	Greek
	Hebrew

	Life analyzed in precise categories.
	Worth derived from family relationships

	A split between natural & supernatural
	Social life supremely important

	Chance + cause & effect limit what can happen
	God causes everything in his universe

	Man rules nature through understanding and applying laws of science
	God rules everything, so relationship with God determines how things turn out.

	Power over others achieved through business, politics and human organizations.
	Power over others is structured by social patterns ordained by God.

	All that exists is the material
	The universe is filled with powerful spirit beings

	Linear time divided into neat segments. Each event is new.
	Cyclical or spiraling time. Similar events constantly reoccur.

	History is recording facts objectively and chronologically.
	History is an attempt to preserve significant truths in meaningful or memorable ways whether or not details are objective facts.

	Oriented to the near future
	Oriented to lessons of history

	Change is good = progress
	Change is bad = destruction of traditions

	Universe evolved by chance
	Universe created by God

	Universe dominated and controlled by science and technology
	God gave man stewardship over his earthly creation. Accountability to God.

	Material goods = measure of personal achievement
	Material goods = measure of God’s blessing

	Blind faith
	Knowledge-based faith

	Time as points on straight line ("at this point in time…"
	Time determined by content ("In the day that the Lord did…")

	Greek thought describes objects in relation to its appearance. 
	Hebrew thought describes objects in relation to its function.

	The Greek culture describes objects in relation to the object itself. 
	The Hebrew culture describes objects in relation to the Hebrew himself.

The Hebrew describes the pencil in relation to himself by saying "I write". Because Hebrew does not describe objects in relation to itself, the Hebrew vocabulary does not have the word "is". 

	A Greek description of God would be "God is love" which describes God in relation to God. 
	A Hebrew description would be "God loves me" describing God in relationship to myself.

	Greek nouns are words which refer to a person, place or thing. 
	Hebrew nouns refer to the action of a person place or thing.

	The Greek culture recognizes the words such as a knee and a gift as nouns which by themselves impart no action.
	The Hebrews are active people and their vocabulary reflects this lifestyle. 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	In Greek mythology, the gods were to be revered and celebrated, but the intellect was to guide man in this life. This is precisely why Sha'ul (Paul) tells us in 1Corinthians 1:22 that the Jews require a sign but the Greeks seek wisdom
	

	Life was based upon thoughts and ideas to be debated. Many of the testimonies of his students attested to the fact that there were rarely any conclusions drawn, but everyone looked forward to the next debate.
	

	He taught that only the soul was good and good is what all men seek. The flesh was evil and could do no good
	

	The body was only one passing phase of our cosmic existence. Only the soul was involved in the future, and only the soul could do any good, so what the body did was virtually irrelevant.
	

	These were the educated class which were trained to live in shared houses, to eat in the same mess halls, their children were to be raised as a group in a common environment by special caretakers (public schools).
	

	 Only this ruling class possessed the knowledge to determine policies and make decisions determining who is allowed to mate with whom to produce the best children, with intellectual excellence as the goal.
	

	Plato brought to the world the nation of "thinkers". Knowledge was the key to everything.
	

	The demiurge was the dualistic god that created the world. He was the cruel god of battles and bloody sacrifices. The world was cruel and could not have been created by a "good" god, since all matter is evil.
	

	So this cruel demiurge sent a son called the logos who was the good god. The Tanakh (Old Testament) was a cruel book of laws, judgment, and death
	

	 The New Testament was the result of the incarnation of the god of the gods, the mind of the gods, called the logos.
	

	This demiurge, literally worker of the people, was whimsical and could change his mind or desires at any time. He would require certain demands on his creation at any time and withdraw them at any time.
	

	 Laws and commands were spontaneous. The whole idea of the one God was no different than the images of all the gods.
	

	gods. They were always subject to limitations and foresight. And, of course, god was only interested in the invisible, spiritual world as the physical world was evil
	

	When the body performed an evil act it was simply seen as the natural thing for an evil, material body to do
	

	In the Greek social life of his time, homosexuality was common love. Greeks, by this period, found it natural for an older man to be sexually aroused by the physical beauty of a boy. Physical immorality was not to possess eternity, only the soul.
	

	These philosophers continued in Plato's teaching that matters of the physical are matters of human relativism. Matters of family, government, education, customs, or law, were all relative because they were all outside of the soulish area.
	

	Truth was determined by persuasiveness. Whoever had the best argument was the purveyor of truth.
	

	Truth was determined by man's own will. Since the gods were to be worshiped and revered and had no instructions for man, man was left to determine them for himself.
	

	Therefore, some things were good and some were bad, some things were good and bad at the same time. When potential governors would debate, the same subjects would be argued year after year, for there was no absolute.
	

	Plato's most brilliant follower, earned his enduring reputation in science and philosophy from his groundbreaking work in promoting rigorous systems of logical argument. He taught that truth was discovered by systematic arguments based on "premise to conclusion" concepts. 
	

	One first begins with a premise and then sets down a system of steps to come to an ultimate conclusion. 
	The problem with this is that it still relied on human reasoning which was, of course, limited by human experience

	The gods would not and could not supply truths, for they were to be idolized only.
	

	He was deeply critical of democracy, but only because it meant the rule of the majority and the majority was uneducated and poor.
	

	Only the elite had the capacity to rule. Only the academies could train children to succeed. Fathers and mothers were incapable of properly training Greek children
	

	Alexander. At the same time, he organized traditional Greek festivals to honor the gods in the most lavish fashion.
	

	He taught that the deities made their wishes known through natural phenomena and through omens and oracles, which were interpreted through great speakers in the theaters and arenas.
	

	 His strategy was for Greece to dominate the world by conforming the world to Greek thinking. He knew that this could only be accomplished by language. He knew, almost supernaturally, that if you change a people's language, you change their whole view of life.
	

	 This is why Sha'ul (Paul) and Barnabas were called Jupiter (Zeus) and Mercury (Hermes). These were the Roman names for the Greek gods. Although Rome conquered Greece, they took upon the same system of philosophy, only the names were changed.
	

	Alexander's death. Instead of appointing his son to take over, he remained basically silent in the matter. His four top generals took over the reign of the known world instead of his son. These four men were Antigonus, his son Demetrius, Seleucus, and Ptolemy. These four men would soon divide up the known world and begin what would eventually be called the Hellenistic age
	

	Literature in these Hellenistic cultures began to shift more and more to mythical dramas and comedies, yet worship and adoration of the gods remained as strong as ever. Human behavior and truth were becoming irrelevant as long as the gods were pleased through public attestation.
	

	The Greek gods were not infallible to their minds. They all had the ability to change, to fail, to give in to emotions, and to vacillate. It is because of this that philosophical schools came and went, as well. 
	

	Basically, Epicurus believed that humans should pursue pleasure. The best way to achieve this is to stay away from distasteful situations by congregating with friends and like minded people. One should avoid the everyday mundane existence of the common people. The gods take no notice of human affairs, so humans have no fear of them. 
	

	Stoics, Zeno of Citium. They believed that fate was responsible for everything that happened, basically denying free will. Stoics believed in shunning all emotion, which is how our culture uses that term. 
	

	The Hellenistic age can be summed up in one word, mixed. What was wrong today, may be right tomorrow, what is distasteful to one generation may soon become the banner of the next generation.


	

	 The gods had not the foresight to guide life in any absolute way and were not interested.
	

	To the Greek mind there was so much diversity to be seen that there could not be just one God. 
	

	This is why there could be just as much change and diversity in ethics and morals, as well. There were no foundational guidelines for moral behavior. Behavior changed as the times changed, and each philosopher was no more or less correct than the last one.
	

	Morals were generated democratically, a concept which Plato hated. Why? Because Plato disdained the working class, and the working class was in the majority. To rule democratically was to rule by the people. Because there were no moral guidelines from the gods, the people were to rule themselves according to what the majority of the population dictated. This is, of course, what our nation has become
	

	
	When there is only one 'Elohiym then there is only one source of moral behavior. There is only one moral compass and guideline. There is only one measuring stick. There may be much diversity in our dress, hairstyle, looks, physical abilities, interests, and talents, but we are all measured by His word. 

	
	We are living stones, not bricks.

	According to the Greeks, the gods were constantly changing, and were unconcerned with the mundane affairs of man.
	In Hebrew thought, however, YHWHnever changes. He is immutable and is not like man (Male'akiy (Malachi) 3:6; Shemu'el Alef (1 Samuel) 15:29; Mizemor (Psalm) 102:26-27; Ivrim (Hebrews) 6:17-19; Ya'akov (James) 1:17). This is one of the most important attributes of 'Elohiym, and it cannot be separated from scriptural faith.

	One reason is because life in their view was seen as linear. Time was an endless point in the past and continued to an endless point in the future.
	The 'Elohiym of scriptural thought is cyclical not linear. 

	History was on this time line as a pointless series of events, one after the other. Ages came and ages went. 
	

	Man was progressing, or evolving, and needed to change as he progressed. 
	

	Each age was distinct and exclusive from the other, and the past was, for the most part, irrelevant, except for the purpose of man learning from his mistakes.
	

	. This is primarily because man does change, and by nature, adamic that is, wants to change his theology. This results in a changed god, who changes his theology. Man is constantly evolving and progressing and God must change with him.
	

	
	One of the biggest pillars of trust is the confidence that what you are trusting in is immutable, unmovable, and unchanging

	
	 Hebrew thought teaches no such thing. 'Elohiym knows the end from the beginning and can speak, direct, and instruct from the beginning with eternal application.

	
	He does not change with the times or evolve with respect to His essence or His theology. 

	
	He brings to His creation cycles, cycles of righteousness and instruction. You can see this clearly in His creation. The celestial glories go through their cycles. The moon passes through it's phases every month. As a matter of fact, this is the background for understanding the New Covenant.

	
	The moon is renewed every month. The word for moon is chodesh (חדש) which is the cognate of the word for new which is chadash (חדש). The idea is something renewed. 'Elohiym placed the seasons in their cycles. The woman has her monthly cycles. The sun, moon, and stars are cyclical and are placed in the heavens for signs (le'otot (אות) or times) and for seasons (mo'ediym (מועד) or appointed festivals). The guideline for mankind's times and feasts are cyclical just as His Sabbaths and feasts are cyclical. In these sabbaths and feasts, 'Elohiym is constantly and cyclically reminding man of who He is and who man is. This is a big part of what it means to be unchanging. 'Elohiym is not linear and He is not flippant.

	
	There are many aspects of the nature of 'Elohiym that differs in these two contrasting cultural views. The two most important ones with respect to scriptural doctrine are found in His oneness and His unchangeableness. 

	
	 Believing things about 'Elohiym is not the same as believing 'Elohiym.

	it's colloquial meaning in the centuries before and after Yeshua‘’s time was quite different. Among the religious Greeks of that time the logos was the "god of gods", the divine mind of the gods. He or it was the "supreme knowledge", also known as gnosis. He was right thought, right mind, right purpose, and right creed. In other words, the logos was right belief. Knowledge was salvation: say the right things and believe the right things. And so we have the very subtle shift from Yeshua‘ being the "instructions of ’Elohiym become flesh" to the divine "knowledge of the god of gods". Salvation became an intellectual pursuit, with structured creeds as it's evidence
	

	“… the word faith came to be transferred from simple trust in God to mean the acceptance of a series of propositions, and these propositions, propositions in abstract metaphysics … The proposition followed: Belief in God came to mean the assent to certain propositions ABOUT God.”
	

	Worship is at the very heart of Greek culture. Many great colosseums were built to accommodate the throngs of worshippers gathered to idolize and revere the gods. These gatherings were thought to please the gods and cause them to cast favor upon the people.
	

	Singing songs, playing, and dancing to the gods was worshipping, and this worship is what unified the people. Homosexual acts were quite common in that the body is irrelevant to the gods.  It was the state of mind that the gods were interested in
	

	
	The Stoics, however, would have nothing to do with this kind of activity.

	To the western mind, worshipping is an event and not part of the daily Greek lifestyle. When the event was over both the worshipers and the worshipped were pleased and content.
	

	The Greek tends to separate worship from service, which is the background in Hebrew thought, to understanding worship.
	In the Hebrew culture the word avodah (עבדה) is understood as service, worship, or servitude.

	The first difference is in the actual meaning of the word worship. The Greek word used to translate worship has defined out some of the crucial focus of the Hebrew word. The Greek tends to separate worship from service, which is the background in Hebrew thought, to understanding worship.
	

	
	The Temple service, before Yeshua', was called The Avodah and a false worship is known as avodah zerah. A servant of YHVH was a worshipper of YHVH, and worship was a continuous act. It was not limited to set times, even though worship was part of the set times (feasts, Shabbat, Rosh Chodesh, etc.).

	
	Worship was intimately tied to work or service. Service to 'Elohiym was not seen as secular and worship as religious or spiritual, but rather they were the same act. 

	
	Because everything is seen as theological to the Jew. When a man goes to his job, he is going to worship and serve YHVH. He is worshipping YHVH when he tends to his wife's needs. He does not separate out ordinary daily activities from his religious duties, for they are one and the same. 

	
	So, whatever he does he approaches it with the motivation, kavanah (כבן), that this is his worship and service to YHVH. All of life is a unity, just as he sees himself

	
	 In Hebrew thought, all occupations are holy and sacred, and they are to be observed as such. One might ask, "So then is a tatoo artist a holy and sacred occupation?" The answer is no. Well I thought you just said that all occupations are holy! That's right! But to the observant Jew, a tatoo artist is not an occupation. 

	
	 It would be very foreign to the scriptural mind to worship YHVH for one to two hours a week, and then go back to the secular life for one week and repeat the process over again. 

	To the Greek mind, true spirituality is otherworldly. It is found in living outside of this world and this philosophy can and does lead to all kinds of "New Age" teachings and related religions including modern Christianity.
	

	The gods lived outside of this world and so a truly spiritual man lived outside of the cares of this world, as well. Denying the physical and condemning emotion was part of this philosophy.
	

	Right thinking and right ideas were the hallmarks of the spiritual person. Only the truly educated (the rich) could attain true spirituality, as the poor were destined to take care of the mundane, daily necessities.
	

	Worshipping was something you did with the mind and was not to be demonstrative. 
	

	Denying ones self was very spiritual, because the physical was evil. 
	

	The sooner one entered the heavenlies the better. This is why suicide was a very noble thing in Greek thinking.
	

	Any Scriptures dealing with a heavenly citizenship was seen as advocating this otherworldly existence
	

	Marriage was seen as of this world and was shunned. Abstaining from meat and certain foods was also promoted as obtaining a higher calling with the new logos.
	

	Since the logos was considered the mind of the minds, focusing on correct thinking was being "in the spirit". This would also lead to the correct path of receiving revelations from the logos.
	

	 To have the mind of Christ (or the mind of the logos) was to have correct thinking.
	

	During the rise of Gnosticism, they would have been wearing bracelets that said WWJT instead of WWJD
	

	Emotions were also looked down upon in Gnostic thinking. To show emotion was to demonstrate weakness and spiritual immaturity. 
	

	When emotion was stoic and the body denied then the initiate was truly spiritual. 
	

	 The hair was seen as a worldy demonstration of haughtiness and pride, so the shaving of the very top of the head was a sign of unworthiness.
	

	Many times uncomfortable clothes were also worn to demonstrate the denial of the body.
	

	Many early initiates of gnostic thought were vowed to silence, as there was nothing that a truly spiritual person could have to say.
	

	Early initiates would live together away from the other people for a time in order to focus on their thinking. When they returned they were the truly spiritual people who only could communicate with the logos. 
	

	
	To begin with, true spirituality is earthly and not otherworldly. 

	
	To the Hebrew, man was placed upon the earth and given responsibilities to take care of the earth. 

	
	He is given instructions on how to take care of the body and how to love your neighbor. He is told how to plant crops and when not to plant crops

	
	He is instructed as to when to celebrate, how and why to celebrate. He is told when to rest and when to work. He is told how and when to take care of the poor and how to handle money. 

	
	To the scripturally spiritual man the other world is the reward, not the goal.

	
	To be spiritual was to be involved in his world, to live life to the fullest according to YHVH's word. Yeshua' said, "My words are spirit and they are life".

	
	True suffering was always a result of standing firm for the word of YHVH. It was not self-inflicted. 

	
	Being a part of changing this world was to be spiritual. To be "in the spirit" was to act according to YHVH's word, to celebrate life, spirit, soul and body

	
	To be spiritual was to be in this world, fully aware and fully focused on your part in all that you do

	
	Emotions are part of the nature of 'Elohiym. Emotions are natural, but guided by His word. In other words, there is a time and a place for emotions. In Hebrew thinking, the dying process is a time to mourn and weep. 

	
	Emotion is not the evidence of truth but rather a reaction to it. 

	
	Marriage is perhaps the most spiritual thing a man and woman do. All that is involved in a Godly marriage is seen as spiritual to the Hebrew. Sex in the marriage is especially spiritual. It is seen as the fullest expression of the nature of 'Elohiym. 

	
	Sex in amrriage  It is designed to be a physical pleasure, only touching the surface of what our union with the Messiah should be. In Hebrew thought, the Ruach HaQodesh (Holy Spirit) dwells between the marriage partners at those special times.

	
	The body is not evil, according to Scripture, Old or New Testaments. When the Scriptures speak of the flesh, they are speaking of the other nature in you, the one that wars with the spirit. This other nature is the very nature that we are talking about when we speak about Greek thinking.

	To Plato, the cosmos is dualistic and man is a picture of that dualism. The body is a prison for the soul. The immortal soul is incarcerated in an evil, defective, body and salvation only comes at death. Life is doomed, cruel and hopeless, and subject to the fate of the gods. The best man can do on this earth is to think his way into blissfullness, and to escape the body through esoteric knowledge. 
	The Hebrew mind sees the body and his surroundings as good, and he understands that he is to humbly dedicate these to YHVH, as a responsible steward of the Creator's good gifts. He sees the human being as a dynamic unity, called to serve 'Elohiym his Creator passionately, with his whole being. He sees the body as the vehicle for 'Elohiym's grace and His conduit for justice and righteousness in the earth.

	The whole idea of salvation to the Greek mind is wrapped up in the state or eternal status of the soul. As we have discussed before, in Greek dualistic thinking, only the soul or the domain of the nous (νοϋς) or mind is godly, or can be godly. 
	

	Salvation is right thinking and creedal in it's nature. 
	

	To believe is to know the right things. 
	

	To believe is to know the right things. This knowledge comes only from the gods.  
	

	Many even believed that there would be doorkeepers at the gates of the heavens and that secret codes would have to be declared before entrance.
	

	To be saved in Greek thought is to be released from this evil world. 
	

	Salvation is a matter of creeds and correct knowledge about the gods. In gnostic thought, the concept of keys are mentioned quit liberally. Scriptural terms such as, believe, to know or knowledge, word or words, keys and gates, confess and faith, are all tied in with this esoteric knowledge given by the gods.
	

	Let me remind you that in Greek thought the logos was the collective mind or nous of the gods.
	

	In order for the soul to be destined for heaven one must believe certain propositions about the logos.
	

	
	In scriptural thinking, salvation is not limited to the soulish area. This is because 'Elohiym sees a person as one or echad (אחד) (a unity). Salvation involves the spirit, soul or mind, and the body. All three are seen as the one person. As far as life goes, there is no separation of these three. 

	
	Salvation is relationship centered, as YHVH is seen as Father and not a collective mind separated from humanity. YHVH is seen as being involved in all areas of life, and so doing the right things as a result of trusting is part of salvation. Salvation begins with trusting in His words which leads to right action.

	
	Salvation is not leaving this world but becoming actively involved in changing what is wrong and sustaining what is right. 

	Peace in Greek thinking is to escape the pressures of life.
	Peace in Hebrew thought is to actively take part in the completion of what is good and righteous.

	
	Peace and salvation involve being a whole human being. YHVH gives instructions to guide us in our growth to be a full person, spirit, soul, and body, and to save us, spirit, soul, and body from whatever would desire to destroy any of these three areas. 

	
	YHVH has an order that He has designed. He must begin in the Most Holy place first. Then to the Holy place, followed by the court. Then, when approaching Him, man must begin in the court and proceed to the Holy place and finally the Most Holy place. This is the peace or shalom (שלוֹם) that Yeshua' came to give (Yochanan (John) 14:27).

	
	As you read and search out salvation in the New Testament dictionary (the Old Testament), you will find that salvation is consistently deliverance from evil or contrary circumstances, not escape to paradise or some otherworldly existence.

	 In Greek thinking, heaven is the goal
	 in Hebrew thinking, heaven is the reward.

	In Greek thinking, the savior was the coming of the "mind of the minds", the "god of the gods" to rescue the soul from this world
	

	 His mind was to bring us inner peace until that great day of deliverance. His words were our "spiritual food" to feed our souls that we might grow inwardly.
	

	Laws or instructions concerning the physical things were only for the "weak in the faith" who needed such things to guide them, for they lacked inner maturity or gnosis. 
	

	
	Much of Hebrew prayer is thankfulness, thanking Him for what He has done. Acknowledging what He has done builds strength and trust for what He will do.

	
	To have confidence in the future is to have a rock solid foundation laid in the past. This is how prayer was focused in Hebrew thinking. Prayer was also spontaneous and request orientated. It was and is the combination of daily ritual and spontaneity that made up Hebrew praying

	To the Greek, the heart is good and the body is evil.
	

	When a brother sins or commits atrocious acts, it is merely evil flesh doing what it does by nature.
	

	Since the flesh or body does not enter into the heavens, then it does not matter what the body does.
	

	In gnostic thought only the flesh or physical does these things, the real you doesn't. The body is doing what comes naturally. So all things are lawful, acknowledging that some things are not good to do. Man is, in reality, a spirit being, and operates only in another existence, and the things of the world are mundane and for the weak. The soul belongs to the gods and the body is the product of a fallen world and can do no good. The sooner the soul leaves the body the better.
	

	The most natural result of this kind of thinking is the spiritualizing or allegorizing of virtually everything. Simple directions or instructions from the Scriptures become mystical typologies.
	

	 But by the time these "church fathers" were ready to canonize the written word, they had already concluded that the Old Testament had passed away and YHVH was starting something new and separate from what He had been doing.
	

	The early anti-Nicene Church, with some exceptions, understood that Yeshua' recognised the Tanakh as inspired and truth. They could not nor would not exclude it from the recognised canon.
	

	The Tanakh quickly became a collection of myths, legends, and stories designed to teach the church valuable lessons. These allegories would show the church how fortunate she was to live in the age of grace. Man's soul could now be placed in an eternal, spiritual state by believing the right things and confessing certain propositions about the logos. "What does God require of me?" was replaced by, "Who is the logos?".
	

	
	To the Hebrew, man is a unity. He is spirit, he is soul, and he is body, the one man

	
	All is to be holy as YHVH is holy.

	
	All is to be righteous, all is to be good, all is to be redeemed and sanctified

	
	In Hebrew thinking, it is what man does and not what man thinks or believes. 

	
	 In Hebrew thinking, what a man trusts and follows determines what a man does

	
	The spirit, soul, and body are all considered to be a man's life, and YHVH's instructions were for the spirit, soul, and body

	
	 As you search the Tanakh you will find that the Hebrew words for life, spirit, soul, and breath are used interchangeably.

	
	When a man's spirit left him, his life left him. The spirit, soul, and body are all treated as one life. This is imperative to understanding the very nature of the "Godhead", as well. 

	
	The writer of Ivrim (Hebrews) reveals to us in chapter 4 verse 12 that the Word divides the soul and the spirit. This is true. There is a difference between these two, but they are both the one man

	
	 The Hebrew knows nothing of the teaching that the spirit is redeemed and the soul and body are separate issues. He sees YHVH redeeming the whole man by beginning at the very heart of man and working outward to make him complete.

	In Greek thinking, man is content in knowing that he has believed the right things. 
	

	
	 In Hebrew thinking, the journey has just begun. He searches YHVH for that which prospers his life. He searches for instructions for the heart, guidance for his soul, and directions for his body. 

	
	He hungers to know how to love his neighbor, how to treat his loved ones, and how to take care of himself. He longs to know how to worship his Creator, how to celebrate Him, and how to follow Him. The Hebrew man knows that YHVH's instructions will bless him in all his ways, and prosper him wherever he goes. He knows that his God cares about every detail of his life, and is not above the mundane.

	There are some major differences between earlier Greek thought and Aristotelian thought. 

The male was always considered superior to the female, but the reasons seem to shift as philosophy became more popular.
	

	 In Homer's time, the female gender was viewed inferior only with respect to how much work was accomplished, compared to the males.
	

	Plowing, wood cutting, and heavy agricultural duties were viewed as being more directly related to everyone's survival, and thus carried more weight (pun intended).
	

	Women, at first, were never viewed as having inferior intellect. Women and men were seen from a scriptural point of view before Homer's time. However, as time progressed, philosophy became more important in Greek everyday life.
	

	As more and more thinkers pondered life, the more inferior women became. The period of time between Socrates and Plato was the building of the polis or city/state. As the great cities became the places to live, the more the gender roles began to merge.
	

	This was a significant change in thinking. It was the philosophies of the time that generated these changes. Plato had created a utopia of city/state thinking. Male and female guardians lived in shared houses, ate in the same halls, and exercised in the same gymnasiums.
	

	Their children were raised as a group in a common environment by special caretakers. Today we would call these day care centers, for it takes a village to raise a child! This was seen as a freeing of the women to rule equally with men
	

	Children were taught and raised by the state, and educated in mathematics, astronomy, and metaphysics to gain the knowledge that Plato in his "Republic" presented as necessary for the common good. 
	

	 He said that such a state was necessarily authoritarian because only the ruling class would possess the knowledge to determine its policies and make decisions determining who is allowed to mate with whom to produce the best children. Remember that, just like the gods, superiority is the goal. The means by which one achieves superiority is not a concern. The end justifies the means.
	

	The eventual blending of the sexes helped to achieve the superior culture. Men would dress and groom themselves as women and vice versa.
	

	Mothers who did not work and stayed home to teach their children were on the lowest rung.
	

	This changed somewhat during Aristotle's time. Aristotle taught that women were by nature inferior to men.
Their inferior natures were not limited to the physical, but in virtually every area.
	

	(alguses tehti naise naturaalne positsioon madalaks mis oli hea see madalaks  tostes valet ja astudes heale.. psyholoogiliselt ja majanduslikult ja siis panti veel omakorda, et vaatamata koigele nauinii olete..)
	

	He believed and taught that women were actually incomplete males. Shortly after this, the groups known as the Sceptics and the Cynics began to move Greek thinking back to the unisex ways of earlier thought. Since enlightened men and women were the same good sanctified souls, then there was no reason to express any differences on the outside, since the body was irrelevant anyway.
	

	Zeno taught that unisex clothing should be worn as a way to obliterate unnecessary distinctions between women and men. The Cynics ostentatiously rejected every convention of ordinary life. Whatever was natural was good and could be done without shame before anyone. Their teachings led to some of the most degrading public displays imaginable.
	

	 By the way, the word Cynic means like a dog. Throughout most of Greek history, the female had gone from subservient roles, to virtually no distinction of roles, back to subservient, and back again to unisex.
	

	What is most ironic about all this is the Greek religious view of the female. The soul was seen as feminine, and much adoration was given to the various female goddesses. However, the goddesses were revered for their reproductive activities. This philosophy remained faithful to the other worldy view of the Greeks. Goddesses were put on a pedestal in the heavenlies and abused here on earth. And why not? All material things were evil anyway, right guys? What hypocrisy.
	

	
	The scriptural view of the genders goes back to the garden. The male and female were seen as equal in purpose and importance with respect to their oneness in unity.

	
	Both man and woman were less than what they were created to be without each other. Man was not one unless woman was with him.

	
	Very few positive scriptural commands deal with bachelors or single women. These roles were not meant to be

	
	Male and female were both created with different functions. Neither function is ever mentioned as being lessor or greater than the other

	
	No God-fearing Hebrew ever considered the women to be inferior in any way. Motherhood was the most important function in the family unit. There was never any confusion as to male and female functions. The raising and training of children was of paramount importance in the family.

	
	 The woman's role as caretaker of the future generations was the most important function in the home. The male, according to design, was to work by the sweat of his brow. Working was seen as a supportive role in the totality of the family structure

	
	The father and the mother were responsible for the education of the children. Children were not left to be indoctrinated by educators who did not have their child's absolute best interest in mind. 

	
	Attention was not to be divided. Knowledge in the Creator's words was paramount, and learning the father's trade was crucial. Males looked distinct from females. Different clothes, grooming, and social activity were observed. 

	
	Women did not gather with the men. This kept men's eyes on their own wives

	
	When men led in religious observance or made decisions, it was always an expression of two minds as one. Men think differently than women, and only a decision based upon the combination of his mind and his wife's could be rendered justly. 

	
	There was no blending or swapping of roles. Man's role was to rule, but man could not effectively rule without the woman. This is why an elder's qualification was to be the husband of one wife

	
	There are distinct and time tested differences in the functions of men and women in Hebrew thinking. 
The church or the culture does not define the functions or change them

	What used to be shameful soon becomes acceptable for the sake of rights or freedom. What used to be holy and righteous becomes archaic, old fashioned, and even absurd.
	

	
	The scriptural roles for women as mothers and wives were cherished because they were publically and socially exalted and glorified. The education of children was shared equally between the father and mother. 

	In Greek thought, heaven is a totally separate place from this present life. It is a world that can be entered by denying the existence of this present world, and accepting the gnosis of the initiated.
	

	 Once this profession has taken place, then one has changed his state in life and is translated into another existence. As I have stated previously, in the spiritual world there are no laws or demands for all is perfect and there is no need for laws. 
	

	Laws are designed for physical existence from which the initiate has just separated himself. This is seen as the presence and indwelling of the logos or divine gnosis. Those who attempt to obey laws or rules are demonstrating the lack of this gnosis, hence the term legalist.
	

	The reason you are here on earth is to find this state of existence. The purpose of sharing this knowledge is to place this gnosis in the next person. Once you have found the logos, you have entered the world to come, the ultimate goal.
	

	Heaven is a place of peace and tranquility that can be experienced only by trance-like activity. It certainly cannot be found by participating in the mundane affairs of life.
	In Hebrew thought, there is a world to come, and just like Greek thought it is a place that one can enter while still in this tabernacle. However, there are major differences. Just as the spirit, soul, and body are one life, so are these two worlds. In Hebrew thought, man exists in both worlds and is responsible to be righteous citizens of both worlds. 

	This existence is particularly enhanced by sharing it with other like-minded people. True reality is the spiritual realm, and all that mankind shares now is not true reality but a passing phase that one must enter in order to have a part in the world to come.
	

	
	The spiritual realm is to guide the physical realm. His ultimate eternal existence is a reward. He is responsible to take part in this existence and sustain the words of YHVH. 

	
	True knowledge comes from YHVH only, and it's purpose is to sustain life in this world; to restore where corruption has taken place; to give life where there is no life; to preserve His creation. Heaven is a present place that guides and directs physical life, a perfect kingdom to rule over an imperfect, corrupt world.

	In Greek thought, love is a feeling or emotion that is solicited, and demonstrated by feeling or emotion. There are different kinds of these emotions and different Greek words to define these emotions. There is brotherly love, erotic love, and committed love, for example. Committed love is the love that man is to have for the gods. This is the famous agape kind of love that is taught in the church today. This love, however, is demonstrated by feelings or emotion, as an act of expressing true commitment.
	In Hebrew thought, ahav or love is based on the idea of preference or choice. It is not an emotional concept. When YHVH said that "He loved Ya'akov and hated Esav", He meant that He chose Ya'akov and did not choose Esav. When YHVH, in Bere'shiyt (Genesis) 22, said that He loved Isaac, He meant that He preferred Isaac. 

	 Hate is also a feeling or emotion that is generally reactionary. One can love until something negative is expressed and then love can quickly turn to hate. Hate has not a place in Greek thought as an original action. It is a reaction. One could easily hate the gods as an emotional reaction to negative circumstances, and one could just as easily love them when the circumstances change. When love is based on feeling or emotion then feeling or emotion can change it to hate
	

	
	 Love and hate are not emotional concepts in scriptural thinking. When Yeshua' said, "If you love me, you will keep my commandments", He was saying that if you have chosen me or if you prefer me, then do what I say. When He said that men loved the darkness rather than the light, He was saying that men preferred or chose the darkness over the light

	
	 In a Hebrew betrothal, the father chooses his son's bride. When vows are spoken, the son and the bride choose each other. In the commandments it is written that you are to LOVE YHVH your 'Elohiym. You are to prefer "the Lord your God". This is directly related to the first two commandments that state that you are to have no other gods before Him. It is a matter of choice

	
	 In the Greek culture, emotion is solicited first, then commitment. Emotion must be sustained or the commitment fails. Why? Because it began with emotion. In Hebrew thought, emotion is a result of commitment.

	In Greek thought, peace is a state of mind. This state of mind can be found in several ways: through lack of confusion or chaos. In other words, when there is no war there is peace. Peace is the lack of war
	

	From a world wide point of view, peace is taken from the western point of view. A peaceful neighborhood is one that has no crime to speak of. A peaceful home is one where the children are not in trouble. When a mother wants to have some peace she means she wants all kids out of the house and quiet to prevail. 
	In Hebrew thought, shalom or peace, is wholeness or completeness. When a person is submitted spirit, soul, and body to His Creator, then he is at peace. Peace is being whole. A whole person is actively involved in his world, his community, his family. He is at peace when he sees the results of his harvest, when he acts upon what his Creator directs him to do. He completes the act when he does what he believes. Peace is the full realization of YHVH's word in your life and is not a "state of mind" or an emotional state.

	Monks would find peace by going to the monastery. Yoga is a way to attain peace. Nirvana is peace. Peace and quiet go together very naturally. When Yeshua' said, "... my peace I leave with you." He meant the state of mind one finds when accepting Him as Savior. This state of mind is given to you upon confession. If you lose your peace, then it can be found by stirring it up.
	

	To be blessed in Greek thought is to receive from the gods. Favorable conditions in war, weather, and finances are to be blessed by the gods. When a military leader is promoted, he is blessed. When financial rewards are reaped, this is a blessing.
	In Hebrew thought, blessings are synonymous with obedience and curses to disobedience, and are not tied to good or bad circumstances.

	To be cursed, however, is to lose the battle or fall in financial ruin. When something seen as negative occurred, this was a curse. Curses could turn into blessings by a change in attitude toward the gods. The curses of the demiurge could be reversed through proper adoration.
	In Hebrew thought, blessings are synonymous with obedience and curses to disobedience, and are not tied to good or bad circumstances.

 In other words, the blessing comes at the moment of obedience, and so with the curse


	Simply put, blessings are when good things happen and curses are when bad things happen. Good and bad are relative, of course. If a violent thunderstorm suddenly occurred that evening, it was the direct result of displeasing the gods that afternoon.
	Something good or bad happening could be the result of a myriad of circumstances totally unrelated to recent obedience or disobedience. The word of YHVH promises blessings for obedience and curses for disobedience. This is what we know

	
	Something good or bad happening could be the result of a myriad of circumstances totally unrelated to recent obedience or disobedience. The word of YHVH promises blessings for obedience and curses for disobedience. This is what we know

	 the Greek with knowledge
	 The Hebrew is concerned with practice

	knowing
	doing

	right thinking that of the Greek.
	Right conduct is the ultimate concern of the Hebrew

	for the Greek, the spontaneous and luminous play of the intelligence
	Duty and strictness of conscience are the paramount things in life for the Hebrew

	the Greek subordinates them to the intellectual virtues
	The Hebrew thus extols the moral virtues as the substance and meaning of life; 

	and theory
	the contrast is between practice

	and the theoretical or intellectual man."
	between the moral man

	To the Greek mind, truth (ἀλήθεια) is generally understood as "justified true belief," that is, a matter of correspondence between our mental states (or language) and reality. The idea of justification means that the proper use of language yields a well-defined object of correspondence: if there's truth about the physical world, that world exists, just as if there is truth about the ideal world, that world likewise exists. 
	

	 This led to a sort of dualism in both nature and in man -- there is the real and the ideal; the "is" and the "ought," and so on. The world of Forms is the true, high, and good world; this world of incessant flux is a "copy" that "participates" in the heavenly realm.  
	

	
	Abstract thought is the expression of concepts and ideas in ways that can not be seen, touched, smelled, tasted or heard. Hebrew never uses abstract thought as English does.

	The Greeks were very interested in outward beauty, hedonism (the pursuit of pleasure), nudity, and sexuality.
	 “The Hebrew…placed no more emphasis on the outer man than on the inner man. Spirituality, which expressed itself in a lively relationship with God and community, was the heart of Jewish worship. The human body was appreciated and cared for as a gift from the Lord. It was treated with respect and modesty as the vehicle through which the worship of God was performed.”

	Education for the sake of knowledge is also a Greek concept. Hebrew thinking highly values education as a tool to enable us to serve God and community more effectively.
	

	Even how we view success reveals whether we are more influenced by Greek or Hebrew thinking. To Greek thinkers, worldly success is defined by external values such as beauty, brawn, higher education, money, and fame.
	Hebrew thinkers seek after success God’s way, put God first, and understand that spiritual growth will impact every area of life. They are interested in living life by God’s rules, understanding that this is true success 

	They ask the question, “How will this benefit me? “
	the question, “Have I done the will of the Father? Have I cleaved to my Beloved?”

	If we think about the heroes modern society chooses, we will get further insight. If your heroes are models, actors, or sports figures, then you are probably looking at life with a Greek mind-set.
	If however, your heroes are Moses, Jesus (Yeshua), or even someone who is impacting his community through godly lifestyle and action, then you are most likely thinking with a Hebraic mind-set.

	
	Hebrew thinking is God-centered and is always monotheistic: “Hear, O Israel: The LORD our God, the LORD is one” (Deut. 6:4). God is at the center of everything in life for a Hebrew thinker.

	The Greeks, on the other hand, served a pantheon of gods and saw man as the center of life.
	asked an Orthodox Jewish friend what was the most important thing in life, and the immediate answer was “God.”

	Humanism is a philosophy that takes this idea to a higher plain, eliminating the need for God or religion. Even as we sing worship songs in our churches, often affirmation songs are more about what God does for us (man-centered) rather than worshiping God for who He is (God-centered).
	

	
	

	
	


	Väide 1
	Vaste 2

	There is no way that Hebrew thinking can ever be united or combined with Greek thinking.
	

	Sha'ul's letters are specifically aimed at other than Semitic nations i.e., the Greeks
	

	The Greek perspective provides us with a background as to the nature of a god or gods that desire to be worshiped, entertained, adored, and revered, but not necessarily obeyed.
	

	In Greek mythology, the gods were to be revered and celebrated, but the intellect was to guide man in this life. This is precisely why Sha'ul (Paul) tells us in 1Corinthians 1:22 that the Jews require a sign but the Greeks seek wisdom
	

	Life was based upon thoughts and ideas to be debated. Many of the testimonies of his students attested to the fact that there were rarely any conclusions drawn, but everyone looked forward to the next debate.
	Nagu tana..

	
	Gnosticism. There is no way to define this word in a few sentences, so we will define it as we go. The whole idea of gnosticism dove-tails with the whole philosophy of the holy psyche or soul, and the evil body and physical world. 

	Fundamental to clearly gnostic systems is dualism, which opposes the transcendent God and an ignorant demiurge
	

	 The material creation, including the body, was regarded as inherently evil. Sparks of divinity, however, had been encapsuled in the bodies of certain pneumatic or spiritual individuals, who were ignorant of their celestial origins.
	

	The transcendent God or demiurge sent down a redeemer (Christ), who brought them salvation in the form of a secret gnosis or knowledge. To the gnostics, salvation was not dependent upon faith or works but rather knowledge of one's nature, so there was much indulgence in licentious behavior
	

	There were no rules for the body since the logos or ultimate knowledge was not interested in physical or material things. This also meant that marriage was held in contempt as well, for procreation involved the body.
	

	A "unisex" being was held in hopeful reverence. The two main religious ordinances of these sects were baptism and the Eucharist.
	

	The bottom line of gnosticism is an other worldly existence. Many New Testament doctrines are used to support this thought
This philosophy, several centuries later, led to the monastic system and eventually to the Papal system.
	

	Praying or communicating with the gods was not an everyday, consistent event in Greek life. The gods were primarily called upon when something was wrong or someone was in need. 
	

	 Prayers were offered by the individual spontaneously.
	

	When celebrations in the great arenas were observed, this would be a time of group participation in communicating with the gods
	

	Prayers would usually be lengthy and colorful. Leaders in the gatherings would usually offer up these prayers to the gods for the people.
	

	Communication with the gods was primarily help and request orientated. The success or failure of prayer was assigned to the gods. If fair weather was requested and it rained, then the gods were displeased. Why they were displeased was impossible to determine in that the gods were fickle and inconsistent. 
	

	To please the gods was to adore and worship them
	

	
	In Hebrew thinking, prayer is both ritual and spontaneous. 
Prayer was usually communal and in the plural. 

	
	 In Hebrew thinking, prayer is usually blessing 'Elohiym, thanking Him and speaking in the past tense. 

	
	Prayer is much like the feasts in that it is also assigned to set times. Prayer is part of discipline, to train one to daily communicate with the Creator. Certain times of the day were consistently set aside for blessings and communication. This was designed to teach them to routinely give YHVH attention.

	
	In Hebrew thinking to pray continually was to observe these periods during the day. Hebrew prayer is short, extremely frequent, and observed at the same times each day. This would also ensure that all of Israel was praying together, as each individual saw himself as part of one collective person.

	
	Prayers were seen as we, us, or our, rather than me or I. This is part of the reason why the so-called "Lord's prayer" begins with "Our Father ..." rather than "My Father ...". 

	
	athers and mothers were responsible for the education of their children. Knowledge was the focus, but the knowledge was from their Creator and His moral values and judgments.

	
	The arts and sciences were taught as well, and all knowledge was founded upon scriptural principles. Some knowledge was not made available, even if it was truth. Sex education was not part of the curriculum.
This is one of the most life saving principles of the culture of the Hebrews.

	All that is wrong in this world can be traced back to the circumventing of YHVH's word
	

	
	

	
	


	Number
	Mis seal on

	 Bere'shiyt 2:9
	He places two different and distinct trees in the garden.

	Bere'shiyt 3:24
	He separates man from Himself. He goes on to make a clear distinction between the seed of the serpent and the seed of the woman.

	Bere'shiyt 17:11
	He separates Avraham from his foreskin. In the books of Shemot (Exodus) and Vayiqera (Leviticus), He reveals what is clean and what is unclean, holy and unholy

	Shemot 19:5
	He separates Israel from the rest of the nations, commanding them to obey Him that they might be a peculiar treasure unto Him.

	 The Tehillot (Psalms) 
	reveal the vast difference between Yah's ways and the ways of the nations. 

	
	

	In the New Testament we find the general term Greek used to represent ways contrary to Scripture.
	Many times, this is seen in the word the world (Yochanan (John) 1:10, Acts 17:6, Romans 12:2, Ephesians 2:2). This is because at this time the world outside of Jerusalem was still influenced by Alexander the Great's brilliant psychological tactics, not to mention his military genius. The Scriptures of the New Testament draw this contrast several times.

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


	Kysimus mis tekkis
	Vastused mida leidnud

	Kas Hebrialased, Juudid on Jumala rahavas ja Greeks, Roomlased inglite sigitised, kas eri rassi inimesi mis maapeal olid tol ajal. Ja kuidas siiani. 
Kas molema algeid koigis rahvas nagu DNA viirusena labi seksi voi vaimu.
Hiiglaste lasped samad mis inglite voi on yhed jumala poolel teised ylestousu poolel
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	Mille peale
	Mis kysimus

	not referring to the country of Greece and it's inhabitants, but rather the Greeks as they represent western culture
	Mis muude kutuuride esiisad on, mis suhtes jumalaga

	Sha'ul's letters are specifically aimed at other than Semitic nations i.e., the Greeks
	

	In the same way that Babylon is symbolic of all false religion and pagan practices. 
	Kas koikide, on ka moned mis arvatakse pagan voi paha kui tegelt pigem neutraalsed voi head usundid voi teadused taimedest meelteni?

	The Greek or Hellenistic culture was dominating the uttermost parts of the earth at the time the New Testament was penned.
	Mis osad ei olnud ja kuidas nad igalepoole joudsid, kas ikka olid igas aasia maal ja siberis..

	 Grecians and what had become commonly known as Hellenism
	Hell... kas selle sonaga ka seotud

	The "Helen" of Hellenism comes from the writings of a blind poet by the name of Homer
Most Greek scholars are not convinced that this man actually lived, but for someone who may not have existed, he certainly was very influential in the shaping of Greek art, science, philosophy, religion, and social justice. His alleged writings were called "The Iliad" and "The Odyssey
	Miks? Kas ta kriitiline liialt.. voi mis on toendid vastu ja poolt.. 

	This logos, as we will learn later, is a mixture of religious concepts from several cultural sources, which are generally represented scripturally by Jezebel, Babylon, the queen of heaven, and many other names which will be mentioned as we go
Right now we are trying to establish the fact that this philosophy made a major impact on the thinking process of the populations that Sha'ul encountered, and that this influence has stayed with the church for two thousand years.
	Kuidas nende teema mis polnud toe pohine sai nii popularseks nii kiirelt yle maade.. mis ope tehnoloogiat kasutasid nad mis ajast... voi on siin selget marki, et vaökastpoolt toodi see tarkus kudagi sisse.. trippides vaimumaalimas vms ... kuidas toe loost teine lugu sai nii lvinumaks nii agaralt.. erinevas perspetiivis.. maiselt ja religiooselt



	 The era called the dark age of Greece (900-700 B.C.) was the beginning of the construction of gymnasiums. These were Greek arenas that housed athletic games, with great crowds cheering the participants and the gods, particularly Zeus. The gymnasium was a place where nude athletes would appease the gods by their great feats. The word gymnos is the Greek word for naked.
	Miks ma gymnaasiumi koolide nimeks valisimie..



	This period also began the great city-state called the polis, which was designed to confine the social elite. These cities were erected to honor the gods. Within these city-states, smaller arenas, later called theaters, were erected.
	Politsei ka sellest saanud alguse,,, filmetropilis.. ja 

	Theaters began with the Greeks, and were intended to host two particular events. At the beginning, they were primarily used to provide a place for the production of comedies and later, Greek tragedies.
	Meelelahutus kas see ainuke kindel algus voi oli enne seda sranseid asju ka... miskis kultuurides

	But by the later Archaic age, these were used to host the great philosophers and their famous debates. These debates were originally created to provide a place for the great thinkers and intellects to have a place to out-intellectualize each other. These places would soon produce Socrates, Plato, and Aristotle. 
	See nagu Ted et aga kes need yrituse motte kokku pani ja juhatas.. neid ka teada on v..

	Socrates' student, Plato will be the one who introduces the world to the demiurge.
	

	Socrates lived in poverty and disdained material possessions. He believed that no one knowingly did evil. Although Socrates was a thorn in the flesh of conventional Greek thinking, he none the less separated himself from any instructions of the gods and taught to rely on, after careful scrutiny, our own moral intellect to lead a happy life. 
	Mis ta suurimad vead siis olid, heauslikuna heast sydamest uskus, et keegi ei tee paha? Ingleid mudiu ei uskunud v.. 

nu ega tegelt inlid ka ei teeks ju ku iteaksid tode..

	Socrates was not adept at winning friends and influencing his enemies. Actually, up to this time, Greek thinking was rather tame and friendly with Scriptural thinking. But Plato is about to take it to a new level. 
	Vastus eelmisele kysimusele.. kuid ikakgi kuidas nad muidu vaga sobralikult elasid elades muud sorti elu mis ei sobinud ju..



	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	Mis argitas motte
	Mida teha voiks

	 Greek mythology, the stories that Greeks told themselves about their deepest origins and their relations to the gods, was infused with stories and motifs of Near Eastern origin.
	Millised lood mis asukohtadest, tais list oletatavad ja kindladm ja kas nad ise teadlikud vi ka kellegi poolt petetud

	Most of the anti-Biblical, pagan cultures we are familiar with, Greek, Babylonian, Persian, etc., have a woman or Goddess-type mother that represents that culture. Isis, Astarte, Ishtar, or Gaia are some examples. Greek Helen
	..gmm... kas need paris vimuga head olid ka vahest voi pantus positsioonile

	Greek intellectuals of the historical period claimed that Greeks owed a great deal to the older civilization of Egypt, in particular, to religion and art. Recent research agrees with this ancient opinion. Greek sculptors in the Archaic Age chiseled their statues according to a set of proportions established by Egyptian artists
	Kellelt egiptlased said.. ja mis suunaga piibli suunas

	various sources of cultural influence that flowed together over a long period of time to produce the Greek culture we find recorded in the New Testament times. "Hellenistic" also conveys the idea that a mixed, cosmopolitan form of social and cultural life combining Hellenic (i.e. Greek) traditions with indigenous traditions emerged in the eastern Mediterranean region in the aftermath of Alexander's conquests
	Need native cultuurid.. kuidas ja mis suhe loojaga.. mis on teada had ja kudas.. taime targd ka..

	“We have ample evidence also as to the state of Christian thought in the post-Nicene period. The fathers Athanasius, Basil, Gregory of Nazianzus, Gregory of Nyssa, and Cyril of Jerusalem, the decrees of general and local Councils, the apocryphal and pseudonymous literature, enable us to form a clear conception of the change which Greek influences had wrought.”
	Kes need mida nad kirjutasid.. yldse koguda kogumiesse oigee motete kogumikke eri filosoofiatest mis ei asu  oseselt koige olulisema peale voi mis olulist tostavad

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


As believers, we need to conform to God’s way of thinking, which permeates the Bible. Let’s refocus our minds and read the Bible through Hebraic eyeglasses and determine that God will be central in our lives.


Concrete thought is the expression of concepts and ideas in ways that can be seen, touched, smelled, tasted and/or heard. All five of the senses are used when speaking and hearing and writing and reading the Hebrew language. An example of this can be found in Psalms 1:3; "He is like a tree planted by streams of water, which yields its fruit in season, and whose leaf does not wither". In this passage we have concrete words expressing abstract thoughts, such as a tree (one who is upright, righteous), streams of water (grace), fruit (good character) and a unwithered leaf (prosperity).

Abstract thought is the expression of concepts and ideas in ways that can not be seen, touched, smelled, tasted or heard. Hebrew never uses abstract thought as English does.



xamples of Abstract thought can be found in Psalms 103:8; "The LORD is compassionate and gracious, Slow to anger, abounding in love". As you noticed I said that Hebrew uses concrete and not abstract thoughts, but here we have such abstract concepts as compassionate, gracious, anger, and love in a Hebrew passage. Actually these are abstract English words translating the original Hebrew concrete words. The translators often translate this way because the original Hebrew makes no sense when literally translated into English.

Let us take one of the abstract words above to demonstrate how this works. Anger, an abstract word, is actually the Hebrew word (awph) which literally means "nose", a concrete word. When one is very angry, he begins to breath hard and the nostrils begin to flare. A Hebrew sees anger as "the flaring of the nose (nostrils)". If the translator literally translated the above passage "slow to nose", it would make no sense to the English reader, so " ", a nose, is translated to "anger" in this passage.

 A deer stag is one of the most powerful animals of the forest and is seen as "a strong leader" among the other animals of the forest. Also the oak tree's wood is very hard compared to other trees such as the pine which is soft and is seen as a "strong leader" among the trees of the forest.

Notice the two different translations of the Hebrew word in Psalms 29.9. The NASB and KJV translates it as "The voice of the LORD makes the deer to calve" while the NIV translates it as "The voice of the LORD twists the oaks". The literal translation of this verse in Hebrew thought would be; "The voice of the LORD makes the strong leaders turn". 


Another example of Greek thought would be the following description of a common pencil: "it is yellow and about 8 inches long". A Hebrew description of the pencil would be related to its function such as "I write words with it". Notice that the Hebrew description uses the verb "write" while the Greek description uses the adjectives "yellow" and "long". Because of Hebrew's form of functional descriptions, verbs are used much more frequently then adjectives

But in the Hebrew vocabulary the nouns come from the same root word , because they are related, not in appearance, but in action. The Hebrew word for knee is (berak) and literally means "the part of the body that bends". The Hebrew word for a gift is (berakah), meaning "what is brought with a bent knee". The verb from the root word is (barak), meaning "to bend the knee". As you can see, both Hebrew verbs and nouns have action associated with them where the Greek nouns do not.


 Around 260 B.C. the language and thought processes of Greece had so changed the Eastern culture that King Ptolemy put forth the decree to translate the entire Hebrew Bible into Greek. This was later known as the Septuagint translation of the Scriptures, or the LXX

The Septuagint was so named allegedly because it was accomplished by 70 scholars, but there is some uncertainty about that. None the less, Yeshua' quoted from it quite often.

Virtually every scriptural and secular scholar agrees that the Scriptures, with the exception of Esther, were translated from Hebrew to Greek in or around 250 years before the birth of Yeshua'

It means that the 333 prophetic utterances of Yeshua''s birth, life, death, burial, and resurrection are, at the very least, written 250 years before they happened.

Between the time of Antiochus and the birth of Yeshua', the Roman empire had defeated all of the kingdoms of the Macedonian empire. Rome's culture is now prevailing at the time of the so-called birth of Christianity

 The conclusion will be simple. The Greek/gnostic thinking of inwardness only sounds holy, good, and scriptural. The problem is this. Our mind and our bodies are created by YHVH and have natural needs and desires. These needs and desires are anticipated by our Creator, so He has rules for the mind and the body. If our theology denies these rules (the reason is really irrelevant), our mind and body will satisfy them some other way.

I think it is imperative that we begin with the nature of 'Elohiym first. I will continue to use the term Greek to describe the western, hellenistic world or gentile point of view. The term Hebrew will generally describe the view of the writers of the Scriptures.

It is generally agreed by all that the language of the Tanakh is Hebrew

It is also generally agreed that the Tanakh is very "Jewish", and full of concepts, idioms, and phrases that are viewed as Hebraic. Scriptural writers of the Tanakh spoke, taught, and thought from this perspective.

“We have ample evidence also as to the state of Christian thought in the post-Nicene period. The fathers Athanasius, Basil, Gregory of Nazianzus, Gregory of Nyssa, and Cyril of Jerusalem, the decrees of general and local Councils, the apocryphal and pseudonymous literature, enable us to form a clear conception of the change which Greek influences had wrought.”

For example, most westerners have no problem with jumping up and down and shouting at a sporting event, but would not dare jump up and down or shout in their assembly. I would think that YHVH has done more for them than the Broncos have. Many would also have no problem in kneeling and praying inside the walls of the assembly, but would not be caught dead doing that at work or at play somewhere else.

core of differences between Western thinking and Scriptural thinking: "what it means to be spiritual". Unfortunately there are many eastern religious ideas of spirituality that are very similar to the Hellenistic way of seeing this subject. When we talk about Eastern vs. Western thinking, we are using them as very general terms. The Scriptures are not eastern per se. Scriptural thinking is Scriptural thinking. What is called the Middle Eastern culture is closest to Scriptural thinking. 

only use the term eastern to distinguish the thinking of Scripture from all other non-scriptural philosophies which are generally referred to as Greek, or gentile, ways of the nations, etc

Worshipping was something you did with the mind and was not to be demonstrative. As I have mentioned before, this philosophy was easily blended into a young gentile church and launched the monastic systems

It is not a coincidence that today we use the term "a Platonic relationship" to describe two people who are only interested in each other's minds or intellect.

 The following is an early example from the gnostic document, The Gospel of Philip:

    "The Lord revealed to me what the soul must say when ascending into heaven, and how she must answer each of the upper powers: I have come to know myself, and I have collected myself from everywhere, and I have not sown children to the Archon but have uprooted his roots and have collected the dispersed members, and I know thee who thou art: I am of those from above. And thus she is released."

The early church remained very hebrew for the first two centuries and this is why there is no record of creeds being established. The creeds come later when the church is dominated by gentiles and the Jewish believers have been chased away by the Jews and the Christians.

YHVH gives instructions to guide us in our growth to be a full person, spirit, soul, and body, and to save us, spirit, soul, and body from whatever would desire to destroy any of these three areas. YHVH placed this pattern in the building of the Tabernacle in Shemot (Exodus) 25-35

o sum up, YHVH has an order that He has designed. He must begin in the Most Holy place first. Then to the Holy place, followed by the court. Then, when approaching Him, man must begin in the court and proceed to the Holy place and finally the Most Holy place. This is the peace or shalom (שלוֹם) that Yeshua' came to give (Yochanan (John) 14:27).

This is why the first words from Yeshua''s mouth, and Yochanan the immerser, was REPENT! 


This doctrine quite naturally led to a distaste for the Jews or anything Jewish

(about going away fro mthis word to some paradise )

This might also explain why songs such as "I'll Fly Away" and "In the Sweet Bye and Bye" or "God's got a Mansion For Me" would be very popular songs.

Most Hebrew blessings begin with the same preamble if you will: "Baruch atah YHVH 'Elohenu melech haolam" or "Blessed art thou O YHVH OUR 'Elohiym, King of the Universe ..."

 I see the Praise teams singing for everyone, the minister praying for everyone, the Pastor studying the Scriptures for everyone, and distributing the wealth for the few. Greek thinking? Maybe.

How the very essence of man is seen is very important in understanding why modern Christianity has a difficult time teaching, believing, or accepting most of the Old Testament theology.

Most Christians do not know the teaching of the Tanakh nor do they want to. 

As you read the Tanakh you will clearly see no problems or complaining about the different roles of the genders. It is only when YHVH's people are mixed with the nations do you begin to detect any protesting. When another culture or belief system enters the paradigm, only then do you see the shift take place. What was evil becomes good, and what was good becomes evil.

YHVH's word was a daily part of living. It is only because of the emergence of the Rabbinical system, did the art of diligent study and knowledge shift from a family event to the sole possession of the Rabbi's. What used to be "go ask your father and mother" now became "go ask the Rabbi". The Rabbinical system retained much of Torah, but this system rose to power in the height of Hellenism.

 I believe that most of our cultural problems with sexual diseases, genders, homosexuality, divorce, and violent homes is based on an abandonment of scriptural gender roles and the proper distinction of men and women.

One of our realities today, so it seems, is our public education system, which comes straight from the Greeks. One of the main reasons for the creation of the great polis or city-state, was to achieve excellence through community education, to build gigantic gymnasiums for the purpose of educating the children.

The poor, however, were not permitted to be educated this way. The parents of the poor were discouraged from teaching their young the sciences or the arts. They were trained in a trade and this was perfectly acceptable. Most poor people were barely able to write their name.

It is perhaps becoming more obvious by now, what the scriptural view of this subject will be. We are talking about the ancient view and not the more modern Rabbinical system.

We have been trained by our western education system that the more we are educated about the sexual experience, the safer we are. This was the thinking of the 1950's, for example

teenage pregnancies are common place. But that is not the point. From the view of our Hellenistic culture, knowledge is power and the answer to our calamities. The conclusion is simple. Education leaders are responsible for the administering of knowledge. They are not, by nature, concerned with the moral values of your child. The whole idea of the nature of your child's education is similar to the Greek view of heaven or salvation. Correct ideas and right thinking is the goal. What you do with those ideas is irrelevant

Fathers and mothers, on the other hand, very much have a stake in their children's future. The child's future affects the parent as well as the child. What the child does with his life is imperative. The child's longevity is part of the motive. His health is also at stake. The parents have the entire life of the child in mind

I believe with all my heart that when Sha'ul said that gentiles are grafted into a natural tree, contrary to their nature, that this western thinking process was precisely what he was referring to. 

From a straight persons point of view a gay man is from another planet or solar system. 

A middle-aged member of the NRA sees his world differently from the Greenpeace activist. 

I believe that all these barriers would fall if man could see his world from the scriptural view. I am quite aware that this is very idealistic, but YHVH's design was and is ideal.

 This course is not designed to condemn Greek people. The term Greek only summarizes a world thought that opposes, by it's prophesied nature, Hebrew or scriptural thinking

 As I have stated earlier, the Greek mind and the Hebrew mind both gaze upon the same evidence. Both look at the same scriptures and come to different conclusions. This is because both minds have a preconceived bias. It is just like the evolutionist and the creationist. Both ponder the exact same physical evidence, and come to two different conclusions. One brings with him a bias that says there is no god. The other brings a bias that says there is.

 When a gentile makes a decision to follow the Messiah, he brings with him all that he has learned about life and the world around him into the equation. He sees every word in the Scriptures from the world he was raised in. The majority of the words he will read in the New Testament he already knows, and he will never research their true meaning. When these words are spoken from the pulpit he will rarely investigate them.

    * "The Gnostic Religion" by Hans Jonas. Beacon Press. 1958.

    "The Eastern Orthodox Church" by Adrian Fortescue, Ph.D, D.D. The Catholic Truth Society. 1920.

    "Eusebius Ecclesiastical History" Hendrickson Pub. 1998.

    * "The Influence of Greek Ideas and Usages upon the Christian Church" by Edwin Hatch. Hendrickson Pub. 1895.

    "The Genius of Alexander the Great" by N.G.L. Hammond. University of North Carolina Press. 1997.

    "Ancient Greece" by Thomas R. Martin. Yale University Press. 1996.

    "The Bible and the Ancient Near East" by Cyrus H. Gordon. W.W. Norton & Company. 1965.

    The Works of Philo.

    The Works of Josephus.

    "Let This Mind Be in You" by Brad Scott. Children are Forever Pub. 2000. This book is based on the above teachings and many areas have been enlarged with new sections added. It is available here 


Well enough sarcasm. What do you think Yeshua‘ meant when he said, "... salvation is of the Jews?" What did Sha’ul mean when he said, "... all Israel will be saved?" And finally, what did Mattityahu (Matthew) mean when he told us that we were to call Him Yeshua'; for He shall save His people from their sins.


One is the root of the word salvation, which is the word 'save' or 'to save'. I have stated in a previous study that the word "Jesus" is an English translation of the Greek word `Iesou (Ίησοΰς). This Greek word is a transliteration of the Hebrew word Yeshua'. The word in Hebrew for salvation is yeshu`ah (ישוּעה), which is feminine. Yeshua' (ישוּע) is the masculine form.
The words save, deliver, preserve, and help are how this word is usually translated. The word yasha` literally means to open, or to be wide.



divine deliverance of the letters of Torah. From the early patriarchs to the modern Jewish scholars, the individual letters of the Hebrew aleph-bet are considered to be divinely ordained and put in just the perfect order by YHVH. Each meaning behind each letter of a word forms a complete meaning of the word when put together


 (I would recommend our CD series "AlephBet: the Building Blocks of Life" for some elementary introduction to this exciting study. For further study I would recommend Rabbi Michael Munks' "The Wisdom of the Hebrew Alphabet".) 

 The word yeshua' contains three consonants which form the word. These consonants are the yod (י), the shin (ש), and the ayin (ע)

Each of these letters has a primitive form and a primitive meaning behind each one. The primitive forms are not in use today. They formed the basis for the early round script which eventually became the modern more "square" look. 
The early form of the yod looked like a hand, and it's meaning was a deed or action. The early form of the shin was teeth, and it's meaning was to consume or destroy. The early form of the ayin was an eye, and it's meaning was to cast your eyes or to look upon. 

To the Torah observant early Hebrews, this order of the letters helped to form their understanding of the meaning of the whole word. 
To be saved was to begin with an action or deed, a rescue followed by a destroying of the thing you were rescued from, ultimately concluded by a devotion, or casting your eyes upon, that which delivered you (jumala tegusona, tegusana... tegusona )


I would like to conclude with a few thoughts and comments. This course is not designed to condemn Greek people. The term Greek only summarizes a world thought that opposes, by it's prophesied nature, Hebrew or scriptural thinking. 


When we bring our Western "scientific" approach to the study of Scripture, without due consideration for the mentality behind it, we may find ourselves producing exegetical distortions.



When we study Scripture, or when we consider the nature of the early New Testament Messianic community, we must take into account the myriad differences between Hebrew and Greek thought. Intellectually, we are Greeks, not Hebrews. We apply Aristotelian and Socratic thought patterns to practically everything. It is surprisingly difficult to escape these patterns and enter into the Hebraic mindset. 

We insist on rendering everything into logically consistent patterns, on systematizing it, on organizing it into tight, carefully reasoned theologies. We cannot live with inconsistency or contradiction. We feel compelled to think antithetically(opposition,contrast)


The Godhead must be tightly defined and structured. We cannot live with the Hebraic idea that God is simply ineffable, and that God’s Book doesn’t lend itself to systematization.


 "To try to distill the Bible, which is bursting with life, drama, and tension, to a series of principles would be like trying to reduce a living person to a diagram" 

We relentlessly attempt to organize everything into manageable intellectual blocks and structures. We want all questions answered, all problems solved, and all contradictions resolved.

In our relentless quest to turn Scripture into a systematized textbook of theological answers about God, we have ended up distorting its meaning time after time. We have turned it into something that it is not.

If we are to understand the Bible, and what it means to be a follower of Yeshua ha Mashiach (Jesus the Messiah), then we will have to understand it Hebraically, not Hellenistically.

This will require a philosophical and intellectual paradigm shift on our part. It will mean coming at Scripture from an entirely different angle. It will mean learning to think like the Hebrew who thought more like God.


bad

 We no longer preach the Gospel, heal the sick, cast out demons and make disciples – we market tapes, booklets and trinkets. We make music, not to worship God, but to sell CDs. 

Ministerial power has been commercialized and politicized as much as that of regular politicians. Christian publishing houses publish celebrity Christian books – not because they are well written, or because they say something important – but because they will sell and make money for the company.The spirit of anti-Judaism and later anti-Semitism has done much to destroy the original personality of the believing community. This explains why it is so difficult for many to understand either Testament.

In the days when Jesus’ Kingdom movement was known as the "Sect of the Nazarenes" (Acts 24:5,14)

being a "Christian" was about relationship with God and with fellow man (Matthew 22:36-38; John 13:34-35).

The modern university, for example, was modeled after the ideals of Plato's Academy in which (it was hoped) the entire "universe" would be explained within its halls.  For Plato (428-348 BCE), this meant apprehending unchanging universals (εἶδος, forms, ideas) that were believed to be revealed to the rational intellect through a process of "dialectical abstraction." 

anti oits



I have not listed the Hebrew sources for they are too numerous. If you are like I am, you will be pouring through them the rest of your life. Be careful about what you read there as well. I would be flattered to be asked what I would recommend you stay away from. I hope and pray that you go on to more deeper and life changing teaching. If what you learn does not change your life in some small way, then it is just so much intellectual fluff.


Võimas konverents tundub ja tänud korraldajatele igal juhul, jagan muljeid veel kui veel korra kuulanud olen, sest olen saanud oma emotsioonid välja eada nüüd rahus : ))

Taimelisele toidule vaja ka suunduda arvatvasti.

Lapsevanematest veel

Meil see DNAs, teadvuses, hinges ammu sees olemas kuidas last armastada ja kasvatada, see sama elementaarne nagu silmanägemine. Naistel toimib see ilma akadeemiata, nad ei tunne häbi oma lapse pärast sest nad arenenumad kui suurem osa praegusest muudest olenditest siin, kui nad tunnevad, et ise oma perega hakkama ei saa siis lastakse tunnetel, Vaimul, Jumalal juhtida järgmise sõbranna poole kes just teab mida vaja. 

Usaldust ja Usku on vaja meestele opetada, et nad oma naist usaldaksid ja KODUS lubaksid olla, mittte ei võtaks mehena nii nigela töökoha, ennast nii madalaks tehes, et naine peab ka orjama süsteemis. 

Naine peaks tegema aint neid asju mida ta tunneb, et soovib ja mis teda insipireerib sügavalt, et ta lapsele terve moistuse saaksedasi kanda mis on targem iga generatsiooniga. Mees ka muidugi, peaks tegema Teadlikult asju mida Maakerale ja ta perele vaja on, ja raha pole üks neist asjadest, kui see on lopp eesmärk (toidu jms jaoks).

Raha teenimine Ebavajaliku tegemisena mida Sa siis ei teeks kui raha ei saaks või kui ei kästaks, sunnitaks .. kuidas seda nimetatakse?

Tegema peaksid enamus neid asju, mida nad oleks nõus oppima ja tundma ka siis kui nad selle eest raha ei saaks, siis kui neil päris huvi ja kutsumus on selle osas mis nad teevad. Arvatvasti voib oppida ka raha tegemise kunsti lisaks kuid peamine peaks olema selle arendamine mida päriselt Su perel ja inimkonnal vaja laheb. Ja see pole ka laboris hiirte piinamine.

 Süüa ja enamusi kodu tarbeid peaksime oskama ise oma keskis valmistada, reaalses maailmas


This helps explain why so many Christian churches are focused on the issues of doctrinal orthodoxy (however they may define it) -- often at the expense of godly living

In many Christian circles, what one believes or espouses is treated as more important than how one lives – i.e. how one treats his or her neighbor.

 "…belief in God and acting ethically must be inextricably linked…God demands right behavior more than anything else, including right ritual and right belief."


It was gentile Christians, influenced by Greek philosophy, who both intellectualized and systematized Christian doctrine. Worse, they radically changed much of it. The Biblical Hebrews, and the Apostolic Era of the Church, had no formal theology as such. Nothing was systematized. The believing community had no entrenched hierarchy or magisterium through which all doctrine had to be filtered and approved. As with the unbelieving Jews, opinions varied from sage to sage.


In fundamentalist Christian circles, it is often more important to believe and espouse "the right thing," than to live the right way. This is why we are so obsessed with creeds, doctrinal statements, Systematic Theologies, orthodoxy vs. heresy, and creating "Evangelical" or "Sabbatarian" or "Trinitarian" theologies. This mode of thinking is thoroughly Western, utterly Greek.

For many of us Westerners, the Hebrew mindset is so strange, so alien, so impossible to fathom, that we quickly snap back into the comfort zone of the Hellenistic mold when studying the Hebrew Scriptures. We then impose this distorting grid over the Hebrew text – or for that matter, over the Greek text of the New Testament.

We think, for example, in terms of "prophetic timetables." Here again is the Western concept of time – points on a line. The Hebrew minds thinks of "the day of the Lord" – that is, the day or time when the Lord acts. The sequential order in which God will do things is of no concern to the Hebrew – only that he will act.
The Western mind wants to have the "prophetic timetable" neatly arranged in time and space. We want to "tick off" events as they occur according to the pre-ordained schedule. This mentality is foreign to the Hebrew mind.

In Western theology, we have sometimes abandoned the literal interpretation of Scripture in favor of allegorical interpretations. This too is very Greek. It opens the door to a myriad of "creative" expositions that leave the student of Scripture confused and disoriented.



Around 200 BCE the Greeks began to move south causing a coming together of the Greek and Hebrew culture. This was a very tumultuous time as the two vastly different cultures collided. Over the following 400 years the battle raged until finally the Greek culture won and virtually eliminated all trace of the ancient Hebrew culture. The Greek culture then in turn influenced all following cultures including the Roman and European cultures, our own American culture and even the modern Hebrew culture in Israel today. 




