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Foreword 

Among modern pundits and moderate sceptics the feeling is strong that the Old 

Testament and the God that dominates it cannot in any way be a source of moral for 

society today. Scientific atheists, those bright masterminds of science and their 

numerous disciples who don’t believe in the existence of God, scoff at the idea that 

the Old Testament God should even be seriously considered for standing for 

anything at all, not to talk of anything good. 

 

Most of the mass of God believers go on in their blissful relationship with their 

maker, ignorant and blind to any antagonism from the other camp. They know that 

God exists. They do not just know that God exists. They know also that He can damn 

well do whatever He pleases at any time, which is what He did in the Old Testament. 

He can make the ground open up and swallow you. He can make the sun stand still in 

the sky. He can give you ten plagues. He can cause flood to run uphill if He wants. 

 

Could we argue this representation of the omni-potent God in any manner? What of 

the argument that God does not exist? Could any sense be made of the entire God 

business, outside formal religion? In this book we shall examine if it’s possible to look 

at the issue of God without the usual religious associations. We shall try to see how 

and why wickedness got to be associated with God within religion. And then you 

would help us decide if it makes sense to say God and mean something tangible in 

the modern world. 
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Chapter 1. Show me your God 

 

 

A casual conversation and an ancient preacher 

I was having a light conversation one day with a friend about God and the troubles of 

the world when it slipped out of her mouth that she thinks the God of the Old 

Testament is a wicked God. I remember pausing for a moment, surprised.  

 

‘Why did you say that?’ I asked.  

 

She gave me an I-can’t-help-it-but-there-it-is look. I was not really surprised about 

what she said. People have been saying it for thousands of years. I was surprised that 

she said it.  

 

You see, she is a contemporary Pentecostal Christian. From the Christian point of 

view what she said is tantamount to both heresy and blasphemy. You can’t just up 

and say God is wicked. You can’t just say that, neither about Him in the old 

testament nor in the new. Not in any testament. Unless, of course, you are 

consciously flirting with eternal damnation.  

 

But she said it. And she told me she would say it again, if anyone asked.  

 

How did this thought of God’s wickedness enter my friend’s head? The answer is of 

course from the Holy Bible, more specifically from the Old Testament.  

 

I first read about Marcion of Sinope when I took some undergraduate elective 

courses under religion at the University of Lagos. I think the guy, on record, was the 

first to raise the issue of moral unease over the acts attributed to the God of the Old 

Testament. He did this almost two thousand years ago. Nobody knows for sure now 

of course but Marcion appeared to have been born around 85 AD, in Turkey and died 
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around 160 AD, in Rome, Italy. He was born in a place called Sinope, Pontus, now 

Sinop in modern Turkey.  

He was the first person known to have tried compiling Christian scriptures into what 

is generally regarded as canon.  

 

When Marcion got thinking it occurred to him that there was some kind of 

difference between the temperament of Yahweh in the Old Testament and the God 

of love revealed by Christ in the new. This God of the Old Testament is nothing to be 

joked about. He is the one always breathing fire and brimstone on his enemies and 

the enemies of his chosen tribe: the Hebrews. He does not forgive and he does not 

forget. He extracts his vengeance with cold precision and unfeeling retribution. He 

does not care. If you mess with him you pay, period. You pay immediately, in this 

world and in this lifetime. YHWH didn’t bother to wait until you died to exact his 

vengeance. 

 

He is the unquestionable schoolyard principal who runs the yard with neither fear 

nor favour. You may want to watch it too even if you are his favourite class captain. 

Moses struck the rocks at Meribah-Kadesh with his staff to bring forth water for the 

grumbling and mumbling Israelites instead of speaking to it, ‘as the Lord 

commanded’; a subtle display of short temper. For this grievous sin Moses did not 

make it to the Promised Land, along with some of those that provoked him to 

temper. ‘For ye rebelled against my commandment in the desert of Zin, in the strife 

of the congregation, to sanctify me at the water before their eyes: that is the water 

of Meriba in Kadesh in the wilderness of Zin.’ (Numbers 27: 14)  

  

Dear old Marcion could not reconcile this kind of character with the meek, sensitive 

and gentle father he could see Jesus talking about in the New Testament. His 

conclusion? There must be two Gods: one with his firebrand justice in the Old 

Testament, the creator of the world and its wickedness; the other, alien to the first 

and antithetical, ruled with his tender love and care in the New Testament.  
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Marcion reasoned that the God of the New Testament is better than that of the Old 

Testament, and is superior. This is referred to in theology now as the ‘dualistic 

interpretation’ of God. Marcion proposed to throw the entire Old Testament out of 

the new Christian Bible he compiled.  

 

There were other things Marcion did not agree with in the gospel books floating 

around at the time too, mostly books from the apostles and the letters of Paul. There 

was no New Testament then as we have it today, just a bunch of revered scrolls 

scattered among new converts and cities where the first apostles preached. Marcion 

invented the New testament, so to say.  

 

Everybody then, apart from his followers of course, thought Marcion was crazy. He 

was excommunicated by the Roman church, a generous donation he made was 

returned to him and he was declared a heretic. His movement and ideas were 

outlawed.  

 

However, Marcion’s basic reasoning laid the foundation for a whole bunch of other 

‘heretic’ ideas that would plague the church in later years. There were the ideas of 

Manichaeism right after Marcion. Manichaeism preached that Satan was a strong as 

God. Then there were the Paulicians who thought Christ was just an angel sent to 

the world by God not an incarnation of divinity by immaculate conception; the 

Albigenses who taught that it was actually Satan that created the world we see not 

God; the Bogomils who struck out the divinity of Christ, and so on. All of these 

groups and their ideas were rejected by the church and outlawed. The Roman 

Catholic found some of these teachings so disgusting that some of the popes did not 

hesitate to use naked force and war to stamp them out. 

 

Then in February 2010 a similar idea, somewhat independently – she had never 

heard of Marcion, like so many Christians – was admitted by my friend. She got 

reading the Bible and suddenly realised that her stomach had started churning at 

what she was reading. What she was reading did not in any way sound like what the 
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idea of God she was carrying in her head should be doing. I am sure of course that 

this idea has occurred to a lot of people.  

 

What generally happens is that the average God believer knows that God can do 

anything He wants, which includes the ordering of his Israelites to wipe out entire 

towns and cities, at times not sparing even the kids and the house pets. You do not 

question God, or allow your stomach to churn at what a collection of ancient texts 

said He did. This is the predominant attitude of most God believers today. You do 

not want to start asking questions about what the Bible says God did, whatever it is.  

 

Is this attitude the healthy one to take about one’s intuitive sensing of something 

being wrong with personal conviction? Is this a sensible attitude to take about a 

deeper and inner conflict over what one has accepted as true? Is there anything 

wrong with this attitude? What is the extent of the cognitive dissonance that can be 

associated with the realization that a deep-seated personal conviction about 

personal religion is being invalidated? We shall see. 

 

Personally, as an unrepentant God believer, I do not think there is anything wrong 

with a God. I shall argue this point in this booklet. What I think is that there is a 

whole bunch of things wrong with what we think of God based on the ancient 

writings in the Bible. 

 

 

Right in the Bible 

The Old Testament indeed contains a lot of intrigues. There, for instance, we read 

wild stories of events that should come with a warning sign concerning God and his 

chosen Hebrews, concerning the interactions of the Hebrews with their enemies and 

the gods and goddesses of their enemies. There are also issues concerning the 

internal interaction of the chosen community as well. Some of these stories sound 

outright crude to our ears today, let the truth be told. A good example is the story of 

Jephthah’s daughter, found in Judges 11.  
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Jephthah was from Gilead, one of the tribes of ancient Israel. The son of a harlot, (or 

what some graciously refer to as an ‘escort’ nowadays), he was forced away from his 

father’s inheritance by his father’s legitimate children. ‘Thou shall not inherit from 

our father’s house; for thou art the son of a strange woman.’ (vs. 2) Jephthah ran 

away from home and formed a gang in another corner of town. ‘Then Jephthah fled 

from his brethren, and dwelt in the land of Tob; and there were gathered vain men 

to Jephthah, and went out with him.’ (vs. 3)  

 

Some years later the Ammonite king rose up in war against Gilead. All of a sudden 

the elders of Gilead realised they had made a mistake in allowing Jephthah to be 

expelled. They sent urgent word to him that yes, he can return home now; there was 

no reason for him not to do so. But Jephthah’s mother hadn’t raised no fool. He 

wanted a deal. If he chased off the Ammonites he wanted to be made the king in 

Gilead. The elders agreed, after all butchered folks were worse off than folks living 

under a bastard king. Jephthah came back home and was made ‘head and captain’ of 

Gilead.  

 

First Jephthah tried dialogue with the king of Ammon. Dialogue failed. ‘Then the 

Spirit of the Lord came upon Jephthah… and Jephthah vowed a vow unto the Lord, 

and said, If thou shalt without fail deliver the children of Ammon into mine hands. 

Then it shall be, that whatsoever cometh forth of the doors of my house to meet me, 

when I return in peace… shall surely be the Lord’s, and I will offer it up for a burnt 

offering.’ (vs. 29 – 31) In other words, Jephthah would kill and burn for God 

whatever comes out first to greet him on his return from battle.  

 

Well, it turned out that it was Jephthah’s daughter that ran out first to greet him 

after the battle. And Jephthah, after much sorrow and misery over this, ‘did with her 

according to his vow which he had vowed:’ Jephthah supposedly killed and burned 

his daughter for God.  

 

Theologians have written volumes trying to circumvent the problem of this particular 

incident of human sacrifice sanctioned by YHWH. The devil has accumulated in the 
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details. But the stronger and the more validated view requests a plain reading of the 

text: Jephthah did sacrifice his virgin daughter to YHWH, as a burnt sacrifice too. 

No matter how holy and righteous they are most Christians today would never get 

crazy enough to think of killing and burning their child for God, promise or no 

promise. No Christian today would be crazy enough to make that kind of promise to 

start with, or if they happen to have made it would be crazy enough to actually carry 

out the promise. Oh, except of course, well, the nuts. You know the nuts, the David 

Koreshes of the world who would rather gather and sacrifice themselves in the name 

of Jesus Christ than live and face the reality of their own insanity. We all understand 

now, or should, that this kind of behaviour is no longer desirable even though it was 

at a certain point in time, and recorded, of all places, in the Bible.   

 

There is something highly significant to be noted here in this story of Jephthah’s 

daughter. At the time of Jephthah there was nothing morally wrong with the kind of 

practice involving burning your daughter for God. This is unquestionably true. Even 

Jephthah’s daughter did not think of avoiding her father’s obligation! ‘My father, if 

thou hast opened thy mouth unto the Lord, do to me according to that which hath 

proceeded out of thy mouth...’ (vs. 36)  

 

In contrast to this attitude just imagine if you, as a father, walked in today and told 

your daughter that you had promised God you would kill and burn her to His glory, 

and now it is time. Or imagine if you today, as a daughter, watched your daddy come 

in looking very calm and sober and told you that he wanted to burn you for God, and 

you stole a glance at the wall calendar and it wasn’t April 1st.  

 

The anonymous editors of the Bible at points in time in the past who told the story 

orally for centuries before it got written down and added to the Bible obviously were 

not outraged by the incident as it outrages some Bible readers today. They just 

noted that it wasn’t easy for Jephthah or his daughter to part from each other. It 

never occurred to anybody then, both the characters in the story and the writers of 

the story, that it would one day sound crazy to want to actually do such a thing for 

God.  
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There was in the undertone and moral of the story some kind of admiration for the 

guy who would not even stop at burning his daughter for his devotion to God. That 

was the basic concern of the Bible writers. Today exactly the opposite would have 

been the case if you open the topic for discussion at the next synod. I want you to 

note this shift in moral temperament among the general bulk of believers today. 

Something really has changed here in our religious attitude among a significant 

number of people. 

 

We shall look at another example before we move on on our way towards the issue 

of human morals, which is where we are really going with all this. Let me pick out 

Joshua as our second example. Sceptics have compared the invasion of Canaan by 

Joshua to the invasion of Europe by Adolf Hitler. As a Christian it would not occur to 

you to look at things this way at first of course. The reason is that you see Joshua and 

the Israelites as righteous and serving the only true God there is to serve. The 

Canaanites are evil and serving false gods, they deserve whatever they got. This, in 

essence, was how Hitler did see Poland and the rest of Europe at the time he 

launched World War 2. Your attitude as a Christian towards the Canaanites today of 

course is not different from the attitude of the neo-Nazi movement today towards 

the enemies of Hitler. If any survivors of the Canaanites appear today, by some 

miracle, they would certainly think Joshua was a bloody invader based on how 

Joshua exterminated and displaced the tribes of Canaan, which was no different 

from how Hitler plundered Europe. 

 

All this is true, if you pause to think about it. All Hitler has to do is tell us his god 

asked him to do it.  

 

Sceptics have argued that the Bible is not the source of modern morality. They have 

argued that there is not much about the Bible that they want to learn anything 

about, least of all moral lessons. This is not altogether true of course.  
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The Bible contains the beatitudes, nobody that has ever lived has come up with 

better moral codes. Even in the Old Testament you find laws of compassion Wall 

Street should really condescend to consider. In Leviticus 19: 9 – 10, for instance, we 

read: ‘And when ye reap the harvest of your land, thou shalt not wholly reap the 

corners of thy field, neither shall thou gather the gleanings of thy harvest. And thou 

shalt not glean thy vineyard, neither shalt thou gather every grape of thy vineyard; 

thou shalt leave them for the poor and the stranger: I am the Lord thy God.’  And for 

the bouts of xenophobia plaguing the world these days in South Africa and pretty 

much everywhere verse 33 has this to say: ‘And if a stranger sojourn with thee in 

your land, ye shall not vex him.’  

 

So, what we actually have here in the Bible is a mixture of moral inspirations. In the 

same book where you have some laws that sound crazy to modern ears, including kill 

your kid if he disobeys you, you also happen to have some really nice sounding ones, 

including you should care for the weak and the poor. Later on we shall see the full 

implication of this state of things. 

 

For now let us glance at the dark corners of atheist evangelism. I now introduce to 

my dear Christian folk the most vociferous scientific atheist that has ever lived: 

Richard Dawkins. Professor Dawkins wrote the most telling book against God I have 

ever read: The God Delusion. Let me confess. Every time you hear me say ‘sceptics’ it 

is always the ideas of Professor Dawkins that quickly rush to my mind. I have argued 

the existence of a God in an upcoming book: How Not To Let Your Religion Make You 

Go Crazy. In this booklet I would touch briefly on that argument before I move on. 

This is because it does not make any sense talking about someone inspiring morals 

when you can’t say someone exists. I can’t have morals if I don’t exist. 

 

 

Show me your God 

 

When it comes to belief in a God a brilliant sceptic can accuse me of falling under the 

comfort and fallacy of a false positive. A false positive conviction, to me here, means 
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one in which you think it makes sense for you to believe in something but have no 

conclusive evidence to convince the next guy, nor does the next guy have conclusive 

evidence to prove his side of the argument absolutely true.  

 

There are three primary premises to examine here. 

 

First, the ancient traditions that survived to generate the world’s leading modern 

monotheist religions mixed in some myths – some people say a lot of myths – in 

their cosmology. Second, a lot of crazy people also call on the name of the same kind 

of God I call upon. Third, nobody can account for God’s complexity. 

 

The first one first. The ancient tradition of the Hebrews did survive to give birth to 

Judaism, Christianity and Islam, arguably three of the world’s leading monotheist 

religions today. Monotheism actually first started in Egypt under the alien Pharaoh 

Akhenaton but the priests of Memphis did not like the effect and stamped the idea 

out after the unfortunate death of the rebel king.  

 

In any case these modern monotheist religions did mix in a lot of myths in their 

world view, including fantastic stories of unnatural miracles. The ancient Babylonians 

also mixed in a lot of myth in their world view, and told stories about them. The 

Hittites did, so did the Sumerians. The only reason I am even arguing about this is 

that some of us God believers have refused to disconnect our current views from the 

views of some ancient stories of our religions. Nobody takes the myths of the ancient 

Babylonians and Hittites serious anymore. If anybody does take the myths of the 

ancient Hebrews that serious today when I don’t then I do not have to defend them. 

I shall give reasons I can no longer believe in some of the things Jephthah and Joshua 

believed in when I get to the part about spiritual evolution. It is for the same reason 

that I believe natural laws are running the material universe. 

 

To the second point: nuts also call on the name of God. Yea. Nuts. Crazies. 

Fruitcakes. This is indeed true. Who can be crazier than the guy that ties a bomb 

around his waist to blow up himself and innocent bystanders at the village market, 
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all in the name of God? The truth however is that crazy people practice everything 

on the surface of this earth, not just calling on the name of God. Fruitcakes also 

practice democratic politics. They practice science. They practice banking and they 

run the stock market. Nobody is calling any of these disciplines names just because 

crazy people happen to be operating there. Finger pointing God because lunatics 

happen to be calling his name is one of the rather weak arguments scientific atheists 

indulge in for want of more substantial points to make.   

 

The third point is really the only strong point here: nobody can account for God’s 

complexity. That includes me, yeah. This is something Christian God believers take 

for granted, and sceptics attack without mercy. Questions about God’s complexity 

are questions about such things as how did God originate, did He make Himself, how 

did He make Himself, if he didn’t make Himself then who made Him, who made who 

made Him if anything made Him, and so on. Scientific atheists pride in asking these 

questions, using the silence they mostly encounter as evidence for their own 

assumptions. These are questions the normal God believer takes for granted, and 

does not bother about. In fact, asking them, to the God believer, constitutes 

blasphemy. I answer those who ask these questions because I believe God didn’t 

create me stupid. If there are any questions about Him I can’t answer I would say so. 

If I see fallacies in the claims against the kind of God I have chosen to believe in I 

would point them out, and move on.  

 

 I think I understand the current evidence that we developed our intelligence from 

evolutionary simple to complex mechanisms, as much as any other when it is all 

broken down for dummies. No scientific atheist however has provided much 

evidence to prove that the only way for intelligence to appear is from simple to 

complex mechanisms. We only know that is the way our intelligence has risen. No 

scientific atheist has provided conclusive evidence to prove that any kind of alien 

intelligence does not exist, apart and distinct from human intelligence. We have just 

not discovered any yet. Nor has anybody proved that intelligence cannot rise in any 

other way, apart from the way our intelligence has risen. After examining all the stuff 

science can not explain yet in existence (which constitutes well over 95% of what 
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there is to be explained); after another glance at the weird revelations of quantum 

mechanics and the string theories of speculative physics I came to the opinion that 

nobody has wrapped up human knowledge of what constitutes reality enough to 

discount entirely the idea that intelligence can rise from other ways which we have 

not yet discovered. I will stick to this opinion, till science can conclusively prove 

otherwise. A little over a century ago scientists didn’t believe atoms existed for the 

simple reason that nobody was yet to see one. I kindly excuse myself from the stand 

that only what human science could see for now absolutely exists. 

 

These are the basic arguments I have pursued in full in the book How Not To Let Your 

Religion Make You Go Crazy. I have placed them here because it makes no sense 

going on to see how human morality related with God in the Old Testament if no 

background is placed for the basis of belief in a God to start with. Now that we have 

that we can go on and see what sense can be made about all these weird stories in 

the Old Testament involving the Hebraic Yahweh: the God of the Old Testament. 

 

 

The shift  

 

Christians today believe in this God, but with a lot of modifications over His no 

nonsense laws occasioned by the ministry of Jesus Christ. No Christian today takes 

most of these laws serious anymore, mostly found in the first five books of the Bible, 

especially those about various kinds of animal sacrifices and the animals you should 

and shouldn’t eat. Once while enjoying catfish pepper soup one evening I asked a 

fellow Christian friend if he knew God said we shouldn’t eat catfish. I remember he 

looked at me as if he hadn’t an idea what I was talking about. The theological 

thinking, and the common understanding, is that the death of Jesus Christ has 

invalidated a lot of these laws by its singular supreme sacrifice.  

 

There is indeed something remarkable about this moral shift. It shows that a believer 

can indeed move from a point of initial moral contact with God to a new point of 

understanding of that same Creator-created relationship. Inside this kind of new 
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understanding lies the entire train of argument behind this booklet. This is that 

indeed people can move forward from any point of moral level to another, without 

offending their conviction in whatever version of God he or she believes in. Flat and 

blind dogmatism should not be an essential factor of religious belief. The argument is 

that this shift, this movement, remains the primary objective of human spirituality 

which human religion struggles to represent. 

 

If Christians today could move away from various laws in the Old Testament, seeing 

them as now invalidated because of something that happened after the laws were 

given it proves that there is a movement going on, a development: an 

enlightenment.  

 

If Christians today could move away from the in-group mentality and morality of the 

ancient Hebrews, based on the Laws of Yahweh in the Old Testament, to a more 

tolerant out-group mentality and morality based on later events after the era of 

Moses, based on the life and ministry of Jesus Christ, then there is hope that maybe 

there could be another movement towards another level of morality when this new 

level is adequately exposed. The movement is the most important and significant 

thing here. The new points of understanding may not be perfect yet. But if as a 

movement it keeps allowing refinement, if it doesn’t fight changes like most 

Christians fight changes today and the Sanhedrin fought changes during the life of 

Christ, as a moral force this movement would only arrive at the same summit where 

all human morality is bound: living selfless. Universal love, in other words. 

 

It does not matter which God leads you there. The human spirit is ultimately bound 

for living selfless: universal love, the harmony of the one with the all. Show me your 

God and I will show you where I think He should be leading you. And let’s argue 

about it, not fight. 

 

With this in mind we really need to go back and look at how the ancient Jew believed 

in his God. We need to look at how, for instance, Abraham viewed his world and his 

God. We also need to, for comparative analysis, look at what the ancient Jew’s 



The Wicked God of the Old Testament 

 

13 | P a g e  

 

neighbour believed in, and how he did it. We need to look at the moral conduct of 

these two sides of faith, so to say.  

 

We can never reach a balanced perspective in the God belief business if we do not 

do this. We need to do this, otherwise we would get locked into the shallow 

righteousness and closed morality of our own religion. This is exactly what Jesus 

talked about in the parable of the Good Samaritan about the priest who did not 

bother about the wounded stranger because the stranger did not belong to the 

same tribe and religion, and was not the priest’s watch out. This religious 

shallowness is actually ignorance. This shallowness is the plague of all human belief 

systems today, including atheism. Atheism is not belief in nothing, mind you. It is just 

an absolute belief in the power of human intelligence instead of God’s. It is however 

in a monotheist religion like Christianity that I want to focus on here. 

 

Most Christians today who acknowledge the ignorant wickedness of the priest who 

walked by the wounded stranger in the parable of the Good Samaritan have no idea 

that they themselves slip into the same shoes of the priest whenever they look down 

on those they consider unbelievers. You see, there are reasons the priest did not 

stop to help the wounded stranger. The reasons are exactly the same with the 

reasons you look down on anybody as an unbeliever, or point at them as dumb 

pagans. 

 

Even more importantly, we need to look at how the Bible got to be written, and the 

psychology, or rather mindset, of the people who wrote it since we all agree that 

God didn’t write the Book Himself. 
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Chapter 2. Just another son of Old Adam 

 

 

A pleasure to meet you 

 

Old Adam and our primordial Mother Eve represent, here, the apes that climbed 

down from the trees to live in the caves. Cave arts from all over the world testify to 

the significance of this monumental transition.  

 

Time and timelines is irrelevant to me at this point since the significant events 

cropped up all over the world at different periods. It wasn’t time that mattered. 

What mattered was the clever cognitive development of the affected apes at each 

point. The cave drawings did not just represent the animals the primordial couple 

hunted for food, they also showed animals we know could never have existed in the 

natural world, like we know the unicorn could never have existed in the natural 

world. These were figures which the ancient shaman could only perceive in states of 

astral excitement and meta-physical ecstasy. We are talking about figures of men 

with insect heads, animals with two heads and two tails, animals in transition to 

human forms, and so on, all bearing under careful analysis very specific and very 

intelligent symbolic significance.  

 

This phenomenon distinctly marked out Old Adam and Mother Eve from other 

animals then. They discovered religion, and thus discovered humanity. Through this 

highly representative art Old Adam and Mother Eve had found another bliss, an 

abstract bliss, apart from the after meal bliss: the only bliss animals know. They have 

discovered the dream to go back to paradise, which is where the spirit moving them 

was coming from. Other apes around them who didn’t develop this ability died out 

or faded away far from the competition engendered by this remarkable and 

renewable intelligence, the only one the inner spirit could drive. 

 

Again, let me say that timelines are not very important. Even palaeontologists are 

now abandoning the linear progression idea of human intelligence. The linear idea 
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says that intelligence moved from savagery to barbarism and from barbarism to 

civilisation: Stone Age, Bronze Age, Iron Age (to which we may now add dotcom 

age). When we measure the timeline of what we now know from archaeology 

against this linear scheme events, and assumptions, shift askew. The Mesopotamians 

discovered the theorem ascribed to Pythagoras fifteen centuries before Pythagoras 

ever existed. ‘Savages’ built the Stonehenge, a feat engineers today still speculate 

about, trying to figure out how it was done. Linear progression here means herders 

built Egypt, Sumer and Gobekli Tepe, something even fools cannot now dare to 

argue.  

 

The evidence points to the fact that – and it indeed seemed as if – once it appeared 

human intelligence came intact with high sophistication. This high sophistication just 

got refined as time went on, working with geographical material available around its 

area of influence. 

 

We now know that human intelligence proceeds wherever this spirit that possessed 

Old Adam and his Eve is present among the smartest apes around then. The spirit 

moved within the apes, and transformed them to humans. We now know that this 

intelligence had not proceeded in any linear progression. Humans appeared all over 

the world, transformed from apes, wherever this spirit is present.  

 

This spirit of humanity symbolically appears to be the Biblical breath of God that 

made Adam a living soul. That made him consciously responsible for his choice of 

actions, in other words. The human spirit drove the apes to curiosity over things that 

had nothing to do with their natural survival; to discover what is not there before 

and to convert discoveries to communal utility. On the metaphysical side death and 

contemplations of it broke the door to the quest for immortality, the call of religion. 

Palaeontologists tell us that the evidence for the effect of this new spirit are 

scattered all over the globe – and that some of the results appeared to be locally 

disconnected from each other. The wheel was discovered in both Mesopotamia and 

China, and none showed the other how. Both ‘civilizations’ developed funeral rites, 

to mark out their inner development on becoming a new being. 



The Wicked God of the Old Testament 

 

16 | P a g e  

 

 

The human spirit is the only indomitable force we all have inside of us. 

 

This spirit also seemed to have had the curious power of inspiring two different 

people in highly important matters who did not come in prior contact with their 

ideas. Wallace and Darwin happened upon the idea of evolution independent of 

each other’s knowledge. Both men were already working on the idea before they 

ever corresponded. Inventors and scientists often discover, some to their dismay, 

that they are working on the same hot idea with someone they never knew about or 

even ever heard of.  

 

We now meet Abraham, the father of the Jews to whom Yahweh, the God of the Old 

Testament, first caused Himself to be revealed. He didn’t actually reveal himself as 

Yahweh to Abraham. That particular award went to Moses, far later on. In fact 

scholars are now arguing that Abraham and Moses saw different aspects of 

monotheism, some argue even that Abraham did not practice monotheism at all. 

Most scholars think Abraham’s form of monotheism was rather loose.  

 

Abraham worshipped what was known as Elohim. El in the Hebrew language refers 

to a god. Elohim is its plural form, having a special linguistic mark to indicate its 

pluralism. Other scholars point out that the term Elohim, in its plural form, could be 

used figuratively as a title, the same way the plural form of ‘king’ was attached to 

Christ in the title: King of Kings. The context usage only suggests that to the devotee 

Christ supersedes even the greatness ascribed to monarchs. 

 

Be that as it may I just want it to be understood that Abraham was just another 

down line offspring of Old Adam and Mother Eve. By the time Abraham was born 

however Old Adam and Mother Eve were long gone. Only fragments of myths 

formed the genealogical link back to the remote days of the very beginning many 

millennia ago, stories now reformed from race memory. 

 

The Bible was in no uncertain view about where Abraham came from however.  
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From  Deuteronomy 26: vs 5 and 6 we read: ‘And you shall make response before 

the LORD your God, “A wandering Aramean was my father; and he went down into 

Egypt and sojourned there, few in number; and there he became a nation, great, 

mighty, and populous. And the Egyptians treated us harshly, and afflicted us, and laid 

upon us hard bondage.”’ This was actually referring to the story of Jacob and the 

migration to Egypt under the grace of Joseph. Jacob of course is the grandson of 

Abraham. 

 

From this we deduce that Abraham was a wandering Aramean – and also a Hebrew. 

From Genesis 14:13 we read: ‘Then one who had escaped came and told Abram the 

Hebrew, for he dwelt by the terebinth trees of Mamre the Amorite, brother of Eshcol 

and brother of Aner; and they were allies with Abram.’ Italics mine. 

 

So who are the Arameans and who is a Hebrew? 

 

The Arameans were a North West Semitic semi-nomadic and pastoralist people who 

lived in upper Mesopotamia. Aramaeans were never really unified under a central 

leadership, like an empire or anything close to that. They were divided into 

independent city-states all across the Near East. The first mention of the name in 

archaeological evidence is in the form of an inscription from the annals of Naram-Sin 

of Akkad, dated to 2250 BC, or there about. Archaeologists have also found in the 

Annals of Mari, an ancient city located today in Tell Hariri Syria, a reference to a 

people of Aram dated around 1900 BC. Undeniable historical reference to them as a 

people appears a millennium later in the annals of Tiglath-Pileser I who lived and 

reigned circa 1114-1076 BC.1  

 

Of the reign of the last Babylonian king, Nabonidus (Nabu-na'id), there is a fair 

amount of information available. This is chiefly derived from a chronological tablet 

containing the so called annals of Nabonidus, supplemented by another inscription 

of Nabonidus where he recounts his restoration of the temple of the Moon-god at 

 
1 see http://everything.explained.today/Aram_%28biblical_region%29/ 

http://everything.explained.today/Aram_%28biblical_region%29/
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Harran during the 16th century BC or thereabout. Harran is the name of the place 

where Abraham was believed to have settled in Canaan. See Genesis 11:31,32. 

 

‘The Nabonidus Chronicle is an ancient Babylonian text, part of a larger series of 

Babylonian Chronicles inscribed in cuneiform script on clay tablets. It deals primarily 

with the reign of Nabonidus, the last king of the Neo-Babylonian Empire, covers the 

conquest of Babylon by the Persian king Cyrus the Great, and ends with the start of 

the reign of Cyrus's son Cambyses, spanning a period from 556 BC to some time after 

539 BC. It provides a rare contemporary account of Cyrus's rise to power and is the 

main source of information on this period; Amélie Kuhrt describes it as "the most 

reliable and sober [ancient] account of the fall of Babylon.’2,3,4 

 

In terms of cultural heritage both the Biblical epiphany of Abraham and the 

contemporary Chaldean polytheism which Abraham drew from bear close 

correlation to the Ugarit culture, an even older civilization that flourished in the area 

now known as Palestine. The Ugarit culture, and its gods, preceded both Abraham 

and Chaldean polytheism by at least 4000 years. The Chaldeans imbibed Ugarit 

culture and Ugarit gods. Abraham imbibed Chaldean theology.  

 

Let’s see some illustration. The Ugarit god named El – chief god and the father of 

mankind, (creator of the creation) transformed into the later Canaanite god El – 

head of the gods, and El Shaddai, an alternative Biblical name for Yahweh. The Ugarit 

god Yawu was one of the sons of the Ugarit El, and bears close nomenclature with 

Yahweh, the God of the Old Testament Himself.  

 

Now to attempt an exposition of ‘Hebrew’. 

 

 
2 Oppenheim, A.L. "The Babylonian Evidence of Achaemenian Rule in Mesopotamia". In 
Gershevitch, Ilya (ed), The Cambridge History of Iran: Vol. 2 : The Median and Achaemenian 
periods, p. 535. Cambridge University Press, 1993. ISBN 0-521-20091-1 
3 Kuhrt, Amélie. "Babylonia from Cyrus to Xerxes", in The Cambridge Ancient History: Persia, 
Greece, and the Western Mediterranean, C. 525-479 B.C, pp. 112-138. Cambridge University 
Press, 1988. ISBN 0-521-22804-2 
4 2,3 above cited in: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nabonidus_Chronicle. Retrieved 23/09/2019 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_Standard_Book_Number
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/0-521-20091-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_Standard_Book_Number
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/0-521-22804-2
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nabonidus_Chronicle
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The actual etymology, or origin, of the word Hebrew is unknown.  

 

Oxford runs a simple trace of usage, however: ‘…from Old French Ebreu, via Latin 

from late Greek Hebraios, from Aramaic ‘iḇray, based on Hebrew ‘iḇrî understood to 

mean ‘one from the other side (of the river)’.5 

 

Scholars propose many generic forms of the root word in Aramaic. The root stem 

‘Eber’, also ‘abar’, ‘Ay – Ber’, ‘ibri’ and ‘Heber’ all happen to mean ‘the region 

beyond’. From these one gets the derivative of Hebrew to mean ‘One who crossed 

from beyond one region to another’ or simply ‘to cross over’.6     

 

In common English the simplest derivative term for all these would be ‘sojourner’ or 

‘nomad’, someone who wanders from place to place. Some scholars point out that 

Hebrew may not be what the clan of Abraham called itself, but what others called 

them, to indicate their social status in the areas where they roamed about. This 

social classification may be in other to differentiate them from the more settled 

natives of wherever it was they happen to be wandering in at any point in time.  

 

Dennis Bratcher writes in Hebrews, Arameans and Israelites: ‘If we examine the 

actual context where the term occurs, we find it is used in only three ways: 1) by 

foreigners to describe Israelites, 2) by Israelites to identify themselves to foreigners, 

and 3) to refer to slaves. In other words, this is not an Israelite self-designation. They 

used the term bene yisrael, children of Israel or Israelites to identify themselves. 

"Hebrew" was what they were called by others, or how they identified themselves to 

others who would presumably know the term ‘ibri better than the term bene 

yisrael.’7 

 

Abraham appeared to have left his ancestral home in ‘Ur of the Chaldees’, or Ur 

Kasdim, a Mesopotamian metropolis, and travelled with his father Terah and brother 

 
5 https://www.lexico.com/en/definition/hebrew. Retrieved 18/09/2019 
6 see Strong’s Bible Concordance: 5676, 5677 and also check: http://yhvh.name/?w=1307 
7 Dennis Bratcher: Hebrews, Arameans and Israelites. Retrieved from 

http://www.crivoice.org/aramheb.html 18/09/2019 

https://www.lexico.com/en/definition/hebrew
http://yhvh.name/?w=1307
http://www.crivoice.org/aramheb.html
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Nahor to Harran in Syria. This much is recorded in the Bible and the area is now 

recognized as representing the location of the Biblical Aram.The son of Nahor was 

also called Aram (Genesis 22:21). This area of land in Syria became known as the 

land of the Arameans, or Aram. And there Abraham was referred to as a Hebrew, a 

sojourner, in other words. It appeared that he felt his calling actually in Harran, 

(Genesis 12:5) and from Harran he hit the road, as we would put it today, building 

altars to Elohim as he moved about all over the place, as the semi-nomadic pastoral 

farmer he was. 

 

 

Part lore part history 

 

Literary arguments rage over when Abraham lived – and if he ever lived.  

 

A large consensus thinks he never existed at all. Steve Feldman writes: ‘According to 

Biblical chronology Abraham arrived in Canaan in about 2100 BC and he, Isaac and 

Jacob lived in Canaan until about 1875 BC.’8 

 

Do well to remember that this is the same chronology with which Bishop Ussher 

worked out that God began to create the world on the 23rd of October 4004 BC. This 

means that God started creating the world two millennia after human settlements at 

Nevali Cori in present-day Turkey, now established by archaeologists to have existed 

around 8000 BC. 

Internal inconsistency is the bane of most Biblical chronologies. This is true, despite 

all apologist claims. According to Feldman: ‘Moses and Aaron, according to 1 

Chronicles 5, were fourth-generation descendants of Levi, the son of Jacob. The 430 

years of enslavement is too long for the three generations preceding Moses. 

 
8 Biblical History: From Abraham to Moses, c. 1850-1200 BCE, Steven Feldman, COJS. Retrieved from 

cojs.org/biblical_history-_from_abraham_to_moses-_c-_1850-1200_bce-_steven_feldman-_cojs/ 

23/09/2019  
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Moreover, 1 Chronicles 7 describes Joshua, Moses’ aide and successor, as a 12th-

generation descendant of Joseph, the son of Jacob who rose to become Pharaoh’s 

vizier. So we have, depending on which chapter of 1 Chronicles we are reading, 

either three or 11 generations between those Israelites who migrated to Egypt with 

Jacob and those who left with Moses and Joshua.’9 

Today you can argue the case in any direction you like. According to Feldman: ‘Most 

scholars accept that the Patriarchs — Abraham, Isaac and Jacob — may be beyond 

historical recovery. These scholars acknowledge that the Biblical accounts of the 

Patriarchs were written during the tenth to sixth centuries B.C.E., the period of the 

Israelite Monarchy. But some scholars have asserted that within these later, written 

accounts of the Patriarchs are authentic elements of reliable history.’10 

Feldman identifies one of the people who got convinced that there is now enough 

evidence to prove that Abraham actually existed in the person of William Foxwell 

Albright. Albright, we are told, dominated the field of ancient Near Eastern history 

for decades, tireless and relentless in his belief that parts of the Abrahamic Bible 

stories indicate real events, and that ‘the Patriarchal narratives do indeed contain 

accurate glimpses of ancient life’.  

 

Circumstantial evidence tends to establish that an actual Abraham actually existed. 

Abrahamic stories like the substitution of slave girls to have babies for barren wives 

(as Haggar did for Sarah) and a dual sister-wife role for women (as Sarah duly did for 

Abraham) have been corroborated by historical evidence from such sources as the so 

called Nuzi texts.11  

 

It appears then that Abraham might have lived as a matter of historical fact, despite 

the erratic chronologies. The inconsistent chronologies themselves, it can be argued, 

 
9 Ibid. see http://cojs.org/biblical_history-_from_abraham_to_moses-_c-_1850-1200_bce-

_steven_feldman-_cojs/ 

 
10 Ibid. 
11 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuzi_texts. Referred to on 10/09/2019 

http://cojs.org/biblical_history-_from_abraham_to_moses-_c-_1850-1200_bce-_steven_feldman-_cojs/
http://cojs.org/biblical_history-_from_abraham_to_moses-_c-_1850-1200_bce-_steven_feldman-_cojs/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuzi_texts
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cannot be separated fully from their largely oral sources with some events surviving 

in oral tradition for millennia before ever getting written down. 

 

‘Genesis 11:22 adds further details about Abraham; it names Terah, Nahor (not to be 

confused with Nahor, Abraham’s brother) and Serug as Abraham’s father, 

grandfather and great-grandfather. All three names appear in texts as the names of 

towns near Haran, Abraham’s adopted home; Abraham’s ancestors were thought of 

as the founders of those towns. The persistence of the associations between 

Abraham and the area around Haran suggests that the Biblical accounts reflect a 

longstanding memory of Abraham’s origins.’12 

 

What I think is that the mere fact that aspects of historical and archaeological 

evidence corroborate the Biblical accounts of the Patriarchs is highly significant. The 

people that wrote the patriarchal accounts did not have systematic archaeology and 

carbon dating technology. There was no way they could have made up the names 

and stories after the facts of archaeology. I want to keep the belief that the 

Patriarchs – at least some of them – actually existed, and that their stories were 

quite remarkably preserved in tribal folklore millennia before it ever got written 

down, at which time actual events would have blended much with embellishments 

based on tribal passion and in-group self righteousness. 

 

Most of the Biblical accounts we find in the Old Testament today was preserved for 

millennia through oral tradition. In this status they could easily represent part 

folklore part history. Historical records, up until today, are still being written in 

perspective. The perspective of the losers in a certain incident of conflict will never 

be expected to be the same as the perspective of the winners in the same conflict. 

Often when you encounter such narratives the first impression you get is that you 

are reading accounts of two different events. 

 

 
12 see http://cojs.org/biblical_history-_from_abraham_to_moses-_c-_1850-1200_bce-_steven_feldman-

_cojs/ 

http://cojs.org/biblical_history-_from_abraham_to_moses-_c-_1850-1200_bce-_steven_feldman-_cojs/
http://cojs.org/biblical_history-_from_abraham_to_moses-_c-_1850-1200_bce-_steven_feldman-_cojs/
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From archaeological evidence it appears that Joshua did conquer Jericho. Scholars 

quickly point out that there is no evidence however that the walls tumbled down 

after Israeli trumpets. But the site of ancient Jericho is earthquake country, getting 

tremors on a daily basis with major quakes four times in every century or so, until 

today. One part of the walls of ancient Jericho has been found to have been rebuilt 

sixteen times in the late Bronze Age. In the fixed mindset of the pious oral tradition 

that delivered the story to the equally fixed mindset of the ancient chronicler that 

finally set the story down in writing one set of natural events is as good as one good 

miracle. The story of the tumbled wall of Jericho was indeed not a complete 

fabrication. We do not know if it actually happened. If it didn’t it is just lore based on 

real events. If it did the geology of the area is in full support of tumbling walls.  

 

I am providing here some of the new insight we need to introduce in rationalising 

the accounts of the Patriarchs, starting from Abraham – on our quest to discover if 

the wicked God of the Old Testament is a stepping stone on the path of human 

moral development or not. 

 

 

Leaving home 

 

Ur of the Chaldees must have been a bubbling commercial and religious metropolis 

in the days of young Abram. There were a thousand and one gods to worship in 

ziggurats, or stepped pyramids, sometimes towering up to a hundred feet over 

everybody. These gods and goddesses were no jokes and strongly dominated the 

very fabrics of life and commerce. There was almost a god for everything, from 

fertility to fever. The affairs of the gods were overseen by a powerful clergy, versed 

deeply in occult learning and astrology. 

 

It was in the midst of this state of affairs that Abram felt his calling. Contemplative 

and sensitive Abram must have surmised the origin of a single source of all things, 

just like sensitive and contemplative Akhenaton did in Egypt. Abram must have felt 
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internal disturbance over the prevalent polytheism in strong force around him and 

decided to migrate, also much like Akhenaton did.  

 

Remember, we have seen earlier on that the spirit that empowered Old Adam and 

Mother Eve often, in important matters, visit the same idea to two people who did 

not know about each other.  

 

In the case of a polytheist background to Abraham’s calling even the Bible had 

something to say. In Joshua 24:2 we read: ‘And Joshua said unto all the people, Thus 

saith the LORD God of Israel, Your fathers dwelt on the other side of the flood in old 

time, even Terah, the father of Abraham, and the father of Nachor: and they served 

other gods.’ Italics mine. 

 

But Abraham was a new man, with a new name, and a new eternal promise from 

Elohim. In the boundless splendour of the Syrian desert night he could forge his 

personal bond with his new God in stronger terms, safe and away from the 

censorship of watching polytheist priests. 

 

In another booklet titled: Pastors That Won’t Make Heaven I have traced as 

objectively as it is possible to do how this transformation occurs, how this ‘calling’ 

occurs among those for whom it is a sincere experience.  

 

First, there is an internal event that significantly disrupts the status quo of current 

belief system inside one’s mind. Then follows a prolonged period of growing unease 

caused by the new and rising inner conviction in an external environment dominated 

by the now internally estranged old faith, the new way of seeing things does not rest 

easy with the old way of doing things. Then the aspiring devotee breaks from the old 

way of doing things, and wanders off, to pursue the new way of seeing things. The 

aspiring devotee migrates to another environment to sow his new seeds. This was 

what apparently happened to Abram in Ur of the Chaldees. 
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Christians today usually assume that the worship of one God was instituted by 

Judaism, guided by God. But that is not exactly what might have happened. Scholars 

are unanimous that the same idea of  monotheism had occurred to other guys even 

at the same time as it was occurring to Abraham. For example, in an article written 

by Stephanie Saldana in the Daily Star of Lebanon on the 5th of March 2002 titled: 

Temple Reveals Secrets Of The One God, we read: ‘… this new emphasis on one god 

was not reserved for the Israelites, but occurred simultaneously in several nation 

states throughout the Middle East, with Yahweh in Israel, Haddad in Damascus, 

Milkom in Amman, Chemos in Moab, (in present day Jordan) and Qos in Edom (in 

present day Israel). The newest finds at the Migdol Temple suggest that the region 

had its own distinct form of monotheism…’ 

 

What the Hebraic form of monotheism had over others however simply makes it one 

of the most eloquent form of monotheism ever. This is not even the conviction that 

YHWH is unfathomable, unknowable and has no shape or form, has nothing in 

creation in fact after which its likeness may be formed. Or that He caused 

everything. It is not even that He is so holy and revered that even his name may not 

be spoken. All of these assertions were markedly challenged by a verse from the 

Egyptian Records of the Past. There we read of the one sun god: 'He is not graven in 

marble; He is not beheld; His abode is not known; there is no building that can 

contain Him; unknown is his name in heaven; He doth not manifest his forms; vain 

are all representations.' " {Records of the Past, 4: 109-113.}  

 

What makes the Hebraic monotheism notable was its unrepentant radicalism and 

sectarianism. Abraham felt his calling completely apart from his neighbors. By the 

time of Moses only the children of Israel mattered in the eyes of Yahweh. Every 

other people and whatever they worshipped were considered pests to be stamped 

out. 

 

However, it must not be assumed that it was a light thing that these ancient sons of 

Old Adam came upon in these various forms of monotheism. The idea that life and 

existence both have a single source of origin is deeply fundamental to the 
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development of both human religion and human science later on; to the 

development of civilization. The primal idea that chaos and cosmos both began in 

one event is now recognised and recorded by modern scientists. The non-believers 

among them say it is the Big Bang. The believers say it is a God. You can pick any side 

you like. 

 

Having picked our way gingerly through Abraham’s new awareness let us now talk 

about religious practice in the man’s new faith. It is as important to think of what 

Abraham believed in as it is to think of how he practiced this belief. We shall look at 

that next. 

 

 

Measuring faith 

 

Let’s face it.  

 

What Abraham practiced as religion was very crude. Crude that is, to our ‘modern’ 

ears. To Abraham himself, and to his neighbours worshipping Nanna the moon god 

at the other side of town, there would not be much moral sensitivity towards the 

incident with the young Isaac, dangling near human sacrifice or not, as the story 

does to our ears today. Down until the time of Elijah, and probably long afterwards, 

bulls were still being burnt whole to God. At the time of Moses a hapless straggler 

that was caught collecting wood outdoors on a Sabbath day was condemned by the 

community and stoned to death without remorse. That was what Yahweh required. 

Anybody attempting to emulate any of these relics of moral religious obligations 

today would fulfil every modern definition of violent and fanatic religious 

fundamentalism: a nutcase, in cleaner terms. But they happened in the world of 

Abraham without qualms because that was what the world of Abraham believed was 

right, that was the level of moral development then. 

 

One of the so called laws of Hammurabi, a somewhat contemporary of Abraham 

depending on which historical scholar you are following, collected from the cultures 



The Wicked God of the Old Testament 

 

27 | P a g e  

 

and traditions of his native Mesopotamia, stated that if a man’s wife eventually gives 

birth to a son any previous son of the man’s concubine and the concubine herself 

should be turned out. There should be no question as to which direction the 

inheritance of the man should go. When Sarah finally gave birth to Isaac she turned 

to Abraham with this customary tenet in mind. Sarah wanted Abraham to drive out 

his concubine Hagar the Egyptian and Ishmael her son, using a mild family incident as 

an excuse. In Genesis 21:10 we read: ‘Wherefore she said unto Abraham, Cast out 

this bondwoman and her son: for the son of this bondwoman shall not be heir with 

my son, even with Isaac.’ 

 

Sensitive and contemplative, remember he broke into a weird logical argument with 

God in a bid to save Sodom, Abraham was most reluctant to follow Sarah’s counsel. 

The next verse reads: ‘And the thing was very grievous in Abraham's sight because of 

his son.’ 

 

God had to step in to prompt Abraham to obey the customs of the land, adding the 

bonus that Ishmael would also be taken care of. In verse 12 and 13 we read: ‘And 

God said unto Abraham, Let it not be grievous in thy sight because of the lad, and 

because of thy bondwoman; in all that Sarah hath said unto thee, hearken unto her 

voice; for in Isaac shall thy seed be called. And also of the son of the bondwoman will 

I make a nation, because he is thy seed.’ 

 

The apparent truth is that in correspondence with the moral standards of his day 

Abraham and his Elohim did not fare so badly. At the other side of town, mind you, 

the worshippers of the fiery Molech were throwing their toddlers and kids alive into 

the god’s burn fires. Abraham was humane in a world that had a stronger and cruder 

moral base. Note this element of humanity. Underline it. Jesus Christ’s mission two 

millennia later on would be meaningless without it.  

 

The practice of institutionalized religion and its attendant cruelty seems an 

imperative function of our socio-cultural development. But far more significant is the 
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humane attribute of personalized and individual religion, the foundation without 

which we would all still be stuck somewhere with the wild apes in behaviour. 

 

Never mind the general practice of religion in those days. Practice would only get 

refined later; or rather, practice is supposed to get refined later on. What matters in 

the essential and humane element of fundamental things is that the very core of 

faith remains untarnished in a powerful individual mind. This mind then sets the 

stone rolling for every other person, till the next point of higher development. It is 

with this in mind that we now turn to how the various laws and the prophets got to 

wind up in the Christian Bible’s Old Testament.  

 

 

If it is to be written 

 

Humans wrote down the Word of God.  

 

From human experience and history nothing man touches ever remains the same. 

We shall see now how this applies to the Bible. 

 

There are now two most easily identifiable traditions and schools of thought with 

widely differing opinions about the authorship of the Bible. On one side is the so 

called traditionalist viewpoint saying, more or less, that God inspired the entire Bible 

in toto, including Ecclesiastes, with its depressing moaning and groaning about how 

your whole life is worthless and pointless. Each book is believed to have been 

written more or less by the guy whose name appears on top of the book. The first 

five books are believed to be written by Moses, including the accounts of his own 

death. Moses also wrote how he was buried, according to this view.  

The other school of thought is the scholastic. These apply the systematic 

methodology and linguistic logic of science in appraising both text and context, to 

shed light on authorship. This view proposes three hypotheses to deal with the 

problem of who wrote what in the Bible. These are: 



The Wicked God of the Old Testament 

 

29 | P a g e  

 

• Documentary hypothesis: Various unnamed editors combining originally 

complete and independent documents. 

• Supplementary hypothesis: Various anonymous authors making additions 

(supplements) to a base text. 

• Fragmentary hypothesis: Single unknown author drawing on multiple 

documentary and oral sources. 

The full gist of the scholastic argument of who wrote what in the Bible is complex 

and, let me add, boring to the non theologian. For example, for the so called books 

of Moses, the first five books of the Bible, five sources were identified, the writing 

traced over widely different periods in time.  

‘The sources differ in vocabulary, literary style, and theological perspective. The oldest source is the 

Jehovistic, or Yahwist (J, from its use of the divine name Jahwe—modern Jehovah—or Yahweh), 

commonly dated in the 10th or 9th century BC. The second is the Elohist (E, from its use of the 

general name Elohim for God), usually dated in the 8th century BC. Next is Deuteronomy (D, limited to 

that book and a few other passages), dated in the late 7th century BC. Last is the Priestly Writer (P, for 

its emphasis on cultic law and priestly concerns), dated in the 6th or 5th century BC. J includes a full 

narrative account from creation to the conquest of Canaan by Israel. E is no longer a complete 

narrative, if it ever was; its earliest material concerns Abraham. P concentrates on the covenant and 

the revelation of the law at Mount Sinai, but sets that into a narrative that begins with creation.’13  

Lately this ‘documentary hypothesis’ have been much doubted by other equally 

competent scholars. 

The last source is the so called Others, being the general term for those writings 

which authorship remain problematic. I am not ready to pursue these other sources. 

It meets my objective here to mention that they exist. Also, let me repeat here that I 

am only concerned with the Old Testament of the Bible, the part which I am talking 

about the God that worked in it. 

 
13 Benilous, Victor and Sosana (edited): The Complete History of the Creation of the Bible. Retrieved 

from http://theology101.org/theology102_files/page3.html. 23/09/2019 

http://theology101.org/theology102_files/page3.html
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I found this table very useful, if not heavily detailed.14 

 

Book 
Author according to 

traditional thought 

Author according to 

modern scholarly thought 

Genesis Moses: A few early authors, 

notably Josephus and Philo, 

believed that Moses wrote 

the entire Torah, including 

the account of his own 

death; later Talmudic 

scholars felt it more likely 

that this section at least was 

written by another. The 

problem of Genesis, to 

which Moses was not an 

eyewitness, also gave rise to 

alternative theories, 

expressed in the Oral Torah 

and the midrashim. 

 Documentary hypothesis: Various 

unnamed editors combining originally 

complete and independent 

documents; 

Supplementary hypothesis: Various 

anonymous authors making additions 

(supplements) to a base text 

 

Fragmentary hypothesis: Single 

unknown author drawing on multiple 

documentary and oral sources 

Exodus 

Leviticus 

Numbers 

Deuteronomy 

Joshua 
Joshua with a portion by 

Phinehas or Eleazar 

Deuteronomist using material from 

the Yahwist and Elohist 

Judges Samuel Deuteronomist 

1 Samuel 

Samuel, Gad, and Nathan 

Deuteronomist or a combination of a 

Jerusalem source, republican source, 

the court history of David, the 
2 Samuel 

 
14 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Authorship_of_the_Bible 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Authorship_of_the_Bible
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sanctuaries source, the monarchial 

source, and the material of various 

editors who combined these sources 

1 Kings 
Jeremiah Deuteronomist 

2 Kings 

1 Chronicles 

Ezra The Chronicler, writing between 450 

and 435 BC, after the Babylonian 

captivity 

2 Chronicles 

Ezra 

Nehemiah 
Nehemiah using some 

material by Ezra 

Tobit Unknown A writer in the second century BC 

Judith 
Eliakim, the high priest of 

the story 
A fictional work 

Esther 
The Great Assembly using 

material from Mordecai 

An unknown author writing between 

460 and 331 BC 

1 Maccabees 
A devout Jew from the Holy 

Land. 

An unknown Jewish author, writing 

around 100 BC 

2 Maccabees 
Based on the writing of 

Jason of Cyrene 

An unknown author, writing in the 

second or first century BC 

3 Maccabees Unknown 
An Alexandrian Jew writing in Greek in 

the first century BC or first century AD 

4 Maccabees Josephus 
An Alexandrian Jew writing in the first 

century BC or first century AD 

Job Moses A writer in the 4th century BC. 

Psalms 

Mainly David and also 

Asaph, sons of Korah, 

Moses, Heman the Ezrahite, 

Various authors recording oral 

tradition. Portions from 1000BC to 

200BC. 



The Wicked God of the Old Testament 

 

32 | P a g e  

 

Ethan the Ezrahite and 

Solomon 

Proverbs 
Solomon, Agur son of Jakeh, 

Lemuel and other wise men 

An editor compiling from various 

sources well after the time of Solomon 

Ecclesiastes 

Solomon 

A Hebrew poet of the third or second 

centuries BC using the life of Solomon 

as a vista for the Hebrews' pursuit of 

Wisdom. An unknown author in 

Hellenistic period from two older oral 

sources (Eccl1:1-6:9 which claims to be 

Solomon, Eccl6:10-12:8 with the 

theme of non-knowing) 

Song of 

Solomon 
An anonymous poet 

Ruth Samuel 
A later author, writing after the time of 

David 

Wisdom Solomon 
An Alexandrian Jew writing during the 

Jewish Hellenistic period 

Sirach Ben Sira Ben Sira 

Isaiah Isaiah 

Three main authors and an extensive 

editing process. Is1-39 "Historical 

Isaiah" with multiple layers of editing. 

Is40-55 Exilic & Is56-66 post-exilic. 

Jeremiah 

Jeremiah 

Baruch ben Neriah. Chapters 1-6 and 

10-23 seem to derive from Jeremiah 

himself, as dictated to Baruch. 

Lamentations 
Disputed and perhaps based on the 

older Mesopotamian genre of the "city 
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lament", of which the Lament for Ur is 

among the oldest and best-known 

Letter of 

Jeremiah 
A Hellenistic Jew living in Alexandria 

Baruch Baruch ben Neriah 
An author writing during or shortly 

after the period of the Maccabees 

Ezekiel Ezekiel 
Disputed, with varying degrees of 

attribution to Ezekiel 

Daniel Daniel 
An editor in the fourth century to mid-

second century BC 

Hosea Hosea  

Joel Joel  

Amos Amos  

Obadiah Obadiah  

Jonah Jonah 

A post-exilic (after 530 BC) author 

writing under the name of the 8th 

century prophet 

Micah Micah 
The first three chapters by Micah and 

the remainder by a later writer 

Nahum Nahum  

Habakkuk Habakkuk  

Zephaniah Zephaniah 
Disputed; possibly a writer after the 

time period indicated by the text 

Haggai Haggai  

Zechariah Zechariah 
Zechariah (chapters 1-8); the later 

remaining designated Deutero-
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Zechariah, were possibly written by 

disciples of Zechariah 

Malachi Malachi or Ezra 
Possibly the author of Deutero-

Zechariah 

 

The above table deals with variously identified sources of authorship. It does not 

represent an unquestionable authority, let it be noted. Scholars still argue over 

them. 

There is also still the problem of translation and compilation. The Bible originally 

appeared in Hebrew and Aramaic, remember. If you find any piece of the Bible in 

another language it was translated. 

 

Translations 

I will deal with translation first before compilation.  

I once tried explaining what the Igbo language word ‘gidigidi’ means in Igbo to a 

Hausa friend. We were arguing about something, I forget what now. I discovered a 

lot of difficulty in doing this simple task, despite the fact that the word, being 

onomatopoeic, should really be one of the easiest to translate. First of all I 

discovered that the word meant some other things which were not included in a 

particular thing it means which is what I am interested for my friend to know. Then I 

discovered that my friend had nothing in his language which refers specifically to 

that particular meaning of gidigidi which I am trying to explain. There were other 

difficulties, but these two were the most frustrating. 

Bible translators would face these problems as well when working from Hebrew to 

Aramaic, from Aramaic to Hebrew, from Aramaic to Greek, from Greek to Latin, from 

Latin to Old English, from Old English to Modern English and from this English, or any 
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of these other languages, to the thousand and one languages in which the Bible 

appears today.  

Let me illustrate this with a simple example. In 2 Samuel 5:21 we read (Good News 

Bible, Today’s English Version): ‘When the Philistines fled, they left their idols 

behind, and David and his men carried them away.’ (Italics mine.) 

Now let us see this same scripture in the same language, in another version: In the 

King James Version of the same 2 Samuel 5:21 we read: ‘And there they left their 

images, and David burned them.’ (Italics mine) 

Let us forget that the King James translation, working with the same original 

material, did not bother to identify in the verse who left their images or why. The 

Good News version did. Who left their images? The Philistines. Why? They were in 

flight; too much in a hurry to get away to somewhere safer to bother about logging 

their gods along. Forget about the fact that the Good News version contained all this 

information in that one and the same verse which the King James Version did not. 

Forget the fact that the GNV says ‘idols’ while the KJV says ‘images’. Forget the fact 

that the English word ‘images’ does not so readily and automatically translate, at 

first glance, into ‘idols’. Forget all of that. Even forget that the GNV says ‘David and 

his men’ while the KJV says ‘David’. Focus your attention rather on the last part of 

that verse, that same verse of the same scripture.  

By now you would have noticed that the Good News version reads: ‘carried them 

away’ while the KJV reads: ‘burned them’. What exactly is the relation between 

‘carried them away’ and ‘burned them’? One translation is ambiguously open ended: 

carried them away. There are lots of things I can do with idols if I carry them away. 

Start worshipping them, for one.  The other is unambiguously closed and specific: 

burned them. There is not much more I can do with idols after burning them. In the 

English I am familiar with carrying stuff away is not the same thing as burning them. 

If that was what happened why didn’t both versions of the scripture simply read 

‘carried them away and burned them’? 
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All these are part of the problems encountered when you are translating things from 

one language to another. This is a simple example. The Bible is filled with even more 

fundamental inconsistencies rising from translation.  

Why did God inspire the KJV to end up with ‘burned them’ and the GNV to end up 

with ‘carried them away’; two things which cannot so easily be read as meaning the 

same thing. I don’t think we are dealing specifically with God in this at all. I think we 

are dealing specifically with people and how they have chosen to see what they are 

looking at. 

This is my argument about Bible translation. People have translated the scriptures 

after their own understanding of whatever it is they happen to be working on at the 

time, moved by their own inspirational passion. It is these convictions of men that I 

am being told is the ‘Holy Spirit’. People can indeed find this or that conviction in this 

or that within the concept of what they understand as the Holy Spirit, but not the 

other way round. 

To prove the point that it is men choosing what they see as what would fit most in 

the context of whatever it is they are translating let me use another example, taken 

from this same verse we have been looking at. The Hebrew word translated as ‘burn’ 

in the KJV and as ‘carried away’ in the GNV is ‘nâśâ nâsâh’ (pronounced naw saw 

naw saw, with a high tone on each last syllable). Strong’s Hebrew Dictionary lists an 

array of possible meaningful directions this one word may take in English. Here is 

‘nâśâ' nâsâh’: ‘a primitive root; to lift, in a great variety of applications, literally and 

figuratively, absolutely and relatively: - accept, advance, arise, (able to, [armour], 

suffer to) bear (-er, up), bring (forth), burn, carry (away), cast, contain, desire, ease, 

exact, exalt (self), extol, fetch, forgive, furnish, further, give, go on, help, high, hold 

up, honourable (+ man), lade, lay, lift (self) up, lofty, marry, magnify, needs, obtain, 

pardon, raise (up), receive, regard, respect, set (up), spare, stir up, + swear, take 

(away, up), utterly, wear, yield.’ 

 

Did you notice that in this impressive list of every conceivable thing ‘nâśâ' nâsâh’ 

could ever hope to mean in English you have both ‘burn’ (as it appeared in the KJV) 
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and ‘carry away’ (as it appeared in the GNV)! The Holy Spirit could have picked one 

word to carry in every version of the Bible where nâśâ' nâsâh is translated into 

English, and reveal this one word to everybody who wanted to translate the word 

into English. That didn’t happen. Like I said, men can pick and chose whatever they 

feel fits most to solve translation problems, and they do pick different things in the 

different versions to stand for the same thing at the different times they translated 

the Bible. People only claim the authority of the Holy Spirit so other people would 

not oppose their views.    

 

The Holy Spirit, whatever it is in its most natural habitat, remains what it is outside 

the various pious claims of its authority by both Bible translators and Bible readers. 

The Holy Spirit expresses Itself only in the adamantine laws that sustain all existence, 

the physical aspects of which govern nature and the cosmos as we are still 

discovering them in our so called science. This is why Jesus told his followers that the 

only sin that could not be forgiven is the sin against the Holy Spirit. The Holy Spirit, 

therefore, is actually all the imperative principles that govern both material and 

immaterial phenomena as we encounter them in our conscious and subconscious 

experience. The principles of life are neutral and impartial. All the laws of bio-physics 

as we are discovering them represent only the physical manifestations of these 

principles of life, summed up in oriental meme as – karma, the ultimate and 

adamantine cycle of cause and effect.  

 

The Bible is simply a subjective in-group rendition of universal values and 

methodologically evolving moral. 

 

 

Compilations 

 

The Holy Bible was compiled over some one thousand and five hundred years.  

 

We must understand that some of the accounts found in the Old Testament were 

actually written down thousands and hundreds of years after they were supposed to 



The Wicked God of the Old Testament 

 

38 | P a g e  

 

have happened. In between the period the events happened and the period they got 

written down the stories were ferried around orally, from one pious generation to 

the next. Let the sober reader imagine the implication of this singular fact. For 

perspective remember that Adolf Hitler died in Berlin. Or not. Devout conspiracy 

theorists still argue that the German bad boy escaped the Russians and lived in South 

America thereafter. And this over an event that happened in 1945! 

 

For more perspective remember also there were live pictures and videos taken of 

the fatal shooting of President John Kennedy in 1963. Yet, not one theory exists 

today of what exactly happened that everybody has accepted. 

 

According to some historical Bible scholars large amounts of the Old Testament did 

not get written down till the monarchy and kingship of Saul, David and Solomon 

starting from the 11th Century down to the 9th Century (from around 1020 to 920 

BC). Contemporary studies of the period apart from Biblical accounts indicate that it 

was possible to produce the kind of literature noted in the Jawhist historiographer of 

parts of the Pentateuch. Other scholars point at even later dates, coming down to 

the time of Josiah towards the end of the 7th Century BC. At this period it is believed 

that a priestly elite capable of producing the books of Joshua to 2 Kings would have 

flourished in the Jerusalem area. This is the so called Deuteronomistic source. The 

narratives from this period show a significant interest in the no longer existing old 

kingdom of Israel. The narratives in 1 and 2 Chronicles, in contrast, could not care 

less enough about what happened to the old kingdom of Israel. 

 

Let us try putting all this into some kind of historical literacy mind picture. Scholars 

worked out that during all this time up to 95 percent of the people were illiterates in 

the Near East, and so would have had nothing whatsoever to do with any kind of 

writing, holy scriptures or otherwise. This should not be so surprising. Check 

UNESCO’s rates for illiteracy in some parts of the world today, for comparison. 

 

The privileged few who happened to look as if they were able to read and write 

would comprise state or court officials, merchants and priests. Of these three groups 
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the first two wouldn’t have bothered writing holy books. This makes only a small 

number of the small literate population scribes of the priestly order, and these priest 

scribes are now being recognized as being significantly responsible for producing the 

ancient scrolls from which we derived whatever we read in the Bible today.  

 

The collection of the various scrolls containing the various stories we find in the Bible 

into one library was thought to have happened at the time of Ezra during the reign of 

the Babylonian Artaxerxes in the 5th Century, mentioned in Nehemiah 8. Let me duly 

remind the reader that there was no carbon dating technology way back then in the 

5th Century to check the real age of the various scrolls, and no software for 

computerised textual analysis. Scrolls telling stories of old and ancient characters 

were simply deemed as old, and were counted so. Authorship was simply ascribed to 

each major character in the stories. Now we know that the stories told in Isaiah 

could never have possibly been written by one individual, the guy had to have lived 

at least four hundred years to achieve the feat, which is the least period being 

stipulated between the events recorded in the book. If Ezra knew this many parts of 

Isaiah wouldn’t be in the Bible today, or they would be in three different books. 

 

It should not be imagined that Ezra’s job, and many other compilers’ job after him, 

was an easy one. These were pious and religious men whose passion burned strongly 

with their devotion to their God, and to the history of their people: the Israelites. 

They did what they could with the knowledge and intelligence available to them. The 

mindset working here is not one of dubious manipulation, but one of singular 

devotion. 

 

The Hebrew library of holy stories were translated into Greek around 250 – 200 BC, 

creating the Greek Septuagint version of the scriptures. Tradition has it that seventy 

pious elder scribes worked to achieve this, hence the name Septuagint, which relates 

with the number seventy in Greek. All other translations and versions relied heavily 

on this Greek Septuagint. 
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We know that today the Hebrew Bible differs in many significant ways from the 

Christian Old Testament. One of these ways is the arrangement of the books they 

contain. The Christian Bible ends its Old Testament with a major statement in the 

book of Malachi, one of the minor prophets of the Hebrew Bible, where it is followed 

by the book of psalms in some versions and the Chronicles in other versions. In the 

Christian Bible Malachi ends thus: ‘Behold, I will send you Elijah the prophet before 

the coming of the great and dreadful day of the Lord: and he shall turn the heart of 

the fathers to the children, and the heart of the children to their fathers, lest I come 

and smite the earth with a curse.’ Mal, 4:5,6 (KJV) 

 

In this way the Christian Old Testament ends on a note of prophetic transition to the 

New Testament, a transition that effectively ends with a most powerful fulfilment in 

the life and ministry of Jesus Christ. In the Hebrew Bible there is no such emphasis 

on prophetic transition, nor is any such transition implied elsewhere in Judaist 

orthodox scripture. Orthodox Jews today await their promised messiah still. 

On the issue of divinely inspired scripture I have this to say. How do you know 

someone is inspired when they wrote what they wrote when you are not even sure 

who they were? Even in the parts of the Bible where authorship is not in question 

the question remains. How do you know the writer was inspired? You may say yeah, 

I believe from faith. But then faith is a very personal thing. You do not enforce faith. 

Enforced faith is an insult to faith itself. This is because enforced faith cannot be 

sincere and it has to be sincere for it to count as faith. What if your faith does not 

impress me? So you say: but what I read in the scriptures inspire me positively, 

which I would not argue. Some of it does not inspire me. What do you do about 

that? The part where I am cautioned against xenophobia in the laws may inspire me 

today, but certainly not the story of the mass sack and destruction of the Amalekites 

by Joshua. The psalms inspire me positively, but not some parts of Ecclesiastes. 

Those depress me. 

Then there is the problem of canon. We now understand canon to be what was 

inspired. God appears to have ‘inspired’ some people to accept some books, while at 

the same time He ‘inspired’ others to reject those same books which He had 
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‘inspired’ the first group to accept. The Roman Catholics were ‘inspired’ to accept 

the Apocrypha as fully canonical and scriptural while the Protestants were ‘inspired’ 

to throw the Apocrypha out of their own ‘inspired’ scripture.  

In an article titled The Old Testament In The Orthodox Church Fr. R. Stergiou writes: 

‘In the history of the Orthodox Church there have been inconsistencies not only by 

the Church Fathers, but also by many local and even Ecumenical Synods as to which 

Canon is to be used. For example, Cyril of Jerusalem and Athanasius support the use 

of the Hebrew Canon, where as John Chrysostom and Basil the Great support the use 

of the Alexandrian Canon. Although the local Synod of Jerusalem in 1672 stipulated 

that the Alexandrian Canon was to be used, the second Canon of the Council of 

Trullo (692 AD) sanctioned the use of the Hebrew Canon.’15  

The Catholic, Protestant and Greek Orthodox sects were ‘inspired’ to accept 27 

books for the New Testament while the Nestorian or Syrian Church was ‘inspired’ to 

throw out five of the books which their fellow believers have been ‘inspired’ to 

accept. The Nestorians today accept only 22 books for their own brand of the New 

Testament, having been ‘inspired’ to throw out 2 Peter, 2 and 3 John, Jude and 

Revelation. I am certain a lot of Christians today in my part of the world have no idea 

that there are other Christians who do not have these five books in their New 

Testament. These kinds of inconsistencies, I maintain, has nothing to do with 

‘inspired’ or not ‘inspired’. This is just people being people, quarrelling over how to 

define and justify their own views of faith. 

There is no way you want to accept the Bible, or most other holy books for that 

matter, in toto as ‘inspired or handed down from heaven’ without running into 

serious and genuine problems. People mostly suppress these problems and these 

questions as part of their paraphernalia for holiness and self-righteousness. And this 

foolishness they interpret as the fear of God. They think God would be offended by 

 
15 Fr. R. Stergiou: The Old Testament in the Orthodox Church. See https://eparhija-

dalmatinska.hr/31E.htm. Cited on 21/09/2019 

https://eparhija-dalmatinska.hr/31E.htm
https://eparhija-dalmatinska.hr/31E.htm
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the questions if they asked it and send them to hell. I have said this elsewhere. I 

believe God made me. What I don’t believe is that He made me stupid. 
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3. Spiritual evolution 

 

 

Religious development 

 

It is now time to look at some very interesting pieces of stories and writings of the 

Bible as they appeared elsewhere in the literature of secular myth. This is because it 

is significant to point out that most of the stuff we meet in the Bible is not exclusive 

to the Bible. We find similar traces of akin themes throughout non-biblical literature. 

 

 I shall start with Sargon. Joseph McCabe writes in The Story Of Religious 

Controversy: ‘Babylonian King Sargon…was Sumerian in origin and lived around 3800 

BC. It seems that (for reasons which are left to the imagination) his mother bore him 

in secret. After the birth she made a little ark or boat of reeds or rushes, coated it 

with pitch (which is common in that region) and, placing the babe in it, she set it 

afloat on the great river. But the child was destined to be a mighty leader, and the 

gods took care of him. A water-carrier found the ark and reared the child, until the 

goddess Ishtar saw and fell in love with the youth, and made him king over the 

land.’16 

 

If you are a Christian you probably recognize the above story as the story of Moses in 

the Bible. This particular Babylonian version has been in existence for centuries 

before Moses was born, according to most scholars. The basic elements of the two 

stories are the same: secret birth, set upon a river on a homemade boat, miraculous 

survival, later adoption, rise to stardom and heroic acts. It is not a strong point to 

argue even that one part copied from the other because the same source elements 

are found in cultures all over the world. Only the characters and the story details 

vary. A more valid explanation would be that at some point in prehistory a 

remarkable event made an impact on generic memory in the minds of early peoples. 

 
16 See 
http://www.infidels.org/library/historical/joesph_mccabe/religious_controversy/chaptch_08.html. 
Cited 13/06/2015 

http://www.infidels.org/library/historical/joesph_mccabe/religious_controversy/chaptch_08.html
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This event then echoed down later divergent cultures in the Moses/Sargon type of 

story models. Nobody knows for sure what happened. My takeaway here is that the 

story of Moses is not unique to the Bible. 

 

Now I would invite you to read another valuable piece. It is actually a prayer said to 

the great sun-god Marduk by King Nebuchadnezzar in 604 BC, taken from the same 

source by McCabe. 

 

O eternal ruler, Lord of the universe! 

Grant that the name of the king whom thou lovest, 

Whose name thou hast mentioned, may flourish as seems good to thee. 

Guide him on the right path. 

I am the ruler who obeys thee, the creation of thy hand. 

It is thou who hast created me, 

And thou hast entrusted to me sovereignty over mankind. 

According to thy mercy, O Lord, which thou bestowest upon all, 

Cause me to love thy supreme rule. 

Implant the fear of thy divinity in my heart. 

Grant to me whatsoever may seem good before thee, 

 Since it is thou that dost control my life. 

 

You need to compare this with psalm 21. The New International version reads: 

The king rejoices in your strength, LORD. 
    How great is his joy in the victories you give! 

2 You have granted him his heart’s desire 
    and have not withheld the request of his lips.[b] 
3 You came to greet him with rich blessings 
    and placed a crown of pure gold on his head. 
4 He asked you for life, and you gave it to him— 
    length of days, for ever and ever. 
5 Through the victories you gave, his glory is great; 
    you have bestowed on him splendor and majesty. 
6 Surely you have granted him unending blessings 
    and made him glad with the joy of your presence. 

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Psalm%2021#fen-NIV-14194b
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7 For the king trusts in the LORD; 
    through the unfailing love of the Most High 
    he will not be shaken. 

8 Your hand will lay hold on all your enemies; 
    your right hand will seize your foes. 
9 When you appear for battle, 
    you will burn them up as in a blazing furnace. 
The LORD will swallow them up in his wrath, 
    and his fire will consume them. 
10 You will destroy their descendants from the earth, 
    their posterity from mankind. 
11 Though they plot evil against you 
    and devise wicked schemes, they cannot succeed. 
12 You will make them turn their backs 
    when you aim at them with drawn bow. 

13 Be exalted in your strength, LORD; 
    we will sing and praise your might. 

The similarities are remarkable, the sense of personal attachment to each object of 

devotion unmistakable. Both David and Nebuchadnezzar are in no doubt about the 

supremacy of who they were referring to. The endowments of the object is solid, 

except both kings were talking to different things. David was talking about Yahweh. 

Nebuchadnezzar was talking about Marduk. As in the story of Moses and Sargon the 

point here is that such devotional hymns are not exclusive to the Bible. You find 

them in non-biblical epics the world over.  

 

For the next valuable example let me turn to Theophilus D. Pinches in an article 

titled: The Religion of Babylonia and Assyria:17 

 

‘The time for the worship of the gods was my heart's delight, 

 The time of the offering to Ištar was profit and riches,’ 

 

This was taken from the adulation of a sage named Ludlul, an ancient Babylonian 

priest.  

 
17 See http://www.sacred-texts.com/ane/rbaa.htm. Retrieved 18/07/2015 

 

http://www.sacred-texts.com/ane/rbaa.htm
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Compare this adulation with psalm 122:1: 

 

I was glad when they said unto me, 

 Let us go into the house of the LORD. 

 

Just one more valuable piece and we are done. This piece is an anonymous saying 

taken from oriental lore and recorded by Ninian Smart and Richard D. Hecht (Eds), in 

Janamsakhi, Sacred Texts of the World, ‘Nanak's Call’: 

  

Do good to the world… redeem it in the age of sin. 

                                                                Anonymous 

 

Compare this with psalm 51:18: 

 

Do good… to Zion: build …the walls of Jerusalem. 

 

I find the resemblance and resonance of these two texts a little bit surreal, because 

they are from two different cultures and two different eras – and none can be validly 

proved to have copied from the other. 

 

McCabe, in the same article quoted earlier on, renders a summary of this close 

association of the Hebraic religious tenets and its development with those of others 

around them throughout their history. He writes: ‘Through the greater part of the 

Old Testament the Jews know only that the dead pass underground to Sheol, ‘the 

land of darkness’; and Sheol is only a variant of another Babylonian name for the 

home of the dead, Shuala. It was only when they came much later under Egyptian 

and Persian influence that the Jews began to talk of ‘the spirit returning to God who 

made it.’ In the end, when Greek influence fell on them, their educated men began 

(like the writer of Ecclesiastes) to reject the very idea of immortality.’18 

 
18 See 

http://www.infidels.org/library/historical/joesph_mccabe/religious_controversy/chaptch_08.html. 

Retrieved 13/06/2015 

http://www.infidels.org/library/historical/joesph_mccabe/religious_controversy/chaptch_08.html


The Wicked God of the Old Testament 

 

47 | P a g e  

 

                  

For Christians living today who are not interested in dogmatic, fanatic, self righteous 

and blind belief there is a large amount of evidence for this close association 

available. What they all show is not that your religion is now false. What they show 

instead is that your religion has had a healthy growth by interacting with others; by 

being nursed from the same mother-lode of that universal internal cleansing that 

spiritualized the apes and made them recipients of the lofty and sentient intelligence 

that made us all human beings. 

 

 

Lyde Syndrome 

 

Every human belief system imagines it is the only righteous one that exists; every 

other system is false and devilish. This includes atheism. Every human religion 

imagines it is the only righteous one; every other religion is false and devilish. But 

remember the unbeliever, as St Paul imagined it in his epistles, is not someone who 

has no belief. The unbeliever is merely someone who believes in something 

different.  

 

The mind-set that creates the label of ‘unbeliever’ and ‘pagan/heathen’ is one which 

has saturated itself with the brew of self-righteousness. Something strong and 

powerful is in that concoction: it is the reason for all socio-religious mayhems in the 

world today. The religious mind that still creates unbelievers and infidels runs 

religious acrimony and institutionalized cruelty. That start position is a start that 

must now be stopped from being there in the end. We shall look at this mind-set 

next because it is the strongest opposition that stands today in the face of liberating 

human kind. 

 

Christians today most embrace this mind-set and forget every lesson Jesus intended 

we should learn from the parable of the Good Samaritan. The story of the Good 

Samaritan itself is a reset and refinement of the in-group tenets that defined the 

movement and ministry of Moses. The new moral is simple and clearer. This is that 
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religion cannot be expressed in emblem or identity, or assumed righteous positions 

within emblems and identities. It is only in action that religion can be practised – and 

the only action that matter is the universally selfless action. The action should be 

selfless, taking into consideration both those whom we consider as righteous and 

those we consider as outsiders, those we call believers and those we call 

unbelievers. This is what Jesus said is the sum of the law and the prophets. This is the 

singular message He brought to humanity.  

 

The negative mind-set I am talking about now still says no. I refer to this mind-set in 

human religions as the Lyde Syndrome. Over and over again in the scriptures Jesus 

said that not all who call on His name, or do exploits in His name, are practicing true 

religion. He kept emphasizing this, to underline its fundamental importance. But no, 

says the Lyde Syndrome wriggling through every religious vein in our bodies. I must 

not be unequally yoked with unbelievers. 

What is this Lyde Syndrome stuff? In his book The Varieties Of Religious Experience 

William James records Robert Lyde’s experience in Lyde’s words, taken from Arber’s 

English Garland, vol. vii. P. 440. The piece is as lengthy as it is noteworthy. Go 

through it in sober reflection:  

‘Robert Lyde, an English sailor, along with an English boy, being prisoners on a French ship in 1689, set 

upon the crew, of seven Frenchmen, killed two, made the other five prisoners, and brought home the 

ship. Lyde thus describes how in this feat he found his God a very present help in time of trouble:- 

“With the assistance of God I kept my feet when they three and one more did strive to throw me 

down. Feeling the Frenchman which hung about my middle hang heavy, I said to the boy, ‘Go round 

the binnacle, and knock down that man that hangeth on my back’ so the boy did strike him one blow 

on the head which made him fall…Then I looked about for a marlin spike or anything else to strike 

them withal. But seeing nothing, I said, ‘Lord! What shall I do?’ Then casting my eye upon my left side, 

and seeing a marlin spike hanging, I jerked my right hand and took hold, and struck the point four 

times about a quarter of an inch deep into the skull of that man that had hold of my left arm. (One of 

the Frenchmen then hauled the marlin spike from him.) But through the God’s wonderful providence! 

it either fell out of his hand, or he threw it down, and at this time the Almighty God gave me strength 

enough to take one man in one hand, and throw at the other’s head: and looking about again to see 

anything to strike them withal, but seeing nothing, I said, ‘Lord! What shall I do now?’ and it pleased 

God to put me in mind of my knife in my pocket. And although two of the men had hold of my right 
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arm, yet God Almighty, strengthened me so that I put my right hand into my right pocket, drew out 

the knife and sheath,…put it between my legs and drew it out, and then cut the man’s throat with it 

that had his back to my breast: and he immediately dropt down, and scarce ever stirred after.’  

 

This could have been David reporting a fray into Philistine territory. It could have 

been Joshua in some fight with Canaanites. It could have been the Crusaders. It 

could be you against your neighbours. Lyde Syndrome is the basis of the ‘Holy Ghost 

Fire!’ cry of the Pentecostals. The moral of the Lyde story and all the others like it 

you read in the Bible is the same: ‘there is a God that dabbles personally into human 

quarrels, and He is on my side, so you watch out.’ This attitude may sound amusing 

here, but the entire world would fall to peace and harmony if religions expunged it 

from their character. 

 

There is no person on earth today practising in-group mentality religion, the kind of 

religion where only my religion is righteous and every other religion is false, that 

does not have this attitude. Christians today often carry this attitude to the extreme. 

What is more interesting is that Jesus did not practice this kind of religion. He 

gummed back Malchus’s ear to make the point. Throughout his life Jesus spent a 

considerable amount of his time being ‘unequally yoked with unbelievers’, to prove 

the point. 

 

Do you seriously consider taking the view that God could really be the one who is 

doing all these stuff Lyde is talking about? What about the French men? In what 

ways is Robert Lyde more valuable before God’s eyes than the Frenchmen? Only 

self-righteousness can answer this question in the affirmative, the very point I am 

trying to make. It makes no difference which holy book you are quoting to back up 

your self-righteousness. The people who handed Jesus Christ over to be executed 

also had holy books with them, remember. There are reasons the priest in the 

parable of the Good Samaritan did not stop to help the wounded stranger. The 

reasons are exactly the same as the reasons you would affirm in any way that Lyde is 

more valuable to God than the Frenchmen. 
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What Lyde was engaged in, what we are engaged in in our various holy ways of 

seeing things when we practice holier than thou religion, is a rat race. In this rat race 

there is never space for selfless love, the very thing Jesus is trying to teach us; the 

very thing he died teaching. God has no more to do with any of this rat race than we 

had to do with writing the holy books which we quote to back our holy silliness. 

 

We used the rat race gene to survive when we were animals, but now we are 

something apart from animals: we are now human beings, we all carry the symbolic 

Biblical breath of God which He breathed into Adam in the Biblical story. 

 

The entire religious tradition of the Hebrews was marked by the seriousness of this 

Lyde Syndrome. It is an actual psychological state. It operates both in the individual 

mind and in the mass mind. Orthodox Jews still await their messiah because Jesus 

Christ did not fulfil their expectations of what their interpretations of the holy books 

said the messiah should be. Today Christians often forget that Jesus Christ was never 

a Christian and so they go on practicing ‘Christian’ beliefs and actions that He clearly 

rejected while He was alive. And for both orthodox Jews, Christians and Muslims 

what we are each now saying we believe, what we are doing now, so differently, is 

inarguably holy, and constitutes the only kind of beliefs and acts righteous and 

accepted before God.  

 

God is only on our side.  

 

Lyde Syndrome, on steroids. 

 

 

Moral development 

 

It is the occasion of Lyde Syndrome, which goes back to the very beginnings of faith, 

back to the scattered era of Old Adam and Mother Eve, that is responsible for the so 

called wickedness of the God of the Old Testament.  
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Robert Lyde did not invent it. His experience just outlined it so much in a way that 

makes it very easy for anybody that cares to look to see. 

 

The radical and fierce in-group mentality of the ancient tribal Hebrew made it 

possible for them to form the conception of a God that speaks only to and for the 

Hebrew. Today this is what Muslims think of Allah, (only the Muslims are righteous) 

and what Christians think of the salvation of Christ (only the Christians can safely 

make it to heaven). Each thinks its own version of the Almighty is the only true one 

there is, to the exclusion of the other and every other.  

 

The individual among these in-group religious sects today who do not have this 

attitude has made a significant shift in moral development towards the ultimate goal 

of every human life. If you find any Christian today who does not believe that every 

other person who is not saying the name of Jesus is going to hell, that Christian has 

risen to a higher moral awareness than his fellows. Christ did say it would happen: 

two shall be walking, (in the figurative darkness of ignorance) and one shall be taken 

(into the figurative enlightenment of new awareness). The same thing can be said of 

any human religion. 

 

The blind road of self-righteousness is indeed wide and open. Many are they that 

walk it today, assuming apparent safety in its delusional ignorant bliss, resisting 

change with everything they have got. The narrow and crooked road of universal 

love is there still of course, waiting for the one or two from the crowd that will 

recognize it. 

 

The wicked character of the God of the Old Testament was published by pious 

priests and scribes afflicted with Lyde Syndrome. They saw only their own views and 

recognized only their own conviction. Only the way they feel the presence of a 

creator mattered. The way others see a creator is idolatry. In this complex matrix of 

perceived convictions it is not even rational to point at Abraham or Moses or 

whoever. Their stories were not written down till like thousands of years after they 

lived. We have to assume that the various views ascribed to them were more the 
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views of the era they actually lived, for those among the patriarchs that actually 

lived. We have to assume that moral development would have a starting point, and 

that the starting point would carry properties that should later become unpleasant 

and discarded on account of that. We also have to assume that those who edited the 

oral traditions that later ended up in scripture have their own perspectives and their 

own mission, dictated by the zeitgeist of their day which we can recognise today 

because the zeitgeist have shifted, with time. No Christian in their right senses today 

will desire to do what Jephthah did.  Like I said these scribes were afflicted with the 

passion for a singular devotion: the superiority of Yahweh to other gods whom they 

did not bother to deny existence. After this comes their exclusivity in the eyes of 

Yahweh, and the exclusion of everybody else from this highly privileged position. 

They were not completely wrong. They just still cannot be right today. 

 

When you apply the antidote of Jesus Christ’s real message to this wilful character of 

the God of the Old Testament the wickedness, which is man made, dissolves away. It 

leaves the unchangeable nature of a creator God as it ought to be seen by 

everybody, stripped of the effects of human addiction to self-serving holiness and 

cold-hearted moral rigidity. This is a creator whose Laws of existence both represent 

universal Love and universal Justice. His rain falls on the proverbial roof of both the 

innocent and the guilty.  

 

Nature has no morals for the simple reason that it does not need any. We developed 

morals because we needed it. Like everything we have developed for our need there 

are inferior forms and superior forms. I believe that the moral that says that pain is 

pain no matter who is bearing pain is superior to the moral that says that only my 

pain matters.  

 

I came to this belief by way of development. By looking individually at every one 

going through pain I came to the conclusion that pain inflicted out of cruelty and 

persecution, pain inflicted for the sole purpose of causing harm, is unpleasant. And 

that this unpleasant nature of pain is something everybody desires to stay away 

from, naturally. There was a point when I didn’t have this conviction. Now I do. The 
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superior forms of moral development in the natural scheme of things would always 

come after the inferior forms, guided by natural laws of existence – and intelligence.  

 

It is these universal laws that set bio-evolution in motion in the first place. And it is 

these same laws that had guided human moral development through every barrier 

placed in its path by self-serving holy people and self-righteous religions. The strong 

power of religious belief, when it turns to a socio-political force, stand squarely in 

the face of this development, most evident from the story of the life of Christ 

Himself. When He stood before them the Sanhedrin and the High Priest did not see 

the gentle Lord and Saviour in Christ we Christians claim we see today. The 

Sanhedrin and the High Priest saw a blasphemous scum that urgently needed to be 

silenced, for God’s sake.  

 

As Christians it is our duty to make sure that our religious beliefs do not stand in the 

face of this moral development wherever it appears to refine for us what we already 

have in one form or the other. This attitude would only make us what we glibly point 

at the Orthodox Jew as having become: a holy religionist who somehow missed the 

return of the awaited messiah. 

 

The rat race mentality of Lyde Syndrome has set up Yahweh as a terror to the 

enemies of His chosen people. There is no room in this mindset for the neutral 

development of historical events based on the free human will expressed most in the 

choices we make, and the objective outcome of these choices.  

 

No matter how things turned out in the natural development of human history there 

is always space to wriggle in God in the narrative, always placing him of course, on 

the side of the chosen, who also happen to be the ones telling the story of the 

events. When the Persian King Cyrus, for aught we know, (he is viewed as a merciful 

and able leader by most secular historians) decided to allow the Hebrews return to 

their homeland and resettle Jerusalem after he captured Babylon the pious mind of 

the chosen could not comprehend it. Something was wrong here. Cyrus was a pagan 

king, from the ordinary Jewish point of view. He did not owe the Jews any favour. 
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How did this happen then? Hey, wait a moment, God is using the pagan king to 

liberate his people as He promised! After all he used another pagan king to punish 

them in the first place for their sins. Now, note that ancient Israel is surrounded by 

stronger and more powerful neighbours, and like any small country today that finds 

itself surrounded by stronger and more powerful neighbours, would always get 

punished anytime these stronger neighbours start up a quarrel.  

 

All of a sudden Cyrus was the Lord’s anointed, never mind that he was an idolatrous 

pagan. Isaiah 44:28 says: ‘…Cyrus, He is my shepherd, and shall perform all my 

pleasure: even saying to Jerusalem, Thou shalt be built; and to the temple, Thy 

foundation shall be laid.’ Isaiah 45:4 says: ‘For Jacob my servant's sake, and Israel 

mine elect, I have even called thee by thy name: I have surnamed thee, though thou 

hast not known me.’   

 

For the first time the ancient scribe softened its hard line attitude towards the 

Gentiles to adopt a pagan king who it now suddenly appeared they could equally 

walk among the chosen, even if as servants. See Isaiah 60:10 – 16.   

 

Jewish history and theology developed in terms of the Covenant with Yahweh. The 

accounts appear in strict ‘terms of obedience or disobedience to the Covenant’, even 

with the chosen. The fact that entire races of humanity are excluded from this 

covenant is not expected to be problematic to the chosen. In Christian theology the 

covenant has been replaced by the salvation of Christ, often reached by mere 

mumbling of rehearsed catechism. Or as it is known in the new Pentecostal 

movements, ‘confession’. Again, in this new theology, the fact that scores of other 

religions are excluded from this salvation is not problematic to the chosen.  

 

St. Paul did consider the problem, to his credit. But he decided that God would 

overlook everybody’s sin before Christian creed emerged, right from the beginning 

of the world. If you do not ‘confess’ now you only have yourself to blame then. In 

Christianity at least you are offered a choice to join the party. The fact that you 

merely smile at this invitation, whether you smile because it all makes no sense to 
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you or not, indicates you are guilty already. If he sees you robbed and beaten, as the 

priest did in the parable of the Good Samaritan, the sample Christian would walk by 

you and go his way. It was St Paul that actually wrote that believers should not be 

unequally yoked with unbelievers, from which they all judge they are more righteous 

than I am. 

 

Not every Christian would do this today of course. Thinking Christians could easily 

see that Jesus spent a lot of time getting unequally yoked with unbelievers, had a lot 

of fun doing it too. Those who have the same attitude, who would not walk by the 

helpless unbeliever, have shifted their moral foundation from the definition of moral 

captured in the common faith. They do what their hearts tell them, not what their 

religion tells them. This shift shows a very significant positive development in the 

direction of superior moral. The people that followed Christ while He was on earth as 

disciples were people that brought themselves to follow the light humanity of their 

hearts. Most Christians today, following their religion closely, would crucify Christ 

again if He appears on account of this. 

 

This is because in-group religion is about being this or being that, doing this or doing 

that, according to each religion’s dogma and creed. True religion however should be 

about doing one thing to everybody: watching out for them. This is what Christ died 

teaching. Wherever true religion is being practised, you would never find fatal 

conflict. 

 

Spiritual evolution is basically a superior form of moral development.  

 

The movement captures just one simple concept. That the moral shift from watching 

out for only members of my tribe or religion towards watching out for everybody, 

whether they are from my religion and tribe or not, represents a movement from 

one thing to the other. One is crude, the other more refined. One functions with 

chaos, the other functions even better without chaos. One is strong, the other is 

superior. And one definitely comes before the other, as hierarchies go. 
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This is why I would not bother too much about believing what Joshua or Abraham 

believed, in the strict sense of it. I can identify what motivated Joshua or Abraham, 

and that thing no longer motivates me. Not in any literal sense. Religious 

fundamentalism, religious blind belief in other words, does not make this distinction. 

The religious fundamentalist has locked his personal psychology to a point in time in 

the past that vibrates on another moral frequency from the age in which he is living. 

This point in time in the past is invariably the time when the holy book he is holding 

originated, or the other various ages in which the holy book was edited and re-

interpreted. His senses with which the fundamentalist is supposed to relate with 

events in the present is useless in this regard. His senses are locked in the psychology 

of characters at the time he believes his holy book was handed down from heaven. 

The fundamentalist sees events around him with the eyes, and the mind, of people 

that lived thousands and hundreds of years ago, and would not allow another way of 

seeing things. If you ask him to please see events of today with his own eyes and 

with his own mind the fundamentalist would charge at you for blasphemy. 

 

This does not apply only to the fruitcakes who tie a bomb round their waist for God 

today. It also applies to the peaceful devotee who is certain that every other person, 

including even those belonging to his religion that do not see things the way he sees 

them, is going to burn in the eternal fires of hell. 
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4. The One and Only God 

 

 

 

Rat race devotion 

 

So far we have discovered how Abraham got called to the worship of Elohim, the 

God of gods. We have seen what appeared to have motivated the ancient Jewish 

scribes that finally put down the tradition of Abraham’s epiphany and the ministry of 

Moses into one single defining theology, or religious thinking. We have noted how 

this singular motivation of rat race devotion has caused and developed the ‘wicked’ 

character generally ascribed to the Old Testament God. This rat race devotion is also 

highly responsible for every kind of fanaticism and fundamentalism we find in the 

religions today.  

 

Rat race devotion is something invented by humanity and sustained by humanity 

because we have failed to differentiate ourselves from apes. The rat race instinct is a 

biological construct of evolution, used to select survivor genes for the animal. There 

it operates neutrally, without moral value. In transferring this instinct to culture and 

moral, to religion, humans have portrayed a deep failure in defining what humanity 

is all about. Humanity is simply about one watching out for all and all watching out 

for one, in all sincerity and without self serving calculations. This is also the love thy 

neighbour as thyself admonition of Christ: the Golden Rule of any human moral 

system. Modern scientific experiments designed to check how our altruistic 

behaviour works have borne out this ageless Golden Rule. 

 

The wickedness linked to the God of the Old Testament is nothing but the result of 

rat race instincts operating where it is not supposed to operate in the human belief 

system. We have seen how this ‘wickedness’ disappears if you apply the one and 

simple universal principle of human religion revealed by Jesus Christ, which is 
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watching out for everybody. We have noted how it seems Christianity today had slid 

away from this fundamental attitude of Christ, expressed clearly in His own 

character while He was on earth. 

 

In this final part of this booklet I shall deal with the issue of sincere worship, and 

close with the assertion that there is only one Source of existence, whatever you 

decide to call Him does not matter. Whether you can swear the only true version of 

Him is the one expressed in the name you and your religion call Him it does not 

matter. In reality He deals with us only through His universal laws of existence, which 

are the manifestations His Holy Will in action. There is no mystery in the Universal 

laws of life. They are really universal, operate neutrally and work the same spiritual 

dynamics for everybody, believers and unbelievers alike. 

 

If you sow corns you reap corns. If you sow thorns you reap thorns. That is all there 

is to the whole story. And the principles that decide whether you have sown corn or 

whether you have sown thorn are entirely imperative and natural, like the 

imperative principles that decide for the rays of the sun which side of the mango 

turns yellow and which side turns green. 

 

Worship 

What then is true worship? How is it beneficial? 

 

Worship is the recognition of the intuitive faculties of any human being that there is 

a living Source of Life, and the joyful gratitude of sharing this conscious recognition 

of the Source with other human spirits. Worship is the conscious recognition that the 

nature of the human spirit binds all human beings into one family, and that in more 

ways than we can presently explain, this one family scheme relates intimately with 

this Source of Life.  

 

No two human beings today with this recognition would find much discord in every 

other thing. No two human beings united in this true recognition of true worship 

would quarrel and fight in a destructive manner over anything, least of all, religion. 
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But I am not telling you that this is ‘true’ by order. No. I am telling you that the 

principle could be tried, anywhere and in any situation.  

 

It is not often that this recognition of ‘true’ worship is so explicitly expressed in 

words. It does not matter. The explicit expression of the recognition in words, in 

itself, means nothing. It is only in practice that this true worship comes alive, 

vibrating through human consciousness with a force little else could ever match. It 

tears down any wall built by rat race devotion in any manner. Wherever people 

witness its operation there is a powerful surge of uplifting emotion. The power of 

true worship does not recognize race or religion, creed or ideology. This is because in 

action it can only be expressed in utmost sincere selflessness: in spirit and in truth.   

  

In both times of stability and violent conflict some people have moved beyond the 

boundaries set by the rat race devotion of their race and religion, showing that the 

human spirit is indeed capable of this true worship. For instance, during the Rwanda 

genocide, during the Second World War, in various other conflicts raised all over the 

world by humanity’s imported rat race instinct various individuals and groups have 

stood out, refusing to join the carnage; refusing to listen to the creed and dogma 

decreed by politics, race and religion. These individuals and groups rose up in their 

conscience and action to prove that there is only one human family, and they would 

love and protect their family wherever they see them. 

 

This is the most beneficial form of worship simply because it expresses what we 

stand for most: humans, the first species of animal to develop active and creative 

consciousness. 

 

Now let us look a bit at religious worship: the ‘synagogue/church/mosque’ worship. 

Billions of people are engaged in this form of worship today in the various religions. 

As Christians we are no less engaged in rat race devotion than any other religion. St. 

Paul’s idea that God had overlooked every thing the races of mankind had done until 

now when they are expected to ‘confess’ to Christ makes sense, in a way. Put that 

way the devotee of today is no longer faced with the question of what about my 
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forefathers who never heard of Jesus. To back this up is the belief that when Christ 

died He went to the land of the dead to preach to every person that had ever died. 

  

The two assertions above are placed to ensure that the Christian devotee is not 

shaken from the delusions of his or her rat race devotion. 

 

With regards to the first assertion: the one where God overlooks everything till now, 

it simply shows that God did not have any plan for the races of humanity who lived 

before Christ, or for the races of humanity who never heard of Jesus after He lived. 

This does not just sit well with the kind of God we claim we worship, the one who 

works out everything from the beginning to the end – and sees the end from the 

beginning. If He sends these people to hell at the end of the day it won’t be fair. They 

never had the opportunity to live according to the dogmas of Christianity. If He sends 

them to heaven it still won’t be fair. What had they done to merit heaven? They did 

not confess the name of Christ, which is the only criterion for making heaven. They 

never heard of him. The idea that we can and must allow Him to do whatever He 

wants in anything rebukes His omnipotence wherever we allow Him, in our religious 

beliefs, to do something that diminishes the effect of that omnipotence. 

 

With regards to the second assertion: Christ preached to the dead, the truth is that 

nobody knows what happens in the land of the dead, including all of the apostles 

before they died, which was when they ‘wrote’ anything. None of them ever 

returned from the land of the dead. Jesus Christ Himself did not say anywhere in the 

scriptures that when he died he went to preach to the dead in the land of the dead. 

And He lived many days after He resurrected. 

 

St. Paul, who fashioned out Christian theology almost single-handed, practised in-

group religion. Before his conversion that in-group devotion was Judaist and militant. 

After his conversion he retained the in-group effects but became pacifist, to suit his 

new dogma environment. He believed that only the in-group Christian movement is 

the road that would lead everybody back to God, from whence they had fallen. It is 

to this conviction that he thrust the better force of his theological genius, 
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hammering out codes and conducts that best suited his new found Christian 

communities. Even in this in-group setting St. Paul had significant disagreements 

with other apostles, and he accepted only his own view of things. Most Christians, 

being practical, tend to ignore this rather querulous aspect of scripture, choosing to 

focus instead, on the love message of Christ. 

 

Some of the thinking and codes of conducts developed by St. Paul were simply 

context specific. There are others that were strictly moulded around the moral 

psychology of his day, and things have moved on since. Take slavery, for instance. It 

never occurred to St. Paul that a society without formal and accepted slavery would 

ever exist, a society that can outlaw slavery. In every epistle therefore, you find him 

counselling slaves to always be obedient to their masters. Predating the Ku Klux Klan, 

Christian preachers did rise to prominence in the United States who went around 

preaching to black slaves to always obey their masters, as St. Paul wrote in the Bible. 

Black slaves should not steal themselves from their masters by running away, or 

trying to escape, or agitating to be free. If black slaves in America listened to St. Paul 

and these preachers T.D Jakes and Martin Luther King Jnr. would probably have 

grown up picking cotton in the fields, or doing some similar thing. Thank goodness 

Harriet Tubman did not listen to St Paul. Tupac Shakur would have been born a slave. 

 

The point is that the same things that motivated the ancient scribes in their day who 

wrote down the Old Testament motivated St. Paul in his day when he was writing 

the epistles of the New Testament, from which we draw most of our moral today as 

Christians. But the evidence is strong that St. Paul only operated with the intelligence 

available in his day, nearly two thousand years ago. And even in this, to go with the 

various revelations of course, he differed and quarrelled with fellow apostles in how 

to interpret the new faith in action, especially St. Peter. See Galatians 2.  

 

St. Peter also appeared to have had his own reserved comments about St. Paul too. 

He wrote in 2 Peter 3:15, 16: ‘…our beloved brother Paul also according to the 

wisdom given unto him hath written unto you; As also in all his epistles, speaking in 

them of these things; in which are some things hard to be understood, which they 
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that are unlearned and unstable wrest, as they do also the other scriptures, unto 

their own destruction.’  

 

St. Peter, here, is simply saying that some people who tried to follow the teachings 

of St. Paul ended up in hell. What may be said of a worship system with this amount 

of misunderstanding among even its principal proponents? You form your own 

conclusion. As usual, the dominant attitude here today is that whatever we find in 

the holy books is it. You’d go to hell for thinking otherwise, even if you are making a 

significant point. I am saying that is a fallacious conclusion. 

 

 

 

Scent of holiness 

 

Yet people, billions of people, get fulfilment from this worship system. Billions of 

people, like I do (ok, at times), still find both motivation and inspiration in the 

movement of Christianity. Why? This is because the ‘spiritual’ currents which so 

move us in the various moments which we have felt it is simply a natural current, 

provided by nature to course through the cosmos at all times for every human spirit 

to tap from.  

 

The pastor standing before us has very little to with this. People who stand before 

imams also feel the same sense of mild rapture. The Bible verse we read has very 

little to do with this. The church attendance rate has very little to do with this. 

Rhema, the specific word for the specific moment, has very little to do with this. The 

name of Jesus Christ which we keep on our lips day in day out has very little to do 

with this. Jesus Christ himself said so.  

 

What grips us in those personal moments of little epiphanies in which faith and 

conviction run strong within us is universal, the Holy Will of God in action. We only 

interpret it with our religious symbols and dogma. This is what makes our head swell 

and our senses soar in overbearing emotion when we sing the worship songs in 
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church. The Holy Will of God however is an old fashioned way of addressing 

adamantine principles streaming from the Source of all intelligence as they operate 

in action within creation. These adamantine principles were established long before 

the universe was born. The universe being born was a result of their operation. This 

Holy Will is expressed only through these universal principles. This is a very simple 

concept. Everything you experience under the sun is subject to these imperative 

principles. There is neither magic nor miracle in existence. The mystery of magic and 

miracle is caused by ignorance of the working mechanism of whatever it is that is 

being observed. Then we tell fanciful stories to create a dazzle round our fixations. 

There is no aspect of the kind of rapturous experience I am talking about here that 

would not find correlation in neuroscience.  

 

The principles only cause our emotions to swell and our senses to soar, when we 

activate them by some mental activity. Then we are convinced that we are in the 

very presence of God. He is here. We can feel Him, for real. Check. You cannot have 

this overbearing feeling without some kind of preparation for it. It does not occur 

without some mental trigger, some sober and meditative mood that brings it on. 

Sometimes it is extreme stress over this or that. Sometimes it is the opposite: a deep 

sense of joy at some positive inexplicable event. Sometimes it is just the simple and 

sincere feeling that we are in the house of God, the church. Then we feel this power, 

strong and overwhelming, run through our bodies. It is God moving us, especially if 

we are standing first row in church. 

 

For the sincere devotee today it is only these emotional highs that convince him or 

her that his or her religion is true. Nobody can tell the devotee anything over what is 

actually being felt here in these episodes. Whether accompanied by the inexplicable 

event (or miraculous event, as the devotee sees it) or not this feeling is so strong 

that very little in the devotee’s life can equal it. What causes this feeling however is a 

natural and neutral force, but the devotee does not interpret it as such. The devotee 

cannot. This is because the devotee is surrounded by religious icons, symbols and 

associations that take the place of this neutral power as causative agents. The words 

with which the devotee uses to relate this experience are words taken from these 
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religious icons, symbols and associations. In Christianity it is the ‘Holy Spirit’ 

‘touching’ the devotee. The devotee could feel the ‘presence’ of ‘God’. The 

‘anointing’ is ‘flowing’ among the congregation, and so on.  

 

Since this is a real psychic-like magnetic force we are talking about here some people 

do feel this stronger than others. It can be transmitted, like electricity, from one 

agent to another by touch, or even telepathically. The only condition is the subject 

must be receptive, must be mentally simulated for the transmission, in other words.  

 

The non Christian devotee who feels exactly these same emotional events, whether 

it is extreme stress or extreme joy, does not interpret it in these Christian terms of 

course. Everybody interprets these ‘spiritual’ signals in accordance with the cultural 

associations around them they connect with. A Muslim going through the same 

experience, for instance, would only ‘feel’ the ‘presence’ of Allah. A Hindu would 

‘feel’ the ‘presence’ of the ‘Brahma’, and so on and so forth. 

 

These experiences are labelled religious, and the religious cast mystery over their 

quite natural ‘encounters’. But this is to be expected. What is equally to be expected 

is that people who in nature discover the neuro-scientific correlations for these 

events would deny their ‘spiritual’ connections. In the book How Not To Let Your 

Religion Make You Go Crazy I have argued the reality, to me, of the so called human 

‘spirit’, the innermost core of the entire repertoire of what constitutes the human 

ego. The physicist who strips the human phenomenon down to jostling electrons and 

neutrons gets convinced that this inner core does not exist. The biologist who traces 

the human phenomenon down to proteins in RNA of our cells gets convinced that 

this inner core does not exist. I guess the curious mite who traces the armchair to a 

single fibre in the woodwork could get convinced that the chair is an illusion. The 

mite can even prove it too. The physicist is not wrong of course within the premise 

of his arguments. He doesn’t just have the adequate tools yet to become right in his 

conclusions. 
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The inner core I am talking about is not an absolute datum. It is rather an 

information processing software programme, developed in such a way that in the 

whole of the visible natural universe we observe it is the only thing that analyses 

moral data. It does not just interact with the external world of nature using the 

plugged in applications of action, thought, feeling and emotion to generate moral 

data, it is supposed to generate and assimilate only a certain kind of moral data in its 

operation in physical matter. Where this software programme originates is another 

sphere of intelligence, in another dimension of space time. It has to sojourn here, 

because this is the only kind of space time that has evolved the only kind of 

intelligence suitable for it to build up a certain amount of moral data that would 

eventually grant it access to a higher level of function which is its inchoate objective. 

 

One of the most troublesome phrases in the above paragraph includes ‘another 

sphere of intelligence’. There is also ‘another dimension of space-time’. Science in all 

its glory today has not proved absolutely beyond every argument that both 

expressions are ultimately meaningless. On the contrary, some scientists get more 

and more convinced about the possibility that alien intelligence does exist. One of 

the major concerns here is that if it is real alien intelligence then it would be alien. 

There is no way we can absolutely assume we will recognize it if we see it. Quantum 

mechanics have worked out the mathematical reality of extra dimensions of space-

time in such theories as ‘String’ and ‘M’ theories. John Wheeler’s famous delayed-

choice experiment, which has been duplicated all over the world, implies a subtle 

form of teleology, perhaps more subtle than the one that has to be assumed in the 

passage above. But I have not said much there in the passage that is so out of 

question in the world of science as we know it today. We still have a lot to discover 

in the natural world. As we plod along, as it has happened elsewhere in 

palaeontology, we discover that more and more laughter gets to hang askew at the 

corners of our mouths because vindication suddenly appears, in evidence, for the 

things we laugh at. 

 

The divine status of the Holy Spirit is still in contention within various Christian sects 

as we know them today. In most sects it is seen as the third person in the Trinity. In 
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some sects that denounce the idea of a Trinity, like the Jehovah Witnesses, it is not 

equal with God. In the Bible Jesus spoke about it mostly as some kind of divine force 

that makes things happen. This is what it is: the principal force that activates 

creation, providing support for every living creature both in this world we see and 

others we cannot see while in flesh. I repeat this wherever I get the chance. The 

term ‘Holy Spirit’ embodies the laws which caused and upholds the whole of 

creation. Laws of existence. This is why Jesus Christ expressly stated that no sin 

against the Holy Spirit could be forgiven. Nobody, and nothing, can operate above 

the laws of existence, in other words. This is because only the Laws define for us the 

impeccable perfection of God, containing within them for the human spirit both 

divine Love and divine Justice. The one cannot operate without the other. 

 

 

 

The One and Only God  

 

There is only One Source of Intelligence. There is only one God, in other words. We 

humans have developed our intelligence at par with recognising this Source of 

Intelligence. The urge to do this appeared as imperatively as our intelligence.  

 

We started out very crudely, as all beginnings go, dancing round the mysterious 

shadows of the cave fire and scratching the visions we see on the cave walls. 

Because we bear the tool to recognize His Being inside us we have tried to use this 

tool: our intelligence, to harmonize our conduct with His Will, often as crudely as this 

intelligence was in its development at each point in time on our journey of discovery 

in natural existence. This is how it was supposed to be anyway. As time went on we 

have refined more and more the impression of this Source we hold as conviction. At 

least some of us. In most cases we did not bother to wipe the marks of the beasts we 

left behind on our road to intelligence from the forehead of our selfish genes.   

 

The development of knowledge and enlightenment of the natural world has helped 

us a lot, in many cases. When this knowledge and enlightenment was developing, let 
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us confess, it was mostly those with God’s name on their lips that have withstood it. 

We do remember the embarrassing tragedy of Galileo and Pope Urban VIII. But we 

are talking of deep and profound things here. No human effort can ultimately 

succeed in arresting the free development and enlightenment of the human spirit.  

 

Some of us have stopped their enlightenment at the boundaries of those 

adamantine laws governing those things we now acknowledge proudly as ‘natural 

events’, the only kind of things we want to suppose and believe exist. Some of us 

have moved on beyond those boundaries, choosing to plod on even into those areas 

where one needs ‘faith’ to hold oneself together for the moment, knowing that 

sooner or later, the creep of ‘natural events’ will draw closer to us. Some of us have 

done this, realizing, at times with some amusement and at times with some sadness, 

that there is really no line, sharp or not, between those things we can now see and 

those things we could still possibly get to see if we develop our enlightenment a little 

further from where we stand now, if we develop more handy tools.  

 

Most of us have put our feet backwards, choosing instead to lock our minds to the 

religious and ‘mysterious’ passions of the past that moved our religious ancestors, 

refusing to bulge under the current pressure of our own senses today.    

 

It does not really matter where you stand now. As long as you do not lose entirely 

the warmth in your heart to love the human family there is still hope. This is the 

most important thing, I think, above everything else.  

 

For the sceptic I have this to say. I don’t have an idea at the moment of how to 

convince you that God exists if nature could not. You could say human religion has 

behaved very badly. And you are right. You may decide to dismiss both human 

religion and the God it calls upon even when it is behaving badly. I tried to do that 

and failed. The actual complete story goes beyond the various snippets of stories 

from religion and religion’s God, as far as I can see.  
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I invite everybody, sceptic or not, to look at another side of the picture here. Human 

love would never behave badly, where it watches out for everybody. If you do not 

agree with me on this let me know as soon as you can, please. At least we can argue 

about that one. Take care, my friend.  

 

May your road always be good to you. 

 

 

Epilogue 

 

The journey of human religion has been one hell of a rough road.  

 

This is mostly as a result of rat race devotion and in-group mentality running through 

most human religions. There is really only one way to get by this. This is realizing that 

God stands outside human religion. A lot of people would find this hard to believe. A 

lot of people would find it easier than others. It is only human religion that 

‘published’, ‘discovered’ and now vilify the ‘wickedness’ associated with God in the 

holy books. God stands outside human religion. Think about that.  

 

People wonder why I still refer to myself as a Christian if I have all these different 

convictions from most Christians today. This is because it does not matter what you 

call yourself now. As long as you have discovered the eternal principle of universal 

love in practice it does not matter where you think you stand. If you have not it also 

does not matter how many times you pray in a day, or how many miracles you cause 

in church.  

 

Run away from beliefs that command obedience, no matter what. Even more 

importantly, run away from religions that kill. I would not think there is no more joke 

left in the world if anybody decides to laugh at my God. 

 

 

   

The End 


