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Consider This

Psalm 119:16

Prayer:  Father, I just thank you for your grace, I thank yo u for 

your goodness, I thank you for the everlasting arms  that every one 

of us can lean on.  And Lord, we need those arms.  This is a 

hostile world, hostile to the gospel, that is.  And  Father, we just 

pray this morning as we are opening up your book, l ooking into it 

and again asking for your Holy Spirit's presence, w e pray that you 

would guide us, that you would give us the ability to hear and 

respond and understand more of your word so that we  can respond to 

this world.  And I pray this in Jesus' name.  Amen.   

Well, we have been looking at this idea of consider ation.  Not the 

kind where you're thinking about others more than y ourself but the 

kind of consideration that the Psalmist is speaking  of when he says 

in Psalm 119:15:  I medicate on your precepts and cons ider your 

ways.   To consider God is to take the time and the effor t it 

requires to look beneath the surface.  It 's to reje ct the simple 

sophistry that often passes for wisdom when it come s to the God of 

the Bible.  One thing we know from scripture, you c an use it to 



make any kind of argument you want, from insisting that God is a 

God of love to its opposite claim that the God of t he Bible is in 

fact a monster who needs to be rejected.  

Last week we looked at Asaph the Psalmist and we lo oked at how he 

considered God's ways.  At first he was overwhelmed  with what 

seemed to be a grossly unequal distribution of God' s favor.  I mean 

as he saw it, everything was random, it was subject  to chance.  

Good guys oftentimes got bad stuff, bad guys oftent imes got good 

stuff and he grew immensely agitated at seeing his faithless, 

wicked neighbors prospering while he and all the ot her ones who 

seemed to love God with all of their heart struggle d mightily.  And 

so we worked our way through Psalm 73, and as we di d so, we saw 

Asaph again to grasp the fact who were living these  fat and sleek 

lives while mocking their God were actually far mor e cursed then 

blessed.  We spoke about Harvey Weinstein.  And I m ade the point 

that Harvey Weinstein is probably not realizing tha t he was more 

blessed of God last week than he's ever been in his  entire life.  

God stripped away from him all the pretenses and fo rced him to look 

exactly at who he is.  My guess is he doesn't consi der that a 

blessing at all, he considers it a curse.  Well whe n Asaph 

considered God, when he considered his ways and the  more he 

understood God's ways, the more he understood how p erfectly upside 

down his reactions to God were.  See, he thought th e fat and the 
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sleek were being blessed by God and it upset him.  And he quickly 

came to see that instead of being blessed by God th ey were actually 

being cursed by the devil and set up for the slaugh ter.  And he 

realized his understanding of blessing and cursing was perfectly 

backwards.  And now we say, okay, how is it that As aph was able to 

do that?  Well, he was only able to do that by cons idering his God, 

God and his kingdom.  Only by thoroughly thinking t hrough what his 

eyes saw and his ears heard with an understanding t hat only comes 

when we get into the sanctuary of God could he come  up with an 

alternative way of seeing life as it genuinely unfo lds.  You see, 

the more Asaph considered God's ways, that is accor ding to him the 

more he went into the sanctuary of God, the more As aph understood 

God's ways and the more he saw himself as blessed a nd the mockers 

as cursed.  

Well this morning I would like to do a case study o f sorts on what 

not to do in considering our God.  And I would like  to look at 

Richard Dawkins.  Most of you know who Richard Dawk ins is.  He's a 

well-known atheist author.  He's obviously read the  Old Testament 

and he delivers a critique of God that he finds the re, and this is 

his critique of the God of the Old Testament.  He s ays:  "The God 

of the Old Testament is arguably the most unpleasan t character in 

all fiction:  Jealous and proud of it; a petty, unj ust, unforgiving 

control freak; a vindictive, blood thirsty ethnic c leanser; a 
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misogynistic, homophobic, racist, infanticidal, gen ocidal, 

fil icidal, pestilential, megalomaniacal, sadomasoch istic, 

capriciously malevolent bully."  Okay.  That's Rich ard from his 

book The God Delusion  and as they say, me thinks thou does protest 

too much.  Well, this is a bit of that, I think but  I want to at 

least address these adjectives that Mr. Dawkins lik es to throw 

around and suggest that he arrives at them by spect acularly failing 

on any level to seriously consider the God that he' s criticizing.  

So I want to take Dawkins' critique and I want to j ust start looking 

at it word by word, statement by statement.  

I want to start by addressing the question of jealo usy.  He says, 

God is jealous and proud.  Well, is God jealous and  proud?  Well 

again, what does the book say?  If you go to Joshua 24:19  it says:  

Joshua said to the people, "You are not able to ser ve the LORD.  He 

is a holy God; he is a jealous God.  He will not fo rgive your 

rebellion and your sins."   Deuteronomy 4  says:  For the LORD your 

God is a consuming fire, a jealous God.   So I guess our answer to 

Mr. Dawkins' first charge is yes, guilty.  And furt hermore God has 

no problem readily admitting that he is a jealous G od.  But right 

off the bat we have to engage, as I said, in this a rt of 

consideration.  See, jealousy in human beings is un questionably 

wrong.  I mean it's being envious of something that  someone else 

has,  And you could argue that it falls under the r ubric of one of 
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the ten commandments:  Thou shalt not covet.  To be  jealous, 

according to one dictionary definition, is to be "f eeling or 

showing envy of someone or their achievements and a dvantages."  

Well, God certainly can't be accused of that defini tion of jealousy 

if in fact he claims in the very same book to be th e author of 

everyone's achievements and advantages.  And this i s a claim that 

he makes.  He says this in James 1:17 ,  he says:  Every good gift 

and every perfect gift is from above, and comes dow n from the 

Father of lights, with whom there is no variation o r shadow of 

turning.   See, in point of fact, according to the very same  book 

that Mr. Dawkins is referencing, the Bible, God not  only owns me, 

but he owns you and everything else in all of creat ion.  Now if 

you're a naturalist evolutionist, you believe that everything just 

spontaneously arose by random chance in a vast amou nt of time.  And 

given that set of circumstances, well then nobody o wes anything to 

anybody.  And certainly nobody inherently and creat ively owns 

anything.  I mean we simply acquire what we have by  hook or by 

crook.  But in the same book God states the exact o pposite.  He 

says in Psalm 24:   The earth is the LORD'S, and everything in it, 

the world, and all who live in it.  Now somebody mi ght say well, 

you can't use the Bible to prove your positions abo ut God.  But in 

this case I can because I am directly answering Mr.  Dawkins who's 

basing his critique of God on what he reads in the very same book, 

the Bible.  So God is a jealous God.  But there is,  however, 
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another dictionary definition of the word "jealousy " that fits God 

far better.  It's "fiercely protective or vigilant of one's rights 

or possessions."  Now on that count I would say God  certainly is 

guilty as charged but that God's jealousy is altoge ther different 

from ours.  I mean, Dawkins refers to God as jealou s and proud.  

God is jealous but it's due to the fact that he cla ims primary 

ownership over that which he is jealous of.  And ye s, he fits that 

definition quite well:  fiercely protective or vigi lant of one's 

rights or possessions.  Again, this goes back to co nsidering God, 

thinking beneath the surface.  And my question abou t God's jealousy 

would be is this a good thing or a bad thing?  I me an after all, 

we've come to expect that our government would be " fiercely 

protective and vigilant" about areas that involve o ur own personal 

health and safety.  We've organized part of our gov ernment to take 

that role very seriously when it comes to our physi cal health, I 

mean, we have the EPA which is fiercely protective of the air that 

we breathe, we have an FDA that is at least on pape r fiercely 

protective of the food that we eat and the drugs th at we take, and 

certainly for the most part we view that kind of je alousy as a good 

thing.  God claims that he is fiercely protective, i.e. jealous, of 

our spiritual health.  And somehow that's verboten.   I mean he 

makes that claim based on his ownership of all thin gs including you 

and me.  
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Now I've never owned a brand new car, I always buy used cars but 

usually there's an owner's manual in the glove or i n some part in 

the car and usually the owner's manual has expectat ions that the 

manufacturer has of what my responsibility is for m aintaining the 

product that I just bought.  You could argue that t he 

manufacturer's protective of the product he's made and that he's 

determined that the owners of this product not do s omething to ruin 

it.  You know, usually there's a warning, there's a  warning about 

things that you can and can't do if you purchase so mething 

significant like a computer or a car, says if you d o these things, 

you will avoid your warranty.  Well, that's the man ufacturer 

jealously guarding what he's manufactured, and he's  warning us that 

if you don't do what is best for this machine or pr oduct, then they 

won't honor fixing it if it breaks.  Well, you know , God has the 

very same manufacturer's claim on the creatures tha t he has 

created, namely us.  And as the Creator Manufacture r, he has far 

greater rights to demand that we treat him and his creation with 

utmost respect.  Well, given that, Mr. Dawkins says  this same God 

is "a petty, unjust, unforgiving control-freak."  I  find it 

remarkable that even though, according to the book,  God owns us as 

creatures, or that he certainly appears to give us the freedom to 

eat, drink, smoke, and abuse our bodies until they eventually break 

down and even then he certainly frequently allows t hose bodies to 

bounce back when they're eventually taken care of.  
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Mr. Dawkins next goes on to suggest a far more seri ous charge, one 

that seems to have a far better grounding in what w e read in the 

old testament.  His charge is this:  That the God o f the Bible is 

"a vindictive, bloodthirsty ethnic cleanser."  Now I'm reading the 

same book that he is, and I know he's drawing some pretty sweeping 

conclusion about God's judgment on people and there 's no question, 

there are some things that we read in the Old Testa ment that will 

give you and me pause, not the least of which is th is passage in 1 

Samuel 15 , which says:  Thus says the LORD of hosts:  "I will 

punish Amalek for what he did to Israel, how he amb ushed him on the 

way when he came up from Egypt.  Now go and attack Amalek, and 

utterly destroy all that they have, and do not spar e them.  But 

kill both man and woman, infant and nursing child, ox and sheep, 

camel and donkey."   Well that's arguably the worse case that 

Mr. Dawkins can argue from.  And here is where cons idering God 

becomes so incredibly important.  You know, we do t hat by entering 

into God's sanctuary just like Asaph did but in our  case, the 

sanctuary is the word of God and there you're going  to find there's 

far more in that passage than simply meets the eye.   Yes, God did 

wipe out the Amalekites but it was not simply a cas e of ethnic 

cleansing.  You see, the Amalekites were not simply  a garden 

variety enemy.  They were an existential threat to the nation of 

Israel.  They were profoundly wicked on a level tha t we have not 

encountered in decades.  Pastor Jeff Thomas in an a rticle about the 
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Amalekites says this:  "The Amorites --" and we'll get to that in a 

minute -- "The Amorites who dominated that land pra cticed such 

abominations as the slaughter of virgins and first born children in 

sacrifice to appease their gods.  They were a peopl e who callously 

tortured and destroyed with long lingering deaths b oth men and 

women whom they considered their enemies.  They wer e a nation whose 

morals and scruples were paper thin.  They lived li ke that for 

centuries and we have proof of that from archaeolog y.  They were a 

blot on human history.  They were a stench in the n ostrils of God, 

and yet we are told that he (God) did nothing about  this for a long 

time."  

Now, we'll get back to that question of God doing n othing in due 

time but for now I want to paint a picture of what these people 

were actually like.  In fact, we didn't really have  a good point of 

reference for these people in contemporary thinking  until the 

arrival of ISIS.  I mean ISIS has carved out a repu tation for 

themselves as being unusually brutal and cruel in t he way they 

treated the people that they conquered, whether it ' s drowning 

people in cages, setting them on fire or beheading them on videos.  

They want you to know that there is no extent, no b ottom to their 

depravity when it comes to war.  Well so it was wit h the 

Amalekites.  They, too, developed a reputation for brutality and 

cruelty far beyond anything their neighbors could t hink of.  
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According to 1 Samuel, they had a penchant for kill ing children.  

And just like ISIS targets in particular the "worsh ipers of the 

cross," so the Amalekites targeted the Jews.  And a gain just like 

ISIS does, these people also had many different nam es.  Some folks 

say "ISIS," some folks say "ISIL," some folks say " DAESH," they all 

represent the same thing.  And so is the case with the Amorites, 

the Amalekites and the Canaanites, they were all of  the same ilk, 

they were all the mountain people.  It was the Amal ekites who were 

the very first nation to attack Israel though.  And  Israel was 

still fleeing Egypt and it asked for safe passage s aying they were 

not going to touch any of the resources of the coun try they were 

passing through.  This is what they said in Numbers 20:17.  They 

said:  Please let us pass through your country.  We will n ot pass 

through fields or vineyards, nor will we drink wate r from wells; we 

will go along the King's Highway; we will not turn aside to the 

right hand or to the left until we have passed thro ugh your 

territory.   Well, the Amalekites wouldn't have it, and they 

attacked them viciously and they attacked them on t heir rear flank 

where the women and the children were.  And so God responded in 

Exodus 17:14, it says:  Then the LORD said to Moses, "Write this 

for a memorial in the book and recount it in the he aring of Joshua, 

that I will utterly blot out the remembrance of Ama lek from under 

heaven."  For he said, "Because the LORD has sworn;  the LORD will 

have war with Amalek from generation to generation.   There's a 
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reason why God said that about the Amalekites.  

You know, time and again you've heard me point out the fact that 

there's a war going on and there's a war going on r ight here and 

right now between the kingdom of light and the king dom of darkness.  

I've mentioned this many, many times, it's a war th at started way 

up in heaven and it ended up with Satan being cast down to earth.  

Revelation 12:7  says it.  Says:  Now war arose in heaven, Michael 

and his angels fighting against the dragon.  And th e dragon and his 

angels fought back, but he was defeated, and there was no longer 

any place for them in heaven.  And the great dragon  was thrown 

down, that ancient serpent, who is called the devil  and Satan, the 

deceiver of the whole world -- he was thrown down t o the earth, and 

his angels were thrown down with him.   There's a war going on and 

it has not stopped since it started in the Garden o f Eden, and God 

had chosen Israel as the nation that is going to re veal himself 

through to put an end to that war not because there  is anything 

special about the nation of Israel because simply b ecause God 

chooses whom he chooses.  But you know it makes per fect sense to 

understand that the enemy would choose a particular  nation himself 

and that he would use that nation to attack God's c hoice, and that 

appears to be what happened with the Amalekites.  E ven though 

Israel never attacked them, they repeatedly attacke d Israel.  
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As John McAllister points out in his article entitl ed "The 

Amalekite Genocide"  listen to this, it says:  "In Numbers 14:45, 

they attack Israel again while they are still in th e desert.  In 

Judges 3:13, they join in with the Moabites in atta cking Israel.  

In Judges 6:3, they invade Israel 'whenever the Isr aelites planted 

their crops', and together with the Midianites 'dev our the produce 

of the land and leave no sustenance in Israel and n o sheep or ox or 

donkey'.  Later in Judges 6 and 7 they invade again  and are fought 

off by Gideon.  The Amalekites show that generation  after 

generation, they are at war with Israel and with Go d."  God had 

chosen Israel as the nation he would reveal himself  through; the 

Amalekites had chosen to target that nation for ann ihilation.  It 

was a fatal mistake.  Again God says:  Thus says the LORD of hosts:  

"I will punish Amalek for what he did to Israel.  N ow go and attack 

Amalek, and utterly destroy all that they have, and  do not spare 

them.  But kill both man and woman, infant and nurs ing child, ox 

and sheep, camel and donkey."   I understand this statement is 

shocking in its brutality, but I understand that Go d's judgment on 

the Amalekites was not some random swat that God de cided to take at 

them.  It was a judgment that took generations to u nfold.  In fact 

God said this to Abram about how the Jews would suf fer at the hand 

of God's enemies at the very beginning of the confl icts.  He said 

this in Genesis 15.  He said:  Then he said to Abram:  "Know 

certainly that your descendents will be strangers i n a land that is 
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not theirs, and will serve them, and they will affl ict them four 

hundred years.  And also the nation whom they serve  I will judge; 

afterward they shall come out with great possession s.  Now as for 

you, you shall go to your fathers in peace; you sha ll be buried at 

a good old age.  But in the fourth generation they shall return 

here, for the iniquity of the Amorites is not yet c omplete."  Now 

once again we need to pause here and we need to do some work, we 

need to consider our God because what God is saying  here is nothing 

less than astounding.  God tells Moses that the jud gment of the 

Amorites is not yet complete.  And when God said th at, there were 

in fact hundreds of years remaining before that jud gment would 

actually take place.  As Jeff Thomas puts it, "They  were a stench 

in the nostrils of God, and yet we are told he did nothing about 

this for a long time."  Well, this is one of those situations that 

God is in that falls into the category of "heads I win, tails you 

lose" when it comes to Mr. Dawkins.  I mean, if God  waits to give 

the Amorites time to repent, he's accused of doing nothing.  If God 

reacts and he responds to their evil, he's guilty o f lashing out.  

Well the fact is if you read the book, that is the Bible, if you 

consider God, you understand the statement that he makes in Romans 

2  where he says this, he says:  Or do you presume on the riches of 

his kindness and forbearance and patience, not know ing that God's 

kindness is meant to lead you to repentance?  But b ecause of your 

hard and impenitent heart you are storing up wrath for yourself on 
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the day of wrath when God's righteous judgment will  be revealed.  

He will render to each one according to his works.   You see, it 's 

so easy to take God's lack of response as an indica tion that God's 

either not there or he's not caring or he's not wil ling to respond 

to an obvious evil.  But God on the other hand is t elling us that 

he has only two responses to evil.  We have only tw o responses to 

evil.  Repentance, which is turning away from evil and turning 

toward Christ, or judgment.  And he goes on to say that that 

judgment will include every idle word we have ever spoken.  I mean 

even Christ refers to the idea of storing up wrath in an oblique 

reference he makes as he's castigating the Pharisee s.  This is 

Matthew 23:29 .  Jesus says:  "Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, 

hypocrites!  Because you build the tombs of the pro phets and 

adorn the monuments of the righteous, and say, 'If we had lived in 

the days of our fathers, we would not have been par takers with them 

in the blood of the prophets.'  "Therefore you are witnesses 

against yourselves that you are sons of those who m urdered the 

prophets.  Fill up, then, the measure of your fathe rs' guilt."   

See, Jesus appears to be referring to a judgment th at slowly fills 

up with accumulated guilt with a judgment that miss es nothing.  And 

again, Romans 2:5  says:  Because of your hard and impenitent heart 

you are storing up wrath for yourself on the day of  wrath when 

God's righteous judgment will be revealed.   You see, much as our 

culture utterly rejects the idea of judgment and of  stored up 
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wrath, it doesn't change the facts that God is layi ng out here.  

And he's telling us there are only two people in th e universe who 

are capable of dealing with your sin.  One of them is God himself, 

the Lord Jesus Christ who came to this earth, lived  a perfect life 

and then died on a cross in order to pay the price of your sin.  

The only other one who is capable of paying that pr ice is yourself, 

and that takes forever.  God is insisting that ther e's going to 

come a time when all bills, moral and otherwise, wi ll become 

present and due.  You will either have stored up wr ath for your 

entire life for that day or you will have discharge d that wrath on 

the only other person willing to take it and that's  God himself. 

With regard to the Amorites or the Amalekites or th e Canaanites, 

God used them as an object lesson to demonstrate wh at happens when 

day by day, week by week, month by month, that stor ed up wrath 

builds up until it finally reaches its bursting poi nt, and that's 

precisely what's happening when God calls for the d estruction of 

the Amalekites.  And when it actually takes place, it may have the 

appearance of being swift, it may have the appearan ce of being 

brutal, but it is actually taking centuries of prof ound wickedness 

by these people before they have finally fil led up the wrath of 

God's judgment. 

And furthermore as we consider even further what to ok place here, 

we find out that God is careful not to take the goo d by the bad.  
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We find out that there were two different groups th at co-mingled at 

this time.  The Amalekites commingled with the Keni tes.  And they 

represented two very different approaches to Israel .  You see, when 

Israel first left Egypt, the Amalekites tried to de stroy them, the 

Kenites actually tried to help.  And just prior to exercising his 

judgment on the Amalekites, God sends this message to them in 1 

Samuel 15 .  He says:  Then Saul said to the Kenites, "Go, depart; 

go down from among the Amalekites, lest I destroy y ou with them.  

For you showed kindness to all the people of Israel  when they came 

up out of Egypt.  So the Kenites departed from amon g the 

Amalekites.   God separates the good guys from the bad guys and  then 

he utterly destroys the bad guys.  And there's no d enying the 

brutality of what these words are.  Thus says the LORD of hosts, "I 

will punish Amalek for what he did to Israel.  Now go attack 

Amalek, and utterly destroy all that they have, and  do not spare 

them.  But kill both man and women, infant and nurs ing child, ox 

and sheep, camel and donkey."   

So now we have to do a lot of hard work in consider ing here.  We 

have to really think.  We have to consider the poss ibility is it 

inconceivable to imagine a people group so depraved  that even their 

children are worthy of death?  Well, consider the l egacy that ISIS 

has left now that they're in full retreat.  This is  an article that 

came from CBS News.  It says this:  Children were uniquely 
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victimized by ISIS, first as bystanders caught in a  brutal war, but 

more shockingly, as soldiers who were recruited, in doctrinated with 

a deadly ideology, then trained to kill and fight o n the 

battlefield.  As they are freed from ISIS, traumati zed and 

untreated, they're now melting back into society --  still heavily 

influenced by their experience.  Sherri Talabany is  one of the 

loudest voices calling for help.  Talabany is presi dent and founder 

of SEED, an NGO helping victims of ISIS.  She fears  that many 

recent arrivals desperately need help, or risk posi ng a danger not 

only to themselves and their families, but to the c ountry and the 

world.  She observes, "The boys that were in DAESH training camp 

were taught nothing but violence against their own families.  

Hatred and violence.  They've been involved in murd er, they've been 

involved in torture."  Sherri says, "The terrible t hings about the 

experience is, nobody knows what is going to happen  next."  

Thousands of teens, even kids as young as six years  old that were 

caught in the battlefield, are held in jails across  Iraq -- 

suspected of being ISIS fighters.  Many former chil d soldiers have 

slipped back into their homes undetected.  Perhaps the most 

insidious of all ISIS war tactics was implanting a dangerous 

mentality into ISIS cubs, to help endure their ideo logy lives on 

for generations -- effectively planting time bombs throughout the 

region and the world."  Is it not conceivable that God would 

exercise a judgment that only he is allowed to exer cise on a people 
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group so thoroughly depraved that after five centur ies of repeated 

warning that their time has finally run out and tha t the cup of 

God's judgment for them is now.  I mean it's certai nly not pleasant 

and it certainly offends our 21st century sensibili ties but when I 

consider who God is and what his rights are, it put s things in an 

entirely different light. 

And finally Mr. Dawkins has a few choice adjectives  to offer up 

about this God.  According to Dawkins he is:  A mis ogynistic, 

homophobic, racist, infanticidal, genocidal, filici dal, 

pestilential, megalomaniacal, sadomasochistic, capr iciously 

malevolent bully.  Okay.  Let's take a look at this  list.  Okay.  

The first three adjectives in this statement sugges ts that God 

hates women, gays, and blacks.  In the interests of  time the only 

answer that I can give now is to compare the treatm ent of women, 

gays, and blacks in every other country that is not  based on Judeo-

Christian values to those countries who have histor ically embraced 

the gospel.  They're vastly different.  And also to  insist that God 

makes his position on racism and misogyny crystally  clear in 

Galatians 3:26, he says:  For in Christ Jesus, you are all sons of 

God, through faith.  For as many of you as were bap tized into 

Christ have put on Christ.  There is neither Jew no r Greek, there 

is neither slave nor free, there is no male and fem ale, for you are 

all one in Christ Jesus.   And furthermore if homophobia is stating 
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that homosexuality is sinful, then God again, he's guilty as 

charged.  In 1 Corinthians 6 he says:   Or do you not know that the 

unrighteous will not inherit the kingdom of God?  D o not be 

deceived:  Neither the sexually immoral, nor idolat ers, nor 

adulterers, nor men who practice homosexuality, nor  thieves, nor 

the greedy, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor swindl ers will inherit 

the kingdom of God.  But God doesn't stop there.  He goes on in 

verse 11 to say:  And such were some of you.  But you were washed, 

you were sanctified, you were justified in the name  of the Lord 

Jesus Christ, and by the Spirit of our God.   And what God is saying 

is that all sin and any sin can be washed away by C hrist, not by 

pretending that we can rewrite scripture.  

Dawkins' final comments are a lot harder to figure.   He says:  The 

God of the Bible is infanticidal, genocidal and fil icidal.  

Genocidal refers to kill ing whole people groups lik e the 

Amalekites.  We've been looking at that at length.  The other two, 

infanticidal and fil icidal, make no sense at all.  They refer to 

killing infants, they refer to parents killing thei r children.  And 

they make no sense at all because Mr. Dawkins is we ll known as 

being ardently pro-choice.  That's the only communi ty that I'm 

aware of that actively seeks to legalize the abilit y of parents to 

kill their children, that wants to legalize the tak ing of infant 

life up to the point of birth.  Mr. Dawkins, you're  not going to 
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find any support for that in the Bible.  Let me jus t take the last 

six adjectives in order.  He says pestilential.  Th at means causing 

disease and again, God certainly has sent pestilenc e and plague, I 

mean, he sent ten plagues to Egypt but they were ne ver sent 

capriciously or malevolently, they always, always h ad a point, and 

the point was to force Egypt to release the Jews.  He goes on to 

say megalomaniacal.  Well, that means having this m assive sick ego, 

and sadomasochistic which means deriving sexual ple asure out of 

inflicting or receiving pain.  Again, here's where it doesn't make 

any sense.  None of these human adjectives make any  sense when 

they're applied to God, because God the Father didn 't become human.  

I mean It was God the Son who became human and Dawk ins has respect 

for Jesus.  He doesn't feel at all that way about J esus.  

And finally Dawkins refers to the God of the Bible as a -- quote -- 

"capriciously malevolent bully."  This is a God who  takes advantage 

of his strength in a particularly evil way that's s o over the top 

that it really has no rhyme or reason.  I think we can look at this 

and we can get, it's pretty clear that Mr. Dawkins is an angry 

person and that he's got lots and lots of issues wi th the God of 

the Bible.  But I want to suggest to you a reason w hy, and it goes 

back to this battle that started in heaven and is c ontinuing to 

this very day.  You see, the god of this world, tha t is the devil 

himself, is locked in a conflict and we're right in  the middle of 
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it.  The kingdom of light and the kingdom of darkne ss have been at 

war since the Garden of Eden and most of the people  who are at the 

center of this war don't have a clue.  They have no  idea.  I've 

said it many times, you are either a child of God o r you are a 

child of God's wrath, and those who are children of  God's wrath 

have a gut level hatred for the things of God that they don't even 

realize.  Jesus himself acknowledged that when he s poke to the 

disciples after they first started experiencing pus h back for 

sharing the good news.  He told them in John 15:  "If the world 

hates you, know that it has hated me before it hate d you.  If you 

were of the world, the world would love you as its own; but because 

you are not of the world, but I chose you out of th e world, 

therefore the world hates you."   

Now the natural hatred the world has for the gospel  sometimes takes 

some very strange twists and turns.  For one, it ha s recently 

turned Mr. Dawkins into a supporter of Christianity , albeit a 

reluctant supporter but a supporter nonetheless.  L et me explain 

how that turnaround happened.  Dawkins' critique of  Christianity 

has been out there for years and nobody ever said a  word about it 

but then Mr. Dawkins did the unthinkable.  He began  to criticize 

Islam as well.  And as word of his critique of Isla m got out, he 

began to be dis-invited from all the various functi ons that he was 

the darling of for his hate speech.  Lifesite News  stated this:  
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"Dawkins was scheduled to discuss his newest book, when the radio 

station received complaints that Dawkins had insult ed Islam, staff 

emailed the following letter to ticket buyers:  'We  regret to 

inform you that KPFA has canceled our event with Ri chard Dawkins.  

We had booked this event based entirely on his exce llent new book 

on science, when we didn't know he had offended and  hurt -- in his 

tweets and other comments on Islam -- so many peopl e.  KPFA does 

not endorse hurtful speech.  While KPFA emphaticall y supports 

serious free speech, we do not support abusive spee ch.  We 

apologize for not having had broader knowledge of D awkins' views 

much earlier.  We also apologize to all those incon venienced by 

this cancellation.'  Guess who was blown away by th at statement?  

Richard Dawkins.  And listen to what he said.  He s aid:  "I am 

known as a frequent critic of Christianity and have  never been de- 

platformed for that.  Why do you give Islam a free pass?  Why is it 

fine to criticize Christianity but not Islam?"  And  Thomas Williams 

writing in Breitbart  said this:  "In the face of growing Islamic 

terror, Dawkins has begrudgingly admitted that Chri stianity may 

actually be society's best defense against aberrant  forms of 

religion that threaten the world.  'There are no Ch ristians, as far 

as I know, blowing up buildings,' Dawkins said in a  text that is 

making its way around social media.  'I am not awar e of any 

Christian suicide bombers.  I am not aware of any m ajor Christian 

denomination that believes the penalty for apostasy  is death.'  
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Despite his animosity toward Christianity, Dawkins has acknowledged 

that the teachings of Jesus Christ do not lead to a  world of 

terror, whereas followers of radical Islam perpetra te the very 

atrocities that he laments.  Faced with this realiz ation, Dawkins 

has wondered aloud whether Christianity might indee d offer an 

antidote to protect western civilization against ji had.  'I have 

mixed feelings about the decline of Christianity, i nsofar as 

Christianity might be a bulwark against something w orse,' he said."  

Mr. Dawkins, can I tell you why people react to the  gospel in ways 

vastly different than they react to any other relig ion?  Can I 

again use Jesus' words here:  "If the world hates you, know that it 

has hated me before it hated you.  If you were the world, the world 

would love you as its own; but because you are not of the world, 

but I chose you out of the world, therefore the wor ld hates you."   

See, there's something that needs to be pointed out  in Dawkins' 

critique of Christianity, it is a complete failure to do what the 

Psalmist did.  Again Psalm 119:  I meditate on your precepts and 

consider your ways.   Dawkins looks only at the surface.  And he 

avoids altogether any consideration of God that tri es to understand 

the context, the history, or even the reasons why G od does what he 

does.  I mean if Mr. Dawkins had chosen to look dee per even to the 

issue of the slaughter of the Amalekites, I mean, i f he had asked 

himself why it is that the present day Amalekite, t hat is ISIS 

23



itself, goes primarily after those who follow Jesus , he might have 

gained some understanding.  Make no mistake about i t, ISIS targets 

the cross.  I have this -- this letter on my notebo ok and it's 

right there in the lobby, the letter is the Arabic letter for "N" 

which stands for "Nazarene" because Jesus was the N azarene and what 

ISIS did was they went into a town, they would talk  to the town 

fathers, find out who the Nazarenes were, that is w ho the 

Christians were, and they would spray paint that le tter on the 

door, and those are the ones who would be singled o ut for murder, 

rape and torture.  I would not be the slightest bit  surprised if 

latter day historians find some kind of connection between the 

founders of ISIS and the Amalekites because they bo th have nothing 

but hatred and enmity for God and his plan, which m akes it even 

more astounding when you look at the role that Jesu s took on when 

he ransomed and rescued us at the cross.  

John McAllister goes on to say this, he says:  "As the Bible goes 

on, it becomes clear that the enmity to God and his  plans which was 

so clear in the Amalekites is found in each individ ual person.  We 

have all try to resist God's plan, to reject our pa rt in it and 

oppose Jesus' Lordship.  And the Bible calls that s in."  But then 

McAllister points to something that would never, ne ver even begin 

to enter to Mr. Dawkins' consciousness.  It has to do with who 

Jesus Christ is and what he accomplished on the cro ss.  You see, as 
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brutal and as swift as the judgment of God on the A malekites 

appeared, it actually had been building up volcano- like for 

centuries and it only broke out when the cup of God 's wrath was 

completely full.  Well, Mr. Dawkins doesn't underst and the wrath of 

God and he fails to see the heart of the gospel in the wrath of God 

breaking out at the cross.  I don't even know if he 's capable of it 

because God says in 2 Corinthians:  The god of this world has 

blinded the minds of the unbelievers, to keep them from seeing the 

light of the gospel of the glory of Christ, who is the image of 

God.   Allow me to illustrate the light of the gospel th at is the 

glory of Christ, because I think Dawkins just can't  see it.  And 

here's the point.  Jesus Christ became an Amalekite  on the cross.  

Jesus Christ became ISIS.  He became the Amalekites , the Canaanites 

and the Amorites and every other people group who s tood in 

opposition to God when he went to the cross to repr esent us in our 

folly and sin.  2 Corinthians 5  says:  For our sake he made him to 

be sin who knew no sin, so that in him we might bec ome the 

righteousness of God.   When God looked down from heaven at his Son 

hanging naked and bleeding, he didn't see the noble  Jesus who had 

lived a spotless life offering up his perfection.  Instead he saw 

all of our sins objectified, quantified and personi fied in one 

completely forsaken person, and for that time Jesus  wasn't just 

Jesus.  He was Amalek, he was Hitler, he was Richar d Dawkins, he 

was you, and he was me.  And he bore on that cross for my sake the 
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full brunt of God's wrath.  As John McAllister puts  it:  "Jesus 

became the personification of all opposition to God .  He was made 

the true Amalek as well as the true Israel.  He bec ame the one who 

had to be killed so that God could bless the whole world.  And he 

did that for us, for those who reject him and oppos e him, so that 

we can know what it means to be part of God's true people."  

Now I feel, I mean I really mean this, I feel for M r. Dawkins and I 

pray for him as well.  You see, without God's Holy Spirit 

intervening, he is locked in a blindness that will not see and 

cannot see the glory of Christ.  But Mr. Dawkins is  no different 

than your neighbor or your friend or your relatives  or your 

colleagues at work.  None of them can see the glory  of Christ 

without God's Holy Spirit doing a work first in the ir lives, but 

that work starts first with us.  I mean we are the ones who have 

been given the privilege of opened eyes and opened ears and 

unblinded spirits.  And along with that privilege w e have the 

responsibility, the task, if you will, of sharing t he good news of 

the God of the Bible, of giving people the benefit of our 

consideration of our God so that we can speak up wh en all they have 

to rely on is the Richard Dawkins of the world.  I mean you and I 

represent the only voice God is going to use to cha nge hearts and 

minds by the power of his Holy Spirit.  We consider  a God who left 

heaven itself to take up flesh and then go -- went to the cross, 
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taking with him every bit of our filth and evil so that we could 

stand before God cleansed and perfect in his sight.   He became 

God's enemy so that we could become God's friend.  And my prayer is 

that you and I will not be able to keep that messag e silent, for 

this is the God that we worship.  Let's pray.  

Father God, I pray for Richard Dawkins, I just I pr ay that he would 

have the blessing of his eyes opened, of his ears o pened, of the 

ability to actually hear and see what he cannot hea r and see at 

this point.  But Lord, Richard Dawkins is one perso n.  We, each of 

us have friends, neighbors, relatives, associates a ll around us who 

are just as lost, just as blind, just as deaf, just  as unable to 

hear the truth of the gospel.  We're the ones who g et to consider 

you, Lord.  We're the ones who get to look beneath the surface. 

We're the ones who have been given the task of expl aining to others 

who think that Mr. Dawkins is just explaining truth .  Give us the 

ability and the courage to seek to engage and to en gage those as 

they seek the truth.  And I pray this in Jesus' nam e.  Amen. 
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