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‘World Histary : .9-1 e
Student Questims Wed‘wg_u.

Pro-~Flood Traditions

Question: In relatim to Geneals 4: If the tredition 4s right that Cain and Abel |
‘were ‘twinm, it seems rather umusual that Cain grew up in mne way being discbedient where-
as Abel was righteaus, Uhat caused this? : L

Zngvor: Marality has nothing to do with kirth, Most of this has to do with up-teing.

Ist's face it—the Bible states samething peculiar in Genesls 432, Everywhere aelse
the statement is canslstently repeated that ®Adam knew his wife" or smebody Pknew his
wife and she bore so-imrnd-go"—this is stated over emd over agiain., This is the aly

- place in the Scripture where it sagys, "™And she added to bare® or Mshe added in baring
his brother Abel.” And Adam Clarke brings cut the implicaticn that the meaning of this

~ Bebrew phrase could be understood as meaning a twin—conld be #m uniike twin, not & like

twin! You must understand thats There are different kinds of twins, Thig vas &n wnlike
buwin though of the same sex—hence they cams from different egg cellg, Thatla certainly
“hat 13 indicated, : : - -
' An important comment an tradition: And them one can look at ancient traditicn——amd
we state that that's what it is, Afterall, the word "traditice®in the Bible is not nec-
~essarlly used in a consistently negative mammer, It!s wrong if it’s the wrong kind of
 traditia, Bat we have certain customs in the Church about how to conduct the Passover
iservice and other things—the format by which we proceed, We have a tradition about the
‘order of events In the Sabbath service. There are certain traditicns such as this which
we follow and there 1a no reason to change them. This is why Paul used the term in a
proper sense in II Thess, 2:15 and 3:6. : L '
The meaning in relation to this class is that we place a different weight om differw
ent things. In other wards, I have stated clearly that even the Jews recognize that
that part of scripture which has the most weight is the Lawe~then the Prophets, 7This is
.the same as saying that you don't interpret the Law by the Writings as mich as you interw-
pret the Writings by the Law, But this is what the world has done with the New Testament!
They interpret Jesus by way of Paul instead of Panl by way of Jesus! The Gospel super- -
“gsedes in time ordsr, and in point of approach, Paul’s letters "in which are some things
hard to be understood®(IIPeter 3:16). Now "all scripture is given by inspiration of God"
—Wwe recognlzs this, However, it ia not all of equal impact for all perlods of time,
Prophecy means more in one generatian than it does in snother. Law meant more, in that '
nse, to the Jews living in Palestine than it does to us since some laws are not even
applicahle; we dm't even live in a soclety where it could be possible—-becsuse scme laws
are not for the individual, some laws are for the commnity., The law of the jubilee is-
for the comminity and not the individual, ) ' ‘
In the same wgy, I dan*t put the same weight on everything that I read. I put less
welght on some things and more weight on others. We create a world-view in the history
clags., Remember, history 1s am art. Never forget that! Therefore, in reading the Bible
( and especially in regard to the subject at hand-the pre-Flood society), we create a
ploture, a generalized picturs--much like you look back en your life and create a dis-
torted picture of what you have experienced, because no picture is absolutely clear,
And dan't tell ms the Gospels give you an absolutely clear picture of everything Jesus
did, becauss there are mmny things you must £i11 in in your own mind (Jom 21:25), It
is lmpoasible to put everything down on paper, We do this in our own lives, We begin
to have rosey pictures of some things that werentt quite as rosey at the time! But
thope are incidental details like =m artist who paimk a picture if he reproduces a
scene: It'a just as distorted in some 1ittle details as a photgraph distorts things by
nuximizing the insignificant. You have to realize this! So history is an art—and I
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think in this sense a valid art. Because there are some things which are Increasingly .
important as time goes by—the longer time passes, the more important they became! In -
the same way, other things becomse less importamt, And cne mist weigh events on the Ca
basis of value, (And this is vhy true science has its limitations—it camot determine
the difference in value if it is strictly, you know, a matter of only recarding infar-

. 'mation or data, This is the so-called scientific approach.) But as time goes by we

discover that different happenings have different wight, and have exercised a far greate
er Inflnence in the world then the pecple at the time it occurred might have imagined,
How the story of Caln and Abel: It is imimportiant whether they were twins; it is
clear that they were hrothers, It is even more impartant that there was same differemw.
tiation in the upbringing of the two--that me was brought up right and, for some rea-
s, the other was not., ind, clearly, the whale picture is that we are dealing even
with a racial difference to start with in this particular family of two smms. Now,

' when we reallze what was involved, there is no reasm why they may not have been twins
. ==n0 reascm why they may not, The me was pampered more than the other becamse the ome

vas the firstborn and was looked upan as God by the mother who thought that she had

- barne the promised seed. She wagg deceived! The cause was sirictly nphringing. (But -
. I wanted to get in this thought here about the relative weight that shauld be applisd B

to different things,) ' 3 : o
’ Egestig;; The Bihle shows us that God was still warking with the human i‘aniﬂy al-
- ]

- tar expulsion from Eden, Thus it seems somewhat incangrucus that Adam and Bve could
‘makes such far-reaching mistakes when God was present to give them advice. . :

Answers: Well, I think that is clear. You never find that God ever agailn worked -
with Adam and-Evel There is no mentian of this in the Bible, Adam was cut off from the
tree of life, and God kicked him out from His presence! The two who brought the offer-
ings yere the song. -&nd -I:do-not-think there is & bit of evidence to show that God ever
tried to-pursaade -Adsm.to-go-back to the Garden., The Scxpture says it was othexwise— -
that He set angels there that nothing 1liks that conld take place., But God did appsar
the human family and .apparemtly reasppeared to the sons to work with themi T

The mother never was mndeceived in some of thesc points., And the idea of dualism
and the doctrine of am immortal scul in a material body has ever since continmmed all the
wgy down to cur werld, She instilled this kind of thinking into Cain's mind! She liked
Cain, ' . : Sl
There are some mothers who 1like some children more than others. I think every -
mothsr has this characteristic, Some carry it to the traglc extreme of letting this

ittle boy, as Bve did, just dominate! Probably Cain was.allowed to have his wzy &ll the
time, There was nothing Abel could do that seemed to be right! You know how this is in
some families? I lmow of cne woman in the Church who thinks that if there 1s any mistake
her dsmghter is slways making it—but her boys cam not! Samehow they are different. Hey-
be ghe can see it in herself that she used to make mistakes because she 1s a womm, amd
so the girl is being brought up a lot better than the boys just becasuse of that, It was
probably Caln that didn't get the beatings and he's always the wme who was accusing Abel,
Mnd so Abel got the beatings ar the spankings. Faowing humsn nature, I think we can beax
down on that end make the picture clear. Becasuse this is how it has to start—right in
ths home and the family unit,

Of course, thers is also the fact that God does call same individuals end He doesa't
others., But.you.dan’t have to be nmghty and nasty and evil just because God hasm't
called yau, you knowe You can just be spiritually ignoramnt but nevertheless be a respm-
sible .character. God did not call Theodore Roosevelt or Winston Churchill, and yet they

.wers men of some remarkable ability and character and good judgment.
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' Question: Would you comment on the "process of time™ expression in Genesis 4.3'2

Insver: No, - I mean, there are all kinds of poss:.ble explanations each cme as clea:
as the originsli : .

Questim: Would you comment aa the offeringa Caln end Abel brought in Genesis 47

. Answer: There are certain kinds of offerings that were allmd. ‘Josepinis: talls
us that 1t was not the questim of-the fact that it vas'a- ‘yogetable offering, the fruit
01' -the graund," as-distinct fraa-the animals. - Becsuse God accepted both kinds,’ both are

acceptable kinds of offerings. So it was not a question of the nature of it—Joseplms
ia right., The quostion-is that Abel ‘got the food by rearing the animals properly,.: Cairn
‘wais Toroing the soil, It's the same principle that God does not accept tithe mmey fra
the price of harlotry. In other words, God is not going to bless you and doesn't wemt
your money if you run a house of prostition, tithing or not, You cam't justify sin by
tithing. Cain was trying to force the soil, This is what he was doing. Josephus make:
it clear, And I thnk Joseplms has the absolutely right enswer because nothing else
pakes sense-«or God wouldn't accept vegetable and fruit offerings othervise. 2And that':
vy pmishment came on him—he was trying to GET, That's vhat his name meant. So that
is dlearly the mmswer. This is the answer that the pa-iests woald have givem, the teach-

-ors in the Old Testament Church,

3 Questim: I den't know vhether this tOp:.c would require guidalmes or more facts, B
fbut could you giva us more sbout mythology. We had some interesting comments m *?.ubaln

¢ain-as Vulcan and ‘Nasmeh ag- Athena. _ : S

Ang_g.gr: I take that up in Classical Literature, It does not belong in thn.s class,
There I give the guidelines-—and/or the facts! The reason is that ve cen't cover every-
thing here; we don®t have that kind of time,

' The rule normally is not to go into that until we have a framework in histcmy. Ho
ever, I'1l just summarize it this way in terms of religiom in history: You are desling
with the persmification of the attributes of God and/or naturel This is worthless oth
than to analyze the philosopby behind religion, In other cages your degling with tha
deificatlon of heroes.

End don't think that this rarely happens becamuse all you have to do is go cne gene
aticn back and remember a man named Joseph Gosbbels who introduced Adalf Hitler as "My
Fuehrer snd My God!™ It is almost inconceivable that a modern Western nation cem think
in these terms]’ Yet Hitler-was looked upon as God—that is, the spokesman of God; but
he was called God even by Gosbbels, "He was looked upmn as the spokesmsn of God, There
Aras something like this-even in the days of the Kaiser though it didn't go to the same
-extreme«-it was stated comuonly as more of & joke: "God knows everything—but the Kaise
Jmows bestl?® This is something like the story about President IBJ and Lady Bird--she
says to him, you know, "Everything is alright, Why dmn't we try this walkin® o the
water again!" This approach—the idea that the Great Society can anly be brought by a
Messiah, Americans wouldn't go for serious warship of a leader; and not even in Germar

 under the Kaiser was it any more than a joke, But under Hitler it was taken sericusly:

he was looked upon as the Savior. Hence salvation was attrituted to him. That's what
"Sisg Heill" in a sense means—not only for him but attributed to him,

So the worship of mem, tim, becomes a historical fact easily documented, Now it
is a questimm of finding out whether the men who have come to be worshipped indeed cou
be ninpointed Bihlically and historically. This, I think, explains what the Bible say
that "the sons of god saw the daughters of msn that they were fair." -The "smns of god
were descendents of someone who was looked upon &8s God!l £nd then vhen you see the vho
‘story we'll discover that, in factpéain was the first individual vho was made a godl
If you want to read it, juat read the beginning portion of Ovid‘'s Metamorphoses y vhere

Yy will see the story of the Garden of iden, and how the world was going right, and k
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“this 'mm led the world astray. And he was the first man who was made a god. You cen't

mistake the fact that this is the story of the famlly of Cain and the religion of Cain
that has came down in pagen traditim. And Metemorphoses has this idea that human being
were transfarmed into some divine being, '

In fact, that's what the old religion was, It was an effort to make religim to
fool the peaple so they would worship the men who were once in povwer and position In gov
ernment, It was an attempt to give religious eura, Every Caesar when he died was made
2 god! And one offered incense before Cassar because he was now divine., And the Panthe

was the place of worship of the divinities in which the Caesars wers gods, The commm

people went to hades! They deserved it for following these gods!

Question: This cancerns to the two lines of Cain and Seth. Why is it the one went
in an evil directiim; the other was rightecus, tut then they tend to dovetail together
and both end up evil, ‘ R : N

Anguer: We may simply state that the line of Seth universally did not go right, n
would in fact have to draw the conclusion that the family of Seth went its own way. :

Cain:did. evile=the whole .way of Cain--like the Gentiles today, But the Children of
Israel "did that which was right in their oun eyes.® Now Cain knew he was doing wrang. '
Den't think that the Commmists believe fully, or that smybody-has believed fully, that

. everything they are doing is right. I think they finally pursuade themselves, but they
. know partly that it's wrong. Bnd they ky to hide it. ’

~The philogophy -of Seth is ery:clearly the philosophy-of the Children of Israel: The;
do what seems right to them, They really sincerely thinks it's right, The implicatiocn
is that all the other sans of Seth went wrang, amd all the other sms of Adam, ZAnd only
oane son of Seth did not, These are the only individuals that God ever chose or used (Ge
5)s So the whole world went astray. And finally you end up with Enoch having no son w:
really obeyed, And this is the implication of Josephus, that Methuselah is the e who
finally said, "Well look, if this is what happened to Dad, this im't paying off either.
And here is where you have the final break-up of it, and the man who died in the Flood,
I think this is the correct picture, But his son Lamech came to himself, and I suspsct
the relative shartness of the 1ife of Lamech, the father of Noah (777 years—-Gem, 5:31),
is to some extent attributable to'the sins of Methuselsh, And then Noah obsyed; and fro
that time an you have no sons that did obey, - Sh« dib - : : :

So 1t isn't a question of whole natiomns--no, it's just a matter of only a few indi-
viduals at most, And only two ar three of those are even pictured as doing their part
specifically, The others, you know, are not menticned as being of any great significeamc
—though I think the tradition of Noah being an eighth preacher of rightecusness is a
algnificant tradition, : : : ‘ -

Question: Did God destroy theé Garden-of Eden after Adam and Eve left?

Answer: X don't think He had to., It went to weeds, It soon became wnrecognizable,
It just went wild like amny other unattended place would, .

As far as taking of the tree of life, that was preserved., The tree-—we den't know
vhat's happened to it. I would say that there is no indication of any tree arcund there

‘surviving, It was amly a symbal, you know., The tree became unimportant and no lmger

had to be protected, The fruit of it was no langer available,

Question: Could you camment on Genesis 5:24—"Enoch,..was not; for God took him"—
in relatimn to the implied statement that perhaps Lamech killed Enoch?

Answer: Well, to be plain: I have not persmally been pursuaded—sh, I kno‘w Mr.’
Schulz and I bave talked it over, There is a possibility that has beem, I think, taken
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for gramted by the Christimm world that this Enoch of the family of Seth was slain, &
etill would hold to:the Jewish .traditica- that Gen.r4:23 pertains to the stary of Cain-in
steadsg.sud-whrether. 1t includes Enoch s & queltian, I am not fully pursuaded that it
does, let's say there is no other evidence btut what scmebody has drawn it from the Scri
ture, There is no cutside traditiam, '

Now, you see, there are several ideas, It is possible—~very possible~-that it is
1ike the two witnesses, that indeed he was glain amnd that they might bave wanted to make

' & mockery of him; and God took him md he wasa't found (Heb. 11:5). I dm't say this is

not possible, My mind is open, I'm not prejudiced ca the point. I can say that, I feel
that it is pot fully clear that this is the situatix we are dealing with, But if 1t 1s
the culy explamatian Is that God took him and he "was not found®" uhen they weanted fo fin
him, see—just like God took Moses and not even the Devil has been sllowed to reveal
where Moses! body is (Deut, 34:6; Jude 9). Mszybe the Davil himself doesn't even know in
e sense .of the word, but I see no reasm why the Devil couldn®t know, Afterall, spird
can certainly perceive what's under the ground, you know—no questiom about that,

I have no reasa to think this is not an explanation—God took him and he vasa't
found, I think that is a possible expleanation, - I think it's the likely explanatim
vhen you see the vhole pdcture, But I would want to bear it in mind as something that
merits recensideration, Mr, Armstrong is very careful sbout not dwelling on things that

are of secandary praminence even within the story.

A1l we cen say is that it is m exegeticsl tradition; that is, it is drawn fram the

" Scripture, not from other material., Samething has much more weight when it is drawn frc
. other material them merely a possibility from the Scripture when it is not directly

stated.

1o

. ‘ \
Question: I was wandering about when mean began to eat meat. Was that after the
Flood or before? . ‘ : - _ G
Mswer: Certainly human beings were eating flesh—1lr, Armstrong has made th:Ls very
clear—already eating flesh before the Flood or there would be no real reasam vhy the
distincticn between clesm and unclesn was made at the time (Gemn, 7:2). I see no reasm

. why not. Mam was not trying to be a vegetarian during that period fram anything we

kmow, . :
-And T would draw the cmclusian that amimals, in the same vay, were carnlvarous .as
a result of the cirse that came an the whole world when Adem sinned, though man had no
fear of beasts until after the Flood, And this was a different situatiom. In other wor
there are mimala that have the fear of man that are not carnivorous. Merely having the

‘fear of man is not related to the character of the amimal, Deer, rabbits, others that

are not carnivorous have the fear of men. That is, it's a distinct penalty or characte
istic visted on animals for certain reasms—so that basically we don't have the prob-
lems, I take 1t, that man had before the Flood, There mst have been some problem beca
the whole of soclety emphasizes the terrible impact of the slaughter of emimsls in quan-
tity; and how mach of this would have been in self-defense ias a questim.

Question: Concerning the nephilim in Genesis 6:4, upen checking the word *highty® .

" turns out to be the same word gibbor used in cannection with Nimrod; and also it talks

bout "of old, men of renown'——the Hebrew.for "of old" means Troan the beginning of_'t:una

the 1@," I'm just wandering if up to the Flood you have the descendents of Cain who
foll guay—~which is from the root neph, "to fall away," pogsibly from God's wgy-—Nimrod
then/ coming from Ham's descendents more or less took up and maintained this falling a-

vey/ Cen you comment shout this? |

Ansver: Bvery student asks, nCan I camment?” Yes, that's true enough—I can. If
you want the comment! '
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gantism, That's cne point., Now remember, there were ™"nephilim in the earth in those .
dgys; and also after that...." I.wauld.take the meaning of pephilim as being mmch more
-charasteristic- of Neanderthaloid creatures then eny other kind of humen beings-I have.
-#een—because the Bible distinguishes anly cne kind of creature without necessarily gi-

- gantism in the human family and thatts the nephilim, undoubtedly based an the cancept
of "to fall, a feller, a bully,® becamnse "he fell® or "he fells others® are all deri~
vations depending on how you construct the Hebrew verb, :

/ Now, we are told that "There were nephilim,..in those dgys and also after that"—

s (*and algo that vhen the sms of god married the demghters of men they had childrem, you

_ sse—"mighty men.,.of old, men of renowm."” The implication fram this would seem to be
that gigantism was a characteristic that actually was in the family of Cain if ocur pic-.

@ ture is right, and I think it will turn cut to be—that gigantism clearly had to have

. came down all the way through the family if it is going to crop up later after the Floo.

- If it's a hereditary thing that has disappeared and never existed in either the family

- of Seth or Cain, then how do you account for it unless it's oriental? It had to come

(« down in e of the families; and if Hem?'s wife i1s indeed Naamah, then this is where it
- occurred, And that's why glgantism as a vhole is characteristic, in modem histary, of
blacks ®xclusively-~that is, at least this side of the Flood, And if Nimrod is the
~ father of giants, then it was in the family of Ham and cropped up especially in the fem-
- 11y of Cush through Nimrod., It may occur elsewhere, but in this case it has to do with
. strength vhereas, for instance, thedatusi are not individuals of great strength, They!
i very fragile-structured people even though extremely tall (where the men average close 1
, seven feet in height). . ‘ .
" Now when the Bible has "of old" meaning "from the beginning,” this would imply in

-3 fact again what we have concluded: That theorigin of the different kinds of races—the

v origin is to' be found in the act of Creation itself, In other words, that all the type:
that were to arise were patterned then and did not occur later, That!s a point I had
never thought of, the idea that when Eve was made these characteristics were all built
in there capable of expressing themselves hereditarily. I think this is the answer.

- But you see, in reality, the body cells of the male are manufactured and are, in
this sense, hereditary, 2nd all the female egg cells are hereditary, The mly ones
that never would have been hereditary were from Eve herself because thls is an act of

. Creatim! That God could have designed in all the races there, and that'!s why we have

P g1l the shadings in between——thatts what God allowed after the Flood. God preserved

S} %}after'the Flood through intermarriage (vhich was not the proper way) what He did bdefcrs

@ " the Flood when you had the various childrene-the mnly way it could be possible.

-
S In the first place, nephilim does not in itself canvey the idea necessarily of gi-
.

. -

estifn: The curse cm Cain was apparently moré severe them the curse an Adam (Ge
4:11—-12;3:17'5. Was the curse on Cain a dauble curse?

Answer: I don't think it was necessarily double, I think we deal with two things
here: Obviously, a curse again came on the earth in the instance of Cain's sin, but it v
dual. That is, unlike Adam who might have reaped what he sowed, Cain's way went ane
step further where it was always greed and gettingl .

‘ Adem was like a carnal Israelite—you can sort of read the average American man in
the way Adam handled his wife. It is so typically that—you'd never characterizs Adam
as a typical Arab, You could not understand the situation correctly if you did! The.
average Arab does not act this way toward his wife--never has, probably never willl Ad

g was a typical man that we would associate with the thinking of Western Buropean man: He

‘9 let his wife go her oun way! This kind of thing is not dams in all cultures.

[ Now, Cain?s way—and this is important to recognize-—Cain's way not anly led to Ge

f interventian but led to its own penalty so that Cain would himself—he was driven out b
God; tut, obviocusly, anybody who was begirning to live his way just like he did, and the
children that he would bring up, would also develop the same habits and practices to th
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samwe point where everybody was trying to get, He might try to sow; it might even yield;
but somebody else would reap it because they'd drive him off, steal it after he got 1it,
Just like he was trying to do to others., In other words, his way produced the situatiomm
where dia:would be .a yagabond and’'a wanderer, you see,and would not even be able to get
all that he himself could have produced despite whatever curse might have caze c the
earth further as a result of changes in mountain huilding that would effect the whale
woather pattern, the whole structure of the surface of ths earth altered to precipitate
such a thing as this. .
The average Arab today, as an illustratiom, who is a nomad, sows, wanders off, and
cames back later to reap, He doesa't stay around uhere he sowed. And it is understood
by others that this is what belangs to the people who sowed, But if Cain's way is strict
1y a way of getting, then you have no guarantee when you came back that somebody else
mgy not have reaped it the dgy befare and got. off with it, Or let you reap it, put in

- the work, and then steals it fram you.

But this is exactly what Cain was begetting., He was begetting the same system we
have in America,in cne sense of the word, where everybody puts in less, wants to get
more,and discovers that everybody else has dme the same thing! -

- Questioms: That relates to my question, We have-heard that the way of Cain came :

. through the Flood via the sister-af Tubalcain, Naamah, What sbout 'the statement that‘
* she married Ham?: S >-

Ansver: This is based an the the Jewish tradition—I would caution 81l of you to

| recognize the difference in whight which we place an various statements, You may find

this in JFB's Critical Commentary on relation to Gemesis 4., Is that your entire questicn

Question added: Was Hem leading her or vas she leading him—uhat was the situation?

Dr, Hoeh: As far as we know, no me of the three soms of Noah was really obeying
God in any sense of the word other than going along with father! This certainly seems
to be the case, There is no real tradition to show otherwise,

And most men let their wamen decide what their religiomn should be, You find that
the woman's feeling is that the religimn is normally more important than the man doss,
This is vhen you have a fise religian. I dan't think thig is necessarily true when me
is actually canverted amd recognizes that religion has to do with everything that isl
In this case the plcture changes, But religion so often is associated with unreality,
“he unreal: the ceremcny, the emotional condition that is associated with scme spiritual
<oncept, This is the reasm why most churches cater to women far more than to men, Ths
aly religiax that is truly a mants religim in the world, in which no woman has any
major part, is Islam, And when you discover vhat the basis of that religim is, you'll
understand why wamen wouldntt go for it anyway! ‘

/

Question: When we go through Genesis 4 and other of these early chapters and the
statement is made that this is according to Jewish tradition, what do you go by whem you
sgy "Jewish traditimm?® Do you go by what Josephus wrote or something else?

Msver: I would say Jogeplms if it's from Josephus! If it is not Josephus, then I
would merely call it “Jewlsh traditim." I use the expression "Jewish traditiam® as a
general term to include the staterents that the varicus rabbis have made, that the priesi
or Saducees might have made, Some of these are clearly based on contemporary recards.
Others are strictly exegesis, that is, a deduction from the Scripture. Some are merely
based on a deduction from the Scripture., I put minimal weight on ordinary Jewlsh tradi-

tiom, I put minimal weight on it because we have to test it carefully. Nevertheless,
there are some remarkable things because I begin to turn it up &also in Gerntile traditiom.
The same thing that clearly indicates some parallel.




Pre-Flood traditians of 9-19-69 (Tmrs. 4,1.) cont'd s

i "Now, I will sop with this questicn vhich I want to ask and answer brief.‘Ly because
) it has not been brought up here todgy in this class: Uhat about the lifetime and the pat
& tern, if our Jewish tradition i1s a basis—is it possible for Naemah to be the wife of Ham,
stﬂl be the sister of Tubalcain, have Tubalcain at least a young man or a youth shen
= Caln is still alive? In tradition Tubslcain is pictured as a youth when Cain is still
- alive, And is the tradition valid which implies that the death of Cain was just ’berore
_the death of Adam or around that time?
- " Now we smalyzed all of these put together at the end of the class last evening fca'
about ten minutes, It is possible to have these overlaps when you use the extremes of
) chronologd.cal possibility. I mention this so that there is no questim,
-} .. Now if the tradition is true that Cain died before Adem, it was probably shortly bas
} fare, Cainsis clearly the Saturn of Ropan tradition in Ovid's Metamorphoges;<he-is plob
= ¢ +tured 11ke Franos s &n:old man—ald "Father Time," you kmow, with a vhite beard. He's
en old man, Now if Cain lives close to 930 years and dies befare Adam, then it is pos-
sible to have a mother who hag by Lamech, the youth Tubalcain—who is pictured as a youth
- at the time of the death of Cainm, who could have been the first born sm--and still have
(  the st daughter, Naamah, _;’b_e_ the wife of Ham.
- s cass, we are aett:mp the maximum limits where a waman probably could have
ch:.’!.dren even till into the $0Gth year of life; and on the basis of the fact that today
" ame could still have children now upwards of age 50 while living till beyand 70, in that
- -time they could have had them upwards of 640 to 650 years vhen people were living well
. over 900,
- f.° On this basis, ‘ﬁ"%ﬂaamah:z!.a ‘i.tidead the yomgest daughter -of Zillab~I'm just satt:l.ng
rextremes; it doesn't say that she is, thers might have been one other child--she still
would not have needed to be mare then arcund a hundred and twenty years of age whem Ham
was arand 100, And by that time (age) the difference of 20 years is insignificant in
terms of living a lang time, My wife is somewhat older than I am—by several years, in
fact, X remind her of it om occasian! I tell her I think I am emoticnally equally ma=
ture! Nevertheless, at the time I married her she was proportianately a lot older than
"she is now because years have gone by since, And the difference there betwsen her age
ad mine as a percentage was far more than in this pre~Flood circumstance., Now, I am
presuming that Ham married a woman who was somevwhat his apge, even though she might have
been older, And it is not wnknown to have wives older than hlusbands., Mrs. Herbert Arme
. strong was older than Mr, Armstrang—not by mch, but definitely older. And Mras, Sher-
l win McMichael is significantly older than her lmsband, I think, fralkly, that in Godls
.  ministry this has often been the case, far more than ordmarily even in the Church, I'11
just site this as.en’illustratian, So it is possible—and it would be equally as possibl
% %e older the woman would became, But I dontt think Ham had a "mother complex," Amma'
. chis is the situatiom in terms of possible langevity. This factor of longevity 1s very
important ta ‘bear in mind ‘vhen analyzing the pre-Flood society.
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..o.-,enhza records seven key pomts abont Cain-

l‘l) Cain was “a covetous mem . . » vholly intent vpon getting.” This

‘ lstn tomsnt reveuls the eva.l loader's txue character — completely sel.t‘iah!

(2 )Culnwnsti'e ﬁrstmtoploughmutomthegrmmd. T
(3) Cain did net wepe.nt ‘but only grew worse in his u:!.c!mdnass. PQo

""onlv aimed to procure everything that was for his ow bodily pleasure, though 3%

. -obliged hin to be mj_gm to his mighhgm Y g increased his wealth b’j‘ ﬁm

W

T RS

. uheelen-daalerl

end mhhnn _ ) ,
(4) Cain "'becmne 2 wgg ..g,ade:; of men into wicked courses." He was 8

1 minant personality with an ova"whelm.ng impac" on society.

(s) Cain was “the euuhor of measures and waights. ﬁd ﬂas’ ‘nﬁtmly ’th‘s
émmomf.wﬁamingme&ods ‘but he:was the originator ofm:admz - ydth-the
tiveof getting. His aim was to give the least to get the most, His weights mad
asures mst have been dishonest, This is supported by Josephns’ -statement that.

«x‘wmwmmw " Cain was the original nre—I‘.Lood

\ -

(6) "He first of all set boundaries about lends « o » o* Cain was the
first to build fences around his land. He said, "Don't trevpassl This is ping!®
Ho dién't want to let snybody olses'® cattle grazing on h.].a lend, This was t!:.a ee"
ing an¢ attitude he cultivated and promoted in himself end others, . o

(7) "uahn.im.am..x, and fortified ;mmb.mll.., and he compe_led hs
fanily to come together to 3t . « o o° JThe Biblo speaks of this seme gity: Caln _
"tuilded & city, and called the name of the city, aftor the name of his s, moch" o
{Gemesis 4:17). o o j AP

- In recemt yeurs, archaeclogists iaade a start" ing discovery. In their excavs-
tions at the site of amcient Jericho (adaacent to present-day Jericho in Pales*.’me) ,
they were dumb-founded to uncovor an irmense town in an early "Pre-pOute"y Neolithic® q
stote some 4000 years, as they measure time, before ey city of this type gshould . &

" have existod! This vast town flourished at a time when only villages of tents and

huts should have been in nse — bn ‘ahere it was! It was of camparatively lavge
proportion, of great durati 3% hod a hues, massive well srowd 34! Waen
the -archaeological findirngs are correctl,r :lnterpre'bad it is evident this c..tv msb

tave existed bafqre tha Flood!

In sbo"t wion the statements’ of the Bible ond Josaphua are correlated with the
finidnggs of anchaeology, there is only cne logical conclusion for this wnparalleled

phonciwnon: Ere=Flood Jeriche yma the salled city of Enoch uiich Cain build!

i:ore are gome details concerning this city. It occupied en area of not less
than ton acres — large rilmensinmns for that vory early t:ma, and ogpeclally since
it sien complotely surrounded by o great wll., Thousandz of pevple lived in and
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around this neavily fortulod $ouit o and it is these Lortiftaatisng that fom ths .

most s3t.cnishing fenture of this vhole rermarkable discovery, ) Dy )

The lofencoa of oarliest Jaricho are degeribed aa m,in.. fnr Y period !"
They conslste! of a dibchy-anlly-end-vover, Ihewidtcoh-oc-moat was sans 28 feet wide
end € ¢ 7 sevon feot deep, Inside thls protective litch tho wall itself was built,
8 cemariadle structwre over five feot thick end some 1° 'r more feet high! And ade
Joining ths uall was a great circular stona tower ~— which was still atand;mg uhm
t.he site was excavated react. ng a height uf over 26 feet,. Lo

* James Fellaort makes this ui@if:!.cmu onae*'va‘b:.on. "The prodigions 1abour 5.n- .

folva«. In the erection of these defencos implies an ample labour force, a central

authority to plem, organize md direct the wurk e a .ecancmical surplus to pay for
it,” (Garliest Civilizabjons of ihe leax East, Lomcn., 1065, P 36.) &uch was the J
pomr and auuhori",{ Cain had ,.mstered e,

To recap itulates Early ia his 1. fe, afber naving beem criven out by God, Cain
»mdered over many areas of ths wodd, Xe .id nct stay in any ane place very 1on.g.( -
41 the chilaren he haa over the course of these mamy lecades also were nomads wno © -
nigrated m< engagad in hunting end fishing, Shewimp)ication in Josephus*iacoownt . - -

‘Az -that-Calrdidi not - buildthis famouswlledxeity wntil amll, into-his1ife spm

‘(he lived cver 900 yearsl)., Some ceniuries elapsed bofcre he began.thia project, -~ -
fwe should also note the Jocatimm of tiuls city: It was.in “Seth's lend" or Palege -
tine, Cain had dared to come back into forbidden territory! Whem He drove Caim-: -
out, God had in effect told him and his future children: “Thig area of the world - -~
is for 3eth end his femily. The vast of the world is for you to wemder in)' Bubu: -
the infamous Cain was not inteies tem in obev._n‘, 3y of uod'e orders. L §
- Archaeulogists have concluded that pre-Flood Tern.cho could not have supported .
its fmmense population by agﬂlwuure alone. 7They ccncluie that this femons city .
wust have existed on the basis of trzie mid sommercs! How cowld a city like this
carry on traie? Remowber vhat Josep'ms said — that Cain was the inventor of - -
waights ena neasures, implying that he was engaged in trading. Bus also recall
that he procured "3poils by robuery,” In other worcs, be must have forced sure:
rousding peoples tc pay ws.bute, ead he must huve engaged in 1oot1ng and nﬂlagel ,
This vas the scurce- of his commer c..:.al resources! ; ‘.

In addition, u”th the Usad S&a then already in exdotenes md "ocated near ’:r' J
Cain must have contrelleu the galt trade uf the worid, . Miis was a Jucrative: busi-_ :
ness because all people need salt for meats amd vegetables.

Cain, thon built this great walled town and nade it the ypld ;’;ijzm,of trac‘:e
anrd conmeree; - From it he:pilleged the rest of soceity. le sent marauding bands out
to steal md 1oot! Then they would escape their pursuers by hiding insile the city's
Apenetrable \ralls This was Cain's hecaquu. tors, the focal po:.nt of that soc:.ety‘
Reividizetion” T




