opinion at all. Nine participants, or 9%, said it affects
their opinion of a candidate a great deal.

Do you feel a religious background is necessary to be a good elected official or leader?
Seventy participants, or 74%, answered that no, religious background is not necessary.
Eighteen participants, or 19% answered yes, they feel it is necessary. Seven, or 7%, had
no opinion. The question should have been left at yes or no.

Is it your opinion that morals only come from religious belief?

Eighty-nine participants, or 94% answered no. Four participants, or 4% said yes. Two, or
2%, had no opinion. Again, should have been left at yes or no.

Do you feel religion is necessary to be a good person?

Only 94 of the 95 participants answered this question. Of those, eighty-three or 88% said
not at all. Seven or 7% said a great deal and 4 participants, or 4% had no opinion.

. Are you aware that Article VI of the constitution states that “no religious test shall ever
be required as a qualification to any office or public trust under the United States”?
Fifty-nine participants, or 62% said yes. Thirty-six, or 38% said no. This number is
surprising.

There are currently laws on the books in seven states that bar atheists from holding public
office. Do you agree with these laws?

Eighty-three, or 87% of participants, said no, they do not agree. Twelve, or 13% said yes.



ATHEISM AND ELECTABILITY 15

8.

10.

If you discovered your preferred candidate is an atheist, would it keep you from voting
for him or her?

Seventy-eight, or 82% of the participants, said if they agree with the candidate’s platform
it would not keep them from voting for the candidate. Ten, or 11%, said they would have
to seriously consider their choice. Seven participants, or 7%, said this absolutely would
keep them from voting for the candidate.

Do you think people with beliefs other than yours can be a good leader?

Seventy-eight, or 82% of respondents, answered yes they can be a good leader. Fourteen,
or 15% said that it depends on the situation. Three, or 3%, said no a person with different
beliefs could not be a good leader.

Do you think an atheist could be a good leader?

Eighty-five, or 91% of participants, answered yes. Eight, or 9%, answered no.

Qualitative Data

The following is detailed information collected from the 6 open-ended questions posed in

the online survey. The data is summarized in the response matrix (see data reduction table,

Appendix A)

Qualitative Response Data
1. Based on their answer to question #5, “Do you feel religion is necessary to be a good

person?”, participants were asked to explain why they answered as they did. Responses
from the 83 participants who answered “not at all” included recurring responses that their
view of goodness is based upon acts of compassion, morality, and empathy. Some
expressed that while religion can provide value in life, they believe morality and

goodness stem from human nature, life experience, and kindness toward fellow humans.
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One respondent summed it up by saying, “It’s not what you say or pray. It’s what you do
to help your fellow man that counts.” Those who answered that it mattered “a great deal”
started with one comment, “Religion is not the sole reason for being a good person, it’s

just a good outline,” which was echoed in several other responses.

2. How would you feel if someone you think is a good person tells you they are an
atheist?

The majority opinion, 74 participants or 77%, said their opinion of the person
would not be changed. Comments that were repeated in the responses include that “a

99 6

good person is a good person,” “wouldn’t matter if I like them” and “it’s their choice.”
Twenty-one participants, or 22% voiced concerns for the person, and reflected that these
concerns stem from their own personal beliefs. One participant noted that they would feel

“disappointed and challenged,” and another noted that they think non-believers are “just

being contrary.”

3. Describe what you think an atheist’s beliefs are.

Eighty-five, or 89% of the participants, said that they believe atheists are defined
by their lack of belief in a higher power. Two participants answered that they don’t know
what atheists believe, 3 answered that their beliefs are science-based, 2 believe atheists
are anti-religion, 1 said they do not believe in the afterlife, 1 said it varies, and 1 said they
have no beliefs at all. One participant who identifies as Christian commented “I cannot

fathom what they believe.” One participant identifying as Other said “The term atheist
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simply indicates that a person does not subscribe to a particular religion. It does not,

however, imply that the person is in any way amoral or without spirituality.”

4. Based on the answer to previous question, where did you get that information?

Nearly 47%, or 45 out of 95 participants, said their information about atheists
comes from friends, family or acquaintances in their lives. Twenty-four, or 25%, said that
they have studied religion and belief systems either in school or on their own. Nine
participants, or 9%, answered that their information came from “myself,” and
interestingly 5 of the 9 identified as Christian. Fourteen participants, or 14%, said that

they looked it up in the dictionary. Of those fourteen, all but one identified as Christian.

5. Do you agree with laws that bar atheists from holding office?

Eighty-five of the participants, or 89% of participants, say they do not believe
atheists should be banned from holding office. Most of these cited the constitution and
our nation’s separation of church and state as a reason for their opinion. Additional
comments include “If a person can help run my state or has a vision for our country and
can make a difference then why would what he or she do in private affect that?” Ten
participants, or 10%, objected to atheists holding office, citing religion as a requirement
to properly lead. Reasons stated by these ten participants, 100% Christian identified, are
“I believe in God. Simple as that.” And “We are in a country that is supposed to be

supported by God’s people.”
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Summary
The data collected in this survey seems to show less bias than the researcher

originally thought there might be. In the end, it is overwhelmingly the majority who say
that atheists can be good leaders, they would vote for an atheist candidate, and that there
should not be laws banning atheists from holding public office. Additionally, the 95
participants undoubtedly show an opinion that being a good person does not require
religion and denying that the only source of morality is religion. After reading the review
of literature, these results are all surprising. However, those who expressed distrust or
dislike for atheists held conservative opinions on all the questions, and seemed unlikely

to ever change those opinions simply due to their religious beliefs.
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CHAPTER 5: SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Summary

The focus of this study was researching the preconceived notions about atheists and how
that affects voters’ thoughts on a candidate. A qualitative study was conducted using a random
sample. The survey contained 18 questions including 3 demographic questions along with 10
multiple choice and 5 open ended response questions providing the quantitative data for the
study.

The survey instrument that was used included a demographic section which provided
quantitative data such as age range, religious identity and location of the research subjects. The
demographic results followed expected patterns and provided additional support for the
qualitative data.

Overview of Findings

Research Question One:

Does American society in general expect elected officials to be religious in order to hold office?
Results:

This survey shows that an overwhelming majority, 91%, think an atheist can be a good leader.
When it comes to voting for an atheist, the results vary. Eighty-two percent said they would vote
for their candidate even if the person was revealed to be atheist, but 11% said they would have to
reconsider and 7% said they would absolutely not vote for that candidate. I think in general,
leaders are not expected to be religious; however, people prefer to see religion in their leaders.

Research Question Two:

Does being an atheist change the way someone is viewed by others, particularly those in a

religion, even when the atheist is a moral person?
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Results:

Even those who believe goodness exists inherently find religion to be the best way to teach good
morality. Others in this group believe that being good is not inherent and religion provides the
background. The strongest statement of the seven in this category said simply “Jesus is the way,
the truth and the light. I want my elected officials to believe the same.” Given the religious
makeup of the respondents, there was the expectation that more comments like this would appear
within the qualitative data.

Research Question Three:

In general, will people vote for a candidate regardless of religion or atheism?
Results:
The answers of the 10% who were against atheists in public office seem to corroborate the
opinion in the Edgell, Gerteis, and Hartmann article. In that article, they question whether the
boundary is not so much about religious affiliation as it is the place of religion in our society’s
history, saying, “It is about an understanding that Americans share something more than rules
and procedures, but rather that our understanding of right and wrong and good citizenship are
also shared.” (Hartmann and Gerteis 2005) While the majority opinion in this survey shows that
the constitutional ideal of church state separation is still important, it seems the 10% who dissent
from that opinion do so on the grounds “that atheists are the symbolic representation of one who
rejects the very fabric of American society,” as stated in the Hartmann article.
Implications

Whether or not an atheist or non-religious candidate can be elected is an important issue

in today’s society, given recent uprising of the more conservative, fundamentalist religions. In

the end, it is overwhelmingly the majority who say that atheists can be good leaders, they would
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vote for an atheist candidate, and that there should not be laws banning atheists from holding
public office. Additionally, the 95 participants undoubtedly show a majority opinion that being a
good person does not require religion. After reading the review of literature, these results are all
surprising to the researcher. However, the minority of the participants who expressed distrust or
dislike for atheists had very strong negative opinions which did back up the review of literature
completed for this study. This minority accounts for less than 13% of the group surveyed.
Additionally, this group held the most conservative opinions on all the questions, and seemed
unlikely to ever change their opinion of atheists based on religious beliefs.

Recommendations For Further Study

The findings of this study seem to be conclusive, however there is much to take into
consideration when considering the effects of a person’s religious beliefs and bias. This study
attempted to personalize the word “atheist” by comparing their beliefs to that of someone of a
different religion. Feedback from one participant was that the survey made him think and
actually changed his answer by the end as to whether he would vote for an atheist. One
recommendation for further study is to delve into the Christian population and what their feelings
are about atheist teachers, professors, or other professions that provide leadership potential in a
less personalized manner. More specifically, to break down the Christian category into
denominations to determine which are staunchly anti-atheist.

Another recommendation would be to survey those who identify as atheist with a
qualitative study on any prejudices they have experienced within their work life or personal life
along with some quantitative questions on where their beliefs come from. Along with this, an
interesting comparison might be the number of atheists who were raised as non-believers versus

how many left a religious upbringing and what caused that break.
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Appendix A-Sample Survey

How much does religion affect your opinion of a political candidate running for office?
A great deal

not at all

depends on the person

How much does it affect your opinion of a candidate if they are of another religion than
yourself?

A great deal

Not at all

Depends on the person

Do you feel a religious background is necessary to be a good leader?
Yes

No

No opinion

Is it your opinion that morals only come from religious belief?
Yes

No

No opinion

Do you feel religion is necessary to be a good person?
A great deal

Not at all

No opinion

Based on your previous answer, why or why not?

How would you feel if someone you think is a “good person” tells you they are an
atheist?

In your words, describe what you think an atheist’s beliefs are.




ATHEISM AND ELECTABILITY 24

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Based on your previous answer, describe where you get this information?

Are you aware that Article VI of the constitution states that “No religious test shall ever
be required as a qualification to any office or public trust under the United States”?
Yes

No

There are currently laws on the books in seven states that bar atheists from holding
public office. Do you agree with these laws?

d

Based on your answer to the previous question, explain why or why not?

If you discovered your candidate is an atheist, would it keep you from voting for
him/her?

a. Absolutely

b. Not if | agree with the candidate’s platform

c. I'd have to seriously consider before voting

Do you think people with beliefs other than yours can be a good leader?
a. Yes

b. No

c. Depends on the situation

Do you think an atheist could be a good leader?
a. Yes

b. No

c. Depends on the situation

Thank you for your answers. In order to properly analyze the results, I have to know a few
things about you. All answers are confidential.

16.

How do you identify with regard to religion? (choices)
a. Buddhist

Catholic

Christian

Jewish

Atheist

Non-believer

Buddhist

Other

S@m o a0 T
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17. What is your age?

18.

a.

®oo o

16-20
21-35
36-45
46-60
60 and up

Where do you currently reside?

S0 Qa0 oo

United States-Southern state
United States-Western state
United States-Other

Canada

U.K.

Other

25
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Appendix B-Data Reduction Matrix
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Thery e enconstitutonal,
unssforceabie, wnd l-advied

adigon b ot the aok reanon for being Evaryone shodd be gves an wqual
# good person, s justes good cutline | 1s thedr cholon, | dont Judge ot They belerws thure b no God My dud cpportunity
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Atheist friends word of mouth
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By turming wway peopis becsuve of thel
relgioa or roncwlighous beleh, we ww
not goleg o make them become
relgloa. If wsything, it will only pah
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Iadher.

1 don't thisk you seed to bu religos to
B decant hurmes. | abio don't think
ht just becasse you are religous you
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1 wonshd foml completely Indfferent. As
lorg o they're & good person, that's ol
that mutters to me.

It would not changs mry oplalon of that
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Mords are whit you were rebied and
taught with. Not somuthing you ke
through church. & doesa’t teku u god to
ke you know rght from weosg
sumber end to have & good heart.
That's baowed on your cherscter
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nothing bigger b motion thas hurmes
sctioma.

| think they probebly very dugesding on
the Individual, bat | would say the key
part of Wl wthubest bediefs is that thers is
o “God®. They belwwe that we wers
ot brogght Into exbitencs, and through|
sorme netur el phenomens became mon|
then simply animabs.

An athasst doss not Balleve that thars b
higher powwr. An atheint Selleves that)
ww arw born, we die, and that s it

The o | know just do not belkews s
God. They Bedlevs in belag & good
person and dolag the right thing esd
ving thedr e Is those musners

That veries widedy. Tha term "athaist™
simply indicatees that & person dosas not
subiscr Be to 4 particuler sdigion. it does|
ek, however, [mply that tha perion b
I arry way amceal or without
spiritualty.

Atheist do not belwws in sy ndighon.
They do not Sedlevs in M after your
body dies.

Gurmred chervation

1t In the dictionary.

1 used to comider myislf an wthuist. Now
1'm not sure wht | bulew, but religon
b mot sommthing that's important 1o me
0 | don't spend & lot of time pondering
L1

1 would say that mawt of my information
comen from my e wperkencen.

1 looked op what an athebt sctuslly wis
oncw whaen | wis & Sesnager. Now, ai en
adadt, | burew 4 better graap on the
stustion.

My friands

1 havwe sperit u gt desd of oy Mwon e
spirituad journey. Mach of that jourmney
has Irvobmed Indupth comvenation with
vy pesers, sy of whom cormbdes
themsehees to b wthebits. | abo do my
fulr sharw of reading on the topke of
religlon, or keck tharsof, both s peint
and onlise I order 10 further my
wducation on the subject.

Rundiag of text during a relglon
wducation dass it & public aniversiy.
Aho Srough dhcanaions with friends
who are thebits
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Beciive those bews are
Uscomatitutional and should be stricken
from thoue states’ statutes.

Redigon shoud not dictats who you ane.
Theerw arw pood Ohristiarn and thers arv
wood atheists.

| don't think that being as atheist would
charge your ablity 3 hold & political
officn, or your ability to perform the
dutinns of that office.

Govwrnmsnt b suppoied to be separets
from charch, I this b traly the goul,
then wiy would somecne's relighon
wan come up In the qualfications for
the office? | had no ides that thew
werw arry lows pertalning to this, |
Wways waumed that If separetion of
charch and state wes 4 rewd thing, then
thers would bu no lews that contradict
this.

Theerw should be 4 divide In state and
relgion

We wrw & nation without seligou rule.
Therwfore, & person's personed wet of
relgioa, spirftual, or morad bediefs
should In no sy affect hbs or her
wiigitdity as our nation's leader. The
short wsswer, though, b dmply thee
thors laws wrw - by dufinition -
uncormtitutional.

1 do not bedbevs that sy dtioen shoud
be withheld from runsiag and beisg
whected to 4 public offics by its
comatituents based on religion Seceass
there s e religious freedom in this
country that b protected by federd low

When this country was Sounded they
detirmined tharw should be spareion
of churdh and state. This | bellew
should be the case. | am & Cheiitian, bat
| don't fesd that redigon should be &
regairement to hold es office. If1
Wlowed mry Sudiefs 10 dictite my sctions

et ewliglows. Although smyssdf, | am | ooy for them asd continue 1o be | Fronl ien athadst Is somuone who dosan't| From the research and spesking with my | i an slected official | am obsioaly not
Chrivtien. el Dabrwn in u higheer power. Frivnch whom are atheds. repraenting the peosie wel.
1 DONT CARE. THERE BELIEFS ARE THERE OWN. 1S MY OWN NO | DON'T AGREE WITH THAT LAW.
They don't belsrws therw s & sevicr.
When we die, we dle. Or we lvw on Is
Pl thelk cholen ancther way. From ower hesring It dosan't mutter
| wouskd think that he/she & bleued 1o
Budny good b sot hherest; & neligous | be o good d hogs thet s sald that an stheist s,
backy s e tha founds of | sormediy He would b & part of his/her | “therw s no God " wed ws sgnantc s,
“belng good®. e "1 hope ther boso God,” Oh, | reed & somewhers., Fairmecis, | suppons...
without i belief In & Nigher religous
A good person comses from how you ae | Religon dossn't makes you & geod that belirwes in & higher powr this country wia founded on
ratued bued purson power bat not ey a divine & fir h vith peogple th s be o morsdes
Hight and weong, good esd bed, sre sot
shely duw 1o rwliglon A ronceligion Church wnd stute shoud be separate.
perion knows the difference and ] rrything dfferent. Redigion shoud not be making the lews.
atrive 0 Bve & good [ife without religon. | Might be cose to them. They do not bedlevw in & higher beirg. | Atheia friends. or ruling politiclan.
Swing taughtt right ind wrong ces come Largedy dus 10 the previouly died
In musrry comexts other Suen ver comatitutional lack of rndigion
fom holy books. The s as | fult before Therw Is no God. Urssure. regatrements
Radighon hus proves 1o maks more bed d ¥ think for W ierw baryoned thae tirmmes of religoss
than good. yorsdf Schuncn not fulsehoods Practicing athets parsecation yet some w8l cling to it
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Prcp can be decent withoot havieg
Jusan In thedr e, but soem of o are
ood mouh without Hes. Thandore,
pecph can hane good quadithes, but
lnowing the O Try “ 1 would peay for b 1| cannot fthom what thery believi | |1 havw no buds for ballefs of an athubit, |
difference. ultimately buing "good” b ! d bu pretty arrogar B dly In Jesas.
& would be ssler to tell what they do
Whiks religion can be & good jumpleg off| ot balene, which b s follown:
point, | fesd you can sl leen e Thers is 0o "supreme baing” that
Aiffsrence betweses right wsd wrong by crmatind |1fe or the unihvirse. Thers [s 00 || have seversd fnds who dentify
Barvding strong robe models end jus Husrwwn or Hedl, just Earth. Wh diw | th o Anwbits wnd we talk about
tryfrg £ ba i decsent haman beleg, My opinion of th d not ch e arw dend, The wnd. .
1 enow a lot of rediglows people who e
hypocrites. | think & Sk good parests
and farmilly to bring op & good penon.
Good weamphe fer wxcend ndigloun
trening. e thet. They beliwe in no god. A dicsionary.
A person's mothretion for being &
“moral” person and dolag thedr best to
serww others dosan’t hawe to be the
reault of & religous background. Good
peoph comm from Wl kinds of
Backyyrounds and wpbrisgrgp.
Commraaly, just because sommons soys | That & thel personal busineeys and High school and colbege clasue.
They arw “rlghoun” dosent t mean By | hen no effiect on whether they ew They do not befleve In God o cther Specificully philcsophry snd Erglnh
are necsarly & good persos. ood person of not. spiritual belsg. clasie.
Therw is & dfferwace between belsg
religious end bring more. Some of the
ment lmmonal people | hews known
werw religious snd the most ok Rual Loww them whers they are s thels Yo lhve this [fe becease It's the only one
ever W Irnide 4 church, Joarnary Yoo gt Parsoned wxowrience
Therw s & lot of terribie peogle who
claim to be Yine Christiam”. Standing |
- parigge dowsn’t make you 4 Maroedes
iy more than wtanding in & church Yous can stil be & good person without | They don't belwws 0w highe sower o
makus you & Owistlen twbeving in God. an wherife Atheists ['ve known.
There can be ssany keowks 1o the
dhwrwscs of wthebim, bt fosndaticnal
s the badlef that God, Gods, o an Wl
1 belurvn thiet oo s 4 good persos 1 wonskd shadon thuer hand, and give thiee | bnowiog, omnpotent sprtad gulde
Bucind on thek behavior, not what & martin, or 4 Shirkey Temple, whatever | dos not sdst For s, Ladd tosaly
religiou dctutes one has been thelr fancy, and congratulete them on | doa s belwes 0 luce, s wliife, Common seros wnd schentific
subjected to. | owning thel bediefs. eincarsation, souls of strology. wxploration.
Pucphe comm from wl walks of life. You
can be & kind haarted person, & pensen
peoph trunt wad rely on, 4 persen who
ook arousd wnd sees what seeds to be
dom or tukan care of and newer stup They do

foot In a churdh o profes futh in &
Bigher being. Thes b scripture thet seys
you will b judged o your goods works

B dosen't change who Sy arw of | how
foud about thams. | will pray for thass.

Not Selleve in God Bhary do howwer
Sabeww In the Big Bang Sheory. Schenoe
rules

w ¢ wll born with &
rvligon

Moras can be taught without religion
Sucauis therw are somu people that do
not seed to be told by relglon to be &
#ood person. They jest feel it and do t.

opinion If | know/Ted they are & good

it's called humanity. person.
Swing 4 good person dosan't regakes
religion Good for them
Acwy onm can chooss 10 be good.
Goodneas doss not maks one religous | Agaln, goodnes does not mesn &
of non-relighous. peerson is religous.
Sorme of the worst end mast Judgrsental
peopi | have wer known dedmed to be
religow. Thary weerw 50 msan to those | Why doss & matter 777 Asyone cen be &
Shary fult weerw burseath them becaum of| d 't .
color or rdigion. UGH ared NOT harvs 20 b religoun.
Then | would wembracs them for the
pmrson thary are regeedess. God dosan't
1§ don't bulleve In d apood person, Your sctions.
| foml 2t has no plece In polities
1 woukd fewl they are missing cut on s
Your wctions determslon what bad of | greatier purposs end fesl sad for them,
person you ww, sot wherw o Fyou go | snoe | keow that e extends beyond
10 charch, death.
Good behaior Is 4 learned noposse
and panmnts o wil i culturd
Buckggrounds affuct personalty snd Sad. Budievieg In & bigher powsr hedps
Luwbardor. with pavthve cutiook.

God b sot

nte | Happy they Jurta It for yourself b
twcaunm of poing to do It for you
Wonddn't be surprived No Sedbef in a god
Wondd not bother me or change my

No higher being, mo 1Fe after death

They don't belirws in the god others do.

An athaist doss not Belleve In God.

That thers 5 no higher Seing o powwr
that b in control of the usivers

| bedbevn an wthmist dosan't buy Into that)
& "Bigher” sowsr b I comtrol. The
persons 5.

Gurmrad discusilons with people and
wrhiat | huve read through be years

| Atheist friends of mine

1 don'’t remember

Formed from hessing peophe spesk of
athedsm and meeting athebits and

Bstaniog to what thedr views ww.

fow

Just taldng with athebts.

Rundiog magesios and nesarch

My thoughts_and what | reed

Barrig the current sockl cleee of
separation of church and state, the
foundurs of this country never meant
foor that 80 be takun 1o this kv, Thery
were running from the des that ome
church could be & govming body,

el iy P

\;'mnmhhl

Onar's religion b not & quablying factor
of one's ability to perform public office
dutiun.

Rudigiou bediefs or no ndighous belets
should not be & litmes test 1o hold
office.

A persen should sot bu judped by
others bued on thek personal belef =
has no bearing on how wedl they wil
perform thel job.

Rudigion b sot reoessary 10 leed

Budeving I God dowan't mean you'll do
apoad job. Sunday msoming Sn't saually
i work duy for public officias.

| would no mone-so agres with & lew
that stated thee one munt be Chriwtias,
Munlim, Sewish, o Pagas 1o hold office
than S wecluslon of someons besed on
thedr lack of bedief In ghost stores and
Imignary baders. it Is brational,
Incombitent and dhcriminatory.

Why would bedng an athedst stasd in his
wiy of dolng & jobs B wes elected 1o do
Right and wrong is Is & person's heart
not ks & Book

Becsse religlous preferensce should not
matter in ordur 3 hold office

Frewdom of néigon should rfer to not
only all redigom but leck of religion &
weil

Rudigon has no placs s gowersment

Just becwase someons b athlest it dows
not maks them a good or bad person

Theerw should be 4 complets wnd tote!
separation of church ind state

Because someons’s religon or lack
thers of should have wnythisg to do
with thedr JOB

They "
They

aftairs " h " "

mhhd.v:nn-hm.

From the definition and orgin of fores the
werd o Shuist, not bedleving In 2 god Incihdchanl nthe "
A e thart a highwer power dows not | all, common serae. If sommone doss | to the states. Wil | donot think it b a
wxist wnd that cur weiitunce bagan from | believ in some sort of bigher powsr, | good policy, If thery have that rue on
#w mutations that evolved from that would be 4 god of sorts and thelr bocks, then thet state's peophe
o ff therefore i sot an atheit. shodd remove it, sot & sendate.
1t Is D Lo th states 20 ke thelr own
The world b controlled by nature._and dechlons. This b not the powsr of the
the crwation wia sot & gt from God, | Observation of friends and Frdural hae chechubon:
Bt Just a chance of suture. acquantences. foor the states.
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The bibie, jost kidding. Lfw wnd sweys
bearning.

Rudigion and goodneas e sot | An athedst doss not Bedleww In the
SyNoaymouL. 1 wonskd not be surpried wxivtencs of god
40d, and probably not an whtecife. They
bubeve in this wality s the
oy obsarvable truth th -
They diffier from an mgrostic in that an
| think many religiou peophe ane vy agcntic luawves open the pensbiity of
Immordd in thedr actions, while meny there being 4 god,
non religious people act wery morally. | 1d think they were L can't ity
Budnyg 4 sedf-procidmed nelgous
person, dosnt irily wquete fowk e wh
bedng a "good person.” Pecphe hew athebats. Actions are more Important to
dons helnouw things In the same of rrwe than what relighon someone cldma | An st doss sot Sl In the
religon. 10 wdbwre o, sadvtence of God or 4 supreme being.
Radigion bn't an inherestly good or bad
Ehlegg; It s uvedd by people, in my
opinion, 1o usderstand the workd 1 wonskd feml no differently then If they
wroend them. It 50t the dltisete hued told me they were Mormon, o That thers is no highe sower - o God
wathority on whet b monsd or cormect. | bilamie, or Christlan, wte. or God-Mlos figure wests.
Sarmm wary They Sullevwe in therrudvwes
Bucauis thousands of crimen huve been
committed in the name of God.
Sometimes people tuos religous belefs | 2 would not change my opinlon about | An st don't beleve 0 B wdstincs
200 wxtreme. iy har of aGod
Happern all the time. F'm ok with
that.I'm & peeacher’s kd thet has «
hseadthry respwct for Juus and his Iy theists
tachings, But the bible s montly bul thedr spii
V' nct ndigous and I'm good.. Lol s of w relighous figare..
So No bediufs

Cortain Vidues wnd morshs defios & good
person

A purson can be good for goodemss
sadon. Empathy, honesty, and kindness
do not depend upon relglous study or
tralning.

Belng & good person comes from
within, It's your morals, charscter, and
own ballefs. Religion can't crmate that
Yo do not heve % be 4 religious persen)
20 hurwe good morals. 1ot seopiv e
wiry you wiest 1o be trested wnd heve &
kind woed for peophel

1 don't bl religion b NECESSARY to
B a good person. Truly “good secpie”
don't meed tha restrictions of u relgos
10 reglute thels Seburdor.. they are
intadlgurnt, remcning, and wif-
disciplined to behavw sppropciutely.

A good heart comen from within not
wxtwrnal isfluences

Jusan Is the wy, the truth, snd the Ight.)
| want rrry whectind officials 8o belevw thel
e

religion dos not muke the perscn good
o bad. & sensw of spiritusity wsd

Burmasity arw fuctons bs being good or

Sud
| think of ndigions as traditiom,
scmerthing Iarmed bascaly

Much of "morality” Is bused on cultural
norms. Religion can be only & small
part of thet. Actually, morne wrongs

B Been comenitted under the “gube”
of ndigon. So & leck of religion muy
e provide moes tokerence for others.
You can be amaring with or without
religion.

Though moral standerds mury form in
Individush based on ruligioun
wpbringleg and standards, | dont

Dowsa't Bother me. My Seat friesd &

| worahd be fust fine with that. | would
wapecially llee that they shared this
Information with me.

Bulng athedst dows not taks swwy from
g 4 good person. | wodkd gt to
know them better

It would not change my oplsion of that
person

1t dowsa’t Bother me in the et
withough | em cariow wiy they Sellevw
o thary do. junt as e corfous about
wrvy bedbef syntum.

' ok with It We can beree & ffrsnces.
of oplrion and ballefs and 2l be
frivndh.

Dissppolated snd chalinged.

flose 1t s there choion to Belleve therw b
1o higher powsr but thary cun hawe
ompenabon for hamanty

| think thary're Just baerg contrary.

They are urtithed 1o thedr ows opinlom.

Flow

Sachovw mcealty formn theougs wigion

More cowsr to you.

They do not befleve tharw b & higher
power.

An athaist doss not Bellevw in the
satstence of  higher being

They hawe different belefs about higher

powwn, cwation...

An athaist dosan’t belwws in ws active
godfcreator, o s vorme coun, ~o

sodfcreator.

Rundiag sbout ndigion and philaogphy,
and tukeing some coluge s in
relgion.

From sthuits that | know or havw
known.

That bs how | fisl s somecne who
belives bs something but sot in redigion,
100 heman.

U wxperiences.

U exp

1 lesrmsed this theough word of mouth,
and the dctionary.

Atheist frbends

Redigoa studan when | win warching
Ve nelgons of the workd.

Sepwration of charch and stats b & good
e, Titdees lks athuint or relighous
should have no baring on hold & public
offic.

| thindk they are cutdated, redicdous,
wnd viclate the seperation of dhurch
nd stae.

Apwrson's abllty to bu wn effective
publc officed is not dugsendent on thair
relgioa beliehs

1t goes ingalast Amsericns Combitationd
rights.

the mun thing |s If the person b honest
nd wants to werk for the greater good,
wnd that dowsat come from rdigious
belwrwns, It comes from thae heart.

| don't think we should be biss for
others peophe's bedlefs.

Srew Americs b the medting pot of the
workd | don't thisk If's secesury for one
0 hurvw strong rdighous beluts b ordur
o lfill job duties.
Saparation church asd state
Bahavior over bedlefs

Bt religion dosin't define &
periom morsls wad nteligence.

| igainat daceimisation of wsy kisd, and
| dom't lew statses belog mone restrictive
than Sues what Is lid cut In the
Constituton.

It s mot redevient o postionjob
perdcemance

In recent years, rodigion has become
moes pewwalent in politics, 10 & polst
where It's become & Mindrascs wsd
detriment 1o the dally functionieg of our
publc offices (wee Kim Davis). | would
Bl 0 sew mone nos-relglos people bs
peblc office with the hopw thee
Inteligence and reasoring wil prevel

Therw is no highes powser than his o Rudigion or dbasnce therwof Is not &
harsedf Myl st et forr srmrecee 10 run for ot
Do not bedbeve thers 5 4 God. Did not look it up. God b & mequinement.
by to 4 Sew athiits. though | dobe
that Wl fesl the same sbout ewrything
Jast as followrs of & ndiglon muy not all
the one qesd e for wthubits 5 the shuew the sarmm belfs we ol have e
Dbl therw b oo higher powsr. that | will t firm cur own thoughts and
[wo)esan controbs detiny, thoughss, dewlatu fr 1w e Bt separation of hurch nd staee
My sndurstunding [s that an atheist From hesig th of th d | B " Bt
dhoses ot bubeve In i higher powsr. athadst over the ey quad Fied for office.
This country ws based upon tolerance
An athaist badleves thers i3 no highe for all withost regard to sy rdighon or
power or God From rmy shiter who Is s atheis. lack thurwcf.
They don't beluwe in wsy higher powsr. | Education. It's berwdurvarnt.
That's ridiculous. That's dscrimination.
They do not Sefleve & higher sower b from Individusls | know who| I'd les 10 know for whet ressons these
resdded 10 jaatify e, conakder themsehves athisats. Lewes worw Cowted.



Rudigion should not dictats knowing
right from wrong. | don't do someehing
Becaune wome mystarious buing b
watching and will punish o reward
me..) do It Becauw | ksow It's right.
Radigion & personal prefunescs, sot
morals

| hurww kncwn people with good values,
morals, & charscter who were not
a s

wry privats
pecphe develop the attribaten that muked
them & good perion from marnry things
e T g hon- thser utore,
parents, schoadl et

Mords are & code balk Ineo us,
therwfors rligion can shape them, but
therw ww fusdamentad right and wrong
actions.

Athebum never started & war

Good morsls or wthics doa't just comm
for thove that ww relighous.

ATHEISM AND ELECTABILITY

Yooy | Becaase & dowsa’t mutter i thay
wrw s athedst o whatwser.

Someone | loww sctoudly did tedl e that,
1 92l lowe them!

1 pray for tham, us | cannct inegine
etting the tough times without God

1 wockdn't fusd wsy dffesent sbout them|
o u pood penson

Woudkdnt bother me.

| worahd fowl ol

Flowe. Personally held nedigious belufs
turve 20 beearing 0 how | fed about
them as 4 penon.

An athasst dosan’t hold the bullef of &
rmyaterios godiks beleyg

Thers i3 no highe sower.

They do not bedlevs in God or anry other
e

they don't Sallewe In sy organiaed
digion

They belurw in tha absence of 4 higher
powsr wnd the thecry of sence
Jentify il things

Thers is no big man b the sky watchisg
i or pugpeteering (that's totally &
word) the harmarn. Thay belbews you
should be 4 geod person becaus it's
whit you should do. Not becauss thay
don't mant 10 go 10 hell.

That beisg & dick sa't cool & don't need
God to sl them that.

Through my education: readisg, schosl
research, friend

That b MY bedief.

From my upbrdrging

A IFslong seudy of peopie

From belng frisnds with peophe that
wars not reved s me.

The athedsts that | know.
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Redigon should not matter Is politica o
Rowernmenl. ever.

Discrimisation.
| thisk that we hures 1o be carvfud about

who's rdighon ww we going o scoapt as
Indiidusds. For lratance, would YOU

politics and religion should be s perate
fundamentally

Your Futh" or “rdighon”™ should have no
wifect on abilty o seve

Wi e talkiog about the lew. Do what

the Lew says and hadp caerry out the bew

Dowsin't matter whee religon or spiritusl
bbby you heve

Sepuration of charch & state.

10- for law
S agurat
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Appendix C-Quantitative Bar Charts

1. How much does religion affect your opinion of a political candidate running for office?
95 out of 85 people answered this question

1 It depends on the person
2 Not at all

3 A great deal

2. How much does it affect your opinion of a candidate if they are of another religion than yourself?
95 out of 95 people answered this question

1 Depends on the person
2 Not at all

3 A great deal

3. Do you feel a religious background is necessary to be a good elected official or leader?
95 out of 95 people answered this question

1 No
2 Yes
3 No opinion

4 Isit your opinion that morals only come from religious belief?
95 out of 95 people answered this question

1 No
2 Yes

3 No opinion

5. Do you feel religion is necessary to be a good person?
94 out of 85 people answered this question

1 Not at all

https://tinfoilmagnolia typeform com/report/clWmLu/zQtD Mtypeform-print=1 &typeform-cache=0

41/43%

30/ 32%

24 | 25%

481 51%

38/ 40%

9/9%

70/ 74%

187/19%

717%

89/94%

4/4%

212%

83/88%
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10.

11.

13.

2 Agreat deal T17%

3 No opinion 4/4%

Are you aware that Article VI of the constitution states that “No religious test shall ever be required as a qualification
to any office or public trust under the United States™?
95 out of 95 people answered this question

1 Yes 59/62%

2 No 36 /38%

There are currently laws on the books in seven states that bar atheists from holding public office. Do you agree with
these laws?
95 out of 95 people answered this question

1 No 83/87%

2 Yes 121 13%

If you discovered your preferred candidate is an atheist, would it keep you from voting for him/her?
95 out of 95 people answered this question

1 Notif | agree with the candidate's platform 78 182%
2 | would have to seriously consider before voting 10/11%
3 Absolutely T717%

14. Do you think people with beliefs other than yours can be a good leader?

15.

95 out of 95 people answered this question

1 Yes 78182%
2 Depends on the situation 14/ 15%
s No 3/3%

Do you think an atheist could be a good leader?
93 out of 95 people answered this question

https://tinfoil lia typeform /Tep TWmLu/gQeD Mtypeform-print=1 &typeform-cache=0
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L6. How do you identify with regard to religion?
95 out of 95 people answered this question

57 160%

18/19%

8/8%

T17%

313%

212%

0/0%

17. What is your age?
94 out of 95 people answered this question

s
e a1
e

o

37139%%

221 23%

9/10%

16-20 0/0%

18. Where do you currently reside?
95 out of 95 people answered this question

85/89%

2 -sma.om 717%

3 .medsmea.wmnm 3/3%

4

Canada 0/0%

hrtps-/it

'2QtD Mtypeform-print=1&typeform-cache=0 34
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s Other

0/0%

0/0%
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