
Shifting the Torah Paradigm 
 

Whoso keepeth the law [Torah] is a wise son: but he that is a companion of 

riotous men shameth his father.     —Proverbs 28:7 

 

f you consider yourself “Torah Observant,” then already you may have an 

advantage over those unfamiliar with this phrase. If the word “Torah”1 is 

new to you, this book will help you understand both the common (modern) 

usage, and hopefully a more contextual understanding of our story. At the same 

time, if the word “Torah” is already a part of your vocabulary, then perhaps this 

book will give you an even richer understanding of what it means to “keep” or 

“break” it. 

 

While it may seem like more of an advantage to be seasoned in Torah terms, it 

could also prove to be a disadvantage for some. If your idea of Torah aligns with 

the more commonly held views, then it is possible that you have already built your 

own reality and succumbed to many of the stereotypes that have been observed in 

communities like the Hebrew Roots movement.2 In effect, you may be less willing 

to entertain some of the perspectives of this book if it does not align with your 

existing theology and/or lifestyle. 

 

Over time, many Torah observers have come to the point where every 

command in Scripture—specifically the Law of Moses—is now viewed as a divine 

behavior patterned after an eternal model. This is simply not true. While it can be 

said that the commandments are meant to steer us back in the direction of divine 

behavior, not every command is an example of Yah’s perfect moral character. 

 

 
1 The word “Torah” is an English word that developed from the Hebrew form ּתֹוָרה is defined as 

“instruction, teaching, guidance, direction, or law.” tôwrâh, to-raw'; or ָרה  tôrâh; from H3384; a precept or ּתֹּ
statute, especially the Decalogue or Pentateuch:—law. | 
https://www.blueletterbible.org/lexicon/h8451/kjv/wlc/0-1/   
2 No different than modern Christianity, there are many communities that identify with the label “Hebrew 
Roots.” Common points of agreement among the different groups that make up this movement is the shared 
view that Mosaic Law was never “done away with” and that it is good to observe and keep the commands 
given to the Israelites who departed Egypt (as recorded in the books of Exodus – Deuteronomy). 

I 



For instance, one of the most renowned commands is “thou shall not kill.”3 Yet 

the Father also commanded the Israelites to kill under certain conditions.4 Should 

we then believe that killing demonstrates righteous and moral behavior? 

Absolutely not. We understand that it is the Father’s will for everyone to live in 

perfect harmony without cause for murder. 

 

Likewise, animal sacrifice should not be considered moral or righteous 

behavior when there are certain stipulations under which it was permitted. In 

essence, the Father did not command the Israelites to do animal sacrifice; He 

commanded them how to do it and how not to do it. As long as the Israelites were 

going to do it anyway, they would be required to do it a certain way and within a 

designated area.5 

 

Understand that certain laws were given to address the immediate sin 

problems among the Israelites. The Law in its entirety was not given to merely 

show us 613 divine behaviors. And this I believe is a major hole in the theory that 

everything written in Mosaic Law (namely the book of Leviticus) was common 

knowledge to the people of Yah throughout time; that every command given to 

Moses is an exact pattern of what is done in heaven. This is simply not true. 

 

By this logic, we must wonder why the Father waited until the time of Moses 

to formally introduce His commands. If every command given to Moses was 

practiced throughout the generations prior, then why is Scripture silent about the 

Law until we come to the story of the Exodus? Aside from certain core principles 

such as the Ten Commandments, we do not have a detailed behavioral system 

explained until thousands of years after creation, when Moses was raised up to 

deliver Yah’s people. 

 

 
3 Exodus 20:13 
4 Instructions to kill include (but are not limited to) the mass genocides of the heathen nations which Israel 
conquered during their journey into the promised land, as well as the examples of capital punishment within 
the Torah itself: murder (Exodus 21:12), kidnapping (Exodus 21:16), bestiality (Exodus 22:19), adultery 
(Leviticus 20:10), homosexuality (Leviticus 20:13), being a false prophet (Deuteronomy 13:5), prostitution and 
rape (Deuteronomy 22:24), etc. 
5 Leviticus 1:2-3; 17:1-6; 22:26-28 



It seems to me, this is why people succumb to such speculation when reading 

the earlier stories in the Bible, because Scripture fails to establish animal sacrifice 

as an act of worship required by the Father. Even though some procedures are 

commanded in the Law of Moses, this does not mean the Father is pleased with 

the behavior necessarily. 

 
Therefore, when Christ came into the world, he said: “Sacrifice and offering 

you did not desire, but a body you prepared for me; with burnt offerings 

and sin offerings you were not pleased. Then I said, ‘Here I am—it is written 

about me in the scroll—I have come to do your will, my God.’” First he said, 

“Sacrifices and offerings, burnt offerings and sin offerings you did not 

desire, nor were you pleased with them”—though they were offered in 

accordance with the law.  —Hebrews 10:5-8 

 

This suggestion may be difficult to swallow at first. Yet the more you chisel 

away at this subject, you begin to see the story in a completely different context. If 

you can understand that Israel had retained excessive amounts of pagan culture 

during their time in Egypt, then you can make sense why the Father would have 

to establish laws for their barbaric practices in the first place. The commands were 

instituted because the people were so out of touch with the original instructions 

that were given to Adam. In fact, just a few verses prior, the writer of Hebrews 

explains that sacrifices were reminders of their sins and that it is impossible for the 

blood of bulls to take away sins. 

 
But in those sacrifices there is a remembrance again made of sins every year. 

For it is not possible that the blood of bulls and of goats should take away sins.

        —Hebrews 10:3-4 

 

This is quite the paradigm shift for those who subscribe to the more commonly 

held views of Torah. After all, was this not the reason Christ came to be crucified? 

Was he not the ultimate sacrifice? Was the blood of Jesus not meant to be shed for 

our sins? After all, the writer of Hebrews tells us there is no remission of sins 

without the shedding of blood.6 Do we not read that Christ was sacrificed to take 

 
6 Hebrews 9:22 And almost all things are by the law purged with blood; and without shedding of blood is no 
remission. 



away the sins of the world?7 Thus, it seems there is either a contradiction in terms 

here, or we have misunderstood the message of the cross. I contend the latter. 

When Yeshua went to the cross, it was not to validate this message of redemption 

via blood; it was to expose the system altogether.8 Their sacrifices were worthless. 

 
For I desired mercy, and not sacrifice; and the knowledge of God more than 

burnt offerings. But they like men have transgressed the covenant: there have 

they dealt treacherously against me. Gilead is a city of them that work iniquity, 

and is polluted with blood.     —Hosea 6:6-8 

 

Suddenly it becomes almost irrational to think that every command or 

instruction given to Moses has always been employed by the angels in heaven. 

When giving a fresh look to the context, we begin to see an entire storyline that is 

commonly overlooked by the Christian and Torah mainstream. And this is my 

purpose for this volume, to crush the conceptual notion that, “If it was written in 

the Law of Moses, then it is part of the Father’s eternal behavior system.” Even 

though many Torah keepers believe the Law reveals the perfect nature of the 

Father, it does quite the opposite, as it shows the people their sins. 

 

Why, then, was the law given at all? It was added because of transgressions …  

—Galatians 3:19 

 

The terms of agreement given to Moses for the Israelites was not to reveal the 

perfect behavior of God Almighty. Commands were not always given to teach us 

what is pleasing to the Father. Some were meant to show the people how sinful 

their behavior was. The Law acts as a mirror, a reflection of the people. It could 

not make people perfect, because it only showed them what condition they were 

in currently. 

 

 
7 Hebrews 9:28 So Christ was once offered to bear the sins of many; and unto them that look for him shall 
he appear the second time without sin unto salvation. 
8 It is also worth noting that forgiveness was available under multiple situations, including the washing with 
water (Lev 15:16-17; 17:15), anointing with oil (Lev 14:29), burning grains (Lev 5:11-13), money offerings (Ex 
30:11-16), or by means of the scapegoat (Lev 16:10). Therefore, we should not look at the crucifixion as a 
Levitical sacrifice but rather as a voluntary offering to expose the Levitical system. 



The problem is that too many people look at Mosaic Law as an eternal covenant 

system for all of God’s creation, whether in eternity past, the present, or the future, 

instead of a system set up for the immediate circumstances of a rebellious people 

with eternal promises. I would encourage my readers to look at the Law as 

something given to a specific generation(s) of people and not an eternal behavior 

system for everyone, everywhere, as it has been inadequately perceived. The Law 

given to Moses was a temporary fix to bring us to Christ. 

 
So then, the law was our guardian until Christ came, in order that we might be 

justified by faith. But now that faith has come, we are no longer under a 

guardian,       —Galatians 3:24-25 

 

This should not seem like a far stretch from what Torah believers believe 

already. In fact, it is often emphasized among the Torah community that not all 

commandments are for everyone. Some commands are gender specific, while 

other commands only apply to people of certain trades. Some commands are only 

for slave owners, and some are for certain tribes only. Depending on your 

circumstances, some laws would not have applied to you. 

 

Not every instruction of the Law applies directly to everyone. So when 

someone argues that “the Law no longer applies,” it is in our best interest to give 

them the benefit of the doubt before objecting. After all, this is a true statement in 

several situations. Likewise, not all the commands given to the Israelites (through 

Moses) would have been applicable to Adam or Eve in the garden, despite what 

you may presume. The sacrificial laws were given to a people who needed to be 

shown their worldly behavior, as well as corrective action and limitations. 

 

If we can understand that killing is not a divine behavior, while understanding 

that the Father used it to eliminate other evils according to His moral character, 

then it should not seem strange to see animal sacrifice used within the Law. After 

all, if it was only permitted within certain conditions, then it would have been 



practical for eliminating the excessive amounts of unnecessary animal sacrifice 

otherwise practices without any moral limitation.9 

 

Today it seems like Moses catches all the grief for being that Hebrew boy who 

was raised “pagan,” while the rest of the Hebrews get let off easy. This totally 

ignores any potential behavior the Israelites could have adopted in years prior, 

while they were under the control of Pharaoh. This is not to say that animal 

sacrifice originated in Egypt, because it did not.10 Still, the Hebrews spent many 

years in Egypt. In effect, many new practices and religious ceremonies had been 

adopted along the way. In turn, their behaviors developed over the years to reflect 

the ways of Babylon (no different than denominational mainstream church of 

today). 

 

The Law did not revolve around the Father’s moral behavior; it revolved 

around the poor conduct of the people. It was given because of their immorality.11 

It was added because the people had retained generations of pagan influence and 

needed redirection. Therefore, many cultural practices that were embedded in 

their minds during the years in Egypt were dealt with through the Law of Moses. 

 

What shall we say then? Is the law sin? God forbid. Nay, I had not known sin, 

but by the law:       —Romans 7:7 

 

Although it may be a little different than what you have imagined, the story of 

Exodus is not about millions of Hebrews who learned a 613-point list of divine 

behaviors. It was an attempt to steer the people back in the direction of divine 

behavior by reducing the excessive amounts of worldly behaviors they displayed. 

 

Simply put, the Law itself (including animal sacrifice) was not divine behavior. 

It was meant to lead the people towards divine behavior; to Yeshua Maschiach / 

 
9 Such as sacrificing unclean animals to pagan idols and false gods, while neglecting the kosher procedures 
while handling the animal and blood. 
10 A few examples such as Abraham and Noah demonstrate that people were familiar with this form of ritual 
dating pretty far back on the timeline, but we do not find the origin in the Bible. 
11 Galatians 3:19 Wherefore then serveth the Law? It was added because of transgressions … 



Jesus Christ, the “end of the Law.”12 Until the Messiah could clarify exactly what 

the Law was meant to do, they were bound to a system that showed them just how 

violent they were. 

 

There was a reason the Father felt it necessary to bring order to those people. 

They had arrived at a place where they were no less pagan than the Egyptians, not 

only because of the animal sacrifices but in their idolatry as well. I believe the 

golden calf incident is enough to demonstrate exactly where their loyalty rested. 

 
And he received them at their hand, and fashioned it with a graving tool, after 

he had made it a molten calf: and they said, These be thy gods, O Israel, 

which brought thee up out of the land of Egypt. And when Aaron saw it, he 

built an altar before it; and Aaron made proclamation, and said, To morrow is 

a feast to the LORD [YHWH]. And they rose up early on the morrow, and 

offered burnt offerings, and brought peace offerings; and the people sat down 

to eat and to drink, and rose up to play. And the LORD [YHWH] said unto 

Moses, Go, get thee down; for thy people, which thou broughtest out of the 

land of Egypt, have corrupted themselves: They have turned aside 

quickly out of the way which I commanded them: they have made them 

a molten calf, and have worshipped it, and have sacrificed thereunto, and 

said, These be thy gods, O Israel, which have brought thee up out of the 

land of Egypt. … For they said unto me, Make us gods, which shall go 

before us: for as for this Moses, the man that brought us up out of the land of 

Egypt, we wot not what is become of him. And I said unto them, Whosoever 

hath any gold, let them break it off. So they gave it me: then I cast it into the 

fire, and there came out this calf.  —Exodus 32:4-8, 23-24 

 

Many people interpret this passage to say that Israel was directing their 

worship to YHWH but with a graven image, which is why He was displeased. 

They were thought to have been worshipping Him the wrong way. The text, 

however, reveals that the people acknowledged other gods. “These be thy gods.” 

Furthermore, the people were already familiar with burnt offerings to their gods. 

It was nothing new. In response, YHWH expressed His contempt for their 

behavior, “they have corrupted themselves and have turned aside from the way I 

 
12 Romans 10:4 For Christ is the end of the law for righteousness to everyone that believeth. 



commanded them.” It was because they were guilty of idolatry and sacrificing to 

other gods. 

 

If animal sacrifice was something instituted by the Father in eternity, for His 

pleasure, then it is peculiar that it is not mentioned anywhere in the creation 

account, neither in the book of Genesis nor Jubilees. I am not talking about a 

private interpretation of Adam and Eve’s coats of skins, Abel’s offering, or Noah’s 

“allowance” to eat animal flesh. I am talking about an absolute record of animal 

sacrifice. Where in Scripture do we find the pattern for animal sacrifice prior to the 

time of Moses? If the Father created us to imitate His divine behaviors, and if 

animal sacrifice is such an elaborate part of this heavenly behavior, then why are 

the books of Genesis and Jubilees silent about this aspect of design? 

 

It is my understanding that the entire animal sacrificial system was established 

for the purpose of maintaining order for a behavior that was already existent 

among the Israelites. The reckless slaughtering and consumption of animals; this 

was the lifestyle that mankind adopted throughout time. The instructions we read 

about in the book of Leviticus were given to reduce as much unnecessary 

bloodshed as possible and to minimize the amount of suffering of innocent 

animals. 

 

Could it be that when the Father hammered out His stipulations for animal 

sacrifice, it was not because slaughtering animals was His idea, but because 

mankind had already adopted this travesty from other nations? I believe so. 

Considering the brutal nature of animal sacrifice, it is more unreasonable to 

associate such images with a life-giving Creator. I believe the Israelites were so 

disconnected from the original Torah that YHWH could only bring order by a 

monitored allowance system. 

 

Minimization of their barbaric practices (as opposed to elimination) was likely 

the only option for the Father to institute a repentance system. He knew idea of 

abstaining altogether from animal flesh was so unlikely that He found a way to 

get their attention by establishing limitations. Suddenly it makes sense why the 



Father would give an instruction that essentially begins with an open-ended “If 

you must.” Take a look again at the initial command about animal sacrifice. 

 
Speak unto the children of Israel, and say unto them, If any man of you bring 

an offering unto the LORD YHWH, ye shall bring your offering of the cattle, 

even of the herd, and of the flock.  If his offering be a burnt sacrifice of the 

herd, let him offer a male without blemish: he shall offer it of his own 

voluntary will at the door of the tabernacle of the congregation before the 

LORD YHWH.     —Leviticus 1:2-3 

 

Animal sacrifice is not even a requirement. It never was. It was something the 

Father allowed them to do if they wanted to. Do not forget that any sacrifice would 

be offered from “your own voluntary will,” not to fulfill a divine requirement. 

Interestingly, the Father immediately drives His first stake in the ground. If you 

bring an offering, make sure it is “without blemish.” 

 

In essence, the Father immediately established that He expects a higher 

standard for Himself, above the negligent rituals to which they practiced to other 

gods. Perhaps this is one of the reasons He referred to it as “your burnt offerings” 

and “your sacrifices.” It was simply not His custom. 

 
Thus says the LORD [YHWH] of hosts, the God of Israel: “Add your burnt 

offerings to your sacrifices and eat meat.  For I did not speak to your fathers, 

or command them in the day that I brought them out of the land of Egypt, 

concerning burnt offerings or sacrifices.    —Jeremiah 7:21-22 

 

Here again we see the sobering reality that the Father never commanded them 

to bring sacrifices or burnt offerings. The problem today is that carnivorous 

behaviors have been ingrained into society insomuch that it has clouded our moral 

outlook and interpretation of Yah’s instructions, i.e., Torah. Today, it seems we 

have become so detached from these precious forms of life that we consider it 



taboo when discovering that an acquaintance is vegetarian,13 vegan,14 

pescatarian,15 flexitarian,16 or fruitarian.17 

 

While the following designations are generally applied more to the animal 

kingdom, I believe it is no less appropriate to describe our adaptations or 

preferences in terms of “carnivorous,”18 “herbivorous,”19 or “omnivorous,”20 etc. I 

personally use these terms in reference to humans and animals both. The point is 

that we have disconnected from our original design because we have allowed the 

culture of the nations to shape our entire outlook on Yah’s creation. 

 

Now, instead of comprehending His true intentions for animal sacrifice, it is 

assumed to be something our Creator delighted in, as well as something He 

required. Nevertheless, after generations of allowing Israel to perform these blood 

rituals, the prophet Micah concluded that none of their sacrifices pleased the 

Father. It was never required to be in covenant with YHWH. The only requirement 

was justice, love, mercy, and humility. 

 
Wherewith shall I come before the LORD [YHWH], and bow myself before 

the high God? shall I come before him with burnt offerings, with calves of a 

year old?  Will the LORD [YHWH] be pleased with thousands of rams, or with 

ten thousands of rivers of oil? shall I give my firstborn for my transgression, the 

fruit of my body for the sin of my soul?  He hath shewed thee, O man, what is 

good; and what doth the LORD [YHWH] require of thee, but to do justly, and 

to love mercy, and to walk humbly with thy God? 

—Micah 6:6-8 

 
13 Vegetarians do not eat animal flesh but may consume eggs and dairy. 
14 Vegans refrain from eating or consuming any known animal products, both in diet and clothing, cosmetic, 
or hygiene products. 
15 Pescatarians do not eat animal flesh but may consume eggs, dairy, as well as fish and seafood. 
16 Flexitarians generally eat more vegetables than animal flesh. They may not be as strict as vegetarians and 
vegans, but they are mindful of the amount of meats they consume. Previously I went through a season 
where I referred to my diet as “plant based,” and it seemed to be more in step with the flexitarian lifestyle. 
17 Fruitarians are perhaps the strictest of all previously mentioned, whereas they eat fruit only and no 
vegetables. 
18 A Carnivore is an animal that eats flesh/meat from other animals. Technically, you would not call a human 
a “carnivore.” Rather, humans would more appropriately be classified as “Carnists.” 
19 An Herbivore is an animal that eats plant life. Technically, you would not call a human an “herbivore.” 
Rather, humans are more appropriately distinguished between the aforementioned variations (vegetarian, 
vegan, flexitarian or plant based, pescatarian, or fruitarian). 
20 An Omnivore is an animal that eats both plants and animal flesh. 


