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Many Jews and Gentiles, but unfortunately, not the thinkers among them share
this sentiment. Prior to Christianity, man’s nature was no different than after. G-d
overlooked nothing in man’s nature which “new” religions need to address. Jews

have 613 laws and Gentiles have 7. The advent of Christianity did not create a
new “man” - a “Christian”. Man has not changed, but new religions, by

E\TD

199

definition, deny this reality. Christianity denies G-d's will.
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Korach

RABBI BERNARD FOX

“And Korach the son of Yitzha
the son of Kahat the son of Leyy
separatedchimself, together with
Datan and Aviramthe sons of

Ahaliav ard Ohn the son of Pelet,

the sons of Reuven.”[M(BeMidba
16:1)
Korach initiateda dispute with
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KORACH

RABBI ISRAEL CHAIT
Transcribed by student

The Torah devotes much attentior]

Christianity

VS U diSin

RABBI MOSHE BEN-CHAIM

Opposing
Religious
Beliéls...

to

the dispute between Korach 4
Moses. Howeveran aralysis of the
text does not give us a good deal
insight into the real basis of their
argument. Fromthe verses it seems
that Korach was simply complaining

nd

of

that Moses andaron had usurpetibo
much power. Howevethis conclusio

Firstly Moses retort to Korach see
inappropriate. Moses sarcastica
questions Korach asking hifrhealso
desires the priesthood. Furthermg
the famous Medrash quoted by R3
when Korach assembles 280 the
congregation leaders atadjether they
confront Moses seelirrelevant to the
@rgument. Korach in the leade
presence questions Moses; "Doe
garment which is totally blue requi
fringes?" Moses responds in t
raffirmative ands ridiculed by Korach
since one fringe of blue obviates
four-cornered gament of fringes

(continued on page 9)

re

raises several bothersome questions. ;¢ .

'S
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he Last week we publisheahatticle, which focusedn defending our
Jewish children andtudents against Christian proselytizers. With
&ens of millions of Christian dollars financing missionaries to conver
Jews, we cannot sit by idlgr imagine our children are exempt from

(continued on next page)
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(Korach continued from previous page)

Korach also questions hiom whether a house filled with Sefarirguires a
Mezuza. Moses again respondedhe affirmative. Korach again ridiculegi
him because the obvious purpose of Mezuza is to raise a person's cogn
the creatorard surelyanindividual with a house filled with Sefarihes such
an appreciation. This confrontation seems to be unnecesdamnelevant if
the lasis of the argment was merely a power struggle.[]
In order to compreherttie basis of the argument it is neccesaiyralyze
the cause of the conflict arttle personalities of the combatants. T
beginning of the Parsha states that "vayikach Koraoh'Korach tookfook
being a transitive Verb. Rashi rightfully questions "whomkhdideke? ard
guotes the Onkelos to demonstrate that the language of taking really cog
a conflict. It meanghat he tookhimself aside andgarates himself frorthe
congregation. Generalgn agument becomes vehement when it is enrag
by passions and exacerbated by emotions. Hovadteégithe moment passeq
the vehemence recedes dhel conflict is short lived. The combatants thé
communicateard their identification with one another smolders the flamed
the dispute. Howevethe language of vayikach (he toolg,teaching us a
diff erent idea. Korach's anger consurhiscessence arfiewas incapable of
identifying with others anthus separatetlimself fromthe congregation of
Israel. This was not a typical altercation, but rather this dispute overwhefii s
the man to the extent that it embroiled his very being.[] !
This anger was characteristif the anger that Korach's ancestor, Le
possessed. Jacob's name is not mentioned when Korach's lineage is Mased, andAaron were megalomaniacs who were melatgrestedin
because Jacob chastised Levi for expressing his anger when he déstrogedtrolling the people. In truth, Korach himself was power huiagdy
city of Shechem. Jacob specifically admonist&dmon and Levi,ard personallyerdorsedthe principles of aristoccg. He was an egomaniacd
warnedthat he does not want to be counbedheir gatherings antie is was originally very comfortable when his cousins, MosesA@noh, were
therefore excluded with reference to Korach. Jduabthe foresight to appointedeadersAfter all, hefelt important belonging to such an honorable
appreciate human nature aradognizedthat a person's characteristics afamily. It wasn't until he was denigle princeshighat, feeling slighted;he
either inheritedbr are a product of his environment. He thereby disassociatastested the authority of Moses éaton.[]
himself from Levi's combative temperament to shigt/ Levi didnat inherit  The Torah tells us that Korach therefore enlidbegon and Avirom,
nor learn such characteristics frdnm. This demonstrates that the angegnowned demagogueshis first supporters in his protest against Moses an(
which obsessed Korach, was unique to him and not attributable to JacobAaron. He hagesn countless times that they were the leading rabble-rouse
Rashi explains at the very outset of the parsha the factor that precipiatedgst the children of Israel. Koraeh,gpod judge of characteglso
Korach's wrath. Korach was angeratithe appointment of his cousirrecognizedthat his advancement of the democratic principles woald a
Elitzofon Ben Uziel as prince of the children of Kahas. Mosesarth took special appeal to them. Specificadfglier in the Torah we are tolof Moses's
the kingshipard priesthoodfor themselves. They were the children difst encounter with Dason and Avirom. Moses, upon observing the Egypti
Amram, the eldest of four brothers. Korach beliewbdt the determining taskmaster cruelly whipping a fellow Israelite, was propéttedcaction byhis
factor for leadership was by birthright ahdrebyreasonedhat he should be sense of Justice. He smote the Egyptian and bliriedh the sand. Later,
appointed prince inasmuch as he was the son of Yitehaeconeldest of Dason and Avirom confrontdaim ard complained, "Who placed yasa
the four brothers. However, Moses pursuant to Hashem's instrucfidnse and Judge over us®e you gang to kill us as you killedhe
appointed Elitzoforthe son of the youngest of the four brothers. This enrafegiptian?"At this very incipient stage of their exoduBgson and Avirom
Korach as it thwarted his quest for power.[] exhibitedtheir disdain for authority. Thelyad energal asthe progenitors of
Korach realizedhat a legitimate revolution coulttt be basean his own Jewish liberalism. Moses had killebde brutal Egyptian that was unduly
personal agenda for power. Korach shrewatiggnizedthat an attaclagainst torturing a fellow Israelite but they were concertied Moses unfairly killed
the authorityof Moses andh\aron wouldrequire great cunning. Korach alsthe Egyptian. Korach recogniztieit Dason and Avirom would be the leading
recognizedhat other people resentie power of Moses asbron and were advocates of his ostensible quest for denogtra
hostile to what seemetb be an aristocracyf the children of Amram. Korach's plan was slowly unfolding but he recogniketl his movement
Therefore, Korach embracéie principles of demoaty, appealing to the required credibility which coulda be gained byhe endorsement of Dason
massessentiments of equality. Korach mobilizéioe people by claiming thatand Aviromard it is hee that Korach's ingenuity becomes apparent. In orde

(continued on next page)
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RABBI ISRAEL CHAIT
Transcribed by student

for himto atackthe leadershipf Moses anédaron, hehad to asert that thei

appointment was not a directive from Hashem. He therefore argugs that

Moses was acting on his own initiative with respect to nissues. It i
agreed upon that Moses hackivedthe Torahthe written law, directiyfrom

Hashem. However, Korach questioned Moses assertion that the oral law was

also G-dgiven andaiguedthat Moses hatbbricatedthe oral tradition. Koracl
further arguedhat G-d was only concerned with the philosophy spirit of
the written Torah anthat the oral law was merely subject to interpretg
based upon the spirit of the written law. He rejettiedhotion of Halacha as
separate and unique body knowledge that functions in its own ork
irrespective of the philosophgf the Mitzvah andasertedthat the oral
tradition is based upon a person's common sense thatabking the
authenticityof the oral tradition as being divinelgspired. With this in ming
Korach assembletihe leaders of the Sanhedrin and questioned Moses
the mezuza and Fringes. Korach's questions were shrewdly phrappdal
to man's common sense prompting the idea thats@idly concerned with
what man feels, just the basic philosomiythe Mitzvah, na the oneroug
details of halacha. Korach argutbt it does not make sense that if some
has a home full of sefarithat a mezuza should be requiradrue halachis
who appreciates the beautfya G-d given halachic system, based upon
intellectual breadth and creativity it's principles which functions under

imes
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tion RABBI MOSHE BEN-CHAIM
a
it, Reader: If something "bad" occurs to someoisat it true that our Rabbi's
have given the prescription for THAT person to perform: Prayer, clhatty
repentanceSince, we cannot change Hashararyway, is ore to assume that
the following actions will potentiallyfead to a change in the persoayd
abeuntfore he/she may be able to raise themselves to a level where Hashen
change their situation?

Mesora: Yes, asore changes himself and perfects himdal, change
5 entitles himto benefit fromthe already existing systeaf Providence — G-d
ath@es not change in such a case, yet man derives greater good.

Reader: If so, whyis Talmud Torah not one of the three things prescribed
ti#nce in Schachrit we say that Talmud Torah is "equal to all"?
ts Mesora: Talmud Torah is "equal to all' must be understood pecific

own guidelines, must recognize the absurditKorach's assertions. Theontext: this statement refers to what the highest action is that man m.

argument, athough nonsensical to a halachist who has the benefit
tutelage of the great chain of scholars, our baaley mesora, was a
argument to manyof Korach's contemporaries. Unfortunately we see

nfptrdorm. Learning is when one engages the ntmépproach more
dagmwviedge about the Creator. Evéigacha, parshagr piece of gemara we
tbarn affords us a greater appreciation of the Creator of the entire Tol

appeal of Korach's argument in our times. Many uneducated Jewsabdaystem.

preyto the philosophyof Conservative and Reform Judaisi they too are
blind to the amazing intellectual depth and creative beafitg divinely
inspired hdachic system. Rather theye concerned with the univers
principles of justice espoused by Judaism. ey, claim,is orly concerned
with a goocheart not,the burdensome and meticulous details of an antiq
halchic system. Korach's ingenuity atestedto by the success of thi
argument even in our day. Batacking the credibilityof the Oral Tradition as
G-d given, it also affordedhim the opportunityto impeach Moses's ar
Aaron's appointment as merely personal discretionary exercises of ipavi
directives of G-d. Mosestesponse to Korach also attests to Mg
understanding of what really bothered Korach. Korach, upon making al
claims, advocating the principles of democraadenying the authenticityf
the Oral Tradition, impugned Moses claimpower. Moses dicha even
address the substance of Korach's arguments, but sespinded, “do yo

However, when discussing hawe may perfect his flaw$ee, Talmud
Torah is not therescription, btrather the orgyou quoted:
al a) Prayer: weighing one's actions and requests,
b) charity: divorcing oneself frotthe physical and expressing reliance on G-
ateckindness to sustain us, and
¢) teshuvaintrospectionard the abandonment of destructive and prohibited
5 actions and personality traits.
d Reader: The second part of my question is: If prayer, charitirepentance
vavork on the mechanisnof changing the person performing theary this
seisange is the thing that allows Hashengrant him/her a change in their
thiesmion...what is the mechanighat allows praying for another person to
effect a change for that other person?
Mesora: In truth, the prayer for others is not the preferred actisin such
la casejthe one being prayefbr is not perfectedn aryway, as he is na

also want the priesthood?" Moses recognaetatemptedto demonstrate reflecting on his actiongélthough this is so, G-d decides when he will listen to

that Korach was merelgterestedn power ancha an enlightenedglitarian
espousing the concerns of the masses. Therefore the only possible
was a determination by G-d demonstrating that Moseg\aiath were the
leaders of Israel arttiat their methodf seving G-d was the only acceptal
method.[]

Thus, Korach antlis congregation were ultimately destroyed by G-d.

anothers' prayers for whatever reason.

espwihse one is sickhe Torah demands that he revieig actions to see what
flaw causedhis illness. When he contemplates his wramgrets it, ard
leesigns not to repeat such behavi@n G-d will lift his illnessasit sevedits
purpose. This is the message of the lmjalob. Onlyorce Jolrepentedrom
Thie erroneous opinions, did G-anove his plagueard return himto health,

authenticity of halacha and the Oral Traditias\wafirmed by G-d's actionEl

wealth, and increase his family.
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(Christianity vs Judaism continued from page 1)

"Tolerance
towards
Christians and
others is wrong, as
this implies that
there s some
approach to G-d
other than G-ds
Torah. This is a
l1e, and 1t denzes
them the chance to
lecrn the truth".

their tactics. We reactetb the intolerable absence ofiolations, we always address the flawed principlel
education in our Jewish schools, urging pareatd, never attackindividuals. We have made this clear so
teachers to immediately commence classes timadny times,in so many of our articles. Yettime and
examine religions like Christianityand teach our time again,individual Christians read our wordard
children the falsehoods containéd these man-madebecome up-in-arms against s if we are attacking
religions. As our Rabbis have taught, we do not cowtitem personally. | guess this will always be the case,
from ary area in life. We approach arard all matters many people lackhe objectivityto separate themselves
with a fearless zeal to first learn what the truthaisl from abstract beliefs. Until you can be objective, your
then apphit in action. Moses taught the people, “Whesmotions will blur your objectivityard you won'’tbe
you come into the lanthat G-d your G-djives you, do able to hear us. But for those who can separats
not learn to do as the abominations of those natiorteé@mselvesthere is much to be said. | woulike to
(Deut., 18:9) Rashi, quoting TalmuBanhedrin 65 take this opportunityo address some of thieactions to
states on this verse, “But, yatall ‘learn to understandour article from both our Jewish and Christian readers.
to teach’. Meaning, understantheir ways, how [
destructive theyare, ard teach your children ‘do not do Tolerance
such and suchfor this is the wayof the idolatrous One Jewish reader wrote in urging our tolerance of al
nations”. Rashi, our leading Rabt#ls us when Mosesreligions and beliefs. agee - we must be tolerant of
instructed us not to learn frothe ways of idolatrous other people anddigions, asthis also protects our own
people,it was a prohibition of committing idolatrynat  freedoms. More primarig the fact that G-d desires that
a decree to put blinders on our eyes ambre their each member of mankind be free to make his ever
practices. In fact, Rashi teaches we must learn thiwcision basedn his own free will. Judaism fully
practices for the purpose of teaching our children wkapports this principle i is G-d’s will. Sowhat is this
is falsehood,ard what is destructive. Our entirgeader's concept of tolerance, over and above ou
Talmudic tractate “ldolatry”is basedon the Rabbi’'s position,that he needetb write us? @rtainly, he does
study of what is idolatrous. We must do as they didpt mean “tolerancein the extreme degree thastart
examine destructive practicesd teach our children soto live by those other religions. Histdlerarce” also
as to guard them and ourselves from harm. must not require me to ask my children to live by
We do not play politics, distorting truth for anwnother religious codeDoes he mean that | do not
consideration.Any person, who wouldsidestepthe interfere with those other religionists in their practice?
truth distorts Judaismard defames G-d's words. InwWell, we do not suggest that one shoukérfere —that
Jewish life, “truth” guides our every action. Thereforgolates G-d's desire that man functions fréis own
we speak openlgrd honestly about Judaism’s viean free will. The onlyother possibilityfor his definition of
everything,including other religionsard Christianity: “tolerance” | see, is that we do not condemn other
G-d abhors - more than all elsary form of idolatry. religions. But here is the problenhis desire to be
G-d’'s Torah is replete with prohibitions and devastatiftiglerant”, directly opposes G-d’s desire. | will explain.
punishments for violatorsAnyone who reads Exodus [0
and Deuteronomy cannot denthis. If any Christian Tolerance is Cruelty to Christians
finds these words harsh, your first error is taking thigudaismis concernedhat ALL people have the truth
matter personally, when ydwave not been singled out this is our goal as Jewsp offer the world G-d's
and atacked. Your seconeéror is feeling defensive, Torah. To refrain from making G-d’s Torah available to
when | have not yet begun to explain my vieof others is a direct violation of G-d’s will. For the Bible
“idolatry”. Perhaps after have done this, you will itself records Moses addressing the Jews: (Deut. 4:6-¢
agree. “And guardthemard do them (the command®y they
G-d warns against adding to His words or detractiage your wisdonard your understanding in the eyes of
from them. For this reason, we do not accept ttiee nations, who will hear these statut@s] they will
Christian viewthat G-dis changing His laws given atsay, ‘What a wise and understanding people is this
Sinai, replacing them with Christianity. One cannajreat nation’. For what great nation has Glaketo
deny G-d's open declaration through Moses, (Detitem,asG-d, our G-d, whenever we callto HirAnd
13:1) “This entire thing which | command you (thehat great nation has statutes aigihteais laws as this
Torah), it shall you guardto keepit, do not addon it, entire Torah, that | give to you today?”
and do not detract front.” G-d does not change His How can Moses say our laws will enamor other
mind. For if you will say He doeghen nothing is nations,if we are not acting out these statutes in our
consistentpa even a Christian interpretation. But morgaily lives, ard in our teachings? It is only by our
primarily, G-d does not changashe knows all future adherence to our positive andgative commands that
considerations. Furthermore, change implies a “needtier nations will come to learn of G-d's Torah. But if
for that changeard G-d cannot have angesds nor we do not practice and do not teach our people G-d*
does He change, “For |, G-d, do not change.Bible, His Torah,then we not only violate G-d's law
(Malachi, 3:6) and hurt our own people, but we also hurt all other
When we discuss the violations of the Torahg nations by violating G-d’s will and keeping His laws
religions like Christianity that partake of thesehidden from their sight.

(continued on next page)
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(Christianity vs Judaism continued from previous page)

"There will not
be killed fathers for
sons (szns, nor) are

sons killed for
Jather's (sins).
Each man in bis
own sin 15 killed."
G-d does not kill
Someone unless they

sinned,

Jesus dying
for others denies
G-d's word.

Although misinterpreteth the opposite veirnthe very of man. Jesus is never depiceshaving sinned, which
fact that we openly discuss and ident#yeligion as again, contradicts G-d’s words (Eesiasts, 7:20) “For
violating G-d's Torah,is a demonstration of ourman is not righteous in the land who does geod
adherence to G-d’s willard aconcern for other peoplenever sins.” Judaisnfocuses on the Creator alone,
So letus speakhe truth and cease frothe charade of never hiding man’s errors. Even Mosesis are openly
playing politics to earn the love of others throughritten. The man Jesus is also far less abstract than C
phony “tolerance”. G-d clearly denounces idolatry, Hie and more emotionally appealing. This explains
does not “tolerateit, ard does not desire that anyone Ehristianity’s wildfire reach in so short a perifrdm
Jewor Gentile — be misled bfalse practices, even ifits inception.
followed by millions. Jewish causes often wooBefore Jesus, before Moses, before anything ol
Christian groups for verbal or financial support. But dinyone...there was One Cause of the entire universe. E
in doing so you conceal your real Jewish identitgn definition, this Cause we call G-thes no needfor
what youseek to support is no longer Judaism. Yae anything. He is self-sufficient. G-d desires we have the
also unfair to your Christian counterparts by keepitrgest possible concept of Him. He therefore clearly
them in the dark regarding G-d’s true position oncommands against the notions of Trinitstatues,
following man-gods like Jesus. If you desire the goddities and believing in anything except in Hatone.
for yourselves and others, the only option is honesty.In Judaism, man is never raisénl a fintly status.

O Christianity preaches a warped vief man that is a

Identifying Idolatry lie, ard nat corroborated byry Torah text. Judaisran

So how do we identifyrue idolatry? Of course this ighe other hand exposes even our greatest propaeets,
where the issue gets gray. But this is why Gagk one mortals who sin. Our Patriarchs viewed Gidne as
law to clarify our misconceptionsAs always, when the One to worshipard give any honor to. Our
desirous of learning G-d’s Torah, we inquire of thoseRatriarchs abhorrethe idea that other members of
whom He entrusted His torah the Jews. This ismankind would worship them, amnd therefore
historical fact. When referring to those Jews - ocommandedthat they be not burieih Egypt. They
Rabbis and TalmudiSages - we learn that idolatig were concernedhat Egyptians shoulea deify their
clearly definedas“the belief in anything other than G-durial sites. Yet, Christianity does not follow Judaism’s
possessing power”. The Egyptians beliewedeities founding prophetsard they violate the teachings of
who dominated manggects of the heavens aedth, Jacob by praying to a dead man.
each one possessing power over the Niile,sun,the [
moon, fertility, rain, crops andso on. Christianity  Dying for Others
believes in a Trinitysamething other than “One” G-d, Other Christian fundamentals also violate G-d’s very
and that G-d can become physicahfthough G-d words, ard G-d couldna have saidit ary clearer,
Himself says, “To whom can you equate mefDeut., 24:16) "There will not be killefdthers for sons
Meaning, G-d can have no similitude to anythingsins,na) are sons killedfor father's (sins). Each man
including gross, physical entitie§o the Christian in his own sin will be killed." This mansthat G-d does
notion that G-d became man is against G-d's ward, not kill someone unless thesinned. Accordinglythe
is plain stupid.[Furthethe very concept of a Trinitis concept that Jesus died by G-d’'s will for mankind’s
not only absurd by definition, but it violates G-d'sins is a violation of the Bible. Christianity’s
words, “Listen Israel, G-ds our G-d, G-dis One.” fundamentals oppose G-d's words.

(Deut. 6:4) Additionally,gods of silver andgdd are [

severe violations. Belief in G-d being physical orChristian Supporters Demanding Our Recognition
associatedo arything physical also violates our Bible, Are we to follow cowardly, Jewish andh@stian
the Torah: “And guard your souls greatfgr you did groups who fear facing G-d’'s own wordé?e we to
not see anyorm on the daythat G-d spoke to yoin sidestep G-d's truthso we can mater political and
Horeb from amidst flames. Lest you act destructivelsgligious allies among the Christians? G-d clearly
and make for yourself a statube form of ary design, warns against such practices. Even according to worle
the formof male or female.” (Deut., 4:15,16)atues of historythe Jews are the recipients of G-d’'s Torah. If we
Jesus clearly violate the very Bible that Christiads not teach G-d's wordhen His Torahwill be lost.
retain. Let me repeat that verse, “Lest you &lhhe people of the world will no longer have the
destructively,ard make for yourself a statuthe form opportunity to truly learn what G-d dsiresof them.

of any designthe formof male or female.” Christianity How can we allowthis to happen? How can yotlnose
violates G-d’'s words again andgin. And the Jews who want to silence our talk G-d’'s laws,hdd
violations are in the most severe area — “what i§-d such a position? You directly violate G-d’s will. If G-d
To possess anteach the wrong idea of G-t the openly denounces idolatrgs the worst crime, you

greatest crime. directly violate G-d’'s word when you wish anyone to
O remain silent. This false sentiment of “tolerance” must
Christianity: Man is Central, and is Infallible — not be followed. Yes, we will never interfere in

Judaism: G-d is Central and Man Sins someone’s freedom. But as those commanted

At the core of Christianity’s beliefés the deification uphold G-d’'s Bible, we must never conceal G-d’s

(continued on next page)
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G-d said, "Man
cannot know Me
while alive."
This was said to
Moses. Therefore,
if the greatest man
cannot fathom
G-d at all, then
suggesting things
about G-d is
mpossible.
Saying He
"became human"

15 blasphenny.

words for any consideration. We are tolerant dward Christian will talkhonestly about their beliefs
people’s actions providetthey do not harm us, but weandarrive at which is true. Butfiear the more powerful
are intolerant of ignoram, the spreadof false ideas, emotion of maintaining friendships (for ulterior
and the spreadof idolatry. We must be concernéd motives) will win out. Neither party cares enough for
teach the truth and make it available though our actitims other to openly discuss with the sincere gamdiine
and our teachings — for Jew and Gentile alike. objectivity, what G-d’s true will is for mankind. Ongy
One Christian wrote in with disdain for our positiorttuly concerned minister, preacher, ntather, popepr
Shecomplainedhow we could disagree with Christiamabbi will end the silence,ard caringly converse with
theology, while so many Christians support Isr&#E other religious leadersAnd consider that; wouldn’t
askedto be removedfrom our email list,ard we such a religious discussion, where truth reigned
complied. But such a vievg nonsenseShe suggests if supreme, yieldhe most precious outcomehbnestly
a group does a goddr anotherthen the recipient musthope the opening has been made with this article.
lie to showthanks.Since Christians support Israel, amHope that Jews and Christians can thad silenceard
to lie andsa/ | don't think they violate G-d’s word, discuss,na what we didto eah other, but what the
when in fact | do?Aren’t | doing a greater good bydifferences are between the two religioas] arive at
putting feelings asideard advising them about theia conclusion as to which one is G-d's word. Neither
error?And let’s be truthful,she certainly does not agre@arty wins here byemaining silent,ard nether party
with Judaismasshe certainlyfeels | will burn in hell “wins”, when both finally decide what G-d’'s woid.
for rejecting Jesus. Bya withholding her feelings Meaning, it cannot be about “winning”, but about an
from me,in he framework,she keeps the “goodfrom objective search for truthregardless if that truth
me. She cares less that | will burn in hell according ttemands you abandon your religion.
Christian theologyas she does not tryto teach me. We are both on equal footing in G-d’s eyashuman
Isn't she the one who is doing the hatorme,ard nat  beings obligatedo follow G-d’s words. Fear of being
vice versa?A true friend will riskthe friendshipif he “wrong”, ard a desire to be “right” must not enter the
feels the other needs counseling. Even though he piititure. The “person”is na the issue, but the
hurt the otherhe will tell him his error, because héprinciples”. If both parties sit down to debate religion,
loves him. That is a true love. with the agenda of trying to prove their sitl®en such
Therefore, we do not ‘take the bribahd remain a meeting is useless.
silent. Our goal is to teach our Jewish children what G-I
d’'s Torah says. Our obligation is also to make thé&ro Religious Teaching
Torah available to all otherspwe are not allowedo  One writer commentedsfollows: “Although | have
conceal it by lying that we “tolerate” Christianity. Yegead manythings addressing this issudjs is the first
we tolerate practitionershis is an American right, butto clearly address the flaws in our education. It is

we do not tolerate your principles. Thag idolatrous indeed imperative that we educate Jewsecially our
and violate G-d’'s word. children about the flawsthe negativesiof other
O religions,ard nat only extol the positives of ours.[Even

Why isn’'t Freedom of Religion a Two-Way Street? in a panel | atended for Jewish pofessonal

Why don’t Christians denounce those Christimducators(directedBy Jews for Judaishis challenge
missionary groups if theylove Jews so much? I'vewas rejected!Citruly felt alone in my conviction that
never hearcbne Christian leader ever do so. Where @air children as well as we ourselves must be informec
Christianity protecting our rights to practice Judaismiarly about the flaws in the rationalityf other
Why don’t Christians speak out against missionamsfigions.”
groups telling thento cease from converting Jewish Judaism’s bottorine is that G-d desires each man
children? Where is Christianity’s support of Americaand woman to use their G-d-given free will to make
Jews’ “freedomof religion™? You don't see any Jewsheir choices. This applies to every member of
out to proselytize ChristiansAlthough we denouncemankind. Unlike other religions, Judaism does not
Christian theology, we don'’t interfere with your right tascribe to,or believe in proselytizing othergy using
freedomof religion. We adhere to freedowf speech, physical force to make a person do something or live «
and do not violate or cross that line. | wolikk to see certain lifestyle. Man’s actions must stéram his own
a courageous Christian defend our rights of freedbnchoices to earn rewardor deserve punishment.
religion, ard denounce all Christian missionary activityherefore, we will never interfere with hoaryone

to convert Jews. else desires to live, be yauJew, a Christian or ary
O other religion. We will onlyinterfere for our self-
Conditional Love of Judaism defense, when yoardanger our freedoror our lives.

One Christian writer prayefbr my conversion. | But here in America, our freedorof religion is
think this displays a desire of many Christians that Jegl®erished,ard we support such a haven for free,
ultimately convert. There is no denying the Christiaaligious expression. However since part of “free,
belief that those who do not believe in Jesus will buedigious expressionéllows the institution of Christian
in hell. If this is the caséhov can any Christian truly proselytizers to flourish, we must protect our own with
accept JudaismAgain, honesty is called for, if both our American right of free speech. We will teach our

(continued on next page)
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G-d Enows the

future, and need

not ‘update’ His
Tovah with "new
covenants'. 'This
would imply that
at Sinai, G-d was
1gnovant of the
[Juture.

G-d also said not
to alter His Tovah.

Christianity
violates both.

children andstudents without compromising our toneye as if a son told his father, “I'm reatlye faher.”

lest we misleadhem that we are not passionate. WeBy definition, the original was always the first.
will not compromise our contentior fear that a Similarly, we arrive at the conclusive evidence — even
Christian or “politically correct” Jew will have theiraccepted by Christiansthat G-din fact gave the Jews
feathers ruffled. But we will speake truth, citing G- a Bible, the Torah,on Mount Sinai. The Jews never
d’'s Torah as our source. In doing so, we will makedisputedthe understanding of G-d’'s words. This Torah
clear what Judaism believes as true. By doing so, aas to last forever - unchanged. Only centuries later,
Christian brothers ansisters will no longer be misleadChristians who were not the inheritors of the Torah,
by Jews with ulterior motives, who hide their trusho lackedthe essential Torah derivation principles for
tenets fronthose Christians out of ulterior motives. Buinlocking G-d's profoundruths, ga their hands on a
they will see what exactly G-d’'s Torah says and meatspy. Theyin turn approachethe Jews anétempted

all basedon G-d’s original recipientsthe Rabbis andto teach us howo learn the bookthat we gave them,

Sages. which we have studiefbr thousands of years! No one
O tells Ford “I reinventedthe authentic Ford"Sotoo, no
Moving Forward - Courageous Honesty one tells the Jews “We have the correct understanding

Let honestyhave her dayard allow the curtains of of the Bible”. Then,to make the crime greatethe
“agenda”to be shed: Christians desire Judaisomore Christians addedto the Torah, iVolating G-d’'s
than Jews desire to live Christian. This charade aoimmandna to do so. What compounds such a crime
mutual support for multiple religions is dishoneat. further is the lackof knowledge possessed by
Christian’s verysdection of Jesus and Christianity oveChristians who would make this claim. Thegve not
Judaism proves thigssodoes a Jew's denial of Jesusnastered Talmudithought,nar studiedthe volumes of
A Jew does not shfrom ary question -rationale and Talmud ard Rabbis writings,in decades of itigent
proof is at the core of Judaism. No blifaith here.Sol study under TalmudiSayes,the only possessors of G-
invite our true Christian friendspat to hold your d’s Oral Law. Such a lackf Talmudicstudy officially
tongue,ard | urge our Jewish friendsiat to conceal locks out anyone fromataining any semblance of
Judaism from the Christians. Engage in honesforah authority. Yet, they suddenly feel more
unbridledreligious discussion. Both of yoagee that authoritative than the Jewshose from who they
both Judaisnard Christianity cannot be simultaneouslseceivedthis Torah! It is absurcard the height of
“G-d’s Chosen religion.” Reason will dictate which am@rogance to tell the Jewthe original recientsof G-
G-d's proven wordsand which makes sens®on’t d’s Bible,that we have it all wrong. Tell the worttiat
fear a conclusive proof. One must be wrong. | praigeu just createdhe authentic FordSee howthe world
the person who can yieldis cherished belief¢p the responds.
proven truth. But let G-d’'s Bible speakor itself: “When you

To our Jewish andon-Jewish readersdk, “Are you inquire of the first days that were before y&nom the
adhering to a religion simply because yaigedin it?” daythat G-d created man on the Eafftom one endof
If so, youare both in error. G-djave youeach a mind the heavens to the other, was there a thing as great :
to arrive at your beliefs based reason. You must stopthis? Or was anything like it ever heard? That a nation
parroting andealize that “being raiseth a rligion” is heard G-d’s voice speaking from amidst flamaesyou
in no argument for the truth of that religion. Nor do ydwave heard...andived? Or had G-d miraculously
possess any merit by acting in such a fashion. The aelyealed Himself, when He selectede nation from
way to arive at a conviction that your religion is trutlothers, with signs and wonders and with war and with a
is by using your own mindSo do so. Inquire. Your strong handrd anoutstretchecim and with awesome
first realization is that Judaisard Christianity cannot wonders,asall G-d had done for youn Egypt in front
both be G-d’s choice. Admit that one is wrong. Nowf your eyes?” (Deut., 4:32-34)
how do youarive at this knowledge of which is Moses reminds the people of G-d's miracles
wrong? The answer is simplfgllow reason to prove performedforty years earlier. Moses couldat have
which one is right. Lookfor historical proof of G-d made thenrecall, that which never happened. The fact
giving a systento mankind,a proof that is irrefutable. that the Jews followed Moses displays tiuth of what
Then, examine G-d’s words with hones@gnd be Moses recalled. That's number one. Number taro,
objective, do not let your upbringing and emotiontide primaryfocus,is that Moses reminds thethat G-d
tendencies blur what you might see as true. Thwaver did such miracles as He didEgypt, nor did He
inquire of those who safeguarded G-d's words, derivieger select one nation fromthers where mankind
from them alone G-d's laws and intent. heard G-d speaking froma fiery mowntain asHe did

| will give you an aralogy: Henry Ford createthe with the Jews on Sinai. Moses impresses upon the Jew
first “Ford Automobile”. It is absurdo sa that before that G-d’s selection of the Jews frahother nations is
Henry Ford was alivethere existeda “Ford”. This is undeniable. Moses teaches that G-d’s selection is quit
plain and simple. History conclusively denies thiglear — He desires the Jews.
claim. It is similarly absurdf even after Ford's first | ak youasyou finish readingto consider the words
auto,saneone clainhe possessethe “authentic” Ford. of the Bible quotecheein. If you have a responsdet
Such a claim would be laughatl How coulda copier us hear it. If you don'tthen let G-d’s words direct your
tell the originator, “I possess the authentic”!Olt woulactionsO
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Taken from “Getting It Straight”, Practical Ideas for a Life of Clarity

Overcoming Anger

DOUG TAYLOR AND RABBI MORTON MOSKOWITZ

Dear Mr. Taylor: | read your article about anger last
month. So what's the secret? How do you "rationally”
deal with anger when you're feeling it? --- Bill D.,
Mukilteo

Dear Bill: Thanks for writing. | wasn't sure hote
answer your questiospl posedt to my friend,the King
of Rational Thought, during a wallast week. His
response was not what | expected.

"Why do people get angryPieased, atter | read your
letter to him.

"Well---" | hesitated,groping for an answer. "Because
somebody made them mad?" Just theelypung boy
whizzed unsteadily byn a kateboard. Out of balance,
he triedto recover, but crashenhstead,almost impaling
himself on a fire hydrant. Even from our 10 yard vantage
point, we knewhis body wasn't seriously hurt. But his
pride was a iff erent story. Grabbing his skatebofiam
nearby busheshe boy viciously kickedhe fire hydrant,
swore at itthrew his skateboardn the groundard took
off.

"There's your answerthe King of Rational Thought
said as we continued our walk.

"Huh?" I sad dumbly, siill caught upin the skateboard

incident and not even remembering what we were talking about. feet and demanthat reality be different. In this castae boy was mad
"The answer to why people get angry," he said. because there was a fire hydrant where he tinieklateboard. Notice that
| was lostAnd | hate being lost. he didn't blame himself for not anticipating the fire hydrant's presence.
"I don't follow you," | said. blamed the fire hydrant - an inanimate object - for being there."
"You just saw a perfect example of why people get mad," he said. "We get angry,"he concluded, "because we are unwilling to simply
"Because of fire hydrants?" | asked, still mentally struggling to catch wgscept reality and deal with it."
"Look," he said, "why did that boy kick the fire hydrant?" | was reeling all this intrying to make the pieces fitthought Isav his
| strtedto reply, then stoppedrd actuallythought about his question. point, but...
All | could come up with was, "Because he ran into it." "But how do you change that?" | asked.
"Why should that make him mad?" he asked. "By gaing over this ideain many dff erent situations, until it becomes
"Because it's not what he wantedgdd, exasperated. This felt like aclear to your mind,he replied. "Real behavior change ortikes place
circular game of twenty questions. when something is clear to your mind. Once geaithis idea clearly, you
"You're right," he replied. "He was mad because he didn't get what wen't get mad like you did before. You'll learn to just deal with reality."
wanted. But why take it out on the fire hydrant?" | took his point to heart and began applying it to pattyoyanceslike
Fortunatelythis time he answeredls own question beforehied time to  drivers who cut in front of megr business people who promise on their
worry about a suitable response. voice mail to return my phone call aatinost never do. But mgreatest

"When we get mad,he explained, "it's usually because we don't gehallenge in accepting reality is coming up this weekend.
what we want. In other words, we're not happy with reality. We stomp ouihave to do my income takl
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Parshas Korach

RABBI BERNARD FOX

Moshe regarding the leadershipf Bnai Rashi's analysis can now be more fullunwarranted authority.

Yisrael.O0Rashi explains that Korach wasnderstood.JWhen evil confronts godidis  In order to understand Moshe’s comments,
motivated by personal ambitions.OMoshe haahsier for the evil to exert influence over th®ome backgrounds needed.OIn fact, Moshe
appointed Elisafan the son of Uziel as pringgpod.[0The evildoer has less conflict. OTheid have the status of a king.OHe was the
of the family of Kahat.[OKorach believethat righteous individual lives with conflict.(0Thetemporal ruler of Bnai Yisrael.[3]As king,

he shouldhave receivedhis honor.[1]Daan, evil person encourages a return to tHdoshe didhave the right to confiscate private
Aviram ard Ohn were not involvedn this instinctual desires.0The righteous person fgoperty for his own use.[4]ONow, we can
issue.[1 They didnat have this personalnow confronted with a growing internabegin to understand Moshe’s comments.[JHe
motivation to join the dispute.O0Why dithey battle.[Sametimes he or she succumbs to theas not asserting that he was not a thief.[IHe
become involved? evil desires. was declaring that he haat exercisedhis

Bnai Yisrael campedn the wilderness in Rashi urges us to choose our neighbatights as king.[OOHe hada practicedhis right
accordance with a specifrder.(0The Shevetwell.OWe shouldnat assume they will not of confiscation.

— tribe — of Reuven camped adjacent to thiafluence us.[Instead we should adopt theWhy did Moshe feel compelletb defend
family of Kahat.OOThis proximityercouraged premise that we will be influencedd choose the beneficence of his leadershipizian and
close relations between these neighborsighbors whose influence will be positive. Aviram had challenged Moshe’s leadership.O
Korach developeda following among [ Moshe realizedhat there were two possible
members of the Shevet of Reuven. RashfAnd Moshe became very angry.He sad causes for this rebellion.[IThe first possibility
summarizes this phenomenon with tht® Hashem, ‘Do not accept their offering.lI was that Datan and Aviram couittt accept
statement, “Woe to the evil doer and woe tlid not take a single donkey from them!T anyone’s leadership.00 They were simply
his neighbor”.[2] did not do harm to any of them.”0 unwilling to submit to anyeader.LlThe second

Rashi seems to maintain that the members(BeMidbar 16:15) possibility was that his own behavior had
Shevet Reuven were not, bgture, evil. They Moshe continues to attempt to make peaegoked their response.] Perhaps,
were influenced bythe attitudes of their with Korach andhis followers.[0JHe sends aunintentionally, he had been overbearing.
neighbors.OIt is interesting that the goorhessenger to Datan and Aviram.OThese aréoshe decidedto test the issue.l] He
qualities of Shevet Reuven diat have a two of the leaders of the rebellion.[He wishdsumbled himself before Datan and Aviram.O
positive influence upon Korach anflis to meet with them.Datan and Aviramrefuse He attemptedo appease them.llf Datan and
followers among the family of Kahat. the offer.0Insteadthey lash-out at Moshe.CAviram rejected this overture, Moshe would

Furthermore,the Shevet of Reuven wasThey rase newissues.[IMoshe has faile know that his actions haeat producedthis
adjacent to the familpf Kahat on one side.[ulfill his promise to take thento a land dispute. [Such a reaction wouilddicate that
On other sides the Shevet was next to tribffswing with milk ard honey.[0The generationeven the most unobtrusive leadership would
that were not inclinedto join Korach’s that Moshe brought out from Egypt has beet be tolerated.[]
rebellion.0 Yet, the positive role modelscondemned to die in the wilderness.[]0 Datan and Aviram immediatelygected
among their other neighbors ditbt guide Furthermore, Moshe has made himself ruldtoshe’s appeal.C00Now, Moshe knew with
these members of Shevet Reuven. over the nation. certaintythat he hadha causedhis rebellion.[]

It seems that Rashi maintains that the poweOur pasuk describes Moshe’s reactionlhis is the meaning of Moshe’s comments.[
of evil to corrupt is greater than the influenckloshe becomes angry.[He prays to Hasheloshe is asserting that he has been not bee
of the goodto motivate righteous behavior.[He asks Hashemat to accept the offerings ofan overbearing leader.CHe has not even
Every person must struggle to achieve humé#worach anchis followers.Finallyhedeclares exercisedhe rights of a king.LThereforégis
perfection.Although material instincts pull usthat he has not deprivedrnyone of his not responsible for this rebion.OKorach,
toward evil, we can overcome this influenceproperty.[CHe has not wronged anyone. Datan and Aviram will not accept any leader.
However, we can never completedyadicate There are two problems with Moshe’s
the instinctual component of our personalityddmments.[0 First, Moshe seems to be“This is what you should do. Take for
We can never assume we are beydhel defending himself.CHe seems to feel that ly@urself fire-plates — Korach and his
desire to sin.CWe can onhope to control our needs to prove that he has not been despotissembly.” (BeMidbar 16:6)
tendencytowards evil.OThe desire remaindVvhy is Moshe defending his integrity?0What was the issue raised by Korach hisd
deep within our personality.CTThe desire to d®econd, Moshe begins his defense ligllowers?0As we have explainedthey
goodis apparently more tentative.[lt requiresbserving that he has not deprivadjone of disputed Moshe’s right to make appointments
the conquest of the intellectual and spirituglersonal property.(0This seems to be an otidthe priesthood.[JHoweveaf a deeper level
over the more basimstinctual.(0This processdefense.l] Moshe seems to be defendiKgrach anchis followers gestionel the entire
is a lifelong struggle.CJEven in a righteoubimself by aserting that he is not a thiefllihstitution of priesthood.OKorach argudiht
individual some level of conflict remains. This does not prove he has not assumtu entire nation was sacred.C0The priesthooc

(continued on next page)
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shouldnat be bestowed upon a single familyrhanner that is personally meaningful. OThfsom the prince of each tribeAhron’s staff
Instead,it should be distributed more evenlyesults in remarkable diversity Different representedhe Shevet of Leyve.[TThese staffs
within Bnai Yisrael.O Moshe rejectethis cultures produce their own religiousvere then placedin the Mishcan.O The
argument.[JHe insistedhat the priesthoodexpressions and modes of worship.0This fisllowing day Ahron’s staff blossomedrd
belongs exclusivelyto Ahron and his because each culture is unique amdks to bore fruit.OThis miracle indicatethat Ahron
descendants. express religious feelings in an individualas truly the Kohen appointed bythe
What was wrong with Korach’s argument?hanner. Almighty.
Why does Bnai Yisrael have Kohanim?OWhyThe Torah does not treat worshgs an  Korach’s rebellion hadalready erded.[0He
cannot anyindividual assume the role ofexpression of the needs of the worshipeand his followers had been destroyéutough
Kohen?Rashi deals with this issue.[]Hastead, Torah worshifmvolves submission toa series of miracles.OWhy was further proof of
explains that there is a fundamental differentiee will of the Almighty.(0Worshipis nat  Ahron’s authenticity needed?
between the Torah arfwathen religions.LThedesignedto respond to the needs of the One explanation is that there were two
heathens have mangiternative practices.lWworshiper.CJlt is a response to the will odlements in Korach’s rebellion.(O0First, Korach
They have various priests.[0They worship Hashem. and his followers rebelledagainst Moshe’s
numerous temples.OIn contraghe Torah The Torah approach implies that there musiithority.(0The manner in which they protested
insists upon a single law.00There is ore unity of worship. [iversityin Divine the appointment of the Kohanimthe priests
Mikdash — Temple.(OThere is a single Koheservice is inappropriateAll Jews submit to a— was inappropriate.0They didot question
Gadol.[5] single G-d.OThis Deityhas a single will.OdMoshe in a respectful manner.0They denied
Rashi’s  response requires furthéfherefore,al Jews must worshipn a sngle his authority and encouraged ararchy.O
explanation.JRashi identifies a fundamentalanner.LJThere cannot be multiple TemplSecond,they had questionecdthe concept of
difference between the Torah amathen expressing various versions of worshipplesthood.OOThe destruction of Korach drisl
practices.[JHoweverhe does not explain theNeither can there be various High Priests eddiowers indicatedthat their approach had
reason for this difference.0Why does thgroposing his own fornof worship.[TThere is been sinful. However the question of the
Torah insist on a single Mikdash amghe a single Torahpre Mikdash andone Kohen legitimacyof the priesthoodhad nat been dealt

Kohen Gadol?0Why does the Torah not allo®adol.O] with fully.0 The people could mistakenly
for the diversity accommodated bgther [ assume that Korach andis camp were
religions? “And it was on the following day and punishedfor their rebellious attitude.0There

The answer is that the Torah proposesMmshe entered the Tent of TestimonyAhd would remain doubts regarding the position of
unique approach to Divine service.[lHeathénwas that Ahron’s staff representing the the Kohanim.
religion is essentiallyan expression of thehouse of Leyve had blossomedAnd it had  The miracle of Ahron’s staff responded
worshipper.CiThe mode of service is derivdatought forth blossoms and then unripe this possible doubt.00 Through this sign,
from the personal needs of the worshippeftlit and then almonds.”[{BeMidbar 17:23) Hashem confirmedhe legitimacy of Ahron
The worshipper designs the service in aHashem commanded Moshe to collect a stafid the Kohaninid
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Does Good Mitigate Evil?

RABBI MOSHE BEN-CHAIM

Following is a letter received from a unsubscribe from Mesora. It hurt a ldhat does not recognize faces] does
reverend. | wish to share it with you, because I have many, not take bribes.” The commentator
and offer my response, already sent to  many,hanylJewish friends who tru&forno writes, “He does not take bribes:
him: me.And | trust them. (this means) He does not remove at all

O Thank youfor allowing me to soundthe punishment for a sin because of the

Reverend Hello! | was very off. You are still loved regardless of merit of a positive command performed
disturbed bythe article "Conversionyour views. Not every Christian is thby the sinner,as the Rabbis said, ‘a
claims more Jews"ard statementssame. Not every Christian has a hiddgnod deed does not extinguish a sin’.
such as "...Christianityis the epitome agenda. lhave told Jewish youngAnd al this teaches that yostall not
of what God abors". "Christian people that theghould be going to thetrust —having done a sin that you will

proselytizers are funded with millions"synagogue. be saved byary merit, from ary

I am a Christian ¢ergyman who [Blessings and Shalom! punishment...except by complete
serves as a "Peacepresentative. We Rev. XxXXXXXXxx repentance.”
have many program@re is 'fighting O Our Rabbis teach that G-d does not

Anti Semitism, arother is feeding [Mesora: Reverend,if you do not take our good actions as a ransfam
immigrants and poor Jewish people partake in the missionary workhen our wrong. Man cannot cover ugs
Jerusalem [we give out almostdBis of you are correct, our criticism does navil, with a subsequent good. The only
food a day] We also go into seniorapply to you. But, | wouldalso like to solution is that man recognizes his
homes andepair whatever needs to beee you denounce missionaried,just shortcomings, regrets them, ard
done, without absolutely N@genda to "keepthem at am's length." However,removes  himself  from  stic
PROSELYTIZE whatsoever. We alseehen we use Jewish criteria tpractices...forever. This is true
try to teach the Christian Church, whdetermine what is "idolatrous”, pleasepentancethe only way that G-d
accuse us of being Old Testamedd not counter with the good you ddorgives evil.
Christians, about the Jewish roots éfthough you do much goo@drd this You do much good,ard that is
‘Christianity’. We holdthe so calledis praiseworthy, this in no way applauded, but issues must remain
'‘Messianicgroups at arms length. Wenitigates whether a certain doctrine eeparateard all deifications of man,
feel we owe the Jewish people a IGthristian practice violates G-d'statue creation/worshipand false
because theyave us the Bible. WeBiblical commands, such as makindoctrines will be taught to our readers
have love for Israel andend out statues of man: “And guard your soués the iolationsthey are, asper G-d's
teaching letters to those who sign umreatly,for you didna see anyorm on Torah.
all in support of the Jewish communityhe daythat G-d spoke to yoin Horeb  We don't believe in Jesus and we
We stand with Israel. from amidst flames. Lest you aaompletely denyal of the godly

So-called Christianityhas a bad destructively,ard make for yourself aqualities Christianity suggests of him.
record of Anti Semitism ard we statuethe formof ary designthe form We deerrhim a false prophet. | am sure
endeavor to builé bridge between theof male or female.” (Deut., 4:15,16bhis violates your doctrinesard you
Jewish Communityard the Christian There are so mangtatues of Jesug teach this grave “errordf ours to your
Community. We have no hiddedirect violation. G-dalso said, “Listen congregants. Well, we are doing the
agendas. Israel, G-dis our G-d, G-dis One.” same,so | am confused whyit is

Rabbis come to our conferences afideut. 6:4) yet, Christianitganehow permissible for a Christian to expose
share wonderful messages. Please tdms One, into a Trinity. Jewish error, but not for us to expose
not lump all ‘Christians' together. Rabbi Reuven Mann taught mie, the fallacy in Christian doctrines.

| personallyteke groups of people tdeuteronomy 10:17 we read, “For G-dWhy are you up-in-arms against our
Synagogues to experience th@ur G-d He is the G-af al judges, teachings, when you do the sarfiz?
wonderful services.So your article andthe master of all master)e G-d [
really alamed me and | didwho is great, powerfulard awesome, -Rabbi Moshe Ben-Chaim
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G-0

Becoming Man?

The Result of Imagination & Religion Combined without Intelligence

RABBI MOSHE BEN-CHAIM

G-d becoming man in the body Jesus is one of the most Rabbi Mann also referred me to the following quote of
idolatrous and absurd doctrines fabricatedHeyChristians. Maimonides “Guide for the Perplexed”, Book Ill, Chap. XV:
For it suggests that G-dhe Creator of everything, Who [

controls everything, suddenly becomes the “createtttié - “ That which isimpossible has a permanent and constant
Omnipotent One becomes frdilesh and blood, subject to property, which is not the result of some agent, and cannot
the very laws He created. in any way change, and consequently we do not ascribe to

Such a concept is blaspheuttythe highest degreér with God the power of doing what is impossible. No thinking
such words, man haughtilygnores his fear of G-d man deniesthetruth of thismaxim; noneignoreit”
commandedh the Torahard severely cripples his estimation ~ “Likewise it is impossible that God should produce a
He who is exalted above all else. It is man, speaking aboutseing like Himsdf, or annihilate, corporify, (make Himself
that which he has no knowledge at athe-unknowable G-d. physical) or change Himsdlf. The power of God is not
This is an outright denial of what Gtold Moses, “You can  assumed to extend to any of these impossihilities”
not know me while youdive.” G-d told Moses that you “..there are things which are impossible, whose
cannot possess any possible concept of Me. Man is inherentiyistence cannot be admitted, and whose creation is
limited in this respect. Man perceives Gagmuch as a blind  excluded from the power of God, and the assumption that
person perceives light. But this foolish Christian doctrineGod does not change their nature does not imply weakness
does not agree with G-éyd suggest that man can in fact in God, or alimit to His power.”
know what G-ds, somuch sothat the Christians perpetrate [

a lie that G-d corporified Himselfd formed Himself intoa We see that G-dand His true servants, Isaiah and
Man Jesus. But we must contemplate G-d's own words: Glaimonides,atest to the fact that G-d cannot “do &5
saidthat even the greatest prophet, Moses, caadlcknow children imagine. Howevethis Christian doctrine seems to
Him. Thereforeary doctrine such as this, which criticizes Gellow achild’s “superman” emotiorgrd na logic. Theyfeel

d, denies G-d's own wordard asumes things about G4d, all that may be imagined (viz., G-d becoming ma)
false. possible.

This is man at his lowest. It is man projecting his infantileThis is the lesson: do not live in the wodflimagination,
idolatrous fantasies onto realitiorcing the unknowablebut in G-d's worldof reality, where all ideas are pleasant,
Creator into some tangible forfor man’s weak emotions tosensibleard appeal to our minds. We need force faulty
attach toDiscussing this Christian doctrine that G-d becaingerpretations into G-d's wordéike when He says He is
man, Rabbi Reuven Mann directed me to this followi@ne,ard Christianitysays He is a Trinity. Such an approach,
sourcethe Prophet Isaiah says, (40:25) “And unto who shathere G-d's words are distorttaloffer imagined support for
you equate Me that | will be similagys G-d.” G-dsays that Christian doctrine is not the result of objective stadglear
it is impossible to equate Hino arything. Therefore, thinking.

Christianity’s crime,suggesting Gislin arnyway equatedo

anything, ie., man,ard more so that He could even G-d becoming man is but another of man's fantasies
possibility BE man,s such a tragidlaw, ard an outright leading him, when the opposite is what G-d demahalsye
denial of G-d's words. deny any reality to our fantasies, and follow reality al@he.
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DEIFICATION OF M AN

READER'S RESPONSE

DAVID FISCHBEIN

The main point Saadia Gaon is making belsthat the this respectsotoo was it a foregone conclusion that they
sole purpose of miracles is to make sure that G-aksable to do what we cannot.
message to man is authenticated. He brings in the fact thasay, therefore - but of course G-d's wisdamabove
prophets are normal people to shthat G-dinsuredthat aught that might be saidthat G-d's purpose in letting the
the world would knowthe source of the miracleard na prophets remain in evergespect like all other human
attribute themto arything else. | quotedfrom the beings, while singling them out frothe totality of them
following passage becausethought it would be an by ermabling themto do what was impossible to do for the
appropriate support on your last week’s article dealiwhole of mankind, was to authenticate His sign &nd
with people performing miracles. (If prophets cannconfirm his message. | declare, moreovéat on this
perform miracles on their owmow much more so canaccount,too, did G-dnat allow the prophets to perform
this be appliedo the rabbis of our times.) | didn't adld miracles at all times nor permit thesiways to knowthe
any of my own commentary, because | do not thimre's secrets of the futurdgst the uneducated masses thtingt

much to be added. they were possessesf same peculiarity which brought
O that about as a matter of course. He rather pernifited
[$aadia Gaon, Emonos Vedaos (pp 149-150, Rosenbdgterformthese miracles at certain stated occasiond@and
edition) obtain that knowledge at certain times that it might
O thereby become clear that all this was conferred upon

"l sgy also, that it was for this reason that G-d made tligem bythe Creator andhat it was not brought about by
prophets equal to all other human beings so far as déatimselves. Praise béhen, unto the All-Wise,ard
was concernedest men get the idea that just as thesanctified be He!
prophets were capable of living foreverin  Now what impelled me to note down these points here is
contradistinction to themso were theyalso able to the fact that lhave seen people whose preconceived
perform marvels in contradistinction to them. For thietions causethem to rgect the assertions made above.
reason,too, G-d did nat nourish them withoutlfooéird One of themfor example,says: "I denythat the prophet
drink, norlfestrain thenfrom marriage lest any doubt arisdies like all other human beingsAnother refuses to
in regardto the significance of their miracles. For mehelieve that he experiences hunger ahnicst. Another
might have thought that such nourishment [without foogjects the idea that the prophet cohabits and begets
and drink] was natural with theard that, just as that wasoffspring. Another denies that violence amgustice can
possible for themso too was it possible for themo have effect on himSill another denies that anything in
perform miracles.[] the world can be hidden frothe prophet. However,find

Thus, also, did G-dnat guarantee to the prophetall their allegations to be wrongglse, ard unjust. On the
perpetual health of bodgr great wealth or posteritpr contrary, it became certain to me that the wisdom
protection fromthe violence of the violent, whether thanhanifestedn what the Creator had done in the case of his
violence consist of flogging or insults or murder. For if messengers was of an order similar to that inherent in the
had done that, men might have ascribiesl fact to some rest oflHis works,asit is expressedn the statement of
peculiarityin the constitution of the prophets wherein theScripture: "For the wordf the Lordis upright;ard all His
deviatedfrom the rules applying to all other men. Thework is done in faithfulness." (Ps. 33:4). Scripture
would have saidthat, just as the prophets necessariikewise says:[But they knownad the thoughts of the
deviated [formthe character of the rest of humaniiy] Lord, neither understand they His counsel."[{(Mic. 4:£P)
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Aaron Seizes
the Angel of Death

RABBI MOSHE BEN-CHAIM

In Parshas Korach, (Numbers, 17:13) Rashi states an amazingfstarpposed G-d's will. Moses naatemptedto correct the Jewsyd show
how Aaron “seizedthe ‘Angel of Death’against its will." In order to that in factheard Aaron were not murderers opposing G-d. Moses sen
understandthis metaphor, we must first understanide events Aaron to make atonement for the Jews. What was this atoneangnt,
immediately prior. how didit ertitle the Jews to be savém G-d's wrath? The Jews saw

[G-d hed wiped out Korach antiis rebellion. On the morrovthe Aaron with this incense offeringianding at the place where the last
Jewish people saithe following (Numbers, 17:6) , "you (Moses andew dropped down in death, (they must have been falling like domino
Aaron) have killed the people of G-d"referring to Korach anchis or similarly). And the Jews further sawhat no more Jews were
assembly. Evidentlythe Jews coulcha make such a statement thelropping down dead. They were now perplexasthey viewedAaron
same daysG-d's destruction of the Korach assembly, perhaps becassa messenger of Moses, but Aaron was maling, ard na killing as
the Jews were too frightenatithe moment. But as their terror wanedhey previously asumed as seen through their accusation. This
they mustered the courage to speak their true feelings on the next dagrplexityis what the Rashi described metaphoricallyAaron seizing

What theysad were actually two accusations, 1) You, Moses atfte Angel of Death"Aaron was now correcting the opinion of the
Aaron are murderersyd 2) those murderedre G-d's people. The Jewgeople, which made them deserving of dedth.they were now
made two errors, and G-d addressed both. questioning, but not completely abandoning this false \oéwaron

(The method G-d usedo correct their seconderor was to and Mosesthe plague stopped&owe mayinterpret Aaron asskizing
demonstrate through miracle (a detachamtihad blossomedilmonds) the angel of deathas "halting the cause of the plaguéaron was
that Aaron in fact was following G-éjd Korach's people were not. Bycorrecting the false notions the Jews maintaihat Moses andaron
Aaron's rod blossominghis showed who G-davored, ard to whom were murderers of Korachian revolutionaries.

He related - even via a miracle. Nole Jew's opinion that Korach was But the people were still bothereard rightly sa Aaron is Moses'
following G-d was correcte@sit was Aaron's staff which GgHected, messenger, but the plague was clefidyn G-d.Sqg how could Aaron
and not Korach’s. and Moses out-power G-d? This is what Rashi means by "tham

[But how did Moses correct the people's false opinibat, he and messenger of G-dird you are (only) the messenger of Moses". The
Aaron were murderers? How dilde incense, which Moses instructedngel in this metaphor personifies the opinions of the people, whic
Aaron to bring, correct the problemd sty off the plague, which G-d causes the angel of Death (i.e., deathpave any claim. But with a
sent to kill the Jews? What Moses commaniladn to do was to take corrected opinion, G-d will not killSo the Angel talking in this
the incenseard siand between the living anthe dead during the metaphorreally represents the Jewish people's corrupt opinion - whicl
plague, which onlytemporarily stoppedthe plague. It was not untilin fact causes death. (Sometimitse views can be so wrong that the
Aaron returned backo Moses that G-d completelydted the plague. follower of such a view deserves death.)

So what does Aaron standing there accomplibét it stoppedthe  Returning to the Rashi, "Moses says nothing on his own accor
plague temporarily? Additionally, what does his return to Moses andr&her, (he says matters onlfiyough G-d. If you do not believe me,
d at the Tent of Meeting do? This is where the Rashi comes in. behold Moses and G-gie at the Tent of Meeting, come with me and

[Rashi reads as follows, "Aaron seizbd angel (of deatmggpinst its ask". At this point, the plague was temporarilstopped,as the Jews
will. The angel said, 'leave me to do my missiéaron said, 'Moses were entertaining the idea that Moses Aacbn were not murdereras
commanded me to prevent you'. The angel said, tharmessenger of Aaron was atoningtrying to keepthem alive. Their perplexity about
G-d, ard you are (only) the messenger of Moseglaron said, ‘Moses whether Aaron and Moses were following Gidl to be removedf
says nothing on his own accordther, (he says matters onl§yough they were to live permanently. This is what is meant that when Aarc
G-d. If you do not believe me, behold Moses and &&edat the Tent of returnedto the tent of meeting (Numbers , 17:18 plague was
Meeting, come with me and ask". terminated As the Jews witnesseflaron, Mosesard G-d “together”,

(What this means, | believés the following: Moses knevihat the theynow understoodhat Moses anéaron were in fact followers of G-
people accusedim ard Aaron of being murderers. The Jews sad.

Moses and G-@&stwo opposing sides, i.e., Moses was not working inThe metaphor depicts Aaron as 'seizitig corrupt views of the
sync with G-d. The statement, "ydave killed the people of G-d" people which demandebeir deathallegorized bysézing an "Angel of
displays the people's belief that G-d was correct to follow, but MoBesth".O
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