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New York Times: Tablet Ignites Debate about the Messiah - posted by ccchhhrrriiisss (), on: 2008/7/5 17:32
Here is a headline that will appear in tomorrowÂ’s edition of the NEW YORK TIMES. It regards an ancient inscription fo
und upon a tablet. It is certainly not scriptural, but it mentions the idea that the Messiah would die and rise again three d
ays later. Personally, I think that it shows that there were other Jews who thought that the Messiah would die and rise a
gain (which serves to repudiate the notion that such a concept was created posthumously by Christians following the de
ath of Christ). IÂ’m not sure what to make of the story, but I can imagine that somehow, the TIMES will turn this into an
attack upon the authenticity of the Christian faith. - Chris
Tablet Ignites Debate on Messiah and Resurrection
By (http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/b/ethan_bronner/index.html?inlinenyt-per) ETHAN BRO
NNER
NEW YORK TIMES
July 6, 2008
JERUSALEM Â— A three-foot-tall tablet with 87 lines of Hebrew that scholars believe dates from the decades just befor
e the birth of Jesus is causing a quiet stir in biblical and archaeological circles, especially because it may speak of a mes
siah who will rise from the dead after three days.
If such a messianic description really is there, it will contribute to a developing re-evaluation of both popular and scholarl
y views of Jesus, since it suggests that the story of his death and resurrection was not unique but part of a recognized J
ewish tradition at the time.
The tablet, probably found near the Dead Sea in Jordan according to some scholars who have studied it, is a rare exam
ple of a stone with ink writings from that era Â— in essence, a Dead Sea Scroll on stone.
It is written, not engraved, across two neat columns, similar to columns in a Torah. But the stone is broken, and some of
the text is faded, meaning that much of what it says is open to debate.
Still, its authenticity has so far faced no challenge, so its role in helping to understand the roots of Christianity in the dev
astating political crisis faced by the Jews of the time seems likely to increase.
Daniel Boyarin, a professor of Talmudic culture at the University of California at Berkeley, said that the stone was part of
a growing body of evidence suggesting that Jesus could be best understood through a close reading of the Jewish histor
y of his day.
Â“Some Christians will find it shocking Â— a challenge to the uniqueness of their theology Â— while others will be comf
orted by the idea of it being a traditional part of Judaism,Â” Mr. Boyarin said.
Given the highly charged atmosphere surrounding all Jesus-era artifacts and writings, both in the general public and in t
he fractured and fiercely competitive scholarly community, as well as the concern over forgery and charlatanism, it will pr
obably be some time before the tabletÂ’s contribution is fully assessed. It has been around 60 years since the Dead Sea
Scrolls were uncovered, and they continue to generate enormous controversy regarding their authors and meaning.
The scrolls, documents found in the Qumran caves of the West Bank, contain some of the only known surviving copies o
f biblical writings from before the first century A.D. In addition to quoting from key books of the Bible, the scrolls describe
a variety of practices and beliefs of a Jewish sect at the time of Jesus.
How representative the descriptions are and what they tell us about the era are still strongly debated.
For example, a question that arises is whether the authors of the scrolls were members of a monastic sect or in fact mai
nstream. A conference marking 60 years since the discovery of the scrolls will begin on Sunday at the Israel Museum in
Jerusalem, where the stone, and the debate over whether it speaks of a resurrected messiah, as one iconoclastic schola
r believes, also will be discussed.
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Oddly, the stone is not really a new discovery. It was found about a decade ago and bought from a Jordanian antiquities
dealer by an Israeli-Swiss collector who kept it in his Zurich home. When an Israeli scholar examined it closely a few yea
rs ago and wrote a paper on it last year, interest began to rise. There is now a spate of scholarly articles on the stone, wi
th several due to be published in the coming months.
Â“I couldnÂ’t make much out of it when I got it,Â” said David Jeselsohn, the owner, who is himself an expert in antiquitie
s. Â“I didnÂ’t realize how significant it was until I showed it to Ada Yardeni, who specializes in Hebrew writing, a few yea
rs ago. She was overwhelmed. Â‘You have got a Dead Sea Scroll on stone,Â’ she told me.Â”
Much of the text, a vision of the apocalypse transmitted by the angel Gabriel, draws on the Old Testament, especially th
e prophets Daniel, Zechariah and Haggai.
Ms. Yardeni, who analyzed the stone along with Binyamin Elitzur, is an expert on Hebrew script, especially of the era of
King Herod, who died in 4 B.C. The two of them published a long analysis of the stone more than a year ago in Cathedr
a, a Hebrew-language quarterly devoted to the history and archaeology of Israel, and said that, based on the shape of th
e script and the language, the text dated from the late first century B.C.
A chemical examination by Yuval Goren, a professor of archaeology at Tel Aviv University who specializes in the verifica
tion of ancient artifacts, has been submitted to a peer-review journal. He declined to give details of his analysis until publ
ication, but he said that he knew of no reason to doubt the stoneÂ’s authenticity.
It was in Cathedra that Israel Knohl, an iconoclastic professor of Bible studies at Hebrew University in Jerusalem, first he
ard of the stone, which Ms. Yardeni and Mr. Elitzur dubbed Â“GabrielÂ’s Revelation,Â” also the title of their article. Mr. K
nohl posited in a book published in 2000 the idea of a suffering messiah before Jesus, using a variety of rabbinic and ea
rly apocalyptic literature as well as the Dead Sea Scrolls. But his theory did not shake the world of Christology as he had
hoped, partly because he had no textual evidence from before Jesus.
When he read Â“GabrielÂ’s Revelation,Â” he said, he believed he saw what he needed to solidify his thesis, and he has
published his argument in the latest issue of The Journal of Religion.
Mr. Knohl is part of a larger scholarly movement that focuses on the political atmosphere in JesusÂ’ day as an important
explanation of that eraÂ’s messianic spirit. As he notes, after the death of Herod, Jewish rebels sought to throw off the y
oke of the Rome-supported monarchy, so the rise of a major Jewish independence fighter could take on messianic overt
ones.
In Mr. KnohlÂ’s interpretation, the specific messianic figure embodied on the stone could be a man named Simon who w
as slain by a commander in the Herodian army, according to the first-century historian Josephus. The writers of the ston
eÂ’s passages were probably SimonÂ’s followers, Mr. Knohl contends.
The slaying of Simon, or any case of the suffering messiah, is seen as a necessary step toward national salvation, he sa
ys, pointing to lines 19 through 21 of the tablet Â— Â“In three days you will know that evil will be defeated by justiceÂ” Â
— and other lines that speak of blood and slaughter as pathways to justice.
To make his case about the importance of the stone, Mr. Knohl focuses especially on line 80, which begins clearly with t
he words Â“LÂ’shloshet yamin,Â” meaning Â“in three days.Â” The next word of the line was deemed partially illegible by
Ms. Yardeni and Mr. Elitzur, but Mr. Knohl, who is an expert on the language of the Bible and Talmud, says the word is
Â“hayeh,Â” or Â“liveÂ” in the imperative. It has an unusual spelling, but it is one in keeping with the era.
Two more hard-to-read words come later, and Mr. Knohl said he believed that he had deciphered them as well, so that t
he line reads, Â“In three days you shall live, I, Gabriel, command you.Â”
To whom is the archangel speaking? The next line says Â“Sar hasarin,Â” or prince of princes. Since the Book of Daniel,
one of the primary sources for the Gabriel text, speaks of Gabriel and of Â“a prince of princes,Â”
Mr. Knohl contends that the stoneÂ’s writings are about the death of a leader of the Jews who will be resurrected in thre
e days.
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He says further that such a suffering messiah is very different from the traditional Jewish image of the messiah as a triu
mphal, powerful descendant of King David.
Â“This should shake our basic view of Christianity,Â” he said as he sat in his office of the Shalom Hartman Institute in Je
rusalem where he is a senior fellow in addition to being the Yehezkel Kaufman Professor of Biblical Studies at Hebrew U
niversity. Â“Resurrection after three days becomes a motif developed before Jesus, which runs contrary to nearly all sch
olarship. What happens in the New Testament was adopted by Jesus and his followers based on an earlier messiah stor
y.Â”
Ms. Yardeni said she was impressed with the reading and considered it indeed likely that the key illegible word was Â“ha
yeh,Â” or Â“live.Â” Whether that means Simon is the messiah under discussion, she is less sure.
Moshe Bar-Asher, president of the Israeli Academy of Hebrew Language and emeritus professor of Hebrew and Aramai
c at the Hebrew University, said he spent a long time studying the text and considered it authentic, dating from no later t
han the first century B.C. His 25-page paper on the stone will be published in the coming months.
Regarding Mr. KnohlÂ’s thesis, Mr. Bar-Asher is also respectful but cautious. Â“There is one problem,Â” he said. Â“In cr
ucial places of the text there is lack of text. I understand KnohlÂ’s tendency to find there keys to the pre-Christian period,
but in two to three crucial lines of text there are a lot of missing words.Â”
Moshe Idel, a professor of Jewish thought at Hebrew University who has just published a book on the son of God, said t
hat given the way every tiny fragment from that era yielded scores of articles and books, Â“GabrielÂ’s RevelationÂ” and
Mr. KnohlÂ’s analysis deserved serious attention. Â“Here we have a real stone with a real text,Â” he said. Â“This is truly
significant.Â”
Mr. Knohl said that it was less important whether Simon was the messiah of the stone than the fact that it strongly sugge
sted that a savior who died and rose after three days was an established concept at the time of Jesus. He notes that in t
he Gospels, Jesus makes numerous predictions of his suffering and New Testament scholars say such predictions must
have been written in by later followers because there was no such idea present in his day.
But there was, he said, and Â“GabrielÂ’s RevelationÂ” shows it.
Â“His mission is that he has to be put to death by the Romans to suffer so his blood will be the sign for redemption to co
me,Â” Mr. Knohl said. Â“This is the sign of the son of Joseph. This is the conscious view of Jesus himself. This gives the
Last Supper an absolutely different meaning. To shed blood is not for the sins of people but to bring redemption to Israel
.Â”
(http://www.nytimes.com/2008/07/06/world/middleeast/06stone.html?_r2&hp&orefslogin&pagewantedprint&orefslogin)
CLICK HERE to read full article.

Re: New York Times: Tablet Ignites Debate about the Messiah - posted by RobertW (), on: 2008/7/5 20:37
Quote:
-------------------------Mr. Knohl is part of a larger scholarly movement that focuses on the political atmosphere in JesusÂ’ day as an important explanatio
n of that eraÂ’s messianic spirit. As he notes, after the death of Herod, Jewish rebels sought to throw off the yoke of the Rome-supported monarchy, s
o the rise of a major Jewish independence fighter could take on messianic overtones.
-------------------------

It is certain that the atmosphere in the time of Christ was one of Messianic expectations. The people typically believed th
at a ruler would arise in Israel that would throw off the power of Rome. You will recall that the Romans had just started in
to their 'emporor worship' as a means of bringing a foundation to the laws for the civilization to be founded on.
The Galileans rose up and declared that paying taxes was the equivalent to paying 'tithe' to God and was a breaking of t
he first commandment. This was the beginnings of
(https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/articles/index.php?viewarticle&aid1949) THE JEWISH FREEDOM MOVEMENT.
Therefore they hated the publicans and started a series of ways to overthrow Roman rule. Many of these people were d
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eadly killers. We came to know them as (https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/articles/index.php?viewarticle&aid1950)
The "Zealots" or as Josephus called them, "The Fourth Philosophy in Judaism." (Pharisees, Saduccees, Essenes, and Z
EALOTS)
We know from Acts 1:8 that the disciples were still asking when God was going to restore Israel. This was NOT God's pl
an for Israel. God desired to give Abraham's seed a
(https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/newbb/viewtopic.php?topic_id24214&forum34&20) blessing of REPENTANCE in
turning the people from their wickedness (Acts 3:26). Many did not want to hear this, but it all made sense after Acts 2.
Can you imagine the excitement they must have felt when Jesus healed the sick, walked on water, stilled the storms, rai
sed the dead and drove out devils from Legion and others? They knew Jesus could have plundered Rome singlehanded
ly. But if you listen to his teachings you will notice that He was constantly 'countering' concepts that the
(https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/articles/index.php?viewarticle&aid1952) Sacarii and the
(https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/articles/index.php?viewarticle&aid1951) "Robbers"were promoting.
Simon was a ZEALOT and the disciples were mostly Galileans. This is one of the reasons why the Romans were persua
ded of Jesus 'guilt' as they could try to make Him look like a Freedom Fighter ready to start a revolt. it is terrible to consi
der that Barabbas was likely a 'Robber' and was released, while the LORD that taught the people not to resist evil and to
render to Caesar what is Caesar's etc., was crucified in his place.
In any case the idea of a resurrection was certainly not in main stream thought. This is known by the surprise of the disci
ples and Jesus' later rebuke of them (Luke 24:25).
But it is a PICTURE of our times. Christians think they can do politically what can only be done spiritually. God was not i
nterested in having Christ rule from a throne in Jerusalem in the first century; He wanted Him to rule in the hearts of the
people. He had a plan that had not even entered in the hearts of the people. Why? Because they want to be 'blessed' bu
t not the blessing of being turned from THEIR sins.
What happened? The Jews took up a 'messiah' that would do their bidding and attack Rome. This happened in two revol
ts (AD 70 and AD 135). The unbelieving Jews (not all Jews) did not want a Jesus Christ they wanted
(https://www.sermonindex.net/modules/articles/index.php?viewarticle&aid1957) Rabbi Akiba's False Messiah- Simon Ba
r Kochba.
Re: New York Times: Tablet Ignites Debate about the Messiah - posted by dantejones (), on: 2008/7/7 3:53
I hear what you're saying, Chris, but the way in which this is used as an attack on Christ is to repudiate the argument tha
t there was something unexpected about the way in which Christ was resurrected, and therefore more likely to seem ma
de-up. N.T. Wright spent a whole section of "Resurrection of the Son of God" trying to show how dissimilar Easter was fr
om anything known before
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