World History 9-18-63
Student Questims Wed, A.X,

Pre~Fiood Traditians

Question: In relation to Genesls 4: If the treditipn is right that Cain and Absl
verc twins, it seems rather unusual that Cain grew up in one way being discbedient where-
as Abel was rightecue, What caused this?

Answer: Morality has nothing to do with birth, Most of this has to do with up-bring-

Letls face it—the Bible states something peculiar in Genesis 432, Everywhere else
the statement is comsistently repeated that "Adam knew his wife™ or sumebody "knew his
wvife emd she bore so~ mnd-go"—this is stated over amd over again, This is the mly
place in the Scripture where it sgys, ™And she added to bare® or "she added in baring
his brother Abel," And Adam Clarke brings out the implicaticn that the meamning of this
Hebrew phrass could be understood as meaning a twin—-could be an uniike twin, nct a like
twin! You must understand that: There are different kinds of twins, Thls was an uglike
twin though of the ssme sex--hence they came from different egg cells. That's certainly
what is indicated,

M important comment on tradition: And then one can look at ancient tradition—and
we state that that's what it 1s, Afterall, the word "tradition"in the Bible is no% neo-
essarily used in a consistently negative manner, It's wrong if it's the wrong kind of
trediticn, But we hsve certain customs in the Church about how to conduct ths Pagsover
service end other things—the format by which we proceed, We have a tradition &bout the
order of events in the Sabbath service. There are certain traditions such as this which
we follow and there is no reason to change them, This is why Paul used the term in a
proper sense in IT Thess, 2:15 and 3:6.

The meaning in relation to this class is that we place a different weight om differ-
ent things. In other words, I have stated clearly that even the Jews recognise that
that part of scripture which has the most weight is the Law--then the Prophets, This is
the same as saying tha% vou dan't interpret the Law by the Writings as mich &s you inter-
pret the Writings by the Law, But this is what the world has done with the New Testaent!
They interpret Jesus by way of Paul instead of Paul by way of Jesusl The Gospel super-
sedss in time order, and in point of approach, Paul's letters "in which are some things
hard to bs understood-‘?rfn’eter 3:137. Now "all scripture is given by inspiratiac of God"
~—ue racognize this, However, it is not all of equal impact for all periods of time,
Prophecy means mere in one generation than it does in another, Law meant mare, in that
samse, %o the Jews living in Palestine than it does to us since some laws are not even
epplicable; wo don't even live in a society where it could be possible—because some laws
are nob for the individual, some laws are for the community. The law of tahe jubiles is
for the comrmunity and not the individual.

In the same way, I dan't put the same weight on everything that I read. I put less
weight on scme things and more weight on others, We croate a world-view in the bistory
class. Remember, history is an art, Never forget thatl Therefore, in reading the Bitle
[ and especially in regard to the subject at hand—the pre-Flood soclety), we create @
picture, a generalized ricture--much like you look back on your life and create a di g
torted picture of what you have experienced, because no picture is absolutely clear.,

And don't tell me the Gospels give you an absolutely clear picture of everytning Jesus
did, becsuse there are many things you must fill in in your own mind (John 21:25), 1t
ip impossible to put everything down on paper., We do this in our own lives, We begin
tc have rossy plctures of some things that weren't quite as rosey at the timsl But

thoge are incidental dotails like an artist who paing a picture if he reproduces a

scene: IL's just as distorted in somo little details as a photgraph distorts things by
maxinlzing the insignificant. You have to realize this! So history is an art-—and X
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think in “his sense a valid art, Because there are some things which are Incressingly

Loportent as time gous 5y—ths longer time passes, the more irportant they becoms! In
‘he sgre way, other things beccme lzss importent, And one must veigh events on tke
raais of vaiue, (And this 1s why true science has its limitations--it camnct determine
tha iitfermence in valus af it is strictly, you know, a matier of only recording infox
vatic: on data, This is the so-called scientiilc approach,) But as time goes by we

P azovsr that di“feren: happenings have different wghi, and ham exercised a far gresat-

ce in luercs in the world thas the pecple al the time it occurved might have imaginad,

Moy the story of Caln and Abel: It is unimportant whether they were twing; it is
cloqr inab they were broshers, It is sven mcre impartant that there was some differen-
ictim in the upbringing of the two—that one was brought up right and, for some reas-
gcn, the other was net, 4nd, clearly, the whole picture is that we are dsaling even
ith 2 raclal difference to start with in this particular family of two soms, Now,
vhen 1w pealime what was iavolved, there is no reasm why they may not have been iwins
—-20 reason why they may not, The ome was pampered mcre than the other because the mis
was &.: firutborn amd was iooked upca as God by the mother whc thought that she had
bome the pronised seed. She wms deceiyed! The caouse was shriatly uphrivedng. "But
I wenied to got in this thonght here about the relative welght that shauld be appiled
to dirferent things.)

.

W

J:esticn: The Bille shows ue that God was still varikdng with the human femlly al=
ter tho comilsia from Bder, Tius it gaems sowewhat incongrucia that Aam end Bve coulid

Angwer: Well, I think that 1s clear, You never find that Ged ever again worked
Witk Aian ad Bvel Thaere is no nention of this in the Sible. /dan was cut off fram the
srve of iife, =nd Cod idcked him out from His presoncel Tho two who trought the oilvi= -
ingy yors ihe sous, And I do gob thrink thers is a it of evidencs to show that Ceod ever
wrisd to pursuads Adam to go back to the Garden. ‘he Scrbturs says it was otherwise--
+hat He set angels there that uothing like that could take rlace. Fut God did appear &
the huuan Tamlly sad eupescntly fogpresred to the sung to work with them!

Tne molhar a27er wos uxdecelved in some of these pcints, And the idea of duailan
snd the doetrine of & swmcrial soul in 8 aaterial body nas ever since camtinued all =
way down to our world, e instilled this kind of thinidng into Cain's mind! Shs liked
Cadne

)

ore are come mc-hsrs who lilke some children more them others., I think every
petho= nas this snavucteristie, Some earry 1t to the tregic sxtreme of letting this
litti> b, ag Bve &id, ‘ust dcminatei Probably Caln was allowsd %o bave hig wgy all 'he
time, T.ore was nohhing sbel could do that secmed tc be right! You lmov how thisg ig in
spe families? I !mcw of cne woman in the Church whe thinks that if there is eny mist
ar deughter is alwvays aaking it—but her boyg cam not! Sanehow they are differemt. Ugy-
s e et See 1t dn hersel? that she used to muke mistakes becsuce she is a women, end
so the zirl is being brought up & lot better than the boys just beceuse of that, I¢ was
srchebly Cain that didn't get the beatings and he's always the one who was accuaing Abal,
ad s3 Avel got the beatings ar the spanldngs. Xaowing Lumsn nature, I think we cun bear
faem . that end make she picture clear, DBecuuse this is how it nas to start—right in
ton Lo und the family unit,

7 gemise, thers 1s also the fact that God does cail some individuals and He doesn't
Lavs. Twd vou dan 't have to be naughty :nd nasby and evil just because God hamn’i
cailed yx, you know, You can just be spiritualiy ignorant but novertheless be a regpdi=
5ible caaractor. God did not call Theodore Roosevelt or Winstan Clurchill, and yet %hey
wre mom of gome romarisble ability and character and rocd judgment,

v “3
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Questim: Would you comment on the "process of time" expression in Genesis 4:3?

Mswers No, I mean, there are all kinds of possible explanations each one as clear
ce the originell

Questian: Would you comment the offerings Cain and Abel brought in Genesis 47

Answer: There ere certain kinds of offerings that were allowed. Joseplus tells
ug thet it was not the questim of the fact that it was a vegetable offering, the fruit
of the ground," as distinct fram the animals. Because God accepted both kinds, both are
ecceptable kinds of offerings., So it was not a question of the nature of it—Josephus
is right. The cuestion is that Abel got the food by roaring the animals properly. Cain
was forcing the soll, It's the same principle that God does not accept tithe mmey fram
the price of harlotry, In other words, God is not going to blees yau and doesn't want
your maney if you run a house of prostikitiom, tithing or not, You can't justify sin by
tithing, Cain was trying to force the soil, This is what he was doing. Joseplms makes
it clsar. Mnd I thnk Josephus has the absolutely right answer because nothing else
makcs sense——ar God wouldn't accept vegetable and fruit offerings otherwise. And thzt's
Wiy ponishment came on him—he was trying to GET. That's what his name meant. So that
is slearly the answer, This is the smswer that the priests would have given, the teach~
ers in the 0ld Testament Church,

estion: I dan't Jnow whether this topic would require guidelines or more facts,
t could you give us more asbout mythology., We had scme intaresting comments an Tubai-
cain as Vulcan aad Naamah as Athena,

Angwer: I take that up in Classical Literature, It does not belong in this class.
Thers I give the guidelines--and/or the lacts! The reason is that we cen't cover every-
thing here; we dont't have that kind of time,

T2 rule normally is not to go into that until we have a framework in histary. Fow-
ever, 111 just summerize it this way in terms of religion in histary: You are dealing
with the personification of the attributes of God and/or nature! This is worthless other
than to analyze the philosophy behind religion., In other cases your dealing with the
deification of heroes.

ind don't think that this rarely happens becasuse all you have to do is go on¢o gener-
etion back and remember a man named Joseph Goebbels who introduced Adolf Hitler as "kEy
Fuehrer and My Godl"™ It is almost inconceivable that a medern Westerm nation cam thini
in these terms! Yot Hitler was looked upon as God--that is, the spokesman of God; but
he wes called God even by Goebbels., He was looked upon as the spokesmen of God, There
was something like this even in the days of the Kaiser though it didn't go to the sam
extreme-—it was stated commonly as more of a joke: "God knows everything—but the Iaiser
lmows best!® This is something like the story about President LBJ and Lady Bird--she
says to him, you know, "Everytiing is alright., Why don't we try this walkint' an the
water again!" This approach—the idea that the Great Society can only be brought by 2
Messiah, Americans wouldn't go for serious warship of a leader; amnd not even in Germany
under the Kaiser was it eny more than a joke, But under Hitlor it was taken seriously;
he was looked upon as the Savior, Hence salvation was attributed to him, That's what
"Sipg Heili" in & sense mems—not anly for hin but attributed to him,

So the worship of mem, thm, becoumes a historical fact oasily documented. MNow it
iy a question of Tinding out whether the men who havo coms to be worshipped indeed could
Ye ninveinted Biblically and historically. This, I think, explains what the Bible says
inat "ilhie zoms of god saw the daughters of men that they were fair," The tgons of god"
were dsscendents of someone who was looked unon 8s God! And then when you see the whcld
storv wet!ll discover that, in fact, Cain was the first individual who was made 8 godl
7f you want to read it, just read the beginning portion of Ovid's Metamorphoges where

yo will gee the story of the Garden of men, and how the world was going right, and how
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tnis man led the world astray, 4&nd he was the first man who was made a god., Tou can't
rictake the fact that this is the story of the family of Cain and the religion ¢! Cair
shat has come down in pagan traditian, And }Mehamorphoses has this idea that human bel .
were *rersformed into some divine being,

In fact, that's what the old religion was, It was an efforf to make religim %c
foul the peop.e so they would worsidp the men who were once in power and position in gow=
orrmemt, It was m attempt to give religious sura, Zvery Cacsar when he died was made
a goal And one offerad incense before Cassar because he was now divine, And the Pemthemn
was tne zlace of worship of the divinities in which the Caesars were gods. The comncn
people went to hades! They deserved it for following these gods!

Cuestion: This camcerns to the two lines of Cain and Seth. Why is it the one went

in an o7l directian, the other was righteous, but then they tend to doveitail together
~ouh end up evid,

Angwer: We may simply state that the line uf Seth universally did not go right, e

124 dn tact have to draw the eonclusion that the family of Seth went its own wey,

rnin did evil——the whole way of Cain—like the Centiles todgy, But the Children of
Tarsol "did that vhich was right in their own eyes,® Now Cain knew he was doing wreng.
Don 't tnink that tnhe Communisis believe fully, or that =mmybody has believed fully, tha*
everything taey are doing is right, I think they (inaily pursuande themselves, but in
know partly that it's wrong., And they ¥y to hide it,

The philosopiy of Ssth is wry clearly the philosophy of the Children of Israel: Trey
do what oeems right to them. They really sincerely thinks it's right, The implication
1s that all the other sms of Seth went wrong, and all the other sons of AMdam, &d =l7
me son of Seth 4id not, These are the wnly individuals that God ever chose or used (T
33, 3o the whole worid went astray, And finally you end up with Enoch kaving no s -
=311y o'eyed, #nd this is the implication of Jusephus, that Msthuselah is the cae
‘53allv said, "dell look, if this is what happened to Dad, this ian't paying off eithar.®
i) her2 ig whess you nave the finzl break-up of it, and the mam who died in tha Flool,

Y thlrx uhis is the corroct picturs, But his o Lamech caue to himself, and T suspuc-
she raiasive shortness of she lite of Lamech, the father of Noah (777 years—-Gen, 5:17°,
is to sore axtent attributable to tue sing of lMethuselah, And then Noash cheyed; anz “ri
trat time an 7w zave no sons thas 21id obey,

30 it im's 2 question of whole nations--no, it's just a matter of only a few indi-
— Nialg at most. And cply two or thres of those are even pictured as doing tielir parsy
sracifienlly, “he others, vou lmow, are not mentioned as being of any graat signilican~
w.though T think the tradition of Noai boing an eighth preacher of rightecuaness is =
aimificant traditicn,

Questions Did God destroy the Garden cf Eden after Adam arnd Bve left?

ingwer: I den't think He had to. It went to weeds, It som became unrecognizable,
it iust went wild like any other unattended place would,

As rar as seking of the tree of life, that was preserved, The tree—we don 't know
haily happened to 1t. I would say that there ig no indication of any tree around taers
mrviving, It was mly a symbol, yau know. The tree beceme unimportant and no lamgsr
Lad o te protected, The fruit of it was no longer available,

Questions Could Fuwu comment on Genosis 5:24~~"Enoch,..wes not; for God tock himie—
in roiation fo tho Imnlied statement that perhape Lamech kiiled Enoch?

sagwers Well, to be plain: I have not perscnally been pursuaded——sh, I i@ow Mr,
Semilz and I have talzed it over, There is a possibility that has beem, I think, ta
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for granted by the Christian world that this Enoch of the family of Seth was slain, I
ctill would held to the Jewish tradition that Gen. 4:23 pertains to the story of Cair in-
stead; and whether it includes Enoch is a questim, I am not fully pursuaded that it
does, Let's sgy there is no other evidence but what samebody has drawn it frac the Scrip—
ture, There is no outside traditim,

Now, you see, there are several ideas. It is possible——yery possible—that it is
like the two witnesses, that indeed he was slain and that they might have wanted to make
8 mockery of him; and God took him and he wasn't found (Heb., 11:5). I dan't say this is
not possible, My mind is open, I'm not prejudiced on the pcint., I can sgy that, I feel
that it is not fully clesr that this is the situation we are dealing with, But if it is,
the only explamatim is that God took him and he "was not found" when they wanted to find
him, see—just like God took Moses and not even the Devil has been allowed to reveal
where Moses! body is (Deut. 34:6; Jude 9). Maybe the Devil himself doesn't even know in
ane sense of the word, but I see no reasm why the Dovil cauldn't know. Afterall, spirit
can certainly perceive what'!s under the ground, you know——no questia about that,

I have no reason to think this is not am explamation—Cod took him and he wasm 't
found, I think that is a possible explanation, I think it's the likely explenatim
when you see the whole picture, But I would want to bear it in mind as something that
merits reconsiderstim, Mr, Armstrong is very careful about not dwelling on things that
are of gecandary praminence even within the story,

A1l we can say is that it is an exegetical tradition; that is, it is drawn fram the
Scripture, not fram other material. Samething has mich more weight when it is drawn from
other material than merely a possibility fram the Scripture when it i1s not directly
stated,

Questian: I was wondering about when man began to eat meat. Was thet after the
Flood ar belore?

P e

clear—tlready eating flesh before the Flood or there would be no real reasm why %the
distincticn betwsen clean and unclean was made at the time (Gemn, 7:2). I see no reesm
why not. Man was not trying to be a vegetarian during that period fram anything we
KICH,

And I would draw the conclusion that animals, in the same wgy, were carniverous es
s result of the curse that came an the whole world when Adam sinned, though man had no
fzar of beasts until after the Flood, And this was a different situation, In other words,
there are animals thet have the fear of man that are not carnivorous. Merely having the
fesr of man ig not reletsd to the character of the animal. Deer, rabbits, others that
ars nct carnivorous havs the fear of man, That is, it's a distinct penalty or charescter-
istic visted on enimals for certain reasms——so that basically we dan't have the prob-
lers, I take it, that man had before the Flood, There must have been some problem becaust
the whole of society emphasizes the terrible impact of the slaughter of animals in quan-
tity; ancd how much of this would have been in self-defense is a questim,

Answer: Certainly humen beings were eating flesh—Mr, Armstrang has made this very

Questian: Cecmcerning the nephilim in Genesis 6:4, upon checking the word Richty” it
turnas out 4o be the seme word gibbor used in comnection with llimrod; and also it talks o=
hout "of old, men of renown"—the Hebrew for "of old" meens ®ram the beginning of tize or
the worid." Itm just wendering if up to the Flood you have the descendents of Cain Who
foll away—which is fram the root peph, “to fall awgy," possibly fram God's wey-——Nimrod,
then, coming from Ham's doscendents more or less took up and maintained this falling &a-
vey, Cean you comment about this?

Answer: Every student asks, "Can I comment?" Yes, that's true enmgh—I cam, If
you wmt the camment!
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In the first place, nephilim does not in itself convey the idea necessarily of gi-
gentise, Thad's e point, Now remember, there were "nephilim in the earth in those
deys; and also after that.,.." I would take the meaning of nephilim as being mich more
crarneteristic of Neanderthalold creatures than any other kind of human beings I have
s2an—.necguse the Bible distinguishes anly one kind of cresture without necessarily i~
gantism in the human family and that's the nephilim, undcubtedly based an the cancept
of "to fall, a feller, a btuily,™ because "he fell™ or "he fells others™ are all deri
vatiens depending on how you construct the Hebrew verb,

flow, we are told that "There were nephilim,,.in those dgys and also after thet®—
and alao thsat when the sons of god married the deughters of men they had childrem, you
see—"mighty men,,of cld, men of renown," The implication fram this would seem to be
that gigantism was a characteristic that actually was in the family of Cain if ocur pic-
tus3 iz right, and I think it will turn out tc be--that gigantism clearly had to hawe
smms down sl the way throush the femily if it is going to crop up later after the Flocod,
7f it's a horeditery thing that has disappeared and never existed in either the fami’y
¢? 32th or Cain, then how do you account for it unless it's oriental? It bad to came
down in wae of the femilies; and if Ham's wife is indeed Naamah, then this is where it
occurred, And thatis why gigmitism as a whole is cheracteristie, in modern history, of
blacks exclusively—that is, at least this side of the Flood. #nd if Nimrcd is the
tather of gilants, then it was in the family of Ham and cropped up especially in the lam~
i2¥ of Cush *hrough Nirred, It mgy occur elsewhere, but in this case it has to do with
siyemoth whereas, for instance, the Watusl are not individuals of great strength, They're
vervy .ragiie-structured pscple even though extremely tall (where the msn average cloze Lo
sevan feet in height).

ilow when the Eibdle has "of 0ld" meaning "{rom the be;inning," this would imply in
faci azzin vhat we have ccpcluded: That thecrigin of the different kinds of races—the
orizis is to be found ‘n the gct of Creation itself, In other wexds, that 211 the type
tihat were to arise wer: patterned then and did not occur later, That's a point I had
never thought of, the idea that when Ive vas made these characteristics were all uilt
in theve capable of expressing themselves hereditarily, I think this is the onswer,

it ya see, in reality, the body cells of the male are zsmufactured and ars, ir
this semse, hereditary., Afnd all the female egg cells zre hereditary, The amly :nes
shat maver would have been hereditary were from Eve herself because this is am act of
rrestion! That God could have desigued in all the races thers, and that'c why = have
all %he shadings in between-—that's what God allowed after the Fleod. God preserved
siper Lhe Flood throvsh intermasriage (which vas not the proper way) what He did belare
the Flood whem you had the varicus childrem—-the only way it could be possible,

Question: Tho curse on Cain was apparently more severe then the curse on Adan (Gene
1;.:11-12;3:175. was the curse ca Cain a double curse?

ingwer: I don't think it was necessarily dcuble, I think we deal with two things
here: Obviously, a curse again came on the earth in the instance of Cain's sin, tut it wes
¢uel, That is, urnlike Adam who might have reapcd what he sowed, Cain's way wont one

acop {urthsr where it was always greed and gettingl

T e 1ike a carnal Israelite—you can sort of read the average Americam mem in

o w=g Alan handled hig wife. It is so tynically that--ycutd never characteriza Adam

2z 8 7mical Arab, You could not understand the situaticn correctly if you didi he

gvorage irab doss not act this way tovard his wlfe--never has, probably nover will! Adam
s 2 typical mem that we would assbclate with the thinking of Western Buropean nan: He
i3t his wife go her om wgy! This kind of thing is not dane in all cultures,

“iew, Cain‘s wey—and this is important to recognize—Cain's wey not anly led to G s
interventian but led to its owm penalty so thed Cain would himsgelf—he was drizen oat -
Usd; 1u:, obvicusly, enybody who was begirning to live his way just like he did,and i

I/‘/c'.‘tild:-::m 4hat ho would bring up, Would also develop the same habits and practicac o the

4



Pre-Tlood traditians of %=19-69 (Thurs, A.M.) cent'd

~
{

(4]

p&r,

same point where everybody was trying to get. BHe might try to sow; it might even yield;
but somebody else would resp it because they'd drive him off, steal it after he got it,
just like he was trying to do to others, In other words, his wagy produced the situsiim
where he would be a vagebond end a wanderer, you see,and would not even be able to pet
all thet he himself could have produced despite whatever curse might have came on thse
eax th further ss a result of changes in mountain building that would effect the whcls
weathar pattern, the whole structure of the surface of the earth altered to precipitate
such a thing as this,

The average Arab todgy, as am illustration, who is a nomad, sows, wanders off, and
ccmes back later to reap, He doesn't stay around where he sowed, And it is understcod
by others that this is what belongs to the people who sowed, But if Cain's way is strict-
ly ¢ way of getting, then you have no guarantee when you come back that somebody else
mey not have reaped it the day before and got off with it, Or let you reap it, put i
the work, and then steals it from you.

But this is exactly what Cain was begetting, He was begetting the same system we
have in America,in one sense of the word, where everybody puts in less, wants tc get
more,&nd discovers that everybody else has dme the same thing!

4

Questian: That releates to my questian, We have heard that the way of Cain came
throug: the Flood vis the sister of Tubalcain, Naamah, What about the statement that
che married Ham?

Answer: This is based on the the Jewish tradition—I would cautian all of you to
recognize the difference in wéight which we place on various statements, You mey find
this in JP's Critical Commentary on relation to Genesis 4., Is that your entire quesiimm?

Questiomm added: Was Ham leading her or was she leading him—what was the situation?

Dr, Hoeh: As far as ws know, no me of the three sons of Nosh was really obeying
Ged in any sense of the word other then going along with father! This certainly sesms
to be the case, There is no real tradition to show otherwise,

And moct men let their women decide vhat their religion shouid be, You find thes
the woman's feeling is that the religion is normally more importamt than the man does,
Tnis is when you have a #se religian, I donft think this is necessarily true when me
is actuslly converted and recognizes that religion has to do vith everything that is:
T this czse the picturo changes, But religion so often is associated with unveelily,
thke unreail:; the cercronr, the emciiomal cendition thet is associated with same spiritusl
concept. This is the reasm why most churches cater to women far more than to men, The
aly religian that is truly a mant's religion in the world, in which no wcmen has any
mejor pari, is Islam, And vhen you discover what the basis of that religion is, you'll
understand why wamen wouldnt!t go for it anywsy!

Guestions: When we go through Genesis 4 and other of these early chapters end ths
ctatement is made lhat this is according to Jewisk traditionm, what do you go bWy whem you
say "Jewich traditicom?® Do you go by what Josephus wrote or scnething else?

Answer: I would say Josepms if it's from Josephus! If it is not Josephus, then I
would merely call it "Jewish treditiom,"™ T use the expression "Jewisk traditiom® as a
gencral ters to includo the statements that the various rabbis have made, that the priests
or Saducees might have muzde, Same of these are clearly based vn contemporary recards.
Others are strictly exegesis, that is, a deduction lroum the Scripture, OSome are nerely
based on a deduction from the Scripture. I put minimal woipght on ordinary Jewish tradi-
tica. I put minimal weight on it because we have to test it carefully, Nevertheless,
tiers erc some remarkable things because I begin to turn it up also in Gentile traditione
Tho seme thing that clearly indicetes some parallel,
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Pro-Flood traditions of %=19=69 (Thurs, A%) cattd page 8

low, I will gop with this question which I want to ask and answer briefly becsuse
it lias nobt boen trought up here today in this class: What about the lifetime and the pe
tern, if qur Jewish tradition is a basis--is it possible for Naamah to be the wife of M~ .
2*i11 be the sister of Tubalcain, have Tubalcain at least a ycung man or a youth when
Cefn iz o511l alive? In tradition Tubelcain is pictured as a youth when Cain is still
pildve,. Ard is the tradition velid which implies that the death of Cain was just before
the desth of Adam or around that time? :

Yow e snalvzed all of these put together at the end of the class last evening for
sout ten minutes, It is possible to have these overlaps when you use the extrenes of
skronologleal possibility, I menticn this so that there is no questim,

Now if the treditiom is true that Cain died before Adam, it was probably ghorily be-
fere, Cain 15 clearly the Saturn of Roman tradition in Ovid's Metamorphoses; he is plo-
fured like Xrenos sg an old man——old "Father Time," you imow, with a white beard, He's
ar. o1 men, Now if Cain lives close to 930 years and dies before Adam, then it is pos-
sitle %o have a mother who has by Lamech, the youth Tubalcain—uwho is pictured as a youth

%t the iime of the death of Cain, who could have been the first born sn—znd still have
ihe youngest dmughter, Naamah, be the wife of Ham,

T his cese, we are getiine the maximum limits where a woman probably could have
zhildren even till into the 600th year of life; and on the Lasis of the fact that today
same ecruld £till have children now upwards of age 50 while living %111 beyand 70, in that
time thoy could have had them upwards of 640 to 650 years when people were living well
over ¥,

Cn this basis, il liaamah is indeed the youngest daughter of Zillah—I'm just setting
extremes; it doesn't say that she is, there might have been one other child--she still
wcauld not have needed to be mare then around a hundred and twenty years of age when Ham
was sraund 100, Arnd by that time (age) the differsnce of 20 years is insignificent in
torms of living a long time, My wife is someukat olcer than I am—-by several years, in
fach, [ remind her of i% on occasian! T tell her I think I am erotionally equelly me-
tuce! Yeverthelcss, ab the time I married her shke was proportionately a lot older the.
ghe 15 now bscauss yeers have gone by since, Aud the difference there between her age
=4 zino &g a percentage was far more than in this pre-Flood circumstance, Now, I am
presuning that Ham nar-ied a womam who was gomewhat his age, even though she might ha7e
neen older, And it is not unknown to have wives older than husbands, Mrs, Herbert irc-
straag was older <l.m ¥r, Armstrong--not by rmch, tut definitely older, #&nd lMrs, Sher-
win !‘®dchael is simificantly older then her lmsband, I think, frankly, that in God's
ministry this has oftem been the case, far more than ordinarily even in the Church, I'll
just site this as =n illustratiam, So it is pussidble——end it would Le equally as possible
the older the women waild bscame, But I don't thinik dem had a "mother complex," Arywamy,
thiz is “he situubtion in terms of possible lompevity, This facter of longevity 1s very
irportant to bear in mind when analyzing the pre-Flood society,
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GENEAIOGY OF THE TWO MAJOR LINES OF PEOPLE

IN THE PRE-FLOOD WORLD

Line of Cain

(Genesis 4:17-22)

ADAM

Line of Seth and Enos

(Genesis 4:25 to 5:32)

(Lived 132 years and begat Seth)

CAIN started a WAY of 1ife that
was the epltome of rebellion
agalnst God. He was the original
ancestor of the NON-white dis-
obedient line of people in the
pre-Flood soclety. Ancilent
tradition indicates he died a
violent death.

ENOCH was the first son born

to Cain. Cain built a clty

and named it after his son (Gen.
4:17) Notice that some of these
names repeat themselves in the
two lines of people.

These three
descendents
of Cain are
gsimply listed
in Gen. 4:18.
Apparently
they had no
great 1mpact
on soclety.

Irad Note:

Mehujael

Methusael

ABEL had no children and 1lived
only a few brief years when
earth's human population was
still very small, Yet, be-
cause of his righteous example,
he jualified as the first _
preacher of righteousness and
will be in the first resurrec-
tion (Heb. 11:4, 39-40; I John
3:12).
SETH, 105 years. He was a
righteous man with obedlent,
happy children. He was the son
of Adam and Eve who replaced
the murdered Abel. It was

from this line of people that
Christ was ultimately to come
(Tuke 3:38). He was the second
in this line of eilght preachers
of righteousness in pre-Flood
times.

ENOS, 90 years. He was the
third of eight preachers of
righteousness in his 1ine,
During his 1ife the population
of the world had grown large
enough to necessitate the spread-
ing of the truth by preaching
and writing (Gen. 4:26).

CAINAN, 70 years.

MAHAIALEEL, 65 years.

JARED, 162 years. 47
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(Chart concluded with the cruclial generations down to the Flood).

LAMECH 1ived somewhere in the
period 3400 to 2500. He was a
contemporary of both Caln and
Noah! He was the leading man
of violence in the centuriles
prior to the Flood. The
magnitude of his evil deeds had
tremendous negative impact on
pre~-Flood soclety.

JABAL, JUBAL, TUBALCAIN and
NAAMAH were the four out-
standingly important child-
ren of the 77 that Lamech
traditionally had. They
shaped their socliety in many
wpong directions! As a
direct result, the FLOOD

came 1in thelr generation.

And one of tnem carried the
WAY OF CAIN THROUGH THE FLOOD!
Thls generation was contem-
porary with the lives of
Methuselah, Lamech, and Noah.

ENOCH, 65 years. As Gen.,
5:21-24 states, he was a man
famous for his obedience to God-
but his 1life was cut short by
some 600 years!

METHUSELAH, 187 years, His
was the longest life recorded
in human history! Methuselah
died in the Flood. His father,
Enoch, had prophesied the end
of that wicked society and
Methuselah, his son was a
iving testimony of this!

LAMECH, 182 years., He was
the father of Noah. Do not

confuse him with the other
Lamech, the descendent of Cain.

NOAH, 600 years to the close

of the Flood. He was the only
man left in the world who

was both racially pure and
spiritually righteous when

the Flood came! He was the
elghth preacher of righteousness
in gne pre-Flood world (II Peter
2:5).

EXPLANATION OF THE CHART: This simple chart provides the
KEY to understanding the TIME ELEMENT of the pre-Flood

world,

The most significant feature of <hissummary out-

line 1s that 1t shows that the impact of LAMECH AND HIS
FAMILY was concentrated in the last few centuries before
the Flood when the population of the earth was exploding.

Notice that 1t 1s not possible to determine who each of

the 8 preachers of righteousness 1is,

Certainly Abel,

Seth, Enos and Noah should be 1lncluded, as well as

Enoch.
excluded.

And 1t seems clear that Methuselah should be

But who is the other man to be dropped out=--
Jared or Lamech,Noah's father?
understood in this connection?

How is Jude 14 to be
Is Genesis 5:29 a

definite indication that Noah's father was a righteous

servant of God?

These are among the juestions that

remaln about this fascinating period of history,
unfortunately regarded as mythical by modern historilans!
(This chart revised 9-1-7Q)



Basic poktg on archasology World Civilization I

The "Prehist

oric" period essentially means pre=Flood. Prehistory is supposedly the time

when there were humans—but they were too "primitive® (too low on the evolutiamary scale)

to know how

to write! So prenistory actually means pre-~written history or the pre-

literate period.

The pre-Flood world has ‘been archasologically discovered and is described in terms of

Paleolithic,
PALRCLITHIC:

MESOLITHIC:

sy o 5 R
i ik asl LV 5

Mesclithic, and Neclithic (same, not all) cultures., Definitions:

Old Stoms {chipped stome tools) Characterized by food gathering, The
Paisolitnic Cultures reflect the way of 1life of Cain which mgy be desaribed
as nomadism., He was driven out as a fugitive and vagabond (Gen, 4:12)
and his dascendents copied this way of life,

Miidie Stope (intermediate or transitional stage) Anati defines this as
Tolliows: "Toward the end of ths Paleclthie, and in the transitional period
called ¥esolithic, or Middle Stcne Age, same drastic changes tock plece,
By then...a new technique of toadl-making abruptly appeared, and with it
cems otier new expressions expressions of gpiritual and social 1ife, New
kinds of art, new ways of burying and of worshipping the dead, new criter-
ia for choosing habitation sites, show that great changes were taldng place
in the mentality and the way of 1life of the people, The new tools had a
mich richer variety of forms: many earlier tools had several possible us-
es. but most of the new ones had precise and special purposes., This spec-
ialiration, revealed by remains of implements found in caves and camp
sites, is a conciderable revolution in itself., It probably indicates slso
so.e dretic chengas in the economic organization of the humam group."
(27 .tii~ Before the Hebrews, page 40.)

- ¢ nry (polished or ground stone tools) Characterized by food pro-
ducing as cantrasted with food gathering, The Neolithic has these main
features: settled agriculture, domesticated animals (sheep, axen, deog,
pig), pottery (but recall that Cain®s city "Enoch,™ pre-Flood Jericho,
is described as "Prs-pottery Neolithid), Also assoclated with the
Neolithic are trads and metazls (copper, bronze, brass, irom), The dls-
covery of metals in Neclithic sites in Asia Minor is farcing archaeolo-
gigts to completely revamp their concept of the Neolithic, They are
finding Neolithic culture to be mich more advanced and sophisticated
than previously imaginedl

Tt should be nded tha% man actually started cut "Neolithic," That is, Abel and Cain
wore food producsrg, not gatherers., Note the description of their wgy of 1life in Gene-

sis 4, But

Cain was driven ocut and reducsd to Paleolithic; he had tc wander and gather

food, Not until later did Cain and his descendents work themselves back up to an ad-
venoed Neolithic level of culture as described in the last half of Genesis 4.

Important:

The (Md, Middle and New Stome cultures should be labelied just that--cultureg,
not zgeg! They have nothing to do with worldwwide chronologital order. On-
ly in local areas does the cultural sequence revealed in the archacological
strata shou time-order, Actually all three basic types of culture were in
existence &% the same %ime in different parts of the warld before the Fiocod,
As an illustration, we still have still have stons cultures todgy—parallel
with the jot age! In some parts of the world you can walk off the edge of
the run-wygy right into the "Stome Agel™
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Basis points ca pre-Flocd archacology page 2

This brings us to vhat we have dubbed "Dr, Hoeh's groat eralization™s At least in
Paiestine, the Paleolithic, Mesolithic and Neolithic all tremspired within the lifetine
of AMdmm md/or Cain—that is, within the first 900 years of human experience! (This
cantrasts sharply with the ¢ne millicn ar more years assigned by evolutiwmary scholars!,

- == e w» am o= .

The main cultures of the pre-Flood world as related to the Bible account:

1, Ranily of Seth, Apparsntly few remains, Thls means that they had a nomadic cul-
ture which left few remains, or that God saw to it that the Flood buried their
caltural remains too deeply to be detected (possibly in the Mesopotamian valley).

2, Nephilim, Nemsdathal Mep and the NMousterden Culture of the Middle Paleolithie,
Namea fram Le Mcoustisr, its type-site in southearn France, Buropesn cave-dwellers
essociated most strangly with this culture,

3, Nomadic tenteculture of Jabal-Jubal, Upper Paleolithie, See Gemesis 4:20, FHad

tents Liks Zmericen Indisn wizvams. Graveitlap extending fram southern
Rugsia into Burope. REarliest portsble dwellings. Associated with the Aurigrac—
ian and Perigordisn cultures in Burope and related to the Almarien in Palestine

(see page 119 in Anatits Palestine).
L. Cain, Pre-Flood Jericho, "Pro-pottery Neolithio A%, Economy based an trade.

5, Lamegh, His cwliure pessibly reflectedffPre-pottery Neolithic B® culture of pre-
M ood Jericho,

6. Tubalcain, Catal Buyuk in south-central Asia Minor, Key is very early evidenc
of smelting metals—copper, irml

7. Naameh, Yersin in southeastern Asia Minor near Tarsus, Key is evidence of locmg
end wearinge Very listle turmoil evidenced at this site, Dr, Hoeh said she mmst
have been of purs Negroid stock or she and Ham blologically could not have had
Negro chiliren after the Flood,

The principle that spmengeg: Thus the Bible mentions in Genesis 4 the psople who were
wealtsy, famous and inrluential in the pre-Flocd world--pecple around whom sntire cultires
and cuiburel traditions rsvolved! It seams that God guides archaeologlists to uncover xGy
cultaral areas which serve to substantiate the Bible, (However, we must remember that

the great majority of sites have still not been excavated,)

List of major pre=Flood archasological sites:

Name Size Archaeologist Comrents
1. Jericho 10 acres Kathleen Fenyan Small rooams
2, Mersin 12 acres John Garstang Mound is 80 feet high
3, Catal Huyuk 32 acres James Mellaart Largest known Neolithic site

in the Near Eastl!
Nots: Pasadena Arbassador campus is 45 acres by comparisam,
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