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Is the God of the Old Testament
a Moral Monster?

Part 1

What is God like? The answer depends on who you ask. If you ask me, I think
the God of the Bible is a loving, gracious, merciful, all-powerful father. If you
ask Richard Dawkins, he would probably refer you to his book The God
Delusion where he has painted for us the following vivid portrait of God:

“The God of the Old Testament is arguably the most unpleasant character in all
fiction: jealous and proud of it; a petty, unjust, unforgiving control-freak; a
vindictive, bloodthirsty ethnic cleanser; a misogynistic, homophobic, racist,
infanticidal, genocidal, filicidal, pestilential, megalomaniacal, sadomasochistic,
capriciously malevolent bully.”[1]

I would like to believe that Dawkins’ portrait is quite different from the portrait
most people would paint.  However, the ratio seems to be reversing.  More
and more people seem to be buying into this re-defined portrait.  The shift is
undeniable.  In his book God in the Dock, C.S. Lewis used a courtroom
analogy to convey how things have changed:

“The ancient man approached God (or even the gods) as the accused person
approaches his judge. For the modern man, the roles are quite reversed. He is
the judge: God is in the dock. He is quite a kindly judge; if God should have a
reasonable defense for being the god who permits war, poverty, and disease,
he is ready to listen to it. The trial may even end in God’s acquittal. But the
important thing is that man is on the bench and God is in the dock.”[2]
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Part 1

I have no doubt that if CS Lewis were writing today, he would say that the
verdict is out, the trial is over, and God has been found guilty as charged.
However, for the honest Christian, the questions that matter most are not about
how many people embrace the new portrait, or whether Dawkins has issues
with God, but rather: what are the arguments presented in support of such a
hostile view of God and do the arguments have any merit? Or as Paul Copan
phrases the question in the title of his recent book, Is God a Moral Monster?[3]

The ProblemThe Problem

The problem is as important to the non-believer as it is to the believer. For the
non-believer, it is an obstacle towards coming to faith. For the believer, it
threatens to dethrone God from His place in their hearts. The case against
God seems to be based on numerous Old Testament stories that seem to
portray a God that does not seem praise-worthy. If God is really loving and all-
knowing and perfect, how could He issue a command such as the following in
Deut. 7:1-2[4]

When the Lord your God brings you into the land which you go to possess,
and has cast out many nations before you, the Hittites and the Girgashites and
the Amorites and the Canaanites and the Perizzites and the Hivites and the
Jebusites, seven nations greater and mightier than you, and when the Lord
your God delivers them over to you, you shall conquer them and utterly destroy
them. You shall make no covenant with them nor show mercy to them.
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Or this one Dt. 13:6-9

If your brother, the son of your mother, your son or your daughter, the wife of
your bosom, or your friend who is as your own soul, secretly entices you,
saying, ‘Let us go and serve other gods,’ which you have not known, neither
you nor your fathers, of the gods of the people which are all around you, near
to you or far off from you, from one end of the earth to the other end of the
earth, you shall not consent to him or listen to him, nor shall your eye pity him,
nor shall you spare him or conceal him; but you shall surely kill him; your hand
shall be first against him to put him to death, and afterward the hand of all the
people.

And we can site many other passages in the Old Testament that pose similar
challenges to the image of God. This type of violence in the Old Testament
raises two very serious questions that must not be ignored, because they
undermine Christianity. 

The first question we must consider deals with God’s worthiness of worship. Is
the God of the Bible worthy of our worship? George F. Thomas, who taught
philosophy of religion at Princeton, said that the number one obstacle to faith in
God is the problem of evil. And the number two objection to faith is unworthy
conceptions of God.[5]  If God is truly guilty of the tirade of accusations
presented by Dawkins and company then most people would find Him unworthy
of worship. Dallas Willard is on mark when he argues that,
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“The acid test for any theology is this: Is the God presented one that can be
loved, heart, soul, mind, and strength? If the thoughtful, honest answer is; “Not
really,” then we need to look elsewhere or deeper. It does not really matter
how sophisticated intellectually or doctrinally our approach is. If it fails to set a
lovable God—a radiant, happy, friendly, accessible, and totally competent
being—before ordinary people, we have gone wrong.”[6]

This is clearly a critical issue because the Bible tells us that God is a being that
can be loved with the entirety of our being. We must be able to love God with
everything about us including our mind.

The second question is equally important. Is the Bible trustworthy? The attack
is not only on God’s character, but also against the Bible itself.  Christopher
Hitchens minces no words in providing his opinion on the irrelevance of the
Bible,

The Bible does give warrant for trafficking in humans, for ethnic cleansing, for
slavery, for bride price, for indiscriminate massacre, but we are not bound by
any of it because it was put together by crude uncultured human mammals.[7]

How do we respond to such a tirade? In an attempt to defend God, many are
willing to discredit the Bible. They argue that the Bible must be wrong about
God or that some passages must not be considered inspired or worse yet,
some passages in the Bible are erroneous. However, any defense of God that
undermines the Bible directly undermines Christianity as well.  If we cannot
trust some portions of the Bible, we cannot trust any of it.  It is either God’s
Word or it is not. So, how do we approach this question? Let us begin.
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Responding to the Question: Is God a Moral Monster?Responding to the Question: Is God a Moral Monster?
The first step in responding to any argument is to analyze the question. We
often waste precious time attempting to answer invalid questions. Other times
we misunderstand the question and respond to something other than what the
critic is inquiring about.  This particular question assumes an absolute moral
standard and then accuses God of falling short of it. This immediately presents
a problem, because it is very difficult to account for an absolute moral standard
without the existence of the very God that is being dismissed as non-existent.
 In other words, the same argument that is being used to argue that God does
not exist depends on God’s existence for its validity.  While the question is self-
defeating in this regard, we must address the underlying issue itself. The real
question is: “What kind of a God is the God of the Bible?” That will be the
focus of this series of articles.    

Although the task before us is daunting, it is both necessary to engage the
arguments and to do so without compromising neither the worthiness of God
nor the trustworthiness of the Bible.  During the next few weeks we will
consider this question in detail and present a biblically and theologically sound
defense of God. My goal is to provide answers that are both rational and
intellectually satisfying. I don’t pretend to solve every problem, but rather to
provide arguments that prove Dawkins’ portrait is a misrepresentation of God
and allow for us to know and love God with all of our being—including our
minds. 
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In next week’s article we will argue that many of the difficulties presented in the
Old Testament regarding God’s character can be resolved by understanding
the difference between God’s role in the cosmos and ours. God is not subject
to morality in the same sense that you and I are.

[1] Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (New York: Houghton Mifflin, 2006),
31.

[2] C.S. Lewis, God in the Dock: Essays on Theology and Ethics (Grand
Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1970), 244.

[3] Paul Copan, Is God a Moral Monster? Making Sense of the Old Testament
God (Grand Rapids: Baker Books, 2011).

[4] All Bible passages are quote in New King James Version

[5] As quoted by John Njoroge in his workshop titled: “Violence in the OT” at
the National Apologetics Conference in Charlotte, N.C. October, 2012.

[6] Dallas Willard, The Divine Conspiracy: Rediscovering Our Hidden Life in
God (San Francisco: Harper San Francisco, 1998), 329.

[7] Christopher Hitchens, God Is Not Great: How Religion Poisons Everything
(New York: Hachette Book Group, 2007), 102.
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Part 2

Chris got into a lot of trouble yesterday and he wants you to help him figure out
why. It all started as he woke up, got dressed, drove down Pennsylvania
Avenue and parked in a spot with a sign that read: “Reserved for the President
of the United States. ” Then he walked into the White House and headed
straight into the Oval Office. He took off his shoes, loosened his tie and walked
behind a big beautiful desk that had a nameplate which read, “Barack Hussein
Obama, President of the United States.” He noticed that the mail server was
left open on the computer monitor and he began to read many interesting
emails from Senators, Congressmen, and foreign Heads of State.  It was really
fun responding to those emails. However, he kept getting interrupted by the
continuous ringing of the president’s phone. He answered some of the calls,
penciled in several appointments on the huge desk calendar, and agreed to
sign several important pieces of legislation.  While he was at it, he vetoed
several pieces of legislation that were on the desk and signed others into law.
That’s when the Secret Service came storming in and seemed really upset at
him. He doesn’t understand why!  He did exactly what President Obama would
do. “Aren’t we both human beings?” he asked. “Why is it ok when Obama does
it and not when I do it?” he asked the arresting officer. “I think it’s wrong that I
should be punished for doing something that someone else can do without
getting in trouble!” he argued with the judge.

What’s wrong with Chris’ rationale? Why is his argument wrong? Why can’t he
go into Obama’s office and answer the president’s calls or respond to his
emails, or perform other presidential responsibilities?
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Is the God of the OldIs the God of the Old
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Part 2

We all understand that the President of the United States has the authority to
do many things that we cannot do.  Because of the president’s role as the
Commander in Chief, his responsibilities are far greater than those of any
ordinary citizen. What Chris fails to understand is that responsibilities are
dependent on roles. Although the president and Chris are both human beings—
they have different roles. Obviously, the responsibilities that accompany their
roles are also quite different.  Nobody would disagree that there are certain
things the President can do that are not considered wrong, but would definitely
be wrong if we did them.

The same can be seen in the contrast between the roles and responsibilities of
parents and their children. We have all heard our children ask why they have to
go to bed early and we get to stay up late. How is that fair?  We understand
that we have different roles and responsibilities. We can cross the street
whenever we feel like it and they can’t do it unless they are holding our hand. 
Besides, if I did what my small children did all the time we would have starved
to death, because eating, sleeping, and playing doesn’t get the rent paid nor
does it put food on the table. Those are my responsibilities, not theirs.  We are
not expected to behave in the exact manner as our children—that is not our
role.
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Likewise, God is not subject to morality in the same way that you and I are. 
As the creator and sustainer of the universe and everything in it, God has
responsibilities that are exclusive to His position. The same way we don’t have
a problem understanding that the President can do things we cannot and
parents can do things kids cannot—we need to understand that God can do
things we cannot. This is precisely how the Bible presents God to us. The
Westminster Confession of Faith does a great job in describing God’s role and
responsibilities thoroughly,

God, the great Creator of all things, doth uphold, direct, dispose, and govern
all creatures, actions, and things, from the greatest even to the least, by his
most wise and holy providence, according to his infallible foreknowledge and
the free and immutable counsel of his own will, to the praise of the glory of his
wisdom, power, justice, goodness, and mercy. [1]
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God vs. ManGod vs. Man
As the ultimate authority over His creation, there are things God can do and
are not considered evil that would be evil if we did them. Numerous Old
Testament passage are misunderstood because the interpreter demands that
God’s actions be limited by human roles and responsibilities, much like the child
that asks, “how come you don’t have to go to bed, dad?”[2]  For example,
when God accepts worship it is a very good thing. However, when humans
receive worship it is often called idolatry. There are a number of passages in
the Bible that make this abundantly clear. Even angels refuse to be worshiped.
Worship is reserved only for God. He is the only one that is truly worthy of
worship.  When man chooses to give worship to something other than God, he
is usurping what belongs exclusively to God. Not only is this unacceptable, but
it is also foolish. The Apostle Paul points this out in Romans 1:22-25 (NKJV),

“  Professing to be wise, they became fools,  and changed the glory of the
incorruptible God into an image made like corruptible man—and birds and four-
footed animals and creeping things.  Therefore God also gave them up to
uncleanness, in the lusts of their hearts, to dishonor their bodies among
themselves,  … who exchanged the truth of God for the lie, and worshiped
and served the creature rather than the Creator, who is blessed forever...”

Another responsibility that rests exclusively on God’s shoulders is the
numbering of someone’s days.  If we take it upon ourselves to put an end to
someone’s life it is considered evil, and rightfully so. However, as our creator, if
God chooses to put an end to someone’s earthly life, he has the right to do so.
William Lane Craig is on point when he argues,

22 23

24

25
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He is certainly not subject to the same moral obligations and prohibitions that
we are.  For example, I have no right to take an innocent life.  For me to do so
would be murder.  But God has no such prohibition.  He can give and take life
as He chooses.  We all recognize this when we accuse some authority who
presumes to take life as “playing God.”  Human authorities arrogate to
themselves rights which belong only to God.  God is under no obligation
whatsoever to extend my life for another second.  If He wanted to strike me
dead right now, that’s His prerogative.[3]

We must be quick to point out that this does not mean God is independent of
moral goodness. It certainly does not mean that God is capricious or that His
actions are whimsical or unpredictable.  It simply means that there are
responsibilities that God has that are much higher than any we will ever have in
this world. Theologian Wayne Grudem summarizes the point well when he
affirms,

“…we should remember that there are things that are right for God to do but
wrong for us to do: He requires others to worship him, and he accepts worship
from them. He seeks glory for himself. He will execute final judgment on
wrongdoers. He also uses evil to bring about good purposes, but he does not
allow us to do so.”[4]
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A God of Love and JusticeA God of Love and Justice

It is also imperative that we not ignore God’s justice.  We welcome a God of
love. It is, in fact, our desire for God to be loving at all times and in all
circumstances that leads us to cringe when we read passages where God
appears to be anything less than loving.  However, anyone who has been the
victim of a crime or suffered an injustice desperately demands a God of Justice
to make his presence known.  Any portrait of God that depicts him lacking one
of these two attributes is flawed.  We would reject a God lacking in justice as
quickly as a God lacking in Love. And yet, when God exercises judgment—
many have a difficult time accepting it.

Thus, an understanding of the God of the Old Testament must begin by
understanding that His role and responsibilities are far greater than ours. There
are things He can do that are not evil when He does them but would be if we
were the perpetrators.  This is not to say that God is immoral, but rather to
highlight that He is not subject to the same morality and prohibitions that we
are. This is something we readily accept in our everyday lives and thus should
not be so difficult to entertain regarding God. Furthermore, we need to
understand that God is driven as much by love as He is by justice.  Only in God
can we find the perfect balance between the two: it is love with justice and
justice with love. We would not consider a God lacking in either attribute to be
worthy of our worship.

Page 12

Is the God of the Old Testament a Moral Monster? 

https://app.designrr.io/#


Is the God of the Old Testament
a Moral Monster? 

Part 2

God’s love and justice is the topic we will explore further over the next few
weeks. In the next section we will consider the key hermeneutical principles
that apply to the Old Testament passages used by critics to accuse God of
genocide, ethnic cleansing, infanticide, etc.

[1] The Westminster Confession of Faith (1647) as presented in C. Brand, C.
Draper, A. England, S. Bond, E. R. Clendenen, T. C. Butler & B. Latta, Ed.,
 Holman Illustrated Bible Dictionary (Nashville: Holman Bible Publishers, 2003),
1340–1341.

[2] Several of the passages will be considered in upcoming portions of this
study, including the Conquest of Canaan and Abraham’s sacrifice of Isaac.

[3] William Lane Craig, “Slaughter of the Canaanites” Q & A 
http://www.reasonablefaith.org/slaughter-of-the-ca...  Accessed 2/17/2013.

[4] Grudem, W. A. Systematic theology: An introduction to biblical doctrine
(Grand Rapids: Zondervan Pub. House, 2004), 329.
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Is God an ethnic cleanser? Can God be accused of hating certain people
groups? Does God not value human life, even that of children?  If you ask
Richard Dawkins, he would probably point you to his remarks in The God
Delusion,

“….” [1]the ethnic cleansing begun in the time of Moses is brought to bloody
fruition in the book of Joshua, a text remarkable for the blood thirsty
massacres it records and the xenophobic relish with which it does so

Quotes such as these, common on atheist websites and literature, reveal
remarkable ignorance of the content of the Bible and of the general principles
of hermeneutics.  These principles of interpretation are not only applicable to
the Bible, but to all of literature.  If one intends to uncover the precise meaning
of any ancient passage in any ancient document, it is obvious that certain rules
of interpretation must be applied.  Foremost among these principles is a proper
consideration of the CONTEXT.  One must resist the temptation of interpreting
ancient literature as if it were written in our modern times. The conquest
passages are an excellent example of the need for sound interpretation
principles. These passages are more than 3,500 years old. The world in
1450BC was quite different from our world. A careful consideration of the
context along with other key issues goes a long way in dissipating the criticism
of contemporary atheists. A case study on the conquest of Canaan will make it
abundantly clear that the God of the Old Testament cannot be accused of
being a xenophobic ethnic cleanser.
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Narrative ContextNarrative Context
We begin by affirming the obvious; you can’t separate a story from its narrative
context.  You cannot select a story, regardless of its content, without also
accepting the explanation provided in the narrative itself.  That is unacceptable
in any academic field engaged in interpretation of the narrative genre.   This
consideration alone does not completely resolve the problem, but it allows the
passage to be considered with a framework that facilitates understanding.  In
the case of the conquest of Canaan, the narrative context provides a
completely different perspective than that of Mr. Dawkins.

God’s JudgmentGod’s Judgment

Dose the narrative context leave room for the notion of ethnic cleansing?  When
we consider the relevant context in the book of Joshua, it becomes obvious
that ethnicity was irrelevant. What we observe is quite contrary.  If we consider
Joshua 5—on the eve of the conquest—we find a repudiation of the normal
understanding of a tribal conflict. God goes out of His way to make it clear to
the Jews that He is judging the nations and Israel is just an instrument. In an
episode that is quite fascinating, Joshua encounters the Angel of the Lord,
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 Now when Joshua was near Jericho, he looked up and saw a man standing
in front of him with a drawn sword in his hand. Joshua went up to him and
asked, “Are you for us or for our enemies?”   “Neither,” he replied, “but as
commander of the army of the Lord I have now come.” Then Joshua fell
facedown to the ground in reverence, and asked him, “What message does my
Lord have for his servant?”  The commander of the Lord’s army replied,
“Take off your sandals, for the place where you are standing is holy.” And
Joshua did so. (NIV)

In other words, the Angel of the Lord is saying: “I’m in charge, and I’m not here
to take sides.” Joshua needed to understand that it was God who was judging
these nations. Interestingly, Israel would later find itself at the receiving end of
God’s judgment.  What becomes blatantly clear is that God judged sin—
wherever it was found.

This is not the only passage where such truth is made abundantly clear.  Even
prior to crossing the Jordan River, Moses lays out the parameters of the
conquest.  Consider Deuteronomy 9:4-6 as a framework to the conquest. 
Notice the repetition,

13

14

15
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“Do not thinkDo not think in your heart, after the Lord your God has cast them out
before you, saying, ‘Because of my righteousnessBecause of my righteousness the Lord has brought me
in to possess this land’; but it isit is because of the wickedness of these because of the wickedness of these
nationsnations that the Lord is driving them out from before you. It is not becausenot because
of your righteousnessof your righteousness or the uprightness of your heartor the uprightness of your heart  that you go in to
possess their land, but because of the wickedness of these nationsbut because of the wickedness of these nations that
the Lord your God drives them out from before you, and that He may fulfill the
word which the Lord swore to your fathers, to Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.
                   Therefore understand that the Lord your God is not giving youGod is not giving you
this good land to possess because of your righteousnessthis good land to possess because of your righteousness, for you are a
stiff-necked people.” [emphasis added].

The Canaanites were judged because of their sin like the Israelites were also
judged because of their sin. All you have to do is read the book of
Lamentations and you will see all that the Jews went through because of their
rebellion and sin against God.  This is extraordinary in an ancient context—
when you read ancient literature—this is not the sort of thing you get. This is
actually a critique of the notion of ethnic cleansing. It is also contrary to the
notion of tribal warfare. Thus, the narrative explanation makes it clear that it
has nothing to do with genocide. God is simply exercising his right to judge sin
and wickedness wherever it is found. It isn’t long after the conquest that God
has to judge the Jews for their sin as well.  God has no favorites.
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When we consider the nature of God’s judgment within the biblical context, the
questionable content begins to dissipate. We begin to see that God is not
capricious or vindictive, but rather a just and loving God. This turns out to be
consistent throughout the Old Testament.  God continually expresses His
desire to forgive and restore, rather than judge and destroy. Take for example
Ezekiel 33:11,

“Say to them: ‘As I live,’ says the Lord God , ‘I have no pleasure in the death of
the wicked, but that the wicked turn from his way and live. Turn, turn from your
evil ways! For why should you die, O house of Israel?’”

God had been extremely patient with the Canaanites.  He waited over 400
years for them to repent and avoid judgment, but they did not. God reveals to
Abraham that the conquest would be the direct result of unrepentant sin.
Consider Genesis 15:16,   “But in the fourth generation they shall return here,
for the iniquity of the Amorites is not yet complete.”  In other words, God
waited patiently for them to repent and proceeded to judge the nations when it
was obvious they would never do so.  As William Lane Craig points out,

By the time of their destruction, Canaanite culture was, in fact, debauched and
cruel, embracing such practices as ritual prostitution and even child sacrifice. 
The Canaanites are to be destroyed “that they may not teach you to do
according to all their abominable practices that they have done for their gods,
and so you sin against the Lord your God” (Deut. 20.18).  God had morally
sufficient reasons for His judgment upon Canaan, and Israel was merely the
instrument of His justice, just as centuries later God would use the pagan
nations of Assyria and Babylon to judge Israel.[2]
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Particularity of the ConquestParticularity of the Conquest

Another fact established by a careful consideration of the narrative context is
the particularity of the conquest of Canaan.  This is a particular moment in
history. It is a particular action in a particular time, for a particular situation—it
is not repeated.  Unlike Israel’s neighbors, there is no evidence (internal or
external) that Israel ever tried to extend its borders from beyond the promised
land.  The Jews were not a conquesting people.  They understood themselves
to be a divine instrument of exacting judgment on a people that were profoundly
wicked. The Canaanites were a people who engaged regularly in child sacrifice
among other horrific practices. God’s intervention should be seen as nothing
except justice dispensed by He who has the responsibility and the role of Judge
over His creation.

God’s Law vs. Near Eastern CultureGod’s Law vs. Near Eastern Culture

Israelite Laws about warfare, social ethics and punishments are infinitely more
just and compassionate than those of their near eastern neighbors. As Paul
Copan explains,

For certain crimes, Hammurabi mandated that tongue, breast, hand, or ear be
cut off (192, 194, 195, 205).  One punishment involved the accused's being
dragged around a field by cattle.[3]

There was a sharp contrast between these Near Eastern laws and the Law
that God passed down to the Jews.  While similarities are abundant in those
areas where moral absolutes stand out, the differences are notable with
regards to the compassion and mercy of God that comes through in the latter.
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Commenting on the brutal and harsh Code of Hammurabi, historian Paul
Johnson observes: "These dreadful laws are notable for the ferocity of their
physical punishments, in contrast to the restraint of the Mosaic Code and the
enactments of Deuteronomy and Leviticus."[4]

Regarding the warfare, it is also notable that it would never have been justified
for the Jews to attack any of the inhabitants of the Promised Land without the
direct command of God to do so.  Furthermore, God was more concerned with
wiping out the religion of the Canaanites than the people themselves. When we
read the narrative context we find obvious references to the Canaanites
surviving the conquestsurviving the conquest . For example in Deuteronomy 7:2-5 we read,

and when the Lord your God delivers them over to you, you shall conquer
them and utterly destroy them. You shall make no covenant with them nor
show mercy to them. Nor shall you make marriages with them. You shall not
give your daughter to their son, nor take their daughter for your son. For they
will turn your sons away from following Me, to serve other gods; so the anger
of the Lord will be aroused against you and destroy you suddenly. But thus
you shall deal with them: you shall destroy their altars, and break down their
sacred pillars, and cut down their wooden images, and burn their carved
images with fire.

The clear emphasis is on the annihilation of the religion as opposed to the
people group. This passage is of utmost hermeneutical importance, for it
provides an expanded explanation in verse 5 of what God meant in verse 2
when he instructs them to “conquer them and utterly destroy them.”

2 

3 

4 

5 
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Conclusion

When one considers fundamental hermeneutical principles that apply to these
Old Testament passages such as narrative context, the nature of God’s
judgment, the particularity of the conquest and the contrast between the laws
of Near Eastern cultures of the time and the law of the Jewish people, the
attacks on God’s character turn out to be unfounded. Furthermore, the attacks
demonstrate widespread ignorance of the Old Testament.  

[1] Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (New York: Houghton Mifflin, 2006),
248.

[2] William Lane Craig. The Slaughter of the Canaanites, Q&A.
http://www.reasonablefaith.org/slaughter-of-the-canaanites#ixzz2MrSxwQbk
Accessed 3/1/13.

[3] Paul Copan. “Is Yahweh a Moral Monster?”  Philosophia Christi, Vol. 10,
No.1 2008.

[4] Ibid. 
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Autobiographies are usually very interesting. There are good ones and others
that are not so good. One of the challenges is how to know that the author is
being truthful and objective about themselves. One of the ways to evaluate
autobiographies is to check for consistency, or the lack thereof. If an author’s
actions contradict what he says about himself, then we can reasonably
conclude that he is being less than honest. If this is the case, how do we know
what to believe? The author loses credibility and the autobiography proves to
be unreliable. Likewise, the Bible contains God’s autobiographical descriptions
of himself, his nature and his actions.

If God is the author of the Bible there should be no inconsistencies between His
actions and what he has revealed about himself. Nevertheless, skeptics are
quick to claim that God consistently acts in ways that are in direct conflict with
his supposed attribute of being kind, loving and merciful. These are serious
accusations because, if true, God loses credibility and the Bible proves to be
unreliable. As such, these accusations must be given due consideration. 
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The Case of the Amalekites

I believe we should take God’s Word literally and believe what it says.  If God
chooses to have an entire people group wiped-out He has every right to do so.
As mentioned in Part 1—His role is quite different than ours which entitles him
to do what we cannot. However, we still need to deal with His revelation to us
and we should take any charge of an apparent inconsistency seriously.  When
dealing with the violence of the conquest, not only is God’s character
questioned by the critics, but also the reliability of the Bible, since there
appears to be full of inconsistencies. There are no real inconsistencies, but that
needs to be demonstrated to the critic. Considering a few contextual details
goes a long way in refuting these charges. Consider the following clarifications:

First, when we talk about Canaanites, we are really speaking of many different
people groups (all of the “…ites”) that are mentioned frequently in the books of
Numbers thru Judges. The text clearly shows that God dealt with many of
these different people groups in different ways. It is a common mistake to lump
them all together as one group—the Canaanites.

Second, Old Testament linguists point out that two kinds of words are used to
describe what was to be done with the Canaanites: “dispossession” words and
“destruction” words. They note that the former are used by a three-to-one
margin over the latter. In other words, some of the people groups needed to
be “driven out” and some of the people groups needed to be “wiped out.”
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Third, as far as wiping out the religion of the Canaanites, the emphasis of the
entire Old Testament centers on destroying “their altars.”  As a matter of fact
when we read the mini biographies of the kings of the both the North and the
South, it seems that they were “evaluated” based in part on whether they
destroyed the pagan altars or rebuilt them.

From our vantage point, we have the benefit of reading God’s commands to
His people and we also get to read whether they obeyed or not. We get to see
the results of the execution of God’s requests, and often we get God’s
feedback as He addressed the response of His people. A problem presents
itself to us when we consider that on some occasions, like in 1 Samuel 15, a
people group that appears to be wiped-out shows up again at a later date.
Notice the language of 1 Samuel 15,

Thus says the Lord of hosts: ‘I will punish Amalek for what he did to Israel,
how he ambushed him on the way when he came up from Egypt. Now go and
attack Amalek, and utterly destroy all that they have, and do not spare them.
But kill both man and woman, infant and nursing child, ox and sheep, camel and
donkey.’”

This passage appears to dictate the complete annihilation of everyone and
everything. It seems the instructions could not be clearer.  Furthermore, God is
angered with Saul for not carrying out the command completely. Saul spared
King Agag and some of the animals.  Samuel is sent to rectify the situation and
he himself kills King Agag.  Thus it appears that the Amalekites have finally
been destroyed. Then you find in chapter 30 that David has to deal with the
Amalekites; they are still around.[1]

2 

3 
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How do we explain the appearance of people groups after they wereHow do we explain the appearance of people groups after they were
supposed to have been annihilated?supposed to have been annihilated?

Several reasonable answers can be considered and they are all, to some
degree, correct regarding different people groups. FirstFirst , the Israelites didn’t
sneak up on the Canaanites. People had heard about the Israelites and their
God Yahweh, and they had plenty of time to get out of town. Before ever
crossing the Jordan River, the Israelites took a whole swath of land from the
middle of the Dead Sea on the east side up to the Sea of Galilee (accounts
can be read from Numbers 21 through 31). Interestingly, Rahab claims that the
people of Jericho had heard about the victories given the Israelites by Yahweh
and were terrified. Likewise, Amorite kings heard about the Jordan River drying
up for the Israelites to cross over and “their hearts melted and there was no
longer any spirit in them because of the people of Israel” (Josh. 5:1). The
inhabitants of Gibeon heard about what happened at Jericho and Ai and were
so afraid they devised a deceptive scheme to protect themselves (Josh. 9).

Because of that advance warning, it is quite possible that some people
abandoned their cities. Furthermore, there is no indication that the Israelites
pursued people who escaped. Those who stayed, however, showed their
obstinate determination to continue in their ways, and they were to be
destroyed, including the women and the children who stayed behind.   
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SecondSecond, the Israelites did not obey God and spared many of the people
groups. As it turned out, Moses’ warning in Deut. 4:25-28 became prophetic.
Starting in Judges 1:27-36Judges 1:27-36 we read that tribe after tribe of Israelites did notdid not
drive out all the inhabitants of the cities they “conquered”. Verse 28, for
example, tells us that “it came about when Israel became strong, that they put
the Canaanites to forced labor, but they did not drive them out completely.” 
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ThirdThird, in some occasions, war language included hyperbole. It was understood
by the readers as part of the genre they were reading. That does not mean the
passages are not to be taken literally—it means that the Author chose to avail
Himself of all types of rhetorical devices and figures of speech. It is a common
misperception to think that when figures of speech are taken for what they are
—rhetorical devices, we are somehow abandoning the literal interpretation. 
That is not the case. When we abandon the literal interpretation for, say an
allegorical interpretation, we take that everything the author said must be
understood in some other sense and not literally.  For example, Isaiah uses
over 25 figures of speech in chapter 1 of his book.  We understand that he
needed to use the vivid language to provoke a reaction from a spiritually dead
nation.  However, the literal interpretation of the passage doesn’t mean we
believe he is addressing the rulers of Sodom and Gomorrah as vs. 10 phrases
it. Likewise, God is described by the psalmist using figures of speech as in Ps.
91:4 “He shall cover you with His feathers, And under His wings you shall take
refuge; ” we obviously understand that in that genre (Hebrew Poetry) it is just
an analogy to express the safety and protection we have in God; He doesn’t
have feathers or wings. Likewise, hyperbole has always been an effective
rhetorical device to communicate or evoke strong feelings or to create a strong
impression. For example, when you say, “I have called you a million times” the
intention is to communicate a strong sense of frustration at having called many
times. Everyone today understands that without any need of explanation.
Likewise, hyperbole was often used in biblical times and clearly understood by
the original audience for whom the passages were written.  Consider for
example Numbers 13:33,
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There we saw the giants (the descendants of Anak came from the giants);
and we were like grasshopperswere like grasshoppers in our own sight, and so we were in their
sight.”

Or Deut. 1:28

Where can we go up? Our brethren have discouraged our hearts, saying,
“The people are greater and taller than we; the cities are great and fortif iedfortif ied
up to heavenup to heaven; moreover we have seen the sons of the Anakim there.”’   [lit.
walls that reach heaven]

Where we need to be careful with this point is that hyperbole isn’t always
obvious to those outside the immediate cultural context. The aforementioned
examples are obvious—but some of the conquest passages are not that
obvious. Thus they may be hyperboles (which would explain why they were not
literally wiped-out) or they may be simply literal in which case we would have to
resort to either reason 1 or reason 2 above.

The bottom line is that there is no problem with 1 Samuel 15 and other similar
passages, whether they are read as plain literal language or as a passage that
includes some hyperbole (or other rhetorical device). God still inspired the
writing of the passages, the Bible is still true and dependable, and there are
enough contextual clues to provide a reasonable response to the charge of
inconsistency.

33 

28 
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The Charge of InfanticideThe Charge of Infanticide
What about the innocent children and infants? What if it is the case that some
children and innocent people were killed in these campaigns? Would that be
enough reason for us to give up on the Bible?  I really don’t think it is. From our
perspective death is something terrible, something final. But from God’s
perspective it is not. Even today, when children die—from God’s perspective—
it’s not a tragedy.  We seem to forget that God has a way of making up for
anything and everything those children may have lost.  This is precisely the
point argued by William Lane Craig,

Moreover, if we believe, as I do, that God’s grace is extended to those who die
in infancy or as small children, the death of these children was actually their
salvation.  We are so wedded to an earthly, naturalistic perspective that we
forget that those who die are happy to quit this earth for heaven’s
incomparable joy.  Therefore, God does these children no wrong in taking their
lives.[2]

ConclusionConclusion
When considered in its narrative context, the conquest of Canaan is not a case
of ethnic cleansing, genocide, or infanticide.  It is the depiction of a people
group transitioning from a clan to a nation and acquiring a land in which to
settle.  It is the story of God’s compassion and love for his people as well as
God’s judgment of sin and wickedness.  The wickedness of the Canaanites
should be the focus of our anger and not the justice dealt upon them by God. In
our next section we will consider four other case studies of passages that are
completely taken out of context for the express purpose of attacking the
character of God.
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[1] An important question to ask is why are we still dealing with them during the
time of Saul? In Deut. 25 God instructs that they be completely wiped-out and
yet there is no direct mention of them during the conquest. The passage in 1
Samuel occurs 350 to 400 years after the conquest.

[2] William Lane Craig. The Slaughter of the Canaanites, Q&A.
http://www.reasonablefaith.org/slaughter-of-the-canaanites#ixzz2MrSxwQbk
Accessed 3/1/13. 
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The inspiration of the Bible and its inerrancy are beyond question, but they are
often misunderstood by those standing on the outside looking in.  For example,
many of the modern critics of God take stories from the Old Testament and
assume that the behavior of its characters reflects God’s moral demands of us
all. Consider Sam Harris’ critique,

If the bible is true we should be stoning to death for heresy, adultery,
homosexuality, worshipping graven images and other imaginary crimes. To put
to death idolaters in our midst reflects God’s timeless wisdom.[1]

Not only is Harris completely ignoring the narrative context, but he is also
extrapolating from different Old Testament passages what he considers to be
the morality imposed upon us by God.  However, just because a story appears
in the Old Testament does not mean God approves of the decisions or the
behavior of the characters involved.  This simple principle sheds light on many
misread and misinterpreted passages of the Old Testament.  The key is to
make a clear distinction between inspired content and divine expectations. 
God chose to include every story in the Old Testament as part of His revelation
and He did so for a purpose.  The fact that the stories appear in the Bible
means the human authors were inspired to record them for posterity. 
HOWEVER, the content of the stories including the decisions and behaviors of
the characters are not necessarily models for imitation or declarations of divine
expectations.  Clearly, many of the stories are examples of what we are NOT
to do. 
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When we consider the main characters of the Old Testament and their less
than heroic blunders, we begin to see that the Old Testament is unique as
literature in the ancient Near East.  It is an oddity in antiquity that the biblical
heroes are mostly anti-heroes.  The Bible isn’t always telling you, “look at Lot,
or Moses, or David or Joshua and imitate them.” It is usually quite the
opposite. It is more like “look how God is still gracious to these wicked sinners
and how God chooses to use them in spite of…” Any story that involves
humans is a story fraught with failure, weakness, and imperfection.  So why
would these stories be included in the Bible? We can look to Paul for a
powerful response in 1 Corinthians 10:6-11,

Now these things became our examplesthese things became our examples, to the intent that we should notthat we should not
lust after evil things as they also lusted. And do notAnd do not  become idolaters as
were some of them. As it is written, “The people sat down to eat and drink,
and rose up to play.” Nor let usNor let us commit sexual immorality, as some of them
did, and in one day twenty-three thousand fell; nor let usnor let us tempt Christ, as
some of them also tempted, and were destroyed by serpents; nor nor complain,
as some of them also complained, and were destroyed by the destroyer. 
Now all these things happened to them as examples, and they wereNow all these things happened to them as examples, and they were
written for our admonitionwritten for our admonition, upon whom the ends of the ages have come.
[emphasis added]

While there are numerous stories in the Old Testament where this principle is
of ultimate relevance, let us consider four common stories that seem to attract
much attention from critics.
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LOT AND HIS DAUGHTERSLOT AND HIS DAUGHTERS

As a father I am disturbed by the way Lot handled the mob of men who
showed up at his door. A clear reading of Genesis 19 shows that God sent two
angels to rescue Lot and his family from Sodom and Gomorrah prior to
destroying the cities. Lot had the angels come and stay the night as a guest
with him and his family. However, the wicked men of the city came to Lot’s
house demanding he turn over the angels for they intended to rape them. What
does Lot do? The unthinkable (Genesis 19:6-8),

“ So Lot went out to them through the doorway, shut the door behind him,
and said, “Please, my brethren, do not do so wickedly! See now, I have two

daughters who have not known a man; please, let me bring them out to you,
and you may do to them as you wish; only do nothing to these men, since this
is the reason they have come under the shadow of my roof.”

Critics look at the passage and erroneously conclude that it reflects God’s
moral demands on us all, to which I respond, ‘where did you read that?’  There
is no way that the narrator of Genesis 19 wants you to extract a moral
example from the story of Lot offering his two daughters in exchange for his
guests.  In doing so, he is acting wickedly.  They seem to overlook the fact that
the town is not saved on account of Lot’s righteousness nor is Lot himself
saved on account of his righteousness. In Gen 19:29 we see that it’s on
account of Abraham that God saved Lot and his family.  NOWHERE does this
passage even remotely suggest that God approved of Lot’s actions—nor does
it even remotely suggest that we should imitate Lot.
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ABRAHAM AND ISAACABRAHAM AND ISAAC
How can anyone read the story of Abraham and Isaac in Genesis 22 and come
away with accusations of child abuse and bullying or claims that Abraham
acted disgracefully? This is exactly how Richard Dawkins describes the story
and adds that you should be arrested today if you try this.[2] But, does God
demand that we do this today? OF COURSE NOT!  Did God have Abraham
actually murder Isaac? OF COURSE NOT!  Can we extrapolate from this story
a moral mandate to offer up our children in sacrifice? OF COURSE NOT!  Can
we accuse God of promoting murder or filicide from reading this story? OF
COURSE NOT!  Paul Copan makes a great point that we should not “look to
Abraham’s sacrifice of Isaac as a timeless standard for “family values.”[3]

Either out of ignorance or malice, critics seem to blatantly disregard the
narrative context.  The point of the story in an ancient Jewish context—an
ancient Mediterranean context—is precisely that God forbids child sacrifice.
For He will always provide the sacrifice. Abraham had no doubt that God would
not have him sacrifice Isaac and he expresses it explicitly in the text itself on
two separate occasions. First, he reassures the young men that have
accompanied him on the trip, “ And Abraham said to his young men, “Stay here
with the donkey; the lad and I will go yonder and worship, and wewe will come
back to you.” (Genesis 22:5).  On the second occasion, Isaac is wondering
about the lamb for the sacrifice and asks his dad and Abraham responds in no
uncertain terms, “My son, God will provide for Himself the lamb for a burnt
offering.” (Genesis 22:8).  I would agree with John Njoroge that,
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Although we could quibble over the psychological damage this did to poor little
Isaac—but I bet that if Abraham and Isaac were here they would be praising
God that through this dramatic moment this teaching was branded into the mind
of Israel. [4]

What stands out is that God does not require child sacrifice as many of the
surrounding nations did.  There is no doubt that this is a deliberate set-up story
to say “this is not how things work in the divine economy.”

JEPHTHAHJEPHTHAH

Another controversial story is found in Judges 11 where we find Jephthah, the
general of Israel’s military making a rash vow to God that he would offer, as a
burnt-offering sacrifice, the first thing that came out of the doors of his house to
greet him upon his return. Tragically, upon his return, the degree of his folly
was manifest as his only child, his daughter, ran out to greet her dad and
celebrate with him his victory in battle. 

Jephthah’s vow showed the complete disconnect of the people of Israel from
their God. Unlike Dawkins’ baseless assertion that “God was obviously looking
forward to the promised burnt offering…”[5]  God expressly forbade human
sacrifice.  It was one of the reasons He brought judgment upon the inhabitants
of Canaan.  God had even made provision in the Law to remedy rash vows.
 Jephthah had a legal recourse that would have saved him from having to carry
out the murderous act.  Jephthah’s actions are clearly not approved of in the
book of Judges, nor elsewhere in the Bible. All he had to do was follow the
Mosaic Torah and pay twenty shekels to the priest at the center of the shrine
as compensation for the life of his daughter. 
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Why didn’t he?  One of the problems of this period in Jewish history is that
there was widespread ignorance of the Bible in its entirety.  Neither Jephthah
nor any of his advisors, nor the very elders of Israel that had recruited him had
a clue as to the Mosaic allowance for the annulment of vows involving human
objects found in Leviticus 27. Had the Torah been operating correctly during
this time—the rash vow ought to have been overturned.

Furthermore, we cannot look at Jephthah’s decision as being virtuous or
praiseworthy. Commentator D.I. Block accurately affirms,

Although the present story ends with the death of the young girl, her father is
the tragic figure, presenting a pathetic picture of stupidity, brutality, ambition,
and self-centeredness. Ironically, the one who appeared to have become
master of his own fate has become a victim of his own rash word.[6]

Thus, we find that the story is not so controversial. It is sad. It reflects the
widespread degradation of Israel during the darkest years of its history as a
nation.  As Torrey summarizes it so clearly,

So the whole story instead of being a warrant for human sacrifice is intended to
be a lesson on the exceeding foolishness of hasty vows made in the energy of
the flesh.[7]

Should the critics bother to consult any academic commentary on Genesis or
Judges they would find at their fingertips all of the key elements necessary to
acquire a thorough understanding of these stories. But that is obviously they
have not.
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THE CONCUBINE CUT IN PIECESTHE CONCUBINE CUT IN PIECES

Then you have one of the most gruesome stories in the era of the Judges. In
chapters 19-20 you have a concubine who is raped and murdered by the
wicked people of Gibeah (Benjamites) and subsequently cut into pieces by her
Levite husband who proceeds to send her pieces to the twelve tribes of Israel.
Dawkins and company are quick to point out that this episode is horrible,
morally reprehensible, and completely unacceptable.  I don’t know a single
Christian that would disagree with that observation! What we disagree with is
that the critics seem to blame God for the atrocity as if He had commanded the
Levite to be such a despicable husband and heartless coward.  Some go so far
as to imply that this is the type of behavior God demands of his followers.
REALLY?  

Not only are these affirmations completely imaginary, for they don’t appear in
the text at all, but they also show a total disregard for accuracy and scholarly
integrity.  What Dawkins doesn’t mention is precisely the point of the book of
Judges. This is what happens when a people turn their back on God.  Judges
is making the point that Israel was wicked—and had turned her back on God.
To read this passage and somehow assume it establishes divine expectations
o f brutality, murder, and rape is not only wrong, it is also irresponsible and
embarrassingly off target.
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ConclusionConclusion

These four case studies demonstrate that a fair approach to the Bible, taking
into consideration basic hermeneutical principles and a careful reading of the
text within its narrative context goes a long way in demonstrating that the God
of the Old Testament is not a moral monster.

[1] Sam Harris, Letter to a Christian Nation (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2006),
8.

[2] Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (New York: Houghton Mifflin, 2006),
242.

[3] Paul Copan, “Is the God of the Old Testament Evil?” Enrichment Journal
http://enrichmentjournal.ag.org/201203/201203_034_Good_God.cfm 
Accessed 3/10/2013

[4] As quoted by John Njoroge in his workshop titled: “Violence in the OT” at
the National Apologetics Conference in Charlotte, N.C. October, 2012.

[5] Dawkins, 243.

[6] D.I.Bock, “Judges, Ruth” in the New American Commentary (Nashville:
Broadman & Holman Publishers, 1999), 372.

[7] R.A.Torrey, Difficulties in the Bible: Alleged Errors and Contradictions,
(Willow Grove: Woodlawn Electronic Publishing, 1998).
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Mary is not happy she got an “F” on her college term paper. She was
supposed to write a critique of a certain novel.  She bought the novel and was
upset to find out it was well over 700 pages divided in 98 chapters.  She
decided she would only read a small portion of it. She opened the book on a
random page (in the middle of chapter 7) and read 5 pages. She closed the
novel and proceeded to write a scathing critique of the author, the characters
and the plot.  Here rhetorical skills were amazing! She had several of her
friends read it and they unanimously agreed that it was funny, insightful, and
very persuasive. However, her professor did not share in the celebration of her
paper and proceeded to give her an “F.” Why? Because he read the complete
novel and it was obvious that Mary had not. Almost everything she said was
completely misread and misinterpreted in light of the entire plot. That is
analogous to what happens often when many of the Bible’s critics focus on a
given paragraph from the Old Testament and then publish irresponsible and
blatant misrepresentations even though it is often done in brilliant, persuasive
rhetoric.

TWO TESTAMENTS = SAME AUTHOR, GODTWO TESTAMENTS = SAME AUTHOR, GOD

One of the most impressive characteristics of great writers is their ability to
interweave the events of the plot from the very beginning of a story to the point
of climax in such a way as to provide retrospective insight to the reader who
has completed the novel. In other words, some events in the story don’t make
sense until the plot unravels and the reader is able to put two and two
together.  It is no different when we consider the plot of the Bible, except the
Author is immeasurably more impressive than any human author could ever
aspire to be.
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The Bible has a clear story line that is developed thoroughly with numerous
sub-plots and amazing character development. The theme of the Bible is the
redemption of man.  The entire plot is divided in two major portions centered on
two major covenants: the Old Covenant and the New Covenant. The revelation
is progressive and the point of climax is the death and resurrection of Jesus the
Messiah.  Understanding the story from the perspective of Calvary allows the
reader to make sense of many Old Testament passages and resolve numerous
difficulties that elude those, who like Mary, approach the Bible selecting a small
portion without considering the plot in its entirety.   

What unifies the entire Bible is its author, God.  The letter to the Hebrews
serves as a bridge between the Old Testament and the New Testament, and
sheds light on how Jesus is the personal fulfillment of the Old Covenant. As
Paul Copan so clearly points out,

“…given an enlarged canonical perspective, the OT anticipates a further work
that God achieves in Christ. Hebrews reminds us that he brings a "better" and
more substantial fulfillment out of the OT's "shadows." He fully embodies
humanity's and Israel's story. So if we stop at OT texts without allowing Christ-
the second Adam … our reading and interpretation of the OT will be greatly
impoverished.”[1]
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The eleventh chapter of Hebrews is particularly impressive because it presents
many of the Old Testament stories and their characters in light of Calvary,
including some that are the object of critique. For example, Abraham is
considered a hero of the faith for the very episode that earned him so much
scoff from the critiques. Thus, when we combine the New Testament with the
Old a more complete picture of the characters and events becomes visible, a
fact that seems to elude Dawkins and company. Once Again, Paul Copan is
spot on when he affirms,

Dawkins’ claims that biblical characters are often deeply flawed may win him
points in the “rhetoric” category, but he is not saying anything with which
Christians disagree. Such moral blackballing loses him points when he ignores
many moral, noble actions of the biblical characters — Abraham’s magnanimity
toward Lot; Joseph’s moral integrity; David’s refusal to touch King Saul, despite
the opportunities; Nathan’s courage to confront David the adulterer.[2]

God makes it clear in the letter to the Hebrews that He was able to see and
reward the faith and virtue of the characters of the Old Testament, despite
their obvious and often embarrassing weaknesses.
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Transitioning from the Old to the New TestamentTransitioning from the Old to the New Testament
It is fascinating to take a step back and look at the big picture.  Especially
relevant to our topic is the way Old Testament teachings and principles are
transitioned into the New Testament. According to John Dickson, they basically
follow three patterns. Some rays of Old Testament light are refracted through
the Christ event into the New Testament with little change. This can be seen
clearly in the area of sexual ethics.  Some rays of Old Testament light are
actually intensified as they come into the New Covenant. There are numerous
examples of this including the general Old Testament principle that sin lies in
the act whereas the New Testament provides for sin being in the thought, even
if the act is not carried out.  Another example of this truth can be seen in the
transition from “love your neighbor” to “love your enemy.” Finally, some rays of
Old Testament light are refracted beyond recognition as they enter the new
era.  This can be seen regarding animal sacrifice, theocracy, and temporal
judgment (immediate judgment)—judgment has been suspended until the Day
of the Lord in the New Testament.[3]   

THE OLD TESTAMENT THROUGH THE LENS OF JESUSTHE OLD TESTAMENT THROUGH THE LENS OF JESUS

The Author of the letter to the Hebrews 1:1-3 places Jesus at the forefront of
our understanding the God of the Old Testament,
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God, who at various times and in various ways spoke in time past to the
fathers by the prophets, has in these last days spoken to us by His Son,
whom He has appointed heir of all things, through whom also He made the
worlds; who being the brightness of His glory and the express image of His
person, and upholding all things by the word of His power, when He had by
Himself purged our sins, sat down at the right hand of the Majesty on high,

Because Jesus is God, when he made references to the Old Testament and
the episodes it contained, he was speaking with first-hand knowledge because
He was there and it is His will that was carried out as John 1 clearly explains.
Thus you hear Jesus constantly clarifying misperceptions of the Old Testament
and its laws with the common expression, “you have heard it said…but I say
unto you….”

CONCLUSION

We must not allow for the false dichotomy of modern critics that attempt to
speak of the God of the Old Testament as if it were a different one from the
God of the New Testament. The Bible is clear about there being only one God,
Yahweh. Furthermore, God is not a moral monster but rather the loving, all
powerful, all knowing sovereign ruler of the world He created. If we want to
approach the Bible with academic integrity, we need to approach it with the
understanding that it is ONE BOOK written progressively with ONE PLOT and
ONE AUTHOR superintending various writers. The unifying theme is that which
HE intended—the redemption of man—and not what any reader may arbitrarily
say that it is.  

1

2 

3 
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