
Session 13: Is God A Moral Monster? 
 

“You must completely destroy…the…Canaanites…as the Lord your God has 
commanded…” (Deu 20:17; ESV)  
 

(1). Defaming God:  
 

In his seminal work, The God Delusion , evolutionary biologist, Richard Dawkins, wrote 
the following:  
 

“The God of the Old Testament is arguably the most unpleasant character in all 
fiction…”  

 
God, writes Dawkins, is: 
 

“…jealous and proud of it; a petty, unjust, unforgiving control-freak; a vindictive, 
bloodthirsty ethnic cleanser; [an]…infanticidal, genocidal…capriciously 
malevolent bully.”  

 
● Did God command the targeting and slaughter of babies, at Canaan?  
● If so, what is the difference between such a God, and the one supposedly 

bidding ISIS to fulfill his commands?  
● Finally, is it moral to defend scripture’s bloody histories in light of such 

recent and horrific developments, now so close at hand? 
 
(2). Examining Period Texts:  
 

Regarding the wars at Canaan, it is interesting to note that the majority of detractors seem 
to _______________ our period texts. Example: 
 

 “the most…up-to-date [sources do] not provide evidence of a particularly 
‘debauched’…culture…” (Wesley Morriston) 

 
Yet, a broader survey reveals a history that is __________________.  
 
Ancient writer Plutarch, for example, plainly brings it to light.  
 
Commenting on the Phoenician (i.e. Canaanite) human sacrifices, he noted that the areas 
before the altars were typically ________________.  



 
According to record, shrill flutes and drums were sounded so that “…the cries of the 
wailing [babies] should not reach the ears of the people.”  
 
Clearly, such comments only demonstrate the point that modern liberal dissenters are 
simply _____________________________with history.  
 
On the other hand, conservative scholars note:  
 

“…[when the Phoenicians] wished to succeed in [war]…[they] would vow by one 
of their children….A bronze image…was set up among them, stretching out its 
cupped hands above a bronze cauldron….As the flame burning the child 
surrounded the body, the limbs would shrivel up and the mouth would appear to 
grin as if laughing.”  
 

Lest the irony of the point be lost here, it should be noted that this was ______________.  
 

The death toll would thus have been enormously high, and would even have included the 
killing of children as old as age ______.  
 
Later pagan practices which borrowed from the period involved slaying children old 
enough to have been counted a family heir.  
 
The level of depravity was therefore, simply outrageous—enough to arouse a civilized 
nation to arms and even to _____________.  
 

(3). God’s Just War:  
 
When considering these brutal practices against the backdrop of modern law, it quickly 
becomes apparent that these were crimes against __________________.  
 
Hence, it would have been immoral for a nation not to ___________________.  
 
The horrors of Canaan were simply beyond imagination.  
 
As surviving texts reveal, the people’s rank disregard for the sacredness of human life 
was almost totally _________________.  
 



The question therefore is not: Is God a terrorist for wiping out Canaan? Rather, the 
question is: ___________________________________?  

 
(4). What About The Children?  

 
At the risk of sounding pedantic—Canaan was a monster show. It was a world which had 
fully__________________to the basest moral levels.  

 
The fact that our society would fault God or Israel for intervening says more about our 
depraved _____________________ than it does about the Bible.  
 
Nor do the complaints that the Canaanite children were killed in the process do anything 
to impune the moral character of God.  
 
In reality, such occurrences are simply collateral damage—the unavoidable 
___________________of engaging in a just war.  
 
About this, Paul Copan questions:  
 

“…what of terrorized mothers trying to protect their…children while [the 
Israelites]….invade?” [13]  

 
He then answers by noting that a cause is morally justifiable (for example stopping 
Hitler) even if civilians are ____________________ in the process.  
 
This, he candidly refers to as the “unfortunate collateral damage” that naturally comes 
with engaging in such scenarios. It is an example of God’s purposes being fulfilled, 
despite the numerous ___________________________ of war.  
 
Incidentally, this is why Israel _____________________ singularly "targeted" babies.  
 
Rather, infant casualty was merely_____________, as in the firing of Ai (see Jo 8:19-20).  
 
The city was set ablaze in order to strike fear into the heart of the enemy. Evidently, the 
tactic worked as Israel “…struck…the men of Ai.” (vs. 20-21; ESV)  
 
 
 

 



(5). What About the Charges of Alleged Genocide?  
 

Finally, the charge of genocide is simply inadmissible. For there is no biblical evidence 
that _____ the Canaanites died.  
 
In fact, the sacred text expressly commands the Israelites to ______________________.  
 
This was clearly part of the larger pattern, purpose and plan of God. As scripture records: 
 

“When you pass over the Jordan into the land of Canaan, then you shall drive out 

all the inhabitants of the land from before you…” (Nu 33:51-52; ESV; emphasis 
mine) 
 

(6). Final Assessment: 
 

In closing, it should be noted that Dawkins' argument is _______________________.  
 

It sadly passes over critical moral issues.  
 
For if objections, such as these are truly justifiable, then no cause, however __________, 
could preponderate civilian casualties.  
 
Hence, wars fought for reasons, such as the abolition of slavery, would themselves be 
abominable if ______________________ of infant death.  
 
But that would only preclude the possibility of resisting the spread of gratuitous evil by 
means of _____________________.  

 
(7). Summary Arguments:  
 

Accusation 1: “The Bible is an Immoral Book.”  

 
P1: If the Canaanites were incorrigibly wicked, then Israel was justified in exercising 
deadly brute force to __________________ them. 
P2: If Israel was justified in exercising deadly brute force to stop them, then God was 
justified in ______________________ Israel to rise to arms.  
P3: If God was justified in commanding Israel to rise to arms, then God’s written 
injunctions to that effect are not  __________________.  
C: Therefore, the Bible is ___________ an immoral book.  



Accusation 2: “God Is Immoral Because He Injuncted Israel to Kill Children!” 

 
P1: If human tolerance of infant death is justifiable in bringing about the eradication of 
historic evil, then God’s tolerance of infant death is _______________ in bringing about 
the eradication of historic evil. 
P2: Human tolerance of infant death ____ justifiable in bringing about the eradication of 
historic evil. 
C: Therefore, God’s tolerance of infant death ____ also justifiable in bringing about the 
eradication of historic evil. 
 
Accusation 3: “God Is Immoral For Injuncting Israel to Displace the Canaanites!”  

 
P1: If borders and armies sanction and protect the practice of infanticide, then eradicating 
borders and armies is justifiable in order to ____________ it.  
P2: Canaan’s borders and armies ___________ sanction and protect the practice of 
infanticide. 
P3:  
P4: If Israel was morally __________________ in eradicating borders and armies to stop 
infanticide, then God is morally justified in eradicating borders and armies to stop 
infanticide.  
C: Therefore, God is not immoral for injuncting Israel to displace and scatter the 
Canaanites in order to stop infanticide.  

 
 
 


