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I am Yahweh your God who brought you out of the land of Egypt, out
of the house of slavery. You shall have no strange gods before me.

Exodus 20:2-3*

*Verse 3 is from the Latin Vulgate according to Douay.
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“Woe unto you lawyers, for you have taken away the key of
knowledge.”

Luke 11:52
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“The Jews as...well as the National Socialists want to impose on God
their plans for the glory of their race and nation...And both these forces are
being used by Satan to inflict disaster on the world. There is laughter in
hell when human beings succumb once more to the temptation of the
Garden of Eden and put themselves in the place of God, whether the new
divinity be the Jewish race or the German race.”

Rev. Fr. Denis Fahey
The Mystical Body of Christ and the Reorganization of Soctety (1939)
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“Illustrations and reasons of the laws of Moses I never take from the
Talmud. The oral traditions of the ignorant rabbis...(give) not the sense of
the Mosaic writings. Many of the laws in the Pentateuch would make a
strange figure indeed, if we were to interpret them as the Pharisees did,
whose exposition, according to Christ's declaration, in many cases served
to inculcate doctrines and precepts directly the reverse of what Moses had
taught and commanded...Those, therefore, who in this work expect to find
Talmudic law, will be much disappointed. I do not even mean to mention
the names of those men, whose oracles are held up to us in the Talmud;
nor indeed of the rabbis in general...even with regard to Jewish
antiquities, prior to the Babylonian captivity, the Talmud is...an impure
source of information...a book...which appeals ouly to oral traditions can
tell us nothing worthy of credit...I have nothing to do with the law of the
present Jews...”

Johann David Michaelis
Commentaries on the Laws of Moses*

*Vol. 1, pp. 51-52; published in Britain in four volumes in 1814. Originally
published in German as Mosaisches Recht, in six volumes (1770-1775). Michaelis
was Professor of Old Testament exegesis, Hebrew antiguities, Mosaic law, and
Semitic languages at the University of Gottingen from 1745 to 1791, Goethe spoke
highly of his “knowledge and talent.” Mosaisches Recht was considered the
Enlightenment-era encyclopedia of the Torah. Michaelis also served as editor of
the preeminent publication for Biblical research in Europe, the Orientalische und
exegetische Bibliothek (“Oriental and Exegetical Library”).
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“ At no period of his life was D'Isracli a rabbinist or Talmudist; a large
and liberal® philosophy raised him...above all the exclusive, intolerant and
anti-social glosses with which the authors of the Mishna and Gemara have

encumbered and distorted the Mosaic legislation.”

W.C. Taylor
«Memoir of the Late Isaac D’Israeli”™

*[n Curiosities of Literature (London: George Routledge and Sons, 1893), p-

viil.

-

* &1 sheral” in the Victorian sense of generous and open-minded.
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“According to Jewish law, the minute a Jew betrays his people and
country to the enemy, he must be killed. No one taught me that law. I've
been studying the Talmud all my life, and I have all the data.”

Yigal Amir,* assassin of Yitzhak Rabin

*New York Times, November 27, 1995
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“Citing a tale from the Talmud in which the rabbis tell God, ‘You gave
us a document to interpret, and a methodology for interpreting it. Now

leave us to do our job,” (Harvard Law Prof. Alan) Dershowitz sees a lesson
for Americans.”

Karen J. Greenberg
“The Letter and the Law™*

*Washington Post, Feb. 7, 2008



JUDAISM DISCOVERED 14 MICHAEL HOFFMAN

“If they get you asking the wrong questions, they don’t have to worry
about the answers.”

Thomas Pynchon
Gravity’s Rainbow
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Babylon: The Cradle of the Talmud

The cities of Sura and Pumbedisa (also spelled Pumbeditha) are reputed to
be the places where the Tanna’im and the Amora’im concocted Judaism’s
authoritative Talmud. In Sura was allegedly established, circa the third century
A.D., the foundational “Yeshiva Gedola” which functioned for hundreds of years
but fell on hard times after the Christian conquest of Mesopotamia. Only with the
subsequent Muslim conquest were the many decrees and limitations that had
been placed on Babylon’s rabbis lifted. Other important Talmud centers in
Babylon cited in the legends of the Gemara include Neharde'ia and Mechoza.
Shortly after the U.S. invasion of Iraq, sixteen commandos from the U.S. Army’s
elite “MET Alpha” unit, under the command of Col. Richard R. McPhee, were
dispatched on a mission to search Baghdad in order to locate rabbinic antiquities,

including “one of the most ancient copies of the Talmud in existence, dating from
the seventh century.”*

*New York Times, May 7, 2003
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Caveat
Readers of this book are forewarned. There is a death penalty for critics of
Judaism who study the Talmud. BT Sanhedrin 59a:

PRWY M3 11a01Y 727 MKY
IR, TRM aMn mina
TWIIR YR 07 My TR

oa7 X7 awin ube —

P 30 Ky *Rabbi
Yohanan said: A non-Jew who
engages in the study of Torah is
liable for execution, ‘for the
Verse states {Deuteronomy
33:.4). “Moses commanded us a Torah, an inheritance
for the congregation of Jacob” — °to us, the Jewish
people, the Torah was given as an inheritance, but
not to them, the other nations.

By “Torah” is here signified the Oral Torah, the Torah SheBeal Peh, i.e.
the Talmud and other rabbinic sacred texts that originated in, or are derived
from, the formerly oral “traditions of the elders.”! The question will be asked,
if there really is a death penalty, why is it that nowadays the Talmud can be
freely accessed and read without interdiction? Those who make this point so

' Cf. Moshe Halbertal, People of the Book (Harvard Univ. Press, 1997), p. 125.
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as to demonstrate that the preceding tractate Sanhedrin is no longer in
effect, have neglected to consult the rabbinic “fine print” —

N2 pRIWYY M3 A non-Jew who engages in Torah. The
Rishonim offer various explanations for this prohibition.
According to Meir/, a non-Jew is only forbidden to study
Torah, if his intention is to gain knowledge in order to vex
Jews.

Rabbi Adin Steinsaltz, commentary on BT Sanhedrin 59a

Access to the Talmud is not a crime for those who refrain from criticizing
the religion of Judaism (“vexing Jews”). Jesus Christ quoted the forerunner of
the Talmud, the Mishnah as it was repeated in its oral form. As a critic of
those Pharisaic doctrines he had no right to study them, according to the
rabbis, and He paid for His study and critical evaluation with His life. The
same fate awaits all skeptical researchers and scholars who dare to peer into
the pages of the Talmud.

“If a non-Jew studies the Talmud, he is subject to the death penalty.”
Moses Maimonides, Mishneh Torah: Yad Hachzakah 10:9. As part of the
rabbinic hermeneutic of concealment and dissimulation, Rabbi Moses
Maimonides anticipated that the medieval gentile powers would learn of
Judaism’s death sentence for reading their book. Thus, he made it appear as
though on earth only an unspecified “punishment,” but not execution, would
be the fate of critics of Judaism who dared to study the Talmud, alluding to
capital punishment of such offenders only in the after life. This is a set-up
laid for the unwary, uninitiated reader of the devious Maimonides {(cf. Sefer
Shofetim, Hilkhot Melakhim 10:9). If rabbinic supremacy reaches sufficient
heights of near total control of much of the West in the twenty-first century,
critics of Judaism who study the Talmud or based their writings on a study of
it in the past, will be subjected to criminal penalties, including death, though
very likely under cover of convictions for other crimes.

Another text that, when partially quoted by apologists for Judaism, can
be made to serve as a decoy, is found later in BT Sanhedrin 59a, where it is
zaid by Rabbi Meir that “a non-Jew who engages in the study of the Torah is
Zike a High Priest.” This Talmud passage is used out of context on many
secasions to prominently showcase to the gentile world the claim that
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Judaism regards the non-Jew as an equal, even a “High Priest” when
engaged in the study of God’s Word.

Such an interpretation of this passage is intellectually dishonest
nonsense, One only has to read further in Sanhedrin 59a, where the Gemara
supplies its own very specific context, to discover that the citation does not
overturn the death penalty for Talmud study by non-Judaics: “This Baraita
seems to contradict Rabbi Yohanan’s ruling that a non-Jew who studies the
Torah is liable for the death penalty. The Gemara explains: There in the
Baraita Rabbi Meir is referring to a non-Jew who studies the seven Noachide
laws that non-Jews are obligated to observe. A non-Jew who studies the
seven Noachide laws is indeed worthy of praise. But a non-Jew is forbidden to
study the rest of the Torah, as was declared by Rabbi Yohanan.”

As a reflection of rabbinic law, certain countries in Europe make it a
crime for gentile critics to quote the Talmud. In early 2005 “...a court in
Berlin convicted Claus Cremer...of...North Rhine-Westphalia, of incitement.
Cremer was accused of taking a passage of the Talmud out of context by
insinuating that Judaism endorses child abuse.” 2

2 Canadian Jewish News, June 30, 2005,
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Introduetion

Rabbi Jacob Neusner: “That sustained, systematic exposition, through
one instance after another, of the right reading of the Torah in both its media
comes to Israel now as in the past in a single document, the Talmud of
Babylonia. That statement of fact describes the centrality of Talmud in the
future curriculum of the Judaic intellect, the priority of the Talmud from the
time of its closure in about 600 C.E. to the present time. For ‘Judaism’ is
Rabbinic Judaism, and the Talmud of Babylonia is the authoritative
statement of the Torah that Judaism embodies.

“The Talmud is the prism, receiving, refracting all light. To state the
proposition in academic language: into that writing all prior canonical
writings emerged; to it, all appeal is directed; upon it, all conclusions
ultimately rest. In the language of Torah itself: study of the Torah begins, as
a matter of simple, ubiquitous fact, in the Talmud.

“.In all times, places, and writings, other than those rejected as
heretical, from then to now, the Talmud formed the starting point and the
ending point, the alpha and the omega of truth; justify by appeal to the
Talmud, rightly read, persuasively interpreted, and you make your point;
disprove a proposition by reference to a statement of the Talmud and you
demolish a counterpoint. In reading the written Torah itself, the Talmud’s
exegesis enjoys priority of place. Scripture rightly read reaches Israel in the
Talmud (and related writings of Midrash); sound exegesis conforms to the
facts of the Talmud...

“In all decisions of law that express theology in everyday action, the
Talmud forms the final statement of the Torah, mediating Scripture’s rules.
Innovation of every kind, whether in the character of the spiritual life or in
the practice of the faith in accord with its norms, must find justification in
the Talmud.

“That is the power of this Judaism, which for as long time, and for the
majority of practitioners of Rabbinic Judaism today, defines the normative,
the classical, the authentic Torah: Rabbinic Judaism. That formulation of the
theology of Rabbinic Judaism, which is to say, of the Torah, therefore
constitutes the Talmud’s re-presentation of the Torah...to know the Torah, we
have to think in the way in which Torah teaches us to think. No prior
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document spells out that way, in massive, tedious, repetitive detail, case by
case by case, as does the Talmud of Babylonia.” 3

The Pharisees were originally only a sect within Israel. They were not
the dominant force. The majority of the Israclites rejected the oral law which
is what the Talmud is--the oral tradition of the elders committed to writing
after the crucifixion of Christ and the destruction of the Temple. The great
mass of Israelites, the Am-ha-aretz were not Pharisees and were oblivious to
the orally transmitted traditions of the elders and were thus regarded as
ignoramuses by the Pharisees. The Pharisees did not yet have a hold over the
majority of the people of Israel; though the Pharisees did represent a potent
underground current of corruption that had existed within Israel since the
time of the Golden Calf. It is interesting to note in this regard that the rabbis
teach that the Israelites did not sin in their worship of the golden calf. Rabbi
Zalman Melamed of Bar Ilan University in Jerusalem writes:

“...we can classify the sin of the Golden Calif as not a true ‘fall’; it was not
substantive, but just a result of confusion, a foolishness that overtook a
nation impatiently awaiting its leader, Moses. In one rabbinic passage, in
fact, our (Talmudic) sages compare the sin of the calf to an unfaithful wife's
intimacy with a eunuch! In other words, the sin was not substantive...”

Another example of the rabbis’ theological casuistry is even more
egregious. Chazal at BT Avodah Zarah 4b state that the Jewish people only
worshipped the golden calf to give a theological “opening” (pischon peh)s to
future baalei teshuvah (Judaics who never knew Judaism or who gave up
Judaism and who subsequently join, or return, to the fold). If this seems too
far-fetched, Rashi concocted an alternate escape clause: blaming the worship
on incitement by the “erev rav,” a racially “mixed multitude of clever trouble-
makers and rabble-rousers who used sorcery and accompanied the Jewish
people when they left Egypt.” Hence, a spell was placed on Jews and that is
why they worshipped the golden calf. Bottom line: it wasn’t their fault. Sound
familiar?

In contradiction to this rabbinic assertion, the reader will recall the
famous scene in the Book of Luke when the Pharisees, using their sly ability

3 Jacob Neusner, Rabbinic Judaism: Structure and System (Minneapolis, Minnesota: Augsburg
Fortress, 1995), pp. 205, 209.

4 www.yeshiva.org.i/Shiurim/shaleshides/rzmelamed/Ekitissa61.htm
% Literally, “opening of the mouth.”
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to twist words, which has remained with their spiritual heirs to this day, try
to ensnare Jesus, when they ask Him, “By whose authority do you teach?”
And Jesus countered by asking of them a question in turn, “By whose
authority did John baptize?” This passage in Luke illuminates the extent to
which the peasantry among the Jewish people, the am ha-aretz, were on
Jesus’ side at that time. The Pharisees murmured among themselves, “If we
answer that God sent John, He will say why were you not then baptized? But
if we say John’s authority did not come from God, the people will stone us
because they believe that John was a prophet.”

The common “people” of Israel, the am ha-eretz, for a time believed John
the Baptist and did not hold with the Pharisees or their anthropomorphic
traditions. What is the status of Judaics in our time who do not believe in the
Talmud? How do the rabbis judge Judaics who have not learned and may
even have rejected the Talmud? Here's a series of rabbinic definitions of the
Am-ha-eretz in the Talmud, showing how Jews who did not highly regard or
acquaint themselves with the oral tradition were viewed by the Pharisees.

BT Sotah 22a: “It has been reported, if one has learned Scripture and
Talmud but did not ocbey Rabbinical scholars, Rabbi Eleazar says he is an am
ha-Aretz. Rabbi Samuel ben Nachmani says an am ha-Aretz is a boor
(literally, ‘bor’ in Hebrew); Rabbi Jannai says an am ha-Aretz is a Samaritan;
Rabbi Aha b. Jacob says he is a magician. Our Rabbis taught: Who is an Am
ha-Aretz? Whoever does not put on tefillin. Rabbi Ben Azzai says: Whoever
has not £zitzif on his garment. R. Jonathan b. Joseph says: Whoever has sons
and does not rear them to study the Talmud. Others say: Even if he learned
the Old Testament scripture, but not Talmud, he is a boor.™ 4z | A3 ik

BT Pesahim 49a-b: “But let him not marry the daughter of an am ha- -
aretz, because they are detestable (‘sheketz’) and their wives are vermin, and
of their daughters it is said, Cursed be he that lies with any manner of beast.’

“It was taught, Rabbi said: An am ha-aretz may not eat the flesh of
cattle, for it is said, This is the law of the beast, and of the fowl; whoever
engages in [the study of] the Talmud may eat the flesh of beast and fowl, but
he who does not engage in [the study of] the Talmud may not eat the flesh of
heast and fowl.- yo7o.2 Sl

“Rabbi Eleazar said: An am ha-aretz — it is permitted to stab him (even)
=m the Day of Atonement which falls on the Sabbath. La TPl

- (N * s
e “"";:;\ﬂh.)l?ﬁ\
T dg e



JUDAISM DISCOVERED 30 MICHAEL HOFFMAN

“Said his disciples to him, Master, may we slaughter him (ritually)?

“The rabbi replied: This (ritual slaughter) requires a benediction,
whereas that (stabbing of the am ha’aretz) does not require a benediction.

“Rabbi Eleazar said: One must not join company with an am ha-aretz on
the road, because it is said, for that (the Talmud) is your life, and the length
of your days: He has no care (pity) for his own life (as demonstrated by not
studying Talmud), how much the more for the life of his companions!

“Rabbi Samuel ben Nachmani said in Rabbi Yochanan’s name: One may
tear an am hd’aretz like a fish!

“Said Rabbi Samuel ben Isaac: And (this means) stab him along his
back.

“Greater is the hatred with which the ignoramuses (am hea'aretz) hate
the (Talmudic) scholar, than the hatred with which the goyim hate Israel,
and their wives (hate even) more than they.”

BT Pesahim 49a-b: “Our Rabbis taught: Six things were said about the
ignoramuses: We do not commit testimony to them; we do not accept
testimony from them; we do not reveal a secret to them; we do nothing for
their orphans; we do not appoint them stewards over money; and we must
not join their company on the road. If an am ha-aretz loses something, the
scholar is not required to notify him; the am ha-aretz should not benefit from
any physical good in this world!” Modern Orthodox Judaism interprets BT
Pesachim 49b as stating that “Jewish ignoramuses are greater antisemites
than Gentiles.” The Kabbalah (Zohar: Exodus 7b) teaches that at the “end of
days” the am hda’arertz, these “wicked Jews” will become the allies of the
enemies of Klal Yisroel.”

This book may be banned, suppressed and otherwise proscribed and
forbidden because of the documentation it brings to light concerning the
religion of Orthodox Judaism. The depressingly familiar litany of tedious
smears (“bigoted-antisemitic-Jew-hatred”) may be set forth as justification for
the suppression. Because we expose Judaism, this work may be regarded as
beyond the pale, beyond intellectual consideration, and beyond the normative
protections of freedom of speech and press. How many persons will be able to
penetrate this charade and discern that it is actually a function of rabbinic
- cozenage, is anyone’s guess. There are hundreds of Muslim-bashing books on

the market, in libraries and schools and hawked prominently on display

Roorie

'{’,r;u\. £ @}—:
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shelves at national chain bookstores: The Next World War: What Prophecy
Reveals about Extreme Islam and the West by Grant R. Jeffrey (Random
House), and Radical Islam’s War Against Israel, Christianity, and the West by
Richard Booker. Ah, you say, but those books only attack Islamic extremism,
not Islam itself. Not so. There is Norman Geisler, Answering Islam; Alvin J.
Schmidt, The Great Divide: The Failure of Islam, R.C. Sproul, The Dark Side
of Islam; Mark A. Gabriel, Islam and Terrorism: What the Quran Really
Teaches; Don Richardson, Secrets of the Koran: Revealing Insights into
Islam’s Holy Book; Joel Richardson, Antichrist: Islam’s Awaited Messiah;
John Ankerberg, The Facts on Islam; Robert Spencer, The Politically
Incorrect Guide to Islam; Gregory M. Davis, Religion of Peace? Islam’s War
Against the World; there are dozens of titles in this vein. There is nothing
approaching this deluge of criticism concerning Judaism. Any respectable
priest or pastor who published “The Dark Side of Judaism” or “Secrets of the
Talmud: Revealing Insights into Judaism’s Holy Book”; would soon be seen
with a cup in his hand seeking spare change on the sidewalk outside his
former church. Any reputable but untenured professor who published
“Judaism and Terrorism: What the Talmud Really Teaches” would soon be
out of a job and a reputation. The epithet, “Antisemite!” would dog the
clergyman and the professor for the rest of their lives, or for as long as they
stood by their research; in the event that they repudiated it and recanted,
however, there might be some slim hope of salvaging their vocation.

Critics of Islam however, are the toast of western society. In The Death
=f the Grown-Up, published by the prestigious St. Martin’s Press in 2007,
zathor Diana West’s “cultural analysis fits...with Ms. West’s grand thesis
zoout the West’s failure to confront Islam. Not Islamic fundamentalism, not
Izlamism, but Islam...the threat to the West comes from tenets inherent in
“slam, not from extremists or terrorists distorting the message.” ¢ Substitute
= the preceding sentence the words Judaism and Judaic for Islam and
Zslamism and Diana West’s book wouldn’t merit two lines in the New York
T“mes, much less a nearly one-quarter page review, whether critical or
~—_some (this particular one was critical), complete with author photo and a
~:x highlighting the book’s price and page length. That kind of spotlight in
“-g “newspaper of record” represents about $20,000 worth of free publicity.

"z York Times, Aug. 29, 2007, p. B8.
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By this means the book comes to the attention of the nation’s booksellers and
librarians and enters the marketplace of ideas, to be considered, debated,
denounced or celebrated. Its attack on the religion of Islam does not preclude
these developments.

It is not that we are opposed to honest Christian or scholarly analysis of
Islam, however critical. But we can’t help noting the deafening silence of all
of these “courageous” crusading Christian authors and “politically incorrect”
intellectuals when it comes to the “dark side” of what the Talmud “really
teaches.” When it comes to Judaism they are as pusillanimous and spineless
as any candy store schlemiel. They have apparently forgotten that the first
mission of Jesus Christ was to the “lost sheep of the House of Israel (Matt.
15:24).” Today we are content to let them remain lost, while we thump our
chests in glorious, rabbinic-approved crusades against the hated Muslim.

The book you heold in your hands is dedicated to a dissuasion from
Judaism, and no matter how erudite, it will not — without a huge,
groundswell-populist surge from the grassroots — receive any attention
whatsoever from the Establishment’s house organs, whether in Manhattan or
Milwaukee; or from the glossy Christian magazines and theology journals.
We would be glad to be proved wrong, but this has been the pattern in the
recent past. Our book crosses the perimeter of America’s thoroughly
Talmudic culture disguised as an intellectual forum. The gatekeeper is an
800 pound gorilla, that shrine of the sacrosanct, Judaism.

Do with Judaism as Diana West and dozens of prominent, affluent and
celebrated clergymen, pundits, professors and politicians have done with
Islam, and the writer who does so just bought his or her book a one-way
ticket to the bottom of the memory hole. Habent sua fata libelli: “The fate of
the work illustrates its argument.” Even in the matter of comparative
religion, Judaism enjoys superior status, privileges and immunities. In
almost every sphere it is on the ascendant, even as it howls ever more and
ever again of “persecution!”

We once gave a speech, “The Jew Haters Who Wrote the Talmud.” Need
we elaborate on its contents? There is a candid saying one hears privately
and only inside Orthodox Judaism: Meimis atzmo b'oholah shel Torah — a
phrase which connotes, “We are killing ourselves in the study of the Torah.”

7 A literal translation would be “Killing ourselves in the tent of Torah.” But the connotation is
in line with the sentiment of a more common public proverb, §'iz shver tsu zayn o yid.
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This relates not just to the actual ordeal of Talmud study but to its corrollary:
absolute submission on the part of Judaics to the rabbinic “Torah scholars,”
the so-called talmidei chachamim. From this submission one may trace the
spirt of the Soviet commmissar and the New York bureaucrat.

We refuse to pander to the turning of the tables at which the rabbis are
expert. To tighten their yoke on countless Judaic persons harnessed to the
legal codex based on the Mishnah and Gemara, these oppressors turn the
tables and accuse researchers such as this writer of hating the very people we
would free from the grip of the rabbinic tyranny.

The mostly secular, liberal working-class Judaics we grew up with in our
native New York — the New York Judaics of our own age with whom we
were acquainted — were often energetic, intelligent, “edgy” and fun to be
around. The negative energy of the universe, call it “the devil” or “Satan” has
roped Talmudic-Judaies precisely because, were they free of the yoke of
egotistical racial pride and rabbinic delusion, they would perhaps become the
force for fantastic good for which they were destined by their talents and
energy. In this vein it is our earnest prayer that God will deign to cause an
Orthodox rabbi to convert and come forward to publicly educate mankind
about Judaism in the terms demarcated in these pages. Umitalmidei yoseir
mikulam. (In a sense we are all partakers in the dilemma of squandered
talent and wasted energies. Our Creator endowed each of us with a talent
which it is our task to discover and bring to fruition. No less than Judaics, we
are all prone to being sidelined, gulled and snared).

Since we do not believe that contemporary Judaics are, in most cases,
descendants of the ancient Jews of the Bible era, the entire, hotly contested
subject of an alleged “Jewish” predilection for evil is moot with us. Neither do
we believe that if we were able to somehow miraculously reconstitute the lost
genealogical records of the Second Temple and learn who the actual Jews of
our time are, it would mark them for any sort of racial taint or perfidy. Such
a notion is itself diabolical since all of the apostles, the Blessed Virgin Mary,
and the Messiah of Israel Himself, were Jews. “Salvation is of the
Jews” (John 4:22). Jew is a holy word and the generalized association of it,
without distinction, with intrinsic evil, is surely a blunder on the part of
Biblical Christians. Some ancient Jews were horribly evil, along with many
gentiles. Other Jews were the channel through which flowed our salvation.
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Judeo-Churchianity, in its Satanic partnership with the rabbis in
keeping Judaic souls enslaved to racial-nationalism and pride (the
personification of which is the Talmud), wish to suggest, imply and in some
cases even state openly that Judaics are “saved by their race.” This is an
absurdity when Klansmen say it about white Anglo-Saxon Protestants, or
when Nazis declare it with regard to blond Germans. Is it no less an
absurdity when it is applied to a conglomerate of disparate peoples and races
today classed generically and falsely under the heading of “Jew™?

Another reason that so-called Christian ministers, bishops and priests
assist the rabbis in keeping Judaic people in thrall is the “Money Engine”:

_ Bythis Hiflory we may perceive what a prevailing |
‘Engine the Jews money is, both to ferue them into Chrie B
fhian Kingdoms, though the moft bitrer, invererate, pro- |
felled Enemies of Chrift himfelf, Chritians, and Chri- k
flianity , and how their money can induce ‘even Chri- b
tian Princes to perpetrace mott unchrithian, and antichri- B
'ftianactions ; and enforce by threatsand violence, even |
converted Chriftian Jews to renounce their Chriftiani- b
;tﬁ, and apoftatife to their former Jewifh Errors which b
they had quite renounced. And do not they ftill work 3
even by the {elf-fame Money Engine ? preferred by too

manyChritians, before Chrift himfelf and Chriftianiry. g

William Prynne, A Short Demurrer, (London, 1656)

Did Jesus exploit His racial status? Did He glorify Israelite descent as a
key to heaven? He was crucified in part because He repudiated the Pharisaic
doctrine of racial nationalism. He was the antithesis of a racialist, though at
the beginning of His ministry, in order to appeal to the hardened hearts
around him, He told His apostles to preach nowhere except among the “lost
sheep of the House of Israel.” Toward the conclusion of His ministry, having
evangelized those among the Jews who had eyes to see and ears to hear, he
announced the mandate to preach the gospel to the whole world and all
nations.
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If the reader chooses to oppose this book, do so on solid ground,
disputing our facts, details and data. Do not regurgiate the calumny of the
rabbis and Zionists and blab that we write to incite “Jew hate.” If we teach
you nothing else, God grant you the grace to understand that it is the rabbis
themselves who are the world’s most flagrant and virulent Judaic-haters.

This is a book of love, reflecting the love of God for all people, Judaic or
gentile, who are hostage to darkness. There are no hidden agendas or
motives. All who say otherwise are liars and have for their patriarch, the
Father of Lies.
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To the General Reader

When researching Johann Andreas Eisenmenger’s two volume study of
Judaism, Entedecktes Judenthum?® we discovered that aside from the charge
that he quoted out of context, the principal criticism of his work was that he
allegedly had nothing good to say about Judaism. “It is certain that many of
those who thus assumed to pass a condemning judgment upon the gigantic
work of the Talmud...based their verdict merely on those disconnected and
often distorted passages which Eisenmenger and his consorts and followers
picked out from the Talmud for hostile purposes...But these utterances are
richly counterbalanced by the maxims of benevolence and philanthropy
towards every man, regardless of creed and nationality, which are also
preserved in the Talmud.” ® It is repeated over and again in the philo-
rabbinic literature that Eisenmenger is not to be trusted because he had
nothing good to say about Judaism. That such a charge would even be put
forth shows the extent to which the argument is based on the presumptive
immunity of the rabbis. What matters is whether or not Eisenmenger quoted
accurately and wrote truly. Any other criterion is a loyalty test of deference,
the paying of tribute to rabbinic pride. It is too fantastic to even imagine the
insolence of a critic indicting a history of Hitler’s Nazism on the basis that
the historian who wrote it “had nothing good to say about Nazism.” Finding
something positive in an enemy is an admirable quest, surely; while on the
other hand, searching for the positive in something evil is an exercise in
futility. The Talmud is such a heap of rubbish, and Judaism is so harmful to
Judaics, that it is difficult to find any “good” whatsoever in it. Still, in
fairness, we freely concede that Judaism holds (rabbinic) books and (rabbinic-
approved) reading in high regard. The one who has mastered those books is
regarded as a scholar and possesses high status in Judaic society. The most
prestigious husband for one of the beautiful and affluent Orthodox Judaic

8 Published in Frankfurt, Germany in 1700. “The Jews opposed its publication by all means in
their power and even obtained an imperial edict against it. At the time of his (Eisenmenger’s)
death, nearly the whole edition of the work still lay under arrest.” John M'Clintock and James
Strong, Cyclopedia of Biblical, Theological and Ecclesinstical Literature (Harper & Brothers,
1883), wvol. 3, p. 110. “._Entdecktes Judenthum. .suppressed in response to Jewish
pleading...the fruit of 19 years of diligent scraping together from...the myths, stories,
arguments, misunderstandings, and everything else against Christianity which he could trace
to a Jewish source...” Samuel McCauley Jackson, Concise Dictionary of Religious Knowledge
(New York, 1891), pp. 247-248.

9 Moses Mielziner, Introduction to the Talmud (Funk and Wagnalls, 1903), pp. 103 and 106.
Dr. Mielziner was Professor of Talmud at Hebrew Union College.
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women is not a movie star, NFL quarterback or even a billionaire. It is the
Talmudic man who has achieved the status of scholar within the context
noted. The Talmud at BT Pesachim 49a states that a Judaic father should, if
necessary, sell everything he has in order to marry his daughter to a talmid
chacham (Talmud scholar): Leoylem yisa odem es bisoy letalmid khokhem .10

The downside to this scholarship is the denigration of manual labor,
Learning (from rabbinic-approved) books is highly prized, while manual
trades and agriculture are derided. In a commentary on Pesachim 49a with
the theme of Yiddisher Kop (the “Jewish brain,” but literally: “head”), a
Judaic commentator bragged: “Even a notorious Nazi eugenicist, Fritz Lenz,
couldn’t help but mention the Jews’ intelligence in his 5691/1931 work,
Human Selection and Race Hygiene ... he could hardly say otherwise in the
face of the fact that Jews had won 10 out of 32 Nobel Prizes won by Germans
during the previous 26 years. In the US Jews have claimed 27 percent of its
Nobel prizes...Social scientists have raised a number of suggestions for...this
trend...the tendency of Jews to engage in intellectual trades like commerce and
banking rather than brainless old-time farming...”

Another attribute one finds among Talmudists is the generosity they
show toward those they regard as the foremost defenders of the Talmud and
Orthodox Judaism. The myth that they are misers may have been planted by
gentile misers who did not want to appear parsimonious in comparison, and
thus fabricated the legend of the Judaic miser. The Talmudists are often
exceedingly generous in taking care of their own leaders, scholars and causes,
which is more than can be said for many wealthy gentiles.

These are the two positive attributes we have found in the rabbinic
world. We wish there were more. We would be glad to acknowledge them. We
have often wondered if the co-founder of the Protestant Reformation, the
Frenchman Jean Cauvin, who is known to history as the eponymous {John)
“Calvin,” ever had anything good to say about any one of the occupants of the
Roman papacy? We were prompted to think of this when we stumbled across
gualified praise for Calvin from one of the popes of Rome: “The strength of
that heretic (John Calvin) consisted in this, that money never had the
slightest charm for him. If I had such servants my dominion would extend

"= -A man should always marry his daughter to a scholar.”
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from sea to sea.”! It seems like an honorable act of character for a pope to
say that about a savant who founded a church whose bedrock maxim was
that the pope is the Antichrist. Pius IV, at least in this particular instance,
tried to search for what there was that was good in his bitter enemy, and that
is a trait we admire.

We will conclude this section with the observation that, of all the rabbis
we have encountered in the pages of history, we are most intrigued by
Aharon of Titiov (17407-1827), one of the shrewdest in all of Judaism; a
master of magic, masquerade, the false-face and the false-front. Everything
about him was shrouded in illusion. Of him we would state what Charles H.
Fort said of Cagliostro, that he was a personification of the inherent
trickiness of the material universe. The old proverb has it that one needs a
long spoon to dine with the devil. As Robert Littell writes, “You'll notice the
proverb doesn’t suggest you shouldn’t dine with the devil.'? On the contrary,
it assumes you will one day be obliged to, and merely advises you to take a
sensible precaution.” 13 If we could converse with Rav Aharon among his
talmidei at Staro Konstantinov (Old Constantine) in Ukraine, over a bottle of

schnapps, (using a long straw of course), there would be some questions we
would dearly wish to put to him,

1 Pope Pius IV (reigned 1559-1565).
12 Luke 7:36; 14:1.
18 Vicious Circle: A Novel of Complicity (2006).
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To the Judaic Reader

This is a book of compassion and concern for you and the fate of your
soul. In our home, from an early age, we were instructed “to hate the sin, but
love the sinner.” You are heavily stressed by the impossible burdens the
rabbis have imposed upon you, with their religion of the Pharisees, as Jesus
Christ, the Jewish Messiah of Israel, stated. You know from experience that
many of your Orthodox rabbis are liars bent on revenge against those who
expose their lies (Matthew 21:45-46). Those who follow the rabbis must also
therefore lie, however reluctantly. You know, or should know, that the rabbis’
worship of God is in vain, for in truth they worship themselves.

The notoriously voluble rabbis will calumniate the author of this book
with rhetoric which, if past reactions are any guide, will approach
superheated declamations of rage, rhapsodical in their paroxysms of vitriol.
Remember that what the Talmudists rant about this writer is premised on
their own paranoid malicious imaginings. About these people, the Christian-
Israelite prays, “Protect me from violent men whose heart is bent on malice:
they continually gather together for war. They sharpen their tongues like a
serpent” (Psalm 140:1-3).

Our mission is your salvation and freedom from the shackles of
Talmudic evil and rabbinic oppression. With regard to you, our attitude is one
of pidyon shevuyim.'* No race hatred is present in this book. While we cannot
trace our own lineage further back than the mid-19th century, it appears that
we are descended from Protestant and Mennonite Germans and Italian
Catholics; with a smattering of French Huguenot and Scotch-Irish Methodist
thrown into the mix. With that patchwork-quilt descent, one might style us
as typically American, “like Heinz, 57 varieties.” However, if some form of
future genetic testing were to conclusively prove that we are of Judiac-
Khazar descent, not one word in this book would be altered.

None of this cuts us any slack with rabbinic or Zionist haters, who,
because he backed the Oslo peace accord, labeled the late Israeli Prime
Minister Yitzhak Rabin a “Nazi,” and, using digital photo-manipulation
techniques, published photographs of Rabin wearing an SS officer’s uniform.
Historians Norman Finkelstein and Israel Shahak have also been smeared as
Nazis and “antisemites” by Talmudic religious fanatics and Zionists zealots.

14 Redemption of the captive.
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There is no pleasing, mollifying or pacifying Orthodox rabbis and Zionist
zealots except through fofal submission to their supremacist doctrines and
dictates.

In spite of this blind enmity, it is still worthwhile to state to Judaic
persons of good will, you are loved. It is not the intent of this book to in any
way suggest or imply that because, through no fault of your own, you have
been born into Judaism and raised as a talmid, or targeted for recruitment by
the rabbis, that you bear any kind of ineradicable moral or racial taint.
Anyone who directs hostility toward you simply because you are of ethnic
Khazar or Sepharidc (“Judaic”) descent, does the work of the devil. 15

There are thought police who attack any book like this one by
stigmatizing it as “Jew-bashing.” The Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC)
is one such group; and there are Zionist versions: the Anti-Defamation
League (ADL), Agudath Israel, the AJC (American Jewish Committee), the
Simon Wiesenthal Center, and many other exceedingly influential, energetic,
dedicated and well-connected espionage-oriented Zionist and rabbinic groups
dedicated to framing any empirical study of Judaism in the most opprobrious
terms, as if these groups speak for all Judaics; as if this is a case of “The
Jews” versus “The Anti-Semites;” as if all Judaics formed a monolithic
bulwark in support of the rabbinic groups and the ADL,

The fact is, some of the best material in this book was obtained from
Judaic informants who are either inside Orthodox Judaism or were raised in
it and subsequently fled from it. These persons are not “self-hating,” anymore
than a lapsed Catholic in Italy who divulges wickedness in the Vatican is a
“self-hating Italian.” Qur Judaic allies and informants do not believe that
Judaism represents the best interests of the Judaic people. Some of these
free-thinking Judaics continue to maintain their Yiddish folk culture, love of
classical and klezmer music, heritage of literacy and intellectual and
scientific pursuits. In most cases, they love their fellow Judaics while
despising rabbinic tyranny. There is a huge machinery in place to brand
these Judaic freethinkers as infected with moral turpitude; mentally and

15 One may be a strictly secular, Labor Socialist Judaic atheist and kibbutznik, and be almost

as racist, intolerant and genocidal as any rabbi, as we shall see when we examine in these
pages the career of Moses Hess.
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spiritually diseased, just like that “sick mamzer Yoshke” (viz., that “bastard
Jesus,” as Orthodox Judaies refer to the Christian saviorl6).

Powerful Zionist media outlets such as the New York Times lavish
extensive adulation and coverage on Christians and Muslims who quit their
religious faith. For example, in “Muslim Rebel Sisters: At Odds with Islam”
oy Barry Gewen, NY Times, April 27, 2008: “They are firm and unyielding in
sheir support for the West, feminism, reason, freedom...” Nowhere in the
report on these “rebels” is there any suggestion that the women, Irshad Manji
znd Ayaan Hirsi Ali, (author of the NY Times’ bestseller Infidel, and of
cditorials in Dec. 7, 2007 and Jan. 6, 2008 issues of the NY Times), are
zndangering or betraying the Arab people by their critique or rejection of
Zzlam. The April 27 NY Times report even includes a comment from the
Zionist zealot Paul Berman, “Had I grown up in a Muslim country, I'd
zrobably be an atheist in my heart.” We have no issue with Muslims who
wish to reform or leave their religion. Freedom of conscience must be
zhsolute. We do, however, have a bone to pick with the hidden agenda of the
Zionists who cynically pose as high-minded opponents of all forms of religious
“anaticism and fundamentalism but in actuality only oppose it in order to
weaken the creed of their enemies, even as they whitewash Judaism,
‘meluding its most fanatical and fundamentalist elements, while equating
_syalty to Judaism with the continuing existence of the Judaic people
-hemselves. On April 30, three days after Gewen’s paean to the moral
oourage of the anti-Islamic Arab women, the Times published another of its
zeemingly weekly series of “Holocaust” stories (dedicated exclusively to one
~alocaust against one group of people): “From Auschwitz, a Torah as Strong
zs Its Spirit,” by James Barron, was clearly intended as a morale booster to
zdherents of the religion of Judaism, making a connection between allegiance
=b Judaism and the continuing existence of the Judaic people. When it comes
=2 allegiance to Islam, however, considerations of the long history of western
zolonial and Israeli attempts at extruding and extirpating the “Amalek”
Arabs are not a factor. Mr. Berman, in a NY Times editorial, ridicules any
szch linkage: “In today’s Middle East, the various radical Islamists, basking
“m their success, paint their liberal rivals and opponents as traitors to Muslim

"2 For documentary video footage of rabbis using these defamatory words to describe Jesus cf.

== DVD, “The Talmudic Persecution of Christians by the Followers of Orthodox Judaism”
zwailable from Independent History and Research.
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civilization, stooges of crusader or Zionist aggression...all too many
intellectuals in the Western countries have lately assented to those
preposterous accusations...” (Why Radical Islam Just Won’t Die,” NY Times,
March 23, 2008). Can Mr. Berman really be ignorant of the military policy of
the Israeli armed forces and the theology of prominent Israeli rabbis,
including the powerful Rabbi of the Shas party, Ovadia Yosef, the Rabbi of
Safed, Shmuel Eliyahu, and the influential Rabbi Dov Lior of Kiryat Arba, aill
of whom have identified the Arab people as “Amalek,” e.g. a nation that must
be exterminated? In the view of the NY Times, the main considerations with
regard to Islam are “feminism, reason, freedom.” When it comes to Judaism
however, those considerations are not even raised, in spite of the fact that
Orthodox Judaism is inherently retrograde and as such, in the West it is the
principal enemy of “feminism, reason and freedom.” But due to the
“Holocaust,” Judaics must not do what quondam Muslims are praised for
doing: reject or attack Judaism. The April 30 NY Times article, “From
Auschwitz, a Torah as Strong as Its Spirit,” states: “Three nights before the
Germans arrived, the synagogue sexton put the Torah scrolls in a metal box
and buried them. The sexton knew that the Nazis were bent on destroying
Judaism as well as killing Jews.” Just in case readers don’t get the hint, the
Times repeats the lesson, “The Nazis really thought they had wiped Jews off
the face of the earth, and Judaism.” 17

17 “The back story of how a Torah got from the fetid barracks of Auschwitz to the ark of the Central
Synagogue at Lexingtoh Avenue and 55th Street is one the pastor of the Lutheran church down the street
sumg up as simply ‘miraculous.’ It is the story of a sexton in the synagogue in the Polish city of Oswiecim
who buried most of the sacred scroll before the Germans stormed in and later renamed the city Auschwitz.
It is the story of Jewish prisoners who sneaked the rest of it — four carefully chosen panels — into the
concentration camp.... This Torah, more than most, ‘is such an extraordinary symbol of rebirth,” said Peter
J. Rubinstein, the rabbi of Central Synagogue. ‘As one who has gone to the camps and assimilates inte my
being the horror of the Holocaust, this gives meaning to Jewish survival’ On Wednesday (April 30), the
restored Torah will be rededicated in honor of Holocaust Remembrance Day, which for more than 20 years
the congregation of Central Synagogue has observed in conjunction with its neighbor, St. Peter’s Lutheran
Church, at Lexington Avenue and 54th Street. ...A Torah scroll contains the five books of Moses, and
observant Jews read a portion from it at services. Its ornate Hebrew must be hand-lettered by specially
trained scribes, and it is considered unacceptable if any part is marred or incomplete. ... This Torah
remained hidden for more than 60 vears, buried where the sexton had put it, until Rabbi Menachem
Youlus, who lives in Wheaton, Md., and runs the nonprofit Save a Torah foundation, began looking for it
about eight years ago.....The project was underwritten by David M. Rubenstein, a co-founder of the
Carlyle Group. Mr. Rubenstein was tied at No. 165 on the Forbes 400 last year with a reported fortune of
$2.5 billion... Over two decades, Rabbi Youlus said, the foundation has found more than 1,000 desecrated
Torahs and restored them, a painstaking and expensive process. This one was elusive, But Rabbi Youlus
was determined. He had heard a story told by Auschwitz survivors: Three nights before the Germans
arrived, the synagogue sexton put the Torah scrolls in a metal box and buried them. The sexton knew that
the Nazis were bent on destroying Judaism as well as killing Jews....“This really is an opportunity to look
up to the heavens and say, he who laughs last, laughs best,” Rabbi Youlus said. “The Nazis really thought
they had wiped Jews off the face of the earth, and Judaism. Here we are taking the ultimate symbol of
hope and of Judaism and rededicating it and using it in a synagogue.” —James Barron, “From Auschwitz,
a Torah as Strong as Its Spirit,” NY Times, April 30, 2008.
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All but the most obtuse will be able to perceive the moral blackmail the
Times is promoting with the equation they are setting forth: those who reject
or attack Judaism are finishing the work the Nazis started. The Times
thereby lays a guilt trip on Judaics who seek to be free of rabbinic fanaticism
and fundamentalism. Yet no similar message is conveyed to Muslims,
positing a link between Islam and Arab survival. The NY Times supports
tribal religion in the case of Judaism; then, appealing to Enlightenment
ideals and secular humanism, it does all in its power to undercut it with
regard to Islam. The Times’ heroine, Ayaan Hirsi Ali, is quoted as stating, “I
make a distinction between Islam and Muslims.” That is, ‘I picture the defeat
of Islam as large swaths of Muslims crossing the line and accepting the value
system of secular humanism,” Imagine a Judaic being lauded in the Times for
stating “I picture the defeat of Judaism as large swaths of Judaics crossing
the line and accepting the value system of secular humanism.” Such a
statement by a Judaic would be viewed as the precursor to “another
Holocaust.”

The Talmudic mentality insists on one set of standards for Judaics and
another for everyone else. Dozens of Muslim dissidents, rebels and
-3postates” have been accorded glowing coverage in the NY Times,'® while
“zdaic women like Miriam Shear, who was beaten on an Israeli bus by

"2 Cf. for example, Robert F. Worth, “Voice for Abused Women Upsets Dubai’s Patriarchy,” NY
Times, March 23, 2008. Gregory Crouch, “A Dutch Antagonist of Islam Waits for His
Zremiere,” NY Times, March 22, 2008. Neil MacFarquhar, “At Harvard, Students’ Muslim
“raditions Are a Topic of Debate,” NY Times, March 21, 2008, Jane Perlez, “From Finding
Zzdical Islam to Losing an Ideology,” NY Times, Sept. 12, 2007. Mark Landler, “Germans Split
zwer a Mosque and the Role of Islam,” NY Times, July 5, 2007. Jane Perlez, “A Journey to, and
Trom, the Heart of Radical Islam,” NY Times, June 2, 2007. Sabrina Tavernize, “A Secular
Turkish City Feels Islam’s Pulse Beating Stronger, Causing Divisions,” NY Times, June 1,
2 -¥7. Marlise Simons, “Critic of Islam Confronts Dutch,” NY Times, Oct. 4, 2007, Nicholas D.
7rstof, writing in the Oct. 15, 2006 NY Times, suggests that Islam is guilty of regarding
—zrstruating women as being unclean and of associating women with donkeys and dogs,
Fznses which Orthodox Judaism is guilty of on both counts, yet with the selective outrage

=z% is a hallmark of the Times, Kristof draws no such parallels. Dan Bilefsky and Ian Fisher,
=moss Europe, Worries on Islam Spread to Center,” NY Times, October 11, 2006. Elaine
- “I:"_no, “Teacher in Hiding After Attack on Islam,” NY Times, Sept. 30, 2006. (With regard to
~z7%ne’s article, the Times has taken little interest in reporting on Zionist terrorists who
-z7zat “Holocaust” revisionists and critics of Judaism, having published little more than squibs
— <he near fatal beating of Prof, Robert Faurisson in France in 1989, the hombing of the

_—==rate for Historical Review in California in 1984 and the burning of the home of Ernst
T _=del in 1995. Mordechai Levy, a Zionist involved in attacks on revisionist academics and
“$tTians has received positive coverage in three Times articles which omit all reference to
=" history of violence, including the shooting of a 69-year-old man. Cf. NY Times, Jan. 15,
72 Oct. 25, 2004; Nov. 20, 1995),
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Talmudic males because she would not move to the rear of the bus, and who
has led a campaign against this outrage, have never been mentioned by the
NY Times. 1*

David Mamet, the playwright celebrated by the liberal American
intelligentsia, has written a disgraceful book, The Wicked Son: Anti-
Semitism, Self-Hatred, and the Jews, in order to intimidate, shame and
excoriate Judaic freethinkers. Mamet is both a celebrated man of letters and
one of the most chauvinist and ethnocentric Zionist nationalists extant. If a
militant traditional Catholic were to say in favor of the papacy and the
Church what Mamet says in favor of Judaism and the Synagogue, he would
be denounced as a reactionary bigot and hardly taken seriously in the literary
salons of America. Instead, by some sleight of hand he may have picked up
from his stage-magician pal Ricky Jay, Mamet’s Talmudic jingoism is
transformed into a “progressive appeal.” To what? To blind faith in Judaic
dogma and ideology as a path to salvation. Did anyone ever hear of the
Enlightenment? Thank God for Nicholas Donin, Johannes Pfefferkorn,
Baruch Spinoza, Israel Shahak, Simone Weil (1909-1943), Noam Chomsky,
Evelyn Kaye, Norman Finkelstein and all the other “apostates” who have had
the courage and integrity to break free. One reads Mamet’s book as a case
study in megalomania and psychopathology from one of the grandees
directing contemporary culture in America. His heresy-hunting thesis is
outrageous, but it has not dented his reputation as a deep thinker and
benevolent beacon of insightful humanism.

Yet, in spite of the efforts of Mamet and other guardians of orthodoxy,
we have found that a considerable number of Judaic persons are angered by
Orthodox Judaic corruption, tyranny and dishonesty and are bursting at the
seams with resentment and indignation. These dissidents are seldom
accorded attention by the establishment media and academia. A case in
point: the allegations (we do not know if the alleged crimes attributed to the
individuals named below are true or false), made by the following New York
Judaic who wishes to remain anonymous and who we will call Goldberg, are
typical of the alienation and disaffection of many Judaic persons:

“There was another Joel Teitelbaum, who was a cousin of the rebbe. He
came over after the war, and called himself the Satmar Rebbe. He raised

19 Ag of June 17, 2008,
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money, until his cousin and other people from Satmar came, and put an end
to his fraud. He changed his name to the Kirhauser Rebbe. He was uncovered
to be a kapo, or a Nazi collaborator, during the war. In other words, he beat
the hell out of fellow Jews and worse. When one of his kids were doing a
shidduch?® and the prospective machatunim?! met, the machatainester
fainted on the spot because she recognized him as the kapo that beat her
almost to death. No, this shidduch did not take place. He established a shul,
and became a "mover and shaker" in the nursing home business. He “moved”
dead bodies from freezer to freezer, collecting their social security checks in
the meanwhile. The ones that were still alive, he “shaked” whatever money
they had out of them, by stealing their mail and bank accounts. He defrauded
the government and every single investor that trusted him. After all, he was
a rebbe!??2 He should rot in hell!

“The Spinka Rebbe was whisked away one Shabbos?® during davening,
by the police, he screamed Shabbos, Shabbos! The people he abused in his
nursing homes had nobody to scream to when he abused them, stole their
social security checks, and gave them rotten food. When the old people died,
this great zaddik,?* may he rot in hell, froze their bodies, to be able to keep
collecting the government stipends. He was part of the notorious Bergman
family, or the “Nursing Home Mafia” as described by the New York Times.
Bernard Bergman, Israel Braunstein and Moses Braunstein went to jail.

“There is another Braunstein in the news, government auditors are
looking into millions of dollars of medicaid money that can not be accounted
for from his nursing home. It's in their blood, they are sick!

“..the mitzvah of burying the dead within twenty four hours of death
goes in the garbage when there is money to be stolen. The mitzvah of
‘escorting the dead’ to him meant, escort, ‘after’ all the money was sucked out
of the family and the social security number. His two behaimeshe gangster
mamzeirim?S run Spinka today. Monkeys in black garb. Hertz Frankel, aka

20 Match-making to bring together suitable, prospective marriage partners.
21 The in-laws of the prospective kalleh (bride) and chosson (groom).

2 Rabbi.

2 The sabbath.

2t Holy man; saint.

2 “hehaimeshe gangster mamezeirim” = kosher gangster bastards.
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the 'Satmar Gonniff stole tens of millions of dollars throughout his thirty
years at Satmar. The government finally caught up with him, he plea
bargained, and stayed out of jail. Do not tell me that the Rebbe did not know
where all these millions came from. Leib Pinter, the notorious Bnai Torah
fraudster, stole millions of dollars for non existent government lunch
programs. Every single Chassidic Mosad participated willfully and knowingly
with Pinter. Munkascz, Vishnitz, Ger, Belz, Satmar, Skver, Bobov, and all
the other midgets with fur hats and long filthy black bathrobes, had a direct
hand in this and all other government frauds through Pinter and his cohorts.
Pinter went to jail. Pinter has been indicted again for mortgage fraud. He is

the 'energizer' goniff*, he keeps stealing & stealing & stealing ... When they
got caught, these nice guys, rebbes, threw the front men to the dogs. There
was drug money laundering, and drug selling through Bobov. Maher Reiss
went to jail. The Munkaczer's brother, the Dinover Rebbe, brother in-law of
the Vyepoler Rebbe (Frankel's shul” in Flatbush), was caught drug
smuggling. But they have pretty shuls and fancy homes. Every single time
records had to be produced, all of a sudden the files somehow got destroyed
by fire....Skver, Bobov, Munkascz, Satmar, Gur....all had fire sales.

"You criminals alter the Torah to suit your dementia. You all belong in
mental hospitals when you get out of jail. You guys sicken me. There is not
an honest person among you! | have more respect for Al Capone than | have
for you. He did not hide his fraud and theft behind God.

"Shlomo Halberstam, the first misfit of Bobov, landed in New Y ork after
the war. He had his butt fired at the first shul that hired him...This holy
genius moved to Crown Heights and ran a kindergarten. Hisjob was to give
the kids candies. | swear this is true, | spoke to one of those 'kids." A few
lunatic admirers of this Don Juan, decided to move him to Boro Park. So
what that he had no clue about learning. He made them feel good, what else
matters? He was a master at his game....his father advised his kehilla in
Poland not to worry about the Nazis, and assured them that no harm would
come to them. He was a "holy" man, surely his bracha had G-D's seal of
approval. Well, you know the end of that story. The 'holy' men from Gur and
Belz gave the same advice to their followers. They would do and say anything

** Con-man.

*’ Synagogue.
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to hold on to their little kingdoms. Can you not see that these guys are
meaningless people, who without the soap box you put them on would be
wagon drivers?

“The fight going on at Bobov...is about money and power, it has nothing
to do with G-D. One guy is a bigger retard than the other. Take away the real
estate and money, they both would be driving cabs. Years ago, Stoliner
Chassidim crowned a nine year old kid as their rebbe. You tell me that these
guys are normal. The Chabad telethon sums up the present day status of that
group. The Rebbe’s picture is their avoda zara 28

“...A historical note of interest. None of the direct descendants of the
Srst Lubavitcher Rebbe, R’ Shneur Zalman, are frum.2? In matter of fact one
of his sons converted to Catholicism.

“..If you will continue to rely on people for all that is wrong in your life,
why not put true ehrliche Yiden at the helm? Why settle for ignoramuses and
thieves? Do away with these purveyors of idiotic dogma and rituals.” (End
guote).

What do we say to “Goldberg”™ That he should keep his mouth shut?
That for telling his side of the story he hates himself (“self-hating”)? That
zombating spiritual and mental tyranny, servility and alleged corruption
nave no place in American letters, no right to be heard? That it must solely
znd exclusively be shuttered in the claustrophobic containment of Talmudic
Zamily secrets?

If we examine such a see-no-evil suppressionist position closely, we find
zhat it devalues Judaics, who only have value in western society when they
support Zionism and when they at least exhibit some cerebral nostalgia for
the Talmudic “sages.” However, when they break free from that pattern, they
secome non-persons fated for the memory hole of oblivion, because their cri
Ze coeur does not fit any neat pigeon-hole that the mythology has made
available for them. The fact that Alan Dershowitz of Harvard University
School of Law attempted to intimidate the publisher of Finkelstein’s book
Beyond Chutzpah3® into suppressing it; the fact that Dershowitz helped to get
Finkelstein denied tenure at DePaul University — none of these outrageously

=3 Idol worship.
22 Observant (i.e. cbedient) of Talmuic halacha (law).

23 Norman G. Finkelstein, Beyond Chutzpah: On the Misuse of Anti-Semitism and the Abuse of
History (University of California Press, 2005).
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inquisitorial acts has harmed Dershowitz’s credibility or standing with the
American media, where he continues to be regularly called upon for
interviews, as an “expert” on a host of subjects pertaining to human rights
and moral and ethical issues. Dershowitz’s wealth and affluence, reputation,
power and access to an audience of millions is unimpeded, while Finkelstein
the scholar has been marginalized to the fringes of impoverishment and
obscurity. A similar process has afflicted Dr. Tony Martin, Professor of
African History at Wellesley College.

The dissident Judaic who believes that Judaism itself is “antisemitic”
has been policed out of the Talmudic and Zionist mythos, but he will not be
policed out of this book, which in some respects is an attempt to give voice to
the Judaic am hd’aretz and apikoros (heretics). Ein chavush meitir et atzmo
m’bet haasurim: a prisoner does not free himself from prison. He needs
assistance in order to get free. It is the job of the ADL, the SPLC, Agudath
Israel, the American Jewish Committee, the World Jewish Congress, the
Vidal Sassoon International Center for the Study of Antisemitism and the
police and intelligence agencies of the Israeli, German, British, Canadian and
American governments deeply influenced by Talmudic propaganda and
Zionist politics and graft, to criminalize the attempt to rescue and liberate
Judaic “heretics.” The institutionalized hatred directed against Judaics who
oppose Zionism and Judaism is more intense than most people can imagine.
It is the duty of all of the “watchdog” (espionage) thought police groups
aforementioned (and many more in addition to the ones listed), to ensure that
Judaic heretics remain silenced and marginalized, in part because charitable
acts toward them, performed with compassion and understanding for their
predicament, undercuts the ridiculous and incessant agit-prop that declares
that exposure of the evils of rabbinic Judaism constitutes “Jew hate.” That
incredible con has been highly effective in intimidating people from exploring,
investigating and questioning the rabbis and their Judaism. In point of fact,
as this book intends to show, Orthodox Judaism is representative of some of
the most savage, entrenched and virulent hatred on our planet. Hyperbole?
Let us examine by way of corroboration, the halachic (legal) ruling from one
of the highest rabbinic sources:
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70 SAULCHAN: ARGa

I Aver de Rabki Natan.fe
i~ meant By *hatred bf people’?” ltcw 501 §
of sayistg 1 will fivve the scholars but & ¢ students; 1 wilt fove
inate the unlearned.” Rather, you sheuld love them all, but hate thy
shose who mislead and entice people,’ {1s -abandon the Torah -
Jnctrines), and alo [hate} the infermers,’

“...hate the heretics and those who mislead and entice people (to abandon the
Torah and follow false doctrines), 3! and also (hate) the informers.”
— Kitzur Shulchan Aruch

The writing of this volume is done in the zechus of being menitchlich to
wou, the Judaic reader. It is intended to serve as a tremendous chessed for
vour liberation. May Yahweh bring the yeshuos for all in a bakavodike way,
znd may we all be zocheh to share in this mitzvah of bringing all humanity, of
which you are a cherished part, to the freedom and grace of Jesus Christ. We
zray that any rigor toward you be abated by those who may read this book;
<~at the gentile reader will consider you a brother-debtor to Yahweh in an
cnfinite sum. May this fact incline us to have compassion on you. For
senturies a fateful chess game directed attention from the Pharisaic ideology
-5 an ugly, bigoted stereotype: the wicked “Jew,” spawn of Satan, parasite
zmnd traitor, who must be hunted and hounded and brought to ground. This
<30 is a tradition of men which betrays the Gospel of the Lord Jesus Christ. It
was He who was kicked in the teeth by Jew and Roman alike. He did no
sicking in return. For some reason that datum was forgotten by certain
campaigners who, on the basis of race, assigned to Judaic people and not just
<he rabbinic ideclogy, indelible qualities of cosmic evil. It was through that
zype of race-based opposition, that the Talmudists and Kabbalists were able
2o slowly build their vitally important stercotype of themselves as hunted
Zngitives and unjustly persecuted martyrs. The fugitive/martyr image
Tsossesses immense psychological attraction and elicits exceptional sympathy.

In truth, the rabbis are the archetypal persecutors, haters, killers and
racists, but through the oafish clumsiness and downright stupidity of some of

=" Forah = Talmud in rabbinic theology. “...follow false doctrines” — follow doctrines inimical to the rabbis.
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their putative opponents, they were able, masterfully, to turn the tables and
assume for themselves an almost indelible image as the eternally persecuted,
beaten, gassed, bombed, hounded “people of God.” No matter what
Talmudists have done to destroy Christian culture in America, or Palestinian
and Lebanese life in the Middle East, they always emerge from the carnage
they have wrought, as innocent lambs wounded by “wicked antisemites.”
Even the undying rabbinic hatred of Christ has not prevented the deification
of “The Jews” by the modern West, as The Victim; Auschwitz having replaced
Calvary as the ontological pivot of post-modern western civilization.

The blundering racial animus that has been borne for individual Judaics
has paid enormous dividends for the rabbis. The senile chess game, “The
Merchant of Venice” melodrama laden with race-baiting apocalyptic
innuendo, are mostly all scene flats from the rabbis’ own alchemical, human
behavior laboratory, carefully seeded throughout the ranks of their alleged
enemies. For any scholar who wishes to educate humanity about Orthodox
Judaism to re-subscribe to these tired, shopworn ruts and reruns of failed
models of opposition, is to doom the world to more Talmudic supremacy. It is
about time that those rightly concerned about the evil of Judaism abandoned
the baggage of “Jew-hate” in the junkyard of history, and adopt a new
strategy which is, paradoxically, 2,000 years old, and seldom faithfully
implemented. It entails the loving embrace of all people, the Judaic man no
less than the man from China or Africa, with an instruction to all — to get
right with God. One’s race, whether Nordic or Sephardic, Ibo or Han, is no
passport to heaven. There are no good and bad races, just good and evil ideas
and spirituality.

It almost seems as if a master template exists from which the thousands
of columns and pamphlets have poured forth from western pens on the
subject of “the venality of the Jew.” What a terrific alibi and distraction is
that phrase which diverts attention from the evil of the gentile and
“Christian” capitalist buccaneer, wife-beater, loanshark, adulterer and war-
mongering butcher. Any focus on “inherent racial evil” or “moral taint” in a
race is an immediate tip that one has entered the realm of the Talmudic
mentality. We witnessed this in the book Hitler's Willing Executioners by
Harvard University’s Daniel Jonah Goldhagen, who suggested that Germans
carry a genetic predisposition for homicide. Goldhagen is channeling the
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sTrongest racist tradition in world history; the same one responsible for first
—=king the African race to perpetual enslavement, as we shall see.

You say you detest rabbinic ideology? Then don’t practice or condone
~zcism in any form, pro or contra, because to do so is quintessentially
=zhbinic. All western racism, whether Nazism, South African apartheid,
~erican white supremacy or British imperial, are ideological scions of the
Zzlmud, Kabbalah, and the Pharisees of the first century A.D. Quite a
T=rverse irony! Quite a descent into a rabbinic snare!

To our dearly beloved Judaic reader we say, the truth cannot harm you
z=d only a liar and a spiritual heir of the Father of Lies would accuse us of
-=ing a “Jew hater.” If this writer were a “Jew hater” we would leave you to
zizp in your sins, as many of the Protestant preachers, Catholic bishops and
~zeblood “Aryan” aristocrats who cooperate with the rabbis, extol the
~almud and support Israeli leaders from their perch inside the masonic and
-z=er occult societies, are pleased to do. Classic Jew-hate is sown by the
~=bbis themselves. They render notorious (and thereby advertise) texts like
“=e Protocols of the Learned Elders, while keeping people ignorant of
Zisenmenger’s Entedecktes Judenthum.

The Unholy Land

The Zionist regime in Palestine is Satanic to its core. By what criterion
= this regime the “state of Israel,” Yahweh’s eternal holy sovereignty? This
:=azen usurper’s coinage is itself only 108 years old.?2 It was newly minted by
Zztanic Talmudists who hate all Judaics who do not follow their own
z2ominable, prideful, rabbinic defiance of Yahweh. Their “love” for you as a
- zdaic is entirely conditional on your obedience to their Satanism. You can be
_zved by them and hated by Yahweh, or loved by Yahweh and hated by them.

It was the appropriately named Rabbi Avraham Kook who created in the
Z3th century a theological alibi for terming the Judaic dispossession of the
Palestinians, “the foundation of God’s presence in the world.” 33 What was
zztnally accomplished by the Zionist blasphemy was the demonization of the
Land of Israel. Without divine permission, the rebuilding of a hypothetical
Israelite commonwealth would be, as Baruch Spinoza had the prescience to

*2 Rabbi Elyakum Shlomo Shapira, Or la-yesharim (Warsaw, 1900), pp. 56-57.
% Rabhbi Abraham (Avraham) Isaac Kook, Orot ha-kodesh (Jerusalem, 1964).
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foresee as far back as the seventeenth century, dependent on the prior
secularization of the Judaic people?* This is what occurred when the
supposed “state of Israel” was created by the United Nations and the
Communist Party of the U.S8.S.R., with crucial assistance from their
American particeps criminis, the 33rd degree Freemason, U.S. President
Harry S. Truman. These three were the “angelic benefactors” of the alleged
“state of Israel,” without whom Palestine would still be Palestinian today.
Meanwhile the actual pioneers of this “Israel” consisted mostly of secularized
Judaics as Spinoza predicted: atheists, communists, “labor-socialists” and
kibbutzniks.

The Zionist regime is a “Last Days” project of the Talmudists, dependent
on the imminent emergence of the Moshiach (Messiah). It is the Kabbalistic
incarnation of a Satanic entity in a land satanized by this very act of
incarnation. This is deliberate. The Moshiach becomes not a man, but the
transcendental and miraculous “state of Israel,” the idolatrous Zionist regime
itself, which, as a god of this world, is immune from criminal prosecution, and
cannot commit a war crime that can be prosecuted before the World Court,
the United Nations or any other western-dominated legal tribunal
accustomed to judging everyone else, all goyim and Christians, all Germans,
Japanese, Serbs, Africans and Muslims.

Only a tsunami wave of propaganda can hide the fact that the Israeli
now presents to the world the image of the aggressive-killer, no longer
ensconced within the cocoon of the “exiled, hunted Jew” image. The Israeli is
now the hunter and the exiler of others. US and European media often mask
this fact with a deluge of movies, newscasts, government ceremonies and
enactments, and magazine, newspaper reports and other literature, but these
outpourings do not effectively persuade the populations of Asia, Arabia, Latin
America, Africa and Russia. The people of those lands view the Israeli Zionist
for what he is, the king not of spiritual redemption but of corporeal
stratagems and cluster bombs.

The Kabbalistic strategy is eschatological and judges that our age is the
“End of Days,” which signals the Judaic emergence from the post-zealot
prudence of BT Ketubot 111a which Rashi paraphrased as, “Thou shalt not
ascend by force.” But as we see from the declaration of Zionist Rabbi Judah

34 Ze'evi Levi, Spinoza u-musag ha-yahadut (Tel Aviv, 1972), pp. 28-29.
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Alkalai, the Judaics have been freed not by God, but by the zeitgeist, by the
god of modern times: “The spirit of the times has freed all the inhabitants of
the earth to live where they wish and granted them freedom to travel from
country to country; it calls upon us to say to the prisoners (Judaics in exile),
‘Go free!’ The spirit of the times summons every people to reclaim its
sovereignty and rise up...so too does it demand that we establish (the ‘state of
Israel’).” 35

In the Third World, “The Jew” is no longer the passive and pitiable
scholar whose beard is yanked by the jackbooted Nazi. He is rather himself a
jackbooted Zionazi. Very little has been written about this momentous
transformation of the Judaic image on the world stage, or the consequences of
it for the many Judaics who are not oriented to violence, military conquest
and subjugation of other peoples through imperialist colonialism and
crusading. Like the occult Elizabethan regime that saw the storms and
British naval prowess that turned back the Spanish Armada as divine
benediction upon the Protestant regime, the Zionists hold that their military
victories over the Arabs are also a sign of divine favor. This appropriation of
heavenly approbation is the worst kind of politicized religious delusion. The
Armada was sailing to gain religious freedom for a large population of
brutalized English Catholic “recusants” compelled to attend Elizabeth’s
Anglican church service; whose Catholic books were burned while English
Catholic priests were tortured and hacked to death. What is more, the
Spanish and English sailors on both sides of the conflict were Christians.
Whose side is a politicized “God” supposed to take in such an encounter? The
whole “God is on our side” mystification disseminated by military conquerors
is demonic deception. Had the storms alone destroyed the Spanish fleet it
might in some manner be appropriate to tentatively surmise that God’s hand
may have been in it, but when carnal means are employed to carry the day
and burn and bomb the Christians of Spain at the hands of the Christians of

35 Rabbi Judah Alkalai, Kitvei ha-Rav (Jerusalem, 1944), p. 529.
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England, it is an occult jest to announce that God is responsible and that the
English Christians enjoy heavenly approbation.i®

This partisan anthropomorphic depiction of God and the heavenly host
has deep roots in the kingdoms and governments of the West and was applied
as recently as the early twenty-first century to the administration of
President George W. Bush by millions of militarized, crusader “evangelical
‘Christians.” Zionism is both secular and religious. Rabbi Kook taught that
Zionist politics represented a messianic process, the “State of Israel” as “an
embodiment of redemption.” When cooler heads had prevailed back in 1891,
the Rosh Yeshiva of Volozhin, Rabbi Naftali Zvi Judah Berlin “feared a harsh
gentile backlash” as a reaction to this forcing of Judaic messianic agitation as
entailed by Zionism.

When Jesus said that Jerusalem was the “killer of the prophets” (Luke
13:34-35), He was indicating a satanic propensity of that city when it is
denuded of God, and when man’s pride and ego — as symbolized by Judaism
— comes to the ascendant. Under these conditions, the so-called “Holy Land”
is nothing of the kind. It becomes, rather, a God-forsaken sandbox where the
spiritual heirs of the Pharisees further multiply their transgressions in a
land where the sitre ahra (evil force) is more powerful than anywhere else in
the world, including the diaspora lands where Judaics formerly resided prior
to making aliya. The immensely profitable image of pious Judaic sages and
saints spending their lives exclusively engaged in holiness, purity, study and
prayer under Islamic (or other gentile) rule in old Palestine, has been
replaced by the reality of Zionist murderers engaged in a Herodian project of
the massacre of Palestinian innocents.

3% The founding psych-shaping/shifting imprint of this legend of the deification of the
Elizabathan regime, with the concomitant demonization of Catholicism, is found in George
Carleton’s highly influential 1624 work of 302 pages, A Thankful Remembrance of God’s Mercy
in an Historical Collection of the Great and Merciful Deliverances of the Church and State of
England since the Gospel began here to flourish from the beginning of Queen Elizabeth
{enlarged in 1627 in the third edition, with the addition of twenty-one magnificent half-page
illustrations from copper plates by Friedrich van Hulsen, one of which portrays Elizabeth I as
the Biblical Deborah and King James I as Solomon). Carleton (1559-1628) was bishop of
Chichester, and understandably much in favor with King James.
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“The Massacre of the Innocents”
Incunable woodcut from The Vita Christi by Ludolph of Saxony
(Antwerp: Gerard Lieu, 1487)

The Kabbalistic understanding of the Zionist enterprise is that “Satan
nas chosen Jerusalem to seduce and corrupt the entire world wrapped in the
—antle of Jerusalem’s glory.”?” Kabbalistically, Palestine without Christ is an
zvil land for people inclined toward evil. It is under such circumstances that
zhis “land consumes its inhabitants.” This is the “temple sacrifice” in
Kabbalah, since Judaics under Kabbalistic auspices are under the dominion
zf the sitra ahra. In these circumstances, terrible spiritual decline befalls
Judaics who reside there. Hence, if such a thing were possible, the Zionist-

=~ Joel Moshe Teitelbaum, “Yishuv Eretz Yisrael,” in Va-Yo'el Moshe (Jerusalem, 1978).
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Talmudist is more evil than the Talmudist. His evil metastasizes in the land
of “Israel.” Here is Satan’s glory and the destruction of Judaics. The
Kabbalah makes reference to the evil forces that will control Eretz Israel “in
the secrecy of the steep,” when the spirits of the former zealots become
reincarnate, forsaking their post-Second Temple exile to take up residence in
Jerusalem yet again. As long as they were exiled “in the lands of dispersion”
then the “others enjoyed prosperity and tranquility.” Once they returned from
exile, this was reversed.3®

This reversal overturns our normal understanding of holiness. In
Kabbalistic terms, “Evil forces attach themselves to holiness.” Patently, what
is being called “holy” is not in accord with any Christian understanding of
holiness, but rather in the pagan (Tantric) understanding that “defilement is
a source of holiness.” That Jerusalem is the gateway to hell is celebrated in
this mystical sense, since it was known to and admitted by the rabbinate for
centuries, that the evil forces are “most powerful in the Land of Israel,
particularly in Jerusalem,” with the land’s “awesome powers” facilitating the
process of demon worship and the resulting acquisition of material power on
earth.3?

“We shall not be drawn into exposing ourselves, our wives and our
children...to die for the sake of the Zionist idolatry. It is inconceivable that
wicked...utterly irresponsible heretics should come along and drag the entire
population, several hundred thousand Jews, like sheep to the slaughter,
because of their false, insane ideas...” 40

Oh, but it is being done. It is very much underway and in full swing in
Jerusalem, because, like the Judaics trapped under the Nazis, it is all part of
the magical sacrifice that must be implemented in Molech’s fire, in this
instance, nuclear fire, at the behest of the “evangelicals” of Churchianity, the
neocons of the Republican and Democrat parties, the atheists and hedonists

38 Zohar 184b.

39 Yehezkel Rabinowitz, Knesset Yehezkel (Bunden, 1913), p. 52. Moshe Halamish, “The Land
of Israel in Kabbalah” in A. Ravitsky (ed.), Eretz Yisrael, pp. 215-232. H.E. Shapira, Divre:
Torah, 5:24, 6:25. Mendel Piekarz, Hasidut Polin. Jeremiah 32:31-32: “For this city
{Jerusalem) hath been to me as a provocation of mine anger and of my fury from the day that
they built it even unto this day; that I should remove it from before my face. Because of all the
evil of the children of Israel and of the children of Judah, which they have done to provoke me

to anger, they, their kings, their princes, their priests, and their prophets, and the men of
Judah, and the inhabitants of Jerusalem.”

40 Amram Blau, Torat Rabbi Amram {Jerusalem, 1977) p. 17.
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af the European Union, the brilliant Kabbalists, the frum Zionists and all the
asther much-ballyhooed “friends and allies of the Jewish people,” who would
=ever harbor an “antisemitic” thought in their heads, and who are, in fact, at
<he forefront, indeed at the very head of the march against “the Jew-baiting
Ziatribes of Michael Hoffman.”

We trust that the Judaic reader will embark upon his or her journey
~mrough the following pages in the seeker’s spirit of good will, marked by the
willingness to allow one’s self to be surprised by truth.
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To the Christian Reader

Judaism is a kind of cosmic red line even for the wealthiest, the most
famous and most powerful movers and shakers on this planet. Astonishing, is
it not? There are men and women of steel and kings of the business deal who
will face down any foe or competitor, but flee in dread from the least sign of
rabbinic opposition. They won’t cross that red line. They know it means the
termination of their reputation, career and business, no matter who they are
or how much they command in resources and materials. Presidents, popes,
prime ministers and moguls all fall down like dominoes before Talmudie
supremacy. In our colleges and universities Talmudic and Zionist thought
cops are on patrol, vigilantly detecting the least whiff of critical investigation
and skepticism toward Judaism’s claims about itself, quick to expose this
“slander” and document that “chilling” account of academic freedom
“misused” to question the facade which Orthodox Judaism projects to the
world.

One of these thought police is Amy-dJill Levine, a professor at Vanderbilt
Divinity School. Her 2006 opus, The Misunderstood Jew: The Church and the
Scandal of the Jewish Jesus is an exegesis based on the intellectual
equivalent of rabbinic masturbation fantasies as applied to the gospel of
Christ. Her book’s subtext is a guilt-trip imposed on her fellow professors to
ensure that they conform to the red line in their teaching and studies: “Ms.
Levine’s chilling tales of casual anti-Judaism among scholars who should
know better rekindles the urgency of the task...Ms. Levine’s documentation of
the insouciance with which liberal Christians slander Jews and Judaism is
perhaps the book’s most important contribution.”! We note that those same
scholars are free to exhibit “casual” anti-Catholicism and “slander” Muslims
without fear of public censure or threats to their tenure.

There is something in the preceding scenario that we find terribly
wrong, and more than that, a kind of ritual defilement and mockery of the
promises of Christ. We claim to be Christians, we claim the power
bequeathed to us at Pentecost by the Holy Spirit, and yet we utterly tremble
when we even consider setting straight rabbinic mendacity and supremacy. If
a book is worthy of its mission, if it is studied by men and women of good will,

4 Julie Galambush, New York Times, Jan. 1, 2007, p. B7. Galambush is Professor of Religious
Studies at the College of William and Mary.
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then it can indeed undercut and eventually overthrow the horrible and
cowardly idolatry of the soothsaying scions of renascent Babylon, whom the
world calls “rabbis.” In a field that others more qualified than this writer
have abandoned, we have ventured into the vacuum.

The decay of original law and doctrine is not unigque to Judaics. We could
just as readily write a book titled, “Churchianity: The Anti-Christ Religion of
Usury, Greed, War-Mongering, State-Worship and Scripture-Twisting.”
Although it will be a difficult point for some people to grasp, because racial
stereotyping is Hitlerian and at the same time rabbinic, any notion that the
decay and destruction of Biblical doctrine in the hands of Judaics is a
spiritual or racial characteristic unique fto them, is essentially a rabbinic
viewpoint, and if we mirror it we are re-creating the suicidal/self-
extinguishing Hitler meme, which is a rabbinic creation. 42

The rabbis want to murder and destroy the am hd’aretz, the Judaics who
reject the Oral law/ Traditions of the Elders. We see this in their praise for
their agent, Hitler, who they hail as an “avenging angel” who executed the
Judaic “sinners” who had rejected the authority of the Talmud (the majority
of the Judaics of Germany were “sinners” along these lines). Yehuda Bauer
writing in the Israeli newspaper Haaretz:

“The panel discussion on ‘Haredim and the Holocaust’ that recently
aired on (television) Channel 1 should have included the views of the
Lubavitcher Rebbe (Chabad's so-called ‘King Messiah’), Rabbi Menachem
Schneerson. On the subject of the Holocaust, the Rebbe...compare(s) God to a
surgeon who amputates a patient’s limb in order to save his life. The limb ‘is
incurably diseased ... The Holy One Blessed Be He, like the professor-
surgeon...secks the good of Israel, and indeed, all He does is done for the
good.... In the spiritual sense, no harm was done, because the everlasting
spirit of the Jewish people was not destroyed.’

“The Rebbe’s stance, therefore, is clear: The Holocaust was a good thing
hecause it lopped off a disease-ravaged limb of the Jewish people — in other
words, the millions who perished in the Holocaust — in order to cleanse the
Jewish people of its sins (cf. Rabbi Menachem Mendel Schneerson, Mada

*= This itself is a subject for a book and we will not importune the reader with an attempt at an
zxposition in these pages. For further expansion of this peint, cf. this writer’s introduction to

Jzhann Andreas Eisenmenger's The Traditions of the Jews; also cf. “The Russian Roots of
Xazism” in Revisionist History newsletter no. 39.
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Ve'emuna, Machon Lubavitch, 1980, Kfar Chabad). After this text was
published in the summer of 1980, kicking up a storm, Chabad claimed it was
based on an inaccurate Hebrew translation of talks that the Rebbe delivered
in Yiddish. The Rebbe, they said, had no idea his remarks were being
published. It seems hard to believe Schneerson would not go over every word
published in his name, let alone a text put out in Hebrew by Machon
Lubavitch in Kfar Chabad. In fact, there is a document written by the Rebbe
himself, in Hebrew, which bears his statements about the Holocaust. The late
Chaika Grossman, a leader of the underground in the Bialystok ghetto, who
survived the war...published an article in Hamishmar newspaper on August
22, 1980, quoting Schneerson and expressing her profound shock at his
words. On August 28, 1980, the Rebbe sent her a reply on his personal
stationery. The letter, apparently typewritten, contains a number of
corrections in his own handwriting, and is signed by him. In it, the Rebbe
confirms everything in the published text. His remarks, Schneerson
explained, were based on the Torah. Hitler was a messenger of God...The
‘surgery’ he spoke of was such a massive corrective procedure that the
suffering (i.e., the murder of the Jews) was minor compared to its curative
effect.

“l was invited to take part in this television debate, but my appearance
was canceled at the last moment, perhaps because of my opinions on the
subject..Chabad is a large and influential Hasidic dynasty. It has a messiah
who lived and died, and many look forward to his resurrection....Therefore it
is important to know what its leader said. The ‘King Messiah’ did not deny
the Holocaust. He justified it.” 43 (End quote).

Another rabbi who has praised Hitler for cleansing the earth of Talmud-
doubting Judaics is the distinguished Israeli, Ovadia Yosef: “An eminent
rabbi who heads Israel's third biggest political party sparked an uproar in
Israel for saying that 6 million Jews perished in the Holocaust because they
were reincarnations of sinners. Rabbi Ovadia Yosef...was speaking in his
weekly Saturday night sermon that is broadcast over the party’s radio
stations and is beamed overseas by satellite. He said the six million
Holocaust victims ‘were reincarnations of the souls of sinners, people who

43 Yehuda Bauer, “God as surgeon,” Haaretz, June 1, 2007,
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—zmsgressed and did all sorts of things that should not be done. They had
~=zn reincarnated in order to atone.” #

. Tullia Zevi...a leading figure in the European Jewish Congress...said
-7 Yosef's remarks, ‘The idea that the Nazis were divine instruments to

»

;:nish Jews for being reincarnated sinners is intolerable.” This was
z—swered as follows: “Don’t take a monopoly on interpretation of the
Z-pcaust,” a Shas legislator said in an Israeli radio interview. “The rabbi's
. mmentary was based on Judaism.” 45

Why wouldn’t rabbis identify with Nazism? Both Judaism and Nazism
“National Socialism”) begin from the same premise of racial supremacy, as
=-zed by Rev. Fr. Denis Fahey, “The Jews as...well as the National Socialists
—znt to impose on God their plans for the glory of their race and nation. They
122% their own nation...And both these forces are being used by Satan to
~Tict disaster on the world. There is laughter in hell when human beings
:zzcumb once more to the temptation of the Garden of Eden and put
~—zmselves in the place of God, whether the new divinity be the Jewish race
-~ he German race.” 46

Hitler did the work of the rabbis and was their occult agent. If we wish
== be free of that dead-end, we will recognize that since Judaics are fully
~Zman beings in every sense, they have been deceived and in turn deceive
-zgause they have the human capacity for it, just as we all do. This is
:-mething we truly need to work on: the false notion that because Judaics,
zi-her due to being born into the religion of Orthodox Judaism, which is
~zrtainly not their fault or choice; or, second, by their mistaken apprehension
-7 Judaism as a benevolent and humanitarian creed, are, as a result of those
reumstances, somehow defective or lesser human persons. Such an
z=roneous attitude reflects a hubris in ourselves, as we preen in front of the
=Irror of our alleged righteousness: “Thank you Lord for not making me like
“~at Talmud-following Judaic. I am so much better than he is!”

- ~Israeli rabbi says Holocaust victims were reincarnated sinners.” Associated Press, Aug. 6,
=0,

- Naomi Segal, The Jewish News Weekly of Northern California, Aug. 11, 2000.

== The Mystical Body of Christ and the Reorganization of Society (first published in 1939 in
“vzterford, Ireland by Browne and Nolan; reprinted in 1995 by the Christian Book Club of
==erica), ch. viii, pp. 149-150.
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No authentic Christian has the right to say or think any such thing, and
as soon as we do, we are heading down the road that leads toward the
political parties, the ideologies and the cults that traffic in seeking partisan
advantage and superior position and status in society, on the basis of
comparisons between themselves and Judaics. Let us pray we do not succumb
to that exhausted, histrionic trope.

When I was a child in the company of my mother, and she would see
some unfortunate person, a drunkard, a vagrant or a petty criminal, she
would pray softly, but loud enough for her children to hear, “There but for the
grace of God go 1.” She was teaching us that she had avoided becoming a
drunkard, an indolent person or a criminal herself, not because of any
superior moral orientation innate in her, but solely through the grace of God.
“Were it not for God’s grace,” my mother was telling us, “I might be one of
those unfortunates.” This was a shocking statement that impressed itself
gradually on our minds as we were growing up, and heard it repeated over
the years, almost inaudibly.

All that separates Christians from Talmudists is the merciful grace of
God, not any supposed worth on our part or any supposed unworthiness in
their soul or being. We could not write this book or tolerate it being published
and disseminated if we thought that it would be used to support any racial
contempt for Judaics on the part of some demagogic churchman or racial-
nationalist leader. If there wasn’t one rabbi on earth, the stench of our own
sins and abominations would offend God. We would still stand in need of
salvation and forgiveness for our countless transgressions. Let no Christian
or gentile preach their own righteousness, for none are righteous (Romans
3:10); whether in comparison to Judaics or any other race, tribe or people.

“Halacha hi beyoduah she’Eisav soneh I'Yaakov”

Throughout much of their storied history, Chazal4? have controlled their
opposition, so that investigation of the halakot*® has been made synonymous
with “Jew hate” and, after Wilhelm Marr in the nineteenth century, with
“antisemitism,” the parlous category of his pseudo-scientific taxonomy, which,

47 An acronym connoting the collective authority of the early rabbinic authors and interpreters
of the Oral Law. In English translation, “Our sages of blessed memory.”

48 Rabbinic law,
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pil'ei pil'ei plaim, was subsequently adopted as a pejorative adjective by
Zionism and the rabbis.

From their position within Judaism, Orthodox Judaic children are
raised amid a milieu saturated with repetition of the rabbinic maxim of the
ravered Kabbalist, Shimon ben Yohai, which is often made to ring in their
Ziminutive ears throughout their childhood: Halacha hi beyoduah she’Eisav
zoneh ['Yaakov (“It is a given law — it is known, that Esau hates Jacob).
Basing himself in this famous rabbinic adage, Meir Lau, the Israeli Chief
Eabbi, equated opposition to Judaism with a form of ineradicable “mental
Zmess.”®® This is the prevalent view and it represents a brilliant tactical
rzsponse to opposition, which has resulted in the defeat of virtually every
zzeptical, scholarly investigation of the Oral Law since the waning of the
Zarly Church era, because all such investigation is always omnisciently and
~Zallibly smeared as a blindly bigoted act of an “Esau” seizing on any flimsy
Tretext to defame and destroy the hated “Jacob.”

This book is a departure from that old story. “Jew hate” is almost
cmtirely irrelevant as an issue, since there is serious doubt about these racial
:_zims to being the blood-divine on the part of Israelis, American Zionist
=rooklynites and the descendants of the tribes that settled historically in the
za=tls of Eastern Europe. As noted, with us the name “Jew” is sacred and we
zxe loath to attach it to impostors (Rev. 2:9; 3:9) who have erected a
~unterfeit “Israel” in partnership with atheist-Communist mass murderer
-~ zzeph Stalin and President Harry Truman, the two unholy gentiles most
r=zponsible for the founding of the Israeli entity in 1948. Hence, “Jew hate” is
= dead issue in this book, particularly in light of the fact that it is the
_rristians who are the true Jews: Matthew 8:11-12; Romans 2:28-29;
_zziatians 6:15-16.

When Our Lord stated that “Salvation is of the Jews,” He was talking
zrmout Himself, the most righteous of all Jews, the issue of Adam who
~zmained sinless throughout His life, descended from a lineage of holy and
Tious Jews: His pure Mother Mary, her parents Joachim and Anna, and their
zrmcestors as described in Matthew 1 and Luke 4. Joachim was of the Davidic
“ne from the tribe of Judah, and Anna was the daughter of Matthan the
zriest, of the Aaronic line from the Levitic tribe. Thus Christ combined in

->Arutz Sheva (Israeli news agency), Sept. 24, 2007. www.israelnationalnews.com/News/
*=ws.aspx/121893
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Himself the Kingship and Priesthood of Israel. The true Jews and true
Israelites are the true Christians. Jesus Christ was born a Jew. As the
Apostle Peter, also a Jew, declared to all sincere believers in Jesusg, “You are
a Chosen Race, a Royal Priesthood, a Holy Nation” (1 Peter 2:9). There is no
other. The Pauline Jewish “remnant” is that portion of racial and genetic
Jews who exist now or will exist in the future as members of the Christian
ecclesia.

No other Jews have salvation and certainly no Jew has salvation by
virtue of His race. Salvation comes solely through the grace of Jesus Christ.
Those who uphold Ku Klux Judaism’s notion that Judaics are saved by their
race, are trafficking in one of the most diabolic acts of Jew-hate, since
believers in this demonic delusion are destined to be eternally cut off from
God. This is the “Flesh Merchant” twisting of scripture. None but those who
possess the indwelling of the Spirit of Christ can inherit the kingdom of God.
It was Abraham’s faith that won favor with God, not his race.

The Israelite race is not responsible for Christ’s victory. Jesus is solely
responsible. Christian Israel is indeed responsible for bringing the Gospel of
Christ to the far corners of the world after the Resurrection, but how much
chutzpah would be required to claim that those efforts by Christian Israel are
somehow the legacy of unregenerate Israel? Whatever was accomplished on
behalf of the Gospel was achieved by those who were regenerated through the
flesh and blood of Jesus Christ, not through the supposed inherent goodness
—whether “remnant” or otherwise — of those implicated in all the righteous
blood shed on the earth, from the blood of righteous Abel to the blood of
Zechariah.

Ku Klux Judaism and neo-Nazi Zionism are calmly and respectably
preached from nearly every Roman Catholic and Protestant fundamentalist
pulpit in the land. These supposedly fervent Catholic and Protestant anti-
racist campaigners are among the biggest promoters of racist mentality on
the planet. They might as well be wearing an armband while they
merchandize the flesh, although instead of a swastika, their armband would
be emblazoned with a hexagram and the flesh is of the “Chosen” rather than
the Arvan, but the sin is the same. The same despicable carnality which they
dare to associate with a just God, informs the whole of their contemporary
teaching on the Jews and through the dissemination of this Talmudic
doctrine, under the auspices of the supposed ministers and priests of Jesus
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Christ, mankind has not yet managed to escape, even at this late date, the
curse of racism and the polluting mental fog consisting in the pernicious
notion that one particular, divinely favored gene pool enjoys an exalted status
above the rest of humanity 5°

It is easy and reflexive to respond to this hypocritical abomination with
hatred or racist disdain of our own. But if we do so, we are lost and through
our failure and blindness, the truth which God wills us to impart on earth
{fiat voluntas tua), also gets lost. In the following pages we confront, through
a process of discovery, human beings like ourselves, ensnared by an ideology
and it is this ideology and not the pitiable persons trapped by it, that is the
subject of this book; all cavillations about our motives and intentions, not
withstanding. Jesus ate with Pharisees, answered their trick questions,
harshly admonished them and was a stern critic of their false doctrine. Their
actions were evil in His sight, for they had sown evil and had, thereby,
recome the “children of hell” (Matthew 23:15). However, whenever they
would have a change of heart, repent and convert, they became as the Apostle
Paul, formerly the chief persecutor of Christians, transformed by the grace
znd mercy of the Messiah of Israel, into the chief of Christian missionaries.
This is our prayer for every rabbi and every Judaic. May all we say, do and
—rite facilitate their conversion, for it is their only hope. Their flesh will not
:z3ve them. Rather, they direct much hateful falsification against Paul
~zcause he was a me-shumad (a convert to Christianity). A me-shumad is
:~nsidered one of the worst of all “traitors to Judaism.”

They are not Abraham’s children who gain for those who bless them a
-_zssing from God and upon those who curse them, a curse from God: “Jesus
:z*d unto them, If ye were Abraham’s children, ye would do the works of
<rraham. But now ye seek to kill me, a man that hath told you the truth,
»=*ch I have heard of God: this did not Abraham. Ye do the deeds of your
:==~er.’ Then said they to him, ‘We be not born of fornication; we have one
T zther, even God.” Jesus said unto them, ‘If God were your Father, ye would
-~z me; for I proceeded forth and came from God; neither came I of myself,
- = he sent me. Why do ye not understand my speech? even because ye
_.==ot hear my word” (John 8:39-43). And neither can the Protestant TV and
~_Z» preachers who perpetually mouth the mantra that God blesses those

© 7% Alexander Schiffner, “Flesh Merchants,” in Prophetic Herald (Spokane, Washington), vol.
- =~2.3.March 1971.
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who bless the rabbis and Zionists, and curses those who curse them. Jesus
answered this false proposition in John 8, but all too many who use His name
in vain do not understand His speech and cannot truly hear His words.

As difficult as our lives under the reign of rabbinic supremacy have
become, we are not worthy of the name of Christian, if we succumb to a spirit
of revenge, as the Muslim fundamentalists do with their orientation toward
revenge and retribution, which has many corollaries with Talmudism. For
crimes like murder, theft, usury, rape, kidnapping and treason, Judaic
criminals should be handled exactly as non-Judaic criminals are handled:
through trial by jury under the laws of the land, with full Constitutional
protections afforded defendants. Neither the religion of the Pharisees
(Judaism) itself, nor its books, should be criminalized, for Christ did not
criminalize them or persecute anyone. We note too that the rabbis predict
such persecution and thrive under it, maintaining their followers in thrall by
this means.

Satan is always desirous of making Christians into persecutors. The
history of the wars of religion are rife with examples of Protestant and
Catholic Christians making a mockery of the gospel by killing one another.
Even though many Protestants historically have posed as martyrs of Catholic
persecution and seldom acknowledged their record as persecutors themselves,
a product in part of the Elizabethan mythos promoted by Hollywood and
contemporary British cinema,? the fact is that in addition to Protestants
torturing and killing Irish Catholic peasants and English Catholic recusants
and banning all Catholic prayer rites and worship in Britain from the reign of
Edward VI (1547) onward; Protestants relentlessly persecuted and repeatedly
imprisoned George Fox and his Society of Friends (“Quakers”) in the
seventeenth century. Catholics and Protestants alike destroyed Christian
dissenters like the Mennonite and Amish “Anabaptists” (upholders of adult or
“believer’s” baptism).

The Sermon on the Mount provides us with clear instruction on how we
are to treat with those who persecute us, be they the Catholic or Protestant
hierarchies, the masonic lodge, the Communist, Nazi or Zionist party,

51 The movie director Shekhar Kapur is shamefully heedless of historical facts in his two
laughably inflated panegyrics to Queen Elizabeth I, “Elizabeth” (1998) and “Elizabeth: The

Golden Age” (2007). Some recent establishment “history” books are of the same cartoonish
Protestant tenor.
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ZTushm governments or the Talmudic rabbinate. Among the hymns sung by
e Amish as found in the Ausbund hymnal, is one written circa 1520 by
Hans Bichel, a shoemaker from Salzburg, on the occasion of a polemic
zgainst the Anabaptists having been visited upon them by Lutherans, which
3ichel witnessed. As dangerous as life was for the Anabaptists in Lutheran
zzrritory, Biichel admonished his fellow believers against revenge, and the
words of his hymn have resounded among generations of Mennonite and
Awish believers who have embraced them as the preeminent application, in
~~eir own historic experience, of Christ’s teaching:

Den Feind, der dich betriiben thut,
Sollt du sanfimiithig speisen,
Barmhertzigkeit, o Bruder mein,
Thu jedermann erzeigen

Gleich wie der Vater dein.

Wie du in Vater Unser horst,
Vergib die Schuld wie du begehrst,
Trag briiderlich Mitleiden.
Erspiegel dich im Herren Christ,
Leb auch also ohn arge List...

Dein Feind lieb auch, aus Herzens Grund...
Das ist der grund und Fundament

Dabey ein Freund des Herren

Hie soll werden erkennt.

(Your enemy who seeks your hurt,
You shall in kindness feed him,
Mercifulness, O brother of mine,
To all be demonstrating,

Just as your father does.

As in the Lord’s Prayer you hear,
Forgive the debt as you'd desire,
In brotherly compassion,
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Show in yourself Our Lord and Christ,
And live without angry desire...

Love your foe too, within your heart...
Such is the base and principle

By which a friend of Heaven

Shall here be recognized).52

Let it be said of all who make the journey of discovery of Judaism in
these pages, that we pledge to hate the sin while forgiving the sinner, with
love in our heart, mirroring the mercy which God has for our own
innumerable sins and offenses, so that by exemplifying Jesus in this way, we
may ...soll werden erkennt...ein Freund des Herren.

“The Mahommedan imposture was professedly to be spread by the
sword...But to propagate the Christian religion by terror or arms, is to deny
it. It owns no such spirit....Ambition, pride and revenge make very good use
of violence and persecution; but they are the bane of Christianity, which
always sinks when persecution rises.” 53

We seek to emulate Jesus Christ, who was persecuted by the leaders of
Israel and did no persecuting of His own. However, we must not distort His
gospel witness into something it was not, in order to win human respect, and
the good opinion of the world: Jesus spoke harsh words of admonition,
counsel and truth to powerful Pharisees and His fellow Jews, and this
obligation falls also to us, with regard to instructing and witnessing to rabbis,
Judaics and the gentiles allied with them. According to our understanding of
Scripture and according to our conscience, we believe it is an act of “tough
love,” but love nonetheless, to speak candid truths to those in rabbinic or
Zionist bondage. And while some pacifist Christians place great emphasis on

52 Cf. John L. Ruth’s helpful book, Forgiveness, (Herald Press, 2007), from which we derive this
information. We note however that Mr. Buth makes the error of terming the Amish
“Protestant,” which they are not. There are Protestant and Catholic elements in Amish belief,

but in sum the Anabaptists are a uniquely primitive Christian community different from both
of the ecclesiarchies.

52 John Trenchard, The Independent Whig: Or, A Defense of Primitive Christianity (Hartford,
1816) p. 78, (first edition published in 1721). John Trenchard was the co-author of the famous

Cato’s Letters (London, 1722), the treatise on freedom that was influential among the
American Founding Fathers. The letters were named for Cato the Younger, a defender of the
Roman Republic against Caesar’s tyranny.
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the Apostle Paul’s words about how we should present ourselves to society
znd maintain the good opinion of other people, everything that Paul teaches
an this subject must first be understood and applied in light of Jesus Christ’s
=eaching and example.

Jesus issued a powerful wake-up call to the leaders of nascent Pharisaic
<udaism. He declared that in their current state, they were the children of
=ell (Matthew 23:15) who were destined for damnation (Matthew 23:14);
aoisonous vipers5t (Matthew 3:7), full of all uncleanness (Matthew 23:27); and
zuilty of all the righteous blood that had been shed on earth (Matthew 23:35).

Here is an important indication that the tradition of Pharisaic Orthodox
Jadaism, far from being an Old Testament creed, was held to be guilty of the
Zeaths of the Old Testament martyrs, from Abel in the Book of Genesis to the
murder of Zechariah in the Book of 2 Kings. In other words, Cain and Joash
were held to be progenitors of the rabbis, murderers of like-mind and
disposition. Jesus indicted Pharisaic Judaism as the killers of Old Testament
zrophets and servants of God. How then can rabbinic Judaism as it exists in
sur time be said to be an Old Testament religion, when Jesus holds their
spiritual progenitors responsible for murdering God’s most beloved Old
Testament personages?

By Christ’s example, every Christian has the right to speak to the leaders
=FJudaism as Jesus did. Jesus was good and He hated vice: “Oderunt peccare
zoni virtutis amore” (The good hate sin because they love virtue”).55 The
“allen children of Adam, regenerated through the spirit of Christ, can strive
zfter the perfection of His nature, and part of that perfection is to tell the
cruth, if necessary even to the most powerful and dangerous members of
znregenerate human society.

We would also peint out that the leaders of Judaism have become more
corrupt and wicked over the centuries than they were even in the days of
—esus; the murder of Stephen, the first martyr, was pre-meditated. They have
zgught to execute effectual vengeance on any perceived enemy, from French
writer Robert Faurisson to German scientist Germar Rudolf. The continuing
=ztusal, over millennia, of God’s truth and grace, has hardened the leaders
znd adherents of Judaism and led them into ever more spiteful lying, sin and

5 Pliny, in his Natural History, xIxxxii, associated vipers with vicious ingratitude because
~~=y are reputed to kill their parents at birth.

i* Horace, Epistles, 1. xvi.
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wrong; their evil has accumulated and been compounded over time, as
reflected in the ever-growing body of mendacious, man-made traditions they
have piled higher than the Tower of Babel, in their Talmudic and post-
Talmudic sacred texts and law codes, with the intent to obscure and
obliterate the Logos. It is an act of charity to rescue Judaics from Judaism
because the followers of Judaism are under the curse and wrath of God: “For
ve, brethren, became followers of the churches of God which in Judaea are in
Christ Jesus: for ye also have suffered like things of your own countrymen,
even as they have of the 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,
to fill up their sins always: for the wrath is come upon them to the
uttermost.” I Thessalonians 2: 14-16.

There is a wretched end predicted for those who killed the Son of God,
both for those who had a literal, physical hand in it, as well as all of those
who share in and continue the spiritual ideology that is based on the ideology
of the killers. God sent to the “vinedressers” prophets, and they killed the
prophets. He sent them His Son and they even killed Him (Matthew
21:33-39). In our modern age, the spiritual and ideological heirs of the
“vinedressers” continue to teach and uphold that their murder of the prophets
of God was legitimate (BT Yebamoth 49b). The vinedressers continue to teach
and uphold that their murder of God’s Son was legitimate (BT Sanhedrin
43a). These are the teachings of the religion of the Pharisees as it exists in
our world today, in the form of Orthodox Judaism. “Therefore, when the
owner of the vineyard comes, what will he do to those vinedressers”™ God said
in Matthew 21 that He would destroy these wretched vinedressers miserably.
Therefore, when calamity befalls the rabbis of Judaism and their adherents,
why do supposed Christians regard it as “shocking” or an “injustice™?

Judaism poses as “the religion of the prophets.” This is the motto of the
“liberal progressive ‘peace’ rabbis” such as Michael Lerner of Tikkun
magazine. This is a lie. Judaism is not the religion of the prophets. According
to Jesus, Judaism is the killer of the prophets. At most, an argument can be
made that Judaism’s heretical step-brother, Karaitism, which the rabbis
declare to be advocacy of divrei minus u-kefirah be-farhesya, is a creed based,
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at least tangentially, on the Old Testament prophets.’® Judaism is not.
Judaism is heir to the killers of the prophets. Yahweh, the God of the
Prophets, is not the deity of Judaism. Judaism’s god is in the lower case, a
devil-idol, the spirit that entered Judas (John 13:27). If one were to ask this
writer to distill all that we know about Judaism’s object of worship to one
sentence, we would reply as follows: The god of Judaism is their own self-
pride, or ego.5” This self-pride is the idol at the core of rabbinic propitiation.
Everything in Judaism exists for the Judaic ego and for it alone. God has
nothing to do with it. Their egocentricity led them to choose Caesar as their
king and to reject Christ the King (John 19:15).

Though the reactionary Right wing labels Talmudists as hereditary
subversives and revolutionaries, when it suits their purposes, rabbanim,
Talmidei chachamim and Baalei batim can be the most loyal and reactionary
of subjects. In the case of a gentile ruler useful to the rabbanim and hostile to
their enemies, the rabbis teach, “Dina dmalchisa dina” (the law of the land is
the law). And, on the other hand, when a ruler stands in their way, no
revolutionary overthrow can be too bloody or come too soon, as Winston
Churchill observed in 1920 concerning Communism. Churchill wrote:

“This movement among the Jews is not new. From the days of
Spartacus-Weishaupt to those of Karl Marx, and down to Trotsky (Russia),
Bela Kun (Hungary), Rosa Luxembourg (Germany), and Emma Goldman
¢United States), this world-wide conspiracy for the overthrow of civilization
and for the reconstitution of society on the basis of arrested development, of
envious malevolence, and impossible equality, has been steadily growing. It
played, as a modern writer, Mrs. Webster,’® has so ably shown, a definitely
recognizable part in the tragedy of the French Revolution. It has been the
mainspring of every subversive movement during the Nineteenth Century;
and now at last this band of extraordinary personalities from the underworld
of the great cities of Europe and America have gripped the Russian people by
=he hair of their heads and have become practically the undisputed masters

22 -Tangentially” because the Karaites reject Jesus Christ and ultimately neust therefore reject
-=& Prophets who wrote and foretold of Him. Though written in the sixteenth century by a
Z’thuanian Karaite, {(Isaac of Troki), Hizzuk Emunch, an anti-Christ treatise, was highly
zrized by the rabbis.

=" That part of the mind most conscious of self and most obsessed with self-interest.

iz Nesta H. Webster, The French Revolution; A Study in Democracy (London: Constable and
Zo., 1919).



JUDAISM DISCOVERED 72 MICHAEL HOFFMAN

of that enormous empire. There is no need to exaggerate the part played in
the creation of Bolshevism and in the actual bringing about of the Russian
Revolution...With the notable exception of Lenin, the majority of the leading
figures are Jews. Moreover, the principal inspiration and driving power
comes from the Jewish leaders. Thus Tchitcherin, a pure Russian, is eclipsed
by his nominal subordinate Litvinoff, and the influence of Russians like
Bukharin or Lunacharski cannot be compared with the power of Trotsky, or
of Zinovieff, the Dictator of the Red Citadel (Petrograd) or of Krassin or
Radek -- all Jews. In the Soviet institutions the predominance of Jews is even
more astonishing. And the prominent, if not indeed the principal, part in the
system of terrorism applied by the Extraordinary Commissions for
Combating Counter-Revolution has been taken by Jews, and in some notable
cases by Jewesses. The same evil prominence was obtained by Jews in the
brief period of terror during which Bela Kun ruled in Hungary. The same
phenomenon has been presented in Germany (especially in Bavaria), so far as
this madness has been allowed to prey upon the temporary prostration of the
German people. Although in all these countries there are many non-Jews
every whit as bad as the worst of the Jewish revolutionaries, the part played
by the latter in proportion to their numbers in the population is
astonishing.”®

According to Sever Plocker, writing for the Israeli “Ynetnews” agency:
“Almost 90 years ago, between the 19th and 20th of December 1917, in the
midst of the Bolshevik revolution and civil war, Lenin signed a decree calling
for the establishment of The All-Russian Extraordinary Commission for
Combating Counter-Revolution and Sabotage, also known as Cheka. Within
a short period of time, Cheka became the largest and cruelest state security
organization. Its organizational structure was changed every few years, as
were its names: From Cheka to GPU, later to NKVD, and later to KGB. We
cannot know with certainty the number of deaths Cheka was responsible for
in its various manifestations, but the number is surely at least 20 million,
including victims of the forced collectivization, the hunger, large purges,

59 “Zionism versus Bolshevism. A Struggle for the Soul of the Jewish People” by the Rt. Hon,
Winston S. Churchill, Illustrated Sunday Herald, ¥eb. 8, 1920, p. 5. V.I. Lenin was also of
Judaic ethnicity. Lenin’s maternal grandfather, Israel Blank, was Judaic (¢f. Dmitri
Volkogonov, Lenin: A New Biography, p. 112). Lenin wrote, “The clever Russian is almost
always a Jew or has Jewish blood in him." Lenin was surely referring to himself. Cf. “The Prop
Masters” www.revisionisthistory.org/communist.html



JUDAISM DISCOVERED 73 MICHAEL HOFFMAN

expulsions, banishments, executions, and mass death at Gulags. Whole
population strata were eliminated: independent farmers, ethnic minorities,
members of the bourgeoisie, senior officers, intellectuals, artists...Lenin,
Stalin, and their successors could not have carried out their deeds without
wide-scale cooperation of disciplined ‘terror officials,” cruel interrogators,
snitches, executioners, guards, judges, perverts, and many bleeding hearts
who were members of the progressive Western Left and were deceived by the
Soviet regime of horror and even provided it with a kosher certificate....And
us, the Jews? An Israeli student finishes high school without ever hearing the
name ‘Genrikh Yagoda, the greatest Jewish murderer of the 20th Century,
the GPU's deputy commander and the founder and commander of the NKVD.
Yagoda diligently implemented Stalin's collectivization orders and is
responsible for the deaths of at least ten million people. His Jewish deputies
established and managed the Gulag system. After Stalin no longer viewed
=~im favorably, Yagoda was demoted and executed, and was replaced as chief
*angman in 1936 by Yezhov, the bloodthirsty dwarf.’ Yezhov was not Jewish
out was blessed with an active Jewish wife.

“In his Book Stalin: Court of the Red Star, Jewish historian Sebag
Montefiore writes that during the darkest period of terror, when the
Communist killing machine worked in full force, Stalin was surrounded by
zeautiful, young Jewish women. Stalin's close associates and loyalists
ncluded members of the Central Committee and Politbure Lazar
Kaganovich..Many Jews sold their soul to the devil of the Communist
revolution and have blood on their hands for eternity...Leonid Reichman,
=ead of the NKVD’s special department and the organization's chief
Interrogator... was a particularly cruel sadist. In 1934, according to published
statistics, 38.5 percent of those holding the most senior posts in the Soviet
zecurity apparatuses were of Jewish origin...Turns out that Jews too, when
chey become captivated by messianic ideology, can become great murderers,
zmong the greatest known by modern history. The Jews active in official
sommunist terror apparatuses (in the Soviet Union and abroad) and who at
~mes led them, did not do this, obviously, as Jews, but rather, as Stalinists,
communists, and ‘Soviet people.” Therefore, we find it easy to ignore their
=7igin and ‘play dumb.” What do we have to do with them? But let's not forget
~kem. My own view is different. I find it unacceptable that a person will be
considered a member of the Jewish people when he does great things, but not
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considered part of our people when he does amazingly despicable things.
Even if we deny it, we cannot escape the Jewishness of ‘our hangmen,” who
served the Red Terror with loyalty and dedication from its establishment.” 50

Samuel Oppenheimer, book censor and “Chief Army Factor” (financier) of the Holy
Roman Empire

As we attempted to demonstrate in our introduction to Eisenmenger’s
Traditions of the Jews, when it suited certain Talmudists to be loyal to the
Catholic regime in Austria, which at that time (1700) was at the head of the
Holy Roman Empire, they functioned flawlessly as conservative paragons of
reactionary sentiment, especially in the fiduciary realm, and from their
privileged position, were able to have Lutheran Prof. Eisenmenger’s two
volume master decryption of Orthodox Judaism seized by the Christian
authorities and banned. This was achieved by two Right wing Judaics who

80 Sever Plocker, “Stalin’s Jews: We mustn't forget that some of the greatest murderers of

modern times were Jewish.” www.ynetnews.com/articles/0,7340,1-3342699,00.html Dec. 21,
2006.
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were scrupulously loyal to Emperor Leopold I, Rabbi Shimshon (Samson)
Wertheimer and the fabulously wealthy Shmuel (Samuel) Oppenheimer.
Wertheimer was so cunning that Rabbi Yair Bachrach of Worms (the
“Chavas Yair”) said of him, that no one exemplied “Torah ugedulah bemakom
echod as he did!” In 1684 Wertheimer took as his second wife, Frumet
Oppenheimer, the daughter of Rabbi Yitzhak Brillin of Mannheim, the widow
of Nosson Oppenheimer. Samuel Oppenheimer subsequently brought Rabbi
Samson Wertheimer to Vienna, seat of the Holy Roman Empire. He was soon
overseeing Oppenheimer’s Vienna operations for the princely sum of 24,000
thalers a year. It was not long before the rabbi became Hoffactor, i.e.
confidant and adminstrator to Leopold I and his royal Austrian court,
“assisting” the emperor in the latter’s various military adventures and wars.

The Wertheimer House, in Austria, at the entrance of the ghetto.

Rabbi Wertheimer also served as financial agent for the Christian German
rulers of Saxony, Mainz, Trier and the Palatinate. He was also
Landesrabbiner (Chief Rabbi) of Hungary and Bohemia. According to
Avraham Levi of Lippedtmold, Werthheimer’s mansion-house in Vienna was
“guarded day and night by ten imperial soldiers assigned to that duty by the
emperor.” Officially, Catholic Austria forbade residence to Judaics, under an
old law passed in 1670 at the behest of the young and short-lived Catholic
empress. However, Emperor Leopold created exemptions for Talmudic
“business people.” By registering a large number of Talmudists as his
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employees, Oppenheimer managed to create a burgeoning kehilla in Vienna.
Rabbi Wertheimer augmented the effort by registering Judaics as banking
employees, servants and relatives, eventually helping to establish a Viennese
kehilla of some 4,000 Judaics. It was Rabbi Wertheimer, with Oppenheimer’s
support, who caused Prof. Eisenmenger’s two volume study of Judaism,
Entdecktes Judenthum, to be suppressed almost immediately upon
publication “to the benefit of the Jewish community.”

In 5460/1700, he persuaded the emperor
to put the book of Johann Eisenmanger,
Professor of Oriental Languages in Heidel-
berg University, under lock and key for a
number of years. Therefore, the 2,000 cop-
ies of his book, Entdecktes Judentum (Jew-
ry Exposed) remained out of the public eye
to the benefit of the Jewish community.

Photographically reproduced from an Orithodox rabbinic newspaper,
Cheshvan 5768,

The spurious dogmatic assertion that Judaics are inherently Leftist or
inherently Rightist is a function of the Left-Right dichotomy, itself a
Kabbalistic invention®! mentioned in the medieval rabbinic texts. It was
imposed in the philosophical/ideological sphere during the Renaissance and
entered the politics of the West during the French Revolution, with the
division of the French National Assembly into Left and Right seating
arrangements, in 1789. Zohar, Introduction 13a, after noting that the
Shekhinah takes under its wings those who separate themselves from
“Impurity,” states: “Let the earth bring forth a living soul after its kind.” The
expression “after its kind” denotes that there are many compartments and
enclosures one within the other in that region which is called “living,”

81 Cf. Craig Heimbichner’s speech on this subject, “The Double Mind in Occult Philesophy,”
available on audio CD at www.revisionisthistory.org
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beneath its (the Shekhinah's) wings. Her Right wing has two compartments,
which branch out from it, symbolizing two other “nations™ who are most
likely to be infiltrated by Judaism i.e. Christianity and Islam, and therefore
have entré into these compartments. Underneath her Left wing there are two
other compartments which are divided between two other nations, namely
“Ammon” and “Moab.” All these are included in the term “soul of the living.”

Leftists and Rightists never fail to fall for assuming partisan positions
under one or the other of goddess Shekhinah’s Kabbalistic “wings,”
vehemently staking out, with simian, chest-thumping fervor, their “turf,” as
The Left and The Right. Patrick J. Buchanan in his 2004 editorial in favor of
the reelection of George W. Bush to the presidency, exhibited a serious case of
this Kabbalistic delusion, associating support for the Right wing with support
for one’s family and tribe: “There is a final reason I support George W. Bush.
A presidential election is a Hatfield-McCoy thing, a tribal affair. No matter
the quarrels inside the family, when the shooting starts, you come home to
your own.” 62

The Kabbalistic Right/Left swindle is reflected throughout history, not
just in modern times, in the “opposing schools” found within philosophical
and political movements wherein rival dialecticians staked out sectarian
intellectual and religio-political territory that partisans were expected to
defend, extending as far back as the neo-Platonic Proclus: “The habit of
marshaling philosophical texts into opposing ‘schools’ was of course ancient.
Diogenes’ mention of the division between sceptics and dogmatists...had been
taken up in the fifteenth century...Proclus’ distinction between the partisans
of Body and the partisans of Mind...was adopted in Berkeley’s Siris...and in
the fourteenth century, rival dialecticians had defined themselves as
‘nominalists’ and ‘realists,” to be retitled, on the defeat of the latter, the via
moderna and the via antiqua respectively.” 8 This patrimony culminated in
the Left/Right seating arrangement at the French National Assembly and
Hegel's contemporaneous thesis/antithesis dialectic. We note that the Word of
God is not subject to any such party categorization. It contains classic
attributes associated with the “Left” (Jubilee opposition to lifelong debt and
usury, and to prisons [except for battle captives and those awaiting trial],

€2 “Coming Home,” The American Conservative, Nov. 8, 2004,

83 Jonathan Rée, “The End of Metaphysics,” in A.J. Holland {ed.) Philosophy, Its History and
Historiography (Dordrecht, 1985), p. 24,
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mercy and guardianship for the poor, the sick and afflicted, the widow and
the orphan; protection for the worker [who was “worthy of his hire,” which
the early and medieval Church would expand upon in the form of severe
sanctions for defrauding a worker of his wages, the concept of a “living wage”
and the guild system], and the economics of seven-year and jubilee-year debt
relief). The Bible also contains classic attributes associated with the
“Right” (the sanctity of marriage, the proscriptions against homosexuality,
youthful submission to parents and parents’ rights with regard to the child;
the institution of a one-in-seven-day sabbath rest from work and commerce;
respect for and submission to authority where it does not entail disobedience
to God). However, the Bible is neither Right nor Left, though it reflects some
of the classic positions of both Left and Right. Scripture testifies that we are
to be of Yahweh, not of the Left and the Right: “Only be strong and very
courageous; be careful to do according to all the law which Moses My servant
commanded you; do not turn from it to the right or to the left, so that you
may have success wherever you go.” (Joshua 1:7). 64

How did Scripture become a plaything in a mutually annihilating war
between rival dialecticians, rigged so that ultimate victory goes to neither?
Rather, on this chesshoard, victory accrues to those with the Zohar’s
“knowledge of the equilibrium,” who are “above duality” and who use the
conflict of their black and white, pillar of mercy/pillar of severity, Leftist and
Rightist pawns, to fabricate the new synthesis that propels and shapes the
next indelibly Janus-faced, pagan and wrong, but enterprising and new,
hubristic and modern, conservative and progressive, traditional and
scientific, thesis/antithesis era, erupting by calculated design into the stream
of history, ad infinitum.

We are reminded of certain “traditional Catholic” editors who almost
immediately pen editorials full of effusive praise for Talmudic Rabbis as soon
as one of these rabbis publicly criticizes homosexuals or abortionists. Certain
rabbis are supposed allies of “conservative Christians.” One such Orthodox
rabbi has been promoted by Pat Buchanan and many other Rightists. Surely
it must be a notorious fact by now, that Talmud-true rabbis have been luring
Christians into their sphere of influence by posing as Biblical conservatives.
In a November, 2006 press release from one such rabbi, which some Rightist

84 New American Standard Bible version.
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Catholics were promoting so as to embarrass Leftist Catholic bishops, the
rabbi boasts, “I am just returning from Jerusalem, where I represented over
1,000 Rabbis in a coalition of Christians, Jews, and Muslims who have—for
the first time —defeated an effort by homosexual activists to organize a World
Pride parade through the Holy City.”

What the goyim don’t know is that the homosexual parade was defeated
because certain Israeli rabbis threatened to put a black magic spell on the
Judaic homosexuals, the pulsa d'nura curse, in which, by sorcery, “angels”
from hell are called upon to kill the intended vietim within a year, This is the
Kabbalistic voodoo that “stopped the homosexual parade.” Furthermore, the
parade was opposed not because it was homosexual, since certain rabbis have
a record of routinely molesting boys (and each other in their ritual baths),5
but because it gives away a hidden reality: the profoundly homosexual nature
of the culture fostered by Orthodox Judaism generates homosexual
tendencies in Talmudists who, in modern times, often come out of the closet
and parade as part of an openly “gay” Judaic movement that sprouts in the
rabbinic capital of Jerusalem, seriously threatening Orthodox Judaism’s
pious image as strictly heterosexual. That is why the parade was obstructed.
Homosexual Judaics were manifesting their orientation in public, for the
world to see, not because rabbinic Judaism has an ethical objection to sodomy
— Talmudic adherents may sodomize little boys under the age of nine and
have anal intercourse with their “meat from the butcher shop” (the Talmud’s
name for a Judaic wife), as they please. 8

Judaism is a form of social engineering for the goyim involving a multi-
tiered system of statements that do or do not have validity depending on at
which body of percipients they are directed. To an audience of conservative,
family values goyim, Talmudists will make statements upholding the Bible’s
standard on sex before marriage (abstention). Anyone who was to mistake
these statements for Judaism’s actual teaching on the subject is an infant.
Here is what Judaism actually teaches about pre-marifal sex: “Akdamot, an
academic journal on Jewish thought published by Beit Morasha, analyzed the

8 We are nof claiming or implying that the rabbi who issued the press release about the
Jerusalem homosexual parade controversy is guilty of any crimes, or of any homosexual
practice or advocacy.

86 Cf, BT Nedarim 20. In the Talmud a wife is also known as her husband’s “basket,” wherein
his “loaf” (genital member) has an assured place; ¢f. BT Yoma 18b.
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opinions of leading halachic authorities from the Middle Ages, such as
Nachmanides, and those of the modern era, such as Rabbi Ya’acov Emden,
and showed that many permitted sexual relations without marriage. In an
arrangement sanctioned by Jewish law, according to these opinions, the
woman becomes a pilegesh, or concubine. Neither the man nor the woman
has any obligations or rights, but both must adhere to family purity (Niddah)
laws in accordance with Halacha.”

When “traditional Catholics” promote a press release of an Orthodox
rabbi, they are symbolically telling the world that they accept the Papal-
Vatican/Protestant-fundamentalist equation, that there are common values
shared by Judaism and Christianity (i.e. the “Judeo-Christian ethos”). What
insanity. What fellowship hath light with darkness? (2 Cor. 6:14). What
conmnection is there between Jesus Christ and the promoters of the Talmud?
How many times do these facts have to be expounded before people will take
them to heart? Is there no one in the social-conservative, “family-values”
Christian world that can understand that rabbis are often deceivers and
dissimulators? Why do Right wing Protestants and traditional Catholics
build up the prestige of chameleon-like followers of the Father of Lies? Why
do “Christian conservatives” ever, for any reason, take what rabbis say at
face value? Yet, this happens repeatedly.

In an interview that was prominently circulated on the Internet by
“family values conservative” Catholics in the spring of 2008, concerning the
conversion in Rome of a supposed Muslim to Catholicism, Orthodox Rabbi
Yehuda Levin, in an act of outrageous effrontery, is said to have claimed that
Christian conversion efforts don’t trouble the Orthodox Judaics, they only
bother Judaics who are not so religious. The rabbi allegedly further stated
that Talmudic Judaics pray on behalf of non-Judaics on Talmudic holidays!
This sinister nonsense is an insult to the intelligence of any informed gentile.
We challenge Rabbi Levin to produce the text of the supposed prayer(s) that
he claims, according to John-Henry Westen, that Orthodox Judaics allegedly
say on behalf of gentiles. In fact, the 12th Amidah prayer curses Christians.
In fact, Orthodox Judaics are ordered to curse Christian graves, curse
Christian houses of worship and curse the crucifix. These facts are notorious
among Talmudic rabbis. Levin’s remarks were not only not challenged, they
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were praised and amplified, first by Mr. Westen in the interview itself §7and
then, beginning March 29, on the website of a conservative Roman Catholic
newspaper where it appeared as a “guest column.” ¢ As of May 1, 2008, in
spite of protests, the column containing Rabbi Levin’s Talmudic
disinformation, continued to be featured prominently on the newspaper’s
website:

“..conservative pundit Ann Coulter spoke on air with CNBC’s Donny
Deutsch about her desire for all people, Jews included, to become
Christian...Deutsch called Coulter's comment uneducated, ‘hateful and anti-
Semitic’...But why the hue and cry about Christians hoping the Jews will
convert? Wouldn'’t it be obvious that Christians, true Christians, who believe
in and follow Christ as ‘the way, the truth, and the life’ would want all people
to know the truth? It would be obvious to true believers of any religion, but
not to relativists. Orthodox Jewish Rabbi Yehuda Levin, the spokesman on
moral issues for some 1000 Rabbis, explained this to me once in an interview
on the Coulter kerfuffle. Rabbi Levin noted that Coulter’s remarks could not
be construed as anti-Semitic and that Jews who practice their faith were not
scandalized by the remarks. ‘The Orthodox are very comfortable in their
beliefs of their religion and their practices,” he said. ‘The Jews who would be
more offended by this are those that are not involved in day to day practice of
Judaism’ ....Levin pointed out moreover that true followers of Judaism, like
true Christians and sincere believers in several other religions, feel they have
the fullness of truth, and thus in charity hope for a day when all people will
embrace the fullness of truth. He explained that especially on Jewish
holidays special prayers are said, even several times a day, especially for non-
Jews, that they will come to accept the truth.”

Many non-Judaics find it hard to grasp the magnitude of rabbinic
charlatanry and their penchant for retailing the Big Lie publicly and
shamelessly. Unwary gentiles find it hard to accept that any pious religious
leader could be so hypocritical as to tell lies with such absolute boldness. This
credulity holds sway because many gentiles don’t believe that the New
Testament applies to rabbis today (Matt. 23:27), and they don’t appreciate
the range of chutzpah within Judaism. What precisely is this chutzpah? The

67 John-Henry Westen, “Pope’s Baptism of Prominent Muslim Sends Message: Be Not Afraid
to Acknowledge Christianity as the Truth,” www.Lifesitenews.com

68 www.remnantnewspaper.com/Archives/archive-2008-0331-muslim-baptism. htm
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best definition comes not from a lexicon but from an old Yiddish proverh:
“Chutzpah is when a Jew who kills both his parents throws himself on the
mercy of the court on the grounds that he’s an orphan.”

Some people love to be fooled. They go from defeat to defeat because of a
need to obtain and share in some of the prestige the world confers on rabbis,
which they imagine will deflect criticism and advance the campaign for
conservative family values. This is not only profoundly defective thinking
(assuming any thought goes into it at all), it is also a grim joke on their
readers and supporters who depend upon these people as sources of
alternative information and counter-intelligence. These conservative
campaigners snatch defeat from the jaws of victory. This is a Kabbalistic
process and it is operating inside the “Right wing.” One proof of their
schizophrenia: if one were to poll the Catholics and Protestants who unite
with and promote these “social conservative” rabbis, many of these Christians
would profess to being opposed to Judaism! Their scandalous promotion of
“the good” rabbis confuses the demoralized, the undecided and the
unconverted, who are led to imagine that in the battle between Christ and
Antichrist, between good and evil, there are shades of ecumenical gray
whereby Antichrist can be of service to Christ. Venahafokh hu.

The Apostle Paul indicts Judaism for preventing true Christians from
preaching the gospel to the gentiles. This “forbidding to speak” nowadays
takes the form of excommunication and expulsion from the churches and
“hate law” legislation in Europe and North America that, while fully
permitting Talmudists and Zionists to use the news and “entertainment”
media and the faculties and publishing houses of the universities to attack
and defame Jesus, Mary, the New Testament, the Resurrection etc., forbids
speaking and teaching about Phariseeism as Jesus did; and make no mistake
— the Judaism confronting us in this age is petrified Phariseeism.

The European Union, the government of Canada and the United
Nations outlaw authentic Christian preaching and witnessing that is inspired
by Biblical lines of inquiry and exposé. A diluted “Lord, Lord!” false gospel,
sown by Churchianity’s workers of iniquity, is permitted in Europe. This false
gospel is promoted in the U.S., as “proof” that “America is still a Christian
nation.” Yet the vast majority of the churches in America are guilty of
partnering with the rabbinic establishment to effect what the Apostle Paul
warned of, “forbidding us to speak to the gentiles that they might be saved.”
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The gentiles will most assuredly not be saved when they are unequally yoked
with Babylonian-pagan Talmudic rabbis. Yet when true Christians today
articulate these forbidden truths, they are excommunicated, shunned,
derided and stigmatized by the very churches, congregations and assemblies
that style themselves “the body of Christ.” In persecuting true Christians so
as to appear respectable in the eyes of the world, these churches become “the
salt that has lost its savor” and this salt, Jesus warned, will be “trodden
underfoot.” Many Christians are familiar with this passage about the salt,
but they do not recall that Jesus spoke these words in connection with those
who do not accept the persecution that Christians inevitably encounter when
they proclaim His Word (Matt 5: 10-13).
Loving Our Enemies and Doing Good to Them

Where those who have thought they were doing the work of God in
violently opposing Judaics and Judaism have gone astray is in marching to
the lockstep of the various state religions that have made military warfare on
Judaics and Muslims in the name of God. There is no Christian organization
on earth that has the right to bear arms, other than as police acting against
murderers, rapists, kidnappers, invaders, bandits and frauds, as a law-and-
order function of the civil police power, referred to in Romans 13:3-4.
Christians cannot take up the sword to advance the kingdom of God. There is
no possibility of Christians engaging in “holy war” with guns, troops,
missiles, rockets and other carnal means, as do Muslim fundamentalists and
Zionists, because Christ told us in no uncertain terms that His kingdom is
not of this world. “If my kingdom were of this world then would my followers
fight.” Hence, we have no warrant for fighting wars in the name of Christ, as
Churchianity has been doing since the reign of Constantine, thereby creating
grievous scandal in the eyes of non-Christians, by associating the gospel of
Jesus with bloodshed and conquest; causing them to imagine that this was
what Christ preached and therefore causing them to decide they wanted no
part of Christ.

It is a shameless act of cant for the various Zionist and Judeo-Churchian
promoters of persecution of Muslims to write whole volumes dedicated to
exposing as fallacious the claim that Islam is a religion of peace, and
indicting it as a religion of war, when they in turn instigate latter-day
“preventive” first-strike wars such as George W. Bush launched on Iraq on
the rabbinic holiday of Purim, 2003, while identifying as “Christian
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crusaders” the officers and front line troops who had undertaken the invasion
and subjugatien of Iraq. Though some Protestant and Catholic theologians
have claimeg ir to be a uniquely Anabaptist heresy, the non-Anabaptist
exegete John Glas also decried the concept of state Christendom as vigorously
as any Merxmonite: “Christianity never was, nor could be, the established
religion of any nation without becoming the reverse of what it was when it
was first instituted...Christ did not come to establish any worldly power, but
to give hope of eternal life beyond the grave to people he chooses of his own
sovereign will.”

No matter how much the atheists and agnostics with their finite
intelligence scoff at the Bible, the reality is that the Bible is a book of science;
not just the science of diet, hygiene and physiology (commanding circumeision
on the eighth day when the coagulating element in vitamin K is highest in
the infant, for example), but also of behavioral science and psychology. True
Christianity is hard-wired, by the intenticnal design of Yahweh, Our Father
in Heaven, as implemented by His only divine Son, the Messiah of Israel, to
advance in evangelizing, only with spiritual weapons. By violating the divine
plan by resorting to force of arms, we gather unto ourselves corruption, and
carnal-minded hordes of “converts” who dilute the gospel and destroy the
ecclesia through their wielding of the carnal sword in a spiritual war. Armed
warfare for a spiritual objective is self-defeating. Those who use the sword
will be defeated by the sword. This was known to the ancients, as they
observed upon what weak foundations their rulers’ violent regimes were
built: “Qui sceptra saevus duro imperio regit. Timet timentes, metus in
auctorem redit.” %9

The story the rabbis repeat to generations of Judaic children is that the
world hates them and that true Christians seek to silence and murder them.
Since the end of the early Church era, this brilliant rabbinic ploy has almost
never been successfully countered. It is an irony that Luther the Protestant
pioneer wrote with the mind of the medieval Catholic Church on the subject
of Judaism and God’s wrath, in his landmark work, On the Jews and their

69 “Who harshly wields the sceptre with tyrannic sway, fears those who fear: terror recoils
upon its author’s head.” (Seneca, Oedipus, 705-7086).
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Lies.” Luuther was correct in his analysis of the divine wrath under which the
Judaic leadership dwells, but he erred in the remedy he applied: advocating
the administration of that wrath by the instrument of the Christian ruler.
The Christian ruler “bears not the sword in vain” against rapists, perjurers,
kidnappers, usurers, thieves and murderers. Where rabbis and Zionists, no
less than gentiles, are guilty of any of those crimes, they must be subject to
the penal law of the nation in which they reside, just like everyone else. Their
famous clout must not be allowed to interfere with application of the law in
this regard. The rule of law applied equally to Judaic and gentile is certainly
not persecution, but the use of police-force against Judaics merely because
they are Judaics, does indeed constitute persecution and aids the cause of the
rabbis. For, where “The Church” or “Christian” rulers have been a terror unto
Judaics or rabbis, simply because they were Judaics by reason of the
perception that they constituted a race or ethnicity, then, in that instance,
the Christians played into the hands of the rabbis who portray such race-
repression as the prophetic fulfillment of the infliction of persecution upon
Judaics by gentiles — an inevitable, perpetual condition of the life of the
superior, hunted and holy Judaic forced to dwell among the hateful, envious
and demonic non-Judaic majority: Halacha hi beyoduah she’Eisav soneh
U'Yaakov. ™

The fulfillment of this paranoia by the Christian and gentile powers
historically buttressed the rabbis in the segregation and separatism which
they sought to impose as a control mechanism on their victim-population of
fellow Judaics. This gambit also functioned as a means to erase or obscure
from historic memory the long record of rabbinic persecution of Christians
and gentiles. Without the violent persecution of Judaics, Judaism would not
have one-tenth the power it exerts in the world today. Christ did not intend
for us to assist the rabbis by violently persecuting them based on human
wisdom and tactics, as opposed to the science of the New Testament as

70 For more on the Catholic side of Luther cf, Jaroslav Pelikan, Obedient Rebels: Catholic
Substance and Protestant Principle in Luther’s Reformation (Harper & Row, 1964). English
historian Clare Asquith, in an interview with “EWTN Bookmark,” televised April 30, 2008,
stated that Luther did not permit the iconoclastic vandalism which was prevalent in 16th
century Protestant Britain. A Redemptorist priest informed us a few years ago that Luther
never violated the “seal of confession,” in which a priest solemnly pledges not to reveal the
contents of what a penitent has confessed.

71 See p. 63.
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espoused by Jesus and His apostles. Make no mistake, this is a science: with
every violent victory of the Zionist occupation army over the Palestinian
resistance, the Zionists take one step closer to their own annihilation. The
Palestinians, by following the example which the West has proudly placed
before the world, of the much-celebrated terrorism against German
occupation in World War II on the part of the French Resistance, and the
“partisans” of eastern Europe, have brought untold grief and misery to their
people.”? Both groups of violent combatants, Zionist colonizers and
indigenous Palestinian resisters, are mutually draining their enemy and
themselves of blood, treasure and most damaging of all, their humanity, since
this killing entails the dehumanization of the opposing force and the
brutalization of one’s own, as ever more blood accumulates on the hands of
combatants on both sides. No authentic Christian engages in this pagan,
uroboroes, victim-into-executioner cycle. We need not cite theo-logic to prove
this point, but bio-logic. Peace pays the greatest dividends. All who live by
the sword die by the sword (Matthew 26:52).

We have dealt here with persecution, i.e. the unjust torment of a people.
But what must we say of believers in Judaism, frequenters of the synagogue,
followers of the Talmud and its esoteric, occult rigamarole and their unjust
animadversions against Jesus Christ and His saints? Is it also a case of an
unchristian rage militaire to seek to hinder the rabbis in spreading their lies
and blasphemies and subverting our society?

Judaism in Western Civilization and Government

To answer this question we turn to the debate over the political science
of the American Founding Fathers and the shape and direction of the
Constitutional Republic they brought into being. It is often argued by
secularists in America (who are nonetheless protective of the Israeli-Zionist
theocracy, even to the extent of resorting to force of arms to enforce its rule

72 “Our people can't distinguish between resistance and terrorism. We're fighting for the
liberation of our land from an occupation. When people in Europe had to fight the Nazis, they
were honored, later, as freedom fighters. No one would have called Charles de Gaulle a
terrorist.” —Mahmoud Zahar, the last surviving founder of the Islamist group, Hamas. Spiegel
Online International, June 22, 2007, In a 2003 assassination attempt, an Israeli Air Force
aircraft attacked Zahar’s house, wounding him, and killing his elder son Khaled. The Israehi
assassination attempt occurred on September 10, 2003, Israeli F-16 fighter jets dropped a
several-ton bomb on Zahar’s home in Rimal, in Gaza City, breaking the back of his wife, and
injuring one of their daughters. Their home was destroyed. On Jan. 15, 2008 the Israelis killed
Zahar's other son, Hussam, 24,
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over the Palestinians), that the Founding Fathers of the United States of
America created a strictly secular nation in which rabbis and Christian
ministers had the same privileges and prerogatives, This is frequently argued
in the pages of the New York Times, bastion of fidelity to the militant Zionist
state in the Middle East, while advocating strict secularism in America and
Europe. According to a Judaic magazine, “The small but powerful group of
neo-con Jews for whom support of Israel’s expansionist policies was the
fulerum of their worldview on almost all other domestic and international
issues had powerful ties that shaped the consciousness of the New York
Times op-ed page, culture sections, book review, and magazine and through
that managed to intimidate many publishers into a narrow view of ‘what
would sell’ which dictated what books they’d publish...” 3 While firmly
defending the theocratic Judaic nature of the Israeli nation against the
claims of the indigenous inhabitants of Palestine, the New York Times scoffs
at any conception of a Christian America, as in this editorial, titled, “A
Nation of Christians Is Not a Christian Nation™ “..In an interview with
Beliefnet.com...(US Senator) John McCain repeated what is an article of faith
among many American evangelicals: ‘the Constitution established the United
States of America as a Christian nation.

“....The only acknowledgment of religion in the original Constitution is a
utilitarian one: the document is dated ‘in the year of our Lord 1787.” Even the
religion clause of the First Amendment is framed dryly and without reference
to any particular faith. The Connecticut ratifying convention debated
rewriting the preamble to take note of God’s authority, but the effort failed. A
pseudonymous opponent of the Connecticut proposal had some fun with the
notion of a deity who would, in a sense, be checking the index for his name: ‘A
low mind may imagine that God, like a foolish old man, will think himself
slighted and dishonored if he is not complimented with a seat or a prologue of
recognition in the Constitution.’ Instead, the framers, the opponent wrote in
The American Mercury, ‘come to us in the plain language of common sense
and propose to our understanding a system of government as the invention of
mere human wisdom; no deity comes down to dictate it, not a God appears in
a dream to propose any part of it.” While many states maintained established
churches and religious tests for office — Massachusetts was the last to

73 Tikkun, September/October 2007, p. 36.
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disestablish, in 1833 — the federal framers, in their refusal to link civil
rights to religious observance or adherence, helped create a culture of
religious liberty that ultimately carried the day. Thomas Jefferson said that
his bill for religious liberty in Virginia was ‘meant to comprehend, within the
mantle of its protection, the Jew and the Gentile, the Christian and the
Mahometan, the Hindu, and infidel of every denomination.’

“When George Washington was inaugurated in New York in April 1789,
Gershom Seixas, the Aazan™ of Shearith Israel, was listed among the city's
clergymen (there were 14 in New York at the time) — a sign of acceptance
and respect. The next year, Washington wrote the Hebrew Congregation of
Newport, R.I.,, saying, ‘happily the government of the United States ... gives
to bigotry no sanction, to persecution no assistance. ... Everyone shall sit in
safety under his own vine and fig tree, and there shall be none to make him
afraid.” Andrew Jackson resisted bids in the 1820s to form a ‘Christian party
in politics.” Abraham Lincoln buried a proposed ‘Christian amendment’ to the
Constitution to declare the nation's fealty to Jesus....The founders were not
anti-religion. Many of them were faithful in their personal lives, and in their
public language they evoked God. They grounded the founding principle of
the nation — that all men are created equal — in the divine. But they wanted
faith to be one thread in the country's tapestry, not the whole tapestry...” —
NY Times, October 7, 2007.

Because the Times synthesizes in a few paragraphs the main arguments
of Judeo-American secularism, we will take the time to look at this editorial
closely, for in doing so we may dispose of the main theses propounded by
these secularists and uncover the foul trick at the heart of the vacuum created
by the secular system which they champion, the desire to obtain unfair
Talmudic religious advantage over Christians. We will take the fallacies in
the Times in the order in which they appear: “...the federal framers, in their
refusal to link civil rights to religious observance or adherence, helped create
a culture of religious liberty that ultimately carried the day.”

The use of the word “civil rights” here invokes images related to race
tolerance and the Civil Rights movement of the 1960s pertaining to
amelioration of race-based discrimination in housing and employment. The
forgotten absolute consideration in the thinking of the American Founders

74 Hazan = Cantor.
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was their utmost disgust and abhorrence at the blood-drenched, fratricidal
wars of religion that engulfed the Old World. Most were united in seeking to
avoid the establishment of any church, denomination or sect as the state
religion of the U.S. in order to prevent just such an evil from arising in the
New World. We moderns are far removed from the horrors of “Christian” civil
wars and may not fully appreciate the depth of fear and disgust the spectre of
such wars raised on our shores. Perhaps the sight of Iragi Sunni Muslims
killing and terrorizing Shiites, and Shiite militias responding in kind, may
reacquaint us with what sectarian warfare entails in all its cruel dimensions
of limitless blood lust in the name of God.

Contrary to the insinuation of the New York Times however, the
American Founders generally had no special affection or fondness for
Judaism and the rabbis. They guaranteed everyone, be they Hindus, Turks,
Papists or Presbyterians, equal rights under the law. We cannot find any
broader construction of the “all men are created equal” phrase than this:
equal rights before the law. The United States after the American Revolution
was not equalitarian: black and white slaves™ were held in chattel bondage,
landless whites did not have the same rights as those granted to men of
property, and women of any color or creed were disenfranchised. To project a
late twentieth or early twenty-first century democracy onto the eighteenth
century Republic is a cartoon.

Judaics and rabbis had equal rights under American law. A culture of
religious liberty was created during a period in America when rabbinic power
and numbers were still low. Once rabbinic power and the population of
Talmudists increased in the U.S., it was inevitable that, given a level playing
field, the Talmudists would work to turn America into One Nation Under the
Rabbis. This is why, in other Christian nations of the past, equal rights were
denied to followers of the Talmudic book of lies, racism, fraud, deceit and self-
worship. It is certain that the majority of the Founders would have quickly
and permanently expelled Talmudists from these shores if they could have
foreseen the future their liberality toward Judaism would bring about. The
New York Times states: “Thomas Jefferson said that his bill for religious
liberty in Virginia was ‘meant to comprehend, within the mantle of its

75 Cf. Hoffman, They Were White and They Were Slaves: The Untold History of the Enslavement
of Whites in Early America.
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protection, the Jew and the Gentile, the Christian and the Mahometan, the
Hindu, and infidel of every denomination.”

Jefferson said that as a prophylactic against wars of religion, not
because he favored Judaism or Hinduism or admired or found anything in
those idolatries that was worthy of regard or emulation. The world view of
the New York Times and the Zionist establishment media generally, is often
predicated upon lies of omission. We see one here. In quoting Jefferson in this
manner, as seeking a mantle of protection for an idolatrous religion such as
Judaism, the Times, through omission of Jefferson’s most potent statements
about Judaism, which he uttered in 1803 and 1813, gives the distinct
misimpression that America’s third president was indifferent to Judaism’s
evil, or that in protecting it from pogroms he found its beliefs honorable or
creditable. The record shows otherwise. Jefferson viewed Jesus Christ as a
standard-bearer of “reason, justice and philanthropy.” He felt that upholding
these three attributes was the best way to convert Judaics and to
demonstrate the correctness of Christianity over the evils of Judaism. The
New York Times relates nothing of this. It clearly implies that Jefferson was
indifferent to the struggle between Judaism and Christianity. But here is
what Thomas Jefferson wrote:

“I should...take a view of the deism and ethics of the Jews, and show in
what a degraded state they were, and the necessity they presented of a
reformation. I should proceed to a view of the life, character, and doctrines of
Jesus, who, sensible of the incorrectness of their ideas of the Deity, and of
morality, endeavored to bring them to the principles of a pure deism, and
juster notions of the attributes of God, to reform their moral doctrines to the
standard of reason, justice and philanthropy” (Letter to Joseph Priestly, April
9, 1803).

The Influence of Brucker and Enfield on Jefferson

Influenced by the scholarship of Johann Jakob Brucker and William
Enfield, ten years later Jefferson wrote at greater length on this subject,
indicting the Talmud by name, describing the “low state” of its “moral
philosophy” and the “wretched depravity” of Judaism:

“...the philosophy of the Hebrews must be inquired into, their Mishna,
their Gemara, Cabbala, Jezirah, Sohar, Cosri, and their Talmud, must be
examined and understood, in order to do them full justice. Brucker, it would
seem, has gone deeply into these repositories of their ethics, and Enfield, his
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epitomizer, concludes in these words: ‘Ethics were so little understood among
the Jews, that in their whole compilation called the Talmud, there is only one
treatise on moral subjects. Their books of morals chiefly consisted in a minute
enumeration of duties. From the law of Moses were deduced six hundred and
thirteen precepts, which were divided into two classes, affirmative and
negative, two hundred and forty-eight in the former, and three hundred and
gixty-five in the latter. It may serve to give the reader some idea of the low
state of moral philosophy among the Jews in the middle age, to add that of
the two hundred and forty-eight affirmative precepts, only three were
considered as obligatory upon women, and that in order to obtain salvation, it
was judged sufficient to fulfill any one single law in the hour of death; the
observance of the rest being deemed necessary, only to increase the felicity of
the future life. What a wretched depravity of sentiment and manners must
have prevailed, before such corrupt maxims could have obtained credit.” ...It
was the reformation of this ‘wretched depravity’ of morals which Jesus
undertook.” 76

Brucker (1696-1770) was the author of Historia critica philosophiae a
Mundi incunabulis ad nostram usque aetatem deducta (five volumes, Leipzig
1742-1744; second edition with supplementary sixth volume, 1766-67). This
work was abridged and translated by William Enfield as The History Of
Philosophy From The Earliest Times to The Beginning Of The Present
Century (two volumes, London, 1791). “Brucker’s theme...(which he)
elaborated...with exceptional diligence, elegance and philological skill...was
that his work, as a ‘history of the human intellect,” must also be ‘the index of
its errors’...so as to rise ‘above the unwholesome atmosphere of tyranny,
superstition and bigotry....” 77 “For Kant and for the French Encyclopedists,
Brucker’s immensely learned and detailed history was the principal
authority.” ”® Brucker covers three main periods, From The Earliest Times to
the Decline of the Roman Republic, To The Revival of Letters, and, To The
Beginning of the Present Century. His History also includes a lengthy

78 Jefferson to John Adams, Oct. 13, 1813, in The Writings of Thomas Jefferson (Washington
D.C: Taylor and Maury, 1854), vol. 6, p. 218. The original passage which Jefferson is quoting is
found on p. 207 of vol. ii of Enfield’s The History of Philosophy from the Earliest Times to the
Beginning of the Present Century Drawn Up from Brucker’s Historia critica philosophiae, pp.
208-209.

77 Jonathan Reé, Philosophy, p. 12.
78 The Encyclopedia of Philosophy, vol, vi., p. 227,
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chapter on the Kabbalah. The translator, Enfield (1741 - 1797), was noted as
an influential Dissenter’s theologian and tutor at the Warrington Academy in
England.

Brucker and Enfield were exceedingly disdainful of Judaism, identifying
its pagan root: “They first suffered their doctrine to be corrupted with
Egyptian philosophy” (v. 2, p. 210), and asserting that the rabbis “...relied
more upon tradition than reason, and by the help of allegorical
interpretations, found in their sacred books whatever tenets they had either
borrowed from others, or framed in their own imaginations. In the writings of
men who thus forsook the pure doctrine of revelation in search of fictions...it
is in vain to expect much that can deserve the name of philosophy.” (v. 2, p.
207). On the Kabbalah they wrote: “The esoteric or concealed doctrine of the
Jews was called the Cabbala...That this system was not of Hebrew origin may
be concluded, with a great deal of probability, from the total dissimilarity of
its abstruse and mysterious doctrines to the simple principles of religion
taught in the Mosaic law...” (vol. 2, pp. 211-212).

Any claim, implied or stated outright, that Jefferson held Judaism to be
equal to Christ’s gospel is Orwellian disinformation. Here was Jefferson, an
enlightened classical liberal, regarding Judaism as “wretched depravity.” One
of Jefferson’s correspondents, John Adams, wrote to Jefferson concerning the
Talmud on Nov. 15, 1813: “To examine the Mishna, Gemara, Cabbala,
Jezirah, Sohar (Zohar), Cosri and Talmud of the Hebrews would require the
life of Methuselah, and after all his 969 years would be wasted to very little
purpose.” ™ Concerning Judaism, no such Jeffersonian sarcasm, or Adamsian
levity can be issued by any American statesman in our time without risking
withering censure, media libel, blacklisting, etc.

Rabbis and Zionists have responded to the American Enlightenment by
imposing an inquisition in America, with Zionist and Talmudic supremacy
over the Federal government and U.S. foreign policy, the end result.®®
Jefferson thought it an exercise in futility to try to combat Judaic priestcraft
using the priesteraft of Churchianity and other “manias of demoralized

79 Ibid., Adams to Jefferson, Nov. 15, 1813, p. 253.

80 Cf, James Petras, The Power of Israel in the United States {Clarity Press, 2006). John J.
Mearsheimer and Stephen M. Walt, The Israel Lobby and U.S. Foreign Policy (Farrar, Straus
and Giroux, 2007). “The Israel Lobby,” Tikkun, September/October 2007, pp. 33-39; 74-85.
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Europe.” 8 The votaries of secularism of the New York Times variety,
deliberately conflate Jefferson’s refusal to ignite a new inquisition, with the
strong suggestion that he was, in matters of creed, indifferent; thus leaving
the reader to imagine that Jefferson viewed Christ’s gospel, and Judaism, as
having equal validity or non-validity, when in fact the record shows he
viewed Judaism as a perverse religion and the teaching of Jesus as
personifying the most “sublime and benevolent” ideals. #2

The New York Times further asserts: “When George Washington was
inaugurated in New York in April 1789, Gershom Seixas, the hazan® of
Shearith Israel, was listed among the city’s clergymen (there were 14 in New
York at the time) — a sign of acceptance and respect.”

“Acceptance and respect”? From what cloud cuckoo land is that enormity
drawn? The rabbis, cantors and other Talmudists of eighteenth century New
York were tolerated. The American refusal to silence or expel them does not
denote “acceptance,” much less “respect.” The Times: “...(George) Washington
wrote the Hebrew Congregation of Newport, R.I., saying, ‘happily the
government of the United States ... gives to bigotry no sanction, to
persecution no assistance. ... Everyone shall sit in safety under his own vine
and fig tree, and there shall be none to make him afraid.”

In this instance, Washington was undoubtedly under the influence of the
Freemasonic affiliation he would later discard. Freemasonry is an adjunct of
Kabbalistic Judaism and as historian Craig Heimbichner has revealed, “The
servitude to Judaic interest is baldly stated in the Royal Arch ritual, in which
the line ‘for the good of Masonry generally, and the Jewish nation in
particular’ is recited.”™® The most flagrant blooper in the preceding quote
attributed to Washington is “none shall make him afraid.” A goodly number
of the bad figs from the accursed fig tree have made many Americans very
afraid to speak freely and openly, about the evils of Judaism, the Talmud and
the Israeli regime; fearing reprisal on the job and in the media. This

81 Thid., letter to Adams, June 11, 1812, p. 62. This letter also contains extensive remarks by
defferson on American Indians and in praise of the Cherokee.

82 Op. cit., Jefferson to Adams, Oct. 13, 1813, p. 219.

83 Hazen = Cantor.

84 Cf, Heimbichner, Blood on the Altar: The Secret History of the World's Most Dangerous
Secret Society (Independent History and Research, 2005).
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intimidation is a betrayal of the American ideal and one we think would have
appalled our first President.

Another New York Times factoid: “Andrew Jackson resisted bids in the
1820s to form a ‘Christian party in politics” Abraham Lincoln buried a
proposed ‘Christian amendment’ to the Constitution to declare the nation's
fealty to Jesus....”

Jackson may not have formed a Christian party but he took direct
Christian action in fighting the institutionalized usury represented by the
Bank of the United States by appointing the incorruptible Roger B. Taney to
be the first Roman Catholic Attorney General of the United States, and
subsequently the first Catholic Chief Justice of the Supreme Court; and
Taney was a man who took his faith seriously. The New York Times omitted
all that from Old Hickory’s curriculum vitae. Lo and behold, we are told only
that he “resisted” the “Christian party...”

When it comes to Mr. Lincoeln, the Times has him exactly right. He was
anti-Christian (except as a rhetorical device) and unlike Andy Jackson and
Roger B. Taney, served the interests of the mercantilist usury of the robber
barons throughout his career as a lawyer for the railroad magnates. Any idea
that because Lincoln espoused or opposed something he was automatically on
the side of the “angels of our better nature” presupposes charter membership
in the idolatrous Lincoln personality cult, to which this writer does not
subscribe. The New York Times adds this observation: The founders were not
anti-religion. Many of them were faithful in their personal lives, and in their
public language they evoked God. They grounded the founding principle of
the nation — that all men are created equal — in the divine. But they wanted
faith to be one thread in the country's tapestry, not the whole tapestry...”

Ah, yes, the “I'm personally opposed to abortion but I would never let my
personal beliefs interfere with my fealty to Planned Parenthood,” line, which
the Times expects of its favored “Christian” officials and politicians. At the
same time that it grooms lukewarm “Christian” candidates of its liking for
government office, the Times will brook no dissent from the rigid dogmas of
its own hallowed Zionism. In the autumn of 2007 a Judiac journalist testified,
“I was asked by the (New York) Times to do a review of a book on Israeli
settlers. Without any shame, my editor insisted that I change what I had
written so that it would accord with his politics. I was never again given a
chance to write a review for The Times. Hundreds of other liberal Jews have
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had similar experiences trying to write for The Times op-ed or book review—
the voices of those of us who are seriously and intensely critical of Isracli
policy...are rarely part of the acceptable discourse.” 85

This is the duplicity of the Zionist establishment as represented by the
New York Times, which demands from Christians secularist neutrality in
public policy and cultural matters, while enforcing strict discipline over
fellow Judaics who are desirous of more freedom of expression and liberty to
dissent from Judaism’s sacred Talmudic/Zionist doctrine.

William F. Buckley’s death Feb. 27, 2008 was marked by a series of New
York Times’ panegyrics fit for a rabbi, and no wonder. As the leader of a
branch of American conservatism (that came to be mistakenly identified as
the conservative ideology of America), Buckley got his National Review
magazine off to what appeared to be a good start in the 1950s in spite of the
moral blemishes on his curriculum vitae (CIA service in Mexico under E.
Howard Hunt and unrepentant membership in the proto-masonic secret
society, Skull and Bones). However, he soon turned his journalistic ship on
course with the prevailing winds of the zeitgeist, as Buckley’s former
employee, columnist Joe Sobran recounted in a 1993 retrospective:

“When Bill Buckley published the first installment of his book In Search
of AntiSemitism a couple of years ago, I was invited to respond to the first
chapter, which was about me. I wasn’t given all the space in the world,
understandably, so I wrote that I'd tell my side of the story more fully later,
on. For now I'll confine myself to the part of the story 1 think will be most
interesting to readers... It concerns a dinner I had with Bill in early 1986,
just before he went on his annual sojourn to Switzerland. Bill called me one
day and asked me if I was free for dinner that night. I was, and I met him at
Paone’s, a favorite National Review hangout, after work. I could tell
something was up. As Bill tells the story, he was troubled by the columns I'd
been writing about Israel and the American Jewish lobby and decided he'd
better try to divert me from the dangerous course I was on. True, sort of. At
least I'm sure that’s the way he remembers it. He laments that he was
unsuccessful that night in persuading me to change my evil ways, which led
him to publish a formal statement, six months later, denouncing my columns

85 Op. cit, Tikkun, p. 78.
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on these touchy subjects as having created the appearance (misleading, to be
sure, but culpably reckless) of anti-Semitism.

“As T say, that's probably the way he remembers that evening. But I
remember a lot of details which he forgets to mention, and which for me gave
the evening its whole point, especially in retrospect. Bill's manner was
serious that night. He said he had a couple of items to raise, by way of
advising me for my own good before he flew off to Gstaad. One was a health
matter. The other was that I should stop antagonizing the Zionist crowd. It
was this second item that was clearly uppermost in his mind. He told me it
was lethal, in the column-writing business, to get a reputation as an anti-
Semite. As if I didn’t know. ‘But I'm not an anti-Semite,” I said. ‘I know that,’
Bill said, ‘but you can't afford to become krown as one.

“Now concretely, this all turned out to mean that Norman Podhoretz,%
editor of Commentary, was hopping mad about the things I'd been writing. I
already knew from the grapevine that he'd been raging about me behind the
scenes, accusing me of anti-Semitism and so forth. Well, nobody likes to be
called unpleasant names, which is Norman's chief contribution to the
intellectual life of the late 20th century, but on the other hand it didn't
exactly freeze my blood. As far as I was concerned, I was just judging Israel
by conservative principles’ and American interests, and if Norman didn’t like
it, too bad. I really wasn't saying anything National Review hadn’t said in its
earlier, feistier days, before it decided that Israel was a precious little ally,
whose espionage operations against the U.S. should be discreetly overlooked.

“Bill didn't disagree with anything I said on this head, then or later. He
knew 1 was on firm ground. And he didn't suggest that I was doing anything
wrong — certainly not that my writings were imperiling the Jews. His thrust
was that I was imperiling myself. (He volunteered in passing, for some
reason, that he had no intention of writing about the Israeli abuse of
Christians. I hadn’t raised the subject: he did, and I still don’t understand
why, unless he was arguing with his own conscience. He knew more than he
usually lets on.)

88 Neocon Norman Podhoretz was for many years the editor of Commentary, the publication of
the American Jewish Committee. Hig son, John Podhoretz, was a speech-writer for President
Ronald Reagan. His son-in-law, Elliott Abrams, was National Security adviser to President
George W. Bush. Podhoretz is an advocate of aggressive war. He is what is known in Yiddish
as a shiarker (intimidator; tough guy). He advocated the invasion of Irag in 2003 and the
bombing of Iran in 2007,
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“I actually thought this warning was a little hysterical. I never thought
the Jewish lobby was all that powerful. But I was missing the unspoken point
of the evening. The Podhoretz crowd was putting the heat on Bill, and he
thought I was imperiling Aim. 1 still don't know what, if anything, they
threatened him with, but I gather he got the message. I have never known
anyone, anti-Semitic or otherwise, who was as nervous about the Jews as
Bill.

“So the hint I failed to pick up that night was that when the chips were
down, when the Pod(horetz) crowd opened fire on me with public smears a
few months later, Bill would take their side. As, in effect, he did. I wasn't
naive about them; I was naive about him. I completely trusted him. It never
crossed my mind that he’d turn 15 years of loyalty — and I mean devoted
loyalty — against me. You never expect that of a friend.

“But by the time the affair erupted into print I was in an impossible
position, just because my career was so centered at National Review. And to
some extent I excused Bill, both for old times’ sake and because I knew how
afraid he was of that crowd. If you caught his interview with Norman on
Firing Line®" recently, you could see his embarrassing deference. (At one
point he even called his guest ‘Trving Podhoretz,” obviously conflating the two
leading neoconservatives — Norman and Irving Kristol®® — into one deity.)

“Anyway, our conversation at Paone’s rambled around, not without a
few jokes; as usual. But the most remarkable moment was yet to come. It had
nothing directly to do with the other topics of the evening. I had just met a
dear old Irish Catholic couple, by the name of Sullivan, at my friend Kevin
Lynch’s house (Kevin had also written for National Review for many years).
The Sullivans were big fans of the magazine, Bill and me. And they told me
one of the sweetest things I've ever heard: that they prayed for me in their
daily rosaries. I thought that Bill would find this moving too, so I told him
about it. If I live to be 100, I'll never forget his reaction:

87 Buckley’s syndicated television talk-show featured his entertaining repartee and opened
with the sublime sounds of J.8. Bach’s Brandenburg Concerto.

88 Founder of the Zionist neoconservative movement. His son William, a NY Times columnist,
was an intellectual architect of the 2003 U.S. invasion of Iraq. Irving Kristol stated: “Ever
gince I can remember, I've been a neo-something: a neo-Marxist, a neo-Trotskyist, a neo-
liberal, a neo-conservative; in religion a neo-orthodox even while I was a neo-Trotskyist and a
neo-Marxist.” Like Mr. Buckley, the elder Kristol was a recipient of the Presidential Medal of
Freedom.
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“His face just curdled in contempt, and he snarled, ‘You don't need those
people.’ I was stunned. ‘Those people,” I thought, were our people - the kind of
devout Catholics who had supported Bill and the magazine from the start,
back when some of his current friends were still calling him a Nazi. It wasn't
just a matter of ‘needing’ them, though we did; it was a matter of gratitude
and loyalty. We owed them. But I was too shocked to say anything at the
time; when I told Kevin, he was shocked but not surprised. He knew from
long experience that Bill wasn’t courting the Irish vote anymore. Well, as 1
look back on it, that was the real point of our whole evening at Paone’s. Bill
was trying to tutor me in who counted, whose good side I should stay on. I
didn't need the Sullivans; I needed the Podhoretzes. Sound career advice
from the master. It was advice I'm glad to say, I never took.

“So in a way, that was the night I really met Bill Buckley — 15 years
after we first met socially. It should have told me what to expect later. I don’t
think he had any idea how he looked and sounded when he sneered at the
Sullivans, whom of course he'd never met. There’s a lot more to Bill than
snobbery, and he can be the sweetest guy himself. But that social ambition of
his runs deep. You have to beware of it. And he devotes a lot of energy to
what's now called networking — linking up with the people who can do you
the most good. In New York; that means mostly Jews, especially the Zionist
apparat. He will never cross®® them.

“A couple of years after the night at Paone’s, I tried a little experiment. I
brought a news clipping from the Catholic press to an editorial conference at
National Review: The secular press hadn't covered the story. I wanted to see
if Bill was interested. What had happened was this. The Pope had appointed
a native Palestinian bishop on the West Bank, which enraged the Israeli
government. So Israeli soldiers beat up a parish priest. And when his
parishioners planned a protest march the following Sunday, soldiers broke
into the church and shot it up during Mass. Would this story move Bill to at
least a little mild indignation? I handed him the clipping. Nothing came of it.

89 “Crossing’ them means, for example, applying conservative principles to Israel. As a socialist
state that assigns Christians (along with other non-Jews) to inferior status, Israel would seem
on its face not to qualify for conservative approval...lt’s shameful that so many Christian
conservatives allow themselves to be satellized by the Zionist apparat here, and refuse to
criticize Israel out of fear and opportunism posturing as interfaith amity...If Christians stick to
their principles and are loyal to their own, they will attract Jewish allies — and the right
kind.” Joseph Sobran, The Wanderer, newspaper (St. Paul, Minn.), Oct. 28, 1993.
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Not a word in his magazine or his column. (Pat Buchanan wrote about it, by
the way). Well, he’d told me, hadn't he, that Arab Christians weren’t his
beat? In Bill's version of all this, his chief motive was selfless concern for the
survival of the Jews. I remember it a little differently.” %0

Buckley’s kosher conservative movement and the New York Times
newspaper are but a small part of the crooked Talmudic deck which is dealt
to the American people on the level playing field created by the Founding
Fathers, not because the Founders “accepted” or “admired” Judaism, but
because they sought to avoid replicating in the New World the pattern of
bloody Old World religious wars. Yet, when one side is playing mostly fair
and the other is using every dirty trick to manipulate the system in order to
gain unfair competitive advantage, Christians lose and Talmudists gain. The
American Founding Fathers erred when they failed to openly state as the
foundation of the Constitution and its government, the philosophy of Jesus
Christ. No favoritism toward any denomination and no persecution of any
dissenter is inherent in such a declaration. James M. Willson summarized
the classic Christian critique concerning what the Founders omitted from the
Constitution: “How...can a government be so acknowledged which puts no
restraint upon the open enemies of the Most High, pays no regard to the
prerogatives of Christ, and throws open its honors, and thus gives ‘power’ to

%0 Joseph Sobran, “My Dinner with Bill,” The Wanderer newspaper (St. Paul, Minn.), Sept. 30,
1993. In an Oct. 21, 1993 Wanderer column, Sobran added: “It even transpired that he'd
actually let Norman Podhoretz tell him what he could put in his own magazine...about certain
Jewish topics...”
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the avowed despisers of His law?...Surely the rights of God and of Christ are
not less worthy of recognition than human rights...” 9

The notion of a “level playing field” created for every religion to “compete
equally,” with no special rights relegated to Jesus Christ, almost always
results in rabbinic, Communist or Zionist supremacy.

This is why, in 1290, King Edward I of England, and in 1492 Queen
Isabella of Castile and Aragon, expelled all Talmudists from their realms.
The English suffered their presence so long as the Talmudists did not
attempt to dominate the economy, as stipulated in the Statute of Jewry of
1275. This statute had possessed some of the liberality which the American
Founding Fathers sought to extend five centuries later. The Statute of Jewry
allowed Talmudists to trade fairly with English gentiles. Mercantile trade
was allowed to them and therefore the old canard about Judaics being
“forced” into usury because they had no other means of making a living was
in this case, false. The Talmudists took advantage of the freedom, however, to
ensnare the gentiles in mounting debt. They broke the law with their
persistence in gaining supremacy through usury, which at that time was
prohibited by Biblical, ecclesiastical and civil law. Their law-breaking
resulted in their banishment uniil the time of Elizabeth 1, the first monarch
to bring these illegal aliens back to England, overtly at first (as a coterie of

9 James M. Willson (1809-1866), “An Kssay on Submission to the Powers that Be,” an
appendix to Samuel B. Wylie’s The Two Sons of Oil (Philadelphia: 1850), p. 113. Wylie (1773 -
1852) was a member of the Reformed Preshytery and from 1828 to 1845, Professor of Hebrew
and Greek at the Univ. of Pennsylvania. He was a native of Ulster and offered the classic
Covenanter critique of the American system of government: “Civil government does not, as
some modern politicians affirm, originate either in the people...or in the vices consequent upon
the Fall...It flows immediately from God Creator, as the Governor of the Universe...it is among
the things committed to him (Christ) by the donation of the Father (Eph. 1:22).” ... The fact that
the authors of the Constitution did not formally recognize Jesus Christ is not any proof
however, that America was not a Christian nation. The pilgrims, pioneers and patriots who
built America and wrote its governing compacts were overwhelmingly Christian. It was these
Christians and their heirs who founded America and comprised the vast majority of its people
from 1776 onward. Our interest in James Willson’s essay should not be construed as an
uncritical endorsement of Prof. Wylie’s interesting book, the first edition of which was
published six years before Willson was born, in 1803, and caused considerable controversy
henceforth. In 1812, Christian activist William Findley (ca. 1741 - 1821), one of the founding
fathers of the Pennsylvania state constitution and the longest serving member of the US
House of Representatives at that time (he was in the second through the fifth Congresses and
the eighth through the fourteenth and was known as “Father of the House”), endeavored to
answer Wylie in a learned and engaging work titled, Observations on the Two Sons of Oil
{reprinted in 2007 by Liberty Fund of Indianapolis). It offers unique insight into the Christian
political science of America’s governing class. A comparative study of Wylie, Willson and
Findley would offer an enlightening exposition of the debate in the early republic concerning
the allegiance Christians owed to the state and federal governments.
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alleged “physicians”) and then, after exposure of this ruse by Christopher
Marlowe, as covert policy.

Though ever since the Talmudic ritual murder of William of Norwich in
1144 no love was lost between the English yeomanry and the Judaic
mercantile class, the expulsion in England in 1290 was enforced humanely.
Aaron of Vives, for example, was allowed to sell and pocket the proceeds from
his extensive property holdings in London. Cok Hagin, among other wealthy
Judaics, was extended the same privilege. All other Judaics of whatever
economic status were granted safe passage to port cities where they boarded
ships. No riots or pogroms were inflicted upon them as they decamped. The
Judaics had been given ninety days to leave. Their departure date was set for
All Saints Day (November 1}. After they departed, a kind of jubilee was
declared, by which the interest on all loans due to Talmudic lenders was
canceled throughout England.

Since the Talmud permits its adherents, under certain conditions, to act
as rapacious fraudsters toward the citizens of the West (kochi ve'otzem yadi),
from 1275 to 1775, any experiments in liberality or level playing fields
afforded equally to Talmudists, have proved little more than a boon to their
dominion. Expulsion of Talmudists is nothing new in history: St. Cyril “drove
out of Alexandria the Jews, who had formed a flourishing community there
since Alexander the Great. But they had caused tumults and had massacred
the Christians, to defend whom Cyril himself assembled a mob. This may
have been the only possible defense, since the Prefect of Egypt, Orestes, who
was very angry at the expulsion of the Jews was also jealous of the power of
Cyril, which certainly rivaled his own. Five hundred monks came down from
Nitria to defend the patriarch.” (Catholic Encyclopedia). The “Holocaust”
lobby has made much of these expulsions, weaving them into the tale of
hereditary woe that supposedly comprises “the shameful chronicle of
antisemitic outrages throughout history.” The history of massacres of
Christians by Talmudists and Zionists is typically omitted in these weavings.

In our own view, mass expulsion, rather than selective banishment, is
problematic and in most cases immoral, in that the many Judaics of good will
are also lost to the country. The Harold Pinters, the Shahaks, the Chomskys
would all be lost to us in any such revival of these expulsions in our time.
Meanwhile, gentile and pseudo-Christian agents of the rabbis would remain
in the land. What is the point of expelling Judaic rabbis while masonic
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gentiles remain? Moreover, the expulsion of one minority paves the way for
the forced exodus of any minority. We think of the dispossession and
expulsion of the ethnic Germans of eastern Europe after World War II by the
victorious Communist and Allied powers in places like Poland and
Yugoslavia; of the expulsion of the Palestinians beginning in 1948, or of the
expulsion of the Huguenots from France in the seventeenth century. Mass
expulsion is a dangerous precedent to establish because it is a weapon that
can be turned on anyone as the winds of fate shift the balance of power in our
world.

A statement in the Constitution that America is a Christian nation
would have been the affirmation of a patent truth. Whether deist or not, all of
the Founders with a tiny handful of exceptions (such as occultist Benjamin
Franklin and agnostic Ethan Allen) were Christians, however heteordox.
America’s Anglican, Puritan and Roman Catholic %roots cannot be gainsaid
by twenty-first century atheists determined to make of Thomas Jefferson a
Christ-hating modern rabbinic sympathizer, which is a demonstrable
falschood, but does suit the myth of a rootless, deracinated United States
which is nonetheless somehow perversely obliged to serve and shield a
militantly racial-nationalist Israeli theocracy.

The Founders’ decision to treat rabbinics as equal partners in the
marketplace of ideas was motivated by enormous anxiety over “prelatical
despositsm,” i.e. the “priestcraft” of Churchianity’s clerical bureaucracy
which, in the eyes of early Americans, had served as an engine for the
destruction of hundreds of thousands of Christian dissidents and “heretics”
over the centuries. The revulsion on the part of the American colonists at the
persecution of fellow Christians by the hierarchy of Churchianity was intense
and nearly universal. Any attempt to create a law code that discriminated
against any belief, including Judaism, was viewed as a prelude to the
imposition in the New World of priestly tyranny.

Where the New York Times-type of Judaic-secularists have it wrong is in
their portrayal of early America as a Republic that viewed Judaics and rabbis
similar to how modern Americans with their Spielbergian Hollywood lenses
view them, and that is, frankly, nonsense. Whatever masonic buncombe
Washington regurgitated to a handful of rabbis in America about fig trees (an

92 On the Roman Catholic influence on the Founders, ¢f. Hoffman, “Jesuits and Freemasons in
Early Ameriea,” Revisionist History newsletter no. 36.
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unlikely tolerationist image, in light of what Jesus said about the accursed fig
tree in connection with the Pharisees), the American people by and large
viewed Judaism as priesteraft, and this too was their view of
“popery” (Roman Catholicism). Depending on the individual, other
denominations also came in for scrutiny and abuse. Jefferson regarded
Presbyterianism as the most potent priestcraft on earth.

American statesmen in the Age of Enlightenment sought to break the
(0ld World pattern of persecuting one’s ideological and spiritual rivals. Hence,
Roger Brooke Taney, a Catholic child born in colonial Maryland in the reign
of King George III, was not allowed to attend a Roman Catholic school. As
soon as the American Revolution was successful he was free to attend the
“papist” academy of his choice. The freedom to pursue a Roman Catholic
education in the early Republic did not connote approval or admiration of
Catholicism. It denoted the strict adherence of the Founders to a concept of
governance that eschewed the institutionalization of persecution of
unpopular ideas, be they papal or Judaic. For New York Times writers to
claim that this tolerance signaled approval or acceptance is either sheer
ignorance or willful deceit. As we have shown, Jefferson had no use for the
Talmud or rabbis. Under the influence of Joseph Priestly and other
“freethinkers,” many of the Founders were in search of a reform of the
reformed (Protestant) Christianity, in which the pure precepts of Jesus
Christ would shine through the accumulated detritus of eighteen centuries of
institutional Churchianity. This is a perpetual project in which every
Christian generation has been engaged, including within institutions such as
Roman Catholicism that did not lack for reformers from Francis of Assisi to
Francis of DeSales in spite of being stereotyped as the archetype of
“priestcraft.” The Freemasons were among the foremost abusers of the
“priestcraft” epithet — they wielded it against Christianity in service to
Judaism; even as the Freemasons were hogtied to Kabbalistic sorcery,
superstition and a priestcraft so far sunk in the dust of antiquity it would be
difficult to distinguish it from the prestidigitation of the Pharaohs.

God commanded that we are to have “no strange gods” before Him.
Judaism with its self-worship of the Judaic male as personified by the
gedolim, was certainly beyond a doubt just such idolatry. We live now in an
era that is the near-culmination of Talmudic and Zionist supremacy, wherein
it is a criminal offense in much of Europe, and a career-ending ticket to
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financial ruin and a destroyed reputation in America, to speak forthrightly of
the errors of Judaism and rabbis in the same manner in which Judaics speak
freely, and write and teach in public, of the defects of Nazis and Germans,
Arabs and Muslims. The priesteraft of rabbinic Judaism is a protected idol in
twenty-first century America to an extent that the Founding Fathers could
never have envisioned and would never have countenanced. We live in an
America where the huge menorah of Chabad-Lubavitch Judaism is mounted
in Union Square, San Francisco, every December, while the Mary, St. Joseph
and baby Jesus nativity manger scene of Christianity is banned from that
very same public space. This is but one symptom of the extent to which
Judaism has become the defacto state religion of the otherwise agnostic West;
the main instrument for the encroachment of this rabbinism into our civic life
and culture being the religion of Judaism-for-gentiles which this writer
terms, Holocaustianity. If anyone is so delusional as to imagine that this
state of affairs was the intent of the American Founding Founders, then their
grasp of our nation’s history is somewhat less than zero.

Because genuine Christians cannot persecute, hound, or oppress, we will
always be at the mercy of those who employ those devices, after having
sufficiently dehumanized us in the eyes of the public. But God is just and He
has promised blessings to those who do His will. We react to the Christian-
haters with the remedies of Jesus Christ, education, charity and mercy.

Surely, we are human and often we have it in us to strive and achieve,
and some of that ambition causes us to seek the realm of military combat. It
almost seems shameful at times not to pick up a weapon, particularly when
we intuit that we would be proficient at so manly an art, which the world
associates with honor and glory. These are natural sentiments and feelings.
Christians are not natural, however. If we were, then handsome young
Christian husbands and beautiful young Christian wives would have
multiple bedmates whenever it seemed “natural” to do so. To be faithful to
one wife or one husband is decidedly unnatural in a world saturated with
relentless allurements to the contrary.

When Christians wish to go to war on the Greek, Roman, Zionist,
Muslim or WWII “Greatest generation” model, because “manhood demands
it” and it would be “shameful cowardice” to do otherwise, let us consider the
terrible shame that was heaped upon Jesus, who was crucified half-naked on
a piece of wood; or the scene of Him standing humiliated before Pilate, even
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as legions of angels were at hand to instantly obey His bidding, with the
power to turn Palestine into a smoldering cinder. How did Christ comport
Himself under the circumstances? “Jesus answered, My kingdom is not of
this world: if my kingdom were of this world, then would my servants fight,
that I should not be handed over to the Jews” (John 18:36).

Those who gain greater knowledge of the perfidy of Judaism from this
book should likewise grasp enough discernment in these pages to avoid
falling into the devilish trap which the rabbis themselves have prepared, of
behaving as so many ungodly crusaders and vigilantes have done in the past,
and blasphemously so, in the name of God, to launch a violent struggle, as
did some (but not all) Germans under Hitler, and as some (but not all)
Muslims prosecute under Islamic fundamentalism, against rabbis and
Zionists. Such a road is the pathway to defeat. There is victory over darkness
only through spiritual weapons. Live, prosper and overcome through faithful
adherence to the scriptural truths that form the knowledge (scientia, i.e.
science) that Jesus imparted to those who have ears to hear and eyes to see
His word.

If Yahweh chooses to visit His wrath on the Zionists and rabbis through
the instrument of the Muslim fundamentalists, in that case it will be an act
of God, and not by our hand. Personally, our prayer has been first and
preferably, that God in His mercy would reform and convert the Zionists and
Talmudists, and if not, that He would otherwise remove them by a means of
His choosing. For God to use the Muslim fundamentalists in this fashion
would not make them our allies, anymore than the Romans who visited God’s
wrath on the fledgling Judaism of A.D. 70 were any friends of Christians.
Neither should any Christian claim (as certain rabbis themselves have done
in stating that Hitler was a punishment from God on wayward modern
Judaics), that the Nazis were the instrument of the wrath of God. Simplistic
reductionism like that should be avoided, in part for the occult reason that
behind Nazism and Hitler were the guiding hands of the Kabbalah and the
rabbis, and behind Islamic fundamentalism are the cat’s paw intelligence
agencies of the West, which were patterned from their inception, after the
Kabbalistic gnosis first conveyed to the British secret service by the
Bohemian Rabbi Judah Loew and his disciple, Queen Elizabeth I's Astrologer
Royal, Dr. John Dee. Where there is war (murder + lies) there too is the
father of murder and of lies. Keep separate from these bloody men; work with
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spiritual weapons alone, thereby keeping halt dich pur, lauter, keusch und
rein (“pure, sweet, chaste and clean”).

The weapon employed by this book is truth. Let it be for the reader an
inducement to go forth and share with others the facts we have excavated,
with sincere compassion and prayer for the pitiable Judaic souls, and those
who ally with them, trapped in webs of violence, sin, lies, deceit and death.
Let all who would misuse the information in this book for any other end,
agenda or pretext, be known for the rabbinic agents provocateur which they,
consciously or unconsciously, undoubtedly are, We condemn without reserve
any act of persecution against any person, whatever may be their religion or
race. We wish for the rabbis, as well as ourselves, to have in the words of the
Christian poet John Milton, “the liberty to know, to utter and to argue freely
according to conscience, above all other liberties.” More often than not, the
rabbis and Zionists seek to withdraw those rights from us. Yet we are
confident that it is through Christian liberty and its author, Jesus the
Messiah of Israel, that Talmudists and Zionists will find the truth, if they be
of good will. Judaism Discovered is the result of our God-given desire to
know, utter and argue freely, by the light of the Scriptures and our
conscience. OQur Christian faith impels us to advocate this freedom for all
mankind, as God sees fit to use this writing toward that end.

We make no apology. We court no human favor or respect. We write
what we write not for a “sectarian cause,” or “party,” least of all for a cause of
resistance to Judaism. All of that is so much dust and ashes. We write
because we believe that what we write is the doctrine of the Bible in service
to the only cause of which we wish to be counted, the cause of Jesus Christ.

Your Christian brother and companion in tribulation,

MICHAEL HOFFMAN
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Oh blindness to the future! kindly giv'n,

That each may fill the circle mark’d by Heaven;
Who sees with equal eye, as God of all,

A hero perish, or a sparrow fall,

Atoms or systems into ruin hurl’d,

And now a bubble burst, and now a world.

Alexander Pope
An Essay on Man (I1: 85-90)
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A Note to Would-Be Plagiarists

Though this book, Judaism Discovered, is printed with ink, it is a
different sort of ink, the ink of adversity. The energy that it has taken to
produce it has necessitated all we had to give. In light of the struggle that
has been required, however, we advise that the would-be plagiarist would
consider carefully what he or she risks when plundering the information in
this book for his or her own aggrandizement and tactical agenda. After our
first work on Judaism, Judaism’s Strange Gods was published in the year
2000, we were contacted by a journalist for a conservative Roman Catholic
publication. This writer was much smitten with the book, expending a good
deal of energy singing its praises. This led us to believe that he would review
or recommend the book to his readership, or perhaps mention the book in
public, in connection with some of the facts he had represented to us as being
“so informative and valuable.” Yet, when he published his own essay on
Judaism in the Catholic magazine, our book was nowhere cited; nor was this
writer's name mentioned. However, we noted that our assertion that Judaism
was not an Old Testament religion, at that time a fairly novel proposition
among the generality, was published, but without sourcing Judaism’s
Strange Gods. He used instead, a technique for backtracking through our
footnotes to find a reference we had not specifically cited and he used that
reference (which our book had inspired him to search for), as the footnote in
his own writing. We inquired of him concerning why he had undertaken this
elaborate process of evasion. If our book had inspired his search, why was all
mention of it suppressed in his published essay? Was our own writing
somehow suddenly diminished in his eyes — perhaps not as edifying as his
initial assessment indicated?

Oh, no, he replied. It was nothing of the kind. Our research was quite
valuable. The problem was that Michael Hoffman was not “respectable” and
therefore, in front of a “respectable” audience (the readers of the conservative
Catholic publication to which he contributed), neither Judaism’s Strange
Gods nor its author could be cited or credited. To quote Michael Hoffman
would be to render the Catholic publication disreputable in the eyes of its
readers. This Catholic journalist was so oblivious to his act of appropriation
that he could not see that what he had done was an injury. His intellectual
dishonesty was complete.
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Another practice in which plagiarists engage, is to rifle our text for its
rare and never-before seen facts and data, and then write a book, essay,
pamphlet, newspaper, newsletter article or Internet manifesto showeasing
this esoteric information as being their own discovery, thereby obtaining
credibility for the rest of their text, which more often than not, is a lazy
patchwork of personal enthusiasms absent scholarly substance or any
indication that they had toiled in the archives. Why perform such toil when
one can give the appearance of having done so, by “borrowing” from
Hoffman’s bock? By plundering our work they gain credibility for their own
work.

This plagiarism would be a fairly easy process to overcome and expose if
this writer were well-known and cur books were published by major houses
in a print-run of a hundred thousand copies. This is not the case, however.
This writer is obscure and our book will be printed in an initial print run of
just a few thousand copies. It is a hassle-free transaction for someone who
has a website that has good traffic on the Internet, to purloin the choicest
quotations and citations from this book and pawn them off as their own work.
This has happened repeatedly with a pamphlet co-written with Charles D.
Provan, “The Truth about the Talmud.” We posted it on the Internet with a
prominent copyright notice. Our names were quickly stripped from it, the
way locusts strip the grain from a ripened field of wheat. Spurious material
was added to our work. Our pamphlet has since metastasized online into a
shadow of its authentic self and this falsification and latter-day scribal
interpolation suits the Cryptocracy very well indeed. Plagiarists are very
much like the interpolating scribes of old about whom Jesus declared, “Woe
unto you scribes.”

Among social justice activists and authentic Christians, there is a
growing sense that the immunity from skepticism and investigation which
has been enjoyed by Orthodox Judaism since the end of World War IT has
done great harm to world peace and western civilization. Unfortunately, this
field of study is also being exploited by ambitious hustlers trying to collect
some cash and make their mark in the world. Just knowing the bare bones
concerning the recondite information which our book Judaism’s Strange Gods
placed before the public in 2000: that the Talmud is pornographic,
blasphemes Jesus and Mary and is anti-Scriptural, is not enough for these
hustlers to succeed in accomplishing their ambitious goals. They need more
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information. Scientia est potentia. They can obtain it the old-fashioned way,
by searching the archives on their own, for close to eight years, as we have
done since 2000, or they can steal it. The latter is a particularly attractive
route because American society does not regard the theft of information with
the same jaundice it views the theft of money or goods. The problem with the
appropriation of the information we publish in these pages is that it removes
the author of the information from the originating stream. In other words,
when a plagiarist purloins our data on Rabbi Moses Maimonides, for
example, but then in a follow up point/counterpoint confrontation with an
opponent, is asked to elaborate on why he (the plagiarist) believes
Maimonides’ defense against atheism does not relieve Maimonides, in
Thomistic terms, of the other liabilities that are assigned to him, what will
the plagiarist say, by way of rejoinder? He is a thief, not a scholar. He cannot
reply to a sophisticated challenge with the requisite scholarship. If he is
challenged in a public forum, the thesis of this book and the cause of truth
itself will needlessly suffer, indeed, even appear to be discredited, since the
plagiarist can only copy and then add his own distortions. This entire process
serves the rabbis well. Another case: very few persons, including even
Orthodox Judaics, are aware that the rabbis put a formal curse on the nation
of Poland. Just possessing that fact alone could cause a latter-day P.T.
Barnum who is short on knowledge but long on public relations wizardry and
self-promotion, and who advances this fact about Poland at just the right
time and place, to gain an audience, or enlarge the one he already has
obtained.

We will relate the relevant data here (to the best of our knowledge it is
being published for the time anywhere, outside of the most recondite rabbinic
literature). After many decades of controlling the Polish aristocracy, the
rabbis fell out of favor with the royals. There is a common tendency for the
aristocracy to use and then turn on rabbis, only to return them to favor at a
later date. It’s an interesting phenomenon worthy of a book in itself. Otto von
Bismarck cultivated Edward Lasker, Ludwig Bamberger and the
Bleichroeder banking house which facilitated the split with the Fortschritts-
Partei and the founding of the National Liberal Party, leading in 1866 to
German unification. Between 1877 and 1879 Bismarck dispensed with his
backers and craftily rode the wave of populist revulsion against politicians
and speculators of Judaic extraction. His political expediency has been
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mistaken for statesmanship by the Right wing ever since; an old pattern of
chicanery. In Poland something somewhat similar occurred after a dark night
of bondage to rabbinic influence. It became expedient in the waning years of
the eighteenth century for the rulers of Poland to assuage their people’s
rising demand for freedom by publicly burning Rabbi Yaakov Yosefs sefer,
Toldos Yaakov Yosef. The Hasidic shetl of Polnoye soon circulated a miracle
gtory containing a motif familiar to students of rabbinic pronouncements and
controversies, in which God or a Biblical prophet is shown to intervene and
justify the position of the particular rabbinic protagonist. In this case,
Hasidic rabbinic legend has it that Rabbi Yosef, “appealed to heaven that the
injustice be severely punished. ‘Examine my sefer,” he cried out. ‘See whether
even one letter in it was written without proper intent.” In heaven they
checked through the sefer and found that his contention was correct, and a
ruling went out that the kingdom of Poland that had decreed against the
sefer would cease to exist. Not long after...Poland lost its independence. This
happened on October 24, 1795, when the ‘Third Partition of Poland’ divided
up whatever was left of Poland between its three neighbors, Russia, Prussia
and Austria, and Poland ceased to exist as an independent state {(except
briefly during Napoleon’s time), until 1918.”

Our hypothetical plagiarist would lift this data from these pages and
make hay with it. He could omit this book as his source and choose the alibi
that is most opportune: “Hoffman is too disreputable to be cited,” or he may
take the data without a face-saving excuse of any kind, confident that he will
get away with his plagiarism undetected, or that if it at some point it is
detected, no one will care. The difficulty with that attitude from the point of
view of the cause of truth, apart from any personal considerations of our own,
rests on the question, how will the plagiarist defend this information? Does
he know what a sefer is? Does he know the contents of the Toldos Yaakov
Yosef? Can he explain why it was banned and what was found to be offensive
within its pages?

If all he can do is selectively pull our material and present it as his own,
what happens if he wins a wide audience and is challenged on “his” data?
How will he respond? Parrots can only repeat. By means of plagiarism,
urgent intelligence is muddied, and dumped into a dead-end where it is made
hostage to the very process we are deconstructing. These same unscrupulous
hustlers maintain an air-tight boycott against everything related to our books
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and website, just as the Cryptocracy does, even as they profit handsomely
from exploiting our information. Awareness of our rights under the copyright
law, is necessary in order to protect the right of readers to access the source
of the information for genuine guidance and follow-up, from its originator.
For purposes of legal action against plagiarists, adequate copyright notice is
required. The extent to which the plagiarist who presents himself to the
public as a scholar of Judaism’s errors, responds inadequately to inquiries, he
brings disrepute on the movement to document the iniquity of Judaism. If our
ambitious hustler wins a wide audience he does so at the expense of the one
who excavated the data in the first place. Our audience is at present
relatively small. It is an exhausting and seemingly constant struggle to raise
even the minimum amount of funds necessary to continue our research and
publishing. Hence, it is not a matter of personal conceit or egotism for this
writer to insist on the right to be credited for the data we have unearthed and
presented in these pages, after many years of hard work. This writer is the
investigator best qualified to answer the opposers who contend against and
seek to contradict the theses and research contained in these pages.

This is the normal course of response for authors whose publishing
companies have high-profile webgites or who can arrange interviews for the
author on television, radio and in newspapers and magazines. The author
becomes sufficiently identified with his research in the mind of the public,
that most plagiarism is discovered and the plagiarist is disgraced and
discredited. But without the protections which connection with a large
publishing company affords, an author is vulnerable to the crooks and cheats
who would unscrupulously purloin the corpus of his book.

We wish to contend for the contents of this book before the bar of history
and public assessment. We will be thwarted in that mission if plagiarists
become recognized as the leading skeptical inquirers, researchers and
investigators into Judaism based on the renown our research obtains for the
plagiarist. We are as entitled to the fruits of our labor as much as any
carpenter would be from a house he had constructed. “The laborer is worthy
of his hire” (Luke 10:7; 1 Tim. 5:18). Scripture, common law and human
decency testify to that. Unfortunately, in the Right and Left wings, which
constitute two appendages of a predatory bird of ideological prey, ethics and
decency are often missing, and intellectual dishonesty is sometimes the norm.
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It is our conviction that God wants this book to achieve maximum
undiluted effect, and if this is to happen, then it will be necessary for readers
to cooperate with the author so that he may become rightfully known as the
source of the information in these pages, long before the plagiarists can
appropriate it, while pretending that they have never heard of Judaism
Discovered or its author.
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“All the things in this world carry in them such evident marks of
imperfection, are so liable to be infected with error, good is separated from
evil by such slight partitions, and the deflection from what is right is so easy,
that even undertakings which should seem most exempt from danger are yet
insecure in their conduct, and uncertain in their issue.”

Hannah More
Christian Morals (1813)
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First, a few Words from the Rabbi

We thought it prudent to publish some representative detritus from a
prominent Orthodox rabbi who writes a regular column for the Israeli
flagship newspaper, Jerusalem Post. Most readers who first begin to seriously
study Judaism will encounter similar camouflage, recycled to fit the
particular situation, audience or challenge which Judaism is faced with at a
particular time. But in its essentials, it is safe to say that the following
statement by Rabbi Boteach is the formula disinformation issued by the
rabbinate in our time. Almost every word he writes in the following essay
from the Jerusalem Post is untrue. It is a time-tested exercise in the famous,
brazen chutzpah. It plays on the ignorance of the reader and uses the
authority of the rabbi who wrote it to render palatable some exceedingly
outrageous and palpable falsehoods.

Can a Jew rescue a non-Jew on Shabbat?
by Shmuley Boteach, The Jerusalem Post, Aug. 19, 2007

...The light of Judaism is meant to illuminate the earth and it cannot do
so if it teaches reprehensible racism, something which is and should forever
be an abomination to our faith. Is the Jewish religion really so heartless as to
give a Jew pause before rescuing a non-Jewish life on the Sabbath? Could it
be possible that a religion that so courageously declares, at the very
beginning of its Bible, that all humans are equally created in the image of
God suddenly reverses itself and declares a non-Jewish life to be not only
inferior to that of a Jew, but scarcely worth saving? Of course not.

The Talmud was written at the time of the vicious Roman occupation of
the Holy Land. The unbearable cruelty of the Romans led to two Jewish
rebellions that were quashed so mercilessly by Rome's mighty legions that
millions of Jews were slaughtered in cold blood. Indeed, the utter
ruthlessness of the Romans is something clearly evident to any non-Jew
through the horrible and gruesome death by crucifixion they inflicted upon
an innocent Jesus and approximately 250,000 other Jews.

The Talmud’s discussion, therefore, centered on whether brutal, gentile
oppressors like Roman centurions, who were the principal non-Jews with
whom the Jews had contact at the time, ought to be saved on the Sabbath. It
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is in the context of the fate of deadly, sworn enemies of the Jewish people
that the Talmud’s debate must be considered.

If the rabbis alive at the time of the Holocaust had debated whether
Germans — who democratically elected Hitler into power and then remained
silent while he exterminated millions of innocent people — ought to have the
Sabbath violated for their physical salvation, we would perhaps be forgiving
of their slight feelings of contempt for their German neighbors. While this
has always been my understanding of this talmudic pronouncement, it was
Rabbi Menahem Genack, one of American Orthodoxy's leading lights, who
recently shared with me something very similar said by the great talmudic
exegete Rabbi Menahem Meiri (1249-1310): that the Talmud's reference is to
a pagan defiler of the faith.

During World War II, great and moral men like Franklin Roosevelt and
Winston .Churchill, who saved the world from Nazi tyranny, decided that it
was moral to bomb German cities, especially Berlin, Hamburg and Dresden,
in raids that killed hundreds of thousands of civilian non-combatants. Harry
Truman then authorized the atomic destruction of Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
thereby killing hundreds of thousands more.

Now, few would construe these actions as proof that these great Western
leaders believed that a German or a Japanese life was inferior to an
American or British life. Rather, these decisions were made in the context of
Germany and Japan being the sworn enemies of the West, who were
dedicated to democracy's destruction. The same is true of why the Talmud
questioned whether the Romans, who were similarly committed to the
enslavement of the earth, were worth saving.

But when it came to everyday non-Jews, the Talmud was emphatic
about their equal place before God and the equality and sanctity of every
human life. Indeed, talmudic pronouncements on non-Jewish life are a model
of universalism and egalitarian thinking that preceded Western ideas of
equality of all races by nearly two millennia.

The sages of the Talmud declared in their most important ethical tract,
Ethics of the Fathers, “Do not despise any man” (4:3). They went further. In a
pronouncement that is as astonishing as it is inspiring, they declared, “Even
a gentile who studies God’s law is equal to a high priest.” Incredible.

At a time when ecumenical thinking was absolutely unheard of and
nearly every religion declared that only members of its own faith would go to
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heaven, the greatest rabbis were declaring that a righteous non-Jew is as
holy as the Jewish high priest. The rabbis of the Talmud further declared
that any righteous individual — Jew or gentile — is gnaranteed a place in
eternity just so long as he has led an ethical life: “The righteous of all nations
have a share in the world to come” (Tosefta Sanhedrin 13).

The same thing applied to the question of proximity with God. It was
righteousness, rather than Jewishness, that granted us a relationship with
the creator: “I call heaven and earth as witnesses: Any individual, whether
gentile of Jew, man or woman, servant or maid, can bring the Divine
Presence upon himself in accordance with his deeds” (Tanna Devei Eliahu
Rabba 9).

Witness the fact that Judaism is the only religion that does not actively
proselytize people outside the faith, because we do not believe that a non-Jew
upgrades his existence by becoming a Jew.

That this attitude is true not only in a legal sense but a practical one is
demonstrated in how the tiny State of Israel, with its extremely limited
resources, is always at the forefront of sending doctors and medical personnel
to regions hit by natural disasters, most notably the December 2004 tsunami.
This commitment to the welfare of non-Jews is the direct result of Judaism's
advocacy of the equal sanctity of every human life, notwithstanding race,
color or creed. (End guote from Shmuley Boteach).

We are not going to deconstruct Rabbi Boteach’s imposture line by line,
since our book should accomplish that feat over the course of the next several
hundred pages. We will expose this supposed holy man, however, who years
ago was rock singer Michael Jackson’s “spiritual advisor” and is the author of
self-help manuals on “sacred sex” in the Talmudic tradition.

The raison d’etre of the Talmud and Orthodox Judaism is the essential
spiritual and racial superiority of the Judaic over the non-Judaic. Boteach
and countless frontmen like him, claim for Judaism everything that it is not:
that it possesses “universality” (the same law for everyone, whether Judaic or
gentile; a pretense so blatantly preposterous on its face that it could only be
made to an audience of peasant donkeys, one step below the Am ha’aretz).

Boteach conflates the Bible with Orthodox Judaism, making reference to
the Pentateuch and pretending that it is not contradicted by the Talmud.
“Could the religion of Judaism be so heartless as to be reluctant to save non-
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Judaic life?)” Boteach asks. We're delighted that he admits that if this
proposition were true, it would indeed be “heartless.” Since it is undeniably
true, we have Boteach making our case for us.

The loophole Shmuley Boteach has devised to extricate Judaism from
this dilemmoa is to claim that its proscriptions mainly apply to the Romans: “...
the Talmud questioned whether the Romans, who were similarly committed
to the enslavement of the earth, were worth saving..The Talmud’s
discussion, therefore, centered on whether brutal, gentile oppressors like
Roman centurions, who were the principal non-Jews with whom the Jews
had contact at the time, ought to be saved on the Sabbath. It is in the context
of the fate of deadly, sworn enemies of the Jewish people that the Talmud's
debate must be considered.”

Boteach wants to assure his Christian readers that the Talmud’s
dreadful, homicidal bigotry is not directed principally at Christians, but
rather at the brutal, oppressor Romans. He can get away with this by
capitalizing on the abysmal ignorance of Christians regarding the actual
contents of the Talmud and the long tradition of censoring and encrypting its
contents. When the Talmud was first translated into English much of it was
translated in code, using euphemisms for Christians. Subtract the footnotes
from the Soncino English version of the Talmud and the reader will imagine
that the Talmud is extremely hostile mainly to the “Cutheans,” the “Akum”
and the Romans of yesteryear. The misperception is fostered that the
Talmud’s hatred is mostly aimed at long dead or long-lost tribes, nations and
empires. Even students of the Talmud working only or predominantly with
English sources long ago penetrated this ruse, however. The Talmud in
uncensored English versions like the partially completed Steinsaltz edition,
excoriates Christians (and in other passages, gentiles in general). Prior to
Steinsaltz and a handful of candid modern translators like him, “Cutheans,”
“Akum” and the “Romans” of yesteryear, were the code-words imposed on the
text by translators seeking to mislead the “prying” eyes of Christians.
Boteach exploits that old tradition of encrypted, deceptive rendering of
rabbinic texts in his Jerusalem Post column, which is an insult to the
intelligence of any scholar of Judaism.
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and the majority of the world to err and serve a god other than the Lord. — This
statement appears to label Christianity as the worship of false gods. That view is
clearly stated in Hilchot Avodah Zarah 9:4. (In some texts, that Halachah reads
“Canaanites,” but that is a censored version. The original text reads “*Romans” and
refers to the Christians.)

“The original text reads ‘Romans’ and refers to the Christians.” 9

Boteach reanimates a tired scam with his shady allegation that when
the Talmud speaks against saving gentile lives, it is referring mainly to
Roman lives. This bigotry is supposedly justified because the Romans were
vicious persecutors of the eternal victims, the Judaics, which brings us to
scam no. 2: when outright denials — “The Talmud contains nothing bigoted
against other peoples” — are no longer credible, the fall-back position is that,
if there is indeed a “little bit” of hatred for non-Judaics in the Talmud, it is
due to “vicious persecution by the Romans.” This has been the classic
rejoinder whenever gentiles learned that the revered Rabbi Shimon ben
Yohai really did teach that, “Even the best of the gentiles should all be killed.”

93 Rabbi Eliyahu Touger, notes to The Mishneh Torah of Maimonides (Jerusalem, 1987},
Hilchot Melachim: 11.
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In Yohai’s case it can’t be said that he was referring “mainly to the Romans,”
but his co-religionists do claim that Yohai made his savage call for the
extermination of the gentiles, because of the Romans; because they allegedly
“persecuted” him so viciously.

A similar self-exculpatory alibi is used in the case of the Golem stories, a
collection of “colorful legends” about Judah Loew, the Chief Rabbi of Prague
who marshals a non-Judaic monster for “protection” against the gentiles. It is
clear that in these stories of the monster triumphing over “deceitful Catholic
priests” and slaughtering “antisemites,” considerable satisfaction is taken by
the Judaic student of these stories. The Golem stories contain elements of
sadistic violence, cruelty and Judeo-nationalism. Stories with those themes in
Christian and German folklore are almost always the subject of considerable
finger-pointing by morally superior Judaics. But in the case of the Golem and
the 16th century “Maharal” (Loew), the slaughter and sadism he commits are
excused on the basis that the Golem is “the protector of the Jewish people
during times of persecution.” The Golem “help the Jews fight false
accusations of ritual murder--the infamous blood libel.” 3¢ It’s not violence,
you see, it’s just self-defense. A similar tack is taken with Israeli army
violence against Palestinians. It is never an Israeli war crime or an atrocity;
it’s always retribution — a “retaliatory” raid in response to violence by those
wicked antisemites.

Note that rabbis don’t take responsibility for any of the evil. It’s always
the other guy’s fault. Boteach wants his cake and eat it too. He wants to say
that Judaism is a creed of universality; everyone is equal before God. At the
same time, Boteach’s mentality gives sub-rosa evidence of his belief in the
superiority of the Judaic, when, in the course of exhibiting his mental state,
we see that he assumes immunity from responsibility for any evil Judaism
perpetuates. If Judaism does commit evil, it’s the gentiles’ fault (in this case,
the Romans). His own mindset reveals the untenability and hypocrisy of his
claim that Judaism is equalitarian.

Therefore, according to Rabbi Boteach, it was brutal gentile oppressors
like the Romans at which the Talmud was directing its hateful invective;
certainly not at Christians. He subtly implies that Christians and Judaics are
on the same side: the Romans slaughtered Judaics and, remarkably, Rabbi

9 Yale University Press advertisement for The Golem and the Wondrous Deeds of the Maharal
of Prague; 2007 Judaica catalog (under “Literature”).
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Boteach announces that they killed “an innocent Jesus.” Here Rabbi
Boteach’s mind begins to divide before our very eyes. He is defending the
Talmud and Jesus, yet the Talmud says Jesus was a sorcerer and an idolater
who deserved to be killed. Is the Talmud wrong? It can’t be, since Boteach is
using it as the basis of his argument. If it was wrong about Jesus could it
have been wrong about the Romans? If it was correct about Jesus, what is
Boteach doing declaring Jesus innocent?

He makes this declaration because he wants us to believe in the Judeo-
Christian myth: Judaics and Christians united against paganism. Too bad
his Talmud doesn’t believe that. What does it say about Boteach that he
doesn’t tell us what the Talmud really teaches about Jesus? Apparently he
imagines that his gentile readers are so far beneath contempt, and any level
of literacy worth considering, that they are ignorant of not only the Talmud
but the New Testament. Before the Apostle Paul became a Christian on the
road to Damascus, he was a Pharisee, a member of Orthodox Judaism as it
was emerging at that time. As such, he attacked and persecuted Christians,
possibly even killing them if, as it is sometimes surmised, he had a hand in
the murder of Stephen.

But do our eyes deceive us? Is it not true, by the light of Shmuley
Boteach, that it was the Romans who were the awful persecutors, while the
meek-as-lambs Judaics were the pure as snow, innocent victims? How then
can we reconcile Paul’s testimony that he, as a Jew and a Pharisee, had
persecuted Christians, with Boteach’s myth of sole Roman responsibility? We
can’t, of course, and he doesn’t even bother to make a gesture at reconciling
the contradiction. In fact, the Romans are not regarded as wholly evil in the
New Testament. They protected Paul against those Jews who would have
killed him had it not been for his Roman citizenship. Jesus Christ
meanwhile, prophesied the destruction of the Temple as a punishment for the
sins of degenerate, carnal Israel, and the Romans were the instruments of
God’s wrath in Jerusalem in A.D. 70, a fact Boteach dare not mention.

Roman persecution of Jews and Judaism has been much exaggerated:
“...the broad brush employment of ‘antisemitism’ obscures the high degree of
tolerance (by the standards of the times) that the post-70 (A.D.) Jews
received from the Roman authorities until the time of Constantine. Granted,
there were special taxes on the Jews, but under most Roman administrations
they were able to hold some public offices and were exempted from
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performing non-Jewish civic rituals that offended their religious sensibilities.
It is clear that the Jews of several diaspora cities suffered because of the
revolts of 115-117 CE and, following the ill-fated Bar Kokhba revolt in
Palestine in 132-135 CE, Jerusalem was plowed under and Jews were
banned. Harsh as these occurrences were, they were part of the maintenance
of civil order (as perceived by the Roman authorities) and were not religiously
motivated. They were not part of any plan to exterminate the Jews. This
situation stands in sharp contrast to the various persecutions of Christians in
the first three centuries of their existence, the goal of which seems to have
been their extirpation as a religious group. As late as 303 C.E., Diocletion
instituted a war of annihilation against the Christians.” 95 In addition to this
little known rapproachment between the Roman Empire and the Jews, the
heirs of the Jewish Pharisees were actively involved in persecuting and
killing Christians in this era: “...during the Bar Kokhba revolt...it appears
that significant numbers of Christians who lived in the region of Jerusalem
refused to join the revolt (wherein Bar Kokhba was declared to be the
Messiah) and were tortured and probably put to death.” %

From the Romans, Boteach jumps to the Germans. Judaics are justified
in hating Romans and they are justified in hating Germans. Who wouldn’t
deny medical care to injured Romans and Germans, asserts Boteach. German
women and children were rightly burned alive in World War II due to the fact
that they “remained silent while millions were exterminated.”

Only the most deranged Talmudic fantasist would claim that millions of
Germans had knowledge of the alleged Auschwitz homicidal gas chambers
during WWIL The vast majority learned about it after the war, from the
Allies. The German government and media never admitted the allegation
during the war, so how would millions of German civilians become worthy of
being burned alive in their schools, homes, hospitals and churches by the
firebombs of Churchill and Roosevelt? With that excuse gone, all Boteach has
to justify mass murder of German civilians is that they voted for Hitler in
1933, at a time when Hitler gave the impression of being a peace-loving
patriot seeking to rebuild the shattered German economy. Since democratic
elections were suspended after that, the Germans never had an electoral

95 Donald Harman Akenson, Surpassing Wonder (Univ. of Chicago, 2001), p. 277.

% Ibid. By the Jews who continued the traditions and practices of the Pharisees.
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opportunity to repudiate Hitler. For their mistaken vote in 1933, 600,000
women and children (some of whom weren’t even alive in 1933), deserved to
be burned to death? Here is the sadistic Talmudic mentality of pure
vengeance, unmediated by compassion of any kind, justifying itself with a
wicked twisting of the facts.

The rest of Rabbi Boteach’s column is devoted to disgraceful dissembling
about Judaism, claiming that it teaches the fundamental equality of Jews
and non-Jews. In the following pages we hope to put paid to that perennial
lie, recycled from newspaper to newspaper, newscast to newscast, Spielberg
movie to Spielberg movie, church pulpit to church pulpit, university lecture
hall to university lecture hall. It is the predominant myth about Orthodox
Judaism and it has no sand or substance, being invented out of whole cloth
and promulgated solely on the ipse dixit (“l told you s0”) basis of rabbinic
authority and prestige.?’

Rabbi Boteach writes, “In a pronouncement that is as astonishing as it is
inspiring, they declared, ‘Even a gentile who studies God’s law is equal to a
high priest.” Incredible.”

What's so incredible about equality? Equality is only “incredible” in a
belief system that is so extraordinarily racist that equality is an anomaly
compared with what the rest of the belief system teaches. If it were indeed
true that a gentile who studies the law is equal to a (Judaic) high priest, this
would be incredible. What is incredible, however, is that this decoy text
appears credible in the eyes of its intended victim audience of gentiles, most
of whom accept it at face value, on no corroborating evidence; just as they
accept the public claim (or at the very least, the insinuation), of those who
call themselves “Jews” that they are in fact the genetic descendants of
Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. Evidence? Proof? Not required. The Zionist’s ipse
dixit is sufficient.

The Virgin Birth? The Resurrection of Christ? Unscientific twaddle,
according to the modernists.

Judaism’s assertion that twenty-first century Israelis and Judaics from
the shetls of Eastern Europe are indeed descended from Abraham, Isaac and

97 Thomas Jefferson attributed the destructive fiat of ipse dixit to lawyers in general, not just
rabbis. Cf. his commentary on the origins of the law of King Alfred as misrepresented by
subsequent judges and lawyers, in his letter to John Adams of Jan. 24, 1814, in The Writings
of Thomas Jefferson: Definitive Edition (Washington D.C., 1905), vol. 13, pp. 72-75.
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Jacob — this is both an empiricism not to be denied, and the grounds upon
which these self-proclaimed “Jews” are to be accorded deference by the
mentally incapacitated, among whom we numbers million of Americans in
the misnamed “Bible Belt.”

Decoy Text

When apologists for Judaism quote the saying of R. Meir in BT Abodah
Zara 3a (“a gentile who studies God’s law is equal to a high priest”)?® they do
so in the expectation that their target audience has never heard of BT
Sanhedrin 59a, “A non-Jew who engages in the study of the Torah is liable
for execution.” Most goyim are too ignorant to perceive that only those
gentiles who study the rabbinic text (“God’s law”) with a view to praising its
virtues and enhancing its reputation are “equal to a high priest” and even in
that case, the “equality” is tightly circumscribed by the rabbinic doctrine in
Tanya 1:1 that decrees “any good done by the gentiles is for selfish motives.”
Actually, the supposed equality of divine-law student gentiles proffered in the
decoy text BT Abodah Zara 3a, is overthrown entirely by BT Bava Batra 10b:
“Even the kindness of gentiles toward Jews is a sin.”

As we hope to demonstrate in the following pages, we have discovered
that Orthodox Judaism teaches a sophisticated exegetical system of cues and
codes that signals to the Talmudic insider which rabbinic text is a decoy
intended to deceive gentiles and which is the authentic rabbinic directive
intended for Judaic Talmudists. Prior to the publication of our work, most of
the goyim knew nothing of this, so that the presentation to them of a
humanitarian-sounding, one-line “proof-text” purporting to expose as liars
those who assert that the rabbinic sacred books teach a savagely racist
doctrine about non-Judaics, has indeed managed to persuade gentiles that
this is not the case.

There is a second “proof-text” the rabbis like to put on display for public
consumption, as Boteach does, Tosefta Sanhedrin 13: “The righteous of all
nations have a share in the world to come.” The gullible imagine that the
rabbinic definition of “righteous gentile” is one who adheres to Biblical
standards of honesty, charity and so forth. But nothing is considered
“righteous” by the rabbis which does not advance Kial Yisroel and the
traditions of Chazal. Hence a “righteous among the nations” who has a place

98 A parallel text is found at BT Bava Kama 38a.
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reserved for him or herself in the rabbinic heaven (“the world to come”), is
that person who upholds the divine nature of the Mishnah and Gemara along
with the prerogatives to dominion of God’s chosen Israeli real estate dealer in
the Middle East. Even then, the promises to gentiles of “the world to come”
are highly negotiable, as established within the larger halachic framework of
the “Noachide” obligations. These “Noachide laws” have nothing to do with
the Biblical patriarch Noah. They are rather, part of the elaborate
masquerading function and counterfeiting apparatus of rabbinic Judaism,
wherein the “Noah” being referenced in “Noachide” as used by Judaism, is
the Noah of the Midrash, a most problematic patron saint for gentiles who
are aspiring to anything approaching conditional tolerance or acceptance by
the “sages” of Judaism.

Nowhere in Orthodox Judaism does any non-Judaic have an inalienable,
non-negotiable right to be treated equally with a Judaic before the law
derived from the Torah SheBeal Peh. Yet for many gentiles, no amount of
evidence to the contrary will be sufficient to offset the credibility of the
duplicitous equalitarian platitudes put forth by an Orthodox rabbi writing in
the Jerusalem Post. For them, if the rabbi wrote it, then it must be true,.
Almighty God does not receive as much faith and credit as many rabbis
receive from obsequious or dim-witted gentiles.
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The Principal Sources of the Divine Law?® of the Religion of
Orthodox Judaism

® The Mishnah. The formative writings of Judaism founded on the Oral
Law (Torah SheBeal Peh) of the first century A.D. Pharisees which Jesus
confronted in His lifetime.

¢ The Tosefta. The supplement to the Mishnah, but possessing lesser
authority.

* The Gemara. The commentary on the Mishnah. We refer almost
exclusively to the Gemara of the authoritative Babylonian Talmud
(abbreviated as “BT” here), which has significantly greater authority in
Judaism than the Yerushalmi (Jerusalem or “Palestinian”) Talmud.

s The Kabbalistic Zohar. Attributed to Rabbi Shimon Yohai but greatly
enlarged over the centuries by subsequent gedolim.

» The Commentaries of Rashi on the Chumash and the Talmud. Rashi
(Rabbi Shlomo Yitzchaki; 1040-1105) is revered in Judaism as a divinely-
inspired interpreter of the Pentateuch (called “Chumash” to distinguish it
from the Pentateuch as contained in the sefer torah scrolls used in the
synagogue and worshipped as a totem; the Chumash edition is not used as a
totem and hence, may be utilized for everyday use without special ritual care
concerning how it is handled and placed). Rashi’s commentary is regarded as
equal to or greater than the text of the Pentateuch, since without Rashi (and
succeeding gaonim!®) the Pentateuch cannot be understood. Due to the
bureaucratic prolixity of Judaism, there are commentaries on Rashi’s
commentaries, ad infinitum, the most noteworthy being the “Panim Yafot” of
Rabbi Pinchas Halevy Horowitz (ca. 1730-1805).

¢ The Mishneh Torah of Rabbi Moses Maimonides (1135-1204; who is
known by the acronym, the “Rambam”).

9% The divine law of Judaism is known as halacha; also spelled halakha.

100 Plural of gaon = rabbinic genius and prince of the Judaic people in the diaspora.
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¢ The Tur. We begin an account of the Tur with “the Rosh,” Rabbi Asher
ben Yechiel; (¢.1250-1328, Germany-Spain); one of the most crucial Rishonim
on the Talmud. The Rosh’s renowned son compiled Piskei Harosh, a summary
of the halacha of his father, which is printed in the back of many editions of
the Talmud. This work resembles the Hilchot of “the Rif” (Rabbi Isaac Alfasi;
a Sephardic lawyer-rabbi). And let us not forget “the Ran” (Rabbeinu Nissim
ben Reuven Gerondi; ¢. 1320-1380; Spain).

The Rosh is consulted both as a halachist 19! and as one of the last of
the tosafists.1%? His son Rabbi Jacob (Yaakov) ben Asher (1270-1343), the
“Ba’al ha-Turim,” compiled the Arba Turim, first printed in 1475. “Tur” is
used as shorthand for both the title of the whole work and for Rabbi Asher
himself, since it is customary in Judaism to call a compiler by the name of his
compilation. The Tur is the predecessor of Rabbi Joseph Karo’s Shulchan
Aruch. The four-part structure of the Tur and its division into chapters
(stimanim) were adopted by Karo in the later code, Shulchan Aruch. Each of
the four divisions of the work is a Tur, so a particular passage is cited as Tur
Orach Chayim, siman 22, denoting Orach Chayim (or Orchot Chaim)
division, chapter 22. Often the citation is abbreviated as “O.C.” The four
Turim are as follows: Orach Chayim (Path of Life) laws of prayer and
synagogue, Sabbath, holidays. Yoreh De’ah (pedagogy; abbreviated as “Y.D.”)
miscellaneous ritualistic laws, such as shechita (ritual slaughter) and kashrut
(kosher foods). Even Ha'ezer (Rock of the Helpmate) laws of marriage and
divorce. Choshen Mishpat (Breastplate of Judgment) laws of finance,
damages (personal and financial} and bureaucracy (legal procedure). When
the reader encounters notes and references in the following pages to O.C. and
Y.D. it is to the preceding texts, as specified.

o The Shulchan Aruch (“The Set Table”). The authoritative codification
of the Tur is the Beit Yosef of Rabbi Joseph Karo (1488-1575). It mirrors the
layout and arrangement of the texts of The Tur. Karo undertook the Beit
Yosef as the first step in his projected codification of rabbinic law. He chose to
craft it as a commentary on Rabbi Jacob (Yaakov) ben Asher’s Tur, rather
than as a separate work, because in the Tur is already found the

191 Codifer of rabbinic law.

102 Interpreter of the Talmud after the school of Rashi.
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fundamental sifting, analyzing and compiling of the legal decisions of the
leading medieval rabbinic authorities. The “Beit Yosef” carefully analyzes the
rulings in the Tur, tracing them back to their sources in the Talmud and
other ancient rabbinic compendia; noting the rationales for the Tur’s
decisions on disputed questions; explaining the disputes, and examining
rulings that had been omitted from the Tur. After clarifying each question,
Karo determined one ruling as normative based on the consensus or majority
of three chief authorities: 1. Rabbi Isaac Alfasi (“the Rif”). 2. Rabbi Moses
Maimonides (the Rambam) 3. Rabbi Asher ben Yechiel (“the Rosh™). Karo
united the Sephardic Hilchot of the Rif and the Mishneh Torah of the
Rambam, with the Ashkenazi Tur and “Piskel Harosh” of the Rosh, to form
the grand masterwork of Judaism’s law, the Shulchan Aruch. Any notion of
completion would be fallacious, however. Since the laws of Judaism consist in
the imaginings of men, and since man’s imagination is a bottomless pit of
endless self-invention, the multiplication of laws, rules, regulations, codes,
compilations, traditions and fantasies is a growth industry in the rabbinic
universe. Just when one imagines that there could not possibly be another
alliterative compendium in the wake of those by the Rif, the Rosh and the
Rambam, we meet:

® The Bach of Rabbi Joel Sirkes; (“the Bach,” 1561-1640}) whose
Halachic codification of the Tur, “Bayit Chadash” (Bach) and 250 responsa,
consume the attention of ever more enslaved bochurim, with its ever more
labyrinth intricacies, complexities and loopholes.

® The Taz. “Turei Zahav” an elucidation of the Shulchan Aruch by the
Polish Rabbi Dovid ben Shmuel HaLevy (“the Taz”; 1586-1667).

o Aruch HaShuichan. Compiled by Rabbi Yechiel Michel Epstein
{1829-1888). In Aruch HaShulchan, Epstein cites the source of each law as
found in the Talmud and Maimonides, and states the halakhic decision as
found in the Shulchan Aruch with the glosses of Rema. When he deems it
necessary, he also cites the precedents of other Rishonim (early, pre-1550
authorities), and especially Acharonim (later authorities). Epstein considers
the glosses of Rema on Joseph Karo at great length. The Aruch HaShulchan
follows the structure of the Tur and the Shulchan Aruch: A division into four
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large parts, subdivided into parallel chapters (simanim). These are further
subdivided into paragraphs (se’ifim). In his work, Epstein tends to take a
lenient view (le-kula), but decidedly without compromising in any form on the
power and rule of the rabbis. Aruch HaShulchan is often quoted alongside the
Mishnah Berurah. The Aruch HaShulchan refers in a number of its sections
to the Mishnah Berurah. Aruch HaShulchan has a much wider scope than
the Mishnah Berurah.

¢ The Kitzur Shulchan Aruch. Compiled in the nineteenth century by
Rabbi Shlomo Ganzfried (1804-1886). The Kitzur Shulchan Aruch is: “drawn
from all four sections of Rabbi Yosef Caro’s Shulchan Aruch, the bedrock
compilation of religious law, the Kitzur set forth the laws required to be
known by every Jew, written in simple language and appropriately
arranged...While achieving these objectives, he presented the material in a
format that was brief and to-the-point. The Kitzur was an immediate and
extraordinary success. In the two decades before his death, more than twenty
editions appeared...In the century since, it has been reprinted more than any
other Jewish work, with the exception of the Talmud, siddur, and the
Passover hagaddah.” 19 The Encyclopedia Judaica calls it “...the main
handbook for Ashkenazi Jewry...” 104

e The Mishneh Berurah. Compiled by Rabbi Yisrael Meir Kagan
(1838-1933; the “Chafetz Chaim™). In our time his work is authoritative in the
yeshiva world, surpassing the legal codification of the later Arukh
HaShulkhan (“Laying the Table”) of Rabbi Epstein.

® Responsa: subsequent rabbinic rulings mainly (but not limited to) the
application of the law in the daily and practical sphere.

¢ Derivations of the legal corpus peculiar to factions within Judaism, as
for example the “Shulchan Aruch Harav” of the “Alter Rebbe” (Shneur
Zalman of Lyady), a legal text sacred mainly to Chabad-Lubavitch Hasidim
and his dogmatic treatise, “Tanya.” Also cf. Moshe Feinstein’s “Igros Moshe.”

103 Jack E. Friedman, Rabbi Shlomo Ganzfried: His Kitzur and His Life (Jason Aronson, 2000).
104 Encyclopedia Judaica (Jerusalem, 1978) vol. 7, p. 314.
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¢ Torah. This word is wielded like a weapon. It is Judaism’s badge of
authority. The rabbis boast that they have the Torah, they have mastered the
Torah, they base their laws on the Torah and that they are Torah-true.
Actually, these claims of theirs are a play on words, for the “Torah” they
study, base their laws upon and truly uphold is the formerly Oral Traditions
and Laws of the Pharisees which is known among them as the Torah SheBeal
Peh. Consequently when the rabbis are telling the gentiles all about their
relationship with the “Torah,” the gentiles imagine that the rabbis are
referring to the Hebrew Covenant or Old Testament, known as the Torah
SheBichtav.

Judaism is not true to the Torah SheBichtav, but rather to the Torah
SheBeal Peh. If Christians and gentiles could keep this hester (concealed)
distinction uppermost in their minds when dealing with rabbinic claims,
demands and boasts of authority and knowledge, it would go a long way
toward clearing up the spiritual and epistemological smog that is at the very
heart of Judaism — its posturing as a Biblical, i.e. “Torah” faith. When faced
with this claim on the Torah, one should always ask the claimant, which
“Torah” is it to which you are loyal? According to Jesus Christ, one cannot be
loyal to both (Mark 7:9).

Rabbinic Literature

* Non-halachic rabbinic literature, which, with its traditions, is a
formative influence on the rabbinic mentality. These include the “Pirkei
Avot,” or “Ethics of the Fathers” contained within the Mishnah, dealing not
with halacha, but with mussar (morality and ethics). Other texts having a
status below that of halakha but still possessed of teaching authority, include
wild fantasies embroidered around Bible figures, patriarchs and narratives
as found in the “Midrash” (the most famous of which is the Midrash Rabba),
and the “Aggadah”; and lesser status folk literature, such as the notorious
“Toldeth Yeshu.” Here is a sample of the merchant-haggler Aggadic
literature: Which came first heaven or earth? Bet Shammai say Heaven was
created first. Bet Hillel say Earth was created first. The Sages say: Both
Heaven and Earth were created at the same time. How do Bet Shammai and
Bet Hillel explain the argument of the Sages? The two verses contradict each
other! Resh Lakish answered: At Creation, God first created Heaven and
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then Earth, but when He set them up, He first set up Earth and then
Heaven.19%

s Siddur: compilations of Judaism’s prayers; hence, a prayer book.

¢ Practices common to rabbinic culture, but not having the force of law,
and constituting mere local custom, are known as minhag. An example of a
minhagim would relate to the propriety of a bochur (youthful Talmud
student) of Yekkishe (German-Judac) descent wearing his tallis (fringed
prayer shawl) in a synagogue that is located in a community where the
bochurim do not wear fallis. (In general, the minhag is that a Judaic male
does not wear fallis until he is married. Being of marriage-age and not
wearing tallis exposes the unmarried Judaic to embarrassment. In this way
he can be shamed into getting married, whether he likes it or not).

105 Cf. Avraham Yaakov Finkel, Eir Yaakov (Jason Aronson, 1899), p. 342.



JUDAISM DISCOVERED 132 MICHAEL HOFFMAN

131 up  The previous discussion as to who 933 — Tmbn .spob [pwaph] bioy? WHppd pusdh woHRE
should be considered a person’s teacher now leads o D1 END Wy DD 30 35 BEd Hivp Ddond pryw
the Gemara to a general statement about the  povd b ,DWwp o v 1305 P2 w1 BB % BYIPYR TRESD
different fields of Torah study. Our Sages taught the B0 ook wds — um B2 A 373 OPRBD DhIbd M7
following Baraita. "It may be said about those

students who occupy themselves with studying the Bible alone, to the exclusion of Mishnah and Talmud, that
their specialization is a good way of studying, but it is not as good a way as they could have found, because
the other fields of Torah study are superior to it. It may be said about those students who occupy themselves
with studying Mishnah but not Talmud, that their specialization is a good way of studying, and they are destined
1o receive a reward from God for their efforts. 1t may be said about those who accupy themselves with
studying Talmud, that there is no greater way of studying than this.

The three levels of study in Judaism
The Bible is the lowest form. The next best is the Mishnah.
The highest is the Talmud (the Gemara).

Photographically reproduced from the Steinsaltz Talmud

As noted above, while Judaism pays elaborate lip-service to the Bible
(Tanakh), the Bible is not a factor in the rise, formation, progress and
emendation of rabbinic law, except as a prestigious cover and front for what
are, in fact, entirely man-made enactments, figments of the rabbinic
imagination and extensive revivals of pagan anachronism (Deuteronony 4:2;
13:1; Matthew 15:2-3; Colossians 2:8).106 While this is hotly denied among the
rabbis and the legions of gentile apologists for Judaism in the universities
and the modern churches, it is a truism inside Judaism, as reflected in the
following rabbinic passage, which lays out the superior status of the rabbinic
oral law over the written law of the Bible, and goes even further,
acknowledging what is to be expected from a religion of self-worship, that the
rabbis are superior to God! With regard to the halacha of the Talmud, we
discover that “the Almighty Himself is bound by them.” The rabbis of course
portray God as conceding His inferior status:

106 Adam Clarke’s 1825 Commentary on Colossians 2:8: "There are three systems of philosophy
among the Jews, (Bell. Jud., lib. ii. cap 8, sec. 2,) meaning the Pharisees, Sadducees, and
Essenes, as immediately follows. The Jewish philosophy, such as is found in the Cabala,
Midrashim, and other works, deserves the character of vain deceit, in the fullest sense and
meaning of the words. The inspired writers excepted, the Jews have ever been the most
puerile, absurd, and ridiculous reasoners in the world. Even Rabbi Maymon, or Maimonides,
the most intelligent of them all, is often in his masterpiece ( The Guide of the Perplexed), most
deplorably empty and vain...what the apostle calls the tradition of men, namely, what men,
unauthorized by God, have taught as doctrines received from him. Qur Lord frequently refers
to and condemns these traditions.”
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The realization of the difference between
written and oral regulations finds expression in the appraisal that
‘The Sages safeguarded their own enactments more than those of the
Toral’ and in the hyperbolical statements concerning the supreme
suthority of the expositions and decisions of the Rabbis. The Almighty
Himself is bound by them. God sits and occupies Himself with the
section of the Red Heifer, and He cites a Halakha in the name of
R. Eliezer, despite the astonishment of Moses, who cries: ‘Sovereign
of the universe, Thou dost hold in Thy power the creatures of heaven
and earth, yet Thou dost sit and cite a Halakha in the name of a
buman being!” (Pesigta de-R. Kahana, Para, ed. Mandelbaum, p. 73).

The Rabbis “safeguarded their own enactments more than those of the Torah.”

God is “bound” by the “expositions and decisions of the Rabbis.”
God quotes Rabbi Eliezer.
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The Rabbinic Eras

® The Tannaic (or Tannaitic) Era (first two centuries A.D.). Rabbis of
this era--which is reputed to have been initiated by Hillel the Elder in the
time of Christ -- are referred to as the Ta’nnaim. During this period the laws,
doctrines and traditions of the Pharisees processed from oral to written form
as the Mishna and its addendum, the Tosefta, became the first written
records of the traditions of the Pharisees that formed the law of the newly
institutionalized religion of rabbinic Judaism. Hillel and his friendly rival,
Shammai, comprised one of the five Zugot (“pairs,” the “earliest Pharisaic
teachers” 197: Yose ben Yoezer and Yose ben Yohanan; Yehoshua ben
Perahyah and Nittai the Arbelite; Judah ben Tabbai and Simeon ben Shetah;
Shemayah and Avtalyon; and Hillel and Shammai). Hillel’s seven middot
(rules of interpretation) form the basis of rabbinic exegesis.

® The Amoraic (or Amoraitic) Era. Rabbis of this period, (circa 300 - 600
A.D.) are referred to as the Amora’im. During this era, rabbis in Palestine
and Babylon concocted the Gemara. The Babylonian edition eventually
became authoritative; the Jerusalem (sometimes called “Palestinian™) version
devolved into a supplement of considerably lesser authority. In Judaism, the
Gemara alone bears the denomination, “Talmud.” Historically, Christian
scholars, concerned with demarcating the central fount of the traditions of
men that were committed to writing and comprised the earliest basis for
Judaism, have referred to both the Mishnah and the Gemara as the Talmud.

® The Geonic Era (circa 600 - 1000 A.D.). Rabbis of this era are referred
to as the Geonim. This period marked the hallowing and codification of the
now written traditions in newly compiled law books (hafachot) of the rabbis,
derived from the mishnayot (laws of the Mishnah), and the Gemara, together
inspiring such landmark geonic works as the Halachot Pesuchot and the
Halachot Gedolot. The geonim also were responsible for the first major
collection of fledgling Responsa texts,'®® based on the vast body of legal

107 Cf. Jacob Z. Lauterach, “Midrash and Mishnah: A Study in the Early History of the
Halakah” in The Jewish Quarterly Review, Oct. 1915.

108 Because of lingering disputes about their provenance, the geonic Responsae do not generally
carry the authority of later Responsa.
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interpretations, judgments and decisions compiled in the takkanot literature.
Any struggle or tension between Biblical law and Talmudic law was finally
decided in perpetuity by the geonim, in favor of the Talmud, which may
explain the rise of the Karaite resistance in this period. Much of the lawyer’s
culture and hair-splitting were formalized in the geonic era, as witnessed by
the enshrinement of tools of Biblical nullification known under the technical
heading of takkanah (referred to generically as “enactments”), along with a
huge bureaucracy of ranks of Talmudic-rabbinic lawyers, clerks, scribes and
functionaries: hakhamim, alufim, rashe midreshe, rabbanan dedara, rashe
pirke, rosh haseder, reshe dekallah, sufficient to fill a Kafkaesque courtroom
or a Freudian insane asylum.

¢ The Rishornic Era {(commencing circa 1000-1400 A.D.). Rabbis of this
era are referred to as the Rishonim. This is the era of the revered codifiers
who continued the process of system-building within Judaism, as represented
by such esteemed Talmud commentators as Rabbi Shlomo ben Yitzchaki
(“Rashi”) and key halachic authorities such as Rabbi Moses ben Maimon
(“Maimonides,” the “Rambarm”) author of the Mishneh Torah and Guide of the
Perplexed; and Rabbi Moses ben Nahman (i.e. “Nahmanides” the “Ramban,)
author of the foundational legal treatise, Torat Ha-adam, and several other
stars of the rabbinic firmament such as Rabbi Isaac Alfasi of Morocco and
Rabbeinu Asher of Germany (this duo are known collectively by the tic-toc
doggerel, “the Rif and the Rosh”).

The Acharonic Era (1400-1700). Rabbis of this era are referred to as the
Acharonim. This age marks the further expansion of the vast rabbinic laws,
under gedolim such as Joseph Karo (Shulchan Aruch) and Shmuel Eliezer
Halevi Adels (also spelled Edeles), the so-called “MaHaRSHA.” Adels’ legal
codex is titled Hidushei MaHaRSHA (“New Explanations by MaHaRSHA”).
This era also marked the further expansion under Yitzhak Luria and Moses
Cordovero, of Kabbalah as a basis for Orthodox Judaism’s system of halacha.
This age also saw the infiltration of the Vatican by rabbis such as Ovadiah
(Obadiah) Sforno who would groom “Christian” Kabbalists like Cardinal
Grimani and Joahnnes Reuchlin, with the help of the Judaic papal physician,
Samuel Zarfati.
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The distinction between Rishonim and Acharonim is worth noting. One
does not contend with Rishonim, whose words are “words of the living God.”
Rishonim cannot be doubted. Rabbi Baruch Leibowitz contrasted the
difference between Rishonim and Acharonim: the former a group of “sages”
whose writings are infallible; the latter, in theory, fallible. Leibowitz related
that one of the giants of Judaic law, the Mishnah Berurah-compiler Rabbi
Yisrael Meir Kagan (the Chofetz Chaim) disagreed, believing that the words
“these and those are words of the living God” also applied infallibility to
Acharonim.

Deceit Mechanisms

Ag part of the enduring process of dissimulation and masquerade which
is the intrinsic matter and methodology of Judaism in its response to tangible
trespass by gentiles, it is sometimes claimed that the Zohar (principal work of
the Kabbalah) is not a basis of rabbinic law. However, this objection is easy to
overcome by approaching the decisor-corpus of Chazal, and confronting the
posekim with their own Zohar-derived decisions: “Not only did the author of
the Shulchan Aruch not guard himself against the influence of the Kabbalah,
he listened to it willingly as far as a great hahakhic scholar like him could
reconcile his views with it.” 109

In this case, what is common knowledge among the Orthodox rabbinate
is denied in public before a gentile audience, and this is a familiar stratagem
and one that is a paramount insight into the deceitful nature of Judaism:
usually its leaders publicly admit only what is generally known or
established about Judaism and deny anything that might tarnish its image,
or lead to unpleasant revelations about its hidden doctrine and teachings.
Hence, it is an axiom that Rabbi Karo's Shulchan Aruch, which would
become the basis for subsequent halachic decisions, is based in part on the
Kabbalah, yet because this is not well-known among the goyim, it is denied,
in order to avoid having to account for how a flagrantly pagan/occult text like
the Zohar is a source of rabbinic “Biblical” law. But, pay heed to the operating
principle of these master deceivers: were this fact about the relationship
between the Kabbalistic Zohar and rabbinic law well-known, it would be

108 Y, Katz, Halakah ve-Kabbalah (Jerusalem, 1983), p. 67.
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conceded by the rabbis; 9 the concession being surrounded by sundry
qualifications and explanations intended to test the extent of what the goy
knows and the degree to which the goy percipient can still be misled.
Moreover, rabbinic prestige and supremacy, and the fear and awe they
generate, are so formidable and all-pervasive, that the goyim generally,
together with the clergy of Churchianity, dare not expose or contest Judaism
on any basis, including its pagan-Kabbalistic roots. Adin Steinsaltz is the
Nasi of the revived Israeli Sanhedrin: “Rabbi Steinsaitz said that Kabbalah,
despite a mystical and esoteric nature that's shrouded in mystery, is ‘part of
the Torah in the same way Talmud is part of the Torah.” 111

Defense Mechanisms

The claims of Talmudic apologists when faced with a critique of sacred
Judaic texts reverberates among them with astonishing uniformity of
envenomed spleen. The tack they take runs like Jeremy Dauber’s, in his
work, Antonio’s Devils: “Certain anti-Semitic Orientalists would cull rabbinic
literature for damaging quotations to be decontextualized and leveled against
contemporary Jews..misusing classical Jewish texts for polemical
purposes” (pp. 77 and 141). The title of Dauber’s book is a reference to
Shylock’s antagonist in The Merchant of Venice. Dauber assaults Johann
Andreas Eisenmenger and faults him for his influence on the Enlightenment,
but cannot bring himself to list Entdecktes Judenthum, Eisenmenger’s
towering, anti-Talmudic masterwork, in his bibliography; at least not in the
2004 first edition (“original printing”), wherein he jumps from “Eisen” to
“Kisenstein” on p. 323.

“Context” is everything for the defenders of the Talmud. Fair enough.
But by “context” they do not mean taking into account the surrounding text,
but rather submitting to Judaism’s own narrative about itself, which includes
how it presents problem Talmud texts to non-Judaic audiences. In their eyes,
“misuse” of knowledge of rabbinic texts consists in employing those texts for

110 The Kabbalistic basis for the rules and practice of the Kabbalah-drenched Hasidic branches
of Orthodox Judaism are not well known, The Hasidim (also called Haredim) are celebrated by
such esteemed personages as Martin Buber and Elie Wiesel, as well as several recent
presidents of the United States and the US Congress. One could say that through the
American Establishment’s love affair with the Hasidic Judaics, our nation has been -- not
cannibalized, but kaebbalized -- in the pagan image and likeness of Judaism.

111 David Lazarus, Canadian Jewish News, Nov. 7, 2007,
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“polemical” purposes. But no polemic against Judaism is permissible,
however authentically contextual it may be. Dauber is one of that sect of
peculiar mirror-world thaumaturgists that one encounters in Judaic studies:
someone who is oblivious to how much what he accuses Christianity of, is
actually true of Judaism. He writes, “...s0 many Christian interpreters did
violence to the Biblical text’s plain meaning--often for overtly or covertly
polemical reasons” (p. 76). This is an exact description of the rabbinic method
of Bible interpretation: doing violence to the plain meaning of the texts.

The rabbis even deny in many cases that there is a plain meaning.
Dauber, with the insouciance born of extreme Zionist chauvinism, is oblivious
to the absurdity of his remark. It is enough that he states it and gentiles
believe it; anything else is “antisemitic.” This pattern of intimidation and
thought control is repeated with monotonous effect, by thought cops and
apologists for Judaism. It is a stock response, intended to frighten off the
opposition, premised mainly on the moral authority of the declarative
sentences issued by the “expert” on Judaism. Debate (“polemic”) on the part
of informed skeptics and critics of Judaism is not permitted, since it
constitutes the “misuse” of a scholar’s knowledge of rabbinic texts. Debating
tactics and polemical tools are reserved solely for rabbis and their allies,
along with just a dash of permissible dissimulation to leaven the burden of
swallowing the pottage. And when deception and “out of context” statements
serve to advance Judaism, they are all well and good, of course: speaking of a
Judaic favorite of his, Dauber writes, “Obviously, to a certain extent, (Moses)
Mendelssohn denies that he is polemicizing, but a certain degree of
distngenuousness is natural in this context.” 112 Now we appreciate what Mr.
Dauber means by “context” — deceit that is permitted to Judaics and
forbidden to their critics (on pain of being tarred as “antisemitic”). Therefore,
the first principle that must be grasped in any study of this religion: 1.
Judaism is fundamentally totalitarian; its leaders and advocates don’t accept
the legitimacy of opposition. 2. I¥’s a special linguistic world, with its own
semantic values, even apart from what is literal and what is figurative, and
until even very advanced students of Judaism have discerned and mastered
the linguistic devices and semantic values peculiar to Judaism, they are
bound to go astray in their study of it.

112 Dauber, p. 142; emphasis supplied.
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This writer contends in the following pages that Judaism is not the
religion of the Old Testament or of the God of Israel, but rather that
Judaism’s gods consist of the Talmud, the Kabbalah and racial self-worship.
We further assert that Christianity is the only religion that represents the
Old Testament creed of Yahweh, being the continuation and prophetic
fulfillment of the Old Testament in the Gospel of the Messiah of Israel.

This book is intended for the benefit of all mankind, but due to the
temporal power exerted by adherents of the ideology it unmasks, it may
become a target of proscription and vilification. I ask those who would
suppress it or subject its author to obloquy, the question Paul asked of the
Galatians, “Have I now become your enemy by telling you the truth?”

The weird cult of “Judeo-Christianity,” is an oxymoron found on the lips
of many Christians including even conservative ones. This abominable
“Judeo-Christianity” contrivance is of a piece with the cloning of human and
animal genes or any of the other alchemical mixtures of two mutually
contradictory substances which we have witnessed these last few decades in
the modern cauldron. The near-universal approbation and currency exerted
by this cockamamie term exposes at one glance the level of abysmal historical
ignorance which obtaing today. The Church Fathers knew of no “Judeo-
Christian” tradition, since Judaism did not exist before Christ. Before Him,
there was the faith of the Israelites as it gradually decayed and was
subverted by corrupt teachings such as were transmitted by the Pharisees
and Sadducees.

“...the system of the Rabbis...who, in regard to doctrine, seem to be of
the sect of the Pharisees...believe that God delivered to Moses, while he abode
on the mount, not only the whole written law, as we find it in the Pentateuch,
but likewise an explanation or interpretation of it, which they call the Oral
law, which was not written, but verbally communicated by Moses to Aaron,
Eleazer, and his servant Joshua. By these it was transmitted, by tradition, to
the seventy elders; by them to Ezra and the prophets, who communicated it
to the men of the great synagogue, from whom wise men of Jerusalem and
Babylon received it. In this manner, we are told, were these interpretations of
the law handed down, by oral tradition, till the end of the second, or
beginning of the third century, when, in consequence of the dispersion and
depressed state of their nation, it was thought necessary to commit to
writing, and the work was undertaken by Rabbi Judah Hakkodesh, i.e. the
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Holy, then rector at the school and president of the Sanhedrin at Tiberias,
who compiled and arranged them...and the book into which it was thus
collected...is what they call the Mishna, which is a Hebrew word signifying
repetition...The Jews tell us that it was not until about A.D. 215 when he was
far advanced in years...(that) Rabbi Jehuda or Judah completed the
Mishna...Dr. Prideaux supposes it to have been about the year 150, and
Doctors Lightfoot and Lardner suppose it was finished about
190...The...Mishna, with its commentators, Maimonides and Bartenora, was
published, with Latin translation and notes, at Amsterdam, by Surenhusius,
in six volumes folio (in) 1698...”7 113

This corruption was greatly escalated when a portion of the Israelites
rejected the Messiah, Yashua (Joshua, i.e. Jesus), after which their leaders
eventually made their way to Babylon, where the corrupt and reprobate, oral
occult tradition of the elders was committed to writing and compiled as the
Mishnah, comprising the first portion of the Talmud. At that juncture, the
religion of Judaism was born. Richard Kalmin of the Jewish Theological
Seminary Talmud Department in New York has published a book, Jewish
Babylonia between Persia and Roman Palestine: Decoding the Literary
Record. The content of the book is described in the following words, “Kalmin
demonstrates how Babylonian rabbis interacted with the non-rabbinic Jewish
world, often in the form of the incorporation of centuries-old non-rabbinic
Jewish texts into the developing Talmud, rather than via the encounter with
actual non-rabbinic Jews in the streets and marketplaces of Babylonia. Most
of these texts were ‘domesticated’ prior to their inclusion in the Babylonian
Talmud, which was generally accomplished by means of the rabbinization of
the non-rabbinic texts. Rabbis transformed a story's protagonists into rabbis
rather than kings or priests, or portrayed them studying Talmud rather than
engaging in other activities, since Talmud study was viewed by them as the
most important, perhaps the only important, human activity. Kalmin's
arguments shed new light on rabbinic Judaism in late antique society.
Beyond the obvicus impact of Iranian society and the Zoroastrian religious
milieu in which the Babylonian rabbis flourished, Kalmin convincingly
argues for the inclusion of a wide variety of other factors that determined the

118 Robert Adam, The Religious World Displayed — A View of the Four Grand Systems of
Religion: Judaism, Paganism, Christianity and Mohammedism (Edinburgh, 1809), v. 1, pp.
31-32.
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nature of Babylonian rabbinic discourse. These influences rendered the
Babylonian Talmud a tapestry of diverse cultural, religious and political
features.”

It is the pagan Talmud — consisting of abominable wickedness,
prodigious filthiness and superlative vileness forged in the melting pot of
rabbinic Babylon — which is the hermeneutic system of Orthodox Judaism.
According to Robert Goldenberg, Professor of Judaic Studies at the State
University of New York: “The Talmud was Torah. In a paradox that
determined the history of Judaism, the Talmud was Oral Torah in written
form, and as such it became the clearest statement the Jew could hear of
God’s very word.

“...The Talmud provided the means of determining how God wanted all
Jews to live, in all places, at all times. Even if the details of the law had to be
altered to suit newly arisen conditions, the proper way to perform such
adaptation could itself be learned from the Talmud and its
commentaries.. The Talmud revealed God speaking to Israel, and so the
Talmud became Israel’s way to God.” 114

The religion of Judaism as it has been known since it was concocted
after the crucifixion of Christ is what is called “Orthodox” Judaism today. We
do not here concern ourselves with the supposed “Reform,” “Conservative”
and Reconstructionist branches of the synagogue because they do not accord
the Talmud the supreme authority which Judaism does; nor do the “Reform,”
“Conservative” and Reconstructionist congregations have equal legal status
in the Israeli state. For example, conversion to Judaism within the Israeli
state is only recognized if performed by the Orthodox Rabbinate, The Concise
Oxford Dictionary of World Religions (2000) defines “Orthodox Judaism” as
“Traditional Judaism.” It goes on to state, “The term ‘Orthodoxy’ was first
applied in Judaism in 1795 as a distinction between those who accepted the
written and oral law as divinely ingpired and those who identified with the
Reform movement. The Orthodox believe that they are the sole practitioners
of the Jewish religious tradition....Orthodoxy involves submission to the
demands of halakhah as enshrined in the written and oral law and in the
subsequent codes and responsa.”

114 Robert Goldenberg, “Talmud,” in Back to the Sources: Reading the Classic Jewish Texts
(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1984), pp. 166-167.
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Moreover, according to some academics the trend is toward the
shrinking of Reform adherents and the growth of Orthodox Judaism: “Ultra-
Orthodox British and American Jews are set to outnumber their more secular
counterparts by the second half of this century according to research by a
University of Manchester academic. Historian Dr. Yaakov Wise
says...European ultra-orthodox Jewry is expanding more rapidly than at any
time since before World War Two. Almost three out of every four British
Jewish births, he says are ultra-Orthodox...According to Dr Wise and the
Hebrew University of Jerusalem’s Professor Sergio Della Pergola, Israel is
experiencing similar changes. Dr Wise said: ‘If current trends continue there
is going to be a profound cultural and political change among British and
American Jews -- and it's already well on the way’ ... By the year 2020, the
ultra-Orthodox population of Israel will double to one million and make up 17
per cent of the total population. A recent Israeli Central Bureau of Statistics
report also found that a third of all Jewish pupils will be studying at Chared:
(Hasidic) schools by 2012...In America too...ultra-Orthodox Jewish numbers
are growing rapidly. Professor Joshua Comenetz from the University of
Florida says the ultra-Orthodox population (in the U.S.) doubles every 20
years...”115

The Reform movement’s derogation of the Talmud was rejected under
the leadership of Orthodox Rabbi Samson Raphael Hirsch (1808-1888), born
in Hamburg, Germany, “Hirsch...recognized the need for effecting a revision
within Judaism of externals, but rejected changes affecting the principles of
Jewish faith proposed by the Reform wing, or alterations in the observances
of the Law. In Hirsch’s opinion the Jews, rather than Judaism, were in need
of reform. Jews were in no need of ‘progress’ (the catchword of the reformers)
but of ‘elevation.’ ...[H]e defended the Hebrew language as the sole language
for prayer and instruction of Jewish subjects.” 116

Liberal “Reform” synagogues stand in the same relationship with
Judaism as Unitarians who deny the Resurrection of Christ do with regard to
Christianity: both represent a fundamental negation of the founding precepts

15 “Majority of Jews will be Ultra-Orthodox by 2050.” University of Manchester (Manchester,
England), press release, July 23, 2007.

116 Encyclopedia Judaica. Also cf. Jacob Breuer, Fundamentals of Judaism: Selections from the
Works of Rabbi Samson Raphael Hirsch and Qutstanding Torah-True Thinkers (New York:
Feldheim, 1949).
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of the religion they claim to profess. “Reform” (and in some cases
“Conservative”) synagogues that deny the obligations of the Talmud, do not
constitute the religion of Judaism. They are ethnic and cultural offshoots that
share in common with Orthodox Judaism, “the tormented dignity of their
racial-communal history.” Many liberal and secular Judaics exhibit nearly
the same chauvinism and racism as believers in the Talmud, by their racial
solidarity with fellow Judaics without regard to their religious views, and
their embrace of the ideclogy of Zionism: “Secular...Israeli Jews hold political
views and engage in rhetoric similar to that of religious Jews...For religious
Jews, the blood of non-Jews has no intrinsic value; for Likud (political party
of Begin, Shamir and Netanyahu) it has limited value..Most foreign
observers do not realize that a sizeable segment of the Isracli Jewish public
holds these chauvinistic views..The world view of Likud politicians,
enthusiastically supported by followers, is basically the world view of
religious Jews; it has undergone significant secularization but has kept its
essential qualities.” 117

Reform Judaism has its roots in the maskilim, individuals who
subscribed to the tenets of the Haskala, or “Jewish Enlightenment” which
began to fully develop in the middle of the 18th century in Europe. A maskil
such as Moses Mendelssohn of Prussia, sought civic and political
emancipation for Judaics under Christian governments by, mutatis
mutandis, mitigating the harshest aspects of Talmudic-rabbinie religion, such
as book burnings, floggings, beatings and murders — all directed at
apiskorum (Judaic “heretics”). Inevitably this involved modification of the
halacha itself and the gradual abandonment of the theology of Orthodox
Judaism. The goal of maskilim such as Aaron Halle-Wolfssohn was to
demonstrate to gentile rulers that not all Judaics were alike and that the
charges made against the sacred texts by scholars of the stature of
Eisenmenger were false. However, Judaic nationalism was often as virulent
among the liberal maskilim as it was among the Orthodox rabbinic-
Talmudists: “.. Mendelssohn’s most powerful articulation of his philosophy:
the laws and commandments of Judaism are based on the society of ancient
Judaism, which therefore no longer confers legislative obligations, only moral
ones, on contemporary Jews..This does not imply, however, that

117 Israel Shahak and Norton Mezvinsky, Jewish Fundamentalism in Israel, (London: Pluto
Press, 1999), pp. 11-16.
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Mendelssohn denied the concepts of Jewish covenant and special destiny; on
the contrary he connected revelation with the special destiny of the Jewish
people.” 11% Talmudic halakha was derogated but Judaic ethnocentricity was
upheld because the derogation of the Talmud was secen as a vehicle for Judaic
advancement and power in the modern world. These are the strategic and
philosophical roots of the Judaic “Reform” synagogues, which predominate in
the United States, as of this writing. In the case of Joseph Perl and other
advanced Maskilim from the later period of the Galician Haskala, much
inside information about Judaism was revealed in the course of their anti-
Hasidic campaign. We will have more to say about this.

No “Judeo-Christian” Tradition

The early Church recognized Christianity as having been founded by
Israelites and representing the only true religion of the Bible. It is Christians
who are “a chosen generation, a royal priesthood, a holy nation...” (I Peter
2:9). Judaism was not viewed as the repository of the spiritual truths or
knowledge of the Old Testament, but as a post-Biblical, Babylonian cult
totally at variance with Biblical Christianity. True Israelites could only be
Christians, not followers of Judaism. The followers of Judaism are anti-
Biblical; they had to violate the Old Testament in order to reject Jesus, for
the “Seriptures testify of me.”

One need only start with the historic Christian attitude toward sex and
the body and contrast it with Judaism’s teaching in these matters, to discover
a vast and unbridgeable chasm which is nowadays obstructed and falsified in
a frantic effort to appease and placate rabbinic power. Augustine, in his
Tractatus adversus Judeos declared rabbinic Judaism to be the counterfeit of
true Israel. Augustine declared that Judaism was “Israel according to the
flesh,” carnal Israel.

For Christians, the essence of the human being is the soul, for Judaics it
is the body, hence their worship of their own race as the type of God.11®
Virginity is highly problematic in Judaism where defilement is defined as
failure to engage in the sex act. “Anyone who does not copulate, it is as if he

118 Dauber, op. cit,, p. 140.

112 Daniel Boyarin, “This We Know to be the Carnal Israel,” Critical Inguiry, vol. 18, pp.
474-505; and David Biale, Eros and the Jews, (New York: Basic Books, 1992).
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had spilled blood.” The rabbis forbid virginity. 20 Omn this subject of sexuality
alone it is impossible to speak of a “Judeo-Christian” tradition. That Christ
and His Gospel are betrayed by those who declare an alleged “Judeo-
Christian” tradition, is of no discernible concern to the ministers, popes and
pundits thus engaged. They are Jewish Pharisees in all but name, engaged in
the standard modern apologetic misinterpretation of Judaism, out of “fear of
the Jews” 121 and a need to ingratiate themselves with the “god of this world.”
John Chrysostom: “The Jews disdained the beauty of virginity, which is not
surprising since they heaped ignominy on Christ himself, who was born of a
virgin” (“Homily On Virginity”).

There is no fundamental opposition between spirit and matter in
Judaism. When Jesus declared in John chapter 6 that “the flesh profiteth
nothing” he was violating the oral tradition of the Pharisees: “Rabbinic
anthropology differs in this respect from...Christian-anthropology...there is
not a fundamental metaphysical opposition between (body and soul)...” 122
Judaism celebrates the body to such a sordid extent that it even has a
defecation prayer which every Talmudic male is commanded to recite every
time he relieves himself: “Blessed art thou O Lord...who has made the human
in its orifices and holes.” Everything about Orthodox Judaism is either a
distortion or a falsification of the Old Testament because it is is based on
anthropomorphic traditions that void the Old Testament by means of a series
of dispensations and loopholes. These begin with the Mishnah, which
represents the commitment to writing of the occult legends and lore of those
Israelites who had preserved “secret knowledge” which had arisen with the
worship of the golden calf, of Molech and similar abominations. With the
rejection of their Messiah and the commitment of the formerly oral traditions
to writing, these Israelites completely abandoned themselves to a perversion
which had once been only a persistent underground stream polluting Israel,
but after Christ’s crucifixion, emerged as the main ideology of those who
refused to accept Jesus as their savior.

120 Yebamot 63b. Shulhan Arukh, Even HaFEzer 1:1. William Wright, The Homilies of
Aphraates, the Persian Sage (London: 1869, vol. I, The Syriac Texts), p. 355.

121 John: 7:13, 19:38, 20:19.

122 Alon Goshen-Gottstein, The Body as Image of God in Rabbinic Literature {Berkeley, Calif:
1991.
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Later Talmudic rabbis styled this primary canon of written Judaism as
Mishnah. The term signifies “oral tradition learned by constant repetition.”
The connotation is derived from the Hebrew denotation, the root sh-n-y,
meaning “to repeat.” Within the text of the Mishnah proper, it is called
halakot, literally, “extra-Biblical law.” Babylonian Jewish tradition in
Talmud tractates BT Berakot 5a and BT Shabbat 31a teach that the Mishnah
and the rest of the Talmud (Gemara) were given by God to Moses on Mt.
Sinai, along with the Ten Commandments. The Mishnah was completed at
the end of the Second Century A.D., more than 100 years after the
destruction of the second Temple by the Romans in 70 A.D. The exceptions
are the tractates Sotah and Abot which are later additions misrepresented as
a part of the original Mishnah by the rabbinic “sages” themselves (deceit
compounding deceit). Engulfed in a sea of prolix cogitations, Talmudic texts
can be minefields of deception and pits of derangement and bogus reasoning,
as befits those who would replace the Bible with their own authority. Most of
the laws of the religion of Judaism have no Biblical warrant; they contradict
and nullify the word of God.

Where the sufficiency of Scripture is denied, the fallacies and
imaginings of man come to the fore. The Talmud is one of the largest
collections of such fancies and human error; sometimes intriguing and
colorful, titillating the senses with the phantasmagoria of the Aggadah, but
more often sordid, blasphemous and asinine, in spite of the intellectual
prestige accorded its rabbinic authors. There is a joke among those Judaic
persons who might be described as resentful and reluctant “Jews”—those
who are regularly swindled by the rabbis, by the kashrut (kosher food) racket
and oppressed by the muitiple other forms of fraud and thinly veiled taxation
foisted on them by their watchdogs and masters. This joke ridicules the fact
that so much of rabbinic law, from the burden of keeping a separate kitchen
for meat and dairy products, to the wearing of the ever-present head covering
for men, is not of God, but derived from man-made tradition. The joke is
related herein because it illustrates rather well the type of Talmudic
“reasoning” that became authoritative when the Pharisaic party rejected
Israel’s Messiah, and formally codified the anti-Scriptural precepts of the
elders, by committing them to writing as the basis of the novel religion of
Judaism, as opposed to the exclusively Old Testament foundations of
Christian Israel. The joke is occasioned by the bitterness of the Judaics
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toward the judicial decision of Rabbi Joseph Karo, who imposed taxation on
them for the support of indolent “Talmud students,” including married men
who sometimes spend a lifetime loitering in a kollel. In the matter of labor,
the esteemed Halakhic codifier Karo superseded that other giant of rabbinic
jurisprudence, his medieval predecessor, Moses Maimonides.

Maimonides had decreed that Talmud students should work at least
nominally, since this was the practice of the important early Pharisee, Hillel
the Elder. But Karo decided that Talmud students do not have to engage in
work and could be supported by taxes. Karo declared that “we must assume
that he (Hillel) engaged in labor only at the beginning of his studies...How
can we assume that when Hillel became famous the people did not give him
support?” 123

It is not difficult to see that Rabbi Karo has drawn his assumption from
thin air. To underscore the arbitrary nature of these out-in-the-ozone
rabbinic rulings, the joke has it that a man quits Judaism and the first thing
he does is remove his kippah, or skullcap. A rabbi challenges him to put it
back on, but the disgruntled man replies that the rabbi will first have to
furnish proof from the Bible that a head-covering for men is required. The
rabbi in the joke answers: “The Bible says: ‘And Abraham went—’ (to some
destination). Can you imagine that he went without a head-covering?”

The rabbi’s “reasoning” via his own imagination is very familiar to those
acquainted with the works of Karo, Rambam, Rashi and Hillel, to say nothing
of the oeuvre of the Gentile-hating mystagogues of the Kabbalah, such as
Isaac Luria, Nachman of Bratslav and Shneur Zalman of Lyady.

A common rabbinic defense against criticism of the more blatantly
horrible passages in the Talmud, is the allegation that the Talmud is only a
record of debates (mahloket) between tanna’im and emora’im and that by
seizing on one portion of the controversy and upholding that passage as
authoritative, the critic errs, for no legal sanction is given to either side of the
debate in Talmud. This is disingenuous, since the Mishnah and subsequent
Talmudic amplifications of it, comprise Judaism’s dogmatic kalakhah by
which every believing orthodox Judaic person is enslaved down to the most
minute and intimate particulars of his or her daily life. Karo’s having
supplanted Maimonides’ ruling is derived from and justified by the Talmud.

123 Rabbi Joseh Karo, Kesef Mishneh. Karo's ruling is still in effect and Israeli Talmud
students are supported by a type of welfare.
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How Talmudic law is deduced and adjudicated is often a mystery to the
non-Judaic mentality, but that it constitutes halakhah is undeniable. The
key point here is that the appearance of Talmudic indeterminacy does not
preclude law-making by majority rabbinical consensus, which is the process
by which Talmudic law is formed, both in terms of the decision on what
constituted the oral law of the elders as presented in the Mishnah (halakhah
lemosheh misinat), as well as the subsequent Mitzvot derabanan (rabbinical
commandments) found in the Gemara, arising from the deductive process
known as Middot shehatorah nidreshet bahen.

As a public relations ploy, certain rabbis and Zionist leaders pretend
otherwise, revealing the low opinion they have of the public, whom they
believe will swallow the line about the Talmud being a mere book of debates,
where no clear teaching or law-making emerges, even though this claim is
demonstrably false. The cunning intent behind the deliberate sowing of this
misapprehension rests in the stratagem that by promoting the idea that the
Talmud is a collection of debates meaning everything and nothing, no
indictment of the Talmud is possible, since another text can always be cited
to contradict the offending one. But in practice the investigator need only
examine the historic discipline and practice of Judaism from its codification
after the crucifixion of Jesus to the rise of liberal-apostate Judaic groups
during the eighteenth century European Enlightenment, to ascertain that a
body of law codified in the Talmud exerted the most profound command over
individual Jews and governs their behavior. Following the trail of that body
of law begins with linking it to the corresponding Orthodox Judaic practice
that has arisen from it. By this means we discern the synthesis of seemingly
opposing tendencies that forms the Talmudic dialectic.

What is disputed in the Talmud is often the Yud Gimmel Midot, not the
Halacha 'Moshe MiSinai. In presenting the Talmud to the public this
distinction is often not made. Debates about which dishes can be washed on
shabbos and how they may be washed are plentiful in the rabbinic texts. If
someone wants to draw the conclusion from disagreements along those lines
that there are disagreements about the core of the halacha itself among the
gedolim, they may do so, but by doing so they reveal themselves as rachmana
litzlon (an uneducated simpleton). Rules of derivation and procedure (Yud
Gimmel Midot) cannot compare with the oral law itself, which rabbinic
legend has it that God gave to Moses (Halacha I’'Moshe MiSinai).
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Chazal never disagree concerning the dogma of Halacha I'Moshe
MiSinai; they often disagree on procedural matters that derive from the Yud
Gimmel Midot. To the rachmana litzlon they insinuate that the Talmud is a
debating society where everything is on the table. This insinuation reveals
their contempt for the non-Judaic who dares to check into this matter.

If it is Halacha U'Moshe MiSinai, it must be accepted, but if it is derived
from the Yud Gimmel Midot, it can be debated. The Talmud rules that a
Judaic who borrows an article must pay the Judiac owner of the arficle if it is
lost or stolen while in the borrower’s possession. Although this is not found in
the Bible, it is derived by the Talmud from a Kal Vachomer, one of the rules
of Talmudic exegesis that provides that if a lenient case has a stringency, the
same stringency should apply to a stricter case. The Kal Vachomer states
that, “If a paid bailee, who is not responsible for injury or natural death of
the animal entrusted to him, is nevertheless liable for its theft or loss, then a
borrower, who the Torah explicitly renders liable for such injury or sudden
death, should surely be liable for such theft or loss.” This particular
application of the rule can be subject to interpretation, but not the law that
undergirds it. Using the record of Talmudic discussion and interpretation to
claim that Judaism is a free-flowing debating society is almost too asinine to
comment upon, yet numercus gentiles troubled by the theses of critics of
Judaism, when given a line of malarkey about the Talmud being a series of
debates swallow it because they swallow the legend that Judaism is the
religion of the Old Testament prophets from which was born western
civilization’s concepts of free will, freedom of conscience and thinking for
one’s self. In truth, Judaism is wholly alien in relation to that noble western
ethic. The Agudath Israel rabbinic publication Hamodia summed it up in the
issue of 19 Adar 5763 (Feb. 21, 2003), p. 14: “From time immemorial, every
G-d-fearing Jew subjected his personal and communal affairs to the guidance
of his Rav (rabbi), understanding the folly of following the dictates of his own
heart or mind.”

Judaism’s Hermeneutic of Concealment in Theory and Practice
“The Talmud is just a series of Debates”
Because gentiles often stumble into the vast subject of Judaic studies in
fear of being deemed “antisemitic,” to safeguard themselves from this smear,
they begin from the premise that the rabbis and their apologists are
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humanitarian truth-tellers of good will. This combination of ignorance of the
rabbinic texts and naiveté concerning how they are disingenuously presented
and ingeniously concealed by the rabbis’ hide-and-seek hermeneutic, results
in fatuous declarations like the aforementioned “the Talmud is just a series of
debates.” Part of this silliness is predicated on ignorance of the fact that the
“Talmud-in-formation,” that is the Mishna and Gemara as they were being
decided upon and committed to writing, represented a stage of formation and
exegesis without contemporary analogy. The process that resulted in the
decisions that were made concerning the canonicity of one Talmudic text over
another is no longer in effect. As the “Kesef Mishneh” relates, gone are the
days when the Amoraim could overrule the Tannaim. The license of an
Amora to overrule a Tanna ended when the Mishna was redacted by Rabbi
Yehudah Hanasi; and the license of a contemporary posek to contradict an
Amora ended when Rabbis Ashi and Ravina formally pronounced the
contents of the Talmud. What the dim-witted gentiles with their debating
society fable don’t know is that only those rabbis who participated in the real-
time Halachic debates of the ancient Babylonian academies were considered
the lords of rabbinic tradition (Baalei Mesora). Once the debate is reduced to
writing, the ebb and flow of exchange is frozen and the opportunity to
overthrow the traditional majority consensus and precedent is gone forever.
Even God is subservient to them. The rulings of the Mishna and the Talmud
as decided by the subsequent consensus of Chazal through their supernatural
power of siyata dishmaya'?* as expressed in the authoritative codifications
such as the Shulchan Aruch, Mishneh Berurah etc.,, are binding legal
precedents. Modern rabbinic opinions inconsistent with this Talmudic and
Kabbalistic canon are void. There is no authentic debate about the gentiles
having no souls, (though there may be a bogus one rigged for gentile
consumption where and when necessary, as the situation requires). That
gentiles do not have souls iz the fixed sacred law and dogma of Gedolei
Yisroel. How the law that gentiles have no souls is applied is certainly subject
to discussion and contestation in the Mishneh Torah, Kesef Mishneh and a
thousand lesser texts. The law itself is incontestable. When Judaics point to
debates about how halacha is to be interpreted as evidence that the halacha

124 Supreme cosmic divine insight, exceeding even that of God Himself.
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itself is being debated, they are playing a cruel prank on their goyische dupes,
which behind the scenes is the subject of much mirth.

i

(L-R) Rabbi Eli Mayerfeld, Executive Director of Yeshiva Beth Yehudah;
Rabbi Yehiel Kalish, National Director of Government Affairs of Agudath
israel of America; and Rabbi A. David Motzen, Ohio Regiona! Director of
Agudath Israel of America.

Agudath Israel, premier lobbying arm of Orthodox Judaism 125

Masters of Public Relations: Judaism “for the sake of appearances”

Let us take another example for purposes of illustration. For a Judaic
male to shake hands with a gentile woman violates a fundamental rabbinic
principle regarding the low status of the shiksa (female gentile). For a Judaic
male to shake the hand of a female Judaic who is not his wife or relative is
also problematic. BT Berakot 61a decrees: “If a man counts out money from
his hand into the hand of a women so as to have the opportunity of gazing at
her...he shall not escape the punishment of Gehenna (fiery destruction).” So
this is a soul-killing offense. Yet Orthodox Judaic Senator Joseph Lieberman

125 The invocation to God at NY Governor David Paterson’s 2008 gubernatorial inauguration
was delivered by Rabbi Shmuel Letkowitz, of Agudath Israel. Supreme Court Justice Antonin
Scalia is an ally of Agudath Israel and was the keynote speaker at their 86th annual dinner,
June 1, 2008, Also present was Rabbi Yaakov Perlow, head of the “Council of Torah Sages.”
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shakes hands with gentile women and Judaic women to whom he is not
related on a regular basis. The principle is not at issue: it is wrong to shake
hands with a woman. A higher consideration is, however: those times when,
if one were to fulfill this law, then the fundamentally ugly, sexist truth about
Judaism would be revealed to the world. Camouflage and deceit are
everything. The cover cannot be be blown off the pious pose of the universal
humanitiarianism/religion of the prophets mythos. Hence, in the responsa of
HaGaon HaRav R. Hayyim Berlin, son of the Netziv, he wrote that Judaics
must act in such a way in public “that the goyim would not condemn or
reproach them for appearing to be lacking in common decency” and thus, he
wrote that while it is preferable that Judaic males do not shake hands with
women, if, in a public place the woman initiates the action by putting out her
hand to the man, it may be permissible to shake it for the sake of
appearances.'?® Where the gentiles have no power over the Judaics or where
Judaics are in a position of superiority and dominion, they may return to the
most rigorous application of the law and refuse to shake a woman’s hand. The
propriety of this is the subject of on-going rabbinic discussion. The underlying
Taliban-like law: that men must not shake hands with women, is not subject
to debate. The higher consideration of maintaining Judaic survival and
dominion however, trumps the hand-shaking proscription under certain
circumstances (what those circumstances are is subject to debate).

126 Nishmat Hayyim 135:6.
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Power Over the Court System

While it can be accurately said that orthodox Judaism consists in living
a life for this world through the body, the means by which this living is
implemented are psychotic. Sexuality in orthodox Judaism is mediated by
thousands of regulations, because Talmud is the essence of the bureaucratic
mentality, a fact that emerges as America and Britain abandon Christian-
Israel’s Biblically-inspired Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence and Common Law and
embrace the Talmudic law of Big Brother bureaucracy. The American system
of jurisprudence has degenerated from courts that ruled according to God’s
law, to courts that make the law through judicial interpretation and case law
(precedent). The latter is entirely Talmudic and reflects the subversion of our
nation: “The growth of Talmudic Law, in all its aspects, was for the most
part, the work of judicial interpretation rather than of formal
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legislation...The judge served in effect as a creator of law and not only as its
interpreter...” 127
Halachic permissibility of bribing judges

The rabbis put a high value on manipulation of judges and courts. The
Judaic Communist financier Armand Hammer was taught the science of
bribery by Vladimir Lenin in the Soviet Union. Lenin considered bribery as
important as terror in the achievement and maintenance of power. It will
come as a surprise to many persons to learn that Judaism preceded Lenin in
making bribery an art and a science, particularly the bribery of judges. The
halachic permissibility of bribing judges is defined by many rabbinic sources,
the most influential authority being the “Chelkas Yaakov,” Rabbi Morechai
Breisch. Before we begin our study of this subject, the reader should be aware
that the topic is so sensitive that it is camouflaged even in the original
Aramaic and Hebrew texts. In fact, if you are unaware of Judaism’s deceitful
practices you could quote Moses Maimonides’ prohibition against bribing non-
Judaic judges and let the matter rest there. But if you did, you would be a
victim of Judaism’s hermeneutic of concealment. The definitive rabbinic
teaching on bribery is not found in Maimonides because he made his ruling
for the benefit of disarming potentially hostile and literate critics in his time
and his ruling was for the benefit of the perceptions of those outsiders. We
know from the Shoel U'Meishiv that Maimonides’ teaching in this instance
has been subsequently reconciled with the ancient rabbinic doctrine. A
loophole appears in the Shoel U'Meishiv that allows for a modification of
Maimonides’ ruling: the prohibition against bribing a non-Judaic judge
applies only when the bribe will lead the judge to issue an incorrect ruling.
Consequently, a Judaic who is, for example, concerned that litigation over a
boundary dispute should be decided in his favor, should not bribe the judge in
the case if he believes that giving the judge the bribe will cause the judge to
rule “incorrectly,” i.e. against the Judiac’s boundary claim. The poskim
(rabbinic legal decisors, also spelled posikim) explain a model case as follows:

“A (Jewish) businessman was persuaded by his partners to enter into an
illegal transaction wherein they were arrested and prosecuted and faced a
sentence of imprisonment. The Jew’s lawyer told him that since the judge in
that court did not distingunish between intentional and unintentional

127 Rabbi Ben Zion Bokser, The Wisdom of the Talmud (New York: Philosophical Library,
1951).



JUDAISM DISCOVERED 155 MICHAFEL HOFFMAN

violations of the law, the only way he could avoid prison time would be to
send the judge a substantial bribe.’ The poskim ruled that it was permissible
for the Judaic to bribe the judge “since it was an effort to be treated
equitably, toward the goal of having the magistrate act mercifully toward
someone who unintentionally broke the law. The bribe is not being given in
order to obtain a corrupt verdict, but leniency in sentencing.”

Not only does this rabbinic ruling reveal the criminal nature of Judaism,
it also says a great deal about the mentality of self-deception that is instilled
in Judaism’s adherents. Transparently dishonest tactics are explained away

with alibis that would shame a 12-year-old. We conclude this section with an
Orthodox Judaie text:

Rav Menashe Klein, the Mishnah Halachos,
also writes that in this type of case it is permitted to
give a gift to the judge and adds an additional reason.
When there is reason to believe that the judge is look-
ing to deal harshly with a Jewish defendant the purpose
of the gift is to level the playing field rather than to
cause a miscarriage of justice and is therefore permit

ted.
Y 0 2N MIDT YD NMY
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Apologetics for the Mishnah, Gemara etc. run the gamut from outright
misrepresentation and dissembling to a more subtle epistemological spin
based on a fallacious notion of Talmudic indeterminancy. In public
discussions of treatment of gentiles in Judaism, apologists refer to halachic
rulings as “opinions” and they posit one “opinion” against another “opinion,”
which gives the impression that there is no didactic rabbinic position pro or
contra the gentiles. Israel Shahak rejected this line and so does this writer.
Prof. Shahak demarcated the actual praxis of Orthodox Judaism vis a vis
gentiles, which was unwavering in its hostility, except in so far as the goyim
might have the predominant position in society, in which case there was to be
a temporary, tactical modification of the hostility. Those who interpret the
sages to the goyim and do not explain to them that the Mishneh Torah and
Shulchan Aruch are binding on all Orthodox Judaics as halacha, not opinion,
do a grave disservice. Are the rabbinic laws of niddah an opinion? Absolutely
not. Neither are the halachos on the goyim.

Of course, we are well aware that none of the sages are unanimous on
every point, especially when it comes to minhag and even in certain more
weighty matters. The infantile naiveté with which scholars of the post-1945
era approach Judaism is absent from almost all other fields of academic
study. How can one study a subject without the scientific method, viz.,
without applying the epistemological tools of scrutiny and skepticism? To
discover the famous Judaic immunity even in scholarship, whereby Judaism
is exempted from investigations that question and probe its claims is a
tribute to a remarkable power of intimidation. One of the most refractory
intellectual and practical difficulties that scholars of integrity face in the
post-modernist era is deciding how to apply to Judaism the same critical
scrutiny to which Christianity and Islam are subjected, without being
defamed as a “hater.”

Judaism is not just Talmud, it is Talmud and Kabbalah, as well as a
mountain of successive texts. Maimonides is marshaled in the campaign to
claim that Judaism is not Kabbalistic and that Kabbalism is an abuse and
distortion of an otherwise purely scriptural rabbinic Judaism. In fact,
Kabbalistic psychology meanders as much through Orthodox Judaism as the
Mississippi flows through the American heartland. The Kabbalistic temple is
supported by the pillar of chesed (mercy) and the pillar of gevurah (severity),
both are required to support Judaism’s supremacy. These two seemingly
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opposing pillars offer two ways of relating to the world depending on the
spirit of the age in which Judaism finds itself situated. Judaism’s Temple is
the synthesis of these two forces. The Temple cannot be sustained only by
presenting a lenient or merciful face, or only by severe or judgmental means.
The personification of this process is found in the earliest documents of
Pharisaic Judaism, in the “Pirkei Avot” where we encounter Hillel and
Shammai. This pair is used to put over the image of Judaism as a kind of
good-natured Socratic debating society, sustaining the image of the adherent
of Judaism as history’s premier deep thinker who, unlike the allegedly
tunnel-visioned Christian, keeps alive the flame of dissent and free inquiry.
The history of rabbinic book-burning, thought control, physical punishment
and even execution of the apikorsim and the minim (two categories of heretic)
puts paid to that lie. BT Sanhedrin 90a denotes an apikoros as one who
rejects the legitimacy of the Oral Law. Quoting Rabbenu Yonah, the Tshuvat
Ha’Rashba 7:179 defines a min as he who doesn't believe in divrei Chazal
(the Oral Law of the “sages™).

When we think of a book-burner what is the first image that comes into
our minds? If we are candid we will admit that we see in our mind’s eye
uniformed Nazis with swastika armbands tossing books onto a burning pyre.
If we search our memory banks a bit more, the next image is usually of black-
robed, hook-nosed Catholic priest solemnly overseeing another conflagration
of the printed word. We doubt that one person in 10,000 recalls an image of a
rabbinic court supervising the burning of heretical books, for the simple
reason that no one has ever shown us such an image. Needless to say, the
fact that the tunnel vision of the Talmudicized West suppresses such
depictions does not mean that they are absent from the historical record. The
leaders of the Judaic community at Vilna banned and burned every copy they
could find of Abraham Issac Landau’s 1824 book, Sefer HaKundass, a
rollicking satire of Judaism’s salachic codex, the “Shulchan Aruch.”

The leading Judaic heretic in Galicia in the early nineteenth century
was Nahman Krochmal, author of the book “Moreh Nevukhei HaZ’'man.” “He
was the target of harsh persecution from the Orthodox leadership who cited
as his main offense that he had corresponded and met with a Karaite from
the Russian village of Kukizov...Krochmal was attacked for having allegedly
formed a friendship with the Karaite and supposedly having written in a
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letter that the Karaite would have a ‘portion in the world to come, even
though he did not believe in the Oral tradition.”

When the Judaic dissenter Moses Mendelssohn published his German
translation of the Bible, Rabbi Hirsch Jacob Janow imposed, in 1779, a ban
on it: “The Chief Rabbi of this city has pronounced a ban on every Jew who
will read the translation of the Pentateuch whose author is M. Mendelssohn
of Berlin.” In 1782 “Rabbi Pinhas Hal.evi Horovitz, head of the rabbinic court
of Frankfort-on-the-Main, attacked Mendelssohn’s translation from the pulpit
of his synagogue..Rabbi Horovitz criticized the translators for having
neglected the Midrashim... ‘these books of heresy mak(e) a mockery of the
teachings of our Sages of blessed memory...these books were burned in a
number of cities and...they were incinerated publicly in Vilna. All those who
took part in this act are worthy before the Lord of Hosts.”

In a letter dated Tammuz 6, 1782 addressed to Rabbi Tevele of lissa,
Horovitz wrote concerning Mendelssohn’s translation of the books of the
Bible: “I have already made public my demand in the great synagogue of our
community that these empty words should be declared shameful; they
contaminate by their very existence...that this shall not be permitted in a
Jewish home. We have posted manifestos in all the synagogues, old and new
alike, cursing those heretical books and their like, and have set forth
restrictions concerning them...And we are prepared to do even more to pursue
and expose the guilty.”

The rabbis of Cracow threw “Mendelssohn’s German translation of the
Bible into the fire at a public auto-da-fé.” The Hasidic Rabbi Moshe
Teitelbaum (1759-1841; not to be confused with his twentieth century
namesake), founder of a Hasidic dynasty in Hungary and Galicia, whose
branch at Satu Mare (“Saint Mary”) evolved into the “Satmar” Hasidim,
“threw Mendohlssohn’s Bible translation into the lighted stove and burned
it.” Hartwig Wesseley's 1782 book Divrei Shalom V' Emet (Peace and Truth)
was burned by rabbis in Posen, Vilna and Brody. “In Vilna the book Divrei
Shalom VEmet was ‘hanged’ in an iron band in the synagogue courtyard
before it was incinerated.” Wessley was himself formally cursed by Rabbis
Ezekiel Landau, Solomon Dov Baer, and in Posen by Rabbi Joseph ben
Pinhas. The Chief Rabbi of Berlin, Hershel ben Aryeh Loeb Levin, sought to
have Wesseley banished from the city. Rabbi Elimelekh of Lyzhansk issued a
ban on his book in the following words, “My beloved brothers, avoid looking at
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Divrei Shalom VEmet, for, as my father, teacher and master said,
‘Whosoever will look at them and gladden his heart with them will not live to
see the consolation of Zion.” As recently as 1927 the ban on Wessley's book
was still in force, reaffirmed by Rabbi Shimon Pollak in Romania.

Rabbi Jacob Orrenstein (1775-1839) of the rabbinic court of Lwow,
placed a ban on any Judaic who studied the German language since the study
of German “held the key to the wisdom of the non-Jewish nations.” He wrote:

Brother jews! It is revealed and known to you that recently
various studies of the other nations, including the study of the
German language, have begun to gain momentum in our midst.
The fault lies with two young men knowr in infamy — Seolomon,
Rapoport and Hirsch [Tzvi] Natkes. [t is they who are at the root
of all this; their effort was uppermost in this treachery. They have
quite openly transcribed our holy Torah into the German
language, studying the Commentary by Moses of Dessau [i.e.,
Mendelssohn) and they have advised all their friends and acquain-
tances to learn various languages and other {secular] subjects. We
therefore declare by ali that is holy that these people shall be sub-
ject to the great ban, they, their students, their companions and all
who associate with them and listen to them. We hereby pronounce
a ban also upon all those who will study the German language; it is
forbidden io talk to them and to walk within four ells of them, etc.

Book-burning by East European rabbis in the latter decades of the
eighteenth century was pandemic. “The burning of books spread to the city of
Zolkiew near Lwow. There, books of (non-Judaic) learning both in the
German and Hebrew languages, and also the Bible with Moses
{Mendelssohn’s) German translation and commentary, were cast into the
flames of the fireplaces and privies.” The rabbis compelled their congregants
to turn over any books by ‘enlightened’ authors in their possession so that
these works could be burned. Hebrew printing establishments, especially
those in Berdichev, Slavita, Ostrog, Zaslav, Sudilkov, Polna, Koretz, and
other Polish towns refused to print books which smacked of Enlightenment.”

We can furnish many more examples from several historic era of
relentless harassment of apikorsim and the burning of books by rabbis and
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their followers. In the twenty-first century, in addition to the huge Zionist
censorship apparatus that employs intimidation to block truly Christian
books and websites from gaining an audience, we have the continuing
interdiction of material published by Judaic heretics. In 2002 a series of
biographies of idolized Orthodox Judaic religious leaders, The Making of a
Godol, was published. It was penned by Nathan Kamenetsky, the son of the
Chief Rabbi of Toronto, Canada, Jacob Kamenecki, who had been the protégé
in Eastern Europe of the illustrious Rabbi Nota-Hirsh Finkel, the Alter of
Slabodka. Orthodox rabbis have banned its possession and sale. It has even
been burned, all due to its less-than-sanitized view of the Orthodox rabbinic
world. “What has made the book so controversial is that the portraits are
perhaps too human. Rather than the saintly figures often depicted in
biographies for the Orthodox market, the Lithuanian sages— a godol is a
great sage — are shown wrestling with the lures of secular life and with their
own sometimes crusty personalities. Even as they display remarkable
analytic powers in tackling the Talmud...they are mercurial and moody...they
have relatives tempted by Communism...Children in the most pious homes
were forsaking Orthodoxy for socialism...The head of a yeshiva in Brooklyn
said last year (2002) that it would be better to buy a crucifix than to read the
book. And in November (of 2002), leading sages in the United States and
Israel, including three members of the Council of Torah Sages of Agudath
Israel of America, the dominant traditional Orthodox group, declared in open
letters in community newspapers that the book ‘disgraces and denigrates our
great Torah masters of past generations’...The banning edict was signed by
Rabbi Yaakov Perlow, the head of Agudath Israel...Using a Hebrew term for
God (Hashem), they proclaimed, ‘We hereby publicly declare our decision that
this book is forbidden to be brought into the community of Hashem whether
into one’s possession or for sale purposes.” 1?8 In 2003 Kamenetsky wrote a
book, Anatomy of a Ban, privately printed and “unavailable to the publice,”
with the intention to “reveal, rationalize and record for posterity the
background of this ban.” There are very few copies extant of Anatomy of a
Ban or the first edition of The Making of a Godol.

Another victim of twenty-first century rabbinic censorship are the books
of Nosson Slifkin. Slifkin’s books are on the rabbinic index of forbidden

128 Jogeph Berger, NY Times, April 23, 2003.



JUDAISM DISCOVERED 161 MICHAEL HOFFMAN

works. In January, 2005 posters went up in Mea Shearim, Jerusalem’s
largest Orthodox Judaic ghetto, announcing that twenty-three Orthodox
rabbis had signed an edict denouncing the books of Slifkin. The letter read in
part: “His books must be kept at a distance and may not be possessed or
distributed.” Slifkin, the letter-writers continued, should “burn all his
writings.”

Book-burning, censorship, bans and boycotts are a regular occurrence
inside Orthodox Judaism. This centuries-old rabbinic drive for thought
control is the root of the ongoing campaign by highbrow Zionist literary
figures and the ADL to obstruct books like the one you are reading.

Non-negotiable Rabbinic Dogma About Which There is No Debate

Judaism is extraordinarily sensitive to its public image. To counter
claims that it is an oppressive tyranny, it has cultivated an appearance of
broad tolerance of diverse thinking, as supposedly epitomized in the
paradigm of Hillel vs. Shammai. Like so much of Judaism, this is little more
than a hoax. No Judaic who doubts the divine origin of the Oral Law is
tolerated in Orthodox Judaism. It may be that the persecution of such a
Judaic is delayed, denied or covered up with misleading rhetoric in order to
deceive inquiring outsiders, but the facts, as attested by the history of
Judaism, show that epikorsim (heretics) are those who deny one or more of
the following sacred dogmas:

¢ The Divine Origin of the Oral Law (Torah SheBeal Peh)

» The Divine Inspiration of Chazal (the Talmudic and Kabbalistic
“sages of blessed memory”)

* The Racial and Spiritual Superiority of the Judaic male as
personified by the rabbi (gaon; godol; posek ha-dor)

* The Study of the Bible only through the Intervention of the Rabbinic
Glosses

All who deny the preceding are subject to penalties ranging from
censure to death, depending on the position of dominance and power which
the rabbis occupy in a given time and place. For example, to believe and teach
in the various Talmud schools of Orthodox Judaism known as the yeshiva
and the kollel that the graves of gentiles are capable of defiling a person, is a
vile thought-crime heresy in the view of the beit din (rabbinic court).
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Gentiles

The graves of Gentiles do not defile under
the law of “tent”  9nN.

Only a grave containing the remains of a human being can defile a
living person. The graves of animals do not defile. The graves of gentiles do
not defile, and for the same reason.

Declamations of soothing gibberish in front of the gentile public to the
effect that gentiles are indeed human is a great mitzvah in Judaism, since it
serves the god of Judaism, the Father of Lies. Judaism has decoy statements
transcribed within its sacred texts intended principally for gentile
consumption. These are cryptically indicated by oral cues conveyed in the beit
midrash (“house of learning”) and by means of the rabbis’ complex internal
excursus. Though they appear to an outsider to be authoritative, these decoy
texts are not intended to have force of law in Judaism. 129

Until this insight is grasped, every scholar who attempts an objective
evaluation of Judaism will become lost in the rabbis’ nonpareil system of
textually cloaked, arcane misdirection. Though much is made of knowledge of
languages such as Mishnaic Hebrew and Aramaic in mastering Judaism, and
all Christian scholars should certainly learn Old Testament Hebrew so as to
better know their Israelite faith and heritage, there is actually an even more
important linguistic skill necessary to deconstructing the religion of Judaism
— mastery of the language of those in the know.

129 In some cases these decoys are aimed at baclei teshuva (those Judaics who are newly
returned to Judaism); certain Judaics under the age of forty (ve-gam besulos), and other special
cases among Judaics themselves. Self-deception as a human need is recognized in Judaism as
inescapable and inevitable, and deception is sown throughout its belief-system. Deceiving God
and one’s self is Judaism’s distinctive characteristic. Western civilization’s ideal of the pursuit
of truth for its own sake is not considered valid in Judaism. This can be seen at work in the
halachic principle of “mutav sheyihivu shogegin ve'al yehiyu meizidin,” expressed as follows: “It
is better that they transgress out of ignorance rather than willfully.” This is supported by the
statement in the Gemara: “It is preferable to allow a person to remain uninformed and to
sustain his status of an unintentional transgressor, than to transform that person into an
intentional transgresser by informing him” (BT Shabbat 148b, Beitzah 30a). “Just as it is a
mitzvah to say something that will be heard, so it is a mifzveh not to say something that will
not be adhered to” (BT Yebamot 65b).
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The Tarnish on Hillel’s Golden Rule

Hillel, the “merciful” Pharisee was a “quiet, peace-loving man,
accommodating himself to circumstances and times, and being determined
only upon fostering the Law and bringing man nearer to his God and to his
neighbor.” Shammai the “severe,” on the other hand, was stern and
unbending. To Shammai it seemed impossible to be sufficiently stringent in
religious prohibitions. The disciples of Hillel, “evinced in all their public
dealings the peacefulness, gentleness, and conciliatory spirit which had
distinguished their great master; and by the same characteristic qualities
they were guided during the political storms which convulsed their country.
The Shammaites, on the contrary, were intensely patriotic, and would not
bow to foreign rule. Bet Shammai and Bet Hillel continued their disputes—
probably interrupted during the war times—after the destruction of the
Temple, or until after the reorganization of the Sanhedrin under the
presidency of Gamaliel IL. (80 C.E.).”

Judaism in projecting its public image, projects the face of Hillel the
merciful, though he was by no means as kind, just, sweet, compassionate,
decent and virtuous as the legends portray him. In its actual practice and
beliefs, Judaism combines characteristics of &oth Hillel and Shammai who
form one of the exegetical early zugot or “pairs,” and as a pair they reflect a
central unity on those key dogmas which will brook no dissent. Here is an
instructive indication of the rabbinic mentality as symbolized by the figure of
Hillel: “Hillel is described as a man of great humility who in his pursuit of
peace was even prepared to depart from the truth (Bezah 20a).” 130

Hillel is a symbol of the deceit which Judaism regards as necessary fo
advancing its power: for the sake of an ulterior motive the preeminent
Pharisee departs from the truth. With this in mind, how should we regard
the statement that Hillel reduced the entire Oral Law to the clean and simple
crystalline lines of one, zen-like requirement? “T'o a heathen who came to him
to be converted on condition that he teach him the entire Torah ‘while
standing on one foot,” Hillel replied, ‘What is hateful to you, do not unto your
neighbor, this is the entire Torah, all the rest is commentary.” 131

130 Eneyelopedia Judaica, vol, 8, p. 483, (Emphasis supplied).
131 Thid,
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But this is a Big Lie. Judaism’s thousands of laws and rules binding on
Judaics are not “commentary,” they are halacha and the failure to keep them
can result in calamities ranging from birth defects and death in childbirth, to
the delaying of the coming of the Moshiach (Messiah) and the imposition of
the “iron fist of gentile oppression.”

If the golden rule, as embodied by Hillel was the chief law of Judaism
from which all other rabbinic laws flowed, and all the rest of Judaism’s
positive and negative laws “constituted mere commentary,” the min and the
apikorsim would not be beaten and killed, and their books would not be
banned, hanged and burned. Since “our neighbor” does not want these things
done unto him, if this were Judaism’s rule of law, the rabbis would not visit
these things upon doubters and dissidents. The tale of Hillel's “wise and
benevolent” distillation of the essence of Judaism is tailor-made to appeal to
western ideals and is often retailed to the goyim as part of Judaism’s
introductory mythology. Hillel serves his purpose within the rabbinic
semiotic by acting as poster boy for the Kabbalistic pillar of chesed. But the
rule of Shammai, the pillar of gevurah, also forms a significant part of the
reality of Orthodox Judaism, even though Hillel is put forth as the more
prominent (and dominant) of the two. In truth, they are complimentary, as
the mystical Kabbalah compliments the bureaucratic Talmud, thesis/
antithesis — “pairs” produce the synthesis that is Judaism in all of its
indissolubly connected, subterranean minutiae.
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Why did the Chofetz Chaim & R’Chaim
Ozer .Grdzi startas Torah?

o save TALMIDEI CHOCHOMIM £rom
THE PAIN AND SHAME OF POVERTY,

Tn an ideal world, those who devote their livesto ~~ Make a life of Torah devotion and commitment
Torah would he recognized as the spiritual heroes  an everfasting edifice that will bring, us the
that they are. Support Ezras Torah's Zedakah Rabbonim, Dayonim and Leaders of tomorrow!

Programs and make that ideal a reality. STAND UP FOR TORAH!

In Eretz Yisroel today, Ezras Torah provides ' .
Housing, Emergency Medical Funds, Wedding Help Ezras Torah's committed

Assistance, Yom Tov Stipends, Simchas and scholars and families stand
Special Need's Grants and Loars. strong!

Many adult Talmud scholars (“Talmidei chochomim”) often do not engage in
gainful employment, spending many days loitering in a kollel while their wives are
employed, and money is sometimes scarce. Various rabbinic charities such as Ezras
Torah act as welfare agencies for these indigent, perpetual Talmud students. In the
United States these adult Talmud students also receive social services.

Neither Ezras Torah or the American welfare system actually do away with
indigence. They are palliatives. “Pain and shame” are terminal conditions in
Orthodox Judaism.

Furthermore, the reference to “Torah” in the above advertisement is not to the
Bible but to the Torah SheBeal Peh, the oral traditions of men centered on the
Mishnah and Gemara. Consequently, the “Torah” referred to is actually the Talmud.

The legal codifier Rabbi Yisrael Meir Kagan (1838-1933) was known as the
“Chofetz Chaim” (also spelled “Chafetz”). Rabbi Chaim Ozer Grodzensky (1863-1939)
was a legal codifier and one of the founders of Agudath Israel.
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We are cognizant of the Israeli debate concerning Hasidic indolence in
which the Shulchan Aruch was mustered to defend loitering in a kollel, while
the kibbutzniks mustered the Mishneh Torah to argue that performing some
work is indeed seemly. Maimonides was also on the conservative side of the
issue on the wilder forms of Kabbalistic superstition, though he tacitly
approved the belief in reincarnation as can be seen from subseguent rabbinic
interpretation of his sly commentary on Onan’s Kabbalistic obligation in
Genesis 38 (according to the Kabbalah, Onan’s secret duty was to continue
his brother's seed so that his dead brother could reincarnate in the body of
the child produced by the proposed union between Onan and Tamar).}32

Halachic rulings have been reached in both cases, by rabbinic consensus
and precedent, as expressed in praxis. This is the key exegetical principle
which rabbinic apologists have omitted or suppressed. The Shulchan Aruch
has prevailed. Israeli Talmidim do not have to work, and the ultra-Orthodox
penchant for magic amulets in service of Shas’ party candidates as dispensed
by Rabbi Ovadia Yosef and many others, is not a red line in Orthodox
Judaism, however much it may be regarded as crass or vulgar. There is
Sephardic Kabbalah and there is the David Mamet version. Differences in
this realm are matters of style and not substance.

Talmudic indeterminacy, or the “Uncertainty Principle,” which teaches
that “there are no definitive answers possible” appears in a statement by Dr.
K. Kohler: “...on these laws (Talmudic), no decisive authority being attached
to one opinion any more than to the other.” If this were true, how then could
any Orthodox Judaic practice arise and maintain its hold over the population
of adherents for 1600 years? If there are no “definitive answers” then what
have the rabbis been doing all these centuries?133

Much of the debate between Judaism and Christianity turns on which
exegetical procedure will be followed: the inclusion of supplementary addenda
(Talmud} into the canon of sacred texts and extrapolations made thereof, or
teaching and interpretation of Scripture that proceeds in the spirit of the
original texts on the basis of man-subordinate-to-God, and God’s Word
accessible to all people of good will. As part of Orthodox Judaism’s sacred
narrative, God’s word is viewed as having an external or exoteric meaning

182 Also cf. Maimonides, Ma’amar tehiyyat ha-meytim, edited by Joshua Finkel (NY, 1939).
133 New York Times, Oct. 10, 1893, p. 10.



JUDAISM DISCOVERED 167 MICHAEL HOFFMAN

and beneath that surface appearance, a much more profound and instructive
esoteric meaning capable of being plumbed only by the Judaic male in his
rabbinic propria persona. The irreconcilable division between Judaism and
Christianity that vitiates all claims of an ecumenical common ground is
centered in the Pharisaic claim that their particular exegesis was,
synonymous with the written Torah, secretly bequeathed to Moses on Sinai,
and maintained down through the centuries through an unbroken chain of
oral transference. These claims put God’s stamp of approval on two
contradictory revelations: the Torah of the Old Testament (Torah
SheBichtav) on one hand, and the Talmud/Kabbalah {Torah SheBeal Peh) on
the other, which Judaism erroneously groups collectively as “Torah” under
one heading, without distinction). The contradiction between the two is only
denied in public for the benefit of the goyim. In rabbinic texts it is admitted,
as per the statement of Rabbi Elazar ben Azariah: “When God spoke ‘all
these words’ at Sinai, he spoke the exoteric Torah and the various—even
contradictory —words of human exegesis” (BT Hag 3a-b). The contradictions
are sustained and upheld in Judaism by its claim that there are two sources
of God’s law: the Bible and the rabbis: “The Holy One, Blessed be He, speaks
Torah out of the mouths of all rabbis” (BT Hag 15b).

Judaism’s commitment to the Torah SheBeal Peh as the guarantor of
authentic understanding of the Torah SheBichtav was institutionalized,
contemporary with the repudiation and crucifixion of the Messiah of Israel,
by Hillel,’3* our much touted, supposed liberal-humanist “wise man for all
ages” (often compared favorably with Jesus by ecumenicists). In this
Tannaitic period that led to the writing of the Mishnah (first two centuries
A.D.), the earliest halachic midrashim (legal exegesis) were formed on the
basis of a solution Hillel devised to a problem in the cognitive psychology of
Judaism: how to persuade a Judaic audience of the correctness of one’s
Scriptural interpretation. Hillel was unable to convince his fellow Judaics on
the basis of the Scriptures alone. Prefacing one’s remarks, as Jesus did, with
“It is written” was insufficient for the followers of the religion of the
Pharisees. In the fateful step of institutionalizing the heretofore oral
tradition by writing it down as the proto-Mishnah, Hillel established his
credentials and established his school of interpretation by invoking the oral

134 “Hillel ha-Zaken was preceded by the Scribe Ezra; “Simon the Just” (an alleged
contemporary of Alexander the Great) and the early “Elders,” i.e. “Zekenim, ha-Rishonim.”
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tradition which he had received from his Pharisaic mentors — Shemayah and
Avtalyon — from which formed Judaism’s early labyrinthine hermeneutical
system of methodology (which would grow ever longer and more complex over
time), the middot of sevenfold classification, based on ultra-meticulous
syntactical and phraseological lawyer’s minutiae.’®® These seven rules soon
morphed into thirteen (as devised by Rabbi Ishmael) and then thirty-two (as
devised by Rabbi Eliezer ben Jose ha-Galili, a disciple of Rabbi Akiba) and
like a cancer, have never ceased exploding in number and complexity since
then.
A Gigantic Heap of Self-perpetuating Legal and Textual Arcana

What we are observing is a cataclysmic shift away from the Bible as sole
or even ultimate authority, toward the authority of the Mishnah. Whereas
previously this had been something that haunted and tempted carnal Israel
even as it kept the Old Testament as its benchmark, a permanent shift occurs
with the full emergence of the authority of the rabbinic Mishnah in the
Amoraic age of Judaism (200-500 A.D.), in which man’s word (the Mishnah),
supplants God’s Word (the Tanakh, i.e. Old Testament), as the guiding
inspiration of the rabbis, leading to the composition of the “sacred” books of
the Gemara which, together with the Mishnah comprise the Talmud. After
the “sages” of the Amora’im era completed the Talmud (with some added
tinkering in the sixth century), the first institutions of Talmudic learning, the
great rabbinic academies, arose in the latter half of the sixth century,
initiating the period of the Gaonim. In this Gaonic age, the Talmudic
palimpsest became ever more darkened with a multipicity of emendations
and additions to the rabbinic procedures for interpretation, methodology,
exegesis, and taxonomy: the Seder Tannaim VAmoraim of Rabbis Nachshon
Gaon and Zemach ben Paltoi Gaon, the Kelalei Ha-Talmud of Rabbi Saadi
Gaon. Proceeding onward into the Rishonim era of the eleventh though the
sixteenth centuries, we encounter the Mebo ha-Talmud of Rabbi Samuel Ibn
Nagrela,'? the Sepher ha-Maphteach of Rabbi Nisim ben Jacob, the Sepher
Kerithoth of Rabbi Samson of Chinin, the Halichot Glam of Rabbi Joshua ben
Halevi (translated into Latin and circulated in Holland in 1634 by Constantin

135 Cf. Tos. Sanhedrin 7 and the Aboth of Rabbi Nathan 37. Later supplementary data was
added in the form of the commentary of Rashi and his disciples in the Tosafist school (led by
Meir ben Shmuel).

136 Not to be confused with a work of the same name by Rabbi Joseph ben Judah Kinin.
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L'Empereur); the Darkhei ha-Gemara of Rabbi Isaac Kamponton. The
modern period witnessed ever more treatises on Talmudic hermeneutics,
methodology and the principles of the Oral Law such as the Kelalei ha-
Gemara of the preeminent halachic authority Joseph Kare; the Shevare
Keneseth ha-Gedolah and the Shelah II {co-written with Rabbi Isaiah
Horowitz), of Rabbi Hayim Benvenisti, the Yavin Shemuah, the Halichot Eli
and the Gufe Halachoth of Rabbi Solomon Nisim Algazi. Though the
bibliography of works establishing rules for Talmudic exegesis are nearly
inexhaustible, we will mention the Yad Malachi of Rabbi Malachi Cohen, a
detailed eighteenth century compendium of every technical rule of the
Talmud. These often encyclopedic volumes of claustrophobic, self-referential
systemization of the works of their own imaginations, led to the dominance of
pilpulistic puerilities and gloomy, impenetrable hiddushim for its own sake.
Maximus in minimis. How well and truly did Jesus Christ speak concerning
the mentality of these religious leaders in Matthew 23:4, “For they bind
heavy burdens and grievous to be borne, and lay them on men’s shoulders...”

Beyond even the aspect of making religion into a grievous burden, these
commentaries upon commentaries and rulings on rule books that rule on still
other texts, codes, methodologies and hermeneutics, is the creation,
expansion and promulgation of the gigantic heap of self-perpetuating legal
and textual arcana through the concepts of 1. the “gezarah shava” and 2. the
“hedge around the law.” Both of these weave nets of obscurity and falsehood
around the Scriptures.

Falsifying Scripture with Gezara Shava

1. In Judaism, a guiding principle overseeing a considerable amount of
the fraud and falsification entailed by the rabbinic nullification of God’s
Word, is the concept of gezara shava: “Talmudic hermeneutics, which
includes both legal (halacha) and literary (aggadah) interpretive traditions ...
involves myriad interpretational moves, including the seven interpretive
rules of Hillel and the thirty-two interpretive rules of Reb Eliezer...An
important first principle of Talmudic reading is that...in the Biblical text...(e}
very apparent redundancy hides a hidden meaning....Using the
nonredundancy principle, readers re-interpret the parallel construction that
is typical of Biblical style — two sentences with parallel and equivalent
syntax and meaning — as nonequivalent; they then use the gendered
grammar of Hebrew (i.e., all nouns are either masculine or feminine) to
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derive a hidden meaning. A second interpretive strategy is to assume that
similar wording in different contexts bear a relationship, a strategy called
gezara shava that was invented by Hillel and popularized by the medieval
scholar Rashi...For example, in the excerpt from Midrash Rabbah on
Genesis...the recurrence of the word ‘beginning’ in two widely separated
contexts, Genesis and Proverbs, suggests an underlying connection...” 137

Gezarah shava is an exegetical method for construing a definite textual
passage with reference to an indefinite one. “The f[ollowing rule of
interpretation, which is quoted in ‘Broom’s Legal Maxims,’ p. 586, comes still
nearer to the character of Talmudic Gezera Shava: “Where an act of
Parliament has received a judicial construction putting a certain meaning on
its words, and the Legislature in a subsequent act in pari materia uses the
same words, there is a presumption that the Legislature used those words
intending to express the meaning which it knew had been put upon the words
before, and unless there is something to rebut that presumption the act
should be so construed, even if the words were such that they might
originally have been construed otherwise.”

The preceding passage from British law, while saturated with lawyers’
jargon, and Talmudic in that sense, does not exceed the bounds of rationality
and therefore is not wholly Talmudic in character. The Talmudic Gezera
Shava “consists in this, that the argument from a parity of expressions is also
admitted in cases where two laws or passages, compared with each other,
have nothing in common except a single, often very insignificant word which
has not the last bearing on the conclusion to be drawn therefrom.” (Moses
Mielziner). Prof. Mielziner explains this away by claiming it is only an
infrequently used “peculiar” “and “exorbitant” application of the principle and
that the sense in which the British lawyers and law-makers use it, is closer to
how the rabbis do as well. This is a lie. The majority of the time the rabbis
apply Gezera Shavea in the peculiar and exorbitant sense. The more restricted
and rigorous British legal usage, though deplorable for its Talmudic-like
exacerbation of the procedural thicket common to modern western
legislatures and courts, is not fully comparable to the rabbinic understanding
and implementation of the Gezera Shava principle of the comparison of the

137 Charles A. Elster, “Authority, performance, and interpretation in religious reading: Critical
issues of intercultural communication and multiple literacies,” Journal of Literacy Research,
Spring 2003.
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meaning of words. As Mielziner himself admits, the “exorbitant” application
of Gezarah Shava in the sense of comparing words and passages that have
almost nothing in common, was used by revered rabbinic “sages” of the
Amoraic period, in “an attempt to find Scriptural support for an opinion
expressed by one of the authorities in the Mishna.” He further notes: “A very
extensive use of this kind of Gezera Shave was made especially in the
Aggadah (the homiletic explanation of moral and historical passages of
Biblical texts), where it was not restricted by any rule. There it gave rise to
many of those most fanciful interpretations and legendary narratives quoted
in the Midrash and Talmud” (emphasis supplied).

For the rabbinic mind the path to authentic understanding of the Bible
leads inextricably through contrived fantasies, like the associations between
the appearance of the word “beginning” in the books of Genesis and Proverbs.
One might just as well say that because the word “the” occurs in a passage in
Genesis and Proverbs, we can draw meaningful parallels between both of
them on the basis of that “congruity.” The reader may here be wondering if
rabbinic cognition is really that profoundly idiotic. We answer without
hesitation, yes, it is. We have often wondered what psychedelic substance the
rabbis were smoking when they distilled some of the more appalling of their
hare-brained hermeneutical schemes.

The rabbinic lesson which the case at hand imparts is that, according to
the principle of Gezera shava, the student of the Bible can only truly
determine what the Bible is saying through a process of drawing analogies
between two disparate Scripture verses based on “verbal congruities”
supposedly appearing in both of them. This is the sort of venerated sophistry
which leads many gentiles to conclude that the rabbis possess profound
mystical insights into the truth of the Scriptures.

Another example: one of the Babylonian Amora’im, Rabbi Ashi, asserts
that he can enlarge on the laws of corporal punishment and courts as
outlined in Mishna Sanhedrin 1:1 by comparing the relationship between the
word “guilty” as it occurs in the law on corporal punishment (Deut. 25:2) with
the word “guilty” as it is used in the law on capital punishment (Numbers
35:31). Another example, even more preposterous: at BT Kiddushin 2a there
is an analysis of Mishna Kiddushin 1:1 which decrees the law in which
marriage is contracted with money, and the bride would appear to have been
purchased by the groom or his family. The rabbis, scrambling for a Biblical
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pretext to justify this man-made enactment from the Mishnah, came up with
this howler: “The Tanakh (Old Testament), in speaking of a marriage, uses
the expression, ‘if a man take a wife’ (Deut. 22:13). But ‘to take’ also means ‘to
acquire’ property, and is used elsewhere in connection with money given in
consideration of the acquisition of property (Gen. 23:13); hence, a wife is also
acquired by money.”

Why all of these far-fetched contrivances, attempting to give the
appearance of scholarship and mastery of Scripture? Because the rabbis are
desperate. As they themselves admit, it is only by these exegetical flights of
fancy that their Talmudic traditions can be made to be seen to have a Biblical
warrant: “Do not look slightingly upon arguments from the analogy of
Gezerah Shava, since very important injunctions of the traditional law can
derive their Scriptural authority in no other way than by means of this
analogy.” 138

“A Hedge Around the Law”

2. The aforementioned making of a “hedge around the law,” attributed to
the Great Assembly (Avot 1:1) is a generic euphemism invoked to cover
falsification and abrogation of the Biblical text under a benign, or at the
least, a bland heading. When attempting to understand some escape clause
or demented loophole in the meaning of a Biblical text, one discovers that the
distortion can be under the heading “make a hedge around the law.” In the
dunce-filled church world, Babylon’s “Judeo-Christians” explain the rabbis’
“hedge” as “..Detailed exposition of the law appeared in the form of
innumerable and highly specific injunctions that were designed to ‘build a
hedge’ around the written Torah and thus guard against any possible
infringement of the Torah by ignorance or accident.” 13°

So you see, dear little bumpkins and bumpkinesses in the pews, by
means of their “hedge around the law,” the rabbis are guarding against any
possible infringement of God’s Word. Ah, the strict probity of the heirs of the
Pharisees! One question for the Zondervan Pictorial Bible Encyclopedia,
however: if the Pharisees and successor “sages” and rabbis have so sedulously
guarded the Bible against any infringement, how it is that they came to
infringe on that very Word by denying that the Scriptures testify of Jesus

138 “Legal Hermeneutics of the Talmud,” in Introduction to the Talmud (Funk & Wagnalls,
1903), p. 150.

139 Zondervan Pictorial Bible Encyclopedia, Vol. 4, p. 748.
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Christ? Actually, (as is usually the case when extravagant claims are made
for the piety and rectitude of the rabbis}, exactly the reverse is true:

“Although there were 613 commands in the Old Testament, they had
added prohibitions to the law as a hedge around the law so that people would
not break the law...It is important to understand that their ‘hedge’ commands
were not really a hedge at all. They were designed to allow the Jews to break
all the Ten Commandments. I'm sure they would deny this and perhaps they
didn’t do it intentionally, but because of their natural evil human nature,
they had ways of getting around all the commandments. For example: they
could swear on the door of the temple and that was not binding, but to swear
on the doorknob of the temple was. That allowed them to get around the
command to not bear false witness. They had very liberal divorce laws which
allowed them to get around the command not to commit adultery. They just
got divorced, married the one they wanted to be with and then divorced her
when they found someone new (cf. Matt 5:32). The Sermon on the Mount goes
through this in detail. They set up 39 prohibitions to supposedly protect the
Sabbath...No. 39 was that you cant carry your bed on the Sabbath. Jesus
goes right for that, to challenge the tradition. In reality, their Sabbath
prohibitions kept them from bringing rest to mankind as the Sabbath was
originally intended...” 140

Certain Christians well understood the mechanics of Judaism’s
scriptural nullification. The Puritan exegete John Owen (1616-1683), quoting
the antiquarian and philologist John Selden’s (1584-1654) description of the
Gezera Shava: “It is a most common thing among the Talmudists to seek for
some support for their additional customs from some words of the Scriptures,
and, as it were, to try to hedge them up behind some Biblical word,
interpretation or analogy. Those even tolerably familiar with their works will
know this well. So the original words are twisted and distorted with great

140 Hampton Keathley IV, Th.M., "Healing of the Man at Bethesda," www.bible.org/page.php?
page_id=2220
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boldness to give some seeming confirmation to their customs, far out of the
sense of the original.” 141

The “hedge around the law” is known inside Judaism for what it truly is:
“eis la'asos leHashem heifeiru Torasecha” (a bending of the rules of the Torah
in order to protect it). This is how the “hedge around the law” has actually
been intended to funection across the centuries, by the leaders of historic
Judaism: distorting God’s Word to suit the rabbis’ distorted version of what
God says and decrees, on the pretext that the distortion is a form of
“pratection.” 142

Permissible Dissimulation through Dispensational Revelation

The “hedge around the law” is the foundation of the loophole/escape
clause mechanism that forms the systematic theology of Judaism. Without an
understanding of yet another devious mechanism, the rabbinic escape clause,
Judaism is a hall of mirrors that can and does lead astray all types of
seckers, scholars and investigators, including even well-educated skeptics.
The key teaching of the thousands of rabbinic texts devoted to rabbinic
exegesis and halacha and responsa is the concept of situation ethics related
to temporal dispensations. Built into many decisions, rulings, statements and
laws, are alternate rulings, decisions, statements and laws.

These alternates largely exist to mislead the researcher who happens to
penetrate the inner sanctum of the rabbinic canon. Almost all of these
alternates are invoked only in specific times: for example, when Judaics are
heavily suppressed. In many cases the alternates are ignored in times of
rabbinic supremacy. When to invoke and when to ignore is the subject of a
goodly portion of the huge pile of treatises just cited.

141 John Owen, Theologoumena Pantodapa (Oxford, 1661); translated from the Latin by
Stephen P. Westcott and published under the title, Biblical Theology (Soli Deo Gloria
Publications, 1994), p. 577. Lucy Hutchinson is said to have successfully undertaken an
English translation of the Theologoumena, but we have been unable to locate a copy of her
version. Owen said, “Our Lord Jesus Christ...delivered his disciples...from any inventions of
men imposed on them.” (The Works of Jokn Qwen INY: Robert Carter, 1851}, vol. xv, p. 12).

142 “Even the Jewish obedience to Torah is mitigated by the interpretation of wise and godly
men as summarised in the Talmud.” —Anglican Bishop Peter Fox, Sept. 29, 2004,
www.thenational.com.pg/1006/focus1.him
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Case Law: Medical Treatment for Gentiles Relative to the Era

Israel Shahak of Hebrew University, Jerusalem, gives an example of
this with regard to the rabbinic law governing medical treatment of gentiles:

“According to the Halakhah, the duty to save the life of a fellow Jew is
paramount. It supersedes all other religious obligations and interdictions,
excepting only the prohibitions against the three most heinous sins of
adultery (including incest), murder and idolatry. As for Gentiles, the basic
talmudic principle is that their lives must not be saved...In particular, a
Jewish doctor must not treat a Gentile patient. Maimonides — himself an
illustrious physician — is quite explicit on this; in another passage he repeats
the distinction between ‘thy fellow’ and a Gentile, and concludes: ‘and from
this learn ye, that it is forbidden to heal a Gentile even for payment..’
However, the refusal of a Jew — particularly a Jewish doctor — to save the
life of a Gentile may, if it becomes known, antagonize powerful Gentiles and so
put Jews in danger. Where such danger exists, the obligation to avert it
supersedes the ban on helping the Gentile. Thus Maimonides continues: ‘... but
if you fear him or his hostility, cure him for payment, though you are
forbidden to do so without payment.’ ... Maimonides...insistence on demanding
payment — presumably in order to make sure that the act is not one of human
charity but an unavoidable duty — is however not absolute. For in another
passage he allows Gentile whose hostility is feared to be treated 'even gratis, if
it is unavoidable. The whole doctrine — the ban on saving a Gentile's life or
healing him, and the suspension of this ban in cases where there is fear of
hostility— is repeated by other major authorities, including the 14th century
Arba’ah Turirn and Karo’s Beyt Yosef and Shulhan Arukh.

“Another response of Hatam Sofer14? deals with the question whether it
is permissible for a Jewish doctor to travel by carriage on the sabbath in
order to heal a Gentile. After pointing out that under certain conditions
traveling by horse-drawn carriage on the sabbath only violates a ban imposed
'by the sages' rather than by the Torah, he goes on to recall Maimonides’
pronouncement that Gentile women in labor must not be helped on the
sabbath, even if no desecration of the sabbath is involved, and states that the
same principle applies to all medical practice, not just midwifery. But he then

143 Another name for Rabbi Moshe Sofer.
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voices the fear that if this were put into practice, ‘it would arouse undesirable
hostility,” for ‘the Gentiles would not accept the excuse of sabbath
observance,” and ‘would say that the blood of an idolator has little worth in
our eyes.’ Also, perhaps more importantly, Gentile doctors might take
revenge on their Jewish patients. Better excuses must be found. He advises a
Jewish doctor who is called to treat a Gentile patient out of town on the
sabbath to excuse himself by saying that he is required to stay in town in
order to look after his other patients, ‘for he can use this in order to say, ‘1
cannot move because of the danger to this or that patient, who needs a doctor
first, and I may not desert my charge.” With such an excuse there is no fear
of danger, for it is a reasonable pretext, commonly given by doctors who are
late in arriving because another patient needed them first. Only Gf it is
impossible to give any excuse’ is the doctor permitted to travel by carriage on
the sabbath in order to treat a Gentile. In the whole discussion, the main
issue is the excuses that should be made, not the actual healing or the
welfare of the patient. And throughout it is taken for granted that it is all
right to deceive Gentiles rather than treat them, so long as ‘hostility’ can be
averted.

“...the provision that a Gentile may be saved or cared for in order to
avert the danger of hostility is curtailed on the sabbath. A Jew called upon to
help a Gentile on a weekday may have to comply because to admit that he is
not allowed, in principle, to save the life of a non-Jew would be to invite
hostility. But on Saturday the Jew can use sabbath observance as a plausible
excuse. A paradigmatic case discussed at length in the Talmud is that of a
Jewish midwife invited to help a Gentile woman in childbirth. The upshot is
that the midwife is allowed to help on a weekday ‘for fear of hostility, but on
the sabbath she must not do so, because she can excuse herself by saying: ‘We
are allowed to desecrate the sabbath only for our own, who observe the
sabbath, but for your people, who do not keep the sabbath, we are not allowed
to desecrate it.’ Is this explanation a genuine one or merely an excuse?
Muaimonides clearly thinks that it is just an excuse, which can be used even if
the task that the midwife is invited to do does not actually involve any
desecration of the sabbath. Presumably, the excuse will work just as well even
in this case, because Gentiles are generally in the dark as to precisely which
kinds of work are banned for Jews on the sabbath. At any rate, he decrees: ‘A
Gentile woman must not be helped in childbirth on the sabbath, even for
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payment; nor must one fear hostility, even when (such help involves) no
desecration of the sabbath.’ The Shulhan Arukh decrees likewise.
Nevertheless, this sort of excuse could not always be relied upon to do the trick
and avert Gentile hostility. Therefore certain important rabbinical authorities
had to relax the rules lo some extent and allowed Jewish doctors to treal
Gentiles on the sabbath even if this involved doing certain types of work
normally banned on that day. This partial relaxation applied particularly to
rich and powerful Gentile patients, who could not be fobbed off so eastly and
whose hostility could be dangerous. Thus, R. Yo'el Sirkis, author of Bayit
Hadash and one of the greatest rabbis of his time (Poland, 17th century),
decided that ‘mayors, petty nobles and aristocrats' should be treated on the
sabbath, because of the fear of their hostility which involves ‘some danger.” But
in other cases, especially when the Gentile can be fobbed off with an evasive
excuse, a Jewish doctor would commit 'an unbearable sin’ by treating him on
the sabbath.

“...All this is far from being a dead issue. The most up-to-date halakhic
position on these matters is contained in a recent concise and authoritative
book published in English under the title Jewish Medical Lew. This book,
which bears the imprint of the prestigious Israeli foundation Mossad Harav
Kook, is based on the response of R. Eli'ezer Yehuda Waldenberg, Chief
Justice of the Rabbinical District Court of Jerusalem. A few passages of this
work deserve special mention. First, ‘it is forbidden to desecrate the
sabbath...for a Karaite.” This is stated bluntly, absolutely and without any
further qualification. Presumably the hostility of this small sect makes no
difference, so they should be allowed to die rather than be treated on the
sabbath. As for Gentiles: ‘According to the ruling stated in the Talmud and
Codes of Jewish Law, it is forbidden to desecrate the Sabbath -~ whether
violating Biblical or rabbinic law — in order to save the life of a dangerously
ill gentile patient. It is also forbidden to deliver the baby of a gentile women
on the Sabbath.' But this is qualified by a dispensation: ‘However, today it is
permitted to desecrate the Sabbath on behalf of a Gentile by performing
actions prohibited by rabbinic law, for by so doing one prevents ill feelings
from arising between Jew and Gentile.” 144

144 Shahak, Jewish History, Jewish Religion (op. cit.), chapter 5 (emphasis supplied).
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When Talmudists have supreme power over gentiles and when the
opinion of gentiles concerning Judaism no longer matters, and no longer
threatens rabbinic security, then the rabbinic law regarding the ban on
medical treatment of gentiles will go fully into effect. At present, the citation
of the laws against gentiles by Shahak is countered with current Judaic
medical practices on behalf of gentiles. This is the escape clause that allows
Talmudists to counter criticism of their rabbinic law. The truth about the
Torah SheBeal Peh and the halacha derived from it can no more be admitted
than the truth about rabbinic strictures against medical treatment of
gentiles. Until near-total power over gentiles is achieved, dissimulation is an
absolute requirement for the advance of the dominion of Judaism. Hence, the
huge defense mechanisms in place to counter any negative citation from the
Talmud or rabbinic law with a seemingly benevolent Talmudic alternate
passage, sometimes accompanied by the claim that the negative citation was
“fabricated,” or quoted “out of context” or quoted “incompletely.” When those
denials cannot be issued because proof of the existence of the offending texts
is provided, then the next stage of the damage control goes into action: escape
clauses are summoned, as follows: “Judaism is really just a series of debates
and while one rabbi may have made a hostile statement at some distant time
and place, here is another rabbi who said something eminently positive,
liberal, humanist and decent.”

The other tactic is to concede that the ruling is indeed rabbinic law, but
to explain it away by pointing an accusatory finger at the dehumanized
gentiles whose medical care has been withheld. Chayyei Sarah, a Jerusalem-
based Orthodox journalist writes: “Regarding the story about the rabbi who
said that one should only break Shabbat to save the life of a non-Jew if doing
so will avoid harmful relations between Jews and non-Jews...The passages in
the Talmud...suggest that the life of a Jew is inherently more valuable than
that of a non-Jew..We all can understand why, in a world in which Jews
were a persecuted minority, in which the non-Jews around them did not
assign any inherent value to Jewish lives, that the Jewish leaders would
declare that the lives of the persecuting majority are important only insofar
as they help maintain some peace and quiet for the Jews.” 145

5 “Another note or three about ‘Orthodox Paradox,” July 24, 2007. http/
chayyeisarah.blogspot.com/2007/07/another-note-or-three-about-orthodox.html
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Even incitement to medical murder by willful neglect cannot be blamed
on the rabbis. It's the gentiles’ fault that Judaics want to kill them! The
preceding statement is the Talmudic mentality, purely distilled.

President Harry S. Truman observed: “The Jews, I find, are very, very
selfish. They care not how many Estonians, Latvians, Finns, Poles, Yugoslavs
or Greeks get murdered or mistreated as D(isplaced) P(ersons) as long as the
Jews get special treatment. Yet when they have power, physical, financial or
political neither Hitler nor Stalin has anything on them for cruelty or
mistreatment to the under dog.” 146

Whereas prior to the ascent of Judaic supremacy the rabbinic law on
medical neglect of gentiles was denied, in our day it is occasionally justified,
even as the posturing about the fundamental decency and wisdom of the
rabbinic religion is sustained. But this only has apparent credibility if
Judaism’s underlying, fundamental and irrevocable dogma about Jews being
human beings and everyone else being a lesser creature, is overlooked or
denied. Furthermore, the posturing only has apparent credibility if Judaism’s
exegetical principle of dispensational revelation concerning rabbinic law
being admitted or denied based on the spirit of the times, is overlocked or
denied. The elucidation of this rabbinic exegetical principle is, after the

145 Private diary, entry of July 21, 1947, Released by the National Archives. Truman was a
33rd degree Freemason and, as noted, in 1948 provided early and pivetal support to the
fledgling Zionist regime in Palestine, which led to United Nations recognition of “Israel.”
Servants and slaves are wont to grumble about their masters in private and Truman was ne
exception. Richard Nixon, another Zionist serf, made scathing remarks about his Zionist
masters after breakfast with Billy Graham. These mutterings were a safety valve means of
“yventing steam” and in no way led to any diminution of either President Truman’s or President
Nixon's submission to Israeli power. “Rev. Billy Graham openly voiced a belief that Jews
control the American media, ealling it a ‘stranglehold’ during a 1972 conversation with
President Richard Nixon, according to a tape of the Oval Office meeting released...by the
National Archives. ‘This stranglehcﬁd has got to be broken or the country's going down the
drain,” the nation's best-known preacher declared as he agreed with a stream of..Nixon
comments about Jews and their perceived influence in American life. “You believe that? says
Nixon after the ‘stranglehold’ comment. Yes, sir,’ says Graham. ‘Oh, boy,’ replies Nixon. ‘So do
I. I can't ever say that, but I believe it.” H.R. Haldeman's own diaries briefly noted the
unseemly conversation. He wrote that there was discussion ‘of the terrible problem arising
from the total Jewish domination of the media, and agreement that this was something that
would have to be dealt with.” He continues, ‘Graham has the strong feeling that the Bible says
there are satanic Jews and there’s where our problem arises.” No such comments about the
Bible are found on the tape released Thursday (Feb. 28, 2002) but, since it contains several
long deletions, it’s believed such remarks were excised. Nixon told Graham that Life magazine,
Newsweek, the New York Times, the Los Angeles Times, and others, are “totally dominated by
the Jews.” He called network TV anchors, Howard K. Smith, David Brinkley and Walter
Cronkite ‘front men who may not he of that persuasion,” but that their writers are ‘95 percent

Jewish.” Source: “Nixon, Billy Graham make derogatory comments about Jews on tapes.”
Chicago Tribune, Feb. 28, 2002.
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revelation about Judaism as a form of self-worship, perhaps the most
momentous insight this writer can make about the religion of Orthodox
Judaism. All other insights into Judaism are subsidiary to this one, when it
comes to the maintenance of rabbinic power on earth, because by this means,
authentic knowledge of Judaism’s epistemology and core reality are evaded
time and again. Certain rabbinic crimes may be detected, sinister sayings
documented, vile practices confirmed, but all of these can be countered as
mere “abuses” when investigators dwell in ignorance, unaware of Judaism’s
underlying system of permissible dissimulation through dispensational
revelation.

Modern Protestant View of Judaism

To better investigate the root of the confusion about Judaism, let us now
examine a classic statement of modern Protestantism’s view of Judaism, as
presented by conservative Presbyterian theologian Douglas Jones: “...consider
the case of Abraham, that ancient father of Judaism and Christianity...One of
the best ways of beginning to think about the nature of Christianity is to
think of it in the light of Judaism. Today, we so often think of Judaism and
Christianity as two distinct religions, almost like Buddhism and Islam. But
early Christianity never saw itself in that way. The earliest Christians saw
themselves as faithful Jews simply following Jewish teachings. In fact, the
first main dispute in the Christian church was whether non-Jews, the
Gentiles, could even be a part of Christianity! Christianity self-consciously
saw itself as the continuing outgrowth, the fulfillment, of true Judaism. As
such, Christianity didn't start in the first century but long before with King
David, Moses, Abraham, and ultimately the first man, Adam. Everything in
older Judaism was building up and pointing to the work of Jesus Christ. Over
and over, the early disciples explained that Christ was the fulfillment of the
ancient promises of Judaism...So when we start thinking about Christianity,
we have to understand its very Jewish roots. We should assume that
Christianity ought to look and sound like Judaism except when it explicitly
claims to change something. We should expect that the Scriptures,
institutions, basic principles, laws, meditations, family life, etc. of Judaism
would carry over into Christianity, unless Christ, the final prophet,
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authoritatively changed a practice....Christianity's Jewishness is pervasive
indeed.” 147

By improper application of the words “Jew” and “Judaism,” the
preceding statement of a leading modern conservative Presbyterian’s view of
Judaism, extols a palimpsest of confusion. First and foremost, by terming the
Old Testament religion of Yahwehism as “Judaism,” an inevitable and
inexorable connection is established between the religion of those who
rejected Jesus as the Messiah, and the Old Testament religion of His Father,
Yahweh. The reader is given the distinct impression that modern Judaism
bears within it the seeds of the religion of the Old Testament, that it is the
Old Testament religion without Christ. Nothing could be further from the
truth. Nothing could be a greater source of delusion. To ascribe to the ancient
Israelite religion the term “Judaism” is a grave lexical and hermeneutic
error. It gives to the creed of the entire Twelve Tribes of Israel and their
Covenant Elohim, the title of a perverse man-made tradition that flourished
among one segment of the offspring of the fourth son of the patriarch Jacob
(the tribe of Judah). The word “Jew” is a corrupted form of the word Judah. It
refers to two of the twelve tribes of Israel, Judah and Benjamin, and does not
even appear in the Bible until IT Kings 16:6, and then again in 25:25 and II
Chronicles 32:18. Paul’s allusion to the “Jews’ religion” in this context is
instructive. Paul’s reference in this regard is negative: “And profited in the
Jews’ religion above many my equals in mine own nation, being more
exceedingly zealous of the traditions of my fathers.” (Galatians 1:14). The
hallmarks of the “Jews’ religion” according to Paul, are two-fold: persecution
of God’s.Church (I Thessalonians 2:14-16), and allegiance to the “traditions”
of men.

147 “Why & What: A Brief Introduetion to Christianity” by Rev. Douglas Jones, The Canon
Press, www.canonpress.org/whywhathtm. Mr. Jones is senior editor of the orthodox
Presbyterian magazine, Credenda Agenda. To be fair, some conservative Presbyterians would
object to the ignorance displayed in this statement (we brought the errors to the attention of
Douglas Jones by mail. He did not reply). It must be acknowledged however, that the
erroneous assighment of the name “Judaism” to the Old Testament religion, has some
precedent in pre-modern Presbyterianism. Cf. for example, Duncan Shaw, D.D., The History
and Philosophy of Judaism: Or, A Critical and Philosophical Analysis of the Jewish Heligion

From Which is Offered a Vindication of Its Genius, Origin and Authority (Edinburgh: C. Elliot,
1787). Shaw was “One of the Ministers of Aberdeen.”
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Jesus teaching in the synagogue (Matthew 13:54-58)
Incunable woodeut from The Vita Christi by Ludolf of Saxony
(Antwerp: Gerard Lieu, 1487)

The Pharisees asked Jesus why His followers disobeyed the Talmud (at
that time known as the “tradition of the elders” and not yet in written form),
by refusing to engage in ritual hand-washing: “Why do thy disciples
transgress the tradition of the elders? For they wash not their hands when
they eat bread.”

“But Jesus said unto them, ‘Why do ye transgress the commandment of
God by your tradition?” (Matthew 15: 2-3).

How can it be said that “Judaism” (the “Jews’ religion”) is the root of
Christianity, when according to Paul, it is a religion of man-made traditions
and according to Jesus Christ, Judaism’s traditions of men made the Law of
Yahweh of “none effect”? (Matthew 15:9). How can it be said that “Judaism”
is the root of Christianity, when in the Old Testament there was no
“Judaism”? One searches in vain for the term, yet modernist Christians today
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use it almost exclusively to describe the religion of the Old Testament, of
Yahweh and His people.

After some Jews rejected their Messiah they formalized the tradition of
the elders condemned by Christ as the very nullification of the Law of God,
and that new religion is accurately and properly termed Judaism: “This new
system, treated at first as simply provisional because of the surviving hope of
restoring the Jewish commonwealth, had soon to be accepted as
definitive...Then it was that Rabbinical or Talmudical Judaism fully asserted
its authority..the Mishna ‘Oral Teaching’ completed by Rabbi Juda I,
committed ultimately to writing in the form of the Jerusalem and Babylonian
Talmuds and expounded by generations of teachers in the schools of Palestine
and Babylonia, held undisputed sway over the minds and consciences of the
Jews. In fact, this long acceptation of the Talmud by the Jewish race, before
its center shifted from the East to the West, so impressed this...Law
(Mishnah) upon the hearts of the Jews that down to the present day Judaism
has remained essentially Talmudical both in its theory and in its
practice...Orthodox Judaism...distinctly admits the absolutely binding force of
the oral Law...” 148

Self-Worship

Rabbi Samuel ben Nahman was one of the leading Amora’im of
Judaism, circa A.D. 300, taught: “Oral laws have been proclaimed and
written laws have been proclaimed and we cannot tell which of these is more
precious.” So there goes our thesis that Judaism places the oral law above the
written law, right? Wrong. That’s the first part of his statement, which is
often quoted, incompletely and out of context, to prove to Christians and
gentiles that Judaism is in fact a Biblical religion. Let’s read the rest of his
statement, however: “But since it is written ‘For in accordance with these
words I have made a covenant with thee and with Israel,” we may infer that
the oral precepts are more precious.” 142

“The expositions of the sages possess decisive authority and deserve at
least the same place in the scale of religious values as the Written Torah, and
in truth, transcend it. According to Rabhi Johanan the covenant was made at
Mount Sinai only on account of the Oral Teaching (BT Gittin 60b; Shevuot

148 The Catholic Encyclopedia (New York: Robert Appleton Co., 1912), vol. 8, p. 402,
148 TP, Pea ii, 4, p. 17a.
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39a)...the Amora’im came and elevated the Sages of the Oral Torah to the
level of the Prophets and even gave the former precedence over the
latter...The realization of the difference between written and oral regulations
finds expression in the appraisal that ‘The sages safeguarded their own
enactments more than those of the Torah...” (BT Yebamoth 36b).

The religion of Judaism has as its god, not Yahweh, but the Judaic
people themselves, whose self-worship is at the center of the Talmud and
rabbinic halacha. It has as its law, not the Tanakh (books of the Old
Testament), but the Talmud. Jesus proclaimed that the initial stage of
Talmud, the Mishnah, which existed in its oral form in Christ’'s time — was
the tradition of the elders which nullifies the word of God: “Then came
together unto him the Pharisees and certain of the scribes which came from
Jerusalem, gathered around Jesus and saw some of his disciples eating food
with ‘unclean’ — that is, ceremonially unwashed — hands, and they found
fault.

“For the Pharisees, and all the Jews, do not eat unless they give their
hands a ceremonial washing, holding to the tradition of the elders. And when
they come from the marketplace, unless they wash, they do not eat. And they
observe many other traditions, such as the washing of cups, pitchers and
kettles. “Then the Pharisees and scribes asked Jesus, ‘Why do your disciples
not live according to the traditions of the elders, instead of eating their food
with ‘unclean’ hands?

“He answered and said unto them, “Well hath Isaiah prophesied of you
hypocrites, as it is written, ‘This people honors me with their lips but their
heart is far from me.” How be it in vain do they worship me, teaching for
doctrine the commandments of men. For laying aside the commandments of
God you observe your own traditions. You reject the commandment of God
that you may keep your own tradition. For Moses gave you this law from God:
‘Honor thy father and thy mother’ and ‘Anyone who curses his father or
mother must be put to death.” But you say that a man may say to his father
or mother, ‘I can’t help you, for I have vowed to give to God what I could have
given to you.” You let him disregard his father or his mother. “Thus you
make the word of God of none effect by your tradition that you have handed
down.” (Mark 7:1-13). The issue here is not God’s laws of hygiene for
prevention of insanitary conditions, but burdensome and useless, ritual
purification based on man-made additions to God’s laws. (The rabbis are
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fascinated by filth). Jesus alludes to the hypocritical effects of such rituals in
Matthew 23:25-26.150

Here, as in Matthew 15:1-9, is direct and incontrovertible refutation in
the Gospel of Jesus Christ of the falsification inherent in the Oral Law and
its traditions, which the Pharisees and their heirs mendaciously claimed was
a secret teaching from Moses. Jesus contrasts the Law of God as Moses
actually gave it, with the nullification of that law by adherence to the
tradition of the elders, which would soon be committed to writing, forming
the Mishnah and the rest of the Talmud, and upon which the religion of
Judaism would be based. Yet Christ’s admonition was not heeded by the
Pharisaic leadership and an entire religion of hypocrisy would subsequently
arise, founded upon these “traditions of the elders,” and their Talmudic
counterfeit of God’s word; all performed in the name of God, His Word and of
Israel.

15¢ Cf, Judith R. Wegner, Chattel or Person: The Status of Women in the Mishnah (NY: Oxford
U. Press, 1988), f. 251 on p. 242.
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A copper engraving depicting the giving of the Torah on Mount Sinai, Below
are four angels holding a table which symbolizes the supposed divine origin of the
Shulchan Aruch (“Set Table”), the rabbinic law code derived from the Talmud,
which is one of the sources of the halakha which regulate every detail of the life of
an adherent of Orthodox Judaism (Amsterdam, 1698).
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Judaic theologians claim that “..ancient rabbis taught that the
revelation granted to Moses had been delivered in two forms, a smaller
revelation in writing and the larger one kept oral. This ‘Oral Torah’ had been
transmitted faithfully by the leaders of each generation to their successors,
by Moses to Joshua, and then to the elders, then to the prophets, to the men
of the Great Assembly, to the leaders of the Pharisees, and finally to the
earliest rabbis. The earliest rabbis saw themselves, as noted, as heirs to the
Pharisees.”?! This supposed transmission of the “Oral Torah,” the tradition
of the elders, from Moses to Joshua, to the prophets, was challenged by Jesus
Christ who termed it not Torah, but the commandments of men which nullify
irrevocably the word and doctrine of God, making the tale of the transmission
itself a fraud.
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Two pages from the Shulehan Aruch of the halakhic authority, Rabbi Joseph Karo
(Amsterdam, 1698)

151 Robert Goldenberg, “Talmud,” Back to the Sources: Reading the Classic Jewish Texts (New
York: Simon and Schuster, 1984), p. 130.
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It is a lie eoncocted in hell to claim that Moses issued two sets of laws,
one written and public, the other an oral tradition that was secret. In all of
the Bible there is nothing to support this imposture. This diabolic fantasy is
the basis of the religion of Judaism, and it is this institutionalized, dogmatic
delusion which distinguishes Judaism from the only Bible-based faith —
Christianity — representing as it does the continuation of the Old Testament
religion of Israel as it finds its prophetic fulfillment in the Gospel of the
Messiah of Israel. This too was the historic belief of Christianity until the
post-modern age: “(Jonathan) Edwards read the Pentateuch and the entire
0Old Testament as essentially a Christian document” 152

What follows is a folk story told within Judaism in a number of variants.
There is no standard version, but this one best exemplifies the gist of the
instruction imparted, concerning the rabbis’ superiority to Moses, derived
from BT Menachot 22b: They told that when Moses went above to receive the
Torah, he found the Holy One, blessed be He, sitting and attaching crowns to
the letters. Apparently, Moses didn’t see any need for these crowns. He
asked, ‘Master of the Universe! Who forces You to go to such extremes? G-d
answered, ‘There is a man who will live many generations after you and his
name is Akiva, son of Yosef. He will examine every single spike of every letter
and draw from them piles upon piles of halachot.” So Moses asked, ‘Master of
the Universe! Show him to me! G-d replied, ‘Step backwards.” And Moses
stepped back until he found himself standing in the 18th row of Rabbi Akiva's
class. You see, the students were arranged in this class by order of their
understanding. It seems the only thing left after the eighteenth row was out
in the hallway. So Moses stood there and listened —and was unable to follow
a thing that was said. He became weak with despair. Until finally, the story
tells, a ruling came up for which Rabbi Akiva could provide no source. A
student asked of Rabbi Akiva, ‘Where do you learn this from?” Rabbi Akiva
responded, “This is an oral tradition passed down from Moses.”

The preceding is an admission of the non-divine, non-Mosaic, man-made
provenance of the rabbinic Oral Law, a shocking admission woven into the
folklore of Judaism by Judaics themselves. This truth does not trouble them
in the least or sound any alarm or cause them to scruple to reexamine the

152 The Works of Jonathan Edwards Volume 24, Part I (Yale University Press, 2006), p. 25.
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fraudulent nature of their religion. Judaism does not share in the morals or
ethics of Biblical belief, of those who worship a being greater than
themselves. In Judaism, the Law is what the rabbis say it is, and admissions
that this is in fact the case, alter nothing and do not cause controversy, since
the essence of Judaism is not worship of God, but worship of one’s self as
one’s own god, the hallmark of the eastern religions.

The Marcion heresy consists in the occult-gnostic doctrine that
Christianity is exclusively a New Testament religion and that the Old
Testament in some manner constitutes defective doctrine. This was refuted
as early as 180 A.D. by Irenaeus (140-200 A.D.) in his work, Against Heretics.
Irenaeus “affirmed that there was a systematic line of argument, proof,
inspiration and illumination running between the two sets of scriptures, the
Hebrew and the Christian...Irenaeus was fighting not only the Marcionites,
but also the Gnostics.”5% Marcion is easily refuted when we consider the
hundreds of instances in which the Old Testament is quoted in the New
Testament. 154

The spurious claim of an oral tradition of the elders bequeathed by God
to Moses, is anti-Biblical and it was denounced by Jesus Christ Himself. In
the divine brilliance of Jesus upon which the cunning and cleverness of the
Pharisees was turned against them time and again, Jesus simply and
forthrightly illuminated the fact that if the Pharisees’ tradition had been from
Moses, then the Pharisees would have become Christians: “For had ye believed
Moses, ye would have believed me, for he wrote of me. But if ye believe not
his writings, how shall ye believe my words?” (John 5: 46-47). Christ has just
annihilated, in two sentences, the basis for the religion of Judaism and its
conceit of a tradition given to it by Moses, for had such a tradition existed it
would have testified of Jesus. Instead, He tells them point-blank that they
don’t believe Moses. Jesus crushed the whole beguiling system of
indoctrination predicated on the Pharisaic myth of a divinely inspired, oral
tradition of the elders. The response of last resort to these facts is to
rehabilitate the Pharisees by casting doubt on the New Testament account of
Christ’s words. The establishment now promotes the view that the Pharisees
were misunderstood victims of four bigoted evangelists and two mendacious

153 Akenson, Surpassing Wonder (op. cit.), p. 219.

154 Cf, Charles D. Provan, Index of Old Testament Quotes Found in the New Testament
(Zimmer Printing 2003). As Jesus =aid, “I¢ is written.”
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apostles. Judas was a scapegoat. Jesus was “confused” and His Resurrection
merely “symbolic.” This is the revised life of Christ as put forth by the “Jesus
Seminar” and similar Talmudic “Christian” front-groups.

“ ..the system so jealously maintained by the Rabbis was not Mosaism at
all, but an immense superstructure of precedents...” (Frederic W. Farrar,
History of Interpretation, p. 112).

“The Halachic Midrash (or exegesis and development of the passages of
the Law) dealt with the exact purport of the various divine commands
contained in the Torah, or Law of Moses. It explained in full detail how these
precepts were to be carried out in common life. It professed to be nothing
more than an exposition of the original Law; but in reality it contained vast
additions to what was written in the Books of Moses, and claimed to possess
an equal authority with the original charges contained in the Pentateuch.
Roughly, these so-called Halachic developments were divided
into...categories...A great mass of Halacha containing traditional ordinances
professedly based on the original Mosaic commands, but in reality connected
with the Mosaic ordinances by the very slightest of ties..A number of
enactments really only emanating from the Schools of the Scribes, but which
were taught to be equally binding with the original Pentateuch ordinances.
These Halacha largely dated from the years which preceded the Christian
era; they were...codified and arranged in the Mishnah.” {Prof. H.D.M. Spence-
Jones, The Early Christians in Rome [1911]. p. 376).

“This is not an uncommon impression and one finds it sometimes among
Jews as well as Christians — that Judaism is the religion of the Hebrew
Bible. It is of course a fallacious impression...whoever would seek to compare
the classic Jewish tradition with the biblical world of faith and life would find
some startling contrasts...Much of what exists in Judaism is absent in the
Bible, and much of what is in the Bible cannot be found in
Judaism....Judaism is not the religion of the Bible.,” Rabbi Ben Zion Bokser,
Judaism and the Christian Predicament (1966), pp. 59 and 159.

How the Masoretic Text Falsifies the Bible
Perhaps the most unambiguous and readily accessible example of
rabbinic “scribal interpolation” is found in Judges 18:30 in the Masoretic text.
The Authorized King James Version reads, “And the children of Dan set up
the graven image: and Jonathan, the son of Gershom, the son of Manasseh,
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he and his sons were priests to the tribe of Dan until the day of the captivity
of the land.” This is not how the verse actually reads, however. This is only
what the rabbis say it says. Here is the accurate translation: “And the
children of Dan set up the graven image: and Jonathan, the son of Gershom,
the son of Moses, he and his sons were priests to the tribe of Dan until the
day of the captivity of the land.”

The rabbis, on their own authority, changed the name of the grandfather
of Jonathan the idolater from Moses to Manasseh. But all the texts agree that
Gershom was the son of Moses (Exodus 2:22). The chief rabbinic expositor of
the 0Old Testament, Rashi, states as follows concerning the removal of Moses’
name and the substitution of that of Manasseh: “Because of the honor of
Moses was the nun (Hebrew letter n) written so as to alter the name.” 15

In other words, in order to allegedly preserve the reputation of Moses by
removing a genetic connection between him and the idolater Jonathan, the
rabbis tampered with the Biblical text. The Christian attitude toward such
matters was rightly expressed by Matthew Henry: “...if indeed Moses had a
grandson who was rakish, and was picked up as a fit tool to be made use of in
the setting up of idolatry, it is not the only instance (would to God it were!) of
the unhappy degenerating of the posterity of great and good men. Children’s
children are not always the crown of old men...” In their pride, the rabbis
could not live with that wisdom from the Christian Israelite Matthew Henry,
and took it upon themselves to alter the Word of God itself to suit their own
warped pride and egotism.

Rabbis: The Bible Does Not Really Mean What It Says

Isaac D’Israeli, scholar and father of British Prime Minister Benjamin
Disraeli writes, “The Jews have their Talmud...The word of God is lost among
those heaps of human inventions. The Talmud...forms a complete system of
the learning, ceremonies, civil and canon law of the Jews; treating indeed on
all subjects...The rigid Jews persuaded themselves that these traditional
explications are of divine origin. The Pentateuch, say they, was written out
by their legislator before his death in thirteen copies, distributed among the
twelve tribes, and the remaining one deposited in the ark. The oral law
Moses continually taught in the Sanhedrin, to the elders and the rest of the

155 International Standard Bible Encyclopedia (1984). We are indebted to the late Charles D.
Provan for this information about the Masoretic text.
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people. The law was repeated four times; but the interpretation was delivered
only by word of mouth from generation to generation. In the fortieth year of
the flight from Egypt, the memory of the people became treacherous, and
Moses was constrained to repeat this oral law, which had been conveyed by
successive traditionists...This history of the Talmud some inclined to suppose
apocryphal, even among a few of the Jews themselves.

“.JIt cannot be denied that there existed traditions among Jews in the
time of Jesus Christ. About the second century they were industriously
collected by Rabbi Juda the holy, the prince of the rabbins...He has the merit
of giving some order to this multifarious collection....The learned W. Wotton,
in his curious Discourses on the Traditions of the Scribes and Pharisees,56
supplies an analysis of this vast collection; he has translated entire, two
divisions of this code of traditional laws with the original text and the
notes...The Jews have such veneration for this compilation, that...(o)f the
twelve hours of which the day is composed, they tell us that God employs
nine to study the Talmud and only three to read the written law! St. Jerome
appears evidently to allude to this work and notices its ‘Old Wives Tales,” and
the filthiness of some of its matters...I leave untouched the gross obscenities...

“They make such subtle distinctions, as when an ox gores a man or beast,
the law inquired into the habits of the beast; whether it was an ox that used
to gore or an ox that was not used to gore. However acute these niceties
sometimes were, they were often ridiculous. No beast could be convicted of
being vicious till evidence was given that he had done mischief three
successive days; but if he leaves off those vicious tricks for three days more,
he is innocent again. An ox may be convict(ed) of goring an ox and not a man,
or of goring a man and not an ox; nay, of goring on the sabbath, and not on a
working day. Their aim was to make the punishment depend on the proofs of
the design of the beast that did the injury; but this attempt evidently led

156 William Wotton, D.D., Miscellaneous Discourses Relating to the Traditions and Usages of
the Scribes and Pharisees in Our Blessed Saviour Jesus Christ's Time (London, 1718). Two
volumes. Wotton (1666-1727) is reputed to have been among the most precocious of all English
children; supposedly undertaking foreign language translation at age 5 and attending
Cambridge University beginning at age 10; graduating at 13. His meost famous public
disputation was with Jonathan Swift’s patron, Sir William Temple, on the subject of ancient
and modern learning (cf.. Wotton’s Reflections (1694) and A Defence of the Reflections (1705).
Section ITT of Swift's The Tale of a Tub, the “Digression concerning critics,” is largely an attack
on Wotton. Swift took the wrong side of the dispute out of a desire to support his patron. Alas,
Wotton, and dozens of esgsential scholars like him, are nowadays seldom read. The extent of the
intellectual engagement of their age with first principles and the substance of things, puts our
manifest infatuation with symptoms and appearances to shame.
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them to distinctions much too subtle and obscure. Thus some rabbins say
that the morning prayer of the Shemah must be read at the time they can
distinguish blue from white; but another, more indulgent, insists that it may
be when we can distinguish blue from green! which latter colors are so near
akin as to require a stronger light. With the same remarkable acuteness in
distinguishing things, is their law respecting not touching fire on the
sabbath. Among those which are specified in this constitution, the rabbins
allow the minister to look over young children by lamplight, but he shall not
read himself. The minister is forbidden to read by lamplight, lest he should
trim his lamp...An evidence of that superstitious trifling for which the
Pharisees and the later Rabbing have been so justly reprobated.

“They were absurdly minute in the literal observance of their vows, and
as shamefully subtle in their artful evasion of them. The Pharisees could be
easy enough to themselves when convenient, and always as hard and
unrelenting as possible to all others. They quibbled and dissolved their oaths
with experienced casuistry...

"The Talmud contains a vast collection of stories, apologues and
jests..many display a...wildness of invention which sufficiently mark the
features of an eastern parent. Many extravagantly puerile were designed
merely to recreate their young students. When a rabbin was asked the reason
of so much nonsense, he replied that the ancients had a custom of introducing
music in their lectures, which accompaniment made them more agreeable;
but that not having musical instruments in the schools, the rabbins invented
these strange stories to arouse attention. This was ingeniously said; but they
make miserable work when they pretend to give mystical interpretations to
pure nonsense...

“Their detestation of Titus, their great conqueror, appears by the
following wild invention. After having narrated things too shameful to read,
of a prince whom Josephus describes in far different colors, they tell us that
on sea Titus tauntingly observed in a great storm that the God of the Jews
was only powerful on the water, and that therefore he had succeeded in
drowning Pharaoh and Sisera. ‘Had he been strong, he would have waged
war with me in Jerusalem.” On uttering this blasphemy, a voice from heaven
said, ‘Wicked man! I have a little creature in the world which shall wage war
with thee’ When Titus landed, a gnat entered his nostrils, and for seven
years together made holes in his brains. When his skull was opened, the gnat
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was found to be as large as a pigeon: the mouth of the gnat was of copper and
the claws of iron.

“...The whole creation in these rabbinical fancies is strangely gigantic and
vast. The works of eastern nations are full of these descriptions...Mountains
are hurled with all their woods with great ease and creatures start into
existence too terrible for our conceptions. The winged monster in the Arabian
Nights, called the Roc, is evidently one of the creatures of rabbinical fancy; it
would sometimes, when very hungry seize and fly away with an elephant.

“..What the manna was which fell in the wilderness has often been
disputed, and still is disputable: it was sufficient for the rabbing to have
found in the Bible that the taste of it was ‘as a wafer made with honey,” to
have raised their fancy to its pitch. They declare it was ‘like oil to children,
honey to old men, cakes to middle age.’

“It had every kind of taste except that of cucumbers, melons, garlic, and
onion, and leeks, for these were those Egyptian roots which the Israclites so
much regretted to have lost. This manna had, however, the quality to
accommodate itself to the palate of those who did not murmur in the
wilderness; and to these it became fish, flesh or fowl.

“The rabbins never advance an absurdity without quoting a text in
scripture; and to substantiate this fact they quote Deut. 11: 7, where it is
said, “Through this great wilderness, these forty years the Lord God hath
been with thee, and thou hast lacked nothing.’ St. Austin!®” repeats this
explanation of the rabbing that the faithful found in this manna the taste of
their favorite food!

“However, the Israelites could not have found all these benefits as the
rabbins tells us, for in Numbers 11:6 they exclaim, ‘There is nothing at all
besides this manna before our eyes!” They had just said that they remembered
the melons, cucumbers ete. which they had eaten so freely in Egypt.

One of the hyerboles of the rabbins is, that the manna fell in such
mountains that the kings of the east and the west beheld them; which they
found in a passage in the 23rd Psalm: ‘Thou preparest a table before me in
the presence of my enemies!” These may serve as

157 “St. Austin,” i.e, St. Augustine.
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specimens of the forced interpretations
on which their grotesque fables are
founded.” 158

In 1833 D’Israeli published The
Genius of Judaism in which “He is
quite explicit about his dislikes, about
the ‘infinite multiplicity of customs, of
gross superstitions, as ridiculous as
once were those of witcheraft, the mere
inventions of their Talmudical doctors
(that) are incorporated in their faith, in
their ceremonies and their daily
customs.” He questions the ‘dubious
Isaac D’IsratL: authority’ of the oral law, denounces
the parochialism and ‘barbarcus

disdain of all foreign learning...long the
haughty distinction of the Synagogue,’ and praises the Karaites, those
‘Jewish Protestants’ and their revolt against the tyranny of the
rabbis...Judaism has been totally corrupted by the ‘dictators of the human
intellect, the Rabbins...” 159

158 Isaac D'Israeli, Curiosities of Literature (London: Routledge, 1893), pp. 43; 45-48. First
published in 1791, the multiple-volume Curiosities underwent a more than half-century
metamorphosis, with 14 editions published up to 1849, a year after the author’s death.
D’Israeli (1766-1848) the only child of Sarah Syprut de Gabay Villa Real (whose mother,
Esther, was independently wealthy), and Benjamin D'Tsraeli, was born in London, a scion of a
dynasty of Venetian-Judaic merchants and, prior to the family's sojourn in Italy, a descendant
of Sephardic exiles from Spain. His father Benjamin Sr., a native of Italy, was one of the
founders of the London Stock Exchange. Isaac, who had no inclination toward commerce, was
schooled in London and Amsterdam. He studied the banned book of Eisenmenger (via
Stehelin’s edition), and his Judaic mother is said to have “detested” Judaism (Encycl. Brit.
[NY, 1910], vol. 3, p. 563). In 1802, Isaac married a Judaic woman, Maria Basevi, daughter of
the architect George Basevi. Upon the death of his father, Benjamin Sr., in 1816, Isaac
converted to the Church of England. Isaac's son, Benjamin “Disraeli” (1804-1881), the future
Prime Minister, was baptized at St. Andrew's church in Holborn, in the year he might
otherwise have been bar mitzvahed, July 31, 1817, a few months shy of his 13th birthday. At
Hughenden, England in 1868 Isaac’s eminent son and daughter-in-law, the Countess of
Beaconsfield, erected a monument to his memory. The Prime Minister, also an accomplished
writer, published an exhaustive edition of his father's writings, noting in the introduction that
“He was a complete literary character, a man who really passed his life in his library,” which is
as fine a tribute as can be.

159 David B. Ruderman, Jewish Enlightenment in an English Key (Princeton Univ. Press,
2000), pp. 132-133.
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Yet he was not “self-hating” — “D’Israeli...despite his bitter denunciation
of rabbinic Judaism...left room for a positive affiliation with his ancestral
heritage.” 180 I¥Israeli understood that Orthodox Judaism believes that the
Bible (Tanakh) is a code book in which the surface or plain literal meaning
(Ma’as’eh) is the least important of several layers of meaning. Orthodox
Judaism teaches that the text of the Bible, when taken literally, is in many, if
not most cases, misleading or even wrong.'®® Beneath the literal
representation of the Biblical texts, Judaism posits multiple layers of secret
meanings, beginning with three major gradations of meaning in ascending
order of importance: the Midrashic, or admonitory level, the Haggadic, or
allegorical level, and Sod, the level of secret gnosis, the repository of the
“truest and deepest meaning” which is the province only of the rabbinic sage.
The Zohar refers to the Tanakh as being both hidden and revealed, with the
majority hidden portion being the proprietary domain of the Judaic as
personified by the rabbi. It is in this vein that Judaism teaches that God
entrusted to Rabbi Shimon ben Yohai the secret truths of the Scriptures
(Zohar III, 287b-288a). Rabbi Shimon ben Yohai possesses a semi-divine
status as witnessed by his declaration, “I am beyond the jurisdiction of any
angel or judge in heaven.” (Zohar Hadash, Bereshit 18d-19a). Rabbi ben
Yohai is the sage who decreed “Even the best of the gentiles should all be
killed.” )

Judaism’s Fractured Version of Adam, Eve and the Garden

Examples of nullification of the Biblical text and the substitution of
rabbinic glosses for the Word of God are vast. For purposes of illustration, let
us start at the beginning. According to the rabbis, the plain meaning printed
in the Genesis text, when taken literally, is wrong. The rabbis teach that the
description in Genesis of Adam’s transgression — as having eaten the fruit of
the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil — is erroneous, and that the
Genesis text in actuality “conceals his true sin.” This rabbinic tradition is
presented gingerly and fleetingly in the commentary on Genesis 2: 16-17 in
The Jewish Study Bible: “Knowledge of good and bad may be a merism, a
figure of speech, in which polar opposites denotes a totality...” This is The
Jewish Study Bible’s veiled allusion to the Kabbalistic rabbinic teaching

160 Ibid., pp. 130 & 133,

161 Cf. Rabbi Moses ben Jacob of Coucy, introduction to Sefer Mitzvot Gadol (Munkacs, 1905);
Rabbi Immanuel Aboab, Nomologia (Amsterdam, 1727), 2:19.
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about the Genesis account of Adam and Eve; that is: this “figure of speech”
good and evil, i.e. “good and bad,” is a code for the Shekhinah and the Tiferet.
According to Judaism, without having access to the esoteric knowledge of the
rabbis, the Book of Genesis cannot be understood. The plain meaning can
only mislead. This exegetical principle of the necessity of rabbinic mediation
for comprehension of Scripture, and its certain misinterpretation without
such mediation, is applied throughout Judaism’s encounter with the Bible.
This is priestcraft.

“In the Zohar, the exact nature of Adam’s sin is a tightly guarded secret;
the Biblical account of the Garden story is seen as hiding the true
meaning.”%? Adam conversed with Rabbi Shimon ben Yohai; “Adam sat by
me and spoke to me and asked that his sin not be revealed to the whole
world, apart from what the Torah says of it, and that it should remain
concealed with the Tree of the Garden of Eden, But I told him that the
companions had already revealed it. And he said, ‘Whatever the companions
have revealed among themselves is good and proper, but not the rest of
mankind.” What is the reason for this? The Holy One, blessed be He, is
concerned for His own honor and does not wish to publicize Adam’s sin,
except in respect of the tree from which he ate. But the Holy One, blessed be
He, revealed it to me, by the Holy Spirit, and to the companions, so that they
might discuss it among themselves, but not to the younger companions or to
those who are still to come into the world.” (Zohar Hadash, Bereshit 18d-19a,
Midrash ha-Ne'elam).

The tightly guarded secret behind what true Christians believe to be the
literal truth of Genesis, but what is in fact, according to the rabbis a mere
Biblical “figure of speech” (the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil),
centers on the spirit-force persenified in Judaism as the goddess known as

162 The Zohar (Pritzker Edition), vol. I, p. 298.
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Shekinah.'®3 1t is the doctrine of Orthodox Judaism that, “Adam’s secret sin”
consisted of having divided the unity of the goddess Shekinah as she
inhabitated Eden with her supernatural male consort, the Tiferet. The unity
of the Shekhinah and the Tiferet that was formerly above duality (above good
and evil) in the “Ten Sefirot,” became, through Adam, a duality of polar
opposites, and the “knowledge” obtained by Adam in the Garden was sorcery.

The Babylonian Talmud claims that the forbidden tree in the Garden
from which Adam ate was a fig: “Rabbi Nehemiah holds that the tree of
which Adam ate was the fig tree” (BT Berakoth 40a). The Kabbalah teaches
that the leaves of this fig tree conveyed powers of sorcery and magic (Zohar
1:56b Bereshit). Consequently, in the rabbinic mind, the aprons worn by
Adam and Eve, being made from the leaves of the fig tree, were garments
that gave the wearers magical powers. These aprons made from fig leaves
had the power to give the bearer the ability to enjoy “the fruits of the world-
to-come” in the here-and-now. (BT Bava Metzia 114b). It is with this rabbinic
understanding that Freemasons and Mormons wear these aprons in their
own rituals.164

The Zohar states that by black magic Adam cut in half the divine unity
of the god and goddess. Adam was formerly a giant, but after his sin his
physical proportions were shrunk by God and “his erect stature diminished
by one hundred cubits.” (Zohar 1:53b). In the fertile rabbinic imagination,

163 “Her ways are delightful ways, her paths all lead to contentment. She is a tree of life for
those who hold fast to her...” Proverbs 3: 17-18. This passage extolling wisdom would seem,
superficially at least, to be a possible allusion to the rabbinic understanding of the secret
identity of the Edenic Tree of Knowledge as the female Shekhinah. The commentary on this
passage in the New Jerusalem Bible cites the text in Genesis which mentions the Tree
{Genegis 2:9). But is the “her” of Proverbs 3 a goddess, or rather the spirit of divine wisdom
that can be likened unto a woman filled with wisdom, the archetype of which is found in
Genesis 3:157 Proverbs 8 has more feminine metaphors personified as Wisdom, “.these
passages dealing with wisdom can be fittingly applied to the Lord Jesus since the New
Testament refers to him as Wisdom (Matt. 11:19; Luke 11:49; I Cor. 1:24,30; Coloss. 2:3)... The
Christian Church has consistently regarded this...as referring to Jesus Christ.” (William
MacDonald, Believer's Bible Commentary (1995) p. 811.

184 Cf. John L. Brooke, The Refirer's Fire: The Making of Mormon Cosmology (Cambridge
University Press, 1994) and Lance S. Owens, “Joseph Smith and Kabbalah: The Occult
Connection,” in Dialogue: A Journal of Mormon Thought, Fall 1994, Smith enraged his brother
Freemasons by incorporating secret Kabbalistic rituals in Mormon ceremonies. His occult
church was seen as a growing rival to masonic power. In Carthage, Illinois in 1844, he was
surrounded by a masonic mob (almost always described by establishment historians
generically, as simply “a mob”), and out of awareness of its masonic personnel, Smith made the
gesture of the masonic signal of distress, and shouted the code words, “Will no one help the
widow’s son?” Faithful to their orders however, his erstwhile masonic-assassin brethren killed
him on the spot. Cf. E. Cecil McGavin, Mormonism and Masonry (Bookeraft Publishers, 1956),
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most of the Book of Genesis, when taken literally, is misleading. In Zohar
1:36a Bereshit, an account is given of the temptation of Eve in Genesis 3: 4-6:
“Eat from it and you will really be like Elohim, knowing good and evil.” After
quoting this text, the Zohar reports that “Rabbi Yehudah said, This is not
what the serpent said. For if he had said, ‘With this tree the Blessed Holy
One created the world,” it would have been a correct statement. What the
serpent said was actually this: ‘The Blessed Holy One ate from this tree and
then created the world...Eat from it and you will be creating worlds.”

Tyranny and Priestcraft

The religion of Judaism’s delusions about the Scriptures spring from the
propagation of the legend of God having given His people an Oral Law. The
rabbinic account of how the Oral Law came to be accepted demonstrates that
in Judaic theology God ordains the rule of the rabbis over the people; and
that rabbinic rule is a heavy burden that is “accepted” by the people only
under threat of death. And who makes the death threat that compels Judaic
allegiance to the iron rule of the rabbis? Why, God Himself of course! “The
Chasam Sofer wonders why, after the people willingly accepted the Written
law they had to have the mountain held over their heads to induce them to
respond positively to accepting the Oral Law. He gives a penetrating
response which conveys a profound and timeless message. When Klal Yisrael
(the Judaic people) stood at Har Sinai, they decided to humble themselves
and accept the Torah from Hashem (God). But, when they were given the
Oral Law with its implication that they would now have to submit
themselves to the talmidei chachamim (Talmud scholars), who are also made
of the same flesh and blood as they, they reneged. They were not prepared to
humble themselves before the Torah leaders, who were also human beings.
Hashem lifted the mountain over their heads and said, ‘If you do not submit
yourself to the leadership of the gedolei Torah (high rabbinic leaders) of each
generation, then you will be buried here. If you do not humble yourself and
listen to their adjudication of the law, it is considered as if you were dead and
buried.” 165

“The sages invested their decrees with such authority and force as to
brand one who dare defy them as deserving of death” (BT Eruvin 21b;

165 Peninim ahl HaTorah: Parshas Yisro.



JUDAISM DISCOVERED 200 MICHAEL HOFFMAN

Berakhot 4b). “Lashes for transgressing a Rabbinic ordinance are
administered until the culprit relents or perishes.” (Rabbi Mendell Lewittes,
Jewish Law (Jacob Aronson, 1994, p. 95). Heresy is a death penalty offense
in Judaism and one Talmudic definition (cf. Sanhedrin 99B) of a heretic
(apikoros) is someone who disgraces a rabbi. Another definition of an apikoros

is someone who dares to even ask the question, “How do the rabbis benefit
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There is no freedom of conscience or right to dissent in Orthodox
Judaism. In 2003 the religious court of Agudath Israel and four other
rabbinic authorities!'®? issued proclamations forbidding Judaics from reading
the weekly Israeli newspaper Hashovua. Stores were also forbidden to sell it.
The rationale for the ban on Hashovua was stated in these proclamations
issued by the Gedolim: “This publication is reputed for...opposing the will and
negating the opinion of Gedolei Yisroel (the supreme rabbis)...the purpose of

186 The Steinsaltz Talmud, Volume XXI Tractate Sanhedrin Part VII [1999], p. 39.

167 Harav Nissim Karelitz —the Rosh Kollel of Chazon Ish: the Beis Din of Khal Machzikei
Hadas (Belz); the Beis Din of Viznhitz; and the Rabbonim of Ger.
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the proclamation is to address a dangerous virus that has started to infect
the fringes of our camp: the frightful phenomenon of irresponsible and
mischievous people taking matters into their own hands...From time
immemorial, every G-d fearing Jew subjected his personal and communal
affairs to the guidance of his Rav (rabbi), understanding the folly of following
the dictates of his own heart and mind...in addition to their remarkable
wisdom and experience, in addition to their scope and keen ingight, the
Gedolim are blessed with siyata dishmaya (divine inspiration), without which
it is impossible to lead and guide Kial Yisroel (the Judaic people) in the right
direction. Ignoring all this, and with reckless defiance, this editor flaunted
his insubordination to Gedolim...The purpose of the proclamation then is to
reiterate that G-d fearing Jews continue to seek and to cherish the invaluable
guidance they receive from their Gedolim, to demonstrate their unequivocal
loyalty to their leadership and counsel.” 168

If necessary, those who disobey the rulings of the rabbis (piskei din),
when issued by the beis din (rabbinic court), can be, as Rashi decreed,
tortured: leyasro beyissurin (“afflicted with suffering”). This is cited,
le’halacha, in BT Moed Katan 16b. How different is this from the western
ideal, as expressed by John Donne: “Would you know of a truth? Doubt, and
then you will inquire...As no man resolves of any thing wisely, firmly, safely,
of which he never doubted, never debated...”16?

The rabbinic literature advocating torture, is extensive but heavily
coded and concealed. Since much of the United States government’s federal
court system, especially since the War Between the States (1861-1865), has
grown increasingly Talmudic with the passage of time, it always instructive
to note the correspondence between the ever more cruel approach of the U.S.
federal government with regard to interrogation of suspects and captives, and
the cruelty of Talmudic law. For example, while the Bible has no provision for
prisons except to hold defendants awaiting trial or sentencing, or battle
captives during war time, the United States of America in the 21st century
has the most unscriptural prison system in the western world, one in which
the Founders’ Christian proscription against “cruel and unusual punishment”

168 “GGedolim Order Boycott of Hashavua,” Hamodia (Orthedox Judaic newspaper) 19 Adar
5763 (Feb, 21, 2003). p. 14.

169 Quoted in Martin Jarret-Kerr, Studies in Literature and Belief (London, 1954), p. 172; from
a copy in the library of Flannery O’Connor; this passage underlined by her.
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has been ignored and overthrown in favor of prisons where many inmates are
in 23-hour-a-day solitary confinement as a matter of course, or in some cases,
where a majority of the prison population are thus incarcerated (e.g.
Florence, Colorado), and where in other American penal institutions,
exposure of prisoners to assault and sodomite rape, as well as inadequate
nutrition and neglect of medical care, are the norm. Since this is nothing like
a Christian standard, and since even the prison systems of the mostly
agnostic European countries are superior to conditions in U.S. prisons, from
whence are the U.S. government’s inhumane penal practices derived? Rabbi
Moses Maimonides ruled in Hilchos Rotzei’ach 2:4-5, “If the king does not kill
them...beis din is nevertheless obligated to incarcerate them in stressful
circumstances for many years..in order to frighten and threaten other
transgressors.”
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Kitzur Shulchan Aruch: Classic Guide to Jewish Law
{Metsudah Publications, 1996) v. 2, pp. 988-989

The French historian Henri Daniel-Rops, in his seminal study of Christ
and the early Church, writes: “From the Talmudic definition of various ritual
observances we can see how well justified were the sarcasms of Jesus; for
instance it was forbidden to eat on the Sabbath day an egg of which the
greater part had been laid by a hen before a second star was visible in the
sky. On the sacred day it was as much a crime to crush a flea as to kill a
camel, although Rabbi Abba Saul conceded that one might gently squeeze the
flea and Rabbi Zamuel very broadmindedly allowed one to cut off its feet...
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“We can also see, in these rabbinical texts, their immeasurable contempt
for the common people, the peasants, the Am-ha-aretz, who did not enjoy the
privilege of knowing the Law. And we can understand how the Gospel, sown
among these untouchables, yielded such an immediate and mighty
harvest.”170

The Pharisaic condemnation of the Israelite peasant class may be found
in John 7:48-49: “Is there a single one of us rulers or Pharisees who believes
in him (Jesus)? No! But only this people that knoweth not the Law and are
accursed.” Israelite peasants were “regarded...as louts sunk in ritual
impurity,” and the Pharisee leader Hillel viewed them as sub-human: “a
churl without a conscience.” 171

According to the article titled “Am-ha-eretz” by S. Bialoblotzki in the
Jewish Encyclopedia, the common people of [srael “encountered only the most
brutal repulsion” from the Pharisees, but when they became Christians they
found “welcome and affection.” Persecution of Christian Israelites by
Pharisees of the first century entails not only the crucifixion of Jesus but
other murders, the most notorious being the stoning of Stephen, the
attempted murder of Paul and, according to Josephus, the judicial murder of
James the Just in the absence of the Roman governor.1™

Judaism is a counterfeit. To make any connection between a religion
which directly contradicts dJesus Christ’s own soclemn, admonitory
condemnation of man-made traditions, and the religion of the God of Israel, is
not only irrational and unscriptural, but an abomination.

If Judaism were simply —having rejected Christ — a corrupted variant
of the ancient religion of the Israelites, then Judaism would not have, over
the centuries, despised, reviled, denounced, persecuted, beaten and murdered
the Karaites (Kara'im, Bne Mikra: “People of the Scriptures”).

“The Jewish sects of the present day are...the Rabbis or Talmudists who
add to the written law all the traditions of the Talmud. They conceive that
the true sense of their scripture is only found in their oral traditions...They
hold the ancient Pharisees in high estimation; and tell us that that they were

170 Daniel-Rops, Jesus and His Times, translated from the French by Ruby Millar (Garden
City, NY: Image Books, 1958}, pp. 67-68.

171 Thid., Daniel-Rops, Jesus and His Times, p. 157.

172 Tn The Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, historian Edward Gibbon records little

known massacres perpetrated by Pharisees against Christians in the first centuries A.D., in
Egypt, Cyprus and Cyrene. See chapters 16 and 78.
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not a sect, but the whole mass of Jews...They insist that their character is not
fairly represented in the New Testament...They seem to inherit their self-
righteousness...The numerous fables, idle stories and otherwise strange
materials with which the (books of the) Talmud are stuffed, gave serious
offense to many judicious and well-meaning Jews, who were unwilling to
believe that such traditions could come from God, but who, notwithstanding,
did not allow their dissent to proceed to any breach or schism among them,
till about A.D. 750, when one arose from this, which continues to this day.
Anan, a Jew of Babylon, and Saul his son, then openly disclaimed and
condemned all traditions, excepting such only as agreed with the written
word of God. And as those who opposed them and adhered to the Talmud
were chiefly the rabbis and their scholars, that party was called the
Talmudists or Rabbinists; while the other, declaring for the Scripture alone,
which in the Babylonian language is called Kara, were thence called
Karaites...i.e. Scriptuarians...The Karaites are sometimes called Sadducees
by their opponents the Talmudic Jews, but very unjustly, for they agree with
them in nothing so much as rejecting the oral law...Collectively considered,
they (Karaites) are men of great learning, probity and virtue...” 173

Paul Johnson in his History of the Jews recounts how, in the 1100s, in
the walled Jewish ghetto in Constantinople there was an interior wall that
separated the thousands of followers of the religion of Judaism and its
Talmud from some five hundred anti-Talmudic, Bible-only Karaites.
According to Prof. Albert S. Lindemann of the University of California at
Santa Barbara, the Karaites are “...an ancient dissident Jewish sect that did
not recognize the Talmud. A few thousand of its followers survived in the
Caucasus area..the Tsarist regime recognized this distinctness and did not
apply anti-Jewish legislation to them.” 174

The Karaites are a tiny Judaic sect which attempts to understand and
follow the Old Testament without either the Talmud or Jesus: “...as early as
the eighth century of our era the authority of the Talmud was denied in favor
of Biblical supremacy by the sect of the Karaites.”'”>Anan ben David, founder
of the Karaites in the eighth century is said to have taught, “Search

73 Robert Adam, (op. cit.), pp. 54-56.

174 Esau’s Tears: Modern Anti-Semitism and the Rise of the Jews (NY: Cambridge Univ. Press,
1997), pp. 430-431.

175 The Catholic Encyclopedia (New York: Robert Appleton Co., 1912), vol. 8, p. 402,
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thoroughly in the Tanakh and do not rely on my opinion.” While the Karaites
possessed a “tradition,” it had the same status as tradition in the Christian
Church is supposed to have: nothing contained within it can contradict the
Bible. The Constantinople-based Karaite leader Eliyahu Basyatchi wrote in
the fifteenth century, “A rule in our tradition (sevel hayerushah) is that
{which} is shown to be wrong on the basis of the written text (Bible), will not
be accepted any more, for it is not considered as possessing divine
sanctity.” (Aderet Eliyahu, Seder Tefilah). 17

Yet the Karaites are hated and severely persecuted by the adherents of
Judaism. Why? Because Judaism is Talmudism, not Old Testament, and
those who revere the Old Testament teachings outside the prism of Talmud
are its hereditary enemies. A counterfeit cannot be said to be the heir to a
genuine article. Judaism, whether qualified as ancient or not, is totally alien
to the only Biblical religion on earth today, Christianity.

176 Under intense pressure from newly powerful rabbinic and Zionist constituencies, some
modern Karaites have adopted pro-Israeli and philo-Talmudic customs and appearances;
something which would have grieved their ancestors and which is virtually without precedent
in Karaisim. We attribute this tragic development to the near-total capitulation of
Churchianity and the West to Judaism.
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Traditions piled upon traditions

A page from the eleventh-century Talmud and Midrash gloss known as the
Sefer Aruch of Rabbi Nathan ben Yechiel Anav, reprinted in Basel in 1599 and
crammed with man-made traditions from North Africa and Babylonia, which were
frequently quoted by Nathan's contemporary, Rashi, Rabbi Nathan studied under
his father, the founder of the Yeshiva of Rome. Nathan himself founded a synagogue
there and among his conceits was the claim to have “traced his family back to the

scholars who were brought to Rome by Titus in 73 A.D” (cf. George Alexander
Kohut).
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The religion of the God of Israel is Christianity. It has no root in the
religion of Judaism, which is the religion of the Talmud. Judaism is not
simply a perversion, to some degree or other, of God’s original revelation to
the Hebrew nation. It is the very religion of abrogation of the Old Testament;
a diabolic counterfeit. Now, what fellowship hath darkness with light? None.
When Douglas Jones states, “Christianity ought to look and sound like
Judaism except when it explicitly claims to change something,” he is, no
doubt unconsciously and with good intentions, creating a link in the minds of
Christians between those observances practiced by Talmudic rabbis today
and the ancient religion of Israel. This is the fatal flaw in modern
Christianity. They pay some obeisance, whether small or great, to the
heinous hoax that there is a Biblical root to Judaism. Can it be said that
Christians who convert to Voodoo have a Christian root? Should we sit at the
feet of formerly Christian Voodoo practitioners in order to gain insight into
the Early Church? Do the followers of Christ who betray Him to follow
strange gods, be they Pan, Zoroaster or Voodoo, offer us some resonance of
Christian heritage to which we must pay honor or study? The answer is a
resounding no. These people turned their backs on their solemn vocavo, their
calling from God Himself. Heeding them in any way, except as wretched
failures to be pitied and prayed for, is a recipe for disaster. The Israelites who
apostasized to follow the new religion of Judaism and its strange gods —
Talmud, Kabbalah and self-worship — have no more claim on us than any
other idol-worshipper.

Strange Qualifications for Biblical Expertise

Roman Catholic Books of Fort Collins, Colorado is the publishing arm of
a Catholic organization that clings to the old Latin Tridentine Mass and the
Pope of Rome (as opposed to the growing corps of Tridentine Catholics who
regard the Pope as a public heretic and believe the “See of Peter” is vacant,
i.e. sede vacantist). In the spring of 2000, a four-page catalog of selections
from the Roman Catholic Books company appeared as an insert in the
flagship papist newspaper, The Wanderer. One of the items advertised in the
catalog was a reprint of The Nazarene, a book by Israel “Eugenio” Zolli, the
former chief rabbi of Rome, who converted to Catholicism. The story of Rabbi
Zolli has been blacked out by the establishment who seek to tar Pius XII with
a Nazi stigma. As Chief Rabbi of Rome during WWII, Zolli was able to judge
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Pius XII's actions under the Nazi occupation first hand. So impressed was
this rabbi with the pope’s rescue effort on behalf of [taly’s Judaic population,
that Rabbi Zolli converted to Catholicism in 1945 and changed his name from
Israel to Eugenio in honor of the pope (Pius XII was born Eugenio, his
surname was Pacelli). Zolli died in 1956.

In recommending the volume by Zolli, Roman Catholic Books stated:
“The years Zolli devoted to learning ancient languages and studying the
Torah, Talmud, Midrash and other sacred Jewish texts gave him an
advantage over Christian scholars. They came to Hebraic literature as
outsiders; but Zolli had lived and breathed the words of the prophets and
rabbis all his life. For this reason, Zolli’s book stands head and shoulders
above the innumerable Biblical commentaries.”

In this promotional statement for Zolli and his book we ohbserve the
calamitous notion that there is some Biblical expertise and heritage worthy of
our approbation in Judaism, in deference to its scholars who have “an
advantage over Christian scholars” in the field of Bible study. The
predominance of the faulty idea that Judaism is the root of Christianity, is
responsible for much of the paralysis and impotence in the Church today.
Prof. Shahak and Prof. Norton Mezvinsky of Connecticut State University
write: “The Bible anyway is not the book that primarily determines the
practices and doctrines of Orthodox Jews. The most fundamentalist Orthodox
Jews are largely ignorant of major parts of the Bible and know some parts
only through commentaries that distort meaning...Judaism, as it came to be
known, did not exist during the biblical period.”'’” The group “Roman
Catholic Books” does not seem to grasp the fact that no other religion
prepares one for the study, and more importantly the true understanding of
the Bible, than Christianity. It is one thing to suggest that a lifelong facility
with Hebrew is a significant aid to Bible exegesis. One may obtain such
facility through diligent language study from an early age, so the advantage
is not one of religion but of precocity and pedagogy. It is quite another matter
however, to claim that immersion in the Talmud and Midrash gives a
Talmud-follower a theological advantage over Christian scholars who base
their study of God’s Word solely on the Old and New Testament and the
Early Church. To make such a claim is to actually say that being familiar

177 Shahak and Mezvinsky, Jewish Fundamentalism in Israel, p. 2.
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with a huge compendium of the lies and fantasies of men is an advantage
over a researcher who has hewed to God’s Word, and to the scholarship of
those Christian exegetes who expound the Bible in faithful submission to its
divine authority. Superstition, goddess-worship, reincarnation and idolatry
incontrovertibly comprise the under-publicized, formative core of Judaism's
oral traditions, and have exerted a profound influence on the rabbis since
their sojourn in Babylon eighteen hundred years ago. Everything these
soothsayers touch, from the Old Testament to the Christian ecclesia, they
pervert. Yet “Christian” leaders and organizations continue to bow down
before them in awe.

Like the Talmud, the Midrash upholds the rabbinic fallacy that the
Bible is deficient and incomplete; that it requires the intervention of
Midrashic traditions concocted between 400 and 1200 A.D. to be understood.
Barry W. Holtz, Professor at the Jewish Theological Seminary of America and
director of the seminary’s Melton Research Center states: “The Bible is loath
to tell us the motivations, feelings, or thoughts of characters. Rarely giving us
descriptive details either of people or places, it is composed in a stark,
uncompromising style. Hence, in the laconic style of the Bible, we find one
significant cause of the necessity of Midrash. Midrash comes to fill the gaps,
to tell us the details the Bible teasingly leaves out: what did Isaac think as
his father took him to be sacrificed? The Bible doesn’t tell us, but Midrash
fills it in with rich and varied descriptions. Why did Cain kill Abel? Once
again the Bible is silent, but Midrash is filled with explanation. How tall was
Adam when he walked in the Garden? Look to the midrashic materials, not
the Bible for such details... Where the Bible is mysterious and silent, Midrash
comes to unravel the mystery...the Bible often states matters of law without
clarification or detail...Observant Jews today keep separate dishes for milk
and meat, but where is that outlined in the Bible? Nowhere, in fact. It was
the Midrash of rabbinic Judaism, legal Midrash, that defined the laws.” 178

The Catholic publishing company that recommends Zolli’s book because
the author steeped himself for decades in the impostures and charlantry of
rabbinic tradition, can only be ignorant of the actual character and content of
the Talmud and the Midrash. Presbyterian theologian Douglas Jones
associates ancient Israel with Judaism, further compounding the oxymoronic

178 Barry W. Holtz, “Midrash,” Back to the Sources: Reading the Classic Jewish Texts, (op. cit.),
pp- 180-181.
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myth of a Judeo-Christian tradition. For modern Protestantism to announce
that Abraham is the father of Judaism end Christianity is to proclaim him
the father of the Pharisees, and their tradition of the elders, contradicting the
very heart of what Jesus proclaimed to the Pharisees in the book of John,
chapter 8.

According to the Oxford English Dictionary, Christendom existed for
1494 years before this term Judaism was even coined in English, yet
modernist Christians assign this name to the ancient Israelite religion of
Yahweh. “Well, okay, so what?” might be the sloppy, slothful modern reply.
“It’s just a word.” But as William N. Grimstad states in Talk About Hate, “We
need to get to the bottom of the fact that ninety percent of what is
haywire...has to do not with water pollution or air pollution but with word
pollution.” Indeed, the misuse of words in this digital media/infotainment age
has repercussions far beyond the realm of the academic. Precision is of crucial
importance and the failure to select the accurate word or term for a thing can
mislead whole nations for generations. The substitution of Judaism for
Israelite is perhaps one of the most spectacular examples of this detrimental
process in action. Let us say, for the sake of argument, that Presbyterian
leader Douglas Jones had written, “Today, we so often think of the Israelites
and the Christians as two distinct religions, almost like Buddhism and Islam.
But early Christianity never saw itself in that way. The earliest Christians
saw themselves as faithful Israelites simply following Yahweh’s teachings. In
fact, the first main dispute in the Christian church was whether non-
Israelites, the Gentiles, could even be a part of Christianity!”

Had Jones written the preceding there would be no argument, because
the names Israelite and Yahweh are direct and historically accurate
representations of the people, beliefs and deity of the Old Testament creed. In
fact, these accurate descriptive terms were in general use by Christian
writers, scholars and theologians for centuries before the dawn of the modern
period and the commensurate enormous pressure on the Church to pay
homage to counterfeit Israel--carnal Israel, to use Augustine’s term--a
religion of ever-increasing dead ritual and occult superstition from the first
century A.I). onward.

According to one of the leading orthodox rabbis and Jewish scholars in
America, Jacob Neusner: “This book introduces the structure and the
functioning system of Rabbinic Judaism...the particular religious system set
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forth by sages, or ‘rabbis’ who flourished in the first six centuries C.E. This
same Judaism is also called ‘talmudic’ because its main statement is set forth
by the Talmud of Babylonia...” 17 Rabbi Neusner refers to a “Rabbinic
Judaism.” He indicates that it arose in Babylon during the centuries after
Christ was crucified. Rabbi Neusner further notes that “rabbinic literature
took shape during the nascent and formative age of Christianity.” He calls
Christianity: “...a challenge that had to be met, for Christianity appealed to
the same authoritative writings, the Hebrew scriptures of ancient Israel, that
this Judaism formulated in its way.” 8®Notice the delineation Neusner makes
between the ancient Hebrew scriptures and the rabbinic literature. They are
quite patently not the same! The former is the ancient root of Christianity.
The latter, formulated after Christ’s incarnation and crucifixion, is the
modern root of Judaism.

A Closer Look at “Rabbinic Literature”

Let us take a closer look at this formative “rabbinic literature.” It is
formative because it, and not the Old Testament, is the foundation stone of
Judaism. The tradition of the elders condemned by Christ in Mark 7 and
Matthew 15 was an oral gnosis that preserved the thinking behind the
idolatry and the apostasy of the Israelites who had worshipped the Golden
calf and fed their children to Molech. It was an undercurrent of corruption
ever-threatening to boil upward and become institutionalized into a formal
and competing religion, by being committed to writing. The boiling point of
corruption was reached after the Pharisaic Jewish leadership rejected the
Messiah. Having rejected the Biblical Messiah, they were guilty of having
perpetrated an enormous, indeed a cosmic crime against God’s law, His
prophecies and prophets. As a result of the corrupting effects of this epochal
transgression, they began to commit their oral traditions to writing,
beginning with the Mishnah. Rabbi Neusner admits that: “The Mishnah
certainly is the first document of rabbinic Judaism. Formally, it stands at the
center of the system, since the principal subsequent rabbinic documents, the
Talmuds, lay themselves out as if they were exegeses of Mishnah...” 18!

178 Jacob Neusner, Rabbinic Judaism op. cit.), p. vii.
180 Thid. p. viii.

181 Thid. p. 22.
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Not the Book of Genesis, not the Pentateuch, but the Mishnah is the
“first document” of Judaism, standing at the “center of the system.” How can
it be said that Judaism represents the teaching of Moses, when the Bible is
not the center of the system? Is this what Moses taught? It may come as a
shock to learn, as we demonstrated from the outset of this writing, that the
rabbis are conscious of their monumental fraud and they privately admit
among themselves that their system has no basis in Moses. In a cryptic
passage from a book of the Kabbalah (Tikkunei Zohar 1:27b), buried within a
double-entendre, is a reference to the Mishnah actually being “the burial
place of Moses.” The rabbinic authors of the Mishnah admit to each other
that their teachings and laws have “scant scriptural basis™

It was already stated in an ancient Mishna that ‘The laws
concerning the Sabbath, Festal-offerings and acts of trespass are as
mountains hanging by a hair, for they have scant Scriptural basis
but many laws’ (M. Hagiga i, 8).

“Scant Seriptural basis” for Judaism’s laws

Equally revealing is the title of Susan Handelman’s book about the
Talmud: The Slayers of Moses: The Emergence of Rabbinic Interpretation in
Modern Literary Theory (State University of New York, 1982). “Don’t bother
me with the facts,” seems to be the reaction of the priests, bishops, popes and
Protestant ministers and preachers who continue to insist that Judaism is a
Biblical religion. These mercenary clergy gain worldly power and prestige
from being seen as pro-rabbinic. They dare not sacrifice their worldly perks
for something as unimportant as the truth! How has our understanding of
Judaism been so fundamentally distorted? How has so great a fraud been
perpetrated as the claim that Judaism is based on the Bible, when Judaism
actually began with the Talmud of Babylon? First we must consider the
mercenary motivation (along with the love of power) of the ministers and
priests of Churchianity: “...religion has always been a foundation for men to
build a profitable trade upon; that is, men of selfish views have made it
subservient to the purposes of worldly power, wealth and grandeur to
themselves; and these I call the interested in religion...And though the
professed design of the interested in religion is to secure to others the favor of
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God, and their happiness in another world: yet the real design, and what they
steadily pursue, is their own power and wealth, and every other advantage
which they can possibly gain, or secure to themselves in this.” 182

For an ambitious young clergyman with oratorical and business skills,
at the price of falling prostrate before Satan, who from Nimrod’s time has
sought and gained world power, he becomes an American-Israeli advocate
and activist from the pulpit, beginning a career that will sail on the winds of
the spirit of the age, with all doors open to him. If he is a master of glib patter
and waving the Bible in the air while the Las Vegas-style lounge act
masquerading as sacred music backs up his patter, he may make it all the
way to the top, as Jerry Falwell, Pat Robertson, Paula White and Tim
LaHaye have done. A minister of the Gospel who tells the truth about
Judaism in the church, however, is likely to be run out of it, or fated to
pastoring a shrinking congregation under constant attack by the media and
heresy-hunting “human rights watchdog” groups. For most young clergymen,
in spite of whatever their convictions may be, the choice is a no-brainer:
theyll shill for the rabbis and the Israeli generals every time, thereby
obtaining an opportunity at raking in fame and fortune.

“No science can better convince us of the divinity of Christ
than magic and Kabbalah.”

Another part of the answer may be found in the fact that Judaism began
to infiltrate the Roman Catholic Church in earnest and contributed as well to
the rise of certain major denominations of Protestantism, thanks to a myth
which gained cachet during the Renaissance. The nature of this deliberately-
planted disinformation was that the religion of Judaism was the Biblical
religion par excellence and that for a Christian intellectual or spiritual seeker
to truly know the Old Testament it was necessary to in some degree consult a
rabbi. The occult infiltration of the Church was well under way by the
fifteenth century when the hermetic, Neo-Platonic school of so-called
“Christian Kabbalists” led by Pico della Mirandola, circulated the Kabbalistic
theses in Rome, whose central theme was that “No science can better
convince us of the divinity of Christ than magic and Kabbalah.”

182 Thomas Chubb, The True Gospel of Jesus Christ Asserted (London, 1738}, pp. 132-133.
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Rabbi Ben Zion Bokser claims that “Pope Sixtus IV was so delighted
with his (Pico’s) work that he urged him to translate Cabbalistic texts into
Latin for the use of divinity students” (The Maharal, 1994, p. 11). Pico was
followed in 1517 by Johannes Reuchlin, whose De Arte Cabalistica put
gematria (the rabbinic numerological system), to use in Bible study; by the
Franciscan monk Francesco Giorgi’s 15625 tribute to the Zohar, De Harmonia
mundi and Cornelius Agrippa’s De Occulta Philosophia of 1531; all these
culminated in the 1564 occult masterwork, Monas hieroglyphica by the
reigning figure of Protestant occultism, the mathematician Dr. John “007”
Dee, the founder of Freemasonry and the idea of British Empire. In modern
times, the hysteria whipped up around the concepts of “antisemitism” and
“The Holocaust,” cause frightened and guilt-laden gentiles and Christians to
halt almost all critical inquiry into the claim that the creed of the religion of
Judaism is synonymous with the Old Testament. To view that claim with
skepticism has become a thought-crime, an exercise in heinous
“antisemitism” that will “f not checked,” inevitably lead to another
“Holocaust.” By this impressively effective intimidation device, the hoax that
Judaism was the Biblical religion, is validated and given near-universal
cachet. But scared rabbits do not make for good scholars or good Christians,
as William Scott Green of the University of Rochester, a contributor to Rabbi
Neusner’s Rabbinic Judaism book, makes plain:

“It is commonplace to classify Rabbinic Judaism as a...religion in which
practice and belief derive from the study and interpretation of
Scripture...The...model depicts Rabbinic Judaism as an...exegetical
development out of Scripture itself..The model makes reading and
interpreting the Bible the quintessential rabbinic activities...Rabbinic
Judaism emerges as Bible-centered —the Bible read, the Bible studied, the
Bible interpreted, the Bible ‘put inte practice’...Indeed the picture of...rabbis
as Bible readers expounding their religion out of Scripture has a powerful
intuitive plausibility in a culture in which religion is conceived largely in
Protestant terms...’

But, the “model...blocks our perception of the particularities of rabbinic
culture...the rabbis’ interest in Scripture was hardly comprehensive, and vast
segments of it, including much of prophecy and the Deuteronomic history,
escaped their interpretation...Scripture neither determined the agenda nor
provided the ubiquitous focus of rabbinic literary activity and
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imagination...substantial portions of rabbinic teaching--for example, on
matters as basic and important as Sabbath observance--have scant Scriptural
support. (The) complex of rabbinically ordained practices...including most of
the rules for the treatment of Scripture itself--do not derive from Scripture at
all. Rabbinism’s initial concern was the elaboration and refinement of its own
system. Attaching the system to Scripture was secondary. It therefore is
misleading to depict Rabbinic Judaism primarily as the consequence of an
exegetical process or the organic unfolding of Scripture. Rather, rabbinism
began as the work of a small, ambitious, and homogenous group of pseudo-
priests... By the third century, (A.D.) the rabbis expressed their self-
conception in the ideology of ‘oral Torah, which held that a comprehensive
body of teachings and practices (halakot) not included in Scripture had been
given by God and through Moses only to the rabbinic establishment.” 183

Green gives the origin of Judaism as 70 A.D (although he substitutes for
Judaism the word rabbinism}: “...it helps to remember that rabbinism’s initial
catalyst was neither the canonization of the Hebrew Bible nor readerly
research of Scripture but the demise of the Second Temple...18¢

Judaism is the product of a “small, ambitious, and homogenous group of
pseudo-priests...” The Talmud, beginning with the Mishnah, is the chief
Seripture of the religion of Judaism. The great, Pharisaic “sages of blessed
memory” decree this themselves in the Talmud. From the Talmud, Shabbat
15¢ and Baba Metzia 33A, comes the three propositions of the revered,
Gentile-hating Rabbi Shimon ben Yohai, one of the most honored of all
“sages.” Yohai wrote:

A. “He who occupies himself with Scripture gains merit that is no merit.

B. “He who occupies himself with Mishnah gains merit for which people
receive a reward.

C. “He who occupies himself with Talmud--there is no source of merit
greater than this.”

What part of the preceding unimpeachable statement from the supreme
holy book of Judaism do gentiles and Christians not understand? Old

183 Rabbinic Judaism by Jacob Neusner with a contribution by William Scott Green, pp. 31-34,
(op. cit.).

184 Thid.
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Testament study is denigrated in Judaism unless it is viewed through the
distorting prism of Talmud. This is what Jesus Christ stated in Mark
chapter 7 about the oral tradition of the elders that became the Talmud when
it was written down, it makes the Bible of “none effect.” Judaism is the
religion of the tradition of the elders and the nullification of the Old
Testament, exactly as Jesus Christ stated, yet his bold words of truth are so
politically incorrect in our current Talmudic age that, “for fear of the Jews,”
every somersault must be turned by those who claim to be His followers
today, in order to blot out Christ’'s own words of warning, and conform
instead to the iron dogma that the adherents of Judaism are the “People of
the Book.” Indeed they are, but that book is not the Old Testament
Scriptures, it is the Babylonian Talmud. Baruch Maoz is an Israeli citizen, a
veteran of the Israeli military and a convert to Christianity. He gives the
following testimony concerning claims of the existence of a “Biblically
consistent Judaism”™ “There simply is no such thing. Judaism is not Jewish;
it is in many instances a direct contradiction of Biblical teaching. The truth is
that the rabbis hijacked Jewish national identity 2,000 years ago, when the
Temple was destroyed...Rather than being reliable guides to an
understanding of the Torah...they are blind leaders of the blind.”

“Study of Bible is an accomplishment, yet not an accomplishment; but
the study of Oral Law, there is no greater accomplishment then this.”
BT Baba Metzia 33a

“At the end of the previous century, the Mirrer Yeshiva’s Mashgiach
Ruchani brought a student to the Rosh Yeshiva for disciplining. After
hearing the charges, the Rosh Yeshiva slapped the hapless pupil in front of
the student body. He (the student) had habitually assembled other students
for the purpose of studying Bible between afternoon and evening prayers.
Although extreme, this anecdote illustrates the paradoxical relationship that
exists between the Bible and those who claim to be its true practitioners. Ask
the average yeshiva student to..learn iti..He’ll hem and haw, and make a
vague promise to make time someday. He definitely wouldn't learn it in
yeshiva, where Talmud studies prevails. The Netziv once said that his
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students knew the Bible through the Talmud, and knew the Talmud through
the Ketzot’ 18

“...Pirkei Avot (5:24) explicitly states, ‘a five year old should study Bible,
a ten year old should study Mishnah, and a fifteen year old should study
Gemara.’ Variations on this statement appear throughout the Talmud and
Midrashim. Maimonides in Hilchot Talmud Torah (1:11) rules: A person
should divide his time in learning: a third for Bible, and third for the Oral
Law (Mishnah), and a third for Gemara (Talmud). Y.D. 246:4 rules similarly.
However, this doesn't validate Bible study in Judaism as an independent
discipline. Tractate Sofrim (16:9) states: One who toils in Talmud will
progress. But one should not pass over Scripture and Mishnah to concentrate
on the Talmud; instead, he should study Scripture and Mishnah in order to
understand Talmud. Maimonides halacha codifies this trend (1:12): “The
above applies in the early stages of a person's study. However, when a
person increases his knowledge and does not have the need to read the
Written Law, or occupy himself with the Oral Law constantly, he should
study the Written Law and the oral tradition at designated times. Thus, he
will not forget any aspect of the laws of the Torah. However, he should focus
his attention on the Gemara alone for his entire life, according to his desire
and ability to concentrate.” 186

Notice the dissimulation mechanism. Why does Maimonides shift from
allotting equal time between the sacred texts, to emphasizing Talmud
(Gemara) almost exclusively? This allows for an ingenious loophole: the Bible
is studied by reading —not the Bible— but the Talmud! “The Lechem
Mishnah states that this ruling explains the common practice of devoting the
majority of one's energies to Gemara, despite the injunction to study all three
areas equally. Similarly, R. Yosef Karo, in his glosses to the Mishneh Torah,
suggests that time was the guiding factor — realistically, Talmud studies
require more time, Rabbeinu Tam (Tos. Kiddushin 30a) offers a different
solution. The Gemara (BT San. 24a) describes the Babylonian Talmud as
encompassing all areas of Torah. Therefore, Rabbeinu Tam suggests that a
person fulfill his requirement to study Torah through Gemara studies

185 Ketzot (HaChoshen) is one of the major commentaries on Shulchan Oruch Chaoshen
Mishpat.

186 Ya’akov Beasley, Bibie Study in the Yeshiva Curriculum: A Halachic, Historical, and
Ideclogical Querview www.atid.org/journalfjournal98/defaultl.asp (emphasis supplied).
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alone...the Siftei Cohen responded (245:5): ‘But I maintain that the practices
of Israel (to teach children only Gemara) are like Torah; for have not the
Tosafot written, as has the Semag. . . that we can find support for our custom
in the statement that the Babylonian Talmud. . . is a mixture of Scripture,
Mishnah, and Talmud, so he need not allocate a third of his time to Scripture
if he studies the Talmud.

“The vast majority of halachic works emphasize the importance of
Talmud study over Bible study. What created this imbalance? Talmudic
sources openly accentuate the oral tradition’s central importance in Judaism.
‘The Covenant between G-d and B'nei Yisrael was not formed except over the
Oral Law (BT Gittin 61a). To some, the Talmud represents the unique
relationship that the Jew shares with his Maker. R. Yitzchak from Corville
wrote: ‘Don’t think that the essential section of the Torah is the Written Law.
Only over the Oral Law did G-d establish his covenant with us’...R. Shlomo
ben Mordechai from Merezich, a 16th century student of R. Shlomo Luria,
expressed most chauvinistically these sentiments: ‘“The true future salvation
from Gog and Magog will only come about through the merit of Talmud
study, for Talmud study leads to saintliness and purity...while Bible study
does not even produce righteousness...Even a little Talmud study creates
more fear of Heaven than much Bible study...I swear by my life, they (Bible
scholars) do not even know how to put tefillin 1%7 on correctly...’

“Hold back your children from higayon”

“This emphasis on Talmud studies, both as a practical source of halacha
and a symbolic source of Jewish uniqueness, nearly extinguished Bible
studies from the yeshiva...other sources were interpreted to explicitly warn
against Bible study. Rabbi Eliezer ben Hyrkanus warned his students, ‘hold
back your children from ‘higayon’ (B'rachot 28b). Rashi explains ‘higayon’ to
mean ‘excessive Bible study that attracts one too much.’ This identification of
‘higayor’ with Bible study dates back to the Gaonim. Sefer Yuchsin wrote
(quoting R. Zemach ben Platoi Gaon), ‘Hold back your children from ‘higayon’
—from studying the Bible, for it leads to heresies.’ The fear that Bible studies
could lead to heresy already existed in Tannaitic times...

187 Phylacteries,
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“Rashi explained the danger differently; due to its attractiveness, Bible
study distracts a person from serious Gemara study. The Mishnah states
(Shabbat 115a) that ‘We do not read from the Writings, since it leads to the
nullification of the Beit Midrash.” Rashi, quoting his teacher R. Yitzchak
halLevi, explains: ‘..since Bible study is more attractive to people, and
Shabbat was utilized to give sermons (halachic guidance and explanations) to
the people...it is better for them to hear (the sermons) then to read from the
Writings.’

“What were the historical factors that caused the People of the Book to
abandon it? In the Babylonian yeshivot, Bible study had a respected place,
even though Talmud study was the central focus. Despite this, we
occagionally find Amoraim who were unfamiliar with Biblical verses. The
Machzor Vitri justifies this deficiency: ‘Since poverty and want spread (to the
scholars), forcing them to support themselves, they could not afford to devote
a third of their time to Bible study. They had to rely on the statement that
the study of Talmud encompasses all disciplines. However, regular Bible
instruction continued into the ninth century, until the schism with the
Karaites. For the first time, outside conflicts led to Bible study being
diminished. The fear of potential heresies affected major curricular changes
in the yeshivot. With the Karaites trumpeting their ‘unadulterated’ Bible,
unencumbered by Rabbinic commentaries and traditions, the Gaonic yeshivot
reduced their emphasis on Bible study. Bible teachers were warned not to
teach the text's simple meaning...Later sources even warn against Bible
teachers as a ‘source of apostasy.’...Indirect evidence for this sorry state came
from a polemic written by Pope Gregory IX. As an addendum to an order to
confiscate and burn Talmudic manuscripts, he mentioned that the Jews in
his realm avoid Bible study, for fear that ‘it would attract them to that
strange law (Christianity).’

“Apparently, when preservation of the Talmud and halachic system
were at stake, the community's heads preferred practical Talmudic
knowledge at the expense of Bible scholarship. This rationale was offered by
the 17th century Italian, Rabbi Yehudah Ashael Matov: “There is room to find
justification for the Ashkenazic community and their leaders, why a people so
wise and penetrating are pathetically ignorant of Bible, grammar. . . their
limitations are their perfections, for they were able to engage in in-depth
study {(Gemara) in the time that they could have utilized for Bi