                                  Jesus, Nazir

                                        Introduction

At the Last Supper, Jesus took the ‘Vow of the Nazir.’  He was following a Jewish custom that went back further than Moses, that had been followed by Samuel, by Samson, by the followers of Deborah, by Jews over the centuries from pre-1200 BC, during the Exodus, and on to his own time.

John the Baptist, like Samuel and Samson before him, had been a ‘Life-Nazir,’ someone whose parents had ‘put the Vow on him’ before conception.  In the Gospels are discussions of why John is a Nazir, and Jesus not.  

But at the Last Supper, Jesus takes the Vow of a Nazir.  

The Gospels agree that he followed the Laws of the Vow exactly.  Three of the four Gospels point out that his last act, at the Crucifixion, was the fulfillment of the Vow,

the refusal to drink from the sponge soaked in vinegar.

After Jesus, his brother James takes over the Jerusalem Church.  James was a strict follower of the Vow of the Nazir.  Peter became a Nazir.  Paul did also.

Jews have a Torah, and the Writings and Prophets, what Christians call the ‘Old Testament.’  To that is added the Mishnah, and then the Gemara, to form the Talmud.  And Rabbinic stories about the Torah, in the Midrash.  For any subject in Judaism, there is a mountain of ‘religious writing’ to absorb.  A whole book in the Talmud on ‘Vows’ (Nedarim), and another on the ‘Nazir Vow’ itself (Nazir/Sotah).

Christians have far, far less, in terms of a written religion.  Therefore, of that which is written, the things which are in the Gospels and the letters of the Apostles, there should be the fullest possible understanding.  

Christians want to know all that Jesus meant at the Last Supper.  They want to know the meaning of every word he uttered on the Cross.  They want to know what parts of the Jewish religion were most meaningful to him.  

And also, how his teaching affected James, Paul, Peter, and the early Church.  And also, why these words inflamed the Priests of the Temple. 

The Vow of the Nazir is described in the Book of Numbers, Sixth Chapter.  Its goal is to delineate how a person can ‘consecrate himself unto the LORD Num 6:2,’ how he can be ‘holy.’  All the days of his Naziriteship he is holy unto the LORD.  

                                                                                                              Num 6:8   

And Moses imposed Laws on this practice of self-consecration.  From the time of Moses, to the early Christians, all who wanted to ‘consecrate themselves’ had to Vow to not drink wine or strong drink, to not cut their hair, to ‘let the locks of the hair grow long,’ and to maintain ritual purity.  

In the Torah, Nazirs are first presented as having strength.  Samson could kill a thousand Philistines with the jaw of an ass as his only weapon.  Samuel was given the power to anoint Saul, and David, as kings over Israel.  Deborah, and Barak, her General, led a whole army of Nazirs at Mount Tabor (where Jesus was later to experience his ‘transfiguration.’)

In the years of the Prophets, the whole concept of spirituality changed dramatically, as did the role of the Nazir.  The refusal to participate in religious rituals that involve drinking wine, the strict observation of the Laws of personal cleanliness, and having long hair that has formed ‘locks,’ ends up separating the person from the community—and as the Jews settled down in the Land of Israel, the ‘separation’ aspect of Nazir became the defining element, not strength.  To be ‘consecrated unto the LORD’ meant being separated from the community, while still living within it.

There was social isolation involved, sometimes for individuals, sometimes for whole communities (e.g., the Essenes).  At the same time, the Oral Law (i.e., the Laws added since Moses, which formed the Mishnah and Talmud), recognized that the sanctity of the Nazir was equal to that of the High Priest. (Chavel, Maimonides, Postive Commandments, p. 105.)

So there was a double challenge to society:  the Nazir was a person who separated themself from the community, maintaining a ‘higher standard of practice,’ and the Nazir was assuming a holiness equal to that of anyone born into the Priesthood (and the High Priest was forbidden to be a Nazir).

Essentially, in Judaism there was the communal path to spirituality, and there was an individual path.  Jesus chose the individual path.  Opposing the ‘Temple Cult,’ and the Priesthood, as had many of the Prophets before him.

Now, we in the U.S. are certainly experiencing a whole set of spiritual crises.  Jews believe in the brotherhood of man, in the sanctity of Life, and in Israel’s right to kill Palestinians.  Based on ‘the Bible.’

Christians are challenged by the popularity of American Fundamentalism, in which a person’s words, and their symbols, are more important than their actions.  

St. Francis said, “Preach the gospel all day long, and use words when you have to.” 

The problems facing Muslims are frightening to contemplate.  Jews and Christians have long traditions of martyrdom, but the Muslim world’s embrace of suicidal terrorism must make life inside Muslim communities very, very problematic for people who believe in the brotherhood of man, the sanctity of life, and doing unto others as you wish them to do unto you.  

And into this troubled time, these days of fear and despair and betrayal by leaders, by Church’s, by societies, it is now necessary to point out that Jesus himself was demonstrating, with both his life and his death, that there were these two paths, the communal and the individual.

And he, and his followers at the time, given the same fear, despair and betrayal, chose the individual path.  

                                       In the Beginning

In the beginning, ‘people’ were in the Garden of Eden.  Or they were evolving over hundreds of thousands of years into Homo Sapiens.  In either case, early ‘man’ was either a hunter-gatherer, living primarily off of small animals, esp. rabbits, and picking whatever fruit or edible plant was found, or ‘he’ was in the Garden, and Of every tree of the garden thou mayest freely eat.  Gen. 2:16.  

And then came change.  In evolutionary terms, ‘people’ learned to plant and harvest grains, and developed clay pots to keep them in, safe from rats.  Other people gradually domesticated animals, and began keeping flocks of sheep and goats to provide food. And Abel was a keeper of sheep, but Cain was a tiller of the ground.  Gen. 4:2

And whether you believe in evolution or Scripture, you know that while some people were developing agriculture and animal husbandry, others, most everybody, were still just hunter-gatherers.  Living in caves, going with rocks and spears to kill animals, or find berries.  And what happens when these ‘primitive people’ come to the fields and flocks of the more advanced, the ‘civilized?’  They steal the grain, rob the fields, kill the animals, eat them.  

In order for ‘civilization’ to proceed, it was necessary for the ‘civilized’ to kill off the uncivilized, to protect the fields and flocks.  As Cain himself says, “I shall be a fugitive and a wanderer in the earth;  and it will come to pass that whosoever findeth me will slay me.”  Gen. 4:14.  Any stranger, who is not protected by a ‘sign’ is killed, before he can steal the sheep or the ears of corn.

What was it like ‘in the beginning?’  At first, all people are ‘wild.’  Then, some become ‘domesticated,’ or ‘civilized.’  They have ‘settlements’ where they live close to each other in huts, and they have fields where they grow their crops.  Beyond their fields are the ‘uncivilized.’  Like all thieves, waiting for the right moment to strike.

Obviously, the people who worked the fields had to come inside and sleep at night.  That’s when the wild-ones would come.  And the civilized, who had come to live in huts, had also learned to go outside to relieve themselves.  Even at night.  And no doubt there were men who wanted to visit the huts where certain women lived.  So the civilized had to come outside at night, in the dark where they couldn’t see, knowing that the ‘wild-ones’ were likely to be around, looking for opportunities to take things.  

So when civilized people are out in the dark, how do they know who is friend, who foe?  Who to kill instantly, who to greet with friendship?  They needed a ‘sign’ to be able to distinguish each other in the dark.  

You’re out on the path.  You hear someone coming.  You duck down, hide in the weeds, waiting to see who it is.  If it’s an uncivilized stranger, a ‘wanderer,’ than it’s kill or be killed.  But what if it’s a friend, a brother?  How do you tell in the darkness of that prehistoric time?  

By the silhouette.  The ‘civilized’ needed to be able to distinguish themselves from the uncivilized.  So they cut off their beards, kept their hair short.  That way, just seeing the silhouette against the night sky was enough to make the decision.  Long hair, beard, kill him.  Shaven face, cut hair, a fellow ‘man.’  

So that in the Beginning, the cutting of hair and beards provided the most obvious way of surviving among other ‘civilized’ people.  Whether scientists theorize about Cro-Magnon Man killing off the Neanderthals, or Cain, ‘the tiller of the soil’ killing Abel, ‘a keeper of sheep,’ we know that our species became ‘dominant’ by killing our brothers.  Science says so, Scripture says so, case closed.  Law of the Jungle was ‘the scripture’ until Abraham. 

                               Civilization, Evolution, Scripture

It does appear now that ‘civilization’ did start as reported in the Book of Genesis.  The Southern part of present-day Iraq, where the Tigris and Euphrates come together to form the ‘salt marshes,’ is thought to be the original ‘Garden of Eden.’

And the earth was all covered in water, and the water receded and there was land. And plants grew, and fish and birds developed, and from the fish came the beast of the earth after its kind, and the cattle after their kind…Gen 1:25.  And after all the beasts of the earth, comes Man.  

And God saw everything that He had made, 

and, behold, it was very good.  

And there was evening and there was morning, the sixth day.  Gen. 1:31

The story of the Creation is so similar to the story of the Evolution, that it makes one wonder:  How did people ‘know’ that the plants came first, then the fish, then the birds, then the mammals and others animals, and finally Man?  Before Darwin, before anthropology and archaeology and carbon-dating?  

In the Midrash, commentaries on the Scripture that were not included in the Talmud, being more ‘folk-orientated,’ it says:  The first man had a tail like an animal.  Bereshit Rabbah 14:10  (Midrash on Genesis).  And,  It was said, ‘up to the generation of Enosh, the faces of the people were K’kufot—they resembled those of monkeys.  Bereshit Rabah 23:9  Now, in our present day, hundreds of years after the theory of ‘evolution’ and the backlash, the Scopes Monkey Trial, we see that back in Palestine at the time of Jesus, not only had the ‘grand design’ of evolution been understood, life came from the sea, but also the details:  that Man and apes were the product of the same father/Father.

It seems scientists have spent a lot of time ‘proving’ what’s been known All Along.  The only ‘argument’ is over the time-periods involved, and the Bible has always been very flexible about ‘time.’  And ‘science’ keeps pushing the ‘time’ back further and further.  The origins of Homo Sapiens, the dating of pre-human remains, primitive tools, these are in times so distant, so long, that we have trouble comprehending them.

But as ‘prehistoric time’ gets pushed back further and further, the events of ‘historic time’ seem closer and closer.  We are told that it was 11,000 BC when our species became ‘dominant.’  When other kinds of ‘humans,’ Neanderthals, or whatever, became extinct.  

It was 9000 years ago when ‘agriculture’ first began in Iraq.  Scripture says it was Adam, who after sinning in the Garden of Eden, is told 

Cursed is the ground for thy sake

in toil shalt thou eat of it all the days of thy life…

In the sweat of thy face shalt eat bread, 

till thou return unto the ground;  

for out of it wast thou taken;  

for dust thou art, and unto dust shalt thou return.’  Gen 3: 17-19

So Scripture has Adam being told that he will be the first farmer, and that farming will be hard, Thorns also and thistles shall it bring forth to thee, and thou shalt eat the herb of the field.  Gen 3:18

At the same time, Adam is informed that he will die.  His name in Hebrew, adam, means ‘man.’  Adama  is dirt.  Dam is blood.  Adam is the archetype of the ‘first civilized man.’  He can no longer be a hunter-gatherer, he has to work the ground to get what he needs to make bread.  

In the Creation, God does not make bread;  only after the expulsion, does bread become necessary.  

And for those animals which can only eat ‘meat’ after the expulsion, killing became necessary.  

But carnivores always preyed on the weakest, the sickest, the injured animals, the ones likely to soon die and become bird-food.  The meat-eating animals killed, but it was to their survival-advantage, and their moral credit, that they always killed and ate victims ‘least likely to reproduce.’   (Isaiah says the lion will eat hay when Messiah comes.  So in the Garden of Eden, lions ate hay).

The Hebrew prayer, Ha’Motzi,  Blessed art Thou, O LORD our God, Who brings forth bread from the ground  acknowledges that with God’s ‘bringing forth,’ bread, the ‘staff of life,’ comes from the ground.  We don’t say “Thank You for bread.”  

Ground, and dust, the same thing.  Man is made of dirt, he return to dirt.  Adam is the archetype of the ‘first man who knew he was going to die.’  It would seem possible, that before ‘civilization,’ people saw others die, but always thought, ‘he was too slow,’ ‘he didn’t look behind him,’ he forget to carry his ‘lucky spear.’  It was only those who managed to get old enough, who started to feel weakness setting in, who might have realized that death, at least for them, was becoming inevitable.

But Adam, the ‘first man,’ is given the knowledge that everything that lives in this Creation, is going to also die.  That he, and all people, have lives that will end.  Adam gives a name to each animal, and its children will bear that name, but each of those animals he named, they all died.  

So Genesis is telling us that In the Beginning there was a Creation, and as the animals evolved out of the fishes, man evolved, or was created, in the Garden of Eden, in the salt-marshes of Iraq, and for a long time just wandered around enjoying the creation, eating the fruits thereof.  

And then comes Adam, a man who sees the Creation for what it is;  a man who is able to communicate with the Creator.  God speaks to Adam.  And Adam is told what not to do, to preserve this primeval innocence.  

And Adams ‘sins.’  He does what he knows he shouldn’t do.  He has accepted the Creation, and knows that it has ‘rules.’  And he goes ahead and eats the apple.  The ‘original sin’ had nothing to do with Eve and sexuality.  It was man, who had finally evolved beliefs of ‘right and wrong,’ doing what he knew to be ‘wrong.’  

And Adam knows everything is going to die.  Cain, who is conceived in the ‘exile from the garden,’ is the very first human being to grow up knowing that life will end in death, no matter what.  Adam had years of ‘innocence.’  Cain’s entire life is burdened with expecting death.  When he kills Abel, perhaps he is also expressing his anger-to-God about the inevitability of death.

The Genesis story does tell us that at the time of this ‘first family,’ there were other ‘people.’  When Cain is told that he can no longer farm, and will be a wanderer,  When thou tillest the ground, it shall not henceforth yield unto you her strength;  a fugitive and a wanderer shalt thou be in the earth,  Cain says to God, it will come to pass that whosoever findeth me will slay me.  Gen 4:14. And God agrees with Cain, and the LORD set a sign for Cain, lest any finding him should smite him.  Gen4:15.
So all that the Scriptures tell us about the ‘other people’ at the time of Adam, Eve, and Cain, is that they are killers.  Murderers.  After being driven from the Garden, Adam has to work;  he knows he will eventually die;  and he has to fear strangers.

By time of Noah, seven generations later, God has decided that all ‘people’ are so evil that it’s necessary to destroy them all, and start over.  ‘The end of all flesh is come before Me; for the earth is filled with violence through them;’   Gen 5:13, this time with a set of “Laws.”  Including not killing.  

Why would people, esp. Christians reading the Jewish Scriptures, come to think that the ‘original sin’ was ‘sex?’  The Scriptures tell us, from beginning to end, that the ‘original sin,’ the ‘failing of mankind,’ the thing which prevents Messiah and Redemption, is Violence.  Violence and Murder.  

                                Civilization:  Dogs and Pigs

And it was in those days of the ‘jungle’ that we evolved.  Evolution involved decisions that would later become important in ways not foreseeable.  Consider the domestication of animals.

At some point in time, people are able to make fire.  They can structure their ‘society’ around the things the fire will give them when they get ‘home:’  warmth, light, security, cooked meat, friendship, sleep.  They control the spread of the fire, and mark their ‘home-site’ by building hearths.

And as people have ‘campfires’ regularly, and the rest of the animal world adjust to this, one animal is drawn to the fire, to the warmth, the smell of the meat, and the ‘social atmosphere’ of the people around the fire.  This is the dog.

Dogs can’t help trying to get close to a campfire.  Or to a fireplace.  It is something in their nature that is the ‘same as us.’  They seek warmth, meat, congeniality.  As soon as fire was controlled, the ‘domestication’ of dogs was inevitable.  Dogs came out of the night, crawling on their bellies, whimpering, to show that they meant no harm, and would like a piece of meat tossed to them.  

People tossed them meat scraps, bones.  As people become accustomed to having dogs share the fire, and dogs themselves become accustomed to sharing with these people, the dogs demonstrate their own unique abilities:  they can see in the dark better than people;  they can hear better;  their sense of smell is way, way better.  So they become aware of approaching things before people.

Their instinct is to bark.  One starts barking, they all bark.  Whether it’s a predator sneaking up on the campfire, a ‘saber-tooth tiger,’ or more likely, a group of predatory humans.

Because when you had the technology for making fires, the people living in the cold and dark around you also wanted fires.  Looking at who we are now, it would appear that technology was not spread by systematic sharing, but rather, by violence, force, ‘I want fire.  I take fire.’  That people always felt they had to ‘protect what they had’ against other people.  And any advance in ‘technology,’ from fire to pottery, was beneficial to the ‘discoverers,’ and increased the distance between ‘haves’ and ‘have-nots.’  Between the Civilized and the Uncivilized.

So that as some people benefited from a ‘discovery,’ their need for ‘security’ increased at the same rate.  The more you had, the better your ‘life-style,’ the greater the need to protect it.

And when your ‘life-style’ was coming home at night, after a day of hunting, to sit around a fire, cook meat, tell stories, go to sleep, then having an ‘alarm-system’ that allowed everyone to relax and sleep was critical.  And Dogs filled this need.  

So we are assuming that the domestication of dogs came soon after control over fire.  And dogs are playful, and energetic, and some just can’t help herding sheep;  others are natural partners in hunting.  So dogs developed other roles, beyond ‘barking at strangers.’  

Dogs were morally, ethically, in every way, a good thing.

Another animal to be domesticated was the pig.  Like dogs, very smart.  Interested in people.  Social animals.  

And just as dogs ‘bark,’ pigs ‘eat.’  They eat anything, everything.  And the result is the garbage is always cleaned up, the pigs get very fat, and they have ‘tasty white meat.’  

The problem with the pig is that he is better at rooting out garbage to eat than is a starving human.  The pig is bigger, and stronger.  Worse, the owner of a pig doesn’t throw his garbage out on the street, for the poor to pick through—he puts it into his pig’s trough.  And as the pigs get fatter, and tastier, the poor, who’ve always had to pick through others’ garbage to find something to eat, they get thinner, and sicker, and die.

The function of the pig is to eat food/garbage that would otherwise be eaten by people who didn’t have any choice.  Allow people to keep pigs in the community, and the poor will starve to death.  

Pigs, such sweet intelligent animals, in the hands of humans, became morally, ethically, in every way, a bad thing.  We don’t know when the Jews, Egyptians, and the ‘Arabs,’ stopped eating pork, but presumably it was a decision made early in the development of civilization, when ‘moral people’ noticed that in places where pigs were raised and eaten, poor folks starved.  It was likely in Babylonia (Mesopotamia, Iraq) that this was observed.  Especially after Middle-Easterners made the long trip to China, where ‘white meat’ is preferred, and returned with the both the taste, and the money to indulge it.  And both Judaism and Islam place enormous emphasis on ‘charity’ making it a Commandment.   

Civilization, the evolution of social behavior in people, was like dogs and pigs.  Some things turn out to benefit everybody, forever after.  And some things only benefit some people, while hurting others, forever after.

Sitting around the fire, when the people are singing songs, or chanting, some people bang sticks together.  Some bang sticks on rocks.  Some bang rocks on rocks.  Some rocks have been heated in the fire.  Bang on some hard rocks, and their shape can be changed.  They can be made Sharp.

From the fire comes weapons, the sharpened stone, the knife, the sword.  Things which could make ‘the hunt’ easier.  Things which could settle arguments once and for all.  From the Fire comes evil things.

But around the same fire, on a different night, someone who’s been grinding stones all day, maybe trying to build a stronger house, he has powder with him, from one of those stones.  Or there is a pile of ash from bones tossed on the fire.  And the ashes, the powdered stone, our friend spills some water on it by accident.  

And in the morning, he finds his footprint in this clay next to the fire, but it is hardened.  He can pick up the imprint of his foot:  “Hey look what I got,”  and it will eventually become the ‘clay pot,’ in which grain can be stored, safe from rats, from rain, from hail, even with ‘seals’ to discourage thieves.  

Agriculture could only go so far, until pottery was developed, and then it became worthwhile to grow more than you could eat.  At first, security from hunger in the winter.  Then, putting some aside in case of drought and famine;  and finally, putting some into locked pots, to sell to people who were hungry and needed something to make bread out of.  

The point being that ‘civilization,’ in the case of most things except dogs and cats, has always brought ‘bad’ along with ‘good.’  It has always benefited some more than others.  The ‘blessings are mixed.’

                                      Civilization and Resistance

Civilization, it has been said, has its ‘discontents.’  There have always been people who resisted, who preferred the ‘old ways,’ who couldn’t learn any better.  People who can’t keep up.  People who didn’t believe in ‘investing in the future’ by planting trees like olives, that won’t bear fruit for years.  People who don’t want to do the same thing, day in, day out;  who want to keep moving, who wish to be nomadic.  

That appears to have been the essence of the struggle between Native-Americans and European immigrants in the U.S.  One wants to live off the herds of buffalo.  The other wants to fence off the land, replace herds of buffalo with a few milk-cows, and start a little family.  

The American Dream of Europeans.  Not that of Native-Americans.  Given a choice, the Bedouin in present-day Israel, wish to keep moving, rather than become ‘settled.’  

There have always been people who didn’t themselves want to be ‘civilized.’  And as ‘civilization’ naturally progressed, technology and organization wiping out the ‘uncivilized,’ there arose among the really civilized a sense of regret at what was happening, a realization that many could be hurt by the wants of a few.  There was injustice.  There was unfairness.  And the future looked to become worse, not better.

So there grew the need to ‘protest.’  And once civilization had progressed to a point where everyone ‘looked alike,’ where they dressed up in clothes and cut their hair and shaved their beards, then the way to protest was to reject the outward manifestation of civilization, that had previously been mandatory to survival:  as long as the ‘law’ was of the jungle, no one ‘protested.’  

But once the ‘law’ was given, whether through evolution, and archaeology, the Code of Hammurabi, or as Scripture says, given to Noah, once Man had reached the point where there were ‘Laws,’ it was also time to have ‘protest.’

                                   Individual versus the Group

The earliest people, among those coming from the Middle East, whose ‘protest against civilization’ was recorded, were among the Israelites coming out of Egypt with Moses.

We know that they already existed, as a ‘role’ among the people, because during the Wandering in the Desert, Moses had to make Laws that would govern their behavior.  Prior to Moses there had been no ‘Priesthood.’  Judaism was an individual religion, and a tribal religion, with laws and traditions, but not an ‘organized’ one.  

And in the desert Moses had to contend with people who thought they were Prophets ‘That all the LORD’S children should be Prophets, etc.’, and with people who wished to contest the Priest and his role: Korah.  And he had to deal with people who felt they were ‘called to consecrate themselves unto the LORD.’

We don’t have any way of knowing when this custom started.  We know the term used by Moses, Nazir, is found in the names of other peoples around the Middle East at that time, in variations, such as Nasir, Nasi, etc.  That the custom probably had to have originated in the ‘cradle of civilization’ itself, Babylonia.  Where Abraham was born.

Between the time of the Patriarchs, and time of the Exodus, we know that Israelites ‘consecrated themselves to the LORD’ by refusing to follow the basic rule of civilized men, not cutting their hair or beards.  So that they looked like the ‘uncivilized’ people of ‘olden days.’  The poor innocent creatures who’d been wiped out by the ‘advances’…  

Then, like now, and in all the time in between, people protested against civilization by wearing the clothes of ‘wild people,’ letting their hair grow long into dreadlocks, not shaving their beards.  James, brother of Jesus, one of the later followers of the custom, refused to bathe.  For twenty years.  But did wear a fresh, clean white linen robe, each day, to demonstrate his ‘ritual purity’ to the Priests trying to ‘catch him.’

Other people took these people, who represented the ‘wild world,’ as being ‘holy’.  These were people acting out of conscience, giving themselves to a ritual practice that was ‘religious.’  Before there were Priests, Rabbis, Prophets, or Judges, there were people who took on a ‘religious role,’ which involved their taking a Vow to ‘give themselves to God.’  

And they expressed this ‘vocation’ by letting their hair grow long, into locks.  And they were ‘separating themselves.’  So that to the ‘people,’ there were these zealots, who had chosen a way of identifying their ‘religious mission’ in a manner which could not be concealed.  And given that people always seek out healers, or seers, or people with ‘powers,’ people probably sought something from these early Nazirs, and enough benefited, on both sides, to keep the institution going, from the Patriarchs, through the four hundred years of the Egyptian enslavement.

So Moses had to make laws to regulate it.  He insisted the anyone following this ritual had to abstain from wine and distilled spirits;  if people were going to be considered ‘religious,’ and their visions to have significance, they’d better not be drunk;  not ever, not even once.  No drunken visions or prophecies tolerated.  

And if they were going to stay sober, there would be circle after circle of laws drawn around the restriction;  not only wine, no grapes;  no grapes-seeds;  no vine-leaves;  no wine vinegar;  no raisins;  no skin of grapes, color of grapes, sugar of grapes.  Not only avoid wine—avoid any and all product of the grape, and that puts up such a set of limitations, that the person has to be conscious of, on the lookout for, that it is considered a ‘fence around the Torah,’ or around this law.  

And Moses would not only have these people be sober, he also insists that they maintain ritual purity;  for if their holiness is equal to that of the High Priest, than they should be as ‘clean’ as the Priest.  So they have to avoid ritual impurity, esp. in it’s ultimate form, the touching of a dead human body.  Even, and especially, in the case of deceased close relative, the Nazir is not allowed to become ritually impure by touching, or coming under the roof with, a dead human body.  

If Moses has to place Laws and strictures on the practice of Nazirut, on self-consecration, it is because it was one of the customs of the Israelites coming out of Egypt that he felt needing controlling.  Protest, but within boundaries…

The Torah doesn’t tell us what motivated these first Nazirs.  

However, we do know what motivated the people who inherited the tradition:  a desire for ‘self-consecration, for ‘separation’ from others, and a protest against all those who were going forward with the process of ‘civilization,’ which also demanded conformity, and therefore resulted in protest.  And we can assume that the people before Moses did it for the same reasons.

This was after Abraham, before Moses and the Exodus, in approximately 1200 BC.

From Moses on, the record is written.

                            Torah, Bible:  Problems with the Sources

Our own personal preference has been to take the words of Scripture as ‘given.’  One can think that God Himself gave them to Moses, and Moses wrote them, with the Books of the Prophets and Writings being added later.  Or, you can imagine them being written by unknown scribes, over the ages, ending up in versions that we all ‘accept’ as being ‘authentic.’  Compilations, things written over the years and attributed to someone:  Did King Solomon write Ecclesiastes, Kohelet, or was it a collection of ‘wisdom literature’ collected sometime later, and attributed to Solomon?  

And for us, does it matter?  If you read Ecclesiastes, you are struck, each time, by how much of ‘human wisdom’ was already understood, and articulated, three thousand years ago.  And us, three thousand years later, are still struggling to learn these most basic of lessons. 

On the other hand, there is a difference between ‘faith’ and ‘fundamentalism.’  Faith tells us that this Book of Scripture, handed-down for three thousand years, (two thousand for the Gospels), is so powerful because it was ‘meant to be so.’

It doesn’t matter if it was written in Hebrew, Aramaic, Greek, Latin, or the English of King James.  It is what ‘we received’ because it is ‘what we’ve been given.’ 

Every year, in the Passover Seder, we read the passage about the song of Miriam, sister of Aaron, who sings, “horse and rider hath he hurled into the sea.”  Exodus 15:21  

Whatever language it was sung in, written in, translated from, doesn’t matter.  In the English, it is so dramatically poetic, that we have to assume, however it got here, it was ‘meant to be given to us like this.’

At the same time, Scripture has always presented problems to ‘believers.’  There was the Torah, given to Moses during the Exodus, carried into Canaan.  Then, in 621 BC, in the time of King Josiah of Judea, a great discovery is made: the ‘missing part’ of the Torah is found (which nobody knew was missing…).  And the people gather and rejoice and listen to the ‘new laws.’  They include many, many laws in which the Priesthood is strengthened.  In which the cult of ritual sacrifice is used to benefit the Priests.

This ‘new piece of Scripture’ was assumed to have been written by a group of people, who inserted parts of it through the original Torah.  Biblical scholars believe that there had been two authors of the Torah, depending on the name they used for God, the ‘J’ writer, who used YHVH, translated as LORD, ha’shem, and the ‘E’ writer, or ‘Elohist,’ who used the term Elohim which is translated as ‘God.’  

And the group who ‘found’ the ‘new’ portion hidden in an urn, deep in the Temple, are the ‘Deutoronomists,’ or ‘D’ writers.  

Now this presents a problem for each of us who take Scripture seriously.  Was a part of the Torah missing, and rediscovered by good King Josiah?  Or did Ezra and the Priests get together and re-write the Torah in a way that favored the Priesthood?

We do know that many people deemed Prophets, whose works appear in Scripture, were opposed to the Temple, to the Priesthood, and to the Cult of Sacrifice.  They were blunt about it. 

Given that there was controversy over what belonged in the Scriptures, over what was ‘given by God,’ and what might have been added by man, the ‘inconsistencies’ in Torah became more acute.

And after the lessons in Genesis, about the nature of man, the violence that was inherent in man, resulting in the Flood, still, the Scriptures we are ‘given’ tell us that we are commanded to kill.  Commanded to Not Kill, and also, to Kill.

                                       The Commandment to Kill

People are clearly commanded, since Noah, to not kill.  Following what has happened with Cain and Abel, God is very specific:

At the hand of man, even at the hand of every man’s brother,

will I require the life of man.

Whoso sheddeth man’s blood, 

by man shall his blood be shed;

for in the image of God made He man.  Gen  9:5-6

This presents a terrible problem for Jews.  They are forbidden to shed blood, and they are told to kill another man who does kill.  Of the 248 Positive Commandments, things which Jews are ‘commanded’ to do, nine are commandments to kill.  We are commanded to ‘not shed blood.’

We are also commanded, by the Law of the Apostate City, to slay all the people  Deut 13:17.  By the Law of the Seven Nations, we are commanded exterminate the seven nations that inhabited the land of Canaan.  Deut 20:17.    And Amalek, a tribe that came behind the Israelites, preying on the weak and sick, Remember what Amalek did unto thee…thou shalt blot out the remembrance of Amalek, from under heaven; thou shalt not forget.  

                                                                                     Gen 25: 17-19

This has been interpreted as meaning that Jews must kill all descendants of Amalek, for all time.  In the Book of Esther, Haman, the Minister who wishes to kill all the Jews, is considered in Jewish tradition (the Midrashim) as being a descendant of Amalek.  Hitler was also considered a descendant of Amalek.  

But here is a Book of Laws, a Scripture, that tells us we must ‘not shed blood,’ and also gives nine circumstances, none involving self-defense, in which we must kill;  and it includes descriptions of which transgressions should result in beheading,  which strangling, burning, stoning, and hanging after execution.  

Gandhi wrote in one his newsletters, “The New Testament gave me comfort and boundless joy, as it came after the repulsion that parts of the old had given me.”

                                                                Gandhi, Young India Dec 22, 1927

This was a man who believed in the Oneness of all religions, who said, 

“If a man reaches the heart of his own religion, he has reached the heart of all the others too.”                                                Gandhi, All Men Are Brothers p. 59.  

He goes on to say, “I believe in the fundamental truth of all great religions of the world.  I believe that they are all God-given and I believe that they are necessary for the people to whom these religions were revealed.  And I believe that if we could all of us read the scriptures of the different faiths from the standpoint of the followers of those faiths we should find that they are at the bottom all one and all were helpful to one another.

                                                                  ”Gandhi, All Men are Brothers p. 61

And from Gandhi, we find that our Scriptures, the Torah, “repulse him.”

The ‘religion’ of the Jewish people, even though it was ‘given in the Torah,’ had problems built into it.  The commandment to not kill in the story of Noah is followed by permission to kill and eat the animals.  Originally in Genesis people were given plants to eat.  

It is as if the Creator has recognized the people are going to kill;  so they’re forbidden to kill each other, but allowed to kill animals.  

Just as Scripture says, a man shall cleave unto his wife, and they shall be one flesh.  Gen 2:24.  And then goes on to give conditions under which husband and wife can get divorced.  And when people later ask Jesus, what about this discrepancy, he can reply, ‘it was only done for the hardness of your hearts.’  

God says people cannot shed blood.  God, or the Deutoronomist, give us nine commandments to shed other’ peoples’ blood.  

How do we deal with this fatal contradiction, when in the image of God made He man.  For in brutal reality, ‘God’ does give life, and protect the innocent, and feed the little birds.  

And He also brings death, disaster, crushing despair.  Little birds get eaten.  Good and Evil, Yang and Yin, Birth and Death, Morning and Night, the Reality of ‘life.’  

But it is also possible that there is a basic problem in Judaism, the ‘veneration of the old,’ beyond the point of common sense.  An inability to change, to evolve, caused by the dispersions, the need to hold-together through exiles.  The Prophets tried to change the people by interpreting the Torah, but the only inconsistency they attacked was the cult of Temple Sacrifice.  

Many people living at that time, before the ‘canonization’ of ‘The Bible,’ thought that there were parts that ‘didn’t belong.’  That ‘didn’t fit.’  For Jews at the time of Jesus, there was dissension about what were the Laws of Torah.  Some things were obviously ‘true.’  Others didn’t make sense.

As Jesus put it, “Every plant which my heavenly Father hath not planted, shall be rooted up.”  Matt 15:13
                            Back to the Beginning: Abel

Now if one is a ‘believer,’ and sees all living beings as part of a universal Oneness, which is by definition All-Knowing and All-Powerful, and if one believes that God intervenes in the affairs of Man, than the question has to be asked: if Abel's ‘sacrifice’ was pleasing-unto-the-LORD, than how is it that his Reward is to end up not only dead a few lines later, but is the first person who is killed-by-another, the first Victim?  

What does this tell us about Abel?  That he lived a good life, made a good sacrifice, and was loved by God, but evil Cain snuck up and killed him? 

Snuck up on Whom…?

This IS a semantic exercise, in trying to understand what the Bible is telling us, because the story of Adam and Eve, of Cain and Abel, is part of the story of the Creation, of how God created us.  

So there is a lesson in the story of Creation; it is the story of what God did (not what Cain or Eve, etc., did) for we believe that if God did not want Abel killed, he would not have been. 

This is the story of ‘what God did,’ and in it is: what God wants us to know.

That’s the purpose of this exercise, to explore What God Wants Us To Know.  What are we being told?  What are we supposed to do?  What are we supposed to do NOW?  You and me.  

Abel is the symbol of innocence, of a man herding goats, so that he is ‘in nature,’ all day long.  Cain in the symbol of progress, ‘civilization.’  Progress is the inevitable result of evolution—over time, some peoples’ DNA makes them better suited to survival and reproduction, and Progress occurs.

Innocence, Gan Eden, is satisfied with life-as-it-is, and resists ‘progress.’  Innocence is the state of Man before ‘the Fall,’ before he had to ‘work.’

The Creation Story we are given says that God created the world, ‘and saw that it was good.’  And one aspect of His Creation was ‘male and female he made them.’  People were made to be able to reproduce, and the mechanism He provided was DNA, splitting and recombining to form the next ‘person.’  

He created woman’s half of reproduction, the eggs, so that all of the woman’s eggs are formed before she is born—all of the eggs are already in the female fetus, and none are made after birth.  The male keeps making spermatozoa through his reproductive life, but the woman is born with ‘all her eggs.’

Just so was human reproduction—the egg in Eve, that later became Cain, was there from the moment of her creation.  God had created the egg in Eve before ‘the Fall.’  The Fall was inevitable, it was built into people, as the egg was created in Eve, so the Fall was created.

God has given us a Book that says that evolution, the egg in Eve, was part of the Creation.  That ‘in the beginning’ God looked upon it as ‘good.’  But the DNA was already in the egg, and the egg was already in Eve.

It was ‘good’ to His sight, but He had designed it with the capacity to  reproduce, and the method of reproducing included genetic variations, so that Progress, and Change, were inevitable.

He created the world and it was ‘good.’  But He created it with evolution and change built in.  The Creation has built-in Disappointment.

For Him, and for us.  

And in the story of Cain and Abel, He is telling us that Abel was from the time when it looked ‘good,’ and Cain was an agent of change (he could bake wheat-cakes).  That to Him, and to us, Abel looked good and Cain looks ‘bad…’

And so He tells us His attitude towards Civilization and Progress.  He loves Abel, Abel is from the way of life when everything ‘looked good to Him.’

But He built in change, evolution, progress.  It was part of His disappointment with us, esp. because we change so quickly, not in our bodies, but in our abilities.

And He gives us the story:  Abel was good and innocent.  Cain was an agent of change.  Cain has to kill Abel, in His story, so that we know how He felt about the reality of evolution.  It is not a ‘theory.’  He made an evolving Creation.  

And seeing progress, seeing Cain pulling up all the flowers in the meadow, along with His rocks, His ‘design,’ His ‘piece of art’ which had been ‘very good’ in His own eyes, in order to plant wheat, harvest, grind, sift, bake—and the result will be Bread, to become the ‘staff of life’—seeing this, He is angry.

And God rejects Cain’s offering, chooses the sweet smell of meat roasting over a fire (Abel could make fire, since fire came before goat herding…).  Cain has worked so hard, so long, as God had commanded Adam to do;  Abel takes the goats out to pasture in the morning, throws rocks to keep them together in a clump, in the afternoon brings them home.  

And for this ‘sacrifice competition,’ he just takes a young goat, cuts it’s throat, roasts it’s meat.   Cain worked for months to make his bread, Abel kills a kid in fifteen minutes, and his sacrifice is more pleasing to Him?

What is going on?  God is saying, in His own parable, that He loves the forest, the stones, the goats (Abel’s sacrifice is the first time anything in His story gets killed).  That He wishes it was like it was, Gan Eden, when ‘it was good.’

But He built in Progress, and He made a Creation where bread was going to become the staple of peoples’ diets.  He does love Abel, and does prefer Abel’s sacrifice.

But Cain is inevitable.  He is Progress.  The ‘sacrifice’ that he offers, a bread-cake, didn’t exist when He decided, ‘seven days, that’s it, it’s very good, and it’s finished.’

Cain offers Him something that Cain himself made—bread, the product of much work, many hard lessons;  but something ‘not in the world that He made.’

The first ‘invention,’ or ‘man-made creation.’  The Big Step in evolution/history, agriculture, which we are told started in 9000 BC, in the Tigris-Euphrates valley of Iraq, and spread to Palestine by 8000 BC.  

Big Step because it wasn’t a knife or spear, the improvements in hunting/killing technology.  Until ‘agriculture’ became a means of support, everyone was in a hunter-gatherer family.

Agriculture split the world—hunters vs. farmers.  People who could live together in cities, versus nomads.  Only 150 years ago in the US, hunters shot farmers for putting up fences, farmers hung hunters for ‘cattle rustling,’ everyone killed Indians, in the ‘civilizing’ of America. 

In this parable of the Beginning, He is saying, Progress is inevitable.  And so is disappointment.  The civilized man will kill the ‘marauding/rapacious/Godless heathen.’  Progress follows from the genetic variation of DNA and so He created us.

And where we ‘came from,’ the designated place in nature, a vegetarian giving names to everything, was ‘very good.’

But after seven generations, He looked at us, saw nothing but violence, and killed everyone but Noah and his family.

We know what’s there to be seen now.  We know it is ‘not good.’  

And not rain, but ‘the fire next time.’

Given this Story, we have reason to fear.  We know that all the ‘progress,’ the technology, these outward things were built-in, they were programmed to happen as part of the Creation.  But we also know how He feels—disappointed.  

And given a choice between ‘our sacrifices’ and those of ‘innocent primitive people,’ He would choose theirs, and then have us kill them.  Original sin is inevitable, Eternal.  We Learn, Change, Disappoint.

This built-in ‘disappointment,’ the desire to return to the natural state, to protest Progress, is an expression of how He feels about the Creation.

And it is natural for some people, the more they ‘seek Him,’ the more disappointment they feel.

To reject ‘civilization,’ to reject society’s rules, to reject the fruits of progress—and to separate yourself from ‘the people’ while living among them, to seek Him, and try to consecrate oneself, to demonstrate your personal attitude towards progress—you reject the outward appearance of civilized, you let your hair grow long, and into unkempt locks;  you abstain from the fruit of progress:  Wine.  

Noah, the survivor of the Flood, is the first to plant a vineyard, and ferment the grapes into wine.  First came violence and the flood;  then wine, which allows people to forget their fear, their pain, and their disappointment.  

And finally, if you’re seeking to be ‘holy among Jews,’ you have to maintain ritual cleanliness, specifically not to touch a dead body, and specifically not a close family member.  (Because touching a cold, stiff body, with the Life gone, is shocking;  when it’s someone you love, your attitude towards the Creator become anger;  and once you’re angry at Him, you can’t be ‘consecrated unto Him.’)

And these are the three ritual elements of the Nazir Vow.

Disappointed in technology, nuclear threat, genocide?  So was He, when Cain the farmer has to kill Abel the shepherd.  It was inevitable then, something He’d built in, with His Unknowable Knowledge, and it’s still inevitable, what can one person do in a world gone insane with greed on top of poverty, violence, indifference…?

One can express their disappointment:  And it repented the LORD that He had made man on the earth, and it grieved Him at His heart.  Gen 6:6

And know that God would have destroyed all, except for Noah.  And Noah then got drunk on wine and had children by his own daughters.  So the first act of one who would not disappoint like Noah is to abstain from wine.

And accept that when the Ark landed, the first thing Noah did was to take of every clean beast and make an offering upon the altar.   Gen 8:20.  

And the LORD smelled a sweet savour.  Gen 8:21  So here, following Abel, is another ‘ritual sacrifice of animals.’

We know that He made the Garden of Eden nonviolent, vegetarian;  that after Noah, people are given meat to eat, wine to drink.

That He loves nonviolence, but created a world in which roasted flesh has a ‘sweet savour.’  That He Himself is conflicted over Progress, Nonviolence, Civilization, Killing.

Evolution or Creation, it is a disappointment, and needs to be protested.  God Himself tells us this in His own version of the Story, ‘In the Beginning.’

Human achievement, from 11,000 years BC to 2004 AD, thirteen millenniums.  

It took a thousand years for agriculture to spread from Iraq to Palestine.  Writing doesn’t begin until 2,800 BC.  

Changes were needed in Judaism, resulting from it being a religion which believes in the Oneness of the Creation, and the ‘brotherhood of man,’ and at the same time, is tribal, exclusive, and discriminatory.  And nationalistic.

Jesus and the Christians were willing to die to change this.  This ‘contradiction’ in Judaism has been a problem for Jews for two thousand years.  And despite Christianity being based on the teachings of a Jewish Rabbi, the reality between the two religions has been antagonism, and hatred, rather than sharing in their commonality.  

But if we’re disappointed at the progress of the last two thousand years, we should remember that people only started ‘writing’ four thousand years ago.  We change and evolve, but not that fast…

                              Thirteen-Hundred Centuries

11,000 BC  Sapiens spreads throughout New World.  Organized for hunting in   

                 groups, using stone weapons

 9,000 BC  Beginnings of agriculture in Tigris-Euphrates Valley

 4,500 BC  Cultivation of wheat and barley.  domestication of animals: cow, goat,  

                sheep, pig

 2,800 BC  Writing begins

 2,750 BC  Egypt is organized as the first ‘kingdom.’

 1,600 BC  Egypt splits, Hyskos invade northern part.  Time of ‘Joseph in Egypt.’

 1,290 BC  Exodus from Egypt

      04 BC  Birth of Jesus

      70 AD  Final Destruction of Temple in Jerusalem

    700 AD  Muhammad begins Islam

   1170 AD Mainmonides codifies the Commandments

   1492 AD European colonization of Americas begins

   2004 AD The Present

                                     Who is Jesus?  

To Christians, Jesus is the ‘Son of God,’ the Messiah, their ‘personal savior.’  He is God’s manifestation in human form, part of the Holy Trinity, ‘Father, Son, and the Holy Ghost.’

Probably in response to the question, Who is Jesus, most Christians first think of the image of the Crucifix, and then think ‘He died for our sins.’

Given this perspective, Jesus becomes like the burning bush which confronts Moses when he escapes Egypt, after killing an Egyptian, before he knows what his mission is to be:  

And the angel of the LORD appeared unto him in a flame of fire out of the midst of a bush;  

and he looked, and, behold, the bush burned with fire, and the bush was not consumed.  

And said: ‘I will turn aside now, and see this great sight, why the bush it not burnt;  

And when the LORD saw that he turned aside to see, God called unto him out of the bush, 

and said:  ‘Moses, Moses.’  And he said:  ‘Here am I.’  

And He said:  ‘Draw not nigh hither;  put off thy shoes from off thy feet, 

for the place whereupon thou standest is holy ground.  

Moreover, He said, ‘I am the God of thy father, the God of Abraham,

the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob.’  

And Moses hid his face;  for he was afraid to look upon God.  Exodus 3:2-6

Moses is afraid to look at God. 

If Jesus is the ‘Son of God,’ a unified part of the Father-Son-Holy Ghost, then for Christians who believe in the ‘divinity of Jesus,’ is it possible for them to ‘look at God?’  And most people, Jews and Christians, are they not afraid to ‘look at Jesus?’

To the inheritors of the ‘God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob,’ the concept of ‘looking at God,’ or ‘understanding Him,’ of ‘predicting what He’ll do,’ are unthinkable.  As He is unknowable, we have two choices:  Thou shalt love the LORD thy God with all thy heart    And,  In fear of the LORD a man hath strong confidence, and his children shall have a place of refuge.

Christians are less conflicted:  They themselves ‘love Jesus.’  It is only those who ‘don’t love him’ who need to fear him. 

For Jews, Jesus is somehow a ‘betrayer.’  A Jew who did something that resulted in the Jews being the most hated people in the world.  Jews went from being the ‘children of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob’ to being ‘Christ-killers.’                                                                                                                                                           

                                               The Jesus of Jews

The Crucifix, the Image of Christ on the Cross, is probably the thing most Jews think of when asked, ‘who is Jesus?’  But the answer is not ‘he died for our sins,’ but the memory of so many Jews being killed by people holding a Crucifix over their heads.  

The Crucifix itself is an ‘idol’ by Jewish definition, in that it’s an attempt to make an ‘image of God.’  As children, we were taught it was just ‘idol-worship,’ but at the same time warned to never, never, ever look at one.  It was not just a ‘wooden idol.’

There was a ‘power’ in there we didn’t dare confront. 

But Jews can look at Jesus and see him as a person.  Not believing in the Resurrection, and warned not to think about the Crucifixion, they look ‘past’ these things into the words of the Gospels, to try and grasp who Jesus was in terms they understand.

Who is Jesus to Jews?  To the lucky ones, ‘a friend.’   A Teacher.  A Brother.  An Example.  

Jews can look at the history leading to Jesus, to the circumstances in Palestine when Jesus was there, and try to figure out:  given the Religion, the Tradition, the History, the level of suffering and despair, what would they have done?  In a world so much smaller, so much more vicious.  

At the time of Jesus, the infant morality rate in Palestine was 30%;  another 30% died before the age of six.  Sixty-percent of all children die.  The average life expectancy for a peasant in Palestine at that time was thirty years.  These were cruel times.

Jews have some understanding of Jesus that probably eludes most Christians.  For instance, given his birth date, the ‘Torah Portion’ he would read at his Bar Mitzvah could be determined.  Luke tells us his family went to the Temple for Passover every year.  We know he wore ritual fringes, tzizit, which his followers would touch, just as Gandhi’s would later try to touch his feet.  

At that time the first five books of the Torah were together, as one.  The other books, such as the Prophets, were separate, along with many ‘books’ that were not included in the Scriptures, such as ‘Maccabees’ which form the Apocrypha.  From reading what Jesus said, it is obvious that he was fond of certain books, esp. the Prophets Ezekiel, and Daniel.  Ezekiel always called himself the ‘Son of Man,’ Ben Adam, as Jesus later would.  But Jesus seems most fond of the Prophet Isaiah.

Jesus never said that he was ‘the Messiah.’  He did take on the ‘mantle’ of Prophecy in predicting that the Temple and the Priesthood would be destroyed.  But his most ‘revolutionary’ belief was that people could live by performing the Commandments, the Mitzvot,   the “Works of Mercy,’ and rely on God, and the love of mankind, to keep them fed and sheltered.  That ‘doing good,’ as St. Francis put it, ‘preaching the gospel all day long, and only using words when necessary,’ was sufficient.  That as the birds don’t worry about where the next day’s food is coming from, people shouldn’t either.  

Jesus was coming from within the Jewish religion, and the Jewish culture.   And both taught that the core of the belief system, and of the social-culture, was the ‘oneness of all living things,’ and the brotherhood of man.  

And this belief was held within a tribe into which one had to be born, which regarded other ‘nations’ as ‘unclean.’  A very separated, very stiff-necked tribe, from the time of the Patriarchs, through the time of Jesus, to our own day, G-d save us.

                                             Nazir, Nazareth, and ‘New Wine:’   

Now into this world comes Jesus.  Whether he is to be a Nazir or not is a burning issue for him.  John was ‘promised’ as a life-Nazir by the archangel Gabriel, talking to John’s father, Zacharias “For he shall be great in the sight of the LORD, and shall drink neither wine nor strong drink; and he shall be filled with the Holy Ghost, even from his mother’s womb.  And many of the children of Israel shall he turn to the LORD their God.’ (Luke 15-16).
Luke goes on to tell us that six months after visiting John’s mother, Elisabeth, Gabriel was  …sent from God unto a city of Galilee, named Nazareth, to a virgin espoused to a man whose name was Joseph, of the house of David. Luke 1:26.  

So that Gabriel first arranges for John to be a Nazir from conception, and then arranges for Jesus to be from the city of Nazareth, and from the line of David, as was John, their mothers being cousins.  

And when Gabriel appears to Mary he tells her that she is “blessed among women…hast found favor with God.  And behold thou shall conceive in thy womb, and bring forth a son, and shalt call his name Jesus. …and the LORD God shall give unto him the throne of his father, David:  And he shall reign over the house of Jacob forever…”  Luke 1:32-33   

But Mary finds this difficult to believe, even coming from the Archangel Gabriel.  Gabriel convinces her by telling her what is happening with Elisabeth, for if she doubts her vision of Gabriel, what is happening with Elisabeth is proof that Gabriel does miracles:  Mary and Elisabeth both know the stories of the mothers of Samuel, and of Samson.  That this has happened before in the Scriptures.  

Gabriel tells her: 

“And behold, thy cousin Elisabeth,

 she hath also conceived a son in her old age:  

and this is the sixth month with her who was called barren.  

For with God nothing shall be impossible.”  

And Mary said,”Behold the handmaiden of the LORD; 

be it unto me according to thy word”  And the angel departed from her.”                          

                                                                                                Luke 1:36-38

Luke tells us that Mary and Elisabeth are cousins, that Mary lived with Elisabeth during the last three months of her pregnancy.  That John and Jesus are cousins, John being six months older.  Elisabeth’s husband has been told that their son “shall be great in the eyes of the LORD”  Luke 1-15  and Mary has been told that her son “shall be called great, and shall be called the Son of the Highest.”  

Luke 1:32.  

They’ve both been recipients of children from Gabriel;  one is to be a life-Nazir, one is to be from Nazareth.  Could the two mothers living together for three months, not have discussed this difference, that Elisabeth was following in the steps of the mothers of Samuel and Samson, but Mary wasn’t?  

And in the gospels, the difference between John and Jesus, one being a Nazir and one Not, comes up again and again:  “Then came to him the disciples of John, saying, Why do we and the Pharisees fast oft, but thy disciples fast not? “ Matt. 9-14  “  and again in Luke,  “they said unto him, Why do the disciples of John fast often, and make prayers, and likewise the disciples of the Pharisees;  but thine eat and drink?”  Luke 5:33.      

And, Jesus, angry at the ‘multitudes’ for not listening to John:  “For John came neither eating nor drinking, and they say, he hath a devil.  The Son of man came eating and drinking, and they say, behold a man gluttonous, and a winebibber, a friend of publicans and sinners.”  Matt 11:18-19

And during his ministry, Jesus explains why John is a Nazir, why he is not, and why he will eventually become one. He likens himself to wine, in his parable of “New wine must be put into new bottles,” Luke 5:37  (see following, p    )

That Jesus identified himself as a Nazir is beyond question.  Three of the four Gospels quote him as taking the Vow, at the Last Supper, and all four mention the ‘fulfillment of the Vow’ during the crucifixion.

At the Last Supper, which was the first night of Passover, Jesus says,  

“Verily, I say unto you, I will drink no more of the fruit of the vine, 

until that day that I drink it new in the kingdom of God.”  Mark 14:25.   

“I will not drink henceforth of this fruit of the vine, 

until that day when I drink it with you in my Father’s kingdom.”  Matt 26:29   

“For I say unto you, I will not drink of the fruit of the vine, until the kingdom shall come.”  Luke 22:18

In saying these words, Jesus is explicitly following the Jewish Law:  

When either a man or a woman shall clearly utter a vow, the vow of a Nazir, to consecrate himself unto the LORD, he shall abstain from wine and strong drink:  he shall drink no vinegar of wine, or vinegar of strong drink…      

                                                                                                       Numbers 6:2

Further, by saying he won’t drink wine again until the kingdom shall come, Jesus, according to the Jewish Oral Laws, then being debated in the Temple, and published as the Mishnah between 160 and 200 CE, is saying that he will be a ‘life-Nazir’ like Samson, Samuel, and John, since he has stated he will do it for an indefinite time period.  

Later, his brother James, head of the Church in Jerusalem, becomes a life-Nazir, while Paul and Peter both become ‘thirty-day Nazirs,’ i.e. when they took the Vow, they specified it was for a thirty day period, after which they would go to the Temple to have the Priest cut their hair.  

That Jesus was a ‘life-Nazir’ is explicit in the Gospels.  His period of Nazirut only lasted for three days, ending with his death.  But his being a Nazir was very important to both the High Priests, and to his disciples.  

The role of the High Priests in the crucifixion included explaining to the Roman executioners how to further ‘mock’ him by offering him vinegar, forbidden to a Nazir.  Roman soldiers wouldn’t have known enough ‘Jewish Law’ to do such a thing, and all four Gospels refer to it.  

“And the soldiers mocked him, coming to him and offering him vinegar.”       

                                                                                                      Luke 23:26    

“They gave him vinegar to drink, mixed with gall: 

and when he had tasted thereof, he would not drink”  Matt 27:34 ….

And straightaway one of them ran, and took a sponge, and filled it with vinegar, and put it on a reed, and gave him to drink.”  Matt 27:48  

“And they gave him to drink wine mingled with myrrh:  but he received it not.”    Mark 15:23  

“And one ran and filled a sponge full of vinegar, and put it on a reed, and gave him to drink…”  Mark 15:36

Because Jesus had taken the Vow at the Passover Seder, which occurred on a Sabbath, Friday, April 7, in the year 30, and is arrested by the Romans that night, the only challenge to his Vow comes the next day, when he is on the cross, and says, “I thirst.”  John 19:28.  

Now, in his last act-of-will on Earth, in three of the Gospels (Matthew, Mark, Luke) he tastes the wet sponge offered to him, finds it is vinegar, not water, and refuses it, in fulfillment of the Vow.  In John, he does drink the vinegar, 

knowing that all things were now accomplished

When Jesus therefore had received the vinegar,

he said, It is finished:  and he bowed his head…  John 19:28-30

Apparently this Vow on Jesus’ part made such an impact on the Priests that they tried to explain to the Romans that he his taking of the Vow was one more act against them, and they obviously read to them the Jewish Law on the subject, and had to have been responsible for the soldiers ‘mocking him’ by offering him wine, and wine-vinegar.  

Throughout all of the Gospels are discussed aspects of the Nazir Vow:  drinking wine, being ‘separated,’ maintaining ‘ritual purity.’  Luke starts out explaining the nature of the Nazir Vow of John the Baptist.  Matthew starts by explaining why Jesus is brought to Nazareth from Egypt, after the death of Herod, to fulfill Isaiah’s prophecy that the Messiah would be from Nazareth.

There has been great controversy among modern Christians as to whether Jesus was a Nazir, or a ‘Nasorean,’ or was Jesus-of-Nazareth (as, for example, Judas Iscariot’s Hebrew name was Judah Ish-Keriot, i.e., Judah, a man from Keriot).  The Gospels all wish to cite the Torah and Prophets as the harbinger’s of Christianity, and Isaiah’s prophecy, 

And there shall come forth a shoot out of the stock of Jesse, 

and a twig shall grow forth out of his roots, 

and the spirit of the LORD shall rest upon him…

and the wolf shall dwell with the lamb…

and a little child shall lead them…

and the lion shall eat straw like the ox…etc., etc.,  Isaiah 11:1   

is reflected in the beginning of Luke’s Gospel, in which Jesus is linked both to the Nazir Vow (via Mary’s staying with her cousin, John’s mother), and to being from Nazareth.  

One thing that has confused Christians has been the Hebrew language.  The word Nazir, in Hebrew, is Nun-Zayin-Rosh (NZR);  the word in Isaiah’s prophecy of a ‘branch’ (or twig, see following)  from ‘the root of Jesse’ is Netzer, Nun-Tsada-Rosh (NTsR). To this day, in Hebrew, Christians are called Notzrim  (‘notzreem’), the ‘im’ ending indicating  the NTsR is plural.)

Throughout all Hebrew texts discussing Nazir, the word is always spelled Nazir, N-Z-R.  But on Hebrew maps of Israel, and in Hebrew dictionaries, the word Nazareth is spelled N-Z-R, but pronounced N-Ts-R, so that throughout Israel, the city of Nazareth is called “NaTser’-it.”

The translation in the English version of the Hebrew Scriptures reads, ‘And there shall come forth a shoot out of the stock of Jesse, And a twig shall grow forth out of his roots, “ Isaiah 11:1  while the King James Version of the ‘Old Testament’ reads:  “And there shall come forth a rod out of the stem of Jesse, and a Branch shall grow out of his roots” Isaiah 11:1  In the English language, Christians have the word ‘Branch’ instead of ‘root.’  And in the original Hebrew, the word is Netzer, ‘branch.’  

Christian writers have tried to differentiate between the terms Nazirite and Nasorean, most agreeing that the followers of James, in Jerusalem, were called Nasoreans.  When Paul is being held in Cesarea, the High Priest and his ‘orator,’ Turtullus, say of Paul:    “For we have found this man a pestilent fellow, and a mover of sedition among all the Jews in the world, and a ringleader of the sect of the Nazarenes.”  Acts 24:5  All sources agree that James himself was a life-Nazir.  And the section of the Talmud covering these laws is often titled ‘Naso.’  So it is likely that early-Christians, with James in Jerusalem, were all called Nazirs, or the ‘followers of the Nazir,’ or ‘Nazarenes’ or in modern English, ‘Nazirites.’  They obviously were not being called ‘people from Nazareth.’

Nazareth, as a place, is not named in known history before Jesus.  But that Jesus grew up there, began his ministry there, is consistent with all the geographical information in the Gospels.  His first miracle (in John) was performed in Cana, which is the next town North on the footpath leading down from the mountains of Nazareth.  Mount Tabor, where he took Peter and Paul, and experienced the transfiguration, dominates the landscape.  

Nazareth is much closer to the Sea of Galilee (in Hebrew, the Kinneret) then to the Mediterranean, and so it would be natural for so many of the happenings in the Gospels to be focused on, and around the Sea of Galilee.  

It therefore seems reasonable to throw aside any semantic considerations, and just accept that the Gospels say that John was born a life-Nazir, and Jesus was ‘of Nazareth.’  And Isaiah (11:1) had said that the Messiah would come from ‘a branch (Netzer) of the root of Jesse.’ 

                                              New Wine

There were several things that prevented Jesus from becoming a ‘Nazir’ before the Last Supper.  That he felt ‘consecrated unto the LORD’ is obvious.  But he felt that his role was ‘new,’ that his own understanding of it was evolving.  

He didn’t want to follow a ‘religious path’ that already had expectations attached to it.  When confronted by the disciples of John, who abstained from both meat and wine, he first gives the analogy of the bridegroom, 

“Can the children of the bridegroom fast, 

while the bridegroom is with them?  

as long as they have the bridegroom with them, they cannot fast.  

But the days will come, 

when the bridegroom shall be taken away from them, 

and then shall they fast in those days.”  Mark 2:19-20  Matt:14-17  Luke 5:33-39

First, it is obvious that Jesus knows that his life will be short. John tells him, “I indeed have baptized you with water, but He shall baptize you with the Holy Ghost.”  Mark 1:8  Jesus refers to his future crucifixion as a ‘baptism’ when he talks to his disciples, “Are ye able to drink of the cup that I shall drink of, and to be baptized with the baptism that I am baptized with?”  Matt 20:22. 

Jesus is saying that his relationship with his disciples is a ‘marriage,’ and while he is alive, a ‘honeymoon,’ and they are all drinking wine in celebration, to feel joy.  The first miracle, according to John, is the wedding at Cana, when they wanted wine, the mother of Jesus saith unto him, “They have no wine.”  Jesus saith unto her, ”Woman, what have I to do with thee?  mine hour is not yet come.” John 2:4

This has been interpreted, by Dostoyevsky, as meaning that Mary knew the first miracle had to be the ‘bringing of joy to people,’ before preaching about anything else.  The ‘people’ were suffering from ‘lack of joy.’  (see Dostoyevsky, Brothers Karamazov,  ‘Cana of Galilee,’ p.378)

So that Jesus learned, from the changing of water into wine at Cana, that wine brought joy to people who otherwise lacked it, and that it was his mother who had taught him this lesson.  He knew he would be killed soon, and that his disciples should have ‘joy’ in his presence, for they would have mourning soon enough.  So the time for the Nazir Vow had not yet come.  Not for him, and not for his disciples.  But he was also sure that the time would come. “O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, which killest the prophets and stone them that are sent unto you.”  Luke 13:34.
He also felt that his message was so radical that it couldn’t be incorporated into the religious roles to which people were accustomed.  “No man also seweth a piece of new cloth on an old garment: else the new piece that filled it up taketh away from the old, and the rent is made worse.  Mark 2:21  People had expectations on the role of ‘Nazir,’ based on the ‘old religion.’  And Jesus was aware that he was ‘new cloth.’

Finally, he says, using the same three analogies in all the synoptic gospels, “And no man putteth new wine into old bottles:  else the new wine will burst the bottles, and the wine is spilled, and the bottles shall perish.  But new wine must be put into new bottles.  And both are preserved.  No man, having drunk old wine straightaway desireth new:  for he saith, The old is better.”  Luke 5:37-39

Jesus is saying to the followers of John, who want to know why he is not ‘a Nazir like John,’ that he is ‘new wine.’  People saw John as a Prophet;  when Jesus was being confronted by the Priests at the Temple, Marks says they asked him,  “The baptism of John, was it from heaven, or of men?  answer me’…for all men counted John, that he was a prophet indeed.  Mark 11:30-32

John’s followers have repented and been redeemed, they are satisfied with this last gesture of the ‘old religion,’ and are not ready for the ‘new wine,’ nor for the ‘new baptism,’ which will be ‘not with water, but with the Holy Ghost.’  John was good, he was ‘old wine,’ but the new wine must go into new bottles.  

Jesus will later identify himself with wine again at the last supper, when he makes his Nazir Vow with the words,  ”Drink ye all of it;  For this is my blood of the new testament which is shed for many for the remission of sins.  But I say unto you, I will not drink henceforth of this fruit of the vine, until that day when I drink it with you my father’s kingdom.”  Matt 26:28     His declaration of the Vow occurs at the beginning of the Passover Seder, the Blessing on the Wine, which in Hebrew is Kiddush, which means ‘sanctification.’  

Jesus also speaks of his inevitable crucifixion, his ‘baptism with the Holy Ghost,’ as being ‘a cup from which he has to drink.’  “Father, if Thou be willing, remove this cup from me:  nevertheless not my will, but thine, be done.”  Luke 22:42

It is obvious that in Biblical times, the expression “drink from this cup,” had a metaphorical meaning that has since been lost.  Since this is purely a semantic issue, we’ll only note that Socrates, when he was condemned, had to ‘drink the cup of Hemlock.’  And the tarot deck, which is said to be a pictorial representation of the soon to be destroyed, ‘bulk of knowledge’ that was in the library of Alexandria, divided human activities into four suits, swords (weapons, conflict), wands (cooperative effort), pentacles (symbols, religions), and “cups.”

                               Separation and Public Demonstration

In addition to the issue of wine, was that of ‘publicly identifying oneself,’ which is inevitable for the Nazir because of the growing of the hair.    Jesus was opposed to this on two accounts.  He opposed public demonstrations of ‘how religious you are.’  “Let not thy left hand know what thy right hand doeth,

That thine alms may be in secret:  

and thy Father who seeth is secret himself shall reward thee openly.  

And when thou prayest…enter into the closet,

and when thou hast shut the door, 

pray to thy Father which is in secret…

when thou fasteth, anoint thine head, and wash thy face, 

That thou appear not unto men to fast, 

but unto the Father which is in secret.”  Matt 6:4-6, 6:17-18

In the same vein, he criticized those who made public their displays of ‘religiosity,’ saying  “But all their works they do for to be seen of men:  they make broad their phylacteries (tefillin), and enlarge the borders of their garments (tzizit), and love the uppermost rooms at feasts, and the chief seats in the synagogues.”   Matt 23:5-6

In the Gospels, Jesus does not celebrate Jewish Holidays, except Passover;  he gives speeches, tell parables, but doesn’t ‘lead people in prayer.’  His only comments on prayer are two:  he gives the ‘Lord’s Prayer,’ for the common people to say, and he uses the words of the daily prayer, ‘She’ma Yisrael,’ to illustrate the essence of the religion.  On the other hand, he himself prays often, usually alone.  He would probably have agreed with his follower, Mother Theresa,

“We need to find God, and he cannot be found in noise and restlessness.

God is the friend of silence.  See how nature—trees, flowers, grass—grows in silence;

see the stars, the moon and the sun, how they move in silence…

We need silence to be able to touch souls.”

                                                                              --Mother Theresa

He also sought ‘secrecy’ for his ministry as long as possible.  He knew that ‘public exposure’ would lead to his being sought out and killed by the Priests, ‘who always kill the prophets.’  And he wanted to prolong the Ministry part of his life, and put off the inevitable waiting for him in Jerusalem.  He took efforts to avoid the ‘authorities,’ to keep people from telling others about ‘miracles’ and ‘teachings,’ 

And he charged them that they should tell no man:  but the more he charged them, so much the more a great deal they published it.  Mark 7:36   And he strictly charged them that they should not make him known  Matt 3:12    After he cured the leper he tells him,  “See thou nothing to any man, but go thy way” Matt 1:44   

Another issue was ‘separation.’  Because Jesus had a mission to be ‘with the people,’ he couldn’t separate himself.  He knew that he would be ‘separated’ soon enough, and that his disciples would be also;  and he preached to them that being separated out by others was superior to separating oneself,  

“Blessed are you when men shall hate you, 

and when they shall separate you from their company, 

and shall reproach you and cast your name as evil, 

for the Son of Man’s sake.  Rejoice ye in that day and leap of joy:  

for behold your reward is great in heaven: 

for in like manner did their fathers unto the Prophets.”  

                                                                             Luke 6:22-23  

Given what we know from the Gospels, Jesus’ attitude towards the Nazir Vow was likely to be, “Many are called, but few are chosen.                                                        

                                                  Vows

Jesus was also opposed to Vows, on principle.  As were the rabbis of the post-Jesus period in Jewish history, who took the position that since the Temple was destroyed in 70 AD, a ‘Nazir’ couldn’t fulfill his vows by going to the Temple and having the Priest cut his hair as a sacrifice;  therefore anyone who would be a Nazir would have to be a life-Nazir, vowing to Never Again cut their hair, and this being so unlikely, so unpractical, that when the laws of the Mishnah were expanded into the Talmud, there was virtually no ‘talmudic discussion,’ or Gemara, on the subject.  

So Jesus’ attitude towards ‘vows’ was very influenced by the custom of the ‘thirty-day Nazir,’ a person taking a vow to ‘consecrate themselves unto the LORD’ for thirty days.  Usually because they’ve made a ‘promise to God,’ e.g., ‘if You help me out of this mess, I’ll be a Nazir.’  

The first Scriptural example of this kind of ‘conditional Vow,’ is made by Jacob, whose ‘devotion’ to ‘his God’ is not yet certain.  He has been sent to Laban, to escape Esau, and to find a wife, and has just had the dream of the angles on the ladder.  He has been told in it,

I am the LORD, the God of Abraham thy father, and the God of Isaac.

The landwhereon thou liest, to thee will I give it, and to thy seed…

And in thee and in thy seed shall all the families of the earth be blessed.

And behold, I am with thee, and will keep thee withersover thou goest,

and will bring thee back into this land…

And Jacob awakened out of his sleep, and he said,

‘Surely the LORD is in this place, and I knew it not.’

And he was afraid, and said:  ‘How full of awe is this place!

This none other than the house of God, and this is the gate of Heaven.

And Jacob rose up early in the morning, and took the stone that he had put under his head, and set it up for a pillar, and poured oil upon the top of it.

And he called the name of that place Beth-el  

And Jacob vowed a vow, saying, ‘If God will be with me,

and will keep me in this way that I go, and will give me bread to eat, and rainment to put on, so that I come back to my father’s house in peace,

Than shall the LORD be my God, 

and this stone, which I have set up for a pillar, shall be God’s house.

And of all that Thou shalt give me I will surely give the tenth unto Thee.

                                                                                             Gen 28:13-22

After Jacob goes through his struggles with Laban over wives and goats, and he heard the words of Laban’s sons, saying: Jacob hath taken away all that was our father’s, God tells Jacob he has to return to Canaan, and He says to him:

I am the God of Beth-el, where thou didst anoint a pillar,

where there thou didst vow a vow unto Me.

Now arise, get thee out from this land, 

and return unto the land of thy nativity.  Gen 31:13

These kind of ‘conditional vows,’ if You do this, I’ll do that,’ become the form of the Nazir Vow which the Priests recognize as being ‘human,’ and a ‘spiritual error,’ and therefore need to be fulfilled, but are limited in time, unless the person making the vow specifies that it is for a longer time, or unlimited.

Under the Law, if a person didn’t state otherwise, the vow was assumed to mean for thirty-days only.  And at the end of the thirty days, the Nazir goes to the Temple, and makes sacrifices, which benefit the Priesthood.  

This was not what Jesus was thinking about in terms of the ‘new baptism.’  So he preached against vows, and just after, specifically brings up ‘hair:’  

‘Ye have heard that it hath been said by those of old time, 

Thou shalt not forswear thyself, 

but shall perform unto the LORD thine oaths.  

But I say unto you, Swear not at all, 

neither by heaven, for it is God’s throne…

Neither shalt thou swear by thy head, 

because thou canst not make one hair white or black.  

But let your communication be Yea, yea;  Nay, nay;  

for whatsoever is more than these cometh of evil.”           Matt 5:33-37  

This is one of the few things that James will repeat, word for word, in his own short book (James 5:12)..

In the Book of Judges, following the first mention of Nazirs, in the Song of Deborah Then sang Deborah and Barak the son of Abinoam on that day, saying, When men let grow their hair long in Israel, When the people offer themselves willingly, Bless ye the LORD  Judges 5:2, and only two chapters behind the story of Samson, the Nazir who betrays his source of power, comes the story of Jephthah.  

He is fighting with Gilead against the people of Ammon.  

And Jephtath vowed a vow unto the LORD, and said: 

‘If Thou wilt indeed deliver the children of Ammon into my hand, 

then it shall be,

 that whosoever cometh forth of the doors of my house to meet me, 

when I return in peace from the children of Ammon, 

it shall be the LORD’S and I will offer it up for a burnt-offering.

                                                                                           Judges 11:30-31  

And of course Jephtath prevails, with a very great slaughter. Judges 11:33.  And Jephtath returns to his house in Mitzpah, and his daughter came out to meet him with timbrels and dances;  and she was his only child.  Judges 11:34  And he has to tell her that he “opened my mouth unto the LORD, and I cannot go back.”  

And his daughter, being an obedient sacrifice, like Isaac was for Abraham, tells him, ‘My father, thou hast opened thy mouth unto the LORD, do unto me according to that which hath proceeded out of thy mouth’  Judges 11:36,  and she asks her father to give her two months in the mountains to mourn her virginity, and then he  did with her according to his vow which he had vowed;  and she had not known man.  Judges 11:39

Aside from the placement of this warning against making vows, between the Nazirs of Deborah’s time, and the potential of Samson, is the story in the New Testament explaining the killing of John the Baptist, in which, according to Matthew, John is imprisoned for denouncing the marriage of Herod’s brother, Philip, to Herodias (in the same way that David was denounced for his marriage to Bathsheba, back in Kings).

Herod himself has no grudge with John, but 

When Herod’s birthday was kept, 

the daughter of Herodias danced before them, 

and pleased Herod…  

Whereupon he promised with an oath 

to give her whatsoever she would ask…

And she, being instructed of her mother, said, 

Give me here John Baptist’s head in a charger.  

And the king was sorry: 

nevertheless for the oath’s sake…he commanded it to be given her  

                                                                                                    Matt 14:6-9

Jephtath’s only daughter is killed by her father because he has taken a vow.  John, who was ‘beloved of the Father,’ was killed by Herod’s vow. John was killed in 28 AD, two years before Jesus.  

Later, when Paul is being held captive in Jerusalem, ‘local Jews’ vow to not eat again until they have killed him.  “For there lie in wait forty men, which have bound themselves with an oath, that they will neither eat nor drink till they have killed him.”  Acts 24:21    And the Romans have to transfer him to Cesarea, in the night, to avoid them.

Jesus compared himself to only one Prophet:  Jonah.  Because Jonah had also struggled with being given a message to deliver.  “If the mighty works which were done in you, had been done in Tyre or Sidon, they would have repented long ago in sackcloth and ashes.” Matt 11:21   “An evil and adulterous generation seeketh after a sign;  and there shall be no sign given to it, but the sign of the Prophet Jonas, (the actual sign which Jonah carried through the streets of Nineveh read, ‘Salvation is of the LORD’) for as Jonas was three days and three nights in the whale’s belly, so shall the Son of man be three days and three nights in the heart of the earth (in Jonah, ‘heart of the seas’)  The men of Nineveh shall rise in judgement of this generation;  because they repented at the preaching of Jonas”  Matt 12: 38-41.
                                             The High Priest

Why should the High Priest be so concerned that Jesus had taken the Vow of the Nazir?  Because Jesus was challenging the Priesthood, and it’s conduct of the Temple rites, and according to Jewish Law, the ‘holiness of a Nazi is greater than that of the High Priest,’ and ‘the High Priest cannot become a Nazir.”  

The High Priest cannot be a Nazir because of Leviticus 10::6, following the death of Aaron’s sons for entering the Sanctuary inappropriately, presumably drunk.  According to Maimonides, the Negative Commandment 163, Priest with disheveled hair entering the Sanctuary, forbids it:.

“By this prohibition the Priests are forbidden to enter the Sanctuary with disheveled hair, in the fashion of mourners, who do not trim or arrange their hair.  It is contained in His words (exalted be He),”Let not the hair of your heads go loose” Lev 10:6  which the Targum translates “Let not your hair grow long,’ and Ezekiel explains by saying   “Neither shall they shave their heads, nor shall they suffer their locks to grow long…Neither shall any priest drink wine when they enter into the inner court”  Ezekiel 20-21.” 

“Contravention of this convention, by ministering with hair uncut, is punished by death (by the hand of Heaven).  That (priests who minister) with hair uncut are included among those who are liable to death (by the hand of Heaven).”    Chavel, Rambam, The Commandments p. 155, Negative Commandments

Jesus had a role as a healer, as a miracle-worker;  he had a great role as a teacher, or rabbi.  But in his public role of Prophet, of making ‘prophecies’ to the masses, he was speaking against the Priests and the Temple.  He predicted the destruction of the Temple (which occurred 40 years later), and of the Priesthood.  Both have remained mercifully extinct.  

The only test of a Prophet, according to Torah, is whether his words come true or not.  

When Jesus returns to Jerusalem for the last time, he returns to the Temple, where he has participated in many discussions.  But he makes clear the time for ‘talk’ is over, and his disgust at the sacrileges being practiced in the Temple overwhelm him:  And they came to Jerusalem:  

and Jesus went into the temple, 

and began to cast out them that bought and sold in the temple,

and overthrow the tables of the moneychangers, 

and the seats of them that sold doves.  Mark 11:15

Jesus makes clear that he is challenging the Priesthood, not just the moneychangers.  And they feel threatened.  

“Is it not written,

My house shall be called of all nations the house of prayer?  

but ye have made it a den of thieves.’  

And the scribes and the chief priests heard it, 

and they sought how they might destroy him.”  Mark 11:17-18

It also needs to be remembered that in his speeches against the Cult of the Temple,   the ‘common people,  the ‘ordinary Jews,’ supported his position against the Priests.  There are those who say ‘The Jews killed Jesus,” but the Gospels say that Jewish ‘people’ not only supported him, many regarded him to be a Prophet at the time:  “The kingdom of God shall be taken from you,

 and given to a nation bringeth forth the fruits thereof.  

And whosoever shall fall on this stone shall be broken:  

but on whomsoever it shall fall, it will grind him to powder.”  

And when the chief priests and the Pharisees had heard his parables,

they perceived that he spake of them.  

But when they sought to lay hands on him, they feared the multitude, because they took him for a prophet.”                                    Matt 21:43-46

Jesus also points out, when Judas leads the Romans to him, that he has been in Temple every day preaching the same message, in public;  and if there had been something ‘dangerous’ in it, for the Romans or the Priests, they could have seized him in the Temple—except for his popularity among ‘the Jews.’

                                                         The Disciples and Apostles

Following the death of Jesus, his followers split into two camps:  those who believed, like Jesus, that their mission was ‘to the Jews,’ and those who sought converts among the ‘uncircumcised.’  

Jesus himself tells us, in the parable of ‘food for the children,’ that he thought that he was a Prophet sent to make the Jews ‘return,’ and yet his mission effected Gentiles, despite his not immediately recognizing this:  
Jesus…departed unto the coasts to Tyre and Sidon (Lebanon) .

And, behold, a woman of Canaan came out of the same coasts,

and cried unto him, saying,

‘Have mercy on me, O Lord, thou son of David;  my daughter is grievously vexed with a devil.’

But he answered her not a word.

And his disciples came and besought him, saying, Send her away;  for she crieth after us.

But he answered and said, ‘I am not sent but unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel.’

Then came she and worshipped him, saying, Lord, help me.

But he answered and said, 

‘It is not meet to take the children’s bread and to cast it to dogs.’

And she said, Truth, Lord:  yet the dogs eat of the crumbs which fall from their master’s table.”

Then Jesus answered and said unto her,

‘O woman, great is thy faith:  be it unto thee even as thou wilt.’

And her daughter was made whole from that very hour.   Matt 15:21-28

Jesus does appear to recognize at the end that his ‘gift’ will be to the Gentiles, as he preaches in the Temple:  “The kingdom of God shall be taken from you, and given to a nation bringeth forth the fruits thereof.”  Matt 21:33

But Jesus clearly states that he believes, with the Prophet Isaiah, that Israel is meant to be a light unto the nations,  Isaiah 42:6    that the “Law will go out from Jerusalem,”  and that by changing the people of Israel, he will initiate the Redemption which the Prophets predict.  He tells his disciples, 

“Go not into the way of the Gentiles, 

and into cities of the Samaritans enter yet not.   

But go rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel.  

And as ye go, preach, saying, the kingdom of heaven is at hand.”  

                                                           Matt 10:5-7

Jesus is also very clear about not changing Jewish Law.  “Think not that I am come to destroy the Law or the prophets, I am not come to destroy but to fulfill…till heaven and earth pass, not one jot or tittle shall in no wise pass from the law, till all be fulfilled.”   Matt 5:17-18  
And when asked, 

“Master, what is the great commandment in the law? 

Jesus said unto him,  Hear O Israel, the LORD our G-d, is one…

And thou shalt love the LORD thy God with all thy heart, 

and with all thy soul, and with all thy mind, and with all thy strength.”  

                                                                                                   Mark 12:29    

These are the exact words of the most common prayer of the Jewish religion, the ‘She’ma,’ which all observant Jews recite every day, generation after generation.  

No answer Jesus could have given would have communicated more than those words, to the Jews who say them all their lives.  He then goes on to add, “And the second is like, namely this, Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself.  There is none other commandment greater than these.”  Mark 12:31    

In the Jewish religion, Hillel, from the same time period, is asked to recite the whole Torah while standing on one leg, and he replies, “What is hateful to you, do not do unto your neighbor:  that is the entire Torah.  All the rest is commentary.”   Both are based on the Law in the Torah, “Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself, I am the LORD.”  Leviticus 19:18  

Jesus is preaching main-stream Rabbinic Judaism, at least the stream that ended up in the Mishnah shortly after his death.  One of the ‘greatest rabbis’ of the assembly (as opposed to Priests) of his time, was Gamliel, who name appears throughout Jewish teaching.  He comes to defend Paul in Jerusalem when the Priests are accusing him, 

Then stood up there in the council a Pharisee, named Gamliel,

a doctor of the Law, had in reputation among all the people: 

“Now I say unto you, Refrain from these men, and let them alone;  

for if this counsel of this work be of men, it will come to nought.  

But if it be of God, ye cannot overthrow it;  

lest haply ye be found even to fight against God.” 

                                                                                            Acts 5:34-42  

Paul will later say that in his earlier life, as Saul, “I am verily a man which am a Jew, born in Tarsus, a city in Cilicia, yet brought up in this city at the feet of Gamliel.”  Acts 22:2
Just as it is naturally difficult for modern-day Christians to perceive Jesus as being ‘a Jew,’ so it is difficult for Jews to accept that a ‘sainted scholar’ like Rabbi Gamliel observed what happened with Jesus, and intervened to save Paul and Peter.  Judaism has tended to treat Christianity as a ‘myth,’ something that ‘didn’t really happen.’  Something Jews aren’t involved in.  But that was not Gamliel’s experience…

                                                James

The followers of Jesus who remained in Jerusalem formed a community.  While both Peter and Paul were involved in this community, it was led by James, the brother of Jesus.  James became a life-Nazir, and a vegetarian (like John before him).  He wore a clean-white cloak every day (to demonstrate his ‘ritual purity,’ that he had not come into contact with Blood).  He tried to live by ‘the letter of the Law’ so that the Priests would have no ‘charges’ to bring against him.  He observed the Jewish Laws very strictly. “For whosoever would keep the whole law, and yet offend in one point, he is guilty of all” James 2:10

The community in Jerusalem believed in sharing their belongings, living communally, focusing their efforts on helping the needy.  And all that believed were together and had all things common;  and sold their possessions and goods and parted them to all men, as every man had need.  Acts 2:44-45  

James felt that “faith without works is dead.” James 2:26.  He is very aware that people are ‘preaching charity,’ but not distributing food:  

“If a brother or sister be naked, and destitute of daily food, 

And one of you say unto them, 

Depart in peace, be ye warmed and filled;  

notwithstanding ye give them not those things 

which are needful to the body;  

what doth it profit?  

Even so faith, if it hath not works, is dead, being alone.”    James 2:14-17

James stay in Jerusalem, remains a ‘Jew,’ and a Nazir.  Since he never breaks any Jewish Law, the Priests cannot bring charges against him to the Romans.  He heads the community for thirty years, the Romans leave Jerusalem to celebrate one of their pagan holidays, and in their absence, the Priests simply murder James between 61-63 AD..  

James’ community becomes identified as ‘Nasoreans,’ or “Nasareans.’   Paul has left, to start churches in cities outside of Palestine. Paul becomes convinced that he is to preach to Gentiles.  But  he is not trying to convert them to Judaism, rather to ‘the new testament’ in which the Jewish Laws no longer have to be obeyed.  

The biggest issue was circumcision.  Paul was willing to ‘convert’ uncircumcised men, as members of the ‘church.’  James, and Peter, were opposed to this, and opposed to Paul bringing uncircumcised ‘converts’ to the Temple.  

This was obviously a process that went on over several years;  if Paul no longer believed in observing ‘the Jewish religion,’ why would he bring people to the Temple in Jerusalem?  

In the controversy between James, and the Jerusalem church, and Paul and the Apostles working among the Gentiles, Paul’s attitude of ‘inclusiveness’ became the foundation of the ‘Christian Church.’  James agrees:  ‘Wherefore my sentence is, that we trouble not them, which from among the Gentiles are turned to God.”  Acts 15: 19

But back in Jerusalem, James and his ‘Nasoreasns,’ or ‘Notzrim,’ or ‘Nazirites,’ still believed that it was possible to redeem the world through changing the Jewish people.  James tried for thirty years, his followers had another ten years, and then the Roman’s destroyed Jerusalem, the Temple, the city, the population—all destroyed.  In 70 AD, about the time Mark is writing the first Gospel, declaring that Jesus was a Prophet.

The first martyr after Jesus was Steven.  As he is accused before the High Priest, he sums up the attitude of the Jerusalem Christians to the Temple and to the High Priests:  

“…David, Who found favor before God, 

and desire to find a tabernacle for the God of Jacob, 

But Solomon built him an house.  

Howbeit the most High dwelleth not in temples made with hands;  

as saith the prophet, Heaven is my throne, and earth is my footstool:  

what house will ye build me?  saith the Lord;  

or what is the place of my rest…  

Which of the prophets have your fathers not persecuted?  

and they have slain them which shewed before 

of the coming of the Just One;

 of whom ye have now been the betrayers and murders.”  Acts 7:45

Now Steven is talking just two years after the death of Jesus.  The Temple itself won’t be destroyed for another thirty-eight years, fulfilling Jesus’ prophecy.  

                                               Peter

Peter is in Jerusalem with James.  Paul is also in Jerusalem, still ‘Saul,’ one of the few Jews who wasn’t associated with the Priesthood who persecuted ‘Followers of Jesus.’  He is present at the stoning of Steven, leaves on his fateful journey to Damascus to hunt down more ‘Jesus Followers.’

Peter realizes that the ‘new religion’ is based on the belief that it is the ‘End of Days,’ and the witnessing of the Crucifixion/Resurrection is the key element of the faith:  “Who verily was foreordained before the foundation of the world,

but was manifest in these last times for you,

Who by him do believe in God, that raised him up from the dead, 

and gave him glory:  

that your faith and hope might be in God.”  1 Peter 1:20   

Peter knows that Jesus prophesied the destruction of the Temple, and that as long as it still stands, it cannot be proven to the public that Jesus was a prophet:    “Knowing this first, that there shall come in the last days scoffers,

walking after their own lusts,

And saying, Where is the promise of his coming?  

for since the fathers fell asleep, 

all things continue as they were from the day of Creation”  11 Peter 3:3  

(derived from Solomon, in Ecclesiastes, And that which has been done is that which shall be done, And there is nothing new under the sun.  Eccles 1:9)

Peter does not seem  to include non-Jews among the people who can be ‘saved now.’  “Having your conversation honest among the Gentiles: 

 that whereas they speak against you as evildoers, 

they may, by your good works, which they shall behold, 

glorify God in the day of Visitation.”    1 Peter 2:12   

Peter himself cannot conceive of non-Jews except in terms of ‘uncleanness: “For the time past of our life may suffice us to have wrought the will of the Gentiles, when we walked in lasciviousness, lusts, excess of wine…”    1 Peter 4:3    Despite this, Peter believes that “God made choice among us, that the gentiles by my mouth should hear the word of the gospel, and believe.  Acts 15:7

Peter also expresses a negative attitude towards alcohol:  “Be sober, be vigilant:  because your adversary the devil, as a roaring lion, walketh about, seeking whom he may devour.”  1 Peter 5:8

Finally, Peter also makes an oblique warning about Paul:  

And account that the long-suffering of our Lord is salvation: 

even as our beloved brother Paul also

according to the wisdom given unto him hath written unto you.  

As also in all his epistles, speaking in them of these things;  

in which are some things hard to be understood, 

which they are unlearned and unstable wrest, 

as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own destruction.  

                                                                                                     11 Peter 3:16

However, the community of James and Peter, the early-Christians in Jerusalem, came to an end.  James was killed by the Priests, Peter was sent by them to Rome, where he was crucified.  Peter insisted on being crucified upside down, so that he wouldn’t ‘look like Jesus,’ indicating that the symbol of The Crucifix was already in the minds of people within thirty years.  (Peter may also be the basis for the Tarot card, ‘the hanged man.’)

That part of the early-Christian community which believed Jesus was sent only for Jews, was destroyed, along with the rest of the Jews, in the Roman destruction of Jerusalem and the Temple in 70 AD.  

According to Josephus, rebellion broke out in Judea in 66 AD, led by Eleazar ben Hananiah, son of a former high priest. Josephus says that 20,000 Jews were killed in Cesarea, 10,000 in Damascus, 50,000 in Alexandria, 5000 in Yaffa, 11,000 in Shechem,  that 30-40,000 people were sold into slavery, by the legions of Vespasian.  In 70 AD Titus enters the Temple in July;  it’s been under seige since Passover.  On the 10-th day of the Hebrew month Av,  in August, the Temple of Herod is burned to the ground.  Josephus estimates the total loss of life at 1,100,000, with 97,000, mostly children, being sold as slaves.  

                                                Paul

The only surviving Christians are the followers of Paul, who formed the ‘Christian Church.’  Paul not only hadn’t seen Jesus when he was alive, his first contact with ‘Christians’ was when he participated in the stoning of Steven.  Unlike the others, Paul was a ‘foreigner.’  He was born in Tarsus, in ‘Cicilia,’ what is now South-Eastern Turkey, with Aleppo being the closest ‘big city.’  

Paul came to Jerusalem, became a Pharisee, studied with Gamliel.  This shows that as a young Jew, his motivation was towards ‘religion.’  He went far from home to study Torah;  others went to Rome, Athens, Corinth, to study commerce, shipping, etc.  Young Saul was a ‘religious zealot.’  And in Jerusalem, he finds persecuting Christians to be a means of demonstrating his zealotry.

So that Paul is very, very different from the humble fishermen from the Sea of Galilee, like Simon Peter, and from the brother of the carpenter, James.  Paul was not born in the Holy Land, didn’t grow up in Palestine.  Paul was presumably in Jerusalem when Jesus was preaching at the Temple, but he ‘wasn’t called.’  Paul is more educated than the others, and much more of a writer.  He will write fourteen letters preserved in the New Testament, while Peter writes two, and James one.  Paul is a “Jew” like the others, but he is the only one who is also a ‘Roman Citizen.’

Paul is uncomfortable in the company of James, Peter, and the others who had been with Jesus.  He has a story of seeing Jesus on the road to Damascus, and of being cured of the resulting blindness by a follower of Jesus.  So he has ‘repented,’ and ‘seen the light,’ and now is a zealot for Jesus.  

But he is an ‘outsider’ in every respect.  So it is natural for him to find that his ‘mission’ is to bring the ‘good news’ to other outsiders, periodically returning to Jerusalem.  Paul makes four ‘journeys’ through Palestine, Syria, Turkey, Greece, and finally the last one to Rome.  

As Paul sees that he is attracting ‘Gentiles,’ but encountering resistance from the Jews whose synagogues he’s preaching in, he arrives at a dramatic conclusion:  circumcision should be of the heart, not of the foreskin.  Circumcision has always been the one physical characteristic that separated Jews from non-Jews, much more so in Biblical times.  All Jewish males had been circumcised since Abraham (who was an adult when he was ordered to circumcise himself) and Isaac (who was probably grown at the time of the ‘binding,’ or the Akeda, and his circumcision.)

But all Jewish males since Abraham and Isaac had  been circumcised on the eighth day after birth.  That circumcision of adults ‘disabled them’ was clear in the story of Dinah, where Jacob’s sons trick Shechem and his father into agreeing to a ‘marriage’ when they think Shechem has actually raped Dinah.  

‘..if ye will be as we are, that every male of you be circumcised…

then we will dwell with you and we will become one people…

and every male was circumcised, …

and it came to pass on the third day, when all were in pain,

that two of the sons of Jacob, Simeon and Levi, Dinah’s brethren, 

took each man his sword and came upon the city unawares, 

and slew all the males.  Gen 34:15-25

So Paul makes a daring move, even for a zealot;  Jesus has said that ‘not a jot nor tittle of the law’ should be changed.  But Paul reasons that the ‘Law’ was for the ‘old times,’ and that the ‘good news,’ the ‘new wine,’ had to be put into different vessels—and that if circumcision was the issue keeping Gentiles from receiving the News, then it was no longer obligatory.  As Paul points out, God chose Abraham, and tested him to be His faithful servant, when Abraham was still uncircumcised (Romans 4:9-17).

Paul clarifies his difference with Peter:  They saw that the gospel of the uncircumcision was committed unto me, as the gospel of the circumcision was with Peter.   Galatians 2:7

And as Peter questions Paul’s effect on people (11 Peter 3:16), so Paul turns on Jews who oppose his preaching to the uncircumcised:  

Jews, who both killed the Lord Jesus, and their own prophets,

and have persecuted us;  

and they please not God, and are contrary to all men,

forbidding us to speak to the Gentiles that they might be saved:  

for the wrath is come upon them to the uttermost.  

                                                                                                 Thess 2:14-16

Paul’s own experience with ‘nazirut’ is well-documented.  He is involved with James in paying the sacrifice fees for ‘thirty-day nazirs’ (Acts 18:18), and after he himself is having his hair cut in the Temple, following a vow of his own, he is denounced by ‘Asiatic Jews’ who had heard his preaching outside Palestine, and complained to the Priests, who arrested him (Acts 21:27).

In his letters, Paul sometimes praises abstaining from meat and wine, as did John, James, and Peter:

It is good neither to eat flesh, nor to drink wine, 

nor anything whereby thy brother stumbleth, 

or is offended, or is made weak.                Romans 14:21

At other times, Paul is vitriolic to people who preach abstaining:  

Now the Spirit speaketh expressly,

that in the latter times some shall depart from the faith, 

giving heeds to seducing spirits, and doctrines of devils:  

Speaking lies in hypocrisy;  having their conscience seared with a hot iron;  Forbidding to marry, and commanding to abstain from meats, 

which God hath created to be received with thanksgiving

of them which believe and know the truth.  

For every creature of God is good, and nothing to be refused,

if it be received with thanksgiving.                1 Timothy 4:4:1-4

And in the same letter to Timothy, Paul goes so far as to advocate drinking wine:  “Drink no longer water, but use a little wine for thy stomach’s sake and thine own infirmities.”  1 Timothy 5:23

Paul also opposes the growing of long hair:  

Every man praying or prophesying, 

having his head covered dishonoureth his head.  

Doth not even nature itself teach you that,

if a man have long hair, it is a shame unto him.  

But if a woman have long hair, it is a glory to her..”  1Corin11:4-15

Paul does have ‘issues’ with women, and with femininity:  

Know ye not that the unrighteous shall not inherit the kingdom of God?  

Be not deceived:  neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, 

nor effeminate, not abusers of themselves…nor thieves…

nor drunkards..shall inherit the kingdom of God.”  

                                                                          1 Corin 6:9-10   

Let your women keep silence in the churches         1 Corin 14:34  

It is good for a man not to teach a woman.   1Corin 7:1

Finally, Paul comes out with a very ‘Hellenistic’ viewpoint: 

Let us eat and drink, for tomorrow we die.

                                                       1 Corin 15:32

By taking his ministry beyond ‘expatriate Jews in the Roman Empire’ to all peoples, to ‘the Gentiles,’ (in Hebrew, the goyim  ‘the nations.’), Paul defines Christianity as a religion which people can ‘join,’ as opposed to being ‘born into the tribe.’   Paul sees that the message of Jesus was for ‘everybody,’ and because of his efforts, his travels, his endurance and perseverance, in the end he creates the new religion, ‘Christianity.’  

Jesus believed that his message only could be understood in terms of the Jewish Scriptures.  Knowledge of Torah, Prophets, and Writings was essential for anyone to understand what Jesus, James, Peter, Paul, Steven, etc., are referring to.  

But Paul cuts off ‘New Christians’ from the “Jewish Heritage” which is the context Jesus taught in—and Paul cuts off the Jews from accepting the Prophetic Message of Jesus by making a ‘new faith,’ based on Crucifixion/Resurrection, Jesus as Savior, the End of Days…

Jesus was a challenge to the Jews of his time, a Prophet.    Much of what Jesus taught is already in the Prophets, as he himself acknowledged—but the new things that Jesus discovered, and preached, were lost to the Jews, who ‘hid’ evidence of Jesus in disguised portions of the Talmud.  The Muslims could confront Jesus, take the good and reject the ‘idolatry’ of Christianity.  The Jews have been unable to accept Jesus as a Prophet, and therefore declared ‘prophecy dead.’   So that ever since, ‘Jewish Prophets’ could never ‘be accepted in their own land.’
                                        Jews and Christians

Looking at Jews and Christians, it is plainly obvious that both suffered from the schism that followed the death of Jesus, in which the branches of the Church founded by Paul deliberately broke off from Judaism, and the Jewish establishment in Jerusalem did all it could to prevent the ‘Jesus movement’ from spreading by killing Christians, or turning them over to the Romans.  

The Christians ended up with a religion which had the first ninety per cent of it cut off from the remainder, so that the Crucifixion, the Resurrection, the Trinity, the   ‘esoteric elements’ became the most important, and the worship of ‘Christ Jesus’ obliterated the religion which Jesus himself believed in, and preached consistently in the Gospels.  As Chesterton said:   “The Christian ideal has not been tried and found wanting.  It has been found difficult and left untried.”

And the Jews lost because in their denial of Jesus, they lost his message, which he had considered to be so important for the Jews to receive that he’d given his life for it.  As did James, Peter, Paul, Steven, etc.  

A Syrian woman comes to Jesus and says she needs something.  He replies that he hasn’t got enough, that he is sent only to and for the Jews.  He says to her, “the food intended for the children isn’t given to the dogs.”   And she replies, “the food the children eat which turns into crumbs, is eaten by the dogs.’  And Jesus agrees she is right, and for her faith, he gives to her also.  

Jesus learns a lesson about charity, in this experience.  And it is a lesson that all Jews need to learn, that charity applies to all of the needy, Jewish or not.  And that no matter how little you may have, you can still share your crumbs, to participate in the Oneness.

But because Jesus is called “Christ” or Messiah/Savior by the Christians, the whole rest of the Jewish people are unable to learn from this lesson which Jesus learned for them.  

Both suffered immensely for the division.  The Christians lost their whole heritage, without which Jesus himself knew he couldn’t be understood.  And the Jews lost their future, declaring that Prophecy was now over forever.  

How many Jews, among those who’ve studied any Mishnah or Talmud, know what Rabbi Gamliel said about Jesus?  About the relationship between Hillel’s son (?) and Jesus?  How many Christians understand that many of the things Jesus addressed in his parables were being discussed daily in the temple, as the ‘Tanaaim’ or great-rabbis of the day were getting the Mishnah, the codification of the Jewish Laws, ready for ‘publication.’  

The Jewish religion had corruption built into it, because of the Temple Cult.  The prophets who observed it in action had opposed it:  

To what purpose is the multitude of your sacrifices unto Me?  

Saith the LORD, 

I am full of the burnt offerings of rams, and the fat of fed beasts;  

and I delight not in the blood of bullocks, or of lambs…

When ye come to appear before Me, who hath required this at your hands, to trample My courts?…your hands are full of blood…

Put away the evil of your doings from before Mine eyes, cease to do evil, learn to do well;  seek justice relieve the oppressed, 

Judge the fatherless, plead for the widow.  --Isaiah 1:2-17   

Your burnt offerings are not acceptable, 

Nor your sacrifices pleasing unto Me.  --Jeremiah 6:20

Religions go through periods of ‘authenticity,’ and then fall into patterns of ritual and sameness which replace the spiritual aspects.  Jews had 613 Commandments they had to follow, and for most of them, there were ‘sin offerings’ which could be made in the Temple, for expiation.  Just as Catholicism at one time sank into the selling of ‘saints’ relics’ and ‘dispensations.’   

And as that failure arose from the temptation of profit, so had the Temple Cult become a way for the Priests, and the Levites whose heredity place was to serve in the Temple.  The people sinned, and then come to the Temple, bought a pigeon or a lamb for their offering, and gave it to the Priests, who cut it’s throat, put it’s blood on the Alter, and then distributed all the pieces of meat to their compatriots.  The sinner went home feeling ‘cleansed’ and the Priests ate well, sold a lot of pigeons, got very rich.  They became ‘Sadducces,’ defenders of the Temple Cult.

At the same time, many Jews were objecting to this, at the time of Jesus.  The elders, who were meeting in the Temple, and who discussed these things with Jesus, were preaching a ‘rabbinic Judaism,’ in which the Laws were meant to be followed, and the Prophets listened to, because it was the ‘word of God’ which was being ignored in the Land.  

It had to have been a terribly frustrating time for everyone who could see how bad it was.  The Pharisees were trying to change things, and in the end succeeded, in that the names of the Rabbis, Hillel and Akiva and  Gamliel, and Jose, Shammai, etc., they are remembered, while the names of the “High Priests” are forgotten by all except the Christians, to whom they did such terrible things.  But the Temple Cult was doomed, and the Temple was destroyed, forty years after Jesus’ death, as he had predicted.  

And when he is confronted by the Priests. the most common allegation is that he has predicted the destruction of the Temple. “Seest thou these great buildings?  there shall not be left one stone upon another, that shall not be thrown down.”  --Mark 13:2,  --Matt. 24-2..  They’re not challenging him about ‘king of the Jews,’ or being the Messiah, they’re upset because he’s predicting the destruction of the Temple itself.  Which did come to pass, within forty years, which is the only test of Prophecy.  

And if thou say in thy heart: 

‘How shall we know the word which the LORD hath not spoken?’  

When a prophet speaketh in the name of the LORD, if the thing follow not, nor come to pass, that is the thing which the LORD hath not spoken.”    --          

                                                                                      Deut. 18: 21-2

“We must know that in the human species are to be found individuals possessed of qualities that are excellent and perfect in the extreme, their souls being so disposed as to take on the Form of Reason,

this human reason thereupon uniting with the Active Intellect from which significant emanations proceed towards it—such men being Prophets, and such being the nature and manner of Prophecy.”

--Maimonides (Rambam), “Thirteen Basic Principles Constituting the   

                                           very foundation of the faith of Israel.”  

   Sefer Ha-Mitzvoth of Maimonides,  trans. Chas. Chavel, Vol.1, p.275

Unto him ye shall  hearken, --Deut. 18:15       Maimonides:  “By this injunction we are commanded to hearken to every prophet and to do whatever he bids…Whoever transgress this Commandment is liable to death by the hand of Heaven, as laid down in his words (exalted be he)  It shall come to pass that whoever will not hearken unto My words which he shall speak in My name, I will require it of him.  --Deut. 18:19

And this at a time when Jewish historians tell us that in the Temple, the holiest place in Judaism, were set aside places for sun-worshipers to gather, special places for all kinds of ‘deviant observances.’  And the selling of pigeons to expiate sins was no different than Catholic ‘dispensations,’ and was an attempt to hold onto an ‘old time religion’ that profited a few, while most were in poverty.  And that gave power to families and clans, history of the Middle East.  Of course the Temple was doomed, it was an abomination.  And built by Herod, not by Solomon…  Not by the Returners from Babylon, but by Herod.  

So Jesus was opposed to the Temple Cult.  And to the kind of ‘religion’ that it stood for.  He was searching for a new kind of ‘dedication’ to God, and John provided the answer in baptism.  Jews had always dipped themselves in ‘mikvahs’ to attain ritual cleanliness, but John was preaching baptism for the repentance of sins and rebirth.  And Jesus went and worked with him, then near him, in Judea, till John was arrested, and Jesus went back to Galilee.

And along with the religious desperation caused by the corruption of the Priests, and the enmity of the ‘King’ who was not even an Israelite, Herod was an Edomite, a son of Esau (?), and the power all rested with the occupying Romans, who wanted civil order and tribute (taxes and treasure). 

So people were feeling lost and confused.  They weren’t bound together into a community, they were split up into groups that didn’t like each other.  Everyone at the time, Jews like Hillel, and Christians like Jesus and Peter and Paul, they all preached the necessity for people to ‘love thy neighbor as thyself.’  And they stressed the need for charity.  

Which means that people needed to be told to love their neighbors, because they didn’t.  And they needed to be urged to give to the poor, because the poor were being terribly neglected and ignored.  

And in their desperation, some people had spirits come into them, some had seizures, some became lame, or mute, or blind;  there is always a ‘style’ to how people express being overwhelmed by stress.  When John the Baptist’s father sees the Angel and hears the news, he is ‘struck dumb,’ and remains mute until the ritual circumcision of his child, when he suddenly blurts out the name, ‘John.’  Paul, after seeing Jesus on the road to Damascus, becomes blind, and is only cured when a follower of Jesus comes and puts a hand on him.  

Jesus was able to heal people by ‘faith.’  What happens now?  Do doctors heal people by ‘medicine’ or by faith?  The real truth is that no one really knows.  That doctors try to do all kinds of things to make people have ‘faith in medicine,’ and ‘faith in doctors,’ and then they try treatments, and sometimes they work.  It hasn’t really changed.  Doctors heal some people now.  Jesus was able to heal people then.  Just by ‘faith.’  

And being a citizen of his times, he probably wasn’t too amazed that he could ‘heal people,’ there were lots of ‘faith-healers’ around.  He was opposed to the Temple, and he could perform ‘miracles.’  But in his ministry, he develops a version of Judaism which he can distill down to the Sermon on the Mount, and can explain to people through parables.  And in this is his mission—not to heal, not to do miracles, but to teach.

And what he had to teach was very powerful, and this is obvious on the effect it had on his apostles, and on so many Christians who came after him.  People who would have been denied any access to the ‘religion of Abraham, of Isaac and Jacob, ‘ to the prophets who’d been saying the goal of Judaism was the brotherhood of man, the Oneness of all living things.  Jews were not willing to ‘share’ this with Gentiles.  Even the early ‘Christians’ in the Jerusalem church didn’t want to share it with gentiles, and were disturbed when Paul brought uncircumcised ‘believers’ into the Temple.

And this lack of sharing would have been a terrible shame for the world.  The Torah had to be spread, and since Jews weren’t willing/able to spread it beyond their own tribe, Jesus had to turn it into a message that could inspire people with faith, despite their not being born Jews.

And the struggles which Jesus had, these need to be understood by those who would follow him as their ‘teacher.’  Because this has always been his most important role.

The miracle at Cana:  Mary explains  to him that he has to bring joy to people first, before he can begin to teach—first he has to make them feel good.  He was opposed.  But that’s how the people were: dispirited.  and she understood that about his message—that it had to be the ‘good news.’

That part can never change.  It always has to be ‘good news,’ and it has to somehow be ‘good news for everybody.’

                                     History—Christian

129 BC     ‘to the south, a renascent and belligerent Jewish state had been autonomous since 129.  The Jews had recuperated under the tolerant role of the Persians and their furious rejection of Hellenism had fortunately for them been delayed until the Seleucids were safely in decline.  In the long run the success of the Maccabees in what seemed at the time a hopeless cause was to be an unfortunate precedent.”  Colin McEvedy The Penguin Atlas of Ancient History p.72, 1975, Penguin Books, Middlesex, England

64  Pompey conquers whole area, become client states

45 BC Cesar is made Emperor

44 BC Cesar assassinated.  Empire divided between generals, Mark Anthony and Octavius.  the Roman concept of ‘republicanism’ is finished.  Anthony fights in the East, wins, but loses many, he goes to Egypt, with Cleopatra recreates the ‘Empire of Ptolemies for her,’ legions turns against him, 

37-4 BC Reign of Herod

31 Anthony, and Cleopatra, commit suicide

27  Octavius changes names to Augustus.  Is successful, ‘created peace and prosperity, and the machinery

4 BC  ‘Palestine, the whole of which was ruled by Herod the Great from 37 to 4, was divided on his death and the largest and most important of the three resulting tetrarchies became the province of Judea nine years later.  (5 AD).  (John the Baptist was beheaded by one of the surviving tetrarchs;  Christ crucified by order of the Governor of Judea.)”  Penguin Hx p 76

66 AD  “then in 66 the Jews, who had never reconciled themselves to Roman rule, rose in bitter revolt.  

69  AD Vespasian, general in charge of suppression of the Jewish revolt, becomes Emperor.  Agrippa the Second rules Palestine, which is separate from Syria.
                                       The Jewish Problem

The story is that the Torah was offered to all of the seventy ‘peoples’ that were in the world at that time, in seventy languages.  And that only ‘the Jews’ accepted it.  

The Torah itself, the ‘five books of Moses,’ has a peculiar slant:  the Jews are the ‘chosen people,’ and the land they seek, Canaan, or Palestine, has been ‘promised to them.’

So either the other sixty-nine peoples of the world had good reason to reject such a ‘religion’ that was prejudiced against them, and a contract, or ‘covenant,’ that gave only one tribe the right to the ‘Holy Land.’  Or, the ‘wording’ of the covenant, the wording of the Torah, was changed by Jewish hands, after it was ‘given.’

In either case, you have an advance in consciousness, in ‘spiritual evolution,’ being given to a tribe that is acutely not inclined to share it.  

If you believe that the Torah is ‘God-given,’ and that it’s message is the Oneness of all living things in the Creation, then how can it be that the tribe who inherited it thought it only applied to them, was only ‘for them?’

One can argue that ‘in the beginning,’ when peoples were killing each other, when violence and law-of-the-jungle ruled the earth, that it was necessary for the Jews to be ‘nationalistic,’ to fight for their survival against other people.  It is as if they were given a philosophy, the scrolls of Moses, and they carried them around, through the desert for forty years, and then into Canaan.  And they built a sanctuary, a ‘holy place,’ where the scrolls could be kept.

They could not ‘live it.’  But they could carry it, and protect it.

Once in Canaan, they felt the Land was ‘theirs.’  The people already living there disagreed.  So fighting was inevitable.  The Israelites were still living among their own twelve tribes, with separate areas for each (except the tribe of Levi, who were to be the ‘servants of the Temple.’)  And in order to fight the Philistines, who had already built cities along the coast, and the Bedouin, who were living in the South, and the people who’d been living in the mountains of the North, it was necessary for the twelve tribes to come together and fight against the ‘common enemy.’  In between, they also fought among themselves.

At first the only ‘authority’ was religious.  The people who kept the Sanctuary of the Scrolls provided a ‘Judge.’  When this became insufficient, the last Judge, Samuel, anoints the first king, Saul.  Who is chosen because he is the tallest man in the area.  

Saul tries to fight the Israelites’ enemies, but is defeated by his protégé, David.  David unites the twelve tribes into ‘one country,’ for the first time.  His son, Solomon, inherits the kingdom, rules.  Solomon’s sons fight, split the country in two, Israel versus Judea.  Then come a series of kings in both countries who are best left unremembered.

Into this situation come the Prophets, in both Judea and in Israel.  And while the Prophets do criticize the kings, and the ‘foreign policies,’ they also criticize the people, for having inherited a ‘tradition’ that they are not living up to.  The Prophets begin preaching that if the ‘Jews’ are going to be a ‘holy people,’ a ‘chosen people,’ than their spiritual orientation has to change.  

The Prophets find the ‘universality’ in the bottom-line of Judaism:  that if “G-d is One,” and all Life is created by Him, and all men are brothers, than the Torah is for everyone.  For the ‘nations,’ not just for the Jews.  Except the Prophets acknowledge that the ‘day’ for the nations to come to the Torah has not yet arrived.  But it will.

The Torah, the Five Books of Moses, has already been ‘given.’  The Prophets are considered to be ‘vehicles,’ by which God continues to communicate with the people.  Prophets are ‘sent’ to raise the level of the peoples’ spiritual consciousness.  They are accepted, after their death, as having ‘spoken words given by G-d.’

But the message of the Prophets is difficult, as it always calls on the people to uplift themselves.  To become ‘better.’  So that the people themselves appear to be unaffected by the Prophets.  Though they call them upwards, none at all will lift himself up.  Hosea 11:7

Rather, one Prophet speaks to another, across the centuries:  Hosea and Amos inspire Isaiah and Jeremiah, who in turn inspire Ezekiel and Daniel, whose message appears to be picked up by Jesus (see following, The Role of Prophecy, p.      )

And not only is Jesus denied as a Prophet, what happened with him is so threatening that the Jews decide that ‘the age of Prophets is over.’  There can not be another one.  Prophecy is ‘declared dead.’

The Jewish History that is presented in the Scriptures consistently illustrates this problem, that the Jews, a nationalistic and exclusive tribe are given a ‘universal religion.’

A few examples.  From the stories of David and Solomon, in the Book of Chronicles:

And Satan stood up against Israel

and moved David to number Israel.

And David said to Joab and to the princes of the people:

‘Go, number Israel from Beersheba even unto Dan;

and bring me word, that I may know the sum of them.’

And Joab said:

‘The LORD make His people a hundred times so many more as they are;

but, my lord the king, are they not all the lord’s servants?

why doth the lord require this thing?

why will he be a cause of guilt unto Israel?’   I Chron 21: 1-3

The character, ‘Satan,’ has been noticeably absent from the Scriptures since the Garden of Eden.  That he comes back here, ‘against Israel,’ is to say that something very, very evil is about to happen.  Joab is David’s most trusted general, but his advice is ignored.  And the nature of the ‘guilt’ is left unspoken:

Joab the son of Zeruiah began to number but finished not;

and there came wrath for this upon Israel;

neither was the number put into the account in the chronicles of king David.

                                                                           I Chron  27:24

David has tried to take a ‘census,’ motivated by Satan himself, but it is not until Solomon becomes king that the ‘evil’ which Joab foresaw becomes apparent:

And Solomon numbered all the strangers that were in the land of Israel,

after the numbering wherewith David his father had numbered them;

and they were found a hundred and fifty-three thousand and six hundred.

And he set threescore and ten thousand of them to bear burdens,

and fourscore thousand to be hewers in the mountains,

and three thousand and six hundred overseers to set the people at work.

                                                                         II Chron  2:16-17

So now it becomes clear.  David wanted Joab to number the “Jews” and number the “strangers.”  And with Solomon we see the purpose:  to force all of the non-Jews into doing the ‘heavy labor’ needed for constructing Temples and kingdoms.  To institute ‘forced labor,’ for strangers, so soon after being led out of Egypt.  

And David, Solomon, Joab, all thought they were being ‘true’ to a Book that said,

Love your neighbor as yourself;  I am the LORD…

When a stranger resides with you in your land, you shall not wrong him…

The stranger who resides with you shall be to you 

as one of your own citizens;  you shall love him as yourself,

for you were strangers in the land of Egypt:  I am the LORD your God.     

                                                                         Leviticus 19:17,18,34

How is it possible that David, ‘writer of the Psalms,’ and Solomon, ‘author’ of Ecclesiastes, Proverbs, Song of Songs, could have gone ahead and done something so blatantly evil, so disastrous for the ‘Jewish people?’  Carrying scrolls through the desert, building ‘sanctuaries’ at Shiloh, at Beth-El, thinking they were ‘righteous worshippers’ in the context of a Book which said:

And a stranger shalt thou not wrong, neither shalt thou oppress him;

for ye were strangers in the land of Egypt.

Ye shall not afflict any widow, or fatherless child.

If thou afflictest them in any wise—for if they cry at all unto Me, I will surely hear their cry—

My wrath shall wax hot, and I will kill you with the sword;

and your wives shall be widows, and your children fatherless.

                                                                                       Exodus 22:20-23

Now what was written in the Torah was known to the Jews of the First Temple, who were sent into Exile in Babylonia from 586-538 BC.  They had the Torah, and they had received Elijah, Elisha, Amos, Hosea, Isaiah, Micah, Jeremiah, etc.  And they had Ezekiel there in Babylon with them.  And Ezekiel made clear what was expected of the Jews:

So shall ye divide this land unto you, according to the tribes of Israel.

And it shall come to pass, that ye shall divide it by lot for an inheritance unto you, and to the stranger that sojourneth among you, who shall beget children among you;  and they shall be unto you as the home-born among the children of Israel;…in what tribe the stranger sojourneth, there shall ye give him his inheritance, saith the Lord GOD.                   Ezekiel 47:21-23

Despite all this, despite the admonitions of the Torah and the Prophets, despite the historical lessons of David and Solomon, the Jews do finally return, unchanged,  from their Babylonian exile.  They are offered a chance to enlarge the community by becoming more inclusive.  But they are completely under the influence of Ezra the Scribe, in Babylon, and Nehemiah, who Ezra has sent to lead the return to Judea.

Now when the adversaries of Judah and Benjamin heard 

that the children of the captivity were building a temple unto the LORD,

the God of Israel, then they drew near to Zerubbabel, 

and to the heads of fathers houses, and said unto them:

‘Let us build with you;  for we seek your God, as ye do;

and we do sacrifice unto Him since the days of Esarhaddon king of Assyria,

who brought us up hither.’

But Zerubbabel, and Jeshua, and the rest of the fathers houses of Israel said unto them:

‘Ye have nothing to do with us to build a house unto our God;

but we ourselves together will build unto the LORD, the God of Israel,

as king Cyrus the king of Persia hath commanded us.’

Then the people of the land weakened the hands of the people of Judah,

and harried them while they were building,

and hired counselors against them, to frustrate their purpose…

And in the reign of king Ahasuerus, in the beginning of his reign, 

wrote they an accusation against the inhabitants of Judah and Jerusalem.

                                                                                       Ezra 4:1-6

So here we have the Jews, returning from their exile in Babylon, where they have once again experienced being ‘strangers in a strange land,’ and when they get to Jerusalem and start a Temple, the local inhabitants come and say they want to join in the effort because we seek your God as ye do, and they point out that they have maintained the ‘ritual sacrifices’ of the Jews during their absence.  

It also has to be noted, along with ‘seeking your God’ and making sacrifices unto Him, that all of these people, all along, from the Egyptians at the time of the bondage, to all of the peoples living in Canaan or Palestine, from the time of the Judges, of David and Solomon, to people in Jerusalem saying they want to join in building the Temple in 538 BC, all of them, all along,  practiced circumcision, all of them abstained from eating pork.  

In the words of the Jewish historian Simon Dubnow,

“When Zerubbabel and the elders of Judah began the construction of the Temple, messengers came from the Samaritans to say ‘let us build with you, for we seek your God.’  But Zerubbabel and the elders repudiated the Samaritan proposals, probably fearful lest the merging with these half-Israelites would mar the purity of the Judean race and religion.”                                Dubnow, History of the Jews, V. 1, p. 338.

“Thus alienated from the Judeans, the Samaritans in the course of time formed a separate nation and became an implacable foe of Judah.  The antagonism…was to continue for centuries.”                        Dubnow, ibid, p. 358

Ezekiel had been with the Exiles in Babylon.  He told them how to share it with strangers.  

“But the house of Israel will not consent to hearken unto thee,

for they consent not to hearken unto Me;

for all the house of Israel are of a hard forehead and of a stiff heart.”

                                                                                               Ezekiel  3:7

And they, whether they will hear, or whether they will forbear—

for they are a rebellious house—

yet shall know that there hath been a prophet among them.

                                                                                               Ezekiel  2:5

On the one hand, the Jews have the Torah and Prophets telling them love thy neighbor as thyself  Lev 19:17  

And on the other hand, there is something in Judaism, not only in Ezra’s time, 538 BC, not only in the time in which Jesus lived five centuries later, but even today, which is ‘problematic.’  

Among contemporary American ‘Orthodox’ Jews, there is enormous reverence for a Rabbi of the early 20th century, Rabbi Yisrael Meir haKohen, known as the Chafetz Chaim.  Jewish bookstores in America are full of his work.  He wrote “The Concise Book of the Mitzvoth, the Commandments which can be observed today.”  And in here he takes the above cited commandment from Leviticus, and gives his own version:  

“Commandment 60.  It is a positive commandment to bear affection for everyone in Jewry as for oneself, as Scripture says, you shall love your fellow as yourself.  (italics added) Chafetz Chaim, Concise Book of Mitzvoth, p. 77.  Or, “Commandment 62,  It is a positive commandment to lend money to the poor of Jewry.”

How is it possible that modern-Orthodox Jews have ‘reverence’ for a man who can take love thy neighbor as thyself, which Maimonides, in his Book of the Commandments, calls Loving our neighbor, of which Rabbi Akiva said, ‘This is a fundamental principle of the Torah,’  and change it to:  “Bear affection for everyone in Jewry as for oneself.”

In this, the “Chafetz Chaim,” like Ezra before him, and Solomon before that, makes the classic ‘Jewish mistake.’  

He takes a ‘message from God’ about how other people are to be treated, and thinks it only applies to Jews.  Love your (Jewish) neighbor, give charity (to Jews), practice justice (with Jews).  

Accept that God gave the Torah to the Jews, and made a ‘covenant’ with them.  Was it God’s intention to let everyone else in the world worship idols, or create their own folk-myths, or appoint philosophers to develop religions?  Or does it say, in the Book, that he gave the words to Moses, and to the Jews, to see if the Jews could ‘serve’ by spreading the message:

For all the earth is Mine;

And ye shall be unto Me a kingdom of priests,

and a holy nation.

                                                                             Exodus 19: 5-6.

For My house shall be called 

a house of prayer for all peoples.

                                                                            Isaiah  56:7

Judaism is my own personal faith.  The faith of my family, my ancestors, my people.  It has nourished me for over sixty years.

But into this faith is built exclusion (you have to be born into it), racism, prejudice.  And this on top of a ‘basic faith’ that rests on ‘unknowability.’  On Faith alone.  Faith in ‘universal brotherhood’ in a world constantly at war.  Faith in the ‘goodness’ of the creation, when some people starve, others have so much money they choke.  Faith in the Creator, when He appears to have no faith in us.  

And within this, knowledge that God himself is disappointed, that disappointment is built into our DNA.  That the creation, or the evolution, is based on things in the present never being ‘good enough.’  That things do ‘get better,’ but never ‘fast enough.’  Disappointment.

To ‘be a Jew’ is to have a problem.  A whole set of problems.  Mentioned above are exclusivity, racism, prejudice.  They were problems for Jews at the time of Jesus, problems he had to deal with.  They are still problems for us.  And the ‘genesis’ of these problems is described in the Book.  When dealing with such serious issues, it is a great Blessing that Scripture can speak for itself.

                                ‘The Jewish Problem’ in Scripture

The problem starts with ‘God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.”  Why not just the ‘God of Abraham,’ since Abraham was the ‘founder of monotheism?’  He is the symbol for the first man/woman who conceived that the Power that they needed, the one to which they should be praying, was so great, so beyond human imagination, to be the Unknowable One.

But Abraham had two sons, Isaac, and Ishmael.  And although we may say in the She’ma, “G-d is One,” we separate out Ishmael, father of the Arabs, before Abraham has received G-d’s Blessing, before his name is changed:  

Now Sarai Abram’s wife bore him no children; 

and she had a handmaid, an Egyptian, whose name was Hagar.  

And Sarai said unto Abram:

‘Behold now, the LORD hath restrained me from bearing;  

go in, I pray thee, unto my handmaid; 

it may be that I shall be builded up by her.’  

And Abram hearkened to the voice of Sarai.  

And Sarai Abram’s wife took Hagar the Egyptian…

and gave her to Abram her husband to be his wife.  Gen 16:1-3    

Torah doesn’t waste any time.  Vanity, and pride, and jealousy, are all immediately present.  In the very next sentence, Hagar turns against Sarah, when she saw that she had conceived, her mistress was despised in her eyes.  Gen. 16:4  .  

And Sarah (Sarai) dealt harshly with her, and she fled from her face…

And the angel of the LORD found her by a fountain of water in the wilderness, by the fountain in the way to Shur.  …

And the angel of the LORD said unto her,

‘Return to thy mistress, and submit thyself under her hands…  

I will greatly multiply thy seed, that it shall be numbered for multitude’  … 

                                                                                               Gen 16:6-10

Hagar, unable to bear Sarah’s ill-treatment of her, has retreated into the ‘wilderness’ of the desert.  And she is told that she will have a son, that his name is to be Ishmael, and that he will, in the future, be ‘in the face’ of his own brother(s).

Behold, thou art with child, and shalt bear a son;  and thou shalt call his name Ishmael, 

because the LORD hath heard thy affliction.  

And he shall be a wild ass of a man, his hand shall be against every man, 

and every man’s hand against him;  

and he shall dwell in the face of all his brethren.’…

and Hagar bore a son, and Abram called the name of his son, 

whom Hagar bore, Ishmael.  

And Abram was fourscore-and six years old,

when Hagar bore Ishmael to Abram.   Gen 16:11-16

Abraham, 86 years old, finally has his first child.  For the next thirteen years, he, Sarah, Hagar, and Ishmael, live together.  

And when Abram was ninety years old and nine, the LORD appeared to Abram, and said unto him: 

‘I am G-d Almighty;  walk before Me, and be thou whole-hearted.  

And I will make my covenant between Me and thee, 

and will multiply thee exceedingly…. 

thy name shall be called Abraham, 

for the father of a multitude of nations have I made thee…

and I will establish my covenant between Me and thee…

I will give unto thee, and unto thy seed after thee, 

all the land of the thy sojournings, all the land of Canaan, 

for an everlasting possession;…Gen 17:1-8

Abraham, ‘a wandering Aramean,’ someone who’s family was in ‘Iraq,’ travels down into Palestine, lives there peacefully, and finally achieves the ‘Jewish dream,’ a homeland.  But there is a ‘sacrifice’ to be required of every male in the tribe:

‘and this is My covenant…every male among you shall be circumcised….

as for Sarai thy wife, thou shalt not call her name Sarai, 

but Sarah shall her name be.  

And I will bless her and moreover I will give thee a son of her;  

yea, I will bless her, and she shall be a mother of nations, 

kings of people shall be of her.’  

Then Abraham fell upon his face, and laughed, and said in his heart: 

‘Shall a son be born unto him that is a hundred years old?…

O, that Ishmael might live before thee.’  Gen 17:10-18

Abraham, whose judgement we are not to question, doesn’t understand why G-d doesn’t recognize Ishmael as his legitimate heir.  Abraham obviously thinks Ishmael is ‘within the Covenant,’ because he circumcises him.  

And God said, ‘Nay, but Sarah thy wife shall bear thee a son, 

and thou shalt call his name Isaac;  

and I will establish My covenant with him 

for an everlasting covenant for his seed after him.  

And as for Ishmael, I have heard thee;  

behold, I have blessed him, and will make him fruitful, 

and multiply him exceedingly;  

twelve princes shall he beget, and I will make him a great nation.  

But my covenant will I establish with Isaac, 

whom Sarah shall bear unto thee…

and Abraham took Ishmael his son…

and circumcised the flesh of their foreskin in the selfsame day…, 

And Abraham was ninety years old and nine when he was circumcised…

and Ishmael his son was thirteen years old when he was circumcised…

                                                                                                Gen 17:1-27

The Torah follows this with the story of Lot, the destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah, Abraham’s bargaining, ‘’Wilt Thou indeed sweep away the righteous with the wicked?’  Gen 18:23   After which Lot’s daughters get him drunk, and he has children by both of them, 

Thus were the daughters of Lot with child by their father.  

And the first-born bore a son, and called his name Moab—

the same is the father of the Moabites unto this day.  

And the younger, she also bore a son, and called his name Ben-ammi—

the same is the father of the children of the Ammon unto this day.  

                                                                                          Gen 19:37-38.  I

In Hebrew, “Moab” means, ‘from the father.’  Ammon means ‘son of the people.’  Moab will be an enemy of the Israelites when they enter Canaan after the Exodus.   Here they receive Scripture that tells them the people they oppose are not only ‘bastards,’ but the ‘product of incest.’  

And now Genesis returns to the main story, And the LORD remembered Sarah as He had said…and Sarah conceived and bore Abraham a son in his old age…And Abraham called the name of his son…Isaac.  Gen 21:1-3    

As the Scriptures go along, more and more ‘ethnic rivalry’ gets built in.  Isaac is duly circumcised, and the child grew and was weaned.  

And Abraham made a great feast on the day that Isaac was weaned.  

And Sarah saw the son of Hagar the Egyptian, 

whom she had borne unto Abraham, making sport.  

Wherefore she said unto Abraham, ‘Cast out this bondwoman and her son;  

for the son of this bondwoman shall not be heir with my son, 

even with Isaac.  

And the thing was very grievous in Abraham’s sight on account of his son.  

And G-d said unto Abraham: 

‘Let it not be grievous in thy sight because of the lad, 

and because of thy bondwoman; in all that Sarah saith unto thee, 

hearken unto her voice;  for in Isaac shall seed be called to thee.’  

                                                                                                     Gen 21:8-12

This may be the only place in Scripture where a man is told, ‘everything your wife says to you, you have to do it.’  Essentially, the story in Genesis is telling us that G-d himself knows that what is being done to Ishmael is unfair, because Abraham, his ‘righteous witness,’ has told Him so.  So He makes Ishmael the father of the people who will, in the end of days, oppose the Jews:  the Arabs.

And also of the son of the bondwoman will I make a nation, 

because he is thy seed.  

And Abraham arose up early in the morning,

and took bread and a bottle of water, and gave it unto Hagar, 

putting it on her shoulder, and the child, and sent her away;  

and she departed, 

and strayed in the wilderness of Beer-sheba.  

And the water in the bottle was spent, 

and she cast the child under one of the shrubs.  

And she went, and sat her down over against him a good way off, 

as it were a bowshot;  for she said:  

“Let me not look upon the death of the child.”   

And she sat over against him, and lifted up her voice, and wept.  

And G-d heard the voice of the lad…

and the angel of G-d called to Hagar out of heaven, 

and said unto her:  “  …fear not, for G-d hath heard the voice of the lad…

for I will make him a great nation.’ …

and G-d was with the lad, and he grew;  

and he dwelt in the wilderness, and became an archer.  

And he dwelt in the wilderness of Paran;  

and his mother took him a wife out of the land of Egypt. 

                                                                                                  Gen 21:8-21

So Torah has now told us that Abraham has two sons, and that one has been ‘sent into the wilderness,’ at the age of thirteen, because Abraham’s first wife, Sarah, doesn’t want the child of the second wife, Hagar, to be heir along with her child, Isaac.  

Ishmael, in Hebrew, literally, ‘man from God,’ becomes a father to the Arabs.  

Torah does tell us that ‘G-d was with the lad.’  Torah tells us that G-d clearly hears Ishmael, and speaks to Hagar.  Ishmael’s story ends in Torah, except for future references to enemies as ‘sons of Ishmael.’  Instead, his story is revived in the Qu’ran.  

Isaac also has two sons, twins.  And the first born is ‘tricked out of his inheritance.’ by the wily Jacob, (who will be given a new name, Israel, ‘he who struggles with 

G-d)..    The Torah says Esau was starving:  
Esau was a cunning hunter, a man of the field;

and Jacob was a quiet man, dwelling in tents.

Now Isaac loved Esau, because he did eat of his venison;  

and Rebekeh loved Jacob.

And Jacob sod pottage, and Esau came in from the field, and he was faint.

And Esau said to Jacob, ‘Let me swallow, I pray thee, 

some of this red, red pottage, for I am faint.’     

Therefore was his name called Edom.  

(in Hebrew, adom is ‘red’)

And Jacob said, ‘Sell me first thy birthright.’ 

And Esau said:  ‘Behold, I am at the point to die;  

and what profit shall the birthright do to me?’  

And Jacob said: ‘Swear to me first,’ 

and he swore unto him; and he sold his birthright unto Jacob..

And Jacob gave Esau bread and pottage of lentils; 

and he did eat and drink, and rose up, and went his way.  

So Esau despised his birthright   Gen 25: 27-34

The portion of the Torah which comes next, Genesis 26, starts out with the words, And there was a famine in the land, beside the first famine that was in the days of Abraham.   Famine had gotten Abraham to move around the fertile-crescent, and Isaac is inclined to go to Egypt, but is told to stay in the Land.  “Sojourn in this land, and I will be with thee, and unto thy seed will I give all these lands…and by thy seed shall all the nations of the world bless themselves…”  Gen 26:1-3.

So Isaac stays in the land, he prospers as a farmer, and the Philistines envied him.   Gen 26:14.  It reaches the point where Abimelech, the king of the Philistines, tells him “Go away from us, for thou art much mightier than we.”  Gen 26:16    So Isaac leaves, and camps in the valley of Gerar.

Isaac digs up the old wells of Abraham, despite local opposition.  Now all the wells which his father’s servants had digged in the days of Abraham his father, the Philistines had stopped them.  Gen 226:26:15.  

And Abimelech comes to him, at Beersheba, and Isaac greets him with, “wherefore are ye come unto me, seeing ye hate me, and have sent me away from you.:  Gen26:27  

So Isaac, son of Abraham, resents the way he’s been treated by the local Philistines.  But they want to enter into ‘Vows of Peace’ with him:

And they said, ‘we saw plainly that the LORD was with thee, and we said:  

Let there now be an oath betwixt us…and let us make a covenant with thee, 

that thou will do us no hurt, as we have not touched thee.’  …

and they swore one to another, and Isaac sent them away in peace. 

                                                                                                  Gen 26:28-31

After this, when peace should have reigned in his community, we learn that when his son, Esau 

was forty years old, he took to wife Judith the daughter of Beeri the Hittite, 

and Basemath, the daughter of Elon the Hittite.  

And they were a bitterness of spirit unto Isaac and Rebekah.  Gen 26:34-35

So one son has married women who cause trouble in the family.  

“Rebekah said unto Isaac: 

 ‘I am weary of my life because of the daughters of Heth.  

If Jacob take a wife of the daughters of Heth, such as these, 

of the daughters of the land, 

what good shall my life do me?’  Gen.27:46

Esau realizes that the daughters of Canaan pleased not Jacob his father;  

so Esau went unto Ishmael, 

and took unto the wives that he had Mahalath 

the daughter of Ishmael Abraham’s son, 

the sister of Nebaioth, to be his wife.  Gen.28:9   

If Rebekah were trying to establish ‘matrilineal descent’ of the tribe, Esau tries to reestablish his claim by marrying the daughter of Ishmael, son of Abraham.  

Jacob gets the birthright, is sent to his uncle, Laban, Sarah’s brother, when Esau threatens to kill him after the mourning period for Isaac is over.  And he marries into his mother’s family, to Leah, and then Rachel, so his children, by his mother, will become the ‘Jewish people.’  The children of ‘Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob..’  Not ‘Canaanites,’ not ‘Palestinians.’  

Instead, a people whose ‘Biblical claim’ to the Land of Israel is based on Jacob, a farmer who’s stored away lentils, not giving food to his twin-brother in a time of terrible famine, Esau saying he’s literally dying,  until Esau gives over his right to the Land.  (Later, Jacob’s son, Joseph will empower the Pharaoh-system in Egypt by convincing them to save grain surpluses, and then to use them to control the population when famine came.  He institutes ‘taxation for national defense’).

So here are the Jews with this religious inheritance, this set of history, or myth, or fable, being passed on orally from generation to generation, so that even in Egypt, the Israelites, the descendants of Jacob, knew after four hundred years of captivity which of the sons of Jacob they were descended from, which tribe they were in.  Since nothing was written down, as far as we know, we have to assume that all these stories of the Patriarchs got told over and over again, during the four hundred years in Egypt.

And what do these stories tell us?  That ‘the Covenant’ was separate from other parts of the family’s inheritance.  That the children fight over it.  Isaac receives it at Sarah’s insistence, Abraham thinks it’s unfair, but G-d backs her up.  

So ‘the Jews’ can’t be ‘the children of Abraham,’ since Abraham has another child, Ishmael, who Scripture makes the father of the Arabs.  For example, in the Jewish Prayer, Avraham Avinu, ‘Abraham, Our  Father,’ are we referring to the ‘father of us Jews,’ or the ‘Father of us Jews and Arabs?’

The same for Isaac.  He also has two sons, his wife tricks him into giving his ‘inheritance’ and the ‘Covenant’ to her favorite son, Jacob.  His other son, Esau, becomes father to another nation allied against Jacob/Israel from time immemorial, the Edomites, or Bedouin Arabs.  In Genesis, Esau tries to make peace with his brother, but Jacob can’t trust him, knowing how deeply he’s wronged him.  Thousands of years later, at a critical time, a king from Edom, an ‘Idumite,’ becomes king over the Jews of Palestine:  Herod.  

And now, in our own time, another two thousand years has past, and a Jew is ‘king’ over all of Palestine, and despair now, the acquaintanceship with grief, the yearning for the End of Days, is probably equivalent to what it was in the Jerusalem of Jesus.

So Jews can’t be the sons of Abraham, nor the sons of Abraham and Isaac.  Jews are the sons of ‘Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob.’  Because Jacob has ‘won’ the birthright from Esau, and Jacob has brought up his twelve sons to become the fathers of the tribes of Israel.  

From the very beginning of the ‘Jewish story’ in Genesis, the forefathers are by necessity cast as a ‘trinity.’  You can’t be a son of one, to be a Jew you have to be a son of all three, the G-d of Abraham, and of Isaac, and of Jacob……

Even though Torah tells us G-d seeks the ‘brotherhood of man,’ and the oneness of all living things, even Jesus, whenever he was preaching, had to use the phrase,  “The God of Abraham, and of Isaac, and of Jacob.’  

To distinguish from those people, the Canaanites, the Moabites, the Edomites, etc.—people who were all descendants of Abraham, who all entered into the Covenant of Circumcision, but who nevertheless were not part of the ‘chosen people,’ the twelve tribes descended from the sons of Jacob.  The Syrians, the Lebanese.  

The people who were there all along, but only as an impediment, something to be swept away.  Not a brother one is trying to learn to live with.  

This is Jacob’s inheritance to all Jews, that he cheated his brother, his brother forgave him and welcomed him back when he returned, and  he spurned Esau once more, and moved far from his brother.  

Just as much later, the Jews return from the Babylonian exile, and the Samaritans come to them, when they start to build a temple, saying, ‘we seek your God, and kept the sacrifices while you were gone, and now wish to build with you.’  And Ezra and Nehemiah, the forerunners of the Sadduccees, they spurned the Samaritans.  (see page      ).  As Solomon says in Ecclesiastes, ‘there is nothing new under the sun.’

So this is part of the problem Jesus is given:  he is sent ‘only to the Jews.’  

The problems he sees, poverty and despair, killing and war, are universal.  The religion that tells him he is sent only to the Jews, also tells him that a universal ingathering of all human spirits, a returning-to-God, is necessary for the Messiah to come, for the Redemption of Mankind.  And he can see that the End of Days is at end.  

This is how the ‘Jewish Problem’ is inherited by Jesus.   Paul will later ‘solve’ it, very rapidly, by cutting Christianity off from Judaism.  

But this is a fundamental dilemma: the ‘Unity of all life,’  the brotherhood of man, is opposed in ‘organized religion’ by nationalism, and by separatism.  Jesus was coming from within a culture which had this struggle built into it, and in his anguished life, he, and then his apostles, bring this to a dramatic coming-together of people, Jews and Gentiles, ‘seeking the message of Jesus,’ and then, within just a few years, the splitting off of ‘Christians’ from ‘Jews.’  

In the seeking of ‘Oneness,’ the result can be Separation.

                Prophets, Nazirs, and the ‘Jewish Problem’ 

The Jewish Religion, as it’s been presented thus far, seems to be pretty limited.  A Creation Story that leaves the ‘Jews’ chosen from among all people, and promised with a homeland in Palestine.  A hereditary Priesthood that looked out for it’s own financial interests, and had no interest in ‘spirituality.’  And a succession of bad kings, of wars, alliances, political events completely unrelated to being a ‘holy people.’

It could appear that there was little more than a set of Laws, which governed daily activities of ‘tribe members,’ and ethics which were noble, but were hardly unique:  don’t kill, cheat, steal, lie.

Even the ‘tribal laws’ were shared by most of the tribes who’d lived around and among the Jews;  they also practiced circumcision, didn’t eat pork, and made ritual sacrifices of animals to God(s).

None of these other ‘religions’ made any contribution to modern spirituality.  Not even the more modern ones, such as the ‘Gods’ of Greece, and then Rome.  All were replaced by the two religions which evolved out of Judaism, Christianity and Islam.

Judaism, as a religion, and the Jewish People, as a ‘tribe’ and a ‘nation,’ have survived the last three thousand years.  Not on ‘Genesis Myths’ that demean all the other tribes;  not on a Temple Cult which thought that cutting animal’s throats over a heated stone would somehow ‘please God.’  This was ‘primitive religion’ that would not have been able to inspire Jesus or Muhammad, much less enable a small, weak, and often dispersed tribe to survive until now.

And there was this inner problem, the confluence of universalism with ethnic nationalism.  

But for a thousand years, from Moses to Jesus, Judaism was being changed, existentially, if not ritually, by an extraordinary series of Prophets.  These were people who had a ‘message’ from God that they were meant to deliver to the people.

At the same time, there was another group of people, all along, who were not singled-out by God to receive and transmit a message, but who stepped outside of the bounds of traditional communal Judaism, and practiced an individual form of Judaism that itself affected the community, that attracted others, and thus was maintained across time, and that with the Prophets, encouraged a form of Judaism that was ‘evolving.’  

And in this form, the practice of Nazirut, a person wasn’t ‘chosen by the LORD.’  Instead, people chose to ‘consecrate themselves.’  They have a ‘calling.’  Almost always beyond an individual’s understanding, or ability to explain.

And these two parallel forces in Judaism, Prophecy and Self-Consecration, allowed Judaism to evolve into a religion which could both survive on it’s own, and also generate the two offspring religions, Christianity and Islam.

             A History of Non-Conformist Judaism:  Prophecy and Nazirut

                                    1.  Moses and the Exodus

While Vows, and the evil effects of alcohol, are discussed in Genesis, Prophecy and Nazirut are not.  There were no temples, no priests.  The stories of the Patriarchs exemplify that the Jewish religion then was individualistic, a person’s relationship was to God;  not to a family or a tribe.  

As there were no priests, there being only individual worship, people who felt a ‘calling’ could dedicate themselves to the LORD with a vow.  And this was done by both men and women.  

All that we know is both Prophecy and Nazirut existed in the time between Jacob and Moses, because Moses was confronted with both while in the desert.  

The Scriptures tell us that Jacob had twelve sons, and that they sold his favorite son, Joseph, into slavery in Egypt.  History tells us that in 1300 BC the Hyskos were expelled from Egypt, and Palestine came under Egyptian rule.  

We know that famines in Palestine had always been a problem, forcing Abraham to go to Egypt, tempting Isaac to do the same, making Esau give up his ‘patrimony’ in return for food.  We know that Joseph achieves power by his prediction of famine coming after plenty, and the need to save up surpluses for the lean times to come.  And we know Israelites went down into Egypt because hunger forced them.  

Egypt and Babylonia/Mesopotamia/Iraq had long river valleys running through them, which had made them ideal for agriculture.  Both were flood plains.  The rivers brought water for irrigation, kept enriching the soil each year with silt deposits after the floods, and the ‘rotten part’ of civilization, the waste, was carried off each year by the rivers.

So Egypt and Mesopotamia become the two places where enough food can be grown to provide for more than just the native people:  they have surpluses, and can trade.  Canaan/Palestine, by comparison, had few natural resources in terms of food production.  The one thing they did have was ‘location.’  To get between the two centers of civilization, Egypt and Mesopotamia, the route lay through Canaan, along the Mediterranean coast.  And around 1300 BC the camel was finally domesticated, and caravans between the two ‘capitols’ became common.  Caravans were also started between Egypt and Yemen using the Hejaz desert (Saudi Arabia).

So Egypt is for food, and the place where the Patriarchs looked in times of famine.  And Palestine is a place through which caravans travel, to whom an unwanted brother can be sold.  In both events, Jews keep moving into Egypt.  

In 1300 BC, the Pharaoh Ramses II enslaves the Jews who are living in the country.

They are living in Goshen, the northeastern part of Egypt, where it adjoins the Sinai Desert.  Any invader coming to Egypt is going to have to pass through Goshen.  The Pharaoh says,

‘Behold, the people of the children of Israel are too many 

and too mighty for us;  come, let us deal wisely with them, 

lest they multiply and it comes to pass, that, 

when there befalleth us any war, 

they also join themselves unto our enemies, and fight against us.’  Ex 1:9-10

Moses manages to amalgamate the twelve ‘tribes’ into ‘one people,’ the Children of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.  While Moses has been raised to be an Egyptian Prince, Scripture says:  The man Moses was very meek, above all the men that were on the face of the earth.  Num 12:3

There is nothing in the Book that explains how Moses got the people involved in what he and his brother Aaron were doing with the Pharaoh.  But he manages to get them together, and to get them to follow him out of Egypt, out of the bondage, and into the desert.  On the one hand, the people had been set to hard-labor, and they ended up groaning,  And God heard their groaning, and God remembered His covenant with Abraham, with Isaac, and with Jacob.  Ex 2:24.  On the other hand, once in the desert, their memory of Egypt is of ‘flesh-pots,’ not of slavery:

‘Would that we were given flesh to eat!

We remember the fish, which we were wont to eat in Egypt for nought;

the cucumbers, and the melons, and the leeks, and the onions, 

and the garlic, but now our soul is dried away;  there is nothing at all;  

we have nought save this manna to look to.’  Num  11:4-6

It is said that one in five of the Jews in Egypt followed Moses out;  others say, one in fifty;  or one in five hundred.

In the desert, the people are told that they are God’s favorites, on condition:

‘If ye will hearken unto My voice indeed, and keep My covenant,

then shall ye shall be Mine own treasure from among all peoples,

for all the earth is Mine,

And ye shall be unto Me a kingdom of priests, and a holy nation.’  Ex 19:5-6

The Jews, on their part, later agree to the deal, after hearing all the Laws read by Moses:

‘All the words which the LORD hath spoken will we do.’   Ex 24:3

Moses is the Great Prophet;  God speaks to him over and over, and he conveys the message to the people.  He is not called Moses the Prophet, but Moishe Rabbenu, ‘Moses our Teacher.’

And during the Exodus, Moses has both Prophets and Nazirs.  When the people are complaining about the manna, Moses heard the people weeping, 

family by family, every man at the door of his tent;  

and the anger of the LORD was kindled greatly;  

and Moses was displeased.                                                       Num 11:10

So Moses calls the elders together to the ‘Tent of Meeting,’ as God tells him:

And I will come down and speak with thee there;

and I will take of the spirit which is upon thee, and will put it upon them;

and they shall bear the burden of the people with thee,

that thou bear it not thyself alone.               Num  11:17

And the LORD came down in the cloud, and spoke unto him,

and put it upon the seventy elders;  and it came to pass, 

that, when the spirit rested upon them, they prophesied,

but they did so no more.

But there remained two men in the camp, the name of one was Eldad,

and the name of the other Medad;  and the spirit rested upon them;

and they were among them that were recorded but had not gone out unto the Tent;  and they prophesied in the camp.

And there ran a young man, and told Moses, and said,

‘Eldad and Medad are prophesying in the camp.’

And Joshua the son of Nun, the minister of Moses from his youth up, answered and said, ‘My lord Moses, shut them in.’  And Moses said unto him: 

‘Art thou jealous for my sake?  

would that all the LORD’S people were prophets, 

that the LORD put His spirit upon them!’    Num  11:26-29

Here we have a kind of prophecy where the spirit is put on some people, and they ‘prophesy.’  And two others receive the spirit without being part of the chosen group, and they also prophesy.  And to Moses, it is all good.  But this kind of ‘prophecy’ may be more like ‘speaking in tongues.’  No message is received or transmitted, just a vocal indication that a ‘spirit’ is inside the person.

Within a few months of leaving Egypt, Moses’ father-in-law, Jethro, had come to him, bringing his wife, Zipporah, and his sons, Gershom (Ger Shom, lit. ‘a stranger there,’ for it is Moses who said, ‘I have been a stranger in a strange land’  Ex  18:3) and Eliezer.  

And Jethro watched Moses sitting all day surrounded by people, asking things of him.  And he told him ‘The thing that thou doest is not good.  Thou wilt surely wear away, both thou, and this people that is with thee.’  

                                                                                                       Ex  18:18

Jethro told Moses to find among the people able men, such as fear God,

men of truth, hating unjust gain;  

and place such over them, to be rulers of thousands, 

rulers of hundreds…fifties…tens.  

And let them judge the people at all seasons…

and every small matter they shall judge themselves;  

so shall they make it easier for thee and bear the burden with thee.  

                                                                                                      Ex  28:21-22

So Moses has instituted a ‘system of order,’ by appointing Judges.  His brother, Aaron, is already the High Priest, and Aaron’s children are to inherit the Priesthood.  And there is a ‘military structure’ headed by Joshua, who will lead the people in the conquering of Canaan.  But it is the ‘Judges’ who will end up leading the people once in Canaan, until Samuel anoints Saul as the first king.

But as long as Moses lives, he alone is the leader.  There are prophets who have ‘the spirit’ in them, Priests for rituals, Judges for disagreements.  People who are ‘called’ can become Nazirs.  All of this has been determined and codified in the first year of the Exodus.

Moses, however, is the sole ‘authority.’  And his legitimacy comes directly from God; to challenge Moses is to challenge God.

In the second year of the Exodus, just after Eldad and Medad are prophesying in the camp, and Moses welcomes more ‘spiritual contributors,’ he is confronted with people questioning the legitimacy of his leadership;  first his brother and sister, and then shortly after, Korah.  

And Miriam and Aaron spoke against Moses…

And they said, ‘Hath the LORD indeed spoken only with Moses?

hath He not spoken with us also?’

And the LORD heard it—

Now the man Moses was meek, 

above all the men that were upon the face of the earth.        Num 12: 1-3

(Moses is meek.  And is ‘above all the men on earth.’  My lowliness is my exaltedness—Gandhi?)

And God calls Moses, Miriam, and Aaron to the ‘tent of meeting.’  And the LORD came down in a pillar of cloud, and stood at the door of the Tent,

and called Aaron and Miriam;  and they both came forth.

And He said, ‘Hear now My words:

if there be a prophet among you,

I the LORD do make myself known unto him in a vision,

I do speak with him in a dream.

My servant Moses is not so;

he is trusted in all My house,

with him do I speak mouth to mouth,

 even manifestly, and not in dark speeches;

and the similitude of the LORD doth he behold;

wherefore then were ye not afraid to speak against My servant, 

against Moses?’  

And the anger of the LORD was kindled against them;  and He departed.  And when the cloud was removed from over the tent, 

behold, Miriam was leprous, as white as snow…  Num 12: 5-10

And Moses has compassion on his sister, and Moses cried unto the LORD, saying:  ‘Heal her now, O God, I beseech Thee.’  And so Miriam has to ‘hide in shame seven days…after that, she shall be brought in again.’  Num  12:14

During all this time, Eldad and Medad, Aaron and Moses, the Israelites are camped at Hazeroth, in the wilderness of Paran.  

This turns out to be a very critical spot in the Exodus, in the second year.  Because directly after dealing with Aaron and Miriam, Moses is told ‘Send thou men, that they may spy out the land of Canaan, which I give unto the children of Israel…’  Num 13: 2  And they travel as far as Hebron, they cut down a cluster of grapes, gather some pomegranates and figs, and they returned from spying out the land after forty days.  Num 13: 25

And they said that while  ‘it floweth with milk and honey…

Howbeit the people that dwell in the land are fierce 

and the cities fortified…, 

a land that eateth up the inhabitants thereof…’  Num 13: 27-32

Caleb, the representative of the tribe of Judah, and Joshua, the protégé of Moses, says ‘the land…is an exceeding good land.  

If the the LORD delight in us, then He will bring us into this land…

which floweth with milk and honey.’  Num  14: 8  

But all the children of Israel lifted up their voice, and cried;

and the people wept that night.

And all the children of Israel murmured against Moses and against Aaron;

and the whole congregation said unto them:

‘Would that we had died in the land of Egypt…or had died in this wilderness…’

And they said on to another:  ‘Let us make a captain, and let us return to Egypt.’

                                                                                                  Num 14: 4

Caleb and Joshua try to convince the people, 

But all the congregation bade stone them with stones;  

when the glory of the LORD appeared in the tent of meeting 

unto all the children of Israel.

And the LORD said unto Moses:

‘How long will this people despise me?

and how long will they not believe in Me,

for all the signs which I have wrought among them?’  Num 14: 11

God wants to smite them and destroy them, and Moses once more has to plead for God to spare the people, explaining that if all the people who had left Egypt were suddenly killed by God, the Egyptians would hear of it, and God’s reputation would suffer.  And so God decides to not suddenly wipe out all the people, but 

‘all those men that have seen My glory, and My signs, 

which I wrought in Egypt and in the wilderness, 

yet have put Me to proof these ten times, 

and have not hearkened unto My voice; 

surely they shall not see the land which I swore unto their fathers, 

neither shall any of them that despised Me see it.  

your carcasses shall fall in the wilderness,

and all that were numbered of you, according to your whole number, 

from twenty years old and upward, ye that have murmured against Me;  surely ye shall not come into the land…save Caleb…and Joshua.  

But your little ones, that ye said would be a prey, them will I bring in,

and they shall know the land which ye have rejected. 

And your children shall be wanderers in the wilderness forty years,

and shall bear your strayings, 

until your carcasses be consumed in the wilderness.  

After the number of days in which ye spied out the land, even forty days, 

for every day a year, shall ye bear your iniquities, even forty years, 

and ye shall know My displeasure’

                                                                                          Num 14: 22-33

The adults have all been sentenced to die in the wilderness.  They didn’t have enough faith to go forward, and they had said let us make a captain, and let us return to Egypt.  Lack of faith, and intention to ‘mutiny.’  

So from here on, throughout the Exodus, all the adults know that except for Joshua and Caleb, none of them will ever get to ‘the land,’ and that all that they are enduring is for the sake of their children alone.  They will never taste the milk and honey.  And they have to continue on for forty years.

There is now another rebellion.  The Torah has one chapter, Fifteen, which has descriptions of desired ‘offerings,’ and instructions for ‘ritual fringes,’ or tzizit.

And then it is right back into rebellion, into the same camp at Hazoreth in the wilderness of Paran, with the story of Korah.

Now Korah,…(from the tribe of Levi, with two men from the tribe of Reuben) rose up in face of Moses, with certain of the children of Israel, 

two hundred and fifty;  princes of the congregation, 

the elect men of the assembly, men of renown.  

and they assembled themselves together against Moses and against Aaron, and said unto them:

‘Ye take too much upon you, seeing all the congregation are holy,

every one of them, and the LORD is among them;

wherefore then lift ye up yourselves above the assembly of the LORD?’  

                                                                                                 Num 16: 1-3

And when Moses heard it, he fell upon his face.  And Moses, without instructions from God, tells them, ‘In the morning the LORD will show who are His, and who is holy, and will cause him to come near unto Him…’ 

                                                                                                Num 16: 5
Moses tells Korah and his followers to bring the pans they burn incense in, and to offer incense to God ‘and the man whom the LORD doth choose, he shall be holy;  ye take too much upon you, ye sons of Levi.’     Num 16: 7

Moses try’s to get the two who joined with Korah to relent, but they say ‘we will not.  Is it a small thing that thou hath brought us up 

out of a land flowing with milk and honey, to kill us in the wilderness, 

but thou must needs make thyself also a prince over us?…

we will not come up.”

And Moses was very wroth, and said unto the LORD:

‘Respect not Thou their offering…’                              Num 16: 13-15

And God tells Moses and Aaron to separate ‘yourselves from among this congregation, that I may consume them in a moment.’

God had intended to exterminate all of the Jews, again;  but Moses and Aaron

fell upon their faces, and said:

‘O God, the God of the spirits of all flesh, shall one man sin, 

and wilt Thou be wroth with all the congregation?’  Num 16: 21-22

So God is merciful, and tells Moses to instruct the Israelites to: Get you up 

from about the dwelling of Korah, Dathan, and Abiram.’ (Korah’s confederates)

And Dathan and Abiram came out and stood at the door of their tents,

with their wives, and theirs sons, and their little ones.  

And Moses said:  

‘Hereby ye shall know that the LORD hath sent me to do all these works, and that I have not done them of mine own mind. 

If these men die the common death of all men, 

and be visited after the visitation of all men, 

then the LORD hath not sent me.  

But if the LORD make a new thing, and the ground open her mouth, 

and swallow them up, with all that appertain unto them, 

and they go down alive into the pit,

then ye shall understand that these men have despised the LORD.  

And it came to pass, as he made an end of speaking all these words, 

that the ground did cleave asunder that was under them.  

And the earth opened her mouth, and swallowed them up, 

and their households, and all the men that appertained unto Korah, 

and all their goods.  

So they went down alive into the pit;  and the earth closed upon them, 

and they perished from among the assembly.  

And fire came forth from the LORD, and devoured the two hundred and fifty men that offered incense.

                                                                                               Num 16: 24-35

But despite Moses giving everyone a chance to see ‘who will God choose,’ on the morrow all the congregation of Israel murmured against Moses and against Aaron, saying: ‘Ye have killed the people of the LORD.’  Num 17: 6

And again God decides to kill all of the Israelites except Moses and Aaron;  and this time Moses tells Aaron to run among the Israelites with his fire-pan, to burn incense among the people and make atonement for them, 

for there is wrath gone out from the LORD:  the plague is begun;...

And Aaron ran into the midst of the assembly…and the plague was stayed.  Now they that died by the plague were fourteen thousand and seven hundred, besides them that died under the matter of Korah.  Num 17: 11-14

Why has all this occurred?  What is the Torah teaching us? 

‘That no common man, that is not of the seed of Aaron, 

draw near to burn incense before the LORD;  

that he fare not as Korah, and as his company.’                     Num 17: 4

‘a common man shall not draw nigh unto you.’                       Num 18: 5  

‘the common man that draweth nigh shall be put to death’.  Num  18:7

And the children of Israel spoke unto Moses, saying:

‘Behold, we perish, we are undone, we are all undone.

Every one that cometh near unto the tabernacle of the LORD, is to die;

shall we wholly perish?’                                                         Num 17: 27-28

From here, the happenings at this terrible place in the wilderness, come two Chapters in the Torah, Numbers 18-19, in which are laws giving tithes to the Levites, and the sacrifice of the ‘red heifer’ for purification.  

And then the people finally leave Hasoreth, and come into the wilderness of Zin.  And Miriam died, and was buried there.  And there was no water for the congregation;  and they assembled themselves together against Moses because he had brought them to a place where there isn’t any water to drink.  

                                                                                                    Num 20: 5 

Now after all this, after all these problems in two years, and all the problems that occurred just in the camp at Hasoreth, with challenges to Moses from Aaron, from Korah, and from the people, over and over, Moses himself finally breaks down, God has told him to speak to a rock, and water will come.  The people will see Moses speak to the rock, and see God send water.  

Instead, Moses hits the rock with his rod, twice, and says to the people:  ‘Hear now, ye rebels, are we to bring you forth water out of this rock?’  Num 20:12  

God wanted to show His own power to the people, with the water.  Instead, it is Moses and Aaron saying ‘we bring forth water.’  

So now Moses is barred from entering the Promised Land.  He also must die during the Exodus.  

The people, the ‘children of Israel,’ have attempted to usurp the position of Moses, and sixteen thousand die, and they are forever after not allowed to come into the Tent of Meeting.  

The Priesthood has gained exclusive access to ‘religious ritual.’  Moses gets angry, and usurps the position of God; and he also is not allowed into the Promised Land.

The people have refused to go seize Canaan.  They are all condemned to wander and die in the wilderness.  The ‘special leader,’ who had the backing of God to lead the people, this role is lost with the death of Moses.  Joshua will do his best, but after finally getting into Canaan, the Israelites are still twelve tribes, not ‘one nation.’  

A few of the Judges will have an impact, and finally a new institution, kingship, will be instituted.  

And since the peoples’ ability to participate in the religion, by ‘approaching the Tent of Meeting,’ has been taken away, two of the ‘institutions’ of the religion that did survive the Exodus, Prophecy and Nazirut, will both evolve into new roles in the Promised Land.  Roles which the Torah credits with allowing the nation, and the people, to survive.

We know very little about the Vow of the Nazir before Moses.  The Torah has mentioned vows—Jacob’s vow to ‘accept the LORD’ if he is protected, a ‘conditional vow.’  (see page  ---)

The Torah has also spoken about wine, as something which causes loss of moral control, in the stories of Noah, and Lot  (see pages    ).  And later, in the Golden Calf, and the people sat down to eat and to drink, 

and rose up to make merry.  

And the LORD spoke unto Moses:  ‘Go, get thee down;  

for thy people…have made them a molten calf, and have worshipped it…’  And it came to pass, as soon as he came nigh unto the camp, 

that he saw the calf and the dancing;  

and Moses’ anger waxed hot, and he cast the tables out of his hands,

and broke them beneath the mount. 

And he took the calf which they had made,…and ground it to powder,

and made the children of Israel drink of it.     Ex  32: 6-20
(Note:  the Laws of the Nazir in the Mishnah are followed by the Laws on Adulterous Women, Sotah, in which women accused of adultery are forced to ‘drink the bitter waters.’  The innocent survive…  Nazir is preceded by Laws on Vows, Nedarim.  Nazir, Sotah, Nashim, are books of the Mishnah, and Talmud, which are a subset of the Laws concerning women, Nashim..  As it makes sense that Nazir would follow ‘vows,’ it is assumed, in ‘Jewish tradition,’ that having Sotah follow directly is because ‘faithfulness’ is intrinsic to a Vow.)

And in the story of the sons of Aaron, Nadab and Abihu, wine and ‘closeness to God’ become incompatible.  In Numbers 6, the ‘Vow of the Nazir,’ it is not made clear why the Nazir has to abstain from ‘wine and strong drink.’  But earlier, in the Book of Leviticus, it was made painfully clear:

And there came forth fire from before the LORD,

and consumed upon the altar the burnt-offering and the fat;

and when all the people saw it, they shouted, and fell on their faces.  

And Nadab and Abihu, the sons of Aaron, took each of them his censer,

and put fire thereon, and offered strange fire before the LORD, 

which He had not commanded them.

And there came forth fire from before the LORD, 

and devoured them, and they died before the LORD.

Then Moses said unto Aaron:  ‘This is it that the LORD spoke, saying:

Through them that are nigh unto Me I will be sanctified,

and before all the people I will be glorified.’

And Aaron held his peace…

And Moses said unto Aaron, and unto Eleazar and unto Ithamar, his sons:

‘Let not the hair of your heads go loose, neither rend your clothes,

that ye die not, and that He be not wroth with all the congregation; 

but let your brethren, the whole house of Israel,

bewail the burning which the LORD hath kindled.

And ye shall not go forth out of the tent of meeting, lest ye die; 

for the anointing oil of the lORD is upon you.’

And they did according to the word of Moses.

And the LORD spoke unto Aaron, saying:

‘Drink no wine nor strong drink, thou, nor thy sons with thee,

when ye go into the tent of meeting, that ye die not;

it shall be a statue forever throughout your generations.

And that ye may put difference between the holy and the common,

and between the unclean and the clean;

and that ye may teach the children of Israel all the statutes which the LORD hath spoken unto them by the hand of Moses.’  Lev  9:24, 10: 1-11

Aaron’s sons are killed because they offered strange fire before the LORD, which He had not commanded them.  Lev  10: 2  And Aaron, in shock at the death of two of his sons, is told let not the hair of your heads grow loose, neither rend your clothes.  In the immediate circumstances, Aaron is being ordered to not observe the traditional rituals of Jewish mourning, letting ones’ hair and beard grow, untrimmed, for a month, and making a tear in one’s shirt.  

Instead, he has to understand that his sons were ‘sacrifices,’ ‘burnt offerings,’ and that it is through those who are closest to Him from which the real sacrifices will come.  By these sacrifices I will be sanctified, and before all the people I will be glorified.  This obviously has meaning to persons trying to understand why Jesus had to be crucified.

In long-range consequences, the words above have been taken since to forbid a priest from becoming a Nazir, Let not the hair of your heads go loose.  

So just as the Tent of Meeting is to be set apart, and forbidden to the people to enter, so the self-consecration ritual, which makes people set apart and holy unto the LORD is forbidden to Priests.

And wine and strong drink are forbidden to the Priest before entering the Tent of Meeting.  And wine and strong drink are forbidden all the days to the Nazir.  The purpose, as stated, was that ye may put difference between the holy and the common and between the unclean and the clean.  

This part of Leviticus is followed shortly by the Laws of the Leper; like the Nazir, the Leper is ‘set apart,’ and his clothes shall be rent, and the hair of his head shall go loose.  Lev 13: 45  A thousand years later, John the Baptist will adopt the physical appearance of the Leper as a way of explaining who he is, to whom he is sent.  

The Laws in Leviticus soon reach ‘atonement for sin.’  Which is at the foundation of the Christian religion, that ‘Jesus died to atone for our sins.’  This is Moses, during the Exodus, not St. Paul writing an epistle:

‘For the life of the flesh is in the blood;

and I have given it to you upon the altar 

to make atonement for your souls;

for it is the blood that maketh atonement by reason of the life.’   Lev   17: 11

When we say ‘the roots of Christianity are in Judaism,’ we forget how deep those roots go.  And into such problematic places…

We have to assume that if Nazirut needed regulating, there must have been a problem first.  That people had been growing their hair long, and ‘consecrating themselves,’ and thus setting themselves apart as ‘holy.’  But if they got drunk, and began talking loosely, ‘in vino veritas,’ people observing would take their drunken ramblings as ‘the word.’  And there has to be distinction between the unclean and the clean.  

To make this distinction, both Nazirs and Priests must abstain from alcohol.  Later, in the Book of Proverbs, ‘Solomon’ will take it further:

What, my son…O son of my vows?

it is not for kings to drink wine:

Nor for princes to say:  ‘Where is strong drink?’

Lest they drink, and forget that which is decreed,

And pervert the justice due to any that is afflicted.

Give strong drink unto him that is ready to perish,

And wine unto the bitter in soul;

Let him drink, and forget his poverty,

And remember his misery no more.

                                                                 Proverbs 31: 1-7

We have reason to believe that Moses actually, historically, had Nazirs to contend with during the Exodus, and had to make rules governing their behavior, because shortly after entering Canaan, Philistines attack from the North (see following, page ) and the Judge, Deborah, sings ‘The Song of Deborah.’ 

Historians believe it is ‘the first historical record in the Bible written around the time of the event it describes.  It may well be the only contemporary Jewish record predating the period of David.’  (in Gersh, ‘Sacred Books of the Jews’).  

And, “if a saga assumes poetic form in it’s early stage, it remains virtually unchanged for a long time, even when it is transmitted by word of mouth alone.’  (Martin Buber, ‘Moses’  p. 15)

The Song of Deborah, from 1150 BC, just eighty years after the beginning of the Exodus, and two-hundred fifty years before the writing of the first version of the Torah, what Biblical historians call the ‘J version,’ in 900 BC:

Then sang Deborah and Barak the son of Abinoam, in that day, saying:

‘When men let grow their hair in Israel

When the people offer themselves willingly,

Bless ye the LORD

So if the first ‘contemporary Jewish record,’ written only forty years after the Jews entered Canaan with Joshua, starts out with men who let grow their hair in Israel, then it is only reasonable to assume that Nazirut did exist as a practice among the Israelites while they were in Egypt.  

From Abraham to Joseph, there is no mention of ‘Nazirut,’ but Torah does tell us specifically that Joseph was not a Nazir:

Then Pharaoh sent and called Joseph, 

and they brought him hastily out of the dungeon.

And he shaved himself, and changed his rainment.     Gen  41:14

There is no mention of self-consecration in the Torah, from Adam to Joseph, throughout the Books of Genesis and Exodus.  So it would appear that the Torah is telling us the Israelites began the self-consecration ritual of Nazirut during their stay in Egypt, which ended in bondage.  

It was most likely a practice that they adopted from the Egyptians, or the Canaanites they’d been in contact with, during the four hundred years in Egypt, 1600-1200 BC. 

But that there were Nazirs among the Jews in the Exodus, and that Moses himself had to make rules concerning self-consecration, early in the Exodus, appears to be ‘historically’ true, as well as ‘what the Torah tells us.’

2. Prophets and Nazirs in the time of Joshua  1200-1160 BC

The first book to follow the Torah, the Five Books of Moses, in the Scriptures, is Joshua.  Joshua has been a minister to Moses since his youth.  He played the role of ‘commander.’  When Moses sent the ‘spies’ into Canaan, he sent Joshua with them.  Joshua must have been at least twenty when he began working for Moses, and he then spent forty years in the wilderness;  so Joshua was at least sixty when he led the people into Canaan.  

The Book of Joshua has no mention of Prophets, or of Nazirs.  It has occasion to mention ‘vows’ twice, but doesn’t refer to wine, or hair, or anything ‘spiritual’ at all.  It is simply a history of the conquest of Canaan.  

And this history, this piece of Scripture, is openly and admittedly ‘propaganda.’  It explicitly discusses propaganda as a part of war-strategy.  And like all propaganda, it tells you something about those who wrote it, their ‘mind-set.’

Joshua’s attitude is that he has inherited the role of Moses, completely.  He explains to the fighting men that he is going to lead them across the Jordan.  

And they answered Joshua, saying:…

‘Whosoever he be that shall rebel against thy commandment, 

and shall not hearken unto thy words in all that thou commandest him, 

he shall be put to death;  only be strong and of good courage.    Joshua 1: 18

The ‘leaders’ are very willing to give Joshua power.  And they make clear that any dissent, any prophecy, anything that detracts from Joshua’s power, will be fatal.

His first task is to conquer Jericho.  He sends two spies into the city, where they only escape capture by the efforts of ‘Rahab the harlot.’  In return for hiding them, and enabling them to escape, they take a vow to protect her family.  And if she doesn’t keep to her side of the bargain, ‘we will be guiltless of this thine oath which thou hadst made us to swear.’  Joshua  2:7 

While the spies are escaping from Jericho, Joshua is planning his ‘campaign.’  During the Exodus, Moses had saved the people from ‘God’s wrath,’ by explaining the value of the Red Sea Story, that God’s reputation was based on that story, and if He kills the Jewish people now, than all those Egyptians who got killed in the Sea, they died for nothing.  And all the little children, the first-born of the Egyptians, who were killed during the 'plagues,’ they also would have died for nothing.  A good argument, God relents.  

And the people in Canaan had heard the story of the Red Sea, and the Exodus.  ‘Rahab the harlot’ tells the spies,  ‘we have heard how the LORD dried up the water of the Red Sea, before you, when he came out of Egypt.’  Joshua 2:10

So what then happens with Joshua is not surprising.  

And the LORD said unto Joshua:

‘This day will I magnify thee in the sight of all Israel,

that they may know that, as I was with Moses, so I will be with thee.’ 

                                                                                          Josh  3:7

Thou shalt command the priests that bear the ark of the covenant, saying:

‘When ye are come to the brink of the waters of the Jordan,

ye shall stand still in the Jordan.                                    Josh  3:8

And the priests that bore the ark of the covenant of the LORD

stood firm on dry ground in the midst of the Jordan,

while all Israel passed over on dry ground, 

until all the nation were passed clean over the Jordan.    Josh  3:17

Joshua tells the twelve tribes to each gather a stone, and make a circle of stones, Because the waters of the Jordan were cut off before the ark of the covenant of the LORD;  when it passed over the Jordan, the waters of the Jordan were cut off.  and these stones shall be for a memorial unto the children of Israel forever.                                                     Josh 4: 7

On that day the LORD magnified Joshua in the sight of all Israel;

and they feared him, as they feared Moses, all the days of his life. 

                                                                                             Josh 4: 14

Joshua is not given to subtlety.  He keeps repeating his ‘message:’

For the LORD your God dried up these waters

as the LORD your God did to the Red Sea,

which He dried up before us,

that ye may fear the LORD your God for ever.            Josh 4: 24

And despite all the fighting, and the killing, that is about to happen, we are nevertheless told that Joshua’s ‘plan’ worked:

And it came to pass, when all the kings of the Amorites,

that were beyond the Jordan westward, 

and all the kings of the Canaanites, that were by the sea,

Heard how the LORD had dried up the waters of the Jordan

from before the children of Israel…

that their hearts melted, neither was there spirit in them any more,

because of the children of Israel.                               Josh  5: 1

And now, when Joshua has done his best to ‘set the stage,’ he has to deal with a strange problem.  The Jews, during the forty years of the Exodus, have not been circumcising their children.  The Egyptians are, the Canaanites (also children of Abraham) are, and the Jews aren’t?  

The only clue Scripture gives is that perhaps they didn’t have ‘sharp knives.’  Although they were cutting the throats of lots of ‘animal sacrifices, perhaps their knives weren’t good enough for circumcision, considering the wording of the text:

At that time the LORD said unto Joshua:

‘Make thee knives of flint, and circumcise again the children of Israel the second time.’  And Joshua made him knives of flint, and circumcised the children of Israel at Gibeath-ha-araloth  (That is, ‘the hill of the foreskins.’).

For all the people that came out were circumcised;

but all the people that were born in the wilderness by the way as they came forth from Egypt, had not been circumcised.  Josh  5: 2-5

Another indication of ‘technology’ being the issue, beyond knives of flint, there are two times in Joshua when the enemy have horses and chariots .  The first time, the Israelites defeat them with fire, burning the chariots (Joshua 11:4).  The second time, the enemy have iron chariots.  Josh 17: 16.  

It should also be noted that in Joshua, no one is ‘killed with the sword.’  They are always ‘killed with the edge of the sword.’  The word ‘edge’ is always included when a sword kills in Joshua.  This would also imply that contact with the inhabitants of Canaan had introduced new technology, i.e., sharper edges on weapons.  For killing, or circumcision.

In any event, the people are now circumcised, prior to entering the ‘holy land.’  God says:  This day I have rolled away the reproach of Egypt from off you. 

Josh  5: 9  Now circumcised, and ready to take the land, the peoples dependence on ‘manna’ for their sustenance finally ends, after forty years, and the manna ceased on the morrow, for they had eaten of the produce of the land;  

neither had the children of Israel manna any more; 

 but they did eat of the fruit of the land of Canaan that year.       Josh  5:12

Finally, before facing Jericho, Joshua needs a ‘visitation.’  It ends with words familiar to Moses:

And it came to pass, when Joshua was by Jericho,

that he lifted up his eyes and looked, and behold,

there stood a man over against him with his sword drawn in his hand;

and Joshua went up to him, and said unto him:

‘Art thou for us, or for our adversaries?’

And he said, ‘Nay, but I am captain of the host of the LORD; I am now come.

And Joshua fell on his face to the earth, and bowed down, 

and said unto him:  What saith the lord unto his servant?’  

And the captain of the LORD’S host said unto Joshua: 

‘Put off thy shoe from off thy foot;  

for the place whereon thou standest is holy.’         Josh   5: 13-15

Compare this to Moses, in Exodus, in his first ‘meeting with God.’  And He said,  ‘Draw not nigh hither;  put off thy shoes from off thy feet, for the place whereon thou standest is holy ground.’   Exodus 3: 5

Joshua is now ready.  He’s circumcised all the men;  his spies have returned safely;  his army is loyal;  and he’s done his best to scare all his enemies.  And for Jericho he has a plan.  Seven priests with seven ram’s horns circle the city for seven days.  And it came to pass on the seventh day…

they compassed the city seven times…

Joshua said unto the people: 

‘Shout, for the LORD hath given you the city…  

And the city shall be devoted, 

even it and that is therein, to the LORD;  

only Rahab the harlot shall live…

And ye in anywise keep yourselves from the devoted thing, 

lest ye make yourselves accursed by taking of the devoted thing.  

But all the silver and gold and vessels of brass and iron, 

are holy unto the LORD; 

they shall come into the treasury of the LORD.’  

                                                                                             Josh 6: 15-19

What does this mean, to be a ‘devoted thing?’  To be ‘devoted to the LORD,’ is Joshua’s terms, means ‘to be a sacrifice.’  To be killed.  Exterminated.

And they utterly destroyed all that was in the city,

both man and woman, both young and old,

and ox, and sheep, and ass, with the edge of the sword.   Josh  6:21

And they burnt the city with fire, and all that was therein.  Josh 6: 24

What we have here is the ‘means’ by which the Jews will enter the Promised Land.  They will kill every single man, woman, and child in a city, take out all the silver and gold, and then burn it to the ground.  A policy of ‘genocide,’ of ‘scorched earth,’ of ‘take no prisoners.’  The next city that Joshua attacks is ‘Ai.’

At Ai, they hastened and set the city on fire.’  Josh 8: 19

And it came to pass, when Israel had made an end of slaying all the inhabitants of Ai in the field…that all Israel returned unto Ai, and smote it with the edge of the sword.  And all that fell that day,

both of men and women, were twelve-thousand, even all the men of Ai.

For Joshua drew not back his hand…

until he had utterly destroyed all the inhabitants of Ai   Josh  8:26

And the king of Ai he hanged on a tree until the eventide.  Josh 8:29

People in Canaan have now gotten a clear impression of Joshua and his Israelite Tribes.  One group the inhabitants of Gibeon..did work wilily.  Josh    9:3-4

They trick Joshua into making a peace treaty with them, by pretending to live far off.  After he discovers they are actually his neighbors, Joshua says:

‘we have sworn unto them by the LORD, the God of Israel; 

now, therefore, we may not touch them…’

so they became hewers of wood, 

and drawers of water unto all the congregation.  Josh 9: 19-21

Those whom Joshua does not annihilate, he makes into servants and slaves.  And the principle tasks in the economy of those days, in that place, was hewing wood and drawing water.  
For people familiar with the landscape of the ‘Promised Land’ in our times, it is strange to hear about the emphasis on ‘wood,’ and the frequency of fires.  The Land, Palestine, Israel, has gone through incredible ‘deforestation,’ and trees are hard to find, much less ‘wood.’  Everything has been built with cement, stones, or bricks, for a long time—too much wood got ‘hewed.’

Joshua does one ‘miracle,’ though it gets very little attention, and has no effect.  Other than to establish that God, for the Israelites, is like a ‘fighting man:’

Joshua said in the sight of Israel:  Sun, stand thou still upon Gibeon;  

and thou, Moon, in the valley of Aijalon.’  

And the sun stood still, and the moon stayed.  

Until the nation had avenged themselves of their enemies.  

Is this not written in the book of Jashar?  

And the sun stayed in the midst of heaven, 

and hasted not to go down about a whole day.  

And there was no day like that before it after it, 

that the LORD hearkened unto the voice of a man;  

for the LORD fought for Israel.                                                  Josh  10: 12-14

Since it was ‘the LORD fighting for Israel,’ the outcome was certain.  Joshua hangs the kings of Jerusalem, and of Hebron.  As always, 

he left none remaining:  

but he utterly destroyed all that breathed’

as the LORD…had commanded.                          Josh 10:40

Annihilation is the constant theme in Joshua.  He continues into Canaan,

But every man they smote with the edge of the sword,

until they had destroyed them,

neither left they any that breathed.   Josh  11: 14

Joshua goes on to conquer some of the land.  He meets thirty-one ‘kings,’ and he kills them all.  In his Book of Joshua, he lists each of them   (Josh  12:24).

Joshua distributes the land among the tribes.  Two and a half have chosen to live east of the Jordan, by agreement with Moses.  They join Joshua in the fighting, and afterwards return to the far side of the river.  The other tribes each decide on their portions.  And the Priests get a portion of every ‘religious offering:’

Only  unto the tribe of Levi he gave no inheritance;

The offerings of the LORD, the God of Israel,

made by fire, are his inheritance.    Josh  13: 14

Joshua sets up ‘cities of refuge.’  He gives Hebron to Caleb, the only other survivor of the Exodus, his fellow ‘faithful spy.’  Joshua fails to solve ‘the Jerusalem problem,’ as seems to be Jewish destiny:  

And as for the Jebusites, the inhabitants of Jerusalem,

the children of Judah could not drive them out;

but the Jebusites dwelt with the children of Judah at Jerusalem,

unto this day.                                                              Josh 15: 63

Joshua is old, and ready to die.  Throughout his ‘ruler’ over the Jewish people, there is no recorded dissension.  Moses was constantly being disappointed with the people, angry at the people, raging at the people, struggling.  Not Joshua—either no one ever disagreed with him, or if they did, they died too quickly to make it into the Book.  

Joshua does accomplish his mission, leading the people into the ‘Promised Land,’ but he demonstrates mercilessness, lack of pity, faith in ‘God and the edge of the sword.’

It does seem strange that when Gabriel appears to Mary in the Gospels and tells her she will have a child, she is told to name him, of all people, after Joshua, Yeshua, 

Perhaps the Book of Joshua is placed between the Five Books of Moses, and Judges and Samuel, when Prophecy and Nazirut flourish, to show us what happens when the ‘Jewish Problem,’ without any moderating influence, becomes the dominant issue in Judaism.  Nationalism and ethnic superiority take over.

In Joshua, the indigenous peoples of Canaan, all ‘children of Abraham,’ must have experienced the approach of the ‘children of Israel’ with the same dread, the same hopelessness, that Jews in Poland and Russia felt as the Nazis approached with the same intention, to utterly destroy all that was in the city, both man and woman, young and old.  Josh  6:21.

As it is written, do unto others as you would have them do unto you.

In the end, Joshua leaves us with a strange message,

‘Ye are witnesses against yourselves 

that ye have chosen the LORD,

to serve Him.                                                         Josh 24: 22
4. Prophecy and Nazirut in the time of the Judges

If the book of Joshua is about the Jews under an authoritarian leader, who is both without doubt, and without doubters, than Judges is a lesson about what happened when there was no ‘leader.’  

Moses, on the advice of his father-in-law, Jethro the Midianite (Beduin), had organized the people by ‘descending tens,’ i.e., tens of thousands, thousands, hundreds.  And he had appointed ‘God-fearing men’ to serve as Judges, that they might settle ‘issues’ between the people.  

This system only worked while there was a charismatic leader, first Moses, than his heir, Joshua.  And as we have seen, great effort is put into demonstrating that Joshua ‘is’ Moses, that if  God parted the Red Sea for Moses, He parted the Jordan River for Joshua.  

Without the ‘charismatic leader,’ the twelve tribes of Israel, and the people themselves, start to come apart.  And in Judges, for the first time a prophet ‘speaks,’ and a new form of Nazirut, the ‘life Nazir,’ is instituted.  

The Book makes clear that the priests are struggling to maintain whatever authority they have.  The portrayal they write of the first Life-Nazir, Samson, concentrates on his weaknesses and downfall, explores his sexual ‘perversity,’ to the point that one has to wonder: is this in the Scriptures to teach us about sexuality, or this in there to enhance the power of the Priests against a Nazir, by demeaning Samson?  For Moses has already declared that the holiness of the Nazir is equal to that of the High Priest.  

However, the Book of Judges deals with sexuality over and over, and issues of male-female relations—and for us, we see that nothing has changed in three thousand years, as Ecclesiastes says, ‘There is nothing new under the sun.’

Judges starts with a military question that consistently comes up among the Israelites:  in a fight, who will ‘go first.’  And at that time, willingness to lead the fighting men was the first requirement of a ‘ruler.’

After the death of Joshua, 

the children of Israel asked of the LORD, saying, 

“Who shall go up first for us against the Canaanites, 

to fight against them.  

And the LORD said, ‘Judah shall go up;  

behold, I have delivered the land into his hand.          Judges 1: 1-3

In understanding ‘Judges,’ it is important to understand that later, after the death of Solomon, the tribes will split into two nations, in 930 BC:  Judea, containing the tribes of Judah and Benjamin.  And Israel, the rest of the tribes, of which Ephraim (son of Joseph) was dominant.  And they have separate kings, and separate armies which fight each other, and separate versions of the Scriptures.  And the Northern Kingdom, Israel, is defeated and exiled by Sargon II in 722 BC.  The ‘lost ten tribes of Israel.’

Therefore, the Scriptures, as they are written down, are written by Jews in Judea, who never miss any opportunity to defame the Northern Kingdom, it’s ‘holy place,’

Shilo, it’s priesthood, and it’s tribes, Ephraim, Dan, etc.  The tribe of Judah, Yehuda, will come out supreme (which we why we’re called Jews, Yehudi’s).  So if there is ‘bias’ in the Book, the bias comes from ‘the sons of Judah.’

The tribe of Judah gets together with the tribe of Simeon, and go to war.  And they smote of them in Bezek ten thousand men.  Judges 1:4  No women, no children, only men.  As if things were to be less violent.  

But then they capture the king, Adoni-bezek, and cut off his thumbs and great toes…And they brought him to Jerusalem and he died there.  Judges 1: 5-7

So we see that ‘civilization’ moves slowly…

Judah’s inheritance is in the Judean hills:  Jerusalem, Hebron, and Bethlehem.  Judah fought against Jerusalem and took it, and smote it with the sword, and set the city on fire.  Judges 1:8  This, the city originally named (by the Jebusites?), Ur-salim, ‘city of peace.’  Judah then captures Hebron, and gets the Kenite relatives of Moses (Bedouins) to move east towards the Dead Sea, and together they capture Arad, Gaza, Ashkelon, and Ekron.  But he could not drive out the inhabitants of the valley because they had chariots of iron.  Judges 1:19

In the meantime, the tribe of Joseph goes up against Beth-el, and prevails.  But the tribe of Manasseh fails to conquer Beth-shean, Megiddo, etc.  (the area south of the Sea of Galilee),

but the Canaanites were resolved to dwell in that land.

And it came to pass, when Israel was waxen strong,

that they put the Canaanites to task-work,

but did in no wise drive them out.         Judges 1: 27-28

Zebulon drove not out the inhabitants of Kitron;  but the Canaanites dwelt among them, and became tributary…   Judges 1: 30

Asher drove not out the inhabitants of the Acco (Acre)…

but the Asherites dwelt among the Canaanites, the inhabitants of the land; for they did not drive them out.            Judges 1: 31-32

So from our ‘modern perspective,’ we may think that some of the tribes have become more ‘humanistic.’  But the Book says that God is angry that the Jews didn’t drive these people out, and curses the tribes who failed, saying that the people who weren’t exterminated or driven out will become unto you as snares, and their gods shall be a trap unto you. (Judges 2: 4).  

Joshua dies, and there arose another generation after them, that knew not the LORD, nor yet the work which He had wrought for Israel.  Judges 2: 10

And the children of Israel did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, and served Baalim.  Judges 2: 11

(A note on ‘wording’ in Hebrew and English.    There are two words for ‘God’ in Hebrew, Elohim, which is translated as ‘God,’ and YHVH, written as the LORD, which is said as Adonai, which in Hebrew is ‘my master.’  Both these words are ‘liturgical’ only, usually used in combination, Adonai Elohenu, ‘the LORD our God.’  In spoken Hebrew, Jews use HaShem, ‘the name,’ to refer to the Creator.

So that in Israel today, the word Adoni means ‘Mister,’ in common discourse, just as in the Scriptures, it is written as ‘my lord,’ a form of ‘address,’ (as opposed to the unsayable name of God, YHVH, which is written in Scripture, LORD.)  The word Baal means ‘master,’ (plural, baalim) but is also the word used to describe the ‘god’ of the Canaanites.  In Modern Hebrew, a Baal-bayit is a ‘master of the house,’ or a ‘landlord.’  

So if LORD is in capitals, it refers to ‘The Unknowable Name of God,’ or as He puts it to Moses, I am who I am.  When God is in capitals, it refers to The Creator.  When ‘lord’ is in lower-case, it means ‘mister,’ and when ‘god’ is lower-case, it refers to ‘any other God than ours.’  And whenever, in English, ‘He’ or ‘Him’ is capitalized, it refers to ‘God.’  For clarification…)

The Book of Judges provides it’s own summary, in Chapter Two:

And the angel of the LORD…said:

‘I have made you to go out of Egypt…

and I said: I will never break my covenant with you;

and ye shall make no covenant with the inhabitants of this land;

ye shall break down their altars;  

but ye have not hearkened unto My voice’

And the LORD raised up Judges,

who saved them out of the hand of those that spoiled them.  

And yet they hearkened not unto their judges, 

for they went astray after other gods, and worshipped them…

And when the LORD raised them up judges, 

then the LORD was with the judge, 

and saved them out of the hands of their enemies all the days of the judge…  But it came to pass, when the judge was dead, 

that they turned back, and dealt more corruptly than their fathers…

And the anger of the LORD was kindled against Israel,

and He said:  ‘Because this nation have transgressed My covenant…

I will not henceforth drive out any from before them 

of the nations that Joshua left when he died…

So the LORD left those nations, without driving them out hastily,

 neither delivered He them into the hand of Joshua.  Judges 2:20-23

And the children of Israel dwelt among the Canaanites, 

the Hittites,…and the Jebusites;  

and they took their daughters to be their wives, 

and gave their own daughters to their sons, 

and served their gods.                                 Judges 3: 5-6

And Israel did evil, and God was angry, and a foreign king is over them for eight years, and the children of Israel cried unto the LORD, and 

the LORD raised up a savior to the children of Israel, 

who saved them, 

even Othniel the son of Kenaz, Caleb’s younger brother.  

And the spirit of the LORD came upon him, and he judged Israel, 

and he went out to war…and his hand prevailed…

And the land had rest forty years.  

And Othniel the son of Kenaz died.  

And the children of Israel again did that which was evil 

in the sight of the LORD.  Judges 3: 9

And so the LORD sends Eglon the king of Moab against Israel…

And he gathered unto him the children of Ammon and Amalek;

and he went and smote Israel…

and the children of Israel served Eglon the king of Moab eighteen years.  But when the children of Israel cried…the LORD raised them up a savior, Ehud the son of Gera, the Benjaminite, 

a man left-handed.                            Judges 3: 12-15    

We saw, at the beginning of Joshua, that as the Israelites came out of the desert, they finally acquired the materials, or the technology, for circumcision.  And instead of being killed by ‘the sword,’ people are now killed ‘by the edge of the sword.’  There is technological change going on.  The ‘Bronze Age’ is just about to end, and the ‘Iron Age’ to start.  

We know that in the case of chariots, the Israelites did not have them, and as late as King David’s time, the Philistines were actively trying to prevent the Israelites from acquiring the necessary technology.  But Ehud, a left-handed Benjaminite, makes a new weapon, with which he kills Eglon, and subdued Moab.    

And Ehud made him a sword which had two edges, of a cubit length…

And Ehud said, ‘I have a message from God unto thee.’  

And Ehud…took the sword…and thrust it into his belly.      Judges 3: 16-21

So is Ehud’s judgeship.  And the land had rest fourscore years.  

And after him was Shamgar the son of Anath, 

who smote of the Philistines six hundred men with an oxgoad; 

and he also saved Israel.  

And the children of Israel again did that which was evil…

and the LORD gave them over into the hand of Jabin king of Canaan, 

that reigned in Hazor;  the captain of whose host was Sisera..

And the children of Israel cried unto the LORD, 

for he had nine hundred chariots of iron;  

and twenty years he mightly oppressed the children of Israel.  Judges 4: 1-3

Following Joshua’s death, Jabin, and his general Sisera, unite the Canaanites in the North of the Land (Galilee to Mt. Hermon).  The Northern tribes are too weak to resist, and they request help from Ephraim and Manesseh.  

Now Deborah, a prophetess…she judged Israel at that time.

And she sat under the palm tree…in the hill country of Ephraim,

and the children of Israel came up to her for judgement.  Judges 4: 1-5

And she sent and called Barak the son of Abinoam…

and said unto him: ‘Hath not the LORD, the God of Israel, commanded,

saying:  Go and draw towards mount Tabor,

and take with thee ten thousand men…

And I will draw unto thee to the brook of Kishon Sisera,

the captain of Jabin’s army, with his chariots and multitude,

and I will deliver him into thy hand.  Judges 4: 6-7

And Barak said unto her, ‘If thou wilt go with me, then I will go, 

but if thou wilt not go with me, I will not go.’  

And she said, ‘I will surely go with thee; 

notwithstanding the journey that thou takest shall not be for thy honour; 

for the LORD will give Sisera over into the hand of a woman.’  Judges 4: 8-9

Barak took ten thousand men from Zebulun and Naftali, up Mount Tabor (next to Nazareth), and Deborah went with him.  And they defeat Sisera, and all his chariots , and Sisera escapes, and hides in the tent of Jael (‘Blessed among women shall Jael be’  Judges 5:24), who has invited him in, given him a bottle of milk, promised to protect him from Barak, and then 

went softly unto him, 

and smote the (tent) pin into his temples;…

so he swooned and died.  Judges 4: 21

And Deborah, both a Prophetess and a Judge, celebrates Barak’s victory with a tribute to the people who fought for him:  Nazirs.

Then sang Deborah and Barak…on that day, saying:

When men let grow their hair in Israel,’

When the people offer themselves willingly,

Bless ye the LORD.            Judges 5: 1-3

(Author’s Note on Deborah and Hair:

In the writing of this, I reached the moment where I realized that the version of Scriptures I myself have always read, the Jewish Publication Society version, originally of 1917, says that Deborah sang, When men let grow their hair in Israel, when the people offer themselves willingly...  Judges 5:2  
The authorized King James Version of the ‘Old Testament’ gives this same passage as the avenging of Israel, when the people willingly offered themselves...  

In my English/Hebrew version, The Holy Scriptures, 1992, Koren Publishers, Jerusalem, it says in time of tumultuous strife in Yisra’el, when the people willingly offered themselves…

The American Bible Society’s Holy Bible, Today’s English Version, says the Israelites were determined to fight;  the people gladly volunteered…

And going back to the Hebrew/English versions, this time Judaica Press’s “Judges, a New English Translation,” 1991, it says:  When breeches are made in Israel, when the people offer themselves willingly…With a long ‘commentary’ on what is meant by ‘breeches,’ in which it says that this is ‘Rashi’s interpretation.’  

This is a lot of discrepancy, from ‘hair’ to ‘strife’ to ‘avenge’ to ‘fight’ to ‘breeches.’  Jews don’t agree with Jews, Christians don’t agree with Christians.

So it was necessary to go back to the original.  The word in question, in Hebrew letters, is peh rosh yud vav ayin, PRYVOA, ‘puh-ro-a.’  

Like any amateur, I started with the word ‘hair,’ English to Hebrew, in the dictionary I used in Israel, “The Masada Student Dictionary” 1978, Ramat Gan.  It gives two words, sah-ar, Shin Ayin Rosh SAR, and nee-mah, nun yud mem heh, NMH.  Neither is anywhere near the word used in Judges, PRYVOA.  All my other English/Hebrew dictionaries agreed.

The only thing left was to find the word in a Hebrew/English dictionary.  Mine has always been “The New Functional Hebrew-English Dictionary”  1958, Ktav, New York.

Here we find the word puh-roa, peh rosh vav heh, PRVA.  This is as close as the dictionary can get to our word, in spelling, PRYVOA to PRVA, phonetically, puh-ro-a to puh-roa.  
And the word puh-ro-a means ‘”fur.”  And the next half of the sentence, everyone agrees on, from when the people offer themselves willingly to the people gladly volunteered.  Out of the five versions of Judges that I own, four use the word offer.  
And we know the connection between ‘offering oneself,’ or ‘consecrating oneself unto the LORD,’ with long-hair, in the Vow of the Nazir.  So we have a passage in Scripture where the actual wording in Hebrew, to the eyes of this innocent, is “When men’s fur grows long, when they willingly offer themselves.”  
Given the context in which the word is used, we are forced to agree with the Jewish Publication Society, and disagree with Rashi!  It was ‘hair’ that grew, not ‘avenging, strife, fighting, or breeches.  We understand that Jewish scholars may have thought ‘men’s fur grew long,’ is equivalent to ‘his fur was up,’ and translated it as strife, avenging, and fighting.  

But given the connection between fur/hair, and ‘offering oneself’ and Nazirut, it should have been clear to everyone that ‘fur growing’ meant ‘hair growing,’ not ‘strife growing.’  

Which raises the questions:  why does Rashi, the leading commentator on the Scriptures, insist that the word means ‘breaches,’ as in ‘breaches in the people means strife.’  Was he deliberately trying to ‘reduce the role’ of Nazirs, as we see coming from Jewish Authorities since the time of the Judges?  

And, if one owns five versions of Scriptures, and only one translates the word in accordance with a Hebrew dictionary, and if you couldn’t read Hebrew at all, there’s no way you could find out who was right, than what’s going on?  

It is easy to see why ‘intelligent people’ often disrespect anything connected with ‘the Bible.’  And it is a terrible shame.)

Deborah brings peace in the North, but in the South, the Midianites are attacking, and when the children of Israel cried unto the LORD because of Midian,

that the LORD sent a prophet unto the children of Israel, “but ye have not hearkened unto my voice.”  Judges 6: 7-10  This second mention of prophecy (Deborah first) leads directly into the enigmatic story of Gideon.

Gideon sees an ‘angel of the LORD,’ and is told to go fight Midian directly by God.  But Gideon is distrustful, to say the least.  

Gideon was beating out wheat in the winepress,

And the angel of the LORD appeared unto him, and said unto him,

‘The LORD is with thee thou mighty man of valour.’  Judges 6:12

And the LORD turned toward him, and said, ‘Go in this thy might, and save Israel from the hand of Midian, have not I sent thee?  And he said, Oh my lord (sic), wherewith shall I save Israel?  Behold, my family is the poorest in Manesseh, and I am the least in my father’s house.’  Judges 6: 15

Then show me a sign that is thou (sic) that talkest with me.  Judges 6: 15

And Gideon made ready a kid, and unleavened cakes of meal…

and there came up fire out of the rock, and consumed the flesh and the unleavened cakes.  Judges 6:21

And Gideon saw that he was an angel of the LORD,

and Gideon said, ‘Alas, o Lord GOD! (sic)
forasmuch as I have seen the angel of the LORD face to face.’

And the LORD said unto him:  

‘Peace be unto thee, fear not;  thou shalt not die.’  Judges 6: 22-23

Gideon still doubts, asks for another sign.

If there be dew on the fleece only, and it be dry upon all the ground,

then shall I know that Thou wilt save Israel by my hand, 

as Thou hast spoken.

And it was so;  …on the morrow (he) pressed the fleece together, and wrung dew out of the fleece, a bowlful of water.

And Gideon said unto God:

‘Let not Thine anger be kindled against me,

and I will speak but this once:

let me make trial, I pray Thee, but this once with the fleece;

let it be dry only up on the fleece, and upon all the ground let there be dew.

And God did so that night, for it was dry upon the fleece only, and there was dew on all the ground.  Judges 6: 37-40

God tells Gideon he has gathered too many men from the tribes “to give the Midianites into their hand, lest Israel vaunt themselves against Me, saying: Mine own hand hath saved me.’  Judges 7:2

So Gideon reduces his force to only three hundred men, those who lapped water like a dog, and is told to go down upon the camp…

But if thou fear… And Gideon fears, and takes his servant with him, as he’d been told.  After seeing the enemy, Gideon gets his three hundred men, and he goes down with empty pitchers, and torches within the pitchers.  Judges 7: 16  

And they’re told Blow ye the horns…and say:  For the LORD and for Gideon.’  Judges 7:18  And in the camp, at night, they break the pitchers, exposing the torches inside, and blow their horns, and the Midianites run away.

And Zeeb they slew at the Winepress of Zeeb

and pursued Midian;  and they brought the heads of Oreb and Zeeb to Gideon beyond the Jordan.  Judges  7: 25  

Of the Midianities, 120,000 are killed, with only 15,000 surviving.

Gideon is asked ‘Rule over us, both thou and thy son.’  

And Gideon said, ‘I will not rule over you..

the LORD shall rule over you’  Judges 8: 23

But Gideon does keep his ‘eyes on the prize.’  Ye give me every man the ear-rings of his spoil.’—For they had golden ear-rings, because they were Ishmaelites.  Judges 8: 24  Gideon gets 1,700 shekels in gold.  (8: 26).

And Gideon made an ephod thereof,

and put it in his city, even if Ophrah

and all Israel went astray after it there;

and it became a snare unto Gideon and to all his house.  Judges 8: 27

And the land had rest for forty years in the days of Gideon.  Judges 8:28

And Gideon had threescore and ten sons of his body begotten,

for he had many wives.

And his concubine that was in Shechem

she also bore him a son, and called his name Abimelech   Judges 8: 31

And it came to pass, as soon as Gideon was dead,

that the children of Israel again went astray after the baalim  Judges 8: 33

And Abimelech the son of Jerubbabel (Gideon) went to Shechem

unto his mother’s brethren, and spoke with them..

‘Which is better for you,

that all the sons of Jerubbabel who are threescore and ten persons, 

rule over you, or that one rule over you?’  

Remember also that I am your bone and your flesh.’  Judges  9: 12

And the men Shechem give him seventy pieces of silver, wherewith Abimelech hired vain and light fellows, who followed him.  Judges 9: 4

And he went into his father’s house at Ophrah, and slew his brethren…but Jotham the youngest son…hid himself.  Judges  9: 5

And all the men of Shechem assembled themselves together…and went and made Abimelech King.  Judges 9: 6

Jotham, the brother who escaped, goes Shechem, and makes a speech, in which he uses a parable of trees to illustrate what Abimelech has done, i.e. usurp the ‘throne,’ and he speaks in ‘prophetic terms,’ i.e., as a conduit between man and God.  
‘Hearken unto me, ye men of Shechem, that God may hearken unto you.

The trees went forth on a time to anoint a king over them;

and they said unto the olive-tree” Reign thou over us.

But the olive-tree said unto them:  Should I leave my fatness,

seeing that by me they honour God and man, 

and go to hold sway over the trees?…

And the trees said to the vine, Come thou, and reign over us.

And the vine said unto them:  Should I leave my wine, 

which cheereth God and man, and go to hold sway over the trees? 

                                                                                                Judges 9: 8-12

Jotham goes on to curse his half-brother, let fire come out from the men of Shechem…and devour Abimelech.  And Jotham ran away…for fear of Abimelech, his brother.  Judges 9: 20-21

Abimelech is making many enemies, and with one of them, Gaal, who goes to Shechem and speaks against Abimelech, he uses a warfare technique not previously described:  Abimelech rose up, and the people that were with him, from the ambushment.  Judges 9: 35  While many people have gotten ‘ambushed’ already in Scriptures, this is the first time it is identified as a tactic, with a name.

Abimelech continues to try to rule Shechem, attacks the city, and uses ‘chemical warfare’ for the first time in Scripture:   (he) fought against the city all that day;  and he took the city, and slew the people that were therein; and he beat down the city, and sowed it with salt.  Judges 9:45

Abimelech conquers Shechem, and the priests, ‘men of the tower of Shechem,’ are all burnt alive.  And he goes on to attack the next city, Thebez, where the people also go into a tower.  And here Judges gets back into it’s revelations about relations between men and women.

Abimelech went close unto the door of the tower,

to burn it with fire.

And a certain woman cast an upper millstone upon Abimelech’s head,

and broke his skull.  Then he called hastily unto…his armour-bearer, 

and said unto him, 

‘Draw thy sword, and kill me, that men not say of me:

‘A woman slew him.’  And his young man thrust him through and he died.

Thus God requited the wickedness of Abimelech,

which he did unto his father, in slaying his seventy brethren.  Judges 9: 56

Abimelech (his Hebrew name means ‘father of the king’) is an extremely minor character in Scripture;  few people today would know anything about him.  But in this story are introduced two new advances in warfare:  ‘ambushment,’ and ‘sowing with salt.’  And another issue in ‘sexual awareness,’ that women do fight against men (Deborah had gone out to battle along with Barak), but that it is a disgrace for a man to be beaten by a woman;  a disgrace so bad that even a man who’s just had a millstone break his skull, can maintain consciousness and clarity long enough to arrange to have himself stabbed.  

But the true critical element in the story of Abimelech is that it’s about intermarriage, and the resulting children.  There has been, among the Jewish people, always, a great fear of intermarriage, with resultant rejection of children whose mother’s are not themselves Jewish.  And while Gideon had seventy sons by his wives, he had one son by a Canaanite, Abimelech.

So why does Scripture devote so much time to the story of Abimelech, a man of no importance?  Because he is a lesson, a parable, a warning about what happens when Jews and Arabs mix together, marry, have children.  The children, by Jewish Law, or halacha. are automatically excluded from ‘the children of Israel.’  So when they grow up, they are possibly going to be among the worst enemies Israel has to face.  

Abimelech is not included in Scripture because he was a Prophet, or a Nazir, or Priest, or ‘man of valour.’  He is in scripture as the example of ‘half-Jew, half-Arab.’  

The one thing the passages on Abimelech do tell us, relevant to Nazirut and Prophecy, in Jotham’s parable of the vine, is that wine…cheereth God and man.

And after Abimelech there arose to save Israel Tola the son of Puah…

And he judged Israel twenty and three years, and died.  Judges 10: 1

After arose Jair, the Gileadite, and he judged Israel twenty and two years.. and Jair died.   Judges 10: 3-5

The Ammonites fought against the tribes East of the Jordan, then crossed over to fight Judah, Benjamin, and Ephraim.  And the people…said one to another, ‘What man is he that will begin to fight the children of Ammon:  

he shall be head over all the inhabitants of Gilead.’    Judges 10: 18  

Again, it is the issue of ‘who will begin to fight,’ who has the courage to lead from the front, to strike the first blow?  This is the person fit to be ‘the leader.’  The people of Gilead need one desperately, and as so often happens, the next ‘hero’ will be someone born out of wedlock, or to a lesser-wife or servant (starting with Ishmael), whose siblings have rejected him:

Now Jephthah the Gileadite was a might man of valour,

and he was the son of a harlot;

And Gilead begat Jephthah.

And Gilead’s wife born him sons;

and when his wife’s grew up they drove out Jephthah, 

and said unto him:

‘Thou shalt not inherit in our father’s house;

for thou art the son of another woman.”            Judges 11: 1-2

The people try to convince him, Come and be our chief, that we may fight…Judges 11: 6  And Jephthah reminds them,

‘Did ye not hate me, and drive me out of my father’s house?’  Judges 11:7

But Jephthah does desperately want to be the ‘head,’ and he agrees.

And Jephthah said:  If ye bring me back home 

to fight with the children of Ammon, and the LORD deliver them before me, I will be your head.                                               Judges 11: 8-9

This is all an introduction to a ‘parable’ about the danger of making ‘vow.’  For the priesthood is always threatened by ‘lay-people,’ both Prophets, and Nazir’s who have taken vows.  Jephthah wants to win this battle so desperately that he makes a ‘reckless vow,’ to sacrifice to the LORD whoever comes out of his home first to greet him, if he wins the battle.  (see Jephthah under ‘Who is Jesus,’ vows, page          ).

And after the battle, it is his only daughter who greets him, and whom he has to sacrifice, because he vowed a vow unto the LORD.  According to Scripture, an outcast illegitimate son has to kill his virgin daughter, because in redeeming himself, he vowed a vow.  

A bereaved Jephthah is now head of the tribe of Gilead.  And at this time, civil war between the Israelite tribes begins in earnest.  Jephthah has fought the Ammonites, and now the tribe of Ephraim comes against him, saying, 

‘Wherefore didst thou pass over to fight against the children of Ammon, 

and didst not call us to go with thee?  

We will burn thy house upon thee with fire.            Judges 12: 1

They fight, and Gilead beats Ephraim and Gilead took the fords of the Jordan and any man who couldn’t pronounce Shibboleth they slew him at the fords of the Jordan, and there fell at that time, of Ephraim forty and two thousand.       

                                                                                   Judges 12: 5-6

As a child, in Hebrew school, I remember this story being presented as one of ‘cleverness,’ since the Hebrew letter shin can be pronounced as ‘s’ or as ‘sh.’  But it was not pointed out that this was a case of one tribe of Jews tricking (and killing) another tribe of fellow Jews.

And Jephthah judged Israel six years.  Judges 12: 7

Then came Judges from Bethlehem (seven years), Elon the Zebulonite (ten years), and Abdon the son of Hillel the Pirathonite judged Israel…eight years…Judges 12: 14.  

And the children of Israel did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD,

and the LORD delivered them into the hand of the Philistines forty years.    

                                                                                                      Judges 13: 1

We have to assume that God was getting really tired of the ‘children of Israel.’  After two charismatic leaders, attempts to unify the tribes, and a series of Judges, the people continue to disappoint.  

So it is now that God intervenes, and Himself establishes a new form of Nazirut, the ‘Life-Nazir,’ one who is ‘dedicated to the LORD’ before birth, and upon whom the Vows of the Nazir will apply all their lives.  

And this new ‘institution,’ in which people have children for the purpose of ‘changing things,’ of ‘bringing Redemption,’ is a great threat to the Priesthood.  And so this story, of Samson, the first ‘Life-Nazir,’ is extremely biased.  And as is so often the case, immorality and sexuality are used to demean Samson.  

While Samson himself may accomplish nothing, beyond ‘judging Israel forty years,’ he will be followed by another Life-Nazir who introduces ‘kingship,’ Samuel.  

And after a thousand years, another Life-Nazir, John the Baptist, will introduce another version of what many consider to be ‘Kingship.’  So Samson, the details of his ‘story,’ and of his ‘nazirut,’ are important to understanding what will follow.  

And there was a certain man of Zorah, of the family of the Danites,

whose name was Manoah;  and his wife was barren, and bore not.

And the angel of the LORD appeared unto the woman, and said unto her:

Behold now, thou art barren and hast not borne;

but thou shalt conceive and bear a son.

Now, therefore beware, I pray thee

and drink no wine nor strong drink,

and eat not any unclean thing.

For, lo, thou shalt conceive and bear a son;

and no razor shall come upon his head;

for the child shall be Nazirite unto God from the womb;

and he shall begin to save Israel out of the hands of the Philistines.’  

                                                                                               Judges 13: 2-6

Then the woman came and told her husband, saying,

A man of God came unto me, and his countenance was like the countenance of the angel of God, very terrible; …but he said unto me,

thou shalt bear a son, and now drink no wine nor strong drink,

and eat not any unclean thing, for the child shall be a Nazirite unto God from the womb to the day of his death.                              Judges  13: 6-7

The mother of Samson did make clear, unlike the angel, that from the womb means to the day of his death.

And his mother gets his father, Manoah, to ‘see the angel,’ and asks him, what shall be done with the child?  Judges  13: 12

“Of all that I said unto the woman let her beware.

She may not eat of any thing that cometh of the grapevine, 

neither let her drink wine or strong drink.   

Manoah wants to hear more, and tries to ‘detain’ the angel by offering a baby goat, and the angel has to tell him, if thou wilt make a burnt offering, thou must offer it unto the LORD.

For Manoah knew not that he was the angel of the LORD.  Judges 13: 16

Manoah makes his offering, the angel rises in the flames and disappears, and the angel of the LORD did no more appear to Manoah or to his wife.  

                                                                                               Judges 13: 21

And the woman bore a son and named him Samson.          Judges 14: 1

And in the very next line, without so much as a childhood, Samson is chasing after women.  And Samson went down to Timmah,

and saw a woman of Timmah of the daughters of the Philistines,

and he came up and told his father and mother…

get her me to wife                                                             …Judges 14: 1-2

‘Is there never a woman among the daughters of they brethren…

that thou goest to take a wife of the uncircumcised Philistines?

(note:  of all the peoples around Canaan, Moab, Edom, Ammon, etc., all were ‘children of Abraham,’ and ‘children of the covenant,’ and thus circumcised.  Only the Philistines, who’d come from Greece, were not)

But his father and mother knew not that it was of the LORD,

for he sought an occasion against the Philistines…

Now at that time the Philistines had rule over Israel.         Judges 14: 4

Then Samson went down…and behold a young lion roared against him…

and he rent the lion as one would have rent a kid…

and he went down and talked with the woman, 

and she pleased Samson well.  

After a while he returned to take her, 

and he turned aside to see the carcass of the lion;

and behold, there was a swarm of bees in the body of the lion, and honey.

And he scraped it out into his hands, and went on, eating as he went, 

and he came to his father and mother, and he gave unto them;  

and they did eat;

but he told them not that he had scraped the honey

out of the body of the lion.                                                     Judges 14: 5-9

Here, in just five verses from Judges, Samson went down to see his Philistine woman, a transgression, and he kills a lion; and after he ‘took her,’ he finds that bees have already swarmed into the lion’s body, and made honey.  Samson doesn’t question the ‘miraculous’ nature of something happening so quickly, is blind to the possibility of ‘being tested.’  

Instead, he scrapes out the honey, and not only eats it, he went on, eating as he went.  Even his table-manners are criticized.  But Samson knows that he cannot eat anything unclean;  that as a Nazir, he has to avoid ritual impurity, and nothing is more unclean than a dead body;  and food from a dead body—the ultimate betrayal of all the ‘food commandments.’  His mother, and his father, were both warned explicitly that he was not to eat anything ‘unclean.’

And not only does Samson violate the ‘Kosher Laws,’ he gives the ‘unclean food’ to his unsuspecting parents, and they also eat it, and thus also violate the Laws.  To eat the honey was wrong;  to feed it to his parents was ‘hurting others.’  So we see that Samson has ‘weak character.’

Samson continues down this path.  He’s getting ready for his wedding, And Samson made there a feast;  for so used the young men to do.   Judges 4: 10  Everyone knows that whatever ‘young men do’ is always ‘wrong.’  And at the feast, Samson gives his Philistine friends a challenge:  solve a riddle, and he’ll them all new clothes to wear to the wedding.  

And the riddle which Samson gives to the Philistine is “the secret of his uncleanliness.’  He tells them the story of the lion and the honey, in a riddle,

Out of the eater came forth food, 

And out of the strong came forth sweetness.   Judges 14: 14

Samson has a ‘need to get caught.’  It will dominate his life, literally.

And they could not in three days declare the riddle.

And it came to pass on the seventh day (the Sabbath, another violation)

that they said unto Samson’s wife:

‘Entice thy husband, that he may declare unto us the riddle

lest we burn thee and thy father’s house with fire…

And Samson’s wife wept before him, and said,

‘Thou dost but hate me, and love me not;

Thou hast put foth a riddle…and wilt thou not tell it me?’

And he said unto her,

Behold, I have not told my father nor my mother, 

and shall I tell thee?’

And she wept before him seven days, while their feast lasted;

and it came to pass on the seventh day, that he told her,

because she pressed him sore;  

and she told the riddle to the children of her people.   Judges 14: 14-18

Samson can be enticed, and manipulated by the ‘wiles of women,’ their crying, their saying ‘you don’t love me,’ etc.  And when Samson hears the Philistines explain the riddle, he immediately knows his wife has betrayed him, and he makes a very vulgar reply to them:  ‘If ye had not plowed with my heifer, 

Ye had not found out my riddle.

And the spirit of the LORD came mightly upon him,

and he went down to Ashkelon (just north of Gaza) 

and smote thirty men of them, and took their spoils 

and gave the changes of rainment unto them that declared the riddle.  

And his anger was kindled.    Judges 13: 18-19

Samson is a young man.  He is deceitful with his parents and the honey;  and he gets deceived by his wife with the riddle.  Along with all of his previous faults, 

deceit and anger are now added.

Samson goes to visit his wife.  But Samson’s wife was given to his companion, whom he had had for his friend.   Judges 13: 14-20

And when his father-in-law says he has given her away, ‘I verily thought that thou hadst utterly hated her;  therefore I gave her to thy companion; is not her younger sister fairer than she?

And Samson replies, ‘This time I shall be quits with the Philistine, 

when I do them a mischief.’              Judges 15: 7

In saying he will be ‘quits with the Philistines,’ he is admitted that his behavior has been inappropriate, even treasonous.  But he thinks a ‘mischief,’ and this episode will end.  So he catches three-hundred foxes, ties their tails together in twos, attaches torches to the tails, and set them loose in the Philistines fields, and they burnt up both the shocks and the standing corn, and also the olive yards. 

                                                             Judges 15: 5

And the Philistines came up and burnt her (his wife) and her father with fire.      

                                                                                                       Judges 15: 6

Then the Philistines come up into Judah, and tell them to bind Samson are we come up, to do to him as he hath done to us.  Judges 15: 10  The men of Judah find Samson, and tell him, we are come down to bind thee.  Samson asks them not to kill him themselves, and they reply, No, but we will bind thee fast, and deliver thee into their hand.

And they bound him with new ropes…

When they came unto Lehi, the Philistines shouted as they met him;

and the spirit of the LORD came mightly upon him,

and the ropes that were upon his arms 

became as flax that was burnt with fire, 

and his bands dropped from off his hands.  

And found a new jawbone of an ass,…

and smote a thousand men therewith.

He cast away the jawbone out of his hand;

and that place was called Ramath (the hill of) Lehi.   Judges 15: 13-17

One thing to note is the repetition of the words ‘bound’ and ‘bind.’  This is a ‘fatal issue’ for Samson.  The attention to details is notable, e.g., a jawbone has to be new if it’s to be a weapon;  one that has dried in the sun will break easily.

Another detail:  the place where the ‘jawbone’ incident occurred is Lehi.  In pre-Independence Jewish Palestine, one of the two radical underground terrorist groups was the Freedom Fighters for Israel, (also called ‘the Stern Gang,’ after their founder, Avraham Stern.)  Freedom Fighters for Israel in Hebrew is Lohamey Heruth Israel, for which the acronym is ‘Lehi,’ the name by which the group was known within Palestine.

And he (Samson) judged Israel in the days of the Philistines twenty years.           

                                                                                                    Judges  25: 20

And Samson went to Gaza, and saw there a harlot,

and went in unto her.   Judges 16: 1

The Gazans lay in wait for him all night…saying: 

Let be till morning light, then we will kill him.  

And Samson lay till midnight, and arose at midnight,

and laid hold of the doors of the gates of the city…

and plucked them up…and put them on his shoulders…Judges 16:3

And it came to pass afterwards that he loved a woman 

in the valley of Sorek, whose name was Delilah.

And the lords of the Philistines said unto her:

‘Entice him, and see wherein his great strength lieth,

and by what means we may prevail against him,

that we may bind him to afflict him.

Whereas in the past the Philistines wanted to kill Samson, they have now gotten so angry that they want to keep him alive and ‘afflict him.’  They want to bind him, and torture him.

And Delilah said to Samson: ‘Tell me, I pray thee, wherein thy great strength lieth, and wherewith thou mightest be bound to afflict thee.’

The woman is saying, ‘tell me how I can tie you up and torture you.’  And for Samson, this is a yearning that cannot overcome.  He plays the game with her.

And Samson said unto her, 

‘If they bind me with seven fresh bow-strings..

then shall I become weak…  Judges 15: 7

And he allows Delilah to ‘bind him,’ not knowing that she has Philistines hiding in the house, waiting.  And he lies there all tied up, and she yells that the Philistines are coming, and he gets up and breaks the bonds.  And Delilah is angry with him,

Behold, that hast mocked me, and told me lies,

now tell me, I pray thee, wherewith thou mightest be bound.

And he said unto her,

‘If they only bind me with new ropes…

So Delilah took new ropes, and bound him therewith…

and he broke them…

‘Hitherto thou hast mocked me, and told me lies…

tell me wherewith thou mighest be bound.’

And he said unto her, ‘If thou weavest the seven locks of my head with the web.’  And she fastened it with the pin…(and he) plucked away the pin of the beam, and the web.

And she said unto him, ‘How canst thou say: I love thee, when they heart is not with me?  Thou hast mocked me three times…

And it came to pass, when she pressed daily with her words, and urged him, that his soul was vexed unto death.

And he told her all his heart, and said unto her:

‘There hath not come a razor upon my head;

for I have been a Nazirite unto God from my mother’s womb;

if I be shaved, then my strength will go from me…

And she made him sleep upon her knees;

and she called for a man,

and had the seven locks of his head shaven off;

and she began to afflict him, and his strength went from him.

And she said: ‘The Philistines are upon thee Samson.’

But he knew not that the LORD was departed from him.

And the Philistines laid hold upon him, and put out his eyes;

and they brought him down to Gaza,

and bound him with fetters of brass;  and he did grind in the prison-house.  Howbeit the hair of his head began to grow again after he was shaven.

                                                                                     Judges 16: 16-23

Samson pushes his grind-stone like a donkey, his hair grows, the Philistines gather at their Temple to make fun of him, and he stands between the pillars, gets his strength back, pushes them apart, the building falls in on him and them,

So the dead that he slew at his death (three thousand people)

were more than they he slew in all his life.  

And he judged Israel twenty years.   Judges  16: 31

Samson, known popularly as ‘the strongest man in history,’ has a weakness for playing the passive role in bondage and sado-masochistic games with women.  And he manages, until he finally loved a woman, and she uses his ‘sexual weakness’ to overcome him.  Further, he has killed a lion;  killed thirty men in Gaza;  lifted up the gates of Gaza on his shoulders;  killed one thousand men;  burnt some fields.  Compared with even weaklings like Gideon, he killed few, and did little ‘burning.’  And if he judged Israel twenty years, it is likely that he was counted as a Judge from birth, since he was a Nazir from birth.  And that he died when was twenty.  Given potential, achieved nothing.

What follows is one of the strangest passages in Scripture.  It’s purpose appears to be to justify what happened, by explaining the past.  And to justify what is going to happen:  Kings will take over as leaders, leaving Prophets and Nazirs to the ‘spiritual realm,’ from which they can criticize government, but not organized armed rebellions.  Or so it was hoped.

Torah Passages are given names;  e.g., the portion containing Ezekiel’s vision of Heaven is named Merkava,’the chariot.’  The portion where Abraham binds Isaac is called the Akeida;  and this portion of Judges should be referred to as Shoah, ‘the Holocaust.’

What happened, simply put, was that the tribe of Ephraim, having fought Judah and lost (‘shibboleth’), turned on the weakest of the tribes, Benjamin, who were southwest of Judah (Hebron) in Bethlehem.  And a genocide occurred—the entire tribe of Benjamin were killed;  only six hundred remained alive, hiding in rocks.

And so the twelve tribes, the twelve sons of Jacob, are reduced to eleven.  And afterward this was seen as a mistake, extermination had been so successful that a Jewish tribe no longer existed, could not ‘regenerate’ because there were no survivors, no ‘saving remnant.’  

So to rectify the absolute genocide of a tribal brother, the Israelites turn on a city of Gilead (resentment towards Gilead because of Gideon?), and they commit another genocide, another extermination, except this time they save the virgins, to give to the six hundred survivors of Benjamin that they might reproduce and become a tribe again.

But the tribe of Benjamin has in face disappeared, into the much stronger tribe of Judah, and their country would be called ‘Judea’ when the nation splits in two after Solomon’s death.

A foretaste of the Holocaust happened in Bethlehem.  As in today’s Poland, no Jews.  So in the Judge’s Canaan: no more children of Benjamin.  

And to justify the genocide of Jews by Jews, the story of Sodom and Gomorrah is invoked, almost line for line, to ‘justify a Holocaust.’  Sodom was utterly destroyed by God for the ultimate in sexual/power assaults:  any strange man who comes to town gets raped by all the other men in town.  Obviously, women never travel alone, ever.

So that directly following Samson, an illustration of how the Nazir, one of the individual forces in Judaism (as opposed to the communal, and the priestly) can be negated by sexual desire, is an explanation of how Israel falls so low as to act like Sodomites, so low as to entirely destroy a fellow tribe of Jews, so low as to use remorse as an excuse for more kidnapping and rape of other Jews.

The purpose of the Book, beyond telling us ‘history,’ is to prepare the ground for the coming of the institution that should have ‘united the people,’ Kings.

But, one has to wonder, what doe mean that Jewish Scripture contains such an anguished, detailed, and allegorical story of Genocide and Holocaust, three thousand years ago?  Perhaps what was taken as ‘questionable history’ should have been seen as a ‘parable,’ in which a King will emerge from Bethlehem to lead the Jews.  First comes David…

If there is a true prophet in Judges, it is the Book itself, which tells the future, our own present.

Because Holocaust and Genocide are such critical and sensitive subjects for us all, Scripture will tell it’s own story:

In those days there was no king in Israel,

every man did that which was right in his eyes.

A man named Micah (not the Prophet), of the tribe of Ephraim, makes graven and molten images, an Ephod, and Teraphim, and consecrated one of his sons who became his priest.  Judges 17: 5-6

and Micah gets a Levite to become his priest.  He says to him, ‘Dwell with me, and be unto me a father and priest.’  Judges 17: 10.:

And they took that which Micah had made, 

and the priest whom he had, and came unto Laish,

unto a people quiet and secure, and smote them with the edge of the sword; and they burnt the city with fire…

And the children of Dan (Samson’s tribe) 

set up for themselves a graven image;  and Jonathan the son of Gershom, the son of Manasseh, he and his sons were priests to the tribe of Danites until the day of the captivity of the land.  So we know this was written, or edited, after the destruction and exile of Israel, the Northern Kingdom (780 BC ??)

So they set them up Micah’s graven image which he made,

all the time that the house of God was in Shiloh.   Judges 18: 27:31

And it came to pass in those days, when there was no king in Israel, 

that there was a certain Levite…

who took to him a concubine out of Beth-lehem in Judah…  

And his concubine played the harlot against him 

and went away from him unto her father’s house to Beth-lehem in Judah…

and her husband arose, and went after her, to speak kindly unto her, 

to bring her back, having his servant with him and a couple of asses.

And she brought him into her father’s house, and he rejoiced to meet him.

                                                                                                Judges 19: 1-3

And her father persuades the unnamed man to stay, three times he gets him to prolong his visit.  They finally leave, he and his concubine, and they are traveling past Jerusalem, which in that time was a city of the Jebusites, and try to reach a ‘Jewish city.’

‘We will not turn aside into the city of a foreigner, 

that is not of the children of Israel, but we will pass over to Gibeah…  

And they turned...to go lodge in Gibea.  

And behold, there came an old man…

now the man was of the hill-country of Ephraim, 

and he sojourned in Gibeah; but the men of the place were Benjaminites…and the old man said: ‘whither goest thou, 

and whence comest thou? 

‘We are passing from Beth-lehem in Judah unto the farther side 

of the hill-country of Ephraim, for thence am I…  

and there is no man that taketh me into his house…  

Yet there is both straw and provender for our asses, 

and there is bread and wine also for me…  

And the old man said, ‘Peace be unto thee;  

let all thy wants lie upon me;  only lodge not in the broadplace.’ 

So he brought them into his house…and they did eat and drink…

and as they were making their hearts merry, 

behold, the men of the city, 

certain base fellows beset the house round about, beating at the door, 

and they spoke to the master of the house, the old man, saying,

‘Bring forth the man that came into your house, that we may know him.

And the man, the master of the house, went out unto them 

and said unto them:  Nay, my brethren, I pray you, 

do not so wickedly, seeing that this man is come into my house, 

do not this wanton deed.  

Behold, here is my daughter a virgin, and his concubine;  

I will bring them out now, and humble ye them, 

and do with them what seemeth good unto you;

but unto this man do not so wanton a thing.’

But the men would not hearken to him;

so the man laid hold on his concubine, and brought her forth unto them;

and they knew her, and abused her all the night until the morning;

and when the day began to spring, they let her go…

Then came the woman…and fell down at the door of the man’s house 

where her lord was till it was light.  

And her lord rose up in the morning…and went out to go his way;  

and behold the woman his concubine was fallen down

at the door of the house, with her hands upon the threshold.

And he said unto her: ‘Up, and let us be going.’

but none answered…

And when he was come into his house, he took a knife…

and divided her, limb by limb, into twelve pieces, 

and sent her throughout all the borders of Israel.

And it was so, 

That all that saw it said:

‘Such a thing hath not happened nor been seen from the day that the children of Israel came up out of the land of Egypt unto this day; 

consider it, take counsel, and speak.’  Judges 19: 1-30

and my concubine they forced, and she is dead.  

For they have committed lewdness and wantonness in Israel. 

                                                                                     Judges 20: 5-6

So all the men of Israel were gathered against the city, knit together as one man.  Judges 20: 11

The other tribes ask the tribe of Benjamin to deliver up the men but they refuse, and prepare to fight the rest of Israel, with 26,000 men and seven hundred chosen men were left-handed.  Judges 20: 16

Scripture states that there were 400,000 men of the rest of Israel, versus 26,700 from Benjamin.  Judah ‘fights first,’ and for two days Benjamin prevails, but then the tribes kill 25,000 Benjaminites, and six hundred men turned and fled toward the wilderness to the Rock of Rimmon.  Judges 20:47

Now the men of Israel had sworn in Mizpah, saying:

There shall not any of us give his daughter unto Benjamin to wife.  

                                                                           Judges 21: 1

and the people came to Beth-el, and sat there till even before God, 

and lifted up their voices, and wept sore.  

And they said, ‘LORD, why is this curse come to pass in Israel, 

that there should be today one tribe lacking in Israel?        Judges 21: 3

They look for a scapegoat:  Who is there…

that came not upon the assembly unto the LORD?  

For that we had made a great oath unto the LORD to Mizpah,

 saying, ‘He shall surely be put to death.’  

And the children of Israel repented then for Benjamin their brother.

They find their scapegoat:  and behold, there came none to the camp from Jabesh-Gilead to the assembly.                                            Judges 21: 8

And the congregation sent thither twelve thousand men..  

and commanded them 

‘Go, and smite the inhabitants of Jabesh-Gilead with the edge of the sword, with the women and the little ones…  utterly destroy every male, 

and every woman that hath lain by man                             Judges 21: 11

And they found…  four hundred young virgins.                  Judges 21: 12

And the whole congregation sent and spoke to the children of Benjamin

that were in the rock of Rimmon and proclaimed peace unto them…

and they gave them the women they had saved alive  Judges 21: 13-14

Then the elders arrange for those of Benjamin still without wives to go to Shiloh and catch you every man his wife of the daughters of Shiloh and go to the land of Benjamin.  Judges 21: 21

It ends again, with In those days there was no king in Israel;

every man did that which was right in his own eyes.  Judges 21: 25

The Book says that when there was a Judge, things were okay in Israel, and when there wasn’t the people ‘turned aside.’  And the first Judge of strength is Deborah, who is supported by an army of Nazirs, and the last is Samson, a flawed Nazir.  And then without a judge, the people fight—all along against neighbors, and intra-tribal fighting too—but without a Judge, the intra-tribal fighting gets genocidal.

The story of the rape of the concubine, following the stated desire to rape her man, is the story of Sodom and Gommorah, repeated.  The Genesis story of Sodom:

Now the men of Sodom were wicked 

and sinners against the LORD exceedingly.  Gen  13: 13

And the two angels came to Sodom at even;

and Lot sat in the gate of Sodom…  and rose up to meet them, …

and he said…turn aside I pray you into your servants house, 

and tarry all night…  And they said, 

‘Nay, but we will abide in the broad place at night.’  

And he urged them greatly…

and they entered into his house and he made them a feast…

But before they lay down, the men of the city, even the men of Sodom, compassed the house round…

And they called unto Lot…

’where are the men that came in to thee in this night?  

bring them out unto us that we may know them.’

And Lot went unto them to the door…

And he said, ‘I pray you my brethren, do no so wickedly.

Behold now I have two daughters, that have not known man.

Let me, I pray you, bring them out unto you, 

and do ye to them as is good in your eyes, 

only unto these men do nothing; 

forasmuch as they are come under the shadow of my roof.       Gen 19: 1-8 

In Judges, Nazirs are presented as having strength, and can serve as Judges, but their personal weaknesses can negate their power.  There are no Prophets in Judges other than Deborah;  no kings, although some attempt to rule;  the priests have idols in their temples.

Samson never gets beyond ‘youthful sexuality.’  His potential is lost;  nothing happens with him beyond sex and killing.  The whole Book of Judges could form a treatise on sexuality, and this is not it.

The Book does stress the inability of the people to get together and cohere without a strong leader, without a strong emotional cause, to replace the missing ‘charismatic leader,’ and the body of the cut up concubine results in the men of Israel were  knit together as one man (20: 11).

In Judges, ‘the Jewish problem’ is reduced to lack of a strong leader leads to fighting among themselves.  Without a Prophet, there is no spiritual progress at all.

The Nazirs in Judges are not ‘spiritual,’ and Samson is not a Prophet, says nothing of value beyond his self-exposing riddle.

But the concept of ‘Life-Nazir’ is introduced.

It will be a ‘higher calling’ for Samuel, who needs to anoint a king over Israel to prevent the fratricide.  But the first Life-Nazir, Samson, shows how sex can destroy potential leaders;  and then comes the story of how the attempted rape of a man, and the rape and murder of his woman, leads to Genocide.

The Jewish Problem is really not addressed in Judges.  Only the need for national survival, which remains doubtful.  If things continued for the Jewish people as they do in the Book of Judges, there wouldn’t be such a thing as a ‘Jewish people’ today;  in fact, there most likely would not have been such a thing, no ‘children of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob’ for someone like Jesus to inherit.
                                   Bullshit, and the Real Truth

The truth, as I see it, is that if one goes through the Torah with a pen, and strikes out every reference to how abominable other people are, Non-Jews, and takes out all the ‘statements from God’ that tell the Jews to kill all the people who have something they want, and you take out all the pages after pages of description of the gold in the Tabernacle, and how the Priests and the Levites are supposed to be supported by everybody else forever,

if you remove all the bullshit, which obviously some Jews not only put into the Torah, but had the fucking audacity to claim that as ‘scribes,’ they were truthfully ‘repeating the words that God had told Moses,’ then what’s left is a pretty decent religion.

But included in this religion, all along, is the admonition that ‘not one word of Torah can be questioned.’  It is one of the Articles of Faith of the Jewish Religion:

I believe with complete faith that the entire Torah now in our hands

is the same one that was given to Moses, our teacher, peace be upon him.

I believe with complete faith that this Torah will not be exchanged,

nor will there be another Torah from the Creator, blessed is His Name.

I believe with complete faith that the Creator, blessed is His Name, 

knows all the deeds of human beings and all their thoughts,

as it is said ‘He fashions their hearts all together, 

He comprehends all their deeds.  (Psalms 33:15).”

                                           from “The Thirteen Principles of the Jewish Faith,”

                                           D. Ben-Gigi, “First Steps in Hebrew Prayer”  1998

To say that Priests went into the Torah, and added portions that favored their pocketbooks, to say that national leaders had it re-written every time they got into a war with another neighboring people, so that the Book would now say “God ordered this war,” but also, ‘they were all born of incest anyway.’  To say these things is to reject the Torah, to reject the Jewish religion.

And I think I’m a good Jew.  And I think the rest are full of bullshit.  That their Torah should have been ‘edited’ a long time ago.

Anyone with common sense knows that ‘God’ didn’t get angry when Jews killed all the men among their enemy, and God says, No, you didn’t kill the women too?  Go back and kill every woman who isn’t a virgin, and every male child of any age.  And the Jews hear this from Moses and go and do it.  Genocide and Holocaust, ordered by God, in the Torah—this is bullshit:

And the LORD spoke unto Moses, saying: 

‘Avenge the children of Israel of the Midianites; 

afterward shalt thou be gathered unto thy people.’

And Moses spoke unto the people, saying:

‘Arm ye men from among you for the war, that they may go against Midian, to execute the LORD’S vengeance on Midian…’  Num 31: 1-3

And they warred against Midian, as the LORD commanded Moses;

and they slew every male.  Num 31:7

Balaam also the son of Beor they slew with the sword.

And the children of Israel took captive the women of Midian 

and their little ones;  and all their cattle, and all their flocks, 

and all their goods, they took for a prey.  Num 31: 9

And Moses was wroth with the officers...who came from… the war.  

And Moses said unto them:  ‘Have ye saved all the women alive? 

Behold, these caused the children of Israel, through the counsel of Balaam, to revolt so as to break faith with the LORD in the matter of Peor…

Now therefore kill every male among the little ones, 

and kill every woman that hath known man by lying with him.

But all the women children, that have not known man by lying with him,

keep alive for yourselves.                                           Num 31: 17-18

And the LORD spoke unto Moses, saying:  

‘Take the sum of the prey that was taken, both of man and of beast…

and divide the prey into two parts, 

between the men…that went out to battle, and all the congregation;  

and levy a tribute unto the LORD of the men of war that went out to battle…

And the persons were sixteen thousand, 

of whom the LORD’S tribute was thirty and two persons        Num 31: 40

And Moses and Eleazer the priest took the gold of them…

And all the gold of the gift they set apart for the LORD 

was sixteen thousand seven hundred and fifty shekels—

For the men of war had taken booty, every man for himself.

And Moses and Eleazer the priest took the gold…

and brought it into the tent of meeting, 

for a memorial for the children of Israel before the LORD. 

                                                                                                    Num  31:54

So what does the ‘Bible,’ or Torah, say?  To kill all the Midianites?  Moses fled from the face of Pharaoh and dwelt in the land of Midian.  Ex 2:15   The Midianite priest, Jethro, offers him hospitality in the style of Abraham, and Moses meets his daughters as Isaac had met Rachel, he drew water for us  Ex  2:19 and Moses married one of the daughters, a Midianite, Zipporah.  (Moses also married a Cushite woman  Num 12:1.)  

His Midianite father-in-law, Jethro, the priest of Midian  Ex 18:1, had been essential to organizing the multitudes of the Exodus.  

As for Balaam, he had been asked by Balak, leader of Moab, to curse the Israelites;  instead, he is ordered by God to speak for Him, as a Prophet, and he does: How goodly are thy tents O Jacob  Num 24:5   His reward is the anger of the Moabites:  And Balak’s anger was kindled against Balaam…And Torah gives us insight into the mind of Balaam:  

I cannot go beyond the word of the LORD, 

to do either good or bad of mine own mind;

what the LORD speaketh, that will I speak”         Num  24:10, 13

But now, it is time to kill them all.  Kill all the Midianites, and kill Balaam. And Moses, who happens to have been told that he himself will afterward be gathered unto thy people, i.e., he’s going to die, he is angry because they didn’t kill all the women except the virgins.  And they didn’t kill the male babies.  

And while all these people are being slaughtered, all the little boys, and the teenage girls, they’re being checked to see who are virgins, during all this cutting of throats, Moses, and the Torah are concerned with how much gold was collected, and how many cows, how many sheep, bee hives, and young virgins.  The Torah does give explicit instructions for how the men should clean themselves of the blood;  but not a drop of pity for all the victims.

And the Torah of the LORD, Praised be His Name, does tell us how many shekels worth of gold were given to the LORD in His ‘tent of meeting,’ and how many young virgins.  The Almighty got 16,750 shekels in gold.  And He got Himself thirty and two females.

Now either some person got into the Torah and wrote this in, for whatever reason… Or, the LORD our G-d loves gold and young virgins.

In matters of faith, every person has to decide for themselves, when it is truth, and when do we see the ‘fingerprints’ of people?  People who had both the opportunity/authority to write in the Book, and the weaknesses of greed and lust, for which they wrote  ‘Divine Excuses’ in the Holy Book, whose words we cannot question.  

Even when God the Merciful is said to have received His thirty-two little virgins, whose mothers and brothers He has just caused to be killed?  

God had not respect for the fruit of the ground an offering of Cain, back in Genesis 4:3, but by the thirty-first chapter of the Book of Numbers, God not only accepts an offering, he arranges for one, of ‘freshly orphaned girls.’  And gold.  

‘Ye blind guides, which strain at a gnat, and swallow a camel.’  Matt 23:24 How much can you swallow?  When and what will make you choke?  

Jesus said, ‘not one jot or tittle of the Torah shall be taken away,’ and he also said, ‘every plant which My father hath not planted shall be rooted up.’  
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