Hi Wilfred:  
 

There are flood stories in every culture I've ever heard of.  Much of what is written in those stories is myth.  However, within some of the myths there are kernels of "history."  For example:  The second sentence of Genesis talks about the world as a "formless void."  That is a pretty good description of the Atheistic concept and the beginning of the concept of evolution
that science speaks of today.  My suspicion is that the sentence and its surrounding sentences were an attempt to paraphrase and adopt the concepts of world origins found in nearby cultures.  
 

I read those stories from the point of view of "what were the people who constructed the stories trying to do with their stories:  Keep in mind that the stories were oral for a very long time.  Indeed, even after writing was invented there was a reluctance to write out the stories that were told around the camp fire at night by the tribal story-tellers.  Those stories were viewed as "sacred."  They were "too holy" for the new invention of writing.  
 

In the case of the Jewish stories, when they were finally written down and compiled and organized the priests who did it [Yes! The purpose of the priests was to manipulate the people!] had to be careful as to how they made their choices and how they moved the stories around to suit their purpose because the people knew the stories by heart.    
 

Those stories were the tribal history.  But, they were also the tribal theology and philosophy.  And, they were the tribal soap-operas:  My personal favorite was the juxtaposition of the words "Qanah", Cain and Canaan!  My source, Edward Leach, implies that the word "Qanah" (from which "Cain's" name is derived) suggests incestuous homosexuality.  However, the word "Qanah" is also a homophone of Canaan.  In the scripture that we have, Canaan is purported to be one of Noah's sons.  And, Canaan is said to have had sex with Noah.  
 

My bet is that the original version would have had Canaan as Cain's son; and, would have been that Canaan had sex with Cain.  It would have been an example of the "Hebrews"...  
 

(Note:  the word "Hebrews" meant slaves.  By no means were all of the slaves in Egypt genetic descendants of one family.) 
 

[The leaders of the slaves would have amounted to the "Abramites" from near Ur who had migrated to Egypt and been enslaved.  My guess is that the name "Abram" was similar to the name "Arab."  My guess is also that the word "Abramite" referred to a tribe rather than a person.  And, my bet is that the "Abram" tribe "Egyptionized" their name by adding the "H" which would have fit in with the Egyptian concept of the god "Ham."]  
 

...or slaves for the most part would have come from near Egypt itself.  Those would have been the Kennites (or, "Cainites") who lived in the barren hill country just around the corner from Egypt on the western side of the Arabian Peninsula.  
 

If that seems convoluted and farfetched, I would suggest that we note that the names of actual individuals are rare at that early date:  In many cases, what the scriptures list as individuals may have been an attempt to preserve the names of places and tribes.  My personal suspicion is that the individuals, Joseph and Moses, may be the first actual persons listed in scripture.  And, in their cases, only because they were also part of Egyptian history which was written down.  
 

All of this stuff may seem both extraneous and of little importance.  However, if we are to try to give any respect to the stories of various peoples at all, we should at least understand what they were trying to say, and how they managed to paste the parts of their "Story" together.  
 

You are right when you ask:  "How do you know what is true and what is fable?":  
 

I would reply:  None of the earliest section of Genesis is "true" in any sort of literal sense!  It is entirely "fable!"  However, even "fables" have their "kernels of truth."  The real question might be, why did the story-tellers of that particular tribe choose to construct their stories in precisely the way that they did construct them?  
 

WHAT WAS THE POLITICAL MOTIVATION BEHIND THE CONSTRUCTION OF THOSE FABLES?    
 

Rather than answer that question:  I am old and don't want to spend my last few years answering that one question.  I will let you look back at those stories with a fresh perspective:  
 

If the story-tellers were reasonably intelligent why did they make up such dumb stories?  Now! That is a fun question!  
 

A COUPLE OF BOOKS THAT YOU WILL LOVE:  
 

Wilfred, you have one of the most agile minds I have run across.  There are two books that are perfect for you.  Why?  First of all, they are pure science!  There is not a religious idea between them.  I do not know if the author is an Atheist!  But, I do know that his books are not "about religion."  
 

That is not to say that he excludes biblical stories.  But, what he does is to treat them as fables, and to submit the stories to scientific analysis.  In one of the more significant examples he demonstrates that one of the biblical dating of events would not be correct.  He uses information from Egyptian history to adjust the date so that it correlated with information from Egyptian history.  As I recall, the shift was of about eight hundred years.    
 

The author is Immanuel Velikovsky:  "Velikovsky studied natural sciences at the University of Edinburgh, history, law and medicine (M.D) in Moscow, biology in Berlin, the working of the brain in Zurich, and psychoanalysis in Vienna."  
 

Velikovsky's first major book (published in 1950) was "Worlds in Collision.":  A blurb in the paperback edition of the book states:  "...the most discussed book of our time, propounds the startling theory that more than once within historical times the order in our planetary system was disturbed and caused enourmous cataclysms:  the earth became a primeval chaos lashed by torandoes of cinders; the skies darkened: land masses were destroyed and large portions of the human race perished."
 

After reading the book:  What he was talking about was a couple of near collisions of planetary objects with the earth that basicly "jarred the earth" enough in order to knock it slightly off its axis.  He was able to date those events through historical evidence.  
 

As an example of such evidence:  The system of thought that we still have that is based on a 360 degree cosmology.  We still have the concept.  However, it no longer fits perfectly with reality.  Thus, we have our "Leap Years" as an attempt to reconfigure our reality to the concept.  
 

Velikovsky claims that there was a time when that concept was "real."  As an example of a proof:  He writes about a sundial that had been put up before one of the catastrophic events.  The sundial is a perfect fit for the 360 degree concept, but is no longer accurate because the earth seems to have been jolted off of its original course by some sort of cosmic event.  
 

Another point that he made that fascinated me:  He describes an oral tradition in Latin America of "the sky falling":  Velikovsky postulates that if a planet (or, whatever) passed somewhat near earth that the resultant jolt would seem like "the sky is falling" from the point of view of the natives.  
 

Velikovsky's books are brilliant analysis!  And, they are fun reads!:  
 

"Worlds in Collision," A Laurel Edition, Dell Publishing Co., Inc., 750 Third Avenue, New York, NY 10017. 1950.
 

His second book:  "Ages in Chaos:  From the Exodus to King Akhnaton":  Doubleday & Co., Inc., Garden City, New York 1952.  
 

There are other books that Velikovsky has written, but I have to admit that I am too much of an intellectual slow poke to have read them.  Frankly, there is a limit to my curiousity in that bent.  But, Wilfred, my bet is that you would love it all!  
 

I apologize that I did not introduce you to Velikovsky earlier.  But, it has been years since I have read (or thought about) him.  
 

Your e-mail "jolted" my memory!  
 

In closing:  I suggest that you not read "scripture" as true or false religion.  Read it as a collection of stories and concepts that were collected by ancestors.  
 

I especially suggest that you  reread Matthew with regard to "going into a town and knocking on the ('church?') door.":  
For fun:  Put any folk into the place of the one's who are going into town.  You can use "Gays" which is obvious from the construction of the story.  But, you can also use "homeless folk", women, whores, Jews or Muslims, blacks or hispanics, or, for that matter, anyone with any handicap.  
 

You may not care to think of Christ as God, however he was an interesting person and he did set a fairly good bar for humans to have to achieve with regard to respecting each other.  
 

Personally, I think he was a better Cock Sucker than I could ever hope to be!  And, probably, more decent to boot!  
 

I see his concept of "acceptance" as ALL PURPOSE!  We either do or don't accept each other with all of our warts.  If we don't:  Fuck us!  If we do?  Fuck the ones who don't!  
 

Go and do all sorts of wonderfully "nasty(?)" things to Eddie, 
 

John
 

 



From: Wilfred Charles Morin <wmorin@ameritech.net>
To: John Kavanaugh <johnkavanaugh1@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, April 5, 2009 6:55:42 PM
Subject: Noah's Ark

Dear John, 

I cannot believe that the Science Channel is airing a program named In Search of Noah's Ark.

Do people actually believe that the entire landmass of the planet was flooded for 40 (magical number) days and nights and that one man and his family saved life on the planet by taking a male and a female of each life form on the boat? What did the herbivores eat? Why didn't the carnivores eat their native prey? If the flood was fresh water, how did the sea life survive? If the flood was salt water, how did the freshwater life survive?

If you cannot believe everything in the book, how do you know what is true and what is a fable?

In brotherhood,

wilfred
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