Written by Kenny B. March 2008

In my last letter to you regarding speciation and our quest for explaining what scientists have observed in natural history, I questioned why you reject scientific explanations. On one hand, you have an explanation in the Pentateuch that states that a supreme being gathered up dirt and formed it into a human-like figure. He then breathed into the dirt nostrils and, with Gepetto-like magic, the dirt figure turned into a real man. To me, this sounds like a fairy tale just like Pinocchio.  It is the type of story that gets told around the campfire in primitive times before scientific knowledge had advance far enough to explain observations.
However, just because it sounds like common hocus pocus that all primitive cultures produced, it should not be the only reason to reject the story.  Perhaps the Old Testament is so morally superior to other primitive writings that it indicates it was divinely revealed knowledge? 

Was the Old Testament a Divinely Written Document?
Either the Pentateuch is the timeless, God-breathed revealed wisdom of a omniscient being, or it is the product of redacting oral histories and tradition from ancient peoples. If it is the latter, it is no better source for knowledge of the creation of humanity than the Iliad or Odyssey.

Should the Pentateuch be viewed with reverence as a document that could contain the secrets of humankind's existence on the earth? Is it a holy, divine book?  Did the author really talk directly to God? Are the contents so morally superior that it must have come from a supreme being?  Or, do the contents reflect an immature morality that an early civilization might fabricate or borrow from developing nations around them?  Review the following link that illustrates stories from which Genesis borrows:
http://www.geocities.com/paulntobin/babylonian.html
Would a Universal God Restrict His Interaction to Descendants of One Family?
There are many reasons I cannot believe that the Pentateuch contains revealed divine information. For example, of all of the millions of people scattered over the planet at the alleged time of Abraham (20th century BCE), why would God create a covenant that only applied to one family and their tribal descendents? It's not like God told that one family to go tell the world of His plan for humanity. It was just the opposite. According the OT, God practically commanded the Hebrews to be xenophobic. The Pentateuch limits God's covenant to a very small group of people relative to the planet. If we are to believe Christian timelines, God's covenant with humanity did not extend beyond this tribal plan for thousands of years to the time of Paul. The rest of humanity was out of luck. So, think about it. Does the Pentateuch sound like the work of a universal God or the tribal constitution of a single emerging nation?

A Need for Morality - Society Should be Grateful to Christianity
Before I continue, I want to make it clear that I believe Christian churches provide a great service related to teaching morality. I don't agree with every ethical stand the church takes , but there is nothing in our society to replace this service completely.  Living an unethical life destroys people. Churches have successfully turned around many individuals on a path of ruin.  For this, society should be grateful.

However, it is time for more of Christianity to acknowledge their strengths and their shortcomings.  Those who continue to blindly defend the shortcomings of the Bible will eventually destroy Christianity.  Pastors  continually polish their rotten apples and tell their congregations that everything can be explained. One by one, people will see the truth of the matter. When they do, they will be more apt to reject everything Christian versus consoling themselves with the strengths of their religion. In addition, the public that should be grateful to Christianity, will begin seeing them as the enemy of rational thought. This has already begun. 
A survey of 35,000 people conducted March 3, 2008 concludes that the number of people calling themselves atheists has risen 0.8 percent recently, and 44 percent have rejected the religion of their childhood and switched religious affiliations.
http://religions.pewforum.org/reports
Evolution of Morality
Most Christians espouse a doctrine of moral absolutism.  In other words, morality is defined by a supreme being greater than man. So, for example, theft is wrong- not only because it damages society, but because God ordained it to be wrong.  The way that we know that God ordained it to be wrong is that He told us in the Bible. If true, one would expect the Pentateuch and the "giving of the law" to reflect a very evolved morality. After all, it was supposed to have come from a holy God. According to the Pentateuch, Moses spoke directly to God on many occasions for the purpose of composing the ethics and moral code for the Israelite tribes. If we find the morality of the Pentateuch to be immature, we should also conclude that the author did not speak with a supreme being and that it is not a trustable source for learning of the creation of humanity. In fact, it would further illustrate that the Pentateuch reflects evolving ideas- not historical and scientific facts.
Examples of an immature morality include the following:

1. Genocide commanded by God
2. Lack of women's rights (treated like chattel)
3. The meting out of the death penalty for lesser crimes

4. Slavery

5. Forcing sexual relationships on disapproving females

6. Claims that God killed the children of the enemies of the Hebrew people

7. Claims that God would punish the children for the transgressions of the parents

8. Complicit passages where horrific crimes are committed and the actor is shown as a hero versus being condemned

If you believe morals are absolute, things that are wrong now were wrong 4000-years ago, too. Changes in culture do not affect moral absolutes. This is why the genocide of the Old Testament is such a problem for Christian dogma.  This is one of the reasons I suggest that Christians do not get their morality from the Bible. Old Testament morality reflected the thinking of iron-age tribalism. 

The question is not- How much of the Old Testament can be ignored because Jesus fulfilled the law. The question is- How can a religion have as its foundation such evil and still retain a claim to authenticity?
I contend that the Pentateuch is just a collection of oral traditions, borrowed stories, and, at the time of its redaction, a politically motivated narrative purposed to give an emerging people a canned national history- all packaged up and ready to go.  It, in no way, deserves to be viewed as a divine document or source of mystical knowledge. Its morality is primitive and reflects a time of ignorance- not divine wisdom. Note the following examples.
Example 1: Catch and Release Program

Deuteronomy 21
10   "When you go out to battle against your enemies, and the LORD your God delivers them into your hands and you take them away captive,

11   and see among the captives a beautiful woman, and have a desire for her and would take her as a wife for yourself, 

12   then you shall bring her home to your house, and she shall shave her head and trim her nails. 

13   "She shall also remove the clothes of her captivity and shall remain in your house, and mourn her father and mother a full month; and after that you may go in to her and be her husband and she shall be your wife. 

14   "It shall be, if you are not pleased with her, then you shall let her go wherever she wishes; but you shall certainly not sell her for money, you shall not mistreat her, because you have humbled her.
From: Contemporary English Version

14 Later on, if you are not happy with the woman, you can divorce her, and she can go free. But you have slept with her as your wife, so you cannot sell her as a slave or make her into your own slave.

In the Pentateuch, non-Hebrews had very little human rights. Non-Hebrew women had even less. In the above, a non-Hebrew woman could be kidnapped, enslaved, and forced into sexual submission, and then be booted out the door. In order to see the evolution of morality, let’s bring this example to modern day. For example, if the following occurred:

· American soldiers attack a village in Iraq
· The soldiers kill all of the men and some of the women and children

· A soldier spots an attractive, very young girl (had to make sure she was a virgin)

· He forces her to go back to his barrack (kidnapping her)
· Forces her out of her traditional wardrobe into American clothing
· He keeps her locked up for a month

· Then, he has sex with her against her will (rape - it would be sick to think that she willing has sex with the enemy that just killed her family and friends)
· Then, he decides he doesn’t like her and tells her to leave

If the above occurred in today's military, the soldier would be tried and convicted for kidnapping, abuse  and rape. This behavior is not only approved, but holy laws are written to solidify its practice. This passage is Moses' formula for justifiable kidnapping, rape and humiliation. By modern standards, this is pure evil. However, in the Old Testament, God says that it’s okay.  Obviously, this text reflects a primitive moral zeitgeist when women were valued as chattel. Notice that the girl has no choice in the matter. Notice also that this is not part of "the Law". This is just an example of how to take a non-Hebrew woman properly for copulation. 
The above example is obviously very morally wrong. It is one of many such examples that prove that the Pentateuch is not divinely inspired nor should it be a candidate for the foundation of a major religion.
The Problem of Defending Acts of Genocide
In researching explanations of Old Testament genocide, fundamentalist websites seem to be so blinded by their desire to maintain the sanctity of the Bible that they defend the acts of genocide.  This reduction of ethics to defend genocide is an example of the lengths to which some Christians will go to preserve their view of the Bible. This is a direct correlation to the way in which people are willing to ignore a mountain of evidence for evolution.  It is a mental blindness that causes a complete lack of objectivity.  Obviously, there is no justifiable basis to target and kill children and non-combatants for ideological reasons. Yet, many Christians will create long discourses defending Old Testament genocide. The same lack of objectivity causes them to attack the theory of evolution.
Common justifications of genocide include the following:

1. The  people were so evil they deserved to be killed.  

2. The people were like a cancer that had to be removed so that the evil would not spread to God's chosen people.

3. The people were a military threat and had to be completely annihilated.

4. This genocide was part of God's plan that was bigger than the morality of the Hebrews; therefore, it was acceptable as God's plan.

According to the narrative, God promised land to His chosen people from the river of Egypt to the Euphrates (Gen.15:18-21). Allegedly, when the Hebrews left Egypt, they found the land was occupied.  The solution suggested by God to Moses was a military campaign of genocide.  
The military campaign is not to subjugate the various nations, but one of complete genocide- including  babies, little children, women, the elderly and the men. How could anyone who ordered such a command also be the mouth from whom we learn of the greatest mystery of humanity? The following are a few examples.
The Genocide of the Midianites
Moses attacks the five Midianite kings, instructing the soldiers to commit complete genocide. The soldiers bring back the women and children against orders from God.

Numbers 31

 15 "Have you allowed all the women to live?" he asked them. 16 "They were the ones who followed Balaam's advice and were the means of turning the Israelites away from the LORD in what happened at Peor, so that a plague struck the LORD's people. 17 Now kill all the boys. And kill every woman who has slept with a man, 18 but save for yourselves every girl who has never slept with a man.

The reason Moses wants the women killed is that they are of a differing religious view, and they might convince other Israelites to change their view of religion. In other words, the non-combatant women needed to be killed for religious ideological reasons that had the potential for impeding the solidification of Hebrew religion in the area. Does this sound familiar? This is exactly the Muslim policy in the Middle East that Christians find morally reprehensible.  I wonder what would happen if- every time a Muslim kills to protect the purity of his religion, a Christian thought, "Well, my Bible does the same thing."
In the genocide of the Midianites, the story takes another ugly turn after the women and little boys are killed. Moses instructs that all of the virgin girls can be doled out among the men like door prizes. They were less than human. They were plunder and spoils of battle. 
Numbers 31:32 The plunder remaining from the spoils that the soldiers took was 675,000 sheep, 33 72,000 cattle, 34 61,000 donkeys 35 and 32,000 women who had never slept with a man.

Some 32,000 little girls were distributed among the tribes. The horrific scene of lining up thousands of young girls to undergo an exam for virginity is disgusting. If the young girl did not pass the test, she was immediately killed. There is only one logical reason that the virgin little girls were spared. They were destined to be forced into sexual relationships. They have just witnessed the slaughter of their parents, grandparents, brothers and sisters . Now, they will begin a process of humiliation and rape. I'm sure they would have preferred death.
Incredibly, the response I usually see to this story by many Christians is that- instead of worrying about the genocide and the much larger number of humans affected by this act, they immediately try to show reasons that the little girls were not raped.  The example shown in Deuteronomy 21 indicates that they certainly were raped. In many cases, some Christians get so caught up in condemning things that happen when we’re naked that they can overlook genocide.
Once again, all of these acts (genocide, kidnapping, and  taking possessions as spoils of war) are dramatically condemned in our current morality. Nearly all Western thinkers would find this morality primitive and barbaric.  If you say, "it was just different back then", you have made my point.  The Bible has no place as a code of morality for today.  If any book in the library needs a warning label on it, it is the Bible.
These are not isolated examples.  Dozens of cities and nations of people are wiped out to make room for occupation.

The complete genocide of the people of Sihon
Deuteronomy 2:32 When Sihon and all his army came out to meet us in battle at Jahaz, 33 the LORD our God delivered him over to us and we struck him down, together with his sons and his whole army. 34 At that time we took all his towns and completely destroyed them— men, women and children. We left no survivors.
The complete genocide of the people of Og
Deuteronomy 3:3-6 So the LORD our God also gave into our hands Og king of Bashan and all his army. We struck them down, leaving no survivors.... 6 We completely destroyed them, as we had done with Sihon king of Heshbon, destroying every city— men, women and children.
The story continues with Joshua’s conquest and the genocide of Jericho, where everyone is killed- including animals. No one is left alive- little boys, baby girls, everyone is killed except the woman who betrayed her town.  This cowardly act is shown as honorable in the text. 

The complete genocide of the people of Jericho
Joshua 6:21 They devoted the city to the LORD and destroyed with the sword every living thing in it— men and women, young and old, cattle, sheep and donkeys.

One can only hope when modern Christians "devote a city to the LORD", their morality is not taken from the Bible.

The complete genocide of the people of Ai
Joshua 8: 1 Then the LORD said to Joshua... For I have delivered into your hands the king of Ai, his people, his city and his land....22  Israel cut them down, leaving them neither survivors nor fugitives....25 Israelites returned to Ai and killed those who were in it. 25 Twelve thousand men and women fell that day—all the people of Ai.

God goes to battle against the Amorites and throws hailstones and stops the sun
Joshua 10:11 the LORD hurled large hailstones down on them from the sky, and more of them died from the hailstones than were killed by the swords of the Israelites...13 So he sun stood still, and the moon stopped, till the nation avenged itself on its enemies...
The plight of the Amorites is included in the string of genocidal rampages. It shows the god of the Hebrews as being a blood-thirsty war god willing to throw down hailstones from the heavens and make the sun and moon stand still. It almost sounds like Zeus throwing down lightning bolts from Mount Olympus.   
In fact, there are several things in common between these stories and the Iliad. Battles are described with details that are exaggerated by an author who is unknown (no one seriously believes Homer wrote the Iliad).  Most scholars believe the Iliad was really a collection of oral stories transmitted by the Homeridae down through history and eventually recorded in writing. If Troy existed, its power was exaggerated.  We should put as much stock in the Iliad containing secret revealed knowledge of our existence as we do in Genesis.

Also, regarding the sun and moon standing still, note that the writer of Joshua obviously has a geocentric view of the solar system (versus the heliocentric view that was not believed until the days of Copernicus). Not only is the morality primitive, the stories are absurd (like Greek mythology) and the writing lacks in scientific knowledge that would reflect special revelation from a supreme being.
The complete genocide of the people of five kings and city of Makkedah
Joshua 10:28 That day Joshua took Makkedah. He put the city and its king to the sword and totally destroyed everyone in it. He left no survivors. And he did to the king of Makkedah as he had done to the king of Jericho.
The complete genocide of the people of Libnah
Joshua 10:29 Then Joshua and all Israel with him moved on from Makkedah to Libnah and attacked it. 30 The LORD also gave that city and its king into Israel's hand. The city and everyone in it Joshua put to the sword. He left no survivors there. And he did to its king as he had done to the king of Jericho.

The complete genocide of the people of Lachish

Joshua 10:32 The LORD handed Lachish over to Israel, and Joshua took it on the second day. The city and everyone in it he put to the sword, just as he had done to Libnah. 33 Meanwhile, Horam king of Gezer had come up to help Lachish, but Joshua defeated him and his army—until no survivors were left.
The complete genocide of the people of Eglon

Joshua 10:34 Then Joshua and all Israel with him moved on from Lachish to Eglon; they took up positions against it and attacked it. 35 They captured it that same day and put it to the sword and totally destroyed everyone in it, just as they had done to Lachish.

The complete genocide of the people of Hebron
Joshua 10:36 Then Joshua and all Israel with him went up from Eglon to Hebron and attacked it. 37 They took the city and put it to the sword, together with its king, its villages and everyone in it. They left no survivors. Just as at Eglon, they totally destroyed it and everyone in it.
The complete genocide of the people of Debir
Joshua 10:38 Then Joshua and all Israel with him turned around and attacked Debir. 39 They took the city, its king and its villages, and put them to the sword. Everyone in it they totally destroyed. They left no survivors. They did to Debir and its king as they had done to Libnah and its king and to Hebron.
At the end of Joshua’s blood bath, we’re told “Joshua totally destroyed all who breathed (Joshua 10:40). Specifically, from Kadesh Barnea to Gaza – not one person left alive except the Gibeonites and the woman who betrayed Jericho.

If these stories are to be believed, multiple cities are minding their own business, when God has Joshua march in and start killing everyone- even the women and children! What was the reason genocide was justified?  The impression we are given is not even one of self defense. The impression we get is that they deserved to die because they were a different religion from the people to whom the land was promised.
If God was really leading the Israelites, He would have given them a perfect morality. Instead, we find a primitive morality that still needs to evolve. 
Other similar examples:

The Flood and Tower of Babel
God wiped out all of mankind in a flood because we were not living up to His standards. If the biblical narrative were true, this equates to a god creating humans, giving them a particular nature with its inherent predilections and then punishing humanity when it followed the nature it was given.  It is difficult not to read these stories and think of how a father would respond to unruly children. He would seek for ways to teach them. He certainly would not be so petulant as to kill them and conceive new children, believing the next bunch might be better- unless the father was evil. 
The Tower of Babel is a similar example. In this story, humanity was exorcising its natural tendency to excel. God is apparently concerned that humans may become too powerful if they unite under one language, so God “confuses” their language.  Hopefully, the ridiculous theme of this story goes without saying. 

First, the story of the Tower is inconsistent with the idea of a supreme being. Why would He be concerned that humans would get too powerful?  Once again, we are asked to believe stories that sound like they come from Greek mythology.

Second, if you try to hold any chronological consistency, the Tower of Babel incident occurred around 2242 BCE (according to Ussher’s chronology). The existence of other languages Chinese, Egyptian (hieroglyphs existed from around 4000 BCE), Sumerian (Sumerian script existed around 5000 BCE. Cuneiform by 3000 BCE) existed millennia prior to the Tower of Babel.
Third, it becomes obvious that the stories of the flood and Tower of Babel were borrowed by looking back at one of the few ancient societies to actually keep records- The Sumerians. 

These two stories both have ethical problems, are the result of plagiarism and are generally absurd. Both lessen the likelihood that the Pentateuch was of divine revelation or that the Pentateuch should be respected as a source of the story of humanities creation. Instead, they both illustrate that the Pentateuch is a collection of primitive mythologies common to ancient civilization. 
The 10 Plagues of Egypt
The morality of this story is gut-wrenching. While war can be ethically justified to free an enslaved people, this story goes so much further than that. For whatever reason, God “hardens the heart” of the un-named pharaoh- seemingly to allow the Egyptians to be punished a little longer and with greater severity. Of course, the last blow is to kill the first born male of every household unprotected by animal blood. Imagine if we had a weapon that could target the first born child of every household of our enemy. Would it be ethical to use? Our modern morality would object profoundly.
Slavery
If there is anything we agree upon, all modern ethics agree that slavery is evil.  If the Pentateuch was revealed from a holy God, he would have pointed this out. If the Pentateuch is merely stories invented by a primitive culture, we might expect to find explanations of slavery as follows.

Exodus 21:20 And if a man smite his servant, or his maid, with a rod, and he die under his hand; he shall be surely punished. 21 Notwithstanding, if he continue a day or two, he shall not be punished: for he is his money.
In other words, the slave is your property. It is permissible to beat the slave to within an inch of his or her life as long as he or she is able to recover within two days from the beating. Frankly, I don’t know why black people embrace Christianity. Why they would embrace a religion with a holy book that is complicit with slavery is beyond me.  I guess it is for the same reasons that a thinking person can embrace the Bible. You just have to be willing to pick and choose and ignore large portions and invent elaborate justifications.
(Leviticus 25:44-46 NLT) However, you may purchase male or female slaves from among the foreigners who live among you.  You may also purchase the children of such resident foreigners, including those who have been born in your land.  You may treat them as your property, passing them on to your children as a permanent inheritance.  You may treat your slaves like this, but the people of Israel, your relatives, must never be treated this way.
Deut.20:10-15 Before you attack a town that is far from your land, offer peace to the people who live there. If they surrender and open their town gates, they will become your slaves. But if they reject your offer of peace and try to fight, surround their town and attack. Then, after the LORD helps you capture it, kill all the men. Take the women and children as slaves and keep the livestock and everything else of value.

To add insult to injury, if a male slave married while he was a slave, when it came time for his slavery to end, Moses instructs the Hebrews not to release the wife and family. 

(Exodus 21:2-6 NLT) If his master gave him a wife while he was a slave, and they had sons or daughters, then the man will be free in the seventh year, but his wife and children will still belong to his master.  But the slave may plainly declare, 'I love my master, my wife, and my children.  I would rather not go free.'  If he does this, his master must present him before God.  Then his master must take him to the door and publicly pierce his ear with an awl.  After that, the slave will belong to his master forever.
I have heard the above story used in sermons as stories of love and compassion. In reality, this is just the spin the writer puts on it. This law is really about forcing slave men to remain enslaved beyond their release date because his wife and family will not be released. It is a story of cruelty- not love.

The New Testament remains complicit with slavery.  If it were silent, at least one might imagine that it was simply not considered.  When it is mentioned, you would expect it to be condemned. The fact that it is not condemned illustrates that modern ethics have evolved passed biblical ethics. 

(Ephesians 6:5 NLT) Slaves, obey your earthly masters with deep respect and fear.  Serve them sincerely as you would serve Christ.  
(1 Timothy 6:1-2 NLT) Christians who are slaves should give their masters full respect so that the name of God and his teaching will not be shamed.  If your master is a Christian, that is no excuse for being disrespectful.  You should work all the harder because you are helping another believer by your efforts.  Teach these truths, Timothy, and encourage everyone to obey them.  

The New Testament had an opportunity to condemn something we all agree is evil, but it did not. This illustrates that the morality of the Bible is primitive and in need of evolving. Its strongest ethical biblical admonishment is to treat others as we would like to be treated, and this is also echoed in every other religion and moral philosophy.  The Bible has no moral uniqueness and it contains horrific morality in most other areas.  All of this collides to show that it could not be of divine origin.
Even Jesus seems to refer to the Old Testament justifications for slave treatment (beatings) when he says the following.
(Luke 12:47-48 NLT) The servant will be severely punished, for though he knew his duty, he refused to do it.  "But people who are not aware that they are doing wrong will be punished only lightly.  Much is required from those to whom much is given, and much more is required from those to whom much more is given."
Treatment of Women
Women were treated like property in the Old Testament.  The sexism and ill treatment go far beyond concerns of women’s equality movements of the 20th century.  Foreign women could be kidnapped. Hebrew women could be bought and sold like milk cows. Women could not approach God in the Tabernacle. The list goes on and on.
In the following example, a Hebrew father could sell his daughter. The use of the daughter could be for labor or sexual through forced marriage, however, the woman has no say in either. She must submit to the whim of the males.  Obviously, the morality of a father selling his daughter into such slavery seems so primitive to us that it is difficult to comprehend. Once again, we see that the Bible does not fit into modern morality.  In this instance, God not only sanctions selling your daughter into slavery, but He gives laws in the proper ways of doing it. Once again, the OT is a primitive morality that is a great chasm away from anything reminiscent of divine wisdom.
(Exodus 21:7-11 NLT) When a man sells his daughter as a slave, she will not be freed at the end of six years as the men are.  If she does not please the man who bought her, he may allow her to be bought back again.  But he is not allowed to sell her to foreigners, since he is the one who broke the contract with her.  And if the slave girl's owner arranges for her to marry his son, he may no longer treat her as a slave girl, but he must treat her as his daughter.  If he himself marries her and then takes another wife, he may not reduce her food or clothing or fail to sleep with her as his wife.  If he fails in any of these three ways, she may leave as a free woman without making any payment.
What would happen to a woman in the Old Testament if she decided she wanted to take multiple husbands?  You know she would have been killed.  However, in passage above, the law makes provision for a man who takes multiple wives. It is not condemned. He just has to make sure he is able to provide for all of the women he collects. In fact, the law states that if he doesn’t sleep with all of the women, he must eventually set her free. This indicates that the wives under discussion are little more than slaves. This verse completely justifies the buying and keeping of a harem. The number of concubines a man could have was limited only by his ability to support them. 
Women in the Old Testament are not only treated like chattel, but they are like dirty containers outside of humanity. Even the birth of a female is viewed has requiring twice the amount of time as male children to separate out as unclean (Lev. 12:1-8).  Girl babies were more unclean just for being born female.

The superstition treatment of menstruation further illustrates primitive magical beliefs and immature morality.
Leviticus 15: 19 “Whenever a woman has her menstrual period, she will be ceremonially unclean for seven days. Anyone who touches her during that time will be unclean until evening. 20 Anything on which the woman lies or sits during the time of her period will be unclean. 21 If any of you touch her bed, you must wash your clothes and bathe yourself in water, and you will remain unclean until evening. 22 If you touch any object she has sat on, you must wash your clothes and bathe yourself in water, and you will remain unclean until evening. 23 This includes her bed or any other object she has sat on; you will be unclean until evening if you touch it. 24 If a man has sexual intercourse with her and her blood touches him, her menstrual impurity will be transmitted to him. He will remain unclean for seven days, and any bed on which he lies will be unclean.

 25 “If a woman has a flow of blood for many days that is unrelated to her menstrual period, or if the blood continues beyond the normal period, she is ceremonially unclean. As during her menstrual period, the woman will be unclean as long as the discharge continues. 26 Any bed she lies on and any object she sits on during that time will be unclean, just as during her normal menstrual period. 27 If any of you touch these things, you will be ceremonially unclean. You must wash your clothes and bathe yourself in water, and you will remain unclean until evening.

 28 “When the woman’s bleeding stops, she must count off seven days. Then she will be ceremonially clean. 29 On the eighth day she must bring two turtledoves or two young pigeons and present them to the priest at the entrance of the Tabernacle. 30 The priest will offer one for a sin offering and the other for a burnt offering. Through this process, the priest will purify her before the Lord for the ceremonial impurity caused by her bleeding.

 31 “This is how you will guard the people of Israel from ceremonial uncleanness. Otherwise they would die, for their impurity would defile my Tabernacle that stands among them. 32 These are the instructions for dealing with anyone who has a bodily discharge—a man who is unclean because of an emission of semen 33 or a woman during her menstrual period. It applies to any man or woman who has a bodily discharge, and to a man who has sexual intercourse with a woman who is ceremonially unclean.”

Notice that all of these precautions had to be taken related to a woman’s period, and if they failed to follow this mystical formula, they were told they would die. It reads like a chapter out of a voo-doo handbook.  
When a man inappropriately has sex with a woman in the Old Testament, it is only inappropriate if another man is offended in some way.  If a woman is raped, you have offended her father, husband or brother, and for that you must pay. 
Lev.20:20 20 " 'If a man sleeps with his aunt, he has dishonored his uncle. They will be held responsible; they will die childless.”

If a priest’s daughter becomes a prostitute, the biggest disgrace is not that she was a prostitute but that she disgraced a holy man. For this, she must be burned at the stake.
Lev. 21:  9 " 'If a priest's daughter defiles herself by becoming a prostitute, she disgraces her father; she must be burned in the fire.

Obviously, modern morality would never permit a woman to be burned at the stake for prostitution, regardless of the importance of her father. Also notice that there is no provision for wanton sons of priests. 
The value of women in Hebrew society was so low that they were not even counted as part of a census. If there is any question about the value of a male being twice as much as a woman in the Old Testament, God, Himself, places a monetary value on women to make the point.

Lev.27:1 The Lord said to Moses, 2 “Give the following instructions to the people of Israel. If anyone makes a special vow to dedicate someone to the Lord by paying the value of that person, 3 here is the scale of values to be used. A man between the ages of twenty and sixty is valued at fifty shekels of silver, as measured by the sanctuary shekel. 4 A woman of that age is valued at thirty shekels of silver. 5 A boy between the ages of five and twenty is valued at twenty shekels of silver; a girl of that age is valued at ten shekels of silver. 6 A boy between the ages of one month and five years is valued at five shekels of silver; a girl of that age is valued at three shekels of silver. 7 A man older than sixty is valued at fifteen shekels of silver; a woman of that age is valued at ten shekels of silver.
We have seen how easily a non-Hebrew woman can be forced into a sexual union and then dismissed. If a man marries a Hebrew woman and, after having sex with her, says that he does not like her, all he has to do is claim she was not a virgin. If the parents of the girl cannot produce bloody sheets to prove virginity, the girl is stoned to death. Besides the primitive barbarism at work, notice that there is not the same provision for the man. In fact, there is never any importance placed on the virginity of the man- only the woman.
Deut.22:13 If a man takes a wife and, after lying with her, dislikes her 14 and slanders her and gives her a bad name, saying, "I married this woman, but when I approached her, I did not find proof of her virginity," 15 then the girl's father and mother shall bring proof that she was a virgin to the town elders at the gate. 16 The girl's father will say to the elders, "I gave my daughter in marriage to this man, but he dislikes her. 17 Now he has slandered her and said, 'I did not find your daughter to be a virgin.' But here is the proof of my daughter's virginity." Then her parents shall display the cloth before the elders of the town, 18 and the elders shall take the man and punish him. 19 They shall fine him a hundred shekels of silver and give them to the girl's father, because this man has given an Israelite virgin a bad name. She shall continue to be his wife; he must not divorce her as long as he lives. 20 If, however, the charge is true and no proof of the girl's virginity can be found, 21 she shall be brought to the door of her father's house and there the men of her town shall stone her to death. She has done a disgraceful thing in Israel by being promiscuous while still in her father's house. You must purge the evil from among you.

If a woman is raped in a town, and no one hears her scream, she is to be put to death. The man is only to be put to death if the woman belonged to another man.  This selection shows the ethical problem of inequality, the barbarism of killing someone for sexual indiscretion and the absurdity for killing a rape victim because she was not heard screaming.
Deut.22:23 If a man happens to meet in a town a virgin pledged to be married and he sleeps with her, 24 you shall take both of them to the gate of that town and stone them to death—the girl because she was in a town and did not scream for help, and the man because he violated another man's wife. You must purge the evil from among you.

In the Old testament, if a man and wife are walking along and the husband is attacked, the woman may try to help defend her husband. However, if the woman touches the attacker’s penis or testicles during the event, her hand must be cut off. The absurdity of this is even detected by writer when he concludes “Show her no pity.”  No one today would find this moral. It would be seen as barbaric and primitive. 
Deut.25:11 If two men are fighting and the wife of one of them comes to rescue her husband from his assailant, and she reaches out and seizes him by his private parts, 12 you shall cut off her hand. Show her no pity.

What is more barbaric- the circumcision of females, stoning females for being raped or cutting off their hand for touching an attacker’s testicles in defense?

Miscellaneous Items: Females cannot appear before God
Deut. 16:16 Three times in a year shall all thy males appear before the LORD thy God…

The treatment of women in the remainder of the Bible would certainly make it a book I would not want my children exposed to without explaining to them that the behavior was evil. Because, the Bible does not point out that it is evil. In most cases, the scripture is complicit and often the scenario presents the man as a hero.
For example, Lot offers his virgin daughters to the sex crazed crowd to prevent the men in his home from being sodomized. Lot was called “just” and “righteous.” Gen. 19:8; 2 Peter 2:7-8.  

Genesis 19:3 But he insisted so strongly that they did go with him and entered his house. He prepared a meal for them, baking bread without yeast, and they ate. 4 Before they had gone to bed, all the men from every part of the city of Sodom—both young and old—surrounded the house. 5 They called to Lot, "Where are the men who came to you tonight? Bring them out to us so that we can have sex with them."

 6 Lot went outside to meet them and shut the door behind him 7 and said, "No, my friends. Don't do this wicked thing. 8 Look, I have two daughters who have never slept with a man. Let me bring them out to you, and you can do what you like with them. But don't do anything to these men, for they have come under the protection of my roof."

2 Pet. 2:7and if he rescued Lot, a righteous man, who was distressed by the filthy lives of lawless men

The taking of multiple wives is supported throughout the Old Testament, as early as Gen.4:19 (Lamech took two wives). 
In the Old Testament, it is always women who are barren. A man is never sterile.  
Sex with servants and concubines is permitted Gen.16:1-4.

Lot’s daughters get Lot drunk and have sex with him. I doubt this story gets read over the school intercom.  Both daughters get pregnant. Nothing about the story is condemned. I doubt you have ever been extremely drunk, but, in my youth, I have (though, at this stage in my life, I consider myself a non-drinker). I have also been around people who were so drunk they were on the verge of alcohol poisoning. I can tell you that none of them would ever be so drunk that they would have sex with their daughter- unless they were sexually deviant in the first place. Also, (sorry for the crude mental image) anyone who was this drunk would never be able to get an erection and keep it long enough to impregnate his daughter – let alone doing the same thing the next night. Also, there were other cities within a short traveling distance. Why did these girls think that getting their father drunk was the only way to have children?  In reality, the story reeks of the re-telling of some ancient oral tradition that made it into the Bible. This further illustrates that the Bible is not only full of immoral stories that fail to condemn the immoral act, but it is also the last place you would expect to find divine revelation about the creation of humanity.
Gen.19: 30 Lot and his two daughters left Zoar and settled in the mountains, for he was afraid to stay in Zoar. He and his two daughters lived in a cave. 31 One day the older daughter said to the younger, "Our father is old, and there is no man around here to lie with us, as is the custom all over the earth. 32 Let's get our father to drink wine and then lie with him and preserve our family line through our father." 

 33 That night they got their father to drink wine, and the older daughter went in and lay with him. He was not aware of it when she lay down or when she got up. 

 34 The next day the older daughter said to the younger, "Last night I lay with my father. Let's get him to drink wine again tonight, and you go in and lie with him so we can preserve our family line through our father." 35 So they got their father to drink wine that night also, and the younger daughter went and lay with him. Again he was not aware of it when she lay down or when she got up. 

If time permits, I’ll continue adding biblical stories of immorality (according to today’s standards). They are peppered throughout the Bible with such frequency, that time does not permit me to discuss them. Instead, I would like to discuss the Ten Commandments. 
The Ten Commandments
Do the Ten Commandments reflect modern values? Not if they are taken as they were given. The only way to say that the Ten Commandments reflect modern values is to pick and choose only a portion of the application of the commandments and then to adjust the interpretation of the commandments to fit modern thinking. If this is the case, they do not reflect absolute values. Their value is determined relative to your interpretation and application.
People say that we should post the Ten Commandments in our court houses because they are the foundation of our belief system. However, our Bill of Rights give us the right to break several of the commandments. Freedom of religion gives us the right to break the commandment of not having any other God, using the Lord’s name in vain or keeping the Sabbath.  Therefore, these do not reflect our modern values.
However, the main reason that the Ten Commandments do not reflect modern values is because the Old Testament punishment for breaking most of the commandments is death. Modern society has determined that the death penalty should only implemented for the most heinous crimes, and then it should only be used as a deterrent to keep others from committing similar crimes.  We do not kill people in our legal system for retribution.  We do not kill people who commit adultery. We do not kill people for being a member of a different religion.
The penalty for breaking the second commandment (no graven images) is death (Deut. 5:9).

The penalty for breaking the third commandment (taking lord's name in vain) is also death (Lev.24:16).  This reminds me of a couple of recent events that insulted the Muslims so much. First, the Dutch cartoons of Mohammed that caused riots, property damage and several deaths and murders. Second, the school teacher who was almost hung because a teddy bear in her class was named “Mohammed.” Killing people because your religious sensitivities are insulted is just plain evil. This is what they did in the Old Testament.
The penalty for breaking the fourth commandment (keeping the Sabbath – Ex.35:2) is also death. You can preach till you’re blue about the benefits of having a day of rest, but when you start killing people for not taking your advice, you are evil.  The Old Testament morality in this regard is evil.
The penalty for breaking the fifth commandment (honoring your father and mother) is also death (Lev.20:9).  Obviously, there is value in respecting parents. My point is that- when you understand it meant death to rebellious teens, it no longer reflects our values. Killing a child because he or she was disrespectful is evil. 

Lev.20: 9 " 'If anyone curses his father or mother, he must be put to death. He has cursed his father or his mother, and his blood will be on his own head.
In fact, the Bible says that we should stone to death our children if they are rebellious.  
Deut.21:18 If a man has a stubborn and rebellious son who does not obey his father and mother and will not listen to them when they discipline him, 19 his father and mother shall take hold of him and bring him to the elders at the gate of his town. 20 They shall say to the elders, "This son of ours is stubborn and rebellious. He will not obey us. He is a profligate and a drunkard." 21 Then all the men of his town shall stone him to death. You must purge the evil from among you. All Israel will hear of it and be afraid.

It is worth noting that there are organizations in existence right now that call themselves "Christian Reconstructionist".  These people, such Rev. William O. Einwechter, want to institute the death penalty for crimes of adultery, homosexuality, witchcraft, spreading false religions and rebellious children. Google the “The Chalcedon Report” for more information. This is what happens when you take iron and bronze-age oral histories as being “divinely inspired.”  You would not agree with this. Why do you agree with its view of the creation of humanity?
The penalty for breaking the sixth commandment (killing), is of course death. While this agrees with our current moral zeitgeist in America, many moral systems in the developed world condemn this as barbarism. Hopefully, the future will provide a more humane solution.

The penalty for breaking the seventh commandment (adultery) is also death (Lev. 20:10). Unfortunately, this is still being carried out in Muslim and Yezidi Kurdish tribes.  Have you ever watched the video of the Kurdish girl who was stoned last year for being seen with a Sunni man.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2rgSH0h45Eo
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uGaXxtvf2bM
You can watch the reports on these videos, and you understand the mindset of the religious people who commit these acts. This is a very important point. The same type of people who stoned that girl to death are the same type of men who wrote the Old Testament. It is the exact same mindset. If anything, the Kurds are less barbaric than the laws of the Old Testament. 
I’m out of time for now. In conclusion (for now), my point has been that the morality of the Old Testament is so primitive and barbaric that it could not be the source of reveal knowledge from a supreme being- especially about the creation of humanity. Also, this immature morality is little place in modern society. You must heavily pick and choose to find anything of value, and you must ignore an enormous amount of scenarios that give the scriptures proper interpretation. 

I have to spend the weekend doing homework, so I will not be able to discuss this again for a while. If you respond via email, I will follow up as time permits.
