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Bloody Exodus 

 

p to this point, I have done my best to explain certain events of the Bible 

in terms of the Original Torah that was given in the Garden of Eden. 

Some explanations may or may not be accurate, but that is the purpose 

for providing multiple possibilities of interpretation without making the reader 

feel like he or she must believe it happened this way or that way. 

 

That is what this book is all about. It was written to make the reader aware that 

certain passages in the bible do not have to be interpreted according to popular 

ideology. The different translations of Scripture attest to the reality of 

interpretational variation. There are many ways that the text can be understood. It 

does not mean every interpretation is correct. It just means that there are other 

possibilities despite what is commonly accepted. 

 

The story of Exodus marks the beginning of the sacrificial system according to 

the Law of Moses. Like the previous chapters, we will approach the story and 

consider alternative options for interpretation according to what is written in our 

English bibles. However, toward the end of this book, we will scrutinize the bible 

itself and factor any changes that could have been made to the text. For now, let 

us transition into perhaps the most controversial portion of this discourse. 

 

—The Passover Paradigm— 
Speak ye unto all the congregation of Israel, saying, In the tenth day of this 

month they shall take to them every man a lamb, according to the house of their 

fathers, a lamb for an house:  And if the household be too little for the lamb, 

let him and his neighbour next unto his house take it according to the number 

of the souls; every man according to his eating shall make your count for the 

lamb.        —Exodus 12:3-4 

U 



 

Prior to the event known as the Exodus, the Father called individuals to 

accomplish His will, such as Noah, Abraham, Jacob, and Joseph. But once Moses 

entered the picture, this would be the first time that AhaYah would work through 

an entire nation of people. There were millions of Israelites and even mixed 

multitudes that followed Moses out of Egypt. Therefore, a system would be 

necessary to govern the people on a larger scale, hence the Law of Moses. 

 

One of the most common disputes against the biblical garden diet is the event 

of the Passover. This topic is the reason why so many Torah believers contend that 

veganism is a sin and that one cannot be in covenant with the Father if he or she 

abstains from consuming lamb. For some reason, the practice of slaughtering an 

animal against its will and eating dead tissue is considered more righteous than 

compassion and mercy over that animal. And for this reason, I have endeavored 

to shift this paradigm of Torah observance. 

 

Going back to the same principle that I have reiterated throughout each 

chapter, consuming animal flesh is a behavior of mankind. It was not an aspect of 

design and cannot be seen in the creation account. Therefore, we must understand 

that Yah’s relationship with mankind was now different than before. It was not 

because the He changed. It was because mankind changed, so the Father had to 

respond differently. As time passed, humans began eating animals. Therefore, the 

Father operated on a level that was now common to mankind. 

 

Perhaps this is simplest way of understanding why lamb was sacrificed on the 

eve of Passover would be to understand where the people were coming from. The 

Israelites had arrived at a place where they were mostly animal eaters. With this 

in mind, they were not asked to do anything they were not already familiar with. 

Rather, YHWH stepped in and used something sacred to the people to get their 

attention. 

 

At this time the Father looked past their carnal flesh-eating habits to focus on 

one thing: to reveal to the people that He alone is God Almighty, YHWH the 

Eternal Heavenly Father and Creator of the heavens and earth. He is more 



powerful than any other god that was worshipped in Egypt. The Israelites may 

not have been ready to give up their animal sacrifices, but they were ready to be 

delivered out of the hands of the Egyptians. And the Father would make Himself 

known to the Israelites through this event. 

 
And God said unto Moses, I Am That I Am [AhaYah Asher AhaYah1]: and he 

said, Thus shalt thou say unto the children of Israel, I Am hath sent me unto 

you. And God said moreover unto Moses, Thus shalt thou say unto the children 

of Israel, the LORD [YHWH] God of your fathers, the God of Abraham, the 

God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob, hath sent me unto you: this is my name 

for ever, and this is my memorial unto all generations. —Exodus 3:14-15 

 

People today seem to have a hard time understanding how the Father is able 

to come in and use the ways of humanity to capture our attention by operating 

within our circumstances. At the same time, He has a way of bringing order to the 

chaos of mankind. And again, modern Christianity is always a practical 

comparison. A common roadblock is that many people who come out of 

Christianity and into Torah adopt this broken mindset that Yahuah hears and 

listens to Torah keepers before anyone else. We forget that God is able to reach any 

person in any circumstance and according to our knowledge base. 

 

If we can understand that the Father can reach people from the church 

establishments (despite that most are flooded with pagan culture), then it should 

not be difficult to understand that He also called out a congregation of people who 

adopted the ways of ancient Egypt. In fact, when Moses was instructed to 

approach Pharaoh and request a leave of absence for the entire Hebrew nation, 

YHWH imparted the following instruction. 

 
And they shall hearken to thy voice: and thou shalt come, thou and the elders 

of Israel, unto the king of Egypt, and ye shall say unto him, The LORD 

[YHWH] God of the Hebrews hath met with us: and now let us go, we beseech 

thee, three days' journey into the wilderness, that we may sacrifice to the 

LORD [YHWH] our God.    —Exodus 3:18 

 

 
1 Some may wonder why I use the designation “AhaYah” throughout this book when referring to YHWH. It 
is simply an acknowledgement to His eternal existence and status as our Creator. 



If you are familiar with the story of Moshe, then you are aware that AhaYah 

first revealed Himself to Moses in Horeb, at the mountain of Yah, called Sinai. 

What I find interesting is the reason why He revealed Himself to Moses. It was not 

for the same reason that Moses told Pharaoh. In fact, it had nothing to do with 

animal sacrifice. 

 
And the LORD [YHWH] said, I have surely seen the affliction of my people 

which are in Egypt, and have heard their cry by reason of their taskmasters; for 

I know their sorrows; And I am come down to deliver them out of the hand 

of the Egyptians, and to bring them up out of that land unto a good land and a 

large, unto a land flowing with milk and honey;  —Exodus 3:7-8 

 

Interestingly, the Father’s plans were much different than what He was willing 

to reveal to Pharaoh. Not only did Yahweh reveal His plans to Moshe, He 

instructed him to go back to Egypt and inform the elders of Israel about his 

experience. And again, YHWH was not interested in sacrifices. His sole purpose 

was to deliver the Israelites out of the hands of the Egyptians. 

 
Go, and gather the elders of Israel together, and say unto them, The LORD 

[YHWH] God of your fathers, the God of Abraham, of Isaac, and of Jacob, 

appeared unto me, saying, I have surely visited you, and seen that which is done 

to you in Egypt: And I have said, I will bring you up out of the affliction of 

Egypt … unto a land flowing with milk and honey. —Exodus 3:16-17 

 

Based on Moshe’s instructions for approaching Pharaoh, I am sure one could 

make a case in favor of animal sacrifice, contending that God Almighty was only 

interested in delivering His people just to have a mass barbecue. From what I 

gather, however, it is more logical to think the Father sent Moses to Pharaoh to 

plant an idea in his mind that sounded completely normal from a religious 

perspective. After all, sacrificing animals to the gods would have been common 

practice to the Egyptians. Thus, Pharaoh would not have suspected Israel of 

planning an escape. 

 

As for the Father’s intentions, this was simply Step #1 for bringing His people 

back to Eden. While our entire history is a collective journey of this process, the 



Father used what was common among the people to eventually redirect them back 

to Him. On the night of the Passover, each man of every house was instructed to 

select a lamb without blemish for a sacrifice. The blood was to be applied on the 

upper door post of the houses as a sign.2 And they were allowed (not required) to 

eat the meat thereof. 

 
… every man according to his eating shall make your count for the lamb. 

        —Exodus 12:4 

 

It is quite telling that lamb portions were predicated upon the consumption of 

each household. This alone destroys the notion that we are “required” to eat 

animal flesh to be in covenant with the Father. He did not force the Israelites to eat 

the lamb. If a family did not consume animal flesh, then it would not have been 

necessary to slaughter a lamb for that household. One might argue against this 

position because the blood is portrayed as a requirement. 

 
And they shall take of the blood, and strike it on the two side posts and on the 

upper door post of the houses, wherein they shall eat it. And they shall eat the 

flesh in that night, roast with fire, and unleavened bread; and with bitter herbs 

they shall eat it. …  And the blood shall be to you for a token upon the 

houses where ye are: and when I see the blood, I will pass over you, and the 

plague shall not be upon you to destroy you, when I smite the land of Egypt. 

—Exodus 12:7-8, 13 

 

Presumably, we have a crisis at hand. If the Father required the Hebrews to 

dress their door posts with the blood of the fatlings, then how can we reconcile 

how the vegetarian families survived through the night? The answer to this may 

be best considered in the context of the following chapter, as we will dive further 

into the moral nature of Yah. For now, understand that it is similar to the contrast 

between intent versus the letter of the Law. 

 

 
2 I have speculated that another possibility for the purpose of dressing their doorposts with blood could have 
been the Father’s way of striking terror into the heart of the Egyptians. Perhaps it was more than a mark of 
identification for the Israelites but something to enhance the visual aspect of what the Egyptians would wake 
up to the following morning. 



Torah believers understand that the gospels depict certain scenarios where 

Yeshua is said to have “broken” the Law.3 In response, he exposed the religious 

leaders’ faulty interpretations of the Law and revealed the heartbeat of the Father. 

Any time goodness is accomplished, this exceeds any tradition or ritual, especially 

when animal sacrifice is involved. 

 

Divine attributes, such as mercy and compassion surpass the entire sacrificial 

system because it observes what was established as the Original Torah, i.e., Eternal 

Law, which supersedes immediate laws given to the Israelites. Furthermore, it 

parallels the character of Yeshua, whose teachings exposed the sacrificial system 

and provided a “better”4 alternative, i.e., spiritual sacrifice. Thus, an inner mark of 

righteous identification would be just as visible as the outward symbol of blood 

applied to each doorpost.5 

 

As for those Israelites who were carnivorous by nature and practiced sacrifice 

regularly, Yahweh did not ask them to do anything they were not already familiar 

with. In fact, He went as far as to ensure that the meat would be within the 

guidelines of what would later be categorized as “clean.” As mentioned in the 

previous chapter, I am not opposed to the idea that early generations knew of the 

distinction between clean and unclean animals. But this generation of Israelites 

had become so far removed from the “clean/unclean” system and kosher 

guidelines for slaughtering that it was a foreign concept. 6 

 

While there is evidence that AhaYah’s people understood the difference 

between clean and unclean animals throughout different times in the past, this 

 
3 Matthew chapter 5 
4 Hebrews 8:5, 23 
5 I Samuel 16:7 For the Lord sees not as man sees: man looks on the outward appearance, but the Lord 
looks on the heart. 
6 What if the lamb was a mark to distinguish between what was common among the Egyptians versus the 
standards of the Father that He would later establish in the wilderness? This is not to say that pagans never 
sacrificed lambs, because I am certain they did. Yet there were no boundaries for animal sacrifice in the pagan 
cultures. This, however, is the point. The event of the Passover occurred prior to the time when the Father 
laid out His stipulations for animal sacrifice and the clean/unclean system. This would have been something 
the Israelites would have collectively done together in uniform. The Father chose a lamb that would become 
significant in the story and would represent deliverance, much like the Lamb of God that would take away the 
sins of the world. 



knowledge was likely lost or distorted during the years in Egypt. After all, the 

Israelites were surrounded and ruled by pagans for hundreds of years. They 

would have needed a detailed outline once delivered out of Egypt.  If you think 

about it, the dietary restrictions were given during year one in the wilderness, at 

Sinai. Why would God need to establish these constraints if the Israelites were 

already aware of the difference? 

 

It is commonly argued that dietary laws prove that Yahweh designed animals 

to be food for humans, and this is why He established these guidelines. While it 

may seem reasonable, this in itself cannot prove that Yahweh designed animals 

for this purpose. Rather, it is more conclusive to think that, since mankind 

succumbed to eating flesh as a principal offence, the Father saw the need to 

establish ethical boundaries. Obviously, the highest morale would be to submit to 

the Original Torah and consume plant-based options only. Nevertheless, in a 

world where mankind submits the ways of the nations, the Father is gracious 

enough to look past our trespasses and offer direction. 

 

In view of the animal type, YHWH revealed to His people the distinction 

between clean and unclean during the Passover. In doing so, He also distinguished 

between His chosen people and the heathen nations by separating an animal with 

symbolic nature (a lamb) from the abomination of the Egyptians (a pig). I have 

read on different occasions that mutton and pork were the two most common 

animal meats in ancient Egypt. If this were the case, then it makes sense why the 

Father chose the clean option, while leaving the pigs for the Egyptians, who were 

not interested in pursuing their true Creator. 

 

Meat eaters are often quick to bring up the Passover lamb to prove that vegans 

are in violation of the Law. It is as if they suddenly forget that YHWH provided 

vegan options, including the unleavened bread and herbs. Furthermore, those 

who consume meat seem to neglect the main theme of Passover, which is freedom 

and liberation, not animal sacrifice, or consuming flesh. I would venture to say 

that proponents of animal slaughter celebrate Passover from a limited imagination 

while vegans celebrate from a broader perspective of deliverance. The Passover 



commemorates the liberation from the bloody rituals of the nations who taught 

mankind to sacrifice. 

 

I believe this was the reason the Israelites were instructed to burn the carcasses 

before they departed, because Yahuah hoped they would leave their carnivorous 

bloodlust in Egypt. In fact, after they were instructed to burn the remains of each 

lamb, they were commanded how to observe this feast as a memorial in the future. 

Interestingly, the “Passover lamb” was not highlighted in this portion of the text. 

 
And you shall let none of it remain until the morning; anything that remains 

until the morning you shall burn. … This day shall be for you a memorial 

day, and you shall keep it as a feast to the LORD; throughout your generations, 

as a statute forever, you shall keep it as a feast. Seven days you shall eat 

unleavened bread. … And you shall observe the Feast of Unleavened Bread, 

for on this very day I brought your hosts out of the land of Egypt. Therefore 

you shall observe this day, throughout your generations, as a statute forever. 

—Exodus 12:10, 14-17 ESV 

 

It is almost as if the Israelites were given one last opportunity to consume the 

flesh of animals before they departed into the wilderness. The burning carcasses 

symbolized the burial of their former lifestyle; a lifestyle that YHWH hoped they 

would be repent from. Therefore, He established an initial set of instructions for 

future celebration of the feast, which excluded the lamb. It is not until later in the 

chapter that further instructions for the lamb itself were given. 

 
It shall be eaten in one house; you shall not take any of the flesh outside the 

house, and you shall not break any of its bones. —Exodus 12:46 

 

I believe the initial instructions for the memorial (unleavened bread) were 

given to emphasize the true nature of this feast, to observe when Yahuah delivered 

the Israelites out of Egypt. Some would argue that the different instructions in 

separate portions of the text were to distinguish between the two feasts; one for 

the feast of unleavened bread, and the other for the Passover. I would somewhat 

agree. But this does not disprove the initial instructions given to Moses about 

observing a feast to celebrate their deliverance. 



 

I find it reaffirming that AhaYah separated the two feasts. And it makes sense 

why He first gave the Israelites instructions for the unleavened bread, 

demonstrating what He considered more significant. But knowing the wicked 

heart of mankind, He later added conditions for their flesh eating, which became 

known as the feast of Passover. This primarily is what separates the instructions 

earlier in the chapter from those later in the chapter. Initially, the Father 

established feast commands for the memorial. But later He established conditions 

for eating lamb, i.e., guidelines, boundaries, stipulations. 

 

In essence, He separated what was pleasing from what was unpleasing. 

Pertaining to the feast of unleavened bread, He instituted “Ye Shall” commands. 

But when He addressed the Passover lamb, His attitude changed to “Ye Shall Not.” 

It is a positive/negative contrast. Later into their wilderness journey, YHWH 

placed an even heavier restriction on sacrificing the Passover lamb just anywhere. 

 
You must not sacrifice the Passover in any town the LORD your God gives 

you except in the place he will choose as a dwelling for his Name. 

—Deuteronomy 16:5-6 NIV 

 

I have heard many disputes against this passage, especially coming from those 

who sacrifice their own lamb on Passover. Yet it seems contradictory to the general 

consensus that animal sacrifice can no longer be observed without a temple or 

Levite priesthood. This is a common disclaimer among the Hebrew Roots 

movement. “There is no temple or priesthood, so we can’t literally observe sacrificial 

laws.” Yet when it comes to the Passover lamb, the same people have no objections 

slaughtering a lamb on their own property. I understand this debate may not be 

able to be settled in this book. However, it is the selective mentality that I find so 

convenient. 

 

The reason there is so much confusion among the Torah community is because 

we neglect the purpose for which sacrificial laws were given. The instructions 

pertaining to the feast of the unleavened bread were established as divine 

requirements, while the instructions for the Passover lamb were added 



stipulations and restrictive commands. Moreover, the Passover lamb was never 

required to consume. It was optional, “according to his eating,”7 meaning that it was 

dependent upon the individual’s dietary convictions. This brings us back to the 

central focus of this entire exposition. 

 

• Does a person have to eat the flesh of lamb to be “in covenant” 

with the Father? 

• Is it a “sin” to live a completely vegan, plant-based, or vegetarian 

lifestyle? 

 

The simple answer to both questions is a resounding “NO!” But perhaps it 

would be fitting to ask whether we would tell our sons or daughters they must eat 

their dinner or else they are not our children. If you are a parent, then you likely 

have dealt with a child who does not eat everything on their plate. It would be 

unreasonable to base their status as your child off their dietary decisions. Yet this 

is the monster that some are making our heavenly Father out to be. 

 

The most practical summary that I could offer would be to understand the 

difference between a command to do something versus stipulations for something. 

I believe this is the difference between plant-based advocates who observe Torah 

versus animal eaters who observe Torah. Those who insist that a person “must” 

eat lamb on Passover generally believe it is a matter of “do it or else,” meaning we 

do not have an option. If we do eat the lamb, then we are “in covenant.” But if not, 

then we are sinning and have compromised our covenant status. This is the 

mentality of the carnist. 

 

From a plant-based position, we should understand the instructions for 

Passover lamb in the context of the entire story, by first acknowledging the biblical 

garden diet. Going back to creation is always beneficial, especially for 

understanding what is acceptable for our diets. The guidelines for Passover lamb 

are basically “how to” instructions for those who refuse to give up their 

 
7 Exodus 12:4 



carnivorous lifestyles. Therefore, Passover instructions pertain only to those who 

consume animal flesh. 

 

Chapter nine, The Torah of Time, might bring clarity as to why the format and 

structure of Exodus chapter twelve seems to be broken up in different narrative 

styles. But for now, it can best be explained that the different instructions for the 

feast of unleavened bread and the Passover were separated according to 

significance. The instructions for the feast of unleavened bread8 provide the 

outline for commemorating this event in the most acceptable manner. But the later 

instructions for preparing the Passover lamb were additional stipulations for those 

who would continue eating the lamb.9 

 

Ultimately, I believe this debate can be settled by observing the contrast 

between intent versus the written letter of the Law. Those who consume animal 

flesh hold to the letter without understanding why the letter was given, while 

plant-based advocates hold to the intent and understand that mercy will always 

surpass animal sacrifice.10 

 
To do righteousness and justice is more acceptable to the LORD than sacrifice. 

       —Proverbs 21:3 ESV 

 

While flesh eaters insist that consuming lamb on Passover is an all-inclusive 

command for everyone; plant-based advocates understand that these instructions 

pertain only to animal eaters who have have placed themselves under this legal 

system. The contrast is between carnivores who believe “you must” eat lamb, 

while vegans understand that “you can” but only under certain stipulations. In 

sum, we should not perceive the Father as someone who would disown his 

children for abstaining from flesh. After all, none of us would disown our own 

children for not eating their dinner. Moreover, we should not view the conditional 

stipulations for eating lamb as mandatory commands. 

 

 
8 Exodus 12:14-20 
9 Exodus 12:34-49 
10 Hosea 6:6; Matthew 9:13, 12:7 | Mercy will always surpass animal sacrifice. 



—Year One— 
And the LORD went before them by day in a pillar of cloud to lead them along 

the way, and by night in a pillar of fire to give them light, that they might travel 

by day and by night.      —Exodus 13:21 ESV 

 

After the night of the Passover, the next year would be extraordinarily eventful 

for the Israelites: crossing the Red Sea,11 miracles for providing fresh water,12 

provisions for food,13 defeating the Amalekites in battle,14 an in-law family reunion 

for Moses,15 as well as the arrival to Mount Sinai.16 From there, YHWH would give 

Moses the first set of the Ten Commandments, as well as instructions for 

constructing the altar.17 

 

For the next few chapters, the Father lays out several moral and civil 

instructions for the Israelites. He then summons Moshe to the top of the mountain 

for further instruction, including the layout for the Tabernacle, furniture 

arrangements, priestly garments, and consecration for the priests.18 After a few 

further added details, the Father reiterates the principle of Shabbat and then 

delivers to Moses a set of tablets. 

 

And he gave to Moses, when he had finished speaking with him on Mount Sinai, 

the two tablets of the testimony, tablets of stone, written with the finger of God. 

—Exodus 31:18 

 

One of the major themes of our story is the destination of this epic journey. 

Sinai was not the final arrival. And quite frankly, neither was Canaan. I am talking 

about the spiritual condition of the people. The Father was trying to bring them 

out from the nations and back to the Garden of Eden. 

  

 
11 Exodus chapter 14 
12 Exodus chapters 15 & 17 
13 Exodus chapter 16 | The following section will explore this chapter further in detail. 
14 Exodus chapter 17 
15 Exodus chapter 18 
16 Exodus chapter 19 
17 Exodus chapter 20 
18 Exodus chapter 29 is one of the more disturbing examples of blood rituals. This will be discussed further in 
chapter 9. 



There was a reason the Father felt it necessary to institute sacrificial commands. 

He was bringing order to the Israelites. They had arrived at a place where they 

were no less pagan than the Egyptians, not only because of the animal sacrifice but 

in their idolatry as well. believe the golden calf incident is enough to demonstrate 

the condition of their hearts. 

 
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, Tomorrow 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. 

Basically, the Israelites were supposedly worshipping YHWH the wrong way. It 

has become quite popular among Hebrew Roots to use this passage as ammo for 

contending against Christmas. The reasoning behind this is that Christians are 

basically worshipping God the way pagans worship their gods. 

 

Without turning this into a discussion about holiday celebration, the point is 

that many Torah advocates are misusing this passage to defend their contempt for 

people who celebrate Christmas. Not only do they pull this story out of its context, 

but the interpretation is completely erroneous. 

 



The text reveals that the Israelites 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 

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

other gods. The Father was displeased because He had just delivered 

commandments, which they violated in this instance. 

 

I understand that most of my readers probably believe the Israelites were 

attempting to worship YHWH by using a graven image. I subscribed to this line 

of thinking for a season. Yet by the mouth of other witnesses, we know that the 

Israelites were not attempting to worship YHWH. They were worshipping baal, 

the apis bull. 

 
And still farther they even made to themselves a molten calf, and said, 

These are the gods that brought us up out of Egypt: and they wrought great 

provocations. —Nehemiah 9:18 (LXX) 

 

Have ye offered unto me sacrifices and offerings in the wilderness forty years, 

O house of Israel? But ye have borne the tabernacle of your Moloch [Baal] 

and Chiun [Raephan] your images, the star of your god, which ye made 

to yourselves. Therefore will I cause you to go into captivity beyond Damascus, 

saith the Lord, whose name is The God of hosts. —Amos 5:25-27 

 

To whom our fathers would not obey, but thrust him from them, and in their 

hearts turned back again into Egypt, Saying unto Aaron, Make us gods to go 

before us: for as for this Moses, which brought us out of the land of Egypt, we 

wot not what is become of him. And they made a calf in those days, and 

offered sacrifice unto the idol, and rejoiced in the works of their own hands. 

Then God turned, and gave them up to worship the host of heaven; as it is 

written in the book of the prophets, O ye house of Israel, have ye offered to me 

slain beasts and sacrifices by the space of forty years in the wilderness? Yea, ye 

took up the tabernacle of Moloch, and the star of your god Remphan, 

figures which ye made to worship them: and I will carry you away beyond 

Babylon.     —Acts 7:39-43 

 



Even though there are two classes of believers among the Torah community 

who interpret the golden calf incident differently, I believe the texts above settle 

the dispute. For those who are aware that Israel was guilty of idolatry, they 

selectively admit this. They can recognize that Israel had a problem with idol 

worship and sacrificing to other gods yet defend the same practice when it is 

directed towards the Father. Interestingly, a popular ministry who develops visual 

breakdowns for different books of the bible made a revealing comment during a 

presentation on Leviticus. 

 
Let’s be honest. Sacrifices in general seem so barbaric. In the ancient world, 

sacrifices were the main way of buying favor from the gods.19 

 

It is both biblically and historically verified that blood rituals were commonly 

practiced by pagans in the ancient world. And I find it ironic that so many people 

are willing to acknowledge this well-known fact. But the moment it comes to the 

Israelites practicing the same behavior, suddenly we rebrand animal sacrifice as 

“divine covenant behavior.” On one hand, we understand that sacrifice is wicked. 

But on the other hand, it is considered holy. 

 

I believe this is where people are confused, or at least misunderstood about the 

purpose for the sacrificial system. The fact that Israel sacrificed to YHWH does not 

qualify their actions as divine covenant behavior. The sacrificial system was not a 

means of pleasing the Father. It was instituted to eliminate what was displeased 

Him; sacrificing to other gods. 

 
He that sacrificeth unto any god, save unto the LORD [YHWH] only, he shall 

be utterly destroyed.     —Exodus 22:20 

 

In essence, the sacrificial system was a way of monitoring the Israelites. It was 

Yah’s way of saying, “If you can’t give up the sacrifices, then give up the gods and 

sacrifice in front of Me.” This is the entire sacrificial system paraphrased in a single 

statement. Of course, along with permitting Israel to sacrifice, the Father instituted 

standards that would separate their sacrifices to other gods from their sacrifices to 

 
19 The Book of Leviticus, by the Bible Project 



YHWH, the only True God. It was the Father’s way of drawing a line in the sand; 

a regulation system, so to speak. 

 

Despite what is popular, the evidence is present in the text. It is important to 

remember that the commands in the book of Leviticus were given during year one, 

before the Israelites departed Sinai. As I pointed out in chapter two, the book of 

Leviticus begins with the very first sacrificial stipulation for the people. Surprising 

to some, it is not a mandatory command to do sacrifices. It is a guideline for the 

voluntary actions of the people. 

 

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 

 

Another point that was introduced in chapter two is the further stipulations for 

sacrificing in a designated area. Since we will be examining this passage from 

multiple angles throughout this book, I would like to refresh your memory of what 

was mentioned previously. And then I will elaborate further. 

 
The LORD [YHWH] said to Moses,  “Speak to Aaron and his sons and to all 

the Israelites and say to them: ‘This is what the LORD [YHWH] has 

commanded:  Any Israelite who sacrifices an ox, a lamb or a goat in the camp 

or outside of it instead of bringing it to the entrance to the tent of meeting to 

present it as an offering to the LORD [YHWH] in front of the tabernacle of 

the LORD [YHWH]—that person shall be considered guilty of bloodshed; 

they have shed blood and must be cut off from their people.  This is so the 

Israelites will bring to the LORD [YHWH] the sacrifices they are now 

making in the open fields. They must bring them to the priest, that is, to the 

LORD [YHWH], at the entrance to the tent of meeting and sacrifice them as 

fellowship offerings. The priest is to splash the blood against the altar of the 

LORD [YHWH] at the entrance to the tent of meeting and burn the fat as an 

aroma pleasing to the LORD [YHWH].  —Leviticus 17:1-6 

 



The attitude behind the sacrificial system is basically the Father saying, “If you 

are going to continue doing what I never intended, then at least do it in front of Me, 

according to My guidelines.” Furthermore, He even tells them why. “This is so the 

Israelites will bring Me the sacrifices they are now making in the open fields.” 

Understanding the context by which these commands were given, it is evident that 

Israel was simply given directions on how to orchestrate the sacrificial ceremonies 

they adopted from Egypt. If we can understand what occurred during year one, 

the rest of their journey through the wilderness will make a lot more sense. 

 

Another point that I made in chapter two dealt with their consumption of 

animals. If these boundaries were established for sacrificing animals, then the 

Israelites would not have been allowed to eat meat on a regular basis because it 

was prohibited through this system. Some people argue that the sacrificial system 

was instituted apart from food for survival and that the Israelites were allowed to 

slaughter for food at their own discretion. The following section dives further into 

this argument and explains why this cannot be true. For now, we are seeing that 

the Israelites were given boundaries for their behavior. 

 

Overall, there is a lot going on throughout the second half of Exodus. Moses 

etched a new set of tablets because he destroyed the first set in the heat of his anger. 

Yet the Father descended and revealed that He is a merciful and gracious God, 

slow to anger and abounding in steadfast love and faithfulness. He renewed His 

covenant with the Israelites and reiterated that He condemns sacrificing to the 

gods of the nations. After further instructions for the feasts, the tablets were 

constructed.20 Subsequently, the instructions for the tabernacle were given, which 

concludes the book of Exodus.21 

 

Yes, there was a lot going on during this time. But above all, there is a common 

theme throughout the duration of the Old Testament timeline. Here O Israel, the 

LORD YHWH is our God; Yahuwah is One! The Shema22 is perhaps the most 

renowned confession of faith throughout the Scriptures. It is what Yeshua cited 

 
20 Exodus chapter 34 
21 Exodus chapters 35-40 
22 Deuteronomy chapter 6 



when stating the greatest of commandments: to love YHWH your God and to 

serve Him only.23 We must consider this context when reading about animal 

sacrifice during the time of Exodus. The Israelites were in the process of advancing 

from polytheism to monotheism. 

 

The Father’s main focus was to get rid of the most important problem, 

worshipping other gods. So at this time He was more focused on eliminating other 

gods, more so than eliminating the sacrifices. At this time, they were allowed to 

continue the sacrifices as long as they were done within the designated area, in 

front of YHWH Himself. 

 
Moses, long before the time of the Prophets, also knew that the meat diet was 

temporary and that the intended laws of God included a vegetarian diet. 

However, mankind's heart had become so callused and selfish - resultant of the 

fall – that, during his time, Moses could not have introduced pure veganism to 

the Hebrews, for they would not have listened to him and would have turned 

from God altogether. Beyond that, it is important to note that when the Torah 

was received, the Hebrews were exiled in the desert wilderness. Plant life would 

have been scarce to say the least. Not one of the Hebrew exiles would have 

claimed that their situation was ideal at all. Therefore, Moses, in accordance with 

God's plan, allowed animal sacrifice and [occasional] meat eating. This however, 

was a compromise to help guide mankind back to a life of compassion. Thus, 

we are told that God had Moses institute a very strict set of rules for the killing 

of and sacrificing of animals.24 

 

I would not necessarily agree with this entire perspective. I believe the manna 

would have been sufficient for survival. Yet the overall premise is on point. 

Animal sacrifice was occasionally allowed under strict conditions. Not to mention 

the surrounding nations who took their meat addiction to the next level by 

consuming the flesh of their own children.25 And if the Father foresaw what 

sacrifice could lead to, then again it makes sense why He would establish 

boundaries to prevent further abominations. 

 
23 Matthew 22:37-38 
24 Moses and the Law | https://www.essene.com/Bible/BiblicalBasisOfVeganism.html 
25 Leviticus 26:27-29 
Deuteronomy 12  28:53-57 
Ezejuel 5:7-10 



 
As distasteful as this allowance for Israel to eat the flesh of certain animals may 

seem, it quenched the soul lust that the sinful members of the congregation of 

Israel had and staved off their progression into the cannibalism that was 

common amongst the nations surrounding the. It was understood among many 

in Israel that the allowance to eat animal flesh in the law of Moses was merely a 

codification of the Lord’s concession to humankind’s bloodlust.26 

 

It should also be noted that an allowance system is hardly proof that it was the 

Father’s intention or a part of His design. Just because He allowed the 

consumption of animals does not mean that it was His idea for humans to make 

this a normal part of their diets. As the writer above reveals, it was the soul lust of 

the Israelites that demanded animal flesh. Moving forward, this theme of lust for 

the flesh will be explored in further detail. Moreover, the consumption of animals 

began as a form of rebellion to the Father’s design and played an integral part of 

their journey to the Promised Land. 

 

—The Comfort of the Flesh Pots— 
And the children of Israel said unto them, Would to God we had died by the 

hand of the LORD [YHWH] in the land of Egypt, when we sat by the flesh 

pots, and when we did eat bread to the full; for ye have brought us forth into 

this wilderness, to kill this whole assembly with hunger. —Exodus 16:3 

 

Israel’s exodus from Egypt was one of the most defining events that changed 

the course of history. For hundreds of years, these people had grown together with 

the Egyptians and essentially became dependent on their government. It did not 

take long before they realized that they desired the former conditions more than 

the provisions of YHWH who delivered them. Interestingly, one memorable 

aspect of Egypt was access to the “flesh pots,”27 which were the cooking vessels 

used to prepare the flesh of animals. 

 

 
26 Hicks, R., Why Every Christian Should Be A Vegan!, Pg. 85 
27 I chose to use the phrase “Flesh Pots” in multiple sections throughout this book because there are several 
dynamics that can be explored. While it pertains to several discussions, I will introduce this theme just to 
break the ice in this chapter. 



As the Father led the Israelites through the wilderness, He provided food to 

sustain them. However, they were more in love with their former lifestyle. They 

were accustomed to the limitless practices of the heathen and had no moral 

compass when it came to animal sacrifice and consuming animal flesh. After they 

departed Egypt, it is no coincidence that YHWH provided vegan options only. 

 
Then the Lord said to Moses, “Behold, I am about to rain bread from heaven 

for you, and the people shall go out and gather a day's portion every day, that I 

may test them, whether they will walk in my law or not. —Exodus 16:4 

 

One might argue that the Father provided animal flesh in this event, because 

Moses said, “This shall be, when YHWH shall give you in the evening flesh to eat.” This 

is a reasonable assumption, but only if you ignore the contrast between food 

provisions versus available options. Manna was a food provision. YHWH literally 

rained bread from heaven for the Israelites. However, the “flesh in the evening” 

consisted of the flocks of birds that were simply within their proximity. It was 

something available to them if they wanted. 

 

The difference between “provisions” and “options” further illustrates the 

contrast between design versus choice. It was not the Creator’s design for humans 

to eat quail, yet the Israelites chose to do so. All throughout Exodus chapter 

sixteen, the emphasis is placed on the bread, which was provided by YHWH 

 
This the bread which the Lord has given you to eat. This is that which the Lord 

has appointed:     —Exodus 16:16 LXX 

 

The quail, however, was simply there for them to satisfy their lust for flesh. 

And this is another dynamic that you will notice throughout the scriptures. 

Consuming animals is literally desribed as “the lust of the flesh.” While most Bible 

readers today assume lust exclusively pertains to sexual immorality, the theme of 

lust for animal flesh is seen in different places in the text. Paul even wrote about 

this in his first letter to Corinth. 

 
Moreover, brethren, I would not that ye should be ignorant, how that all our 

fathers were under the cloud, and all passed through the sea; And were all 



baptized unto Moses in the cloud and in the sea; And did all eat the same 

spiritual meat; And did all drink the same spiritual drink: for they drank of that 

spiritual Rock that followed them: and that Rock was Christ. But with many of 

them God was not well pleased: for they were overthrown in the wilderness. 

Now these things were our examples, to the intent we should not lust after 

evil things, as they also lusted.   —I Corinthians 10:1-6 

 

Even though the text speaks for itself, I believe a summary is in order. Paul 

mentioned the Israelites in the wilderness, addresses their provisions for food, and 

then he advised his readers against lusting after the evil things, as they also lusted. 

And while some would argue that this is too vague to pinpoint their lust for eating 

animal flesh, the story itself connects the dots. After leaving Sinai, the Israelites 

continued murmuring about their lust for flesh. 

 
And the mixt multitude that was among them fell a lusting: and the children 

of Israel also wept again, and said, Who shall give us flesh to eat? … And 

Moses said unto the LORD [YHWH], Wherefore hast thou afflicted thy 

servant? and wherefore have I not found favour in thy sight, that thou layest 

the burden of all this people upon me? …Whence should I have flesh to give 

unto all this people? for they weep unto me, saying, Give us flesh, that we may 

eat.       —Numbers 11:4, 11, 13 

 

In my humble opinion, it does not get any clearer than this. This behavior of 

flesh eating was a problem for the Israelites, insomuch that New Testament writers 

used their story for the example of how not to behave. It is the hidden storyline 

that has been overlooked by the Christian mainstream and Hebrew Roots 

movement both. Nevertheless, it is central in understanding the entire bible. 

 

I believe this reference to the flesh pots is powerful because it reveals the menu 

upon which the the Israelites were dependent while in Egypt. Animal flesh 

literally pacified them during their captivity.28 Not only does it reflect their 

 
28 Sadly, it is a parallel of our circumstances today. “All comfort, no effort” has become the mentality of the 
marketing industry, and the goal is to make our lives dependent on the system as much possible. Through the 
foods and pharmaceuticals, there is an agenda to remove humanity from the basic means of survival that were 
commonly known only a century ago. People knew how to cook, farm, garden, and take care of themselves. 
But today, our society has advertised a lifestyle that requires no effort. Whether it is fast food or easy-prep 
meals that can be microwaved in 5 minutes or less, the concept of survival seems to be foreign to most 
individuals today. 



attitudes, but it also reveals their addiction to animal flesh throughout their 

journey in the wilderness. 

 

Some contend that animal flesh is irrelevant and that it was about basic 

commodities. Yet this is only half true. Sure, they grumbled because there were 

multiple items they would learn to do without. But as we have seen, further into 

the story it becomes evident that their addiction to animal flesh is what caused 

them to rage. Tragically, it only led them to their own demise. 

 
And say thou unto the people, Sanctify yourselves against to morrow, and ye 

shall eat flesh: for ye have wept in the ears of the LORD [YHWH], saying, Who 

shall give us flesh to eat? for it was well with us in Egypt: therefore the LORD 

[YHWH] will give you flesh, and ye shall eat. Ye shall not eat one day, nor two 

days, nor five days, neither ten days, nor twenty days; But even a whole month, 

until it come out at your nostrils, and it be loathsome unto you: because 

that ye have despised the LORD [YHWH] which is among you, 

—Numbers 11:18-20 

 

Basically, YHWH gave them quale and plagued them because of their lust for 

flesh. This story gives new meaning to the phrase “lust of the flesh,” at least for 

those unfamiliar with this dynamic. The people literally lusted after animal flesh, 

until Yah’s wrath kindled against them. 

 
Now the LORD sent a wind that brought quail from the sea and let them fall 

all around the camp. For miles in every direction there were quail flying about 

three feet above the ground. So the people went out and caught quail all that 

day and throughout the night and all the next day, too. No one gathered less 

than fifty bushels! They spread the quail all around the camp to dry. But while 

they were gorging themselves on the meat—while it was still in their 

mouths—the anger of the LORD blazed against the people, and he 

struck them with a severe plague. So that place was called Kibroth-hattaavah 

(which means “graves of gluttony”)29 because there they buried the people who 

had craved meat [flesh] from Egypt.  —Numbers 11:31-34 ESV 

 

 
29 Or “Graves of Craving” as many refer to it. 



While I believe the story interprets itself, there are more possibilities for 

interpretation, which would also reinforce our position. The following 

interpretation is only one slant on the story. I am not saying this is absolutely 

accurate. But I do believe it also fits the narrative. 

 

What if the “quale” was a poor translation for the flesh that was given to the 

Israelites in this event? What if it the narrative has developed over time just 

enough to depict birds instead of what was actually given in this event? I believe 

the following passages qualify an alternative possibility. 

 
Thou didst divide the sea by thy strength: thou brakest the heads of the dragons 

in the waters. Thou brakest the heads of leviathan in pieces, and gavest him to 

be meat to the people inhabiting the wilderness.  —Psalm 74:13-14 

 

A number of people today entertain the idea that Leviathan was created for all 

of YHWH’s people to consume in the last days.30 However, I believe the graphic 

nature of the text above demonstrates that it was intended as a curse and not a 

delicacy. The “broken pieces of heads of Leviathan” describes the ghastly nature 

behind the story. And the “people in the wilderness” fits the story of Exodus. After 

all, any other time Scripture mentions the people in the wilderness, it always refers 

to the Israelites during their forty-year journey from Egypt to Canaan. But if this 

were not enough, the psalmist provides an interesting nugget just a few verses 

later in the same chapter and context. 

 
O deliver not the soul of thy turtledove unto the multitude of the wicked; 

—Psalm 74:19 

 

 
30 Enoch 58:7-8 In that day shall be distributed for food two monsters; a female monster, whose name is 
Leviathan, dwelling in the depths of the sea, above the springs of waters; and a male monster, whose name is 
Behemoth; which possesses, moving on his breast, the invisible wilderness. 
II Baruch 29:3-4 And it shall come to pass when all is accomplished that was to come to pass in those parts, 
that the Messiah shall then begin to be revealed. And Behemoth shall be revealed from his place and 
Leviathan shall ascend from the sea, those two great monsters which I created on the fifth day of creation, 
and shall have kept until that time; and then they shall be for food for all that are left. 
II Esdras 6:51-52 You gave Behemoth one part of the land that had been dried on the third day, where there 
are a thousand mountains so that he might live there. To Leviathan, however, you gave the watery seventh 
part. You kept them to be eaten by whomever you wish, and whenever you wish. 



I find this interesting because in one verse it depicts the Father giving the heads 

of Leviathan to the people in the wilderness as a curse. But a few verses following 

it describes the Father sparing the lives of the birds from the wicked. Again, I am 

not making a definite case for this. But I am certainly proposing the idea because 

it seems to fits the narrative. And to be fair, I have listed a few other passages from 

extra-biblical texts where Leviathan is mentioned. 

 

Skeptics would nevertheless argue against the idea that God desires for His 

people to abstain from animal flesh. Yet the further we dive into their journey 

through the wilderness, the plot thickens even more. Another similar situation 

shows the same behaviors of the people, while the Father dealt with them a little 

differently. This was the second generation of Israelites. 

 
When the LORD [YHWH] thy God shall enlarge thy border, as he hath 

promised thee, and thou shalt say, I will eat flesh, because thy soul longeth 

to eat flesh; thou mayest eat flesh, whatsoever thy soul lusteth after. 

       —Deuteronomy 12:20 

 

Whatsoever thy soul lusts after. Think about this statement. It is not just an 

innocent craving. It is a carnal desire that Yahuwah associated with the souls of 

humanity. It is because mankind was never designed to kill and eat from the 

animal kingdom. Eating animals violates the order of design and therefore 

illustrates why it is considered lust. It reaffirms why there had to be a system set 

in motion to govern them. This brings us full circle to the dispute mentioned in the 

previous section, which can best be answered in the context of the story. 

 
Any Israelite who sacrifices an ox, a lamb or a goat in the camp or outside of it 

instead of bringing it to the entrance to the tent of meeting to present it as an 

offering to the LORD [YHWH] in front of the tabernacle of the LORD 

[YHWH]—that person shall be considered guilty of bloodshed; they have 

shed blood and must be cut off from their people.  This is so the Israelites 

will bring to the LORD [YHWH] the sacrifices they are now making in 

the open fields. They must bring them to the priest, that is, to the LORD 

[YHWH], at the entrance to the tent of meeting and sacrifice them as fellowship 

offerings.      —Leviticus 17:3-5 

 



The boundary that was established in this command restricted any Israelite 

from killing an animal outside the designated area. Otherwise, they would be 

guilty of bloodshed. The morality issue behind animal slaughter is not just seen 

here but is consistent with the words of Yahuah through the prophet Isaiah. Killing 

an ox is no different than killing a man.31 The problem is that today the severity of 

killing animals has become minimized, all in the name of “food.” We think that 

because people need to eat to survive that it automatically makes killing animals 

moral behavior. However, it does not. It only reveals what people prefer to eat. 

 

To address the dispute at hand, people argue that the passage above does not 

pertain to killing animals for food. Rather, it is believed that the Israelites routinely 

consumed the flesh of animals at their own discretion, meaning it was a part of 

their normal, every-day lives. For obvious reasons, however, this cannot be true. 

Their complaints about access to the flesh pots in Egypt is enough to settle this 

dispute. If the Israelites were allowed to consume animal flesh on a regular basis, 

then why did they demand flesh to eat in the first place? 

 

If the Israelites were allowed to kill and eat animals whenever they wanted, 

then it makes absolutely no sense why they would grumble about not having any 

flesh. Rather, the multiple examples throughout their journey demonstrate that it 

was altogether forbidden to consume animal flesh outside the Levitical system. 

They did not have regular access to what their souls lusted after. Therefore, it is 

most consistent to conclude that animal flesh was off limits for the Israelites until 

they reached their destination.32 Additionally, they were restricted to certain 

options. 
 

You shall not eat any abomination. These are the animals you may eat: the ox, 

the sheep, the goat, the deer, the gazelle, the roebuck, the wild goat, the ibex, 

the antelope, and the mountain sheep. Every animal that parts the hoof and has 

the hoof cloven in two and chews the cud, among the animals, you may eat. Yet 

of those that chew the cud or have the hoof cloven you shall not eat these: the 

camel, the hare, and the rock badger, because they chew the cud but do not part 

 
31 Isaiah 66:3 He that killeth an ox is as if he slew a man; he that sacrificeth a lamb, as if he cut off a dog's 
neck; he that offereth an oblation, as if he offered swine's blood; he that burneth incense, as if he blessed an 
idol. Yea, they have chosen their own ways, and their soul delighteth in their abominations. 
32 Deuteronomy 12:20-21 



the hoof, are unclean for you. And the pig, because it parts the hoof but does 

not chew the cud, is unclean for you. Their flesh you shall not eat, and their 

carcasses you shall not touch.   —Deuteronomy 14:3-8 

 

Without listing every stipulation for flesh eating, Scripture provides a detailed 

catalogue for these conditions.33 While flesh eating was permitted under strict 

conditions, the Israelites were given the green light because of their stubbornness. 

 

If you are a parent, then you have probably experienced times when a child 

will whine over and over about wanting some type of treat. “Daddy, can I have a 

cookie?” And even though you have told them “No” countless times, they persist 

to ask again and again because they know that you will eventually give in. I would 

liken this to the circumstances of the Israelites, who grumbled about eating flesh 

until the Father allowed them to. “Fine, whatever! If it will quiet you down then eat a 

cookie.” Of course, it was according to their own lust. 

 

At the same time, this did not come without restriction. While many people 

believe the clean/unclean system proves that animals were created for our 

consumption; I believe it proves the opposite. After all, if we do not know why the 

food laws were given, we cannot accurately understand YHWH’s purpose for 

creation. If you were to ask a handful of Torah observers why certain animals were 

forbidden to eat, they would most likely point out the pig and shellfish and tell 

you these animals eat feces. Pigs are the earth’s garbage disposals, and shellfish 

are bottom feeders. Therefore, it is a health issue for humans to consume unclean 

animals. 

 

While I would agree to a certain extent, most of the time this is as detailed as it 

gets in the Torah community. Most people cannot answer the “why” question for 

any other animal apart from swine and shellfish, simply because they do not know 

why. This demonstrates why it can be so counterproductive to import Mosaic Law 

into the creation account. It paints a distorted picture of the original design and 

prevents us from understanding the reason for certain laws. 

 

 
33 See also Leviticus chapter 11 



If someone asked you whether you believe animals were created for the 

purpose of feeding humans, what would you say? If your answer is “yes,” then 

you are faced with an inconvenient dilemma; the clean/unclean system. If you 

believe animals were created for us to eat, then why were the unclean animals 

created? 

 

If you believe that some animals are acceptable to eat and others are not, then 

unclean animals have no purpose other than to be categorized as such in the Law 

of Moses. The only way around this dilemma is to acknowledge that animals were 

not created for humans to consume at all. Moreover, the clean/unclean system 

destroys the notion that animals were created for humans to eat. When you begin 

to question the purpose for which animals were created, it suddenly becomes 

irrational to believe they were made for our dietary pleasure. 

 

It makes the most sense when you consider that animals were created to be in 

fellowship with humans. But after the fall of man, the relationship between 

humans and animals changed because of the decisions of mankind. We chose to 

kill and eat. And because of our decisions, the Father was put in a position where 

He had to establish boundaries for our lust for flesh. And yes, many of these 

restrictions were health related. I would agree. 

 

Today we are in the same place. We prefer the death of animals to satisfy our 

lust for flesh, rather than observing the garden diet of creation. If you look back at 

all that happened during the days of Moses, including the exodus, the journey 

through the wilderness, the Israelites’ worship of false gods, and the bloody 

sacrifice; it begs the question whether the events we read about in Scripture 

occurred the way we have imagined. 

 

Is it as morbid as we have made it? Does our heavenly Father really delight in 

the killing of innocent creatures? I contend that He does not. Could it be that 

mankind has turned Him into one of the ancient pagan gods who delight in blood 

rituals and sacrificial ceremonies? If we are willing to admit that we may not have 



all the facts within our bibles, we can allow the Holy Spirit to guide us into further 

truth.34 

 

—Scrutinizing Moses— 
And it came to pass in the first year of the exodus of the children of Israel out 

of Egypt, in the third month, on the sixteenth day of the month, that God 

spake to Moses, saying: 'Come up to Me on the Mount, and I will give 

thee two tables of stone of the law and of the commandment, which I 

have written, that thou mayst teach them. And Moses went up into the 

mount of God, and the glory of the Lord abode on Mount Sinai, and a cloud 

overshadowed it six days. And He called to Moses on the seventh day out of 

the midst of the cloud, and the appearance of the glory of the Lord was like a 

flaming fire on the top of the mount. And Moses was on the Mount forty days 

and forty nights, and God taught him the earlier and the later history of the 

division of all the days of the law and of the testimony. —Jubilees 1:1-4 

 

And the angel of the presence spake to Moses according to the word of the 

Lord, saying: Write the complete history of the creation, how in six days the 

Lord God finished all His works and all that He created, and kept Sabbath on 

the seventh day and hallowed it for all ages, and appointed it as a sign for all His 

works.        —Jubilees 2:1 

 

No doubt, Moses was YHWH’s chosen vessel to bring the children of Israel out 

of Egypt. He was hand-selected by God Almighty. During his time up in the 

mountain, Moses was instructed to write down the history of creation and the 

Law. The information that we have today was made possible because Moses was 

diligent enough to record the series of events through which he lived. Because of 

this, many people today assume that what we read in our English bibles is an exact 

account of the events that occurred. Although it may be difficult for some to hear, 

we must be willing to consider whether certain details of this story have changed 

over time. 

 

I am not just talking about the translation process and how the manuscripts 

have been handled.35 I am referring to the way Moses himself handled this 

 
34 Later chapters will discuss further in depth how the translation process has been devastating to the message 
of the Original Torah. 
35 Chapter 9 explores this further. 



responsibility. As much as I would like to believe he wrote down everything 

accurately, it is possible that personal bias factored into the narrative. Perhaps he 

added some of his own thoughts, maybe what he personally believed, or even 

what he thought was more profitable. 

 

Why would I think this? When you are in a position of leadership, you must 

find the proper balance between the mission and the congregation. Delivering the 

commands of God Almighty is no picnic. You will experience excessive amounts 

of pressure from the people. And sometimes people can manipulate leaders, 

meaning they can persuade the leadership to appease to their wants. 

 

It is no different than church leaders today who utilize the prosperity message 

to appeal to their hearers. They distort the message while leading their 

denominations further into false teaching. Yet our patient Father is willing to 

operate through human fault, nonetheless. Despite the false teachings, pagan 

rituals, sins, as well as the business side of each establishment, the Father has 

allowed mankind to continue the same practices that we have adopted from the 

nations. 

 

The circumstances of Moses and the Israelites were essentially the same. The 

only difference is that, instead of millions of pastors or rabbis leading their 

congregations by their own rules, Pastor Moses could have led his congregation 

according to his own rules. Of course, the central focus was to acknowledge and 

worship the One and Only True God, YHWH our Father, AhaYah the Self-

Existent, Eternal Creator. But like the denominations today, Moses could have 

easily succumbed to human tradition and pagan rituals to do so. After all, it was 

what the people wanted and therefore would have been their prosperity message. 

Pastors do it today, and Moses could have done it when he was in the role of 

leadership. 

 

To think Moses was some elite ruler whose words and actions were infallible 

is a common mistake. I would be willing to bet that most of my readers have 

witnessed a figure of authority abuse their power or have seen how easy it can be 

to justify immorality in the church. But for some reason, we think Moses was 



different. We forget that he was a human, just like us. He had anger issues. He was 

guilty of murder, for crying out loud. These natural tendencies are present among 

humanity whether we are willing to accept it or not. 

 

If we are unwilling to question his methods of dictating the congregation, then 

we have missed the opportunity to unlock the true secrets that have been 

concealed. Some might say this is blasphemy and that Moshe was indeed an 

elected individual, chosen to lead Yah’s people out of bondage and to deliver them 

to the Promised Land. This much is true. Moses was the individual chosen to 

deliver YHWH’s people. But if this is the basis of our reasoning, then what should 

we say about leaders today? 

 

 Is the gospel message being shared across the world today, and has it been for 

thousands of years? Absolutely! So whom has the Father used to spread the gospel 

message? And how does one become qualified to lead people to Him? 

Furthermore, whose message is infallible? Who can say they have risen above their 

own human nature and immoral tendencies to preach a pagan-free version of the 

gospel message? I contend that Yeshua Mashiach is the only individual who ever 

preached according to the unadulterated will of the Father. 

 

I have noticed a common tendency among people who convert to Hebrew 

Roots. For some reason, once we become “Torah observant,” we act like there is 

nothing closer to the truth than what is commonly taught among this movement. 

We can identify and denounce the countless forms of paganism in Christianity. 

But for some reason, we do not think Torah observance has been influenced by the 

nations. This is simply not true. If anything, Torah observance—which has been a 

practice of faith for thousands of years longer than Christianity—was built upon 

even more pagan rituals. 

 

I am sure that many of my readers are aware of the influence that Rome had on 

Christianity. People know the name Constantine and certain events such as the 

Council of Nicaea. When you dive into the pagan roots of Christianity, it never 

fails. We are willing to acknowledge this devastating reality; that churches today 



operate according to the Mother Harlot described in the book of Revelation.36 But 

the moment someone suggests Torah observance was formed through a similar 

process, it is considered blasphemy. 

 

People might say this is comparing apples to oranges. If so, then you may be 

missing the point. If a religious belief system can be perverted insomuch as to form 

an entirely different religion altogether, then what makes us think the sacrificial 

system is any different? Without any issue, we can identify holidays as “pagan,” 

along with Sunday worship and the secular calendar. And we have no problem 

admitting that our former beliefs have pagan origins. But the moment someone 

suggests that animal sacrifice has pagan origins, the same people suddenly lose 

their minds.   

 

How did humanity get to the point where we consider certain days “pagan” 

while ceremonies for slaughtering innocent animals against their will, 

dismembering their innards, and eating their flesh is considered “divine 

behavior?” And nobody seems to question it because it is written in a book they 

have regarded as their authority. This is why we must question the Bible itself, 

because animal sacrifice requires us to shut off our conscience and blindly accept 

this behavior as though it were holy. 

 

Could it be that YHWH intended for the Israelites to completely abstain from 

animal sacrifice and eating flesh once they came out of Egypt? Could the Father 

have possibly asked Moses to deliver commands against this behavior altogether? 

 

I believe it is possible and should at least be considered. I have interacted with 

multiple bible believers who think this was part of Yah’s original plan for 

delivering Israel; to eliminate animal sacrifice and consuming flesh. But after 

Moses came down from the mountain the first time and saw the people 

worshipping the gods of the nations, he took it upon himself to rewrite the terms 

of covenant with an allowance to sacrifice to YHWH. It certainly makes for the 

perfect prosperity message of that day because it allows for the people to live 

 
36 Revelation chapter 17 



according to their carnal desires while having their own form of religion. 

Therefore, I certainly think this is plausible enough to consider. 

 

As shocking as this all may sound, I am willing to give Moses the benefit of the 

doubt and say that he delivered all the information without any intentional 

deviation. Consistent with everything I shared in chapters two and three, it could 

have been a matter of the Father allowing His people to continue animal sacrifice 

as long as they redirected their worship toward Him alone. And perhaps this is 

the reason we see so much emphasis placed on animal sacrifice in the Law of 

Moses. 

 

If this were the case, then we must also consider that even though the Father 

allowed the Israelites to continue their barbaric practices, it was not as prominent 

as most people conclude from the texts. In other words, while it may be true that 

we read about animal sacrifice in the first five books of the Bible, we must also 

consider the “lying pen of the scribes.” After all, it is another factor. Scribes could 

have easily laced their carnivorous bias all throughout the text. 

 
How can you say, ‘We are wise, and the law of the LORD is with us’? But 

behold, the lying pen of the scribes has made it into a lie. —Jeremiah 8:8 ESV 

 

It never fails. Any time you mention the lying pen of the scribes, the accusations 

begin. “So you don’t believe the Bible is true?” I will be honest. The first time I heard 

this suggestion, I thought the same thing. However, even this should not come as 

a surprise. In fact, most Bible believers among Hebrew Roots will agree that our 

modern Bibles are so convoluted that we are unable to read the name of YHWH 

in the text. In fact, the very command about taking the name of YHWH in vain 

does not even state His name in most English versions of the Bible.37 Instead, the 

translators broke the command itself when they decided to change the name of 

YHWH into LORD. This charge alone should cause us to question what other 

motives the translators had when abusing their power. 

 
37 Exodus 20:7 You shall not take the name of the LORD your God in vain, for the LORD will not hold 
him guiltless who takes his name in vain. | This is the reason why I add “[YHWH]” to the King James 
passages that use the title LORD. Whenever I cite Scripture that should use the name YHWH, I want the 
reader to know how it should have been translated into English. 



 

But since this is not about the translators or scribes, let us stay focused on 

Moshe for a few more moments. Did he write down everything accordingly? I 

believe it could be a combination of both. Yes, the scribes played their part in this, 

no doubt. But Moses probably added his own thoughts throughout each 

document. Frankly, there are multiple ways to approach this subject. Given that 

Moses only added what he thought was beneficial to his own circumstances, did 

he really believe animal sacrifice was acceptable if directed towards YHWH? Or 

did he make the decision to add these laws to the text as an attempt to appease the 

congregation? 

 

The further you dive into the possibilities, the more you begin to question why 

we have accepted the canon as God’s Infallible Word when it is a product of man. 

I am sure many of my readers have asked the question, “Why do you believe what 

you believe?” And it is appropriate to apply this to the Bible itself. Why do we trust 

that the Bible is so reliable? Now, if you think I am making an argument that we 

cannot depend on the information in the Bible, then please read chapter two of my 

previous book, Crushing Conceptualism in Modern Christianity. Therein I discuss 

many reasons why the Bible should be trusted. 

 

Yes, the Bible is true. But this does not mean it is entirely accurate. Not just the 

modern versions with which we are familiar today, but even the manuscripts that 

were originally penned by the authors themselves. If we are to think Moses wrote 

everything down without bias or personal intent; this is no more reasonable than 

blindly trusting whatever comes out of the mouths of modern preachers.38 Sure, 

we all have a common goal to lead others towards Christ. Of course, in Moshe’s 

 
38 It is also worth noting that the reason so many people have questioned the legitimacy of the apostle Paul is 
because many people can recognize that he had his own bias within his epistles. Of course, the most common 
response to this is that Peter warned the church about Paul’s letters and that we should be careful to 
understand what he was trying to say. But those who are honest with Paul’s letters have identified that he 
does seem to have different beliefs and opinions that clash with the other apostles. This does not mean he 
should not be considered a legitimate believer in Yeshua. It simply means that he has his own slant on the 
gospel, just like any other preacher today. The overall point is that any writer holds to a certain level of 
personal bias, whether it is in the bible or not. 



case it was to lead people to YHWH Himself, who prophesied of Messiah.39 

Nevertheless, the central focus is to worship YHWH. 

 

Even so, the methods are not always in agreement with eternal principles of 

Torah. Just because people are being led to Messiah does not mean every avenue 

was paved by the Father. In order to reach our destination, we have to hike 

through the mud, meaning we have to backtrack and identify any roads that have 

been constructed by mankind; animal sacrifice being one of those muddy roads. 

 

When Moses recorded the lives of Noah and Abraham, is it possible that he 

added details about animal sacrifice? I believe it is worth considering. After all, it 

would have been “normal behavior” to Moses and the Israelites. Therefore, if 

Moses was instructed to record certain times when Noah or Abraham 

“worshipped the Father,” perhaps Moses assumed it was through animal sacrifice. 

This would further explain why Scripture commonly describes it as a “sweet-

smelling aroma” or a “pleasing savor.” 

 

It does not mean that YHWH literally takes pleasure in the smell of burning 

flesh. He does not delight in the destruction of His creation. It simply means that 

Moses assumed the Father feels the same way about sacrifice as humans. After all, 

a barbecue certainly does smell enticing. Therefore, Moses could have easily 

added this detail in multiple places throughout the text. He simply added his own 

opinions in certain portions of the text. At the same time, just because Moses added 

his own thoughts does not mean he had ill intent or an agenda at play. He could 

have simply added details based on the pagan influence of his upbringing and 

what he thought made sense. 

 

Of course, there is still the possibility that Moses did have an agenda at play, 

meaning that he used his position of authority to add to the terms of covenant. The 

Israelites were found guilty of idolatry, and Moses realized they were too far gone 

to give up their pagan blood rituals. And after they grumbled and complained 

about flesh eating, Moses took it upon himself to incorporate the sacrificial system 

 
39 Deuteronomy 18:18 



within the Law. Over time, the priests and scribes developed the system into what 

we can observe today in the English Bibles, which is believed to be our final appeal 

for authority. 

 

Whichever way you choose to look at it, you are faced with the unfortunate 

reality that consuming animals requires humans to usurp the freewill of sentient 

beings that God created; sentient beings with blood flowing through their veins 

and the breath of life that our Creator Himself breathed into. Consuming flesh will 

always require death, which is associated with evil and curses. 

 
See, I have set before you today life and good, death and evil. … I call heaven 

and earth to witness against you today, that I have set before you life and death, 

blessing and curse. Therefore choose life, that you and your offspring may 

live, …       —Deuteronomy 30:15, 19 

 

Life is always associated with good and blessings, while death is synonymous 

with evil and curses. It only makes sense that we are not to kill any other sentient 

being against its will. You might say this is only about the people of Israel and 

does not include the animals. Perhaps. But the principle itself is power and should 

be built into our world view nonetheless. I believe this reveals a powerful principle 

that will be explored more later. At the same time, the context of Deuteronomy 

reveals the hearts of the people. As Moses is about to die, Joshua is commissioned 

to take his place and lead the Israelites into the Promised Land. But this did not go 

without final instructions. 

 
And the LORD said to Moses, “Behold, you are about to lie down with your 

fathers. Then this people will rise and whore after the foreign gods among 

them in the land that they are entering, and they will forsake me and break 

my covenant that I have made with them. … When Moses had finished writing 

the words of this law in a book to the very end, Moses commanded the 

Levites who carried the ark of the covenant of the LORD, “Take this Book 

of the Law and put it by the side of the ark of the covenant of the LORD your 

God, that it may be there for a witness against you. For I know how 

rebellious and stubborn you are. Behold, even today while I am yet alive 

with you, you have been rebellious against the LORD. How much more 

after my death!    —Deuteronomy 31:16, 24-27 



 

It is quite revealing that the very texts in question expose the nature of the 

people; namely the Levites. Giving Moses the benefit of the doubt, we can identify 

the probable cause for the inclusion of the sacrificial system within our scriptural 

texts today. We can know exactly how animal sacrifice became a “biblically 

endorsed” behavior. 

 

First, the people are predicted to rebel against the true God and pursue foreign 

gods, which illustrates the condition of their hearts. Second, Moses speaks to the 

Levites, who were responsible for the handling of the written Law. Interestingly, 

Moses identified the Law as a “witness against you,” meaning that whatever was 

written in the book of the Law would prove whether their behavior was in 

accordance with Yah’s commands or in violation. Finally, Moses reminds them 

how rebellious they were while he was yet alive and suggests that they will 

become even more wicked after his death. 

 

I believe these three points provide a solid case against the Israelites and even 

more so against the Levites, since they were the scribes.40 Not only were they 

predicted to go back to the ways of the nations, but they were also responsible for 

handling the very witness that testified against their behavior. This would be the 

modern equivalent of capturing a murder incident on video surveillance and then 

giving the only recorded evidence to the murderer and trusting him to deliver it 

to the judge. Except in this scenario, Moses captured the murderous Levites on 

video and trusted them to deliver the evidence without editing the footage. 

 

Knowing that the Israelites were expected to become more wicked after the 

death of Moses, it is therefore probable that the sacrificial system made its way 

into the Torah by way of the Levite scribes who returned to the pagan blood rituals 

of the nations and subsequently added these laws to the book of the Law. Once 

these laws were included in the manuscripts, the Levites could destroy the 

documents that testified against their behavior. Now, they could continue their 

blood rituals in the name of YHWH and reinforce their practices by the authority 

 
40 I Chronicles 24:6; II Chronicles 34:13 | It should also be noted that the scribes were among those who 
vehemently accused Yeshua during his ministry. See Luke 11:53-54; 19:47-48; 20:1-8; 23:10 



of holy writ. Suddenly, it makes sense why Yeshua warned us against the scribes. 

“Beware of the scribes, … for they will receive the greater condemnation.”41 

 

In sum, we should not think it is wrong to question the narrative within our 

bibles any more than it is wrong to question the intentions of modern preachers, 

teachers, authors, or leaders. I believe Moses had a good character overall, and his 

writings in their original form probably reflected the divine character and 

expectations of YHWH. At the same time, there could have been personal opinion 

and bias that was added simply to enhance the story or add more emphasis on 

certain points. While this test of scrutiny may not have been a thorough 

investigation, I believe Moses himself passes as a dependable resource, while our 

focus should be more on the scribes who have handled the scriptures throughout 

time. 

 
Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye are as graves which 

appear not, and the men that walk over them are not aware of them. —Luke 

11:44 

 

 
41 Luke 20:45-47 


