
William Burns....... Suffer the little Children 

I HAVE been reading, “Did God commit atrocities by ordering the 
killing of entire cities of people”, by Rich Deem, which can be 
read in full on the net. It was sent to me by an evangelical 
Christian friend of mine. It’s basically a Christian’s defence of the 
Hebrew God’s commands to massace entire civilian populations, 
including, babies, children, women and the elderly, etc. Although 
it’s not absolutely essential, to get a full picture of this rebuttal, I’d 
recommend reading Deem’s short piece first at: http:// 
www.godandscience.org/apologet- ics/killergod.html 

Christian fundamentalists will say anything to defend their faith. 
And I do mean ‘anything’! Nothing is too outrageous or absurd for 
those who are slaves to faith. Even our common understanding of 
morality is callously murdered by these faith addicts. 
Contradictory evidence, from whatever source, is treated as 
rubbish. What supports the faith is embraced. 

Rich Deem perfectly fits this type of Christian apologist. As with 
fun- damentalists in general, he’s immune to logic and common 
sense by hav- ing a terminology that’s outside the dictionary 
definition. His faith would die without it. For instance, Deem 
gives the word ‘judgment’ a meaning that justifies God's killing of 
women, children and babies – a meaning that no one in their right 
mind would define as justice. But not in the fantasy world of 
Deem and fundamentalist Christians where words mean exactly 
what they want them to mean, and nothing less. He assumes, by 
engaging in special pleading and circular reasoning, that what is 
universally recognised as immoral conduct on the part of humans 
is some- how morally right for God to do. Regardless of 
intelligence, for a molecular biologist such a person as Deem is 
away with the fairies. 

Although Rich Deem finds it convenient to judge God to be 
always good and just, he cautions us not to judge God. He’s really 
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saying here that we’re not to judge his particular take on the Bible. 
But if we cannot judge, we cannot recognise good or evil and it 
wouldn't be possible to tell God from the Devil. And in biblical 
terms, we’re like God, in ‘knowing the difference between good 
and evil’ (Genesis 3: 22). If we are capable of knowing good and 
evil like God, why can’t we use our judgment? The fact is that 
Christians are always judging God (i.e. the Bible), and would like 
us blindly to accept their particular judgement of the text. It’s 
nothing more than a con designed to indoctrinate. It’s entirely 
right to judge God to be evil if he behaves in an evil way, as he 
does in the Bible. 

Deem reassures us that the God in the Old Testament only seems 
to be cruel and unjust because we humans have a difficult time 
reconciling the fact that God’s love requires God’s justice. This 
doesn't make any moral sense at all. If God were perfect, his 
behaviour wouldn’t appear to us to be cruel and unjust in the first 
place. Such thoughts wouldn’t enter our minds. We would have no 
moral difficulty in whatever He does. The fact that WE do speaks 
volumes. So Deem is wrong to blame US for failing to see God’s 
justice. The problem is not of OUR making, but God’s cruel and 
unjust behaviour. 

Deem’s other desperate and silly excuse for God's immoral 
behaviour, is that God disciplines us if we don’t meet His 
requirements. But you don’t kill those you discipline for goodness 
sake. I could think of a better excuse than that one. 

Deem says that God would have been completely just and loving 
in destroying all of us for our disobedience to Him. Replace the 
words ‘just’ and ‘loving’ with ‘cruel’ and ‘unjust’ and this would 
make morally good sense in the real world. When this foul and 
warped language is used, it’s pointless trying to reason morally 
with Christians. They have made themselves morally bankrupt. 



In his need to justify the slaughtering of everybody that gets in the 
way of God’s chosen people, Deem has convinced himself, and 
would like to convince us, that those people whom God ordered 
destroyed, which of course included women, children and babies, 
etc., were not morally equivalent to the Jews and therefore had to 
be killed because of their wickedness (Deuteronomy 9:5, 12:31). 
Such wickedness is of course narrated by their enemies, the bibli- 
cal authors. Objective reporting? I don't think so. This 
‘apologetic’ method assumes the Bible to be accurate without 
proof. 

And it certainly isn’t true just be- cause the Jews believed they 
were morally superior in comparison to their pagan neighbours 
who probably thought the same. Faith in God or the gods has often 
been a way of making people feel morally superior and behaving 
accordingly. The Bible simply reflects this dangerous notion. It 
was telling that Deem had to ignore the wickedness of the Jews 
because it disputes the position he and the Bible are trying to 
defend. Here’s a list of some of the superstitions and immoralities 
characteristic of the Israelites: 'animal sacrifices', 'human 
sacrifices' (Ezekiel 20:25-26, Exodus 22:29-30, John 3: 16), 'dis- 
honesty', 'slavery', 'polygamy', 'heart- less vengeance', 'magic', 
'persecution', 'female inequality', 'death penalty for the most trivial 
offences,' and innumerable 'abominations,' 'absurdities', and 
'atrocities' of course. So, the biblical God did not tolerate the 
wickedness of those nations but did tolerate the wickedness of the 
Jews by not wiping them all out. Some ‘justice’, that! It doesn’t 
even sound convincing that the Jews were a people of superior 
morality as the Bible and Deem claims. 

We need to bear in mind that in other parts of the Bible it’s not the 
wickedness of people that drives the Israelites to kill. It’s the land 
they’re after. This is clear from the following verses from 
Deuteronomy (NRSV): (1) “When the Lord your God brings you 
into the land that you are about to enter and occupy, and clears 



away many nations before you – the Hittites, the Girgashites, the 
Amorites, the Canaanites, the Perizzites, the Hivites, and the 
Jebusites, seven nations mightier and more numerous than you. 

(2) And when the Lord your God gives them over to you and you 
defeat them, then you must utterly destroy them. Make no covenant 
with them and show them no mercy. 

(3) Do not intermarry with them, giving your daughters to their 
sons or taking their daughters for your sons. (4) For that 
would turn away your children from following me, to serve 
other gods. Then the anger of the Lord would be kindled 
against you, and he would destroy you quickly. (5) But this is 
how you must deal with them: break down their altars, smash 
their pillars, hew down their sacred poles, and burn their idols 
with fire.
(6) For you are a people holy to the Lord your God... 
(Deuteronomy 7: 1-6; and see Deuteronomy 15: 4,7, 20:16; 
Joshua 12:7). 

Where is the tolerance of religion here? Nothing but utter 
barbarism disguised as holy. Deem didn’t quote any of these 
passages for obvious reasons. It makes a lot more sense to believe 
that the Jewish God was a fictitious idol created by an 
imperialistic people to give divine approval to their bloody wars 
of naked aggression. 

Now we move to what is by far the most disgraceful and morally 
repugnant aspect of Deem’s argument: in some instances, God or- 
dered the killing of entire populations, presumably including the 
killing of babies and children. Isn’t God unrighteous in killing 
these innocent little ones? First of all, the Bible indicates that all 
people are sinners, including babies, and worthy of judgment. 
However, the Bible also indicates that children are inca- pable of 
making moral choices, so that they are automatically reward-



ed with heaven. So, in having babies killed, God is actually doing 
them a favour since, if they had grown up opposed to God, they 
would have gone to hell. How could anyone living in a modern 
civilised society really believe in such things? Well, welcome to 
the mad world of Bible fundamentalists. 

Here are some comments on the internet about Deem’s reasoning: 

1. Babies are better off dead be- cause a talking snake conned 
Eve into eating an apple. Or some such shit. 

2. Lovely stuff. 

3. Right. Sure. Now just put on this 
nice, white, jacket and everything 
is gonna be okay. 

4. Your god is unrighteous for killing innocents regardless of age. 
A favour by taking away their chance at growing up? Unless you 
have some sort of crystal ball that foresees possible futures, you 
do not have a clue how those babies and children would have 
turned out. 

5. Awesome, I'm gonna get pregnant repeatedly and have abor- 
tions so I can send plenty of souls to heaven. Thanks, Rich! 

6. Of course you can rationalise wholesale murder. 

7. So babies are better off dead then? What kind of messed up 
morality is that? 

8. We only have the word of the Bible writers that the genocides 
were justified. You are assuming that the children slaughtered 
wholesale would grow up hating god. Not that He doesn't deserve 
to be hated. 



9.Rich, using the Bible to justify murdering children – if that is 
morality, then all I can say it’s about time the Churches started 
preaching it, and then see how many members they would have 
left. Enough said! Except the Bible doesn’t say that babies go to 
Heaven. Nowhere! Deem is mak- ing it up. Such talk about killing 
babies and children going to heaven demands proof from Deem. 
But all he has is blind faith and it’s not worth having. 

Finally, Rich Deem has removed himself so far from reality that 
he accepts as a fair and loving ‘judge- ment’ from God, the killing 
of billions of people who reject Him when Jesus returns, including 
200 million killed in a single battle. And this is supposed to be our 
‘loving father’? Who’d want a serial killer as a dad? Not me! 
You’d need to be totally brainwashed to believe in this nonsense. 
As I said at the start of this critique, such use of language is not in 
the dictionary and has nothing to do with our common 
understanding of morality. To put it bluntly, Deem is, 

in fact, talking .... SHIT! 


