Messianic Prophecy Objections

Messianic Star Objection: 4.1. “If Jesus is really the Messiah, and if he is so important, why doesn’t the
Torah speak of him at all?”

Answer: “You would be surprised to see how many p
Messiah in the Torah. But before you question my
much about the ‘“traditi on &htthe MesighissnmpoManistss i ah? Does
traditional Judaism? And the Torah says nothing about the Oral Law. What does this imply? You might

want to think twice about your argument here.” (S
13.)

Objection: 4.2. “Nowhere in the Hebrew Bible are we told that we must ‘believe in the Messiah.””

Answer: “This is hardly an accurate statement, an
Believing in God, his prophets, and his Messiah is basic to the biblical faith, while one of the thirteen

principles of the Jewish faith as articulated by Maimonides (Rambam), is that we must believe in the

coming of the Messiah, awaiting him every day wit
Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 13-17.)

Objection: 4.3. “Isaiah 7:14 does not prophesy a virgin birth! And it has nothing whatsoever to do with
Jesus, since it dealt with a crisis 700 years before he was born.”

Answer: “Although biblical saentinoeltoadebstetr®precisear i ed r el
significance of Isaiah 7:14 (Jewish scholars disagree among themselves, as do Christian scholars), the

overall meaning is clear: The prophet speaks of a supernatural event of great importance to the House

of David, apparently the birth of a royal child. When read in the larger context of Isaiah 7-11, it is not

difficult to see how Isa 7:14 was taken to be Messianic. Matthew therefore had good reason to cite this

passage with reference to the birth of Jesus the Messiah. But you have raised some fair questions, so

l et’s Il ook at them in a |Iittle more deta3d2).” (See

Objection: 4.4. “Isaiah 9:6[5] does not speak of a divine king (or Messiah).”

Answer: “The aalst amd ugmradmmatwigéal |y sound transl af
has been born to us, a son has been given to us, and the government shall be on his shoulder, and his
name is called, Wonderful Counselor, Mighty God, Father Forever, Prince of Peace ’ (my transl ati



is in harmony with other verses in our Hebrew Scriptures that point towards the divine nature of the
Messi ah, and the names of the c¢child should
Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 32-49.)

Objection: 4.6. “Isaiah 53 speaks of the people of Israel, not Jesus (or, any Messiah).”

Answer : “Ot i s impossibl e, both contextuall
Israel. Rather, the text clearly speaks of one individual, and as many rabbis recognized through the ages,

be

t ak

and

that individual was the Messiah.” (Se®.) Answering

Objection: 4.7. “The rabbis only applied Isaiah 52:13-15, not 53:1-12, to the Messiah son of David.”

Answer: “Absol ut el y nntstionaryimade thisverytclaim guite e@phdtidally d 0 X

in a live radio debate with me in 1991. Needless to say, he had to come back on the air and admit his
error.” (See Antowtleiunvgl.3,be W58 h Obj ec

Objection: 4.8. “It is not true that the medieval rabbis were the first applied Isaiah 53 to Israel instead
of the Messiah. The Israel interpretation is actually very ancient.”

Answer: “You’' r e plasreférende o this ictedpretatideis faund h b second-a r
century Christian source recounting a discussion between a Gentile follower of Jesus and some Jewish
teachers who did not believe in him. But, aside from one passing reference in Midrash Rabbah (where
part of one verse is interpreted with reference to the righteous), a specific identification of Isaiah 53
with Israel is not found in any Rabbinic literature until almost one thousand years after Jesus. (In other
words, it is not found in the Talmuds, the Targums, or in the Midrashim.) Therefore, the view that Isaiah
53 spoke of Israel can hardly be considered a standard (or, ancient) Rabbinic interpretation, and for the

traditional Jew, that’s what r eal Jesys voha,pp58-r s .

62.)

Objection: 4.9. “Isaiah 53 contains the words of the repentant kings of the nations rather than the
words of the Jewish people.”

Answer : “This is not possible. The ser vpeoplk
while he himself was guiltless. In complete contrast to this, the Torah promised that the people of Israel
would be smitten for their own sins, not for the sins of the nations. Even more importantly, the
sufferings of the servant of the Lord in Isaiah 53 bring healing to those for whom he suffered, whereas
when Israel was smitten by its enemies because of its sins, God subsequently judged those nations for

overdoing the punishment. |l srael s suf Babyloh,ng

Greece, or Rome - to name just a few of the nations used by God to judge his people Israel. (See above,

of

ant

(Se

t he

brou



4.5-4.6, for more on these points.) At any rate, the text plainly says that the servant was suffering for the
sins of ‘my pexpl enuswhireh eirntowontsrael, with eithe
prophet speaking (‘my people’”).” (See6Answering J

Objection: 4.10. “Several key words in Isaiah 53 speak of a servant in the plural.”

Answer : “I ' m surprised that you're stild!l using this
checking even leading Jewish translations of the Bible. Those who claim that there are references to a

plural servant in Isaiah 53 failed to realize the specific Hebrew grammatical forms being used and

consequently mistranslated or misinterpreted the Hebrew text. These objections were answered

decisively decades ago.” (See Answgkring Jewish Ob

Objection: 4.11. “Isaiah 53 cannot refer to Jesus because it says that no one was interested in the
servant of the Lord or attracted to him, yet the New Testament records that large crowds followed
Jesus.”

Answer: “Actwually, the New Testament record agree
described in Isaiah 53, despite the fact that great crowds did follow Jesus at numerous times during his

ministry. This is because he spent most of his life almost unknown, and then, once he became popular,

he became the center of controversy and was vehemently rejected by many religious teachers and

influenti al |l eaders, wultimately dying a criminal?’
Isaiah53.” ( See Answering Jewish -Qbjections to Jesus,

Objection: 4.12. “Isaiah 53 cannot refer to Jesus because it says that the servant of the Lord was sickly
and died of disease.”

Answer: “This is the | e armttersebintkediébsew, isohfiemedby et at i on
many major translations, both Jewish and Christian. The text indicates that the servant of the Lord will

be a man who is intimately associated with pain, grief, and sickness, a man suffering at the hands of

people and crushed by the Lord as a guilt offering on our behalf. Such an understanding of the words is

found in some Rabbinic interpretations toe.” (See
74.)

Objection: 4.13. “Isaiah 53 does not actually say that the servant would die.”

Answer: “This objection actually contradicts two
both of which understand that, according to Isaiah 53, the servant of the Lord would die. Many standard
Rabbinicinterpret at i ons recogni ze this, either interpretin



and death at the hands of their enemies, or with reference to the suffering and death of the Messiah
(either Messiah ben Joseph olewisMbjectonsaolesub, ein3, Davi d) .
pp. 74-76.)

Objection: 4.14. “Isaiah 53 does not say that the servant will rise from the dead.”

Answer : “1f as we have demonstrated, |l saiah 53 s
that the text just as clearly speaks of his continued activities after his death. Thus, there is only one

possible explanation: The servant rises from the
3, pp. 76-77.)

Objection: 4.15. “Isaiah 53 cannot refer to Jesus because it says that the servant of the Lord did no
violence, yet Jesus drove out the Temple money-changers with a whip.”

Answer: “Jesus, who was known for his meekness an
i n ‘viol en c edrts. Thereistndirecordioanypnk leeing hurt or injured, and, in contrast to

the some of the ancient Israelite prophets like Moses, Joshua or Samuel, Jesus did not put anyone to

death in the name of the Lord. Obviously, he used a whip not a sword because his design was to clear

the area out, not hurt anyone. This is hardly Vi
Scriptures. In fact, it’s wunlikely he used a whip
out t he aniwednglswish ObjécGoaseo Jebus) wl. 3, pp. 77-80.)

Objection: 4.16. “Isaiah 53 cannot refer to Jesus because it says that the servant of the Lord would not
lift up his voice or cry out, yet Jesus cried out several times on the cross, once in near blasphemy (Ps
22:1).”

Answer: “One of the most striking aspects of the
lamb to the slaughter, not resisting those who arrested him, not defending himself before his accusers,

and even forgiving those who crucified him. In this, he has become the worldwide symbol of a man who

truly “turned the other cheek.’ As for his quotin
how is this ‘“near blasphemy’™ ?" (Sepe80-8hswering Jew

Objection: 4.17. “Isaiah 53 cannot refer to Jesus because it says that the servant of the Lord would see
seed, an expression always meaning physical descendants in the Hebrew Bible.”



Answer: “Actually, the passnage oyfou hree fHeerb rteowv iesx ptrhe
in the Tanakh, so it is not wise to be so dogmatic about the meaning of the expression, especially since

‘seed’ is sometimes used metaphorically in the Sc
future generation. This much is certain: Through his continued life after resurrection, we can honestly
and fairly say that Jesus the Messiah fulfills th

Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 83-86.)

Objection: 4.18. “Daniel 9:24-27 has nothing to do with ‘the’ Messiah.”

Answer: “There is no question that Christian vers
Messiah’ are reading something into theorrdctext. How
since the prophecy is clearly about the work of t

vol. 3, pp. 86-92.)

Objection: 4.19. “Daniel 9:24 was clearly not fulfilled by Jesus.”

Answer : “ Si NZTspeakddbBeventsetHat mBst b2 flifilled before the destruction of the

Second Temple (which took place in 70 CE), the question that must be asked is this: If Jesus did not fulfill

Daniel 9:24, who did? Who was it that ushered in everlasting righteousness and made atonement for

iniquity before 70 CE if not Jesus the Messiah? In reality, if he did not fulfill Daniel 9:24, then no one
fulfilled it and the prophecies of Daniel cannot
vol. 3, pp. 92-100.)

Objection: 4.20. “Christian translations of Daniel 9:24-27 divide the seventy weeks incorrectly, and the
dates have no relation to the times of Jesus.”

Answer: “There are two different ways to understa
them are legitimate and in keeping with the rules of Hebrew grammar. More importantly, both of them

equally support the Messianic interpretation of the text, and the dates involved clearly point to the

ti mes of Jesus. That’'s one of (ttdxtesarimparmans why man
Messianic prophecy.” (See Answer i-l89g Jewi sh Object

Objection: 4.21. “Daniel 9:24-27 speaks of two anointed ones.”



Answer: “1lt is possible that the %2Bandthececoedsn s peak
9:26. This depends on how the seventy weeks of years are divided (see immediately above, 4.20). This

does not present a problem, however, since it is clear that (1) if there are two anointed ones, the second

anointed one is the Messiah, and (2) the Messianic era had to be inaugurated before the Second Temple

was destroyed, thus pointing decisively to Jesus
Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 109-111.)

Objection: 4.22. “Psalm 2:12 should not be translated ‘kiss the Son.” Only the King James Version and
modern Christian fundamentalist translations still maintain this incorrect rendering.”

Answer: “The words “kiss the son” areoftaect ual ly no
greatest of the medieval Rabbinic commentators, along with some noted, modern Hebrew scholars

argued for the *"kiss the son’ rendering. A good c
regardless of the translation of this verse, thepsalmi s f i I I ed wi th i mportant Me s
Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 111-114.)

Objection: 4.23. “Psalm 16 does not speak of the resurrection of the Messiah.”

Answer : “According to the [Davidihwhizheht expresses ldsr d |, Psal m
confidence that he will be delivered from death and will not rot in the grave. However, since David did,

in fact, ultimately die and see physical corruption, the New Testament learns from this that he was

speaking prophetically about his greatest descendant, the Messiah, who would actually be resurrected

from the grave.” (See AnsweringliZ)ewi sh Objections

Objection: 4.24. “Psalm 22 is the story of David’s past suffering. There is nothing prophetic about it.”

Answer: “Actually, Psalm 22 is the prayer of a ri
then rescued and raised up by God in answer to prayer, a glorious testimony to be recounted through

the ages. As such, it applies powerfully to Jesus the Messiah, the ideal righteous sufferer, surrounded by

hostile crowds, beaten, mocked, crucified, and seemingly abandoned by man and God, but delivered

from death itself and raised from the dead by the power of God, a story now celebrated around the

gl obe. That's why he quoted words from this psalm
cross. How strikingly they apply to him! What is also interesting is that some of the great Rabbinic

commentators including Rashi interpreted thepsalm as a prophecy of | srael’'s f
not as the story of David’' s past suffering. Not o

1200 years ago said that David spoke of twhhe Messi
confidence that the application of this psalm to the death and resurrection of the Messiah is in keeping
with the clear meaning of the text.” (Sl29 Answer.



Objection: 4.25. “Psalm 22 does not speak of death by crucifixion. In fact, the King James translators
changed the words of verse 16 [17] to speak of ‘piercing’ the sufferer’s hands and feet whereas the
Hebrew text actually says, ‘Like a lion they are at my hands and feet.””

Answer : $tihgtto naotesthativenst 16 [14 is not quoted in the New Testament even though
other verses from Psalm 22 are cited in the Gospels. This means that verse 16 [17] was not the primary
verse on which the New Testament authors focused. As to the allegation that the King James translators

intentionally changed the meaning of the Hebrew t
feet’” verses ‘like a lion *they are at+ my hands
interpretation along with some important variations in the medieval Masoretic manuscripts. In other

wor ds, it’s as much of a Jewish issue as it i s a
either rendering, the imagery is one of extreme bodily violence donetothes uf f er er ' s hands al
corresponding to the realities of crucifixion."” (
127.)

Objection: 4.26. “Some of the so-called Messianic prophecies in the Psalms actually speak of the
psalmist’s sin and folly. How can you apply this to Jesus?”

Answer: “No one tries to apply every verse in eac
simple principle behind the Messianic interpretation of these important psalms: As it was with David, so

it is with the Messiah. In other words, there are striking parallels that exist between the life of King

David and the life of King Messiah, and it is the
guotation of certain psalms. For example, just as David was betrayed by one of his closest friends, so

also the Messiah was betrayed by one of his closest friends, as noted by Jesus himself (see Psalm 41 and

John 13:18). But it is obvious that theviddastails o
betrayed by Ahithopel, Jesus was betrayed by Juda
Yeshua’'s betrayal |l ed to his death).” @3 e Answer
Objection: 4.27. “Psalm 40 is absolutely not Messianic in any way.”

Answer: “Did you know that the Talmudic rabbis in
They saw hints and allusions to the Messiah in hundreds of unusual biblical texts, in passages that are

totally unrelated to anything Messianic. In contrast with this, Psalm 40 has some very important

Messianic themes.” (See AnswerinBl)Jewi sh Objectio

Objection: 4.28. “Psalm 45:6[7] does not say that the Messiah is God.”



Answer : “ Tr y:Wtithdutghis getsenmHEbeew Hy @sslff give it to anyone who is fluent in
biblical Hebrew, and ask him or her to translate the verse. They will say that the meaning of the Hebrew

i s, “Your throne, O God, i s f.The peollenris that thelverev e r . ' Th
refers in context to Israel’s king, who was human
called ‘“elohim?’ The answer is simple: This passa

(See Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 131-133.)

Objection: 4.29. “Psalm 110 does not say that the Messiah is LORD. Also, the psalm is not written by
David about the Messiah. Our traditions indicate that it may have been written by Eliezer about his
master Abraham, then added to the collection of the Psalms by David many years later, or it was
written by David for the Levites to recite about him (or by a court poet about David). This much is
sure: It does not teach that the Messiah is God!

Answer: “Psalm 110 is an important Messianic psal
(to the right hand of God!), and to his priestly and royal nature. For these reasons, it is quoted
frequently in the New Testament with reference to Yeshua. Yeshua even quotes it himself, pointing out

how the Messiah was greater than David, since Dayv
thinking that the New Testament (or Christian translations of the Hebrew Bible) make the claim that the
opening verse of this psalm means that Jesus is L

Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 133-145.)

Objection: 4.30. “You claim that Haggai 2 points to the fact that the Messiah had to come before the
Second Temple was destroyed, since it says in v. 9 that the glory of the Second Temple would be
greater than the glory of Solomon’s Temple. Actually, Haggai is speaking only about the physical
splendor of the Second Temple, which surpassed Solomon’s Temple in the days of Herod.”

Answer: “Although there are some clear references
would be used in rebuilding the Temple, there can
to the manifest presence of God and not to physical splendor. We can therefore ask, In what way did the

glory of the Second Temple surpass that of the First Temple? The answer is inescapable: The Messiah,

the King of Glory, the very embodi ment of the pre
Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 145-148.)

Objection: 4.31. “Zechariah 12:10 has nothing to do with Jesus.”



Answer: “Although there are ambiguities in the He
national mourning in Israel over one slain, resulting in the spiritual cleansing of the nation (Zech. 12:10-

13:1). One of the oldest Jewish interpretations of this passage, found in the Talmud, refers Zechariah

12:10 to the death of Messiah ben Joseph, the suffering Messiah of Jewish tradition. Why then should it
surprise you that the New Testament interprets Ze
Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 148-152.)

Objection: 4.32. “Jesus fulfilled none of the Messianic prophecies!”

Answer : “To the contrary, we know t hat Jesus is t
prophecies. The only real way to deny this is to claim that the many prophecies he clearly fulfilled are

not Messianic, which is quite an impossible stretch.” ( See Answering Jewi sh Obj e
pp. 152-158.)

Objection: 4.33. “Jesus fulfilled none of the provable Messianic prophecies!”

Answer: “By provable Messianic prophecies, | assu
bringing about an end to war and ushering in a universal golden age, or the Messiah regathering the

exiles of Israel and rebuilding the Temple. But these are not the only provable Messianic prophecies, and

there are some very important, provable prophecies of worldwide significance which Jesus and only

Jesus has fulfilled, giving us every reason to ex
(See Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 158-164.)

Objection: 4.34. “Even modern Christian scholars reject the so-called Old Testament proof texts about
Jesus. Just check most modern Christian Bible commentaries and translations.”

Answ&hosé& ' Christian’ -cledpodfetssowkid ywur refe gregheteryt he s o
same scholars who reject any clear expectation of a Messiah of any kind Jewish or Christian in the

Hebrew Scriptures. Their findings are just as incompatible with traditional Judaism as they are with

traditional Christianity. On the other hand and you might find this interesting most of these very same

scholars fully recognize the New Testament methods of interpreting the Hebrew Scriptures as

thoroughly Jewish in keeping with the style of the Dead Sea Scrolls and later Rabbinic writings, except

often more sober! In any case, the real issue is not what whether these scholars believe that Jesus is the

prophesied Messiah of the Tanakh. The issue is: Is he, in fact, th a t prophesied Messiah?”
Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 3, pp. 164-167.)



Objection: 4.35. “Jesus can not be the Messiah because the Messiah was to be a reigning king whereas
Jesus was despised, rejected, and crucified.”

An s we r :ophetiE $tripturpstindicate that first the Messiah would suffer and then he would reign.

This is exactly what happened: Jesus-Yeshua who is one of us and has identified himself totally with us

joined us in our suffering, rejection and pain. We have suffered torture and death; he too was tortured

and killed. We have been mocked, maligned, and misunderstood; to this day, he is the butt of ugly jokes

and a common curse on people’s lips. (When peopl e
‘ Mo hadilme but ‘Jesus Christ!’”) But whereas, we have
suffered because he was innocent and he did it for us. Therefore, Jesus was and is the perfect Messiah

for wus, the ideal Savi or fednswedngJdwdsls QbjectdoasdoJesusy d r ej e c
vol. 3, pp. 167-169.)

Objection: 4.36. “Jesus can not be the Messiah because the Messiah had to rebuild the Temple, yet
the Temple was standing in Jesus’ day.”

Answer: “There i s a f awekdowfbrlafacithatnany selgiousJewsibj ect i on,
Jesus’ day were expecting the coming of the Messi
expecting the Messiah to rebuild the Temple; the Temple was already standing! As for the prophecies in

the Hebrew Scriptures associating the rebuilding of the Temple with the work of the Messiah, we should

point out that they were delivered during the time of the Babylonian exile and pointed to the rebuilding

of the second Temple and that Temple has been destroyed for more than 1900 years now. This means

that we must reinterpret these passages if we are to apply them to a future rebuilding of the Temple. In

that case, it can be argued that these prophecies await the return of the Messiah, when he will establish

his kingdom on the earth and build the third Temp
pp. 170-179.)

Objection: 4.37. “The only true prophecy about Jesus in the Hebrew Scriptures is found in Zechariah
13:1-6 a passage dealing with false prophets. It even makes explicit reference to his crucifixion!”

Answer: “Actually, the passage of which you speak
you are right in saying that it is a prophecy about false prophets, but it makes no reference to crucifixion
the Hebrew actually speaks of woundsonthef al se prophet’s back, not on hi

references to the Messiah in this passage of Scripture are in the powerful, God-centered, repentance-

based passages that come before and after Zechariah 13: 1-6. So, you have failed to recognize the true

references to the Messiah in Zechariah 12-14 and focused on the one passage that does not apply to

him.” (See Answering Jewi sf8l.Objections to Jesus,



Objection: 4.38. “Paul claimed that the Hebrew Scriptures prophesied the resurrection of the Messiah
on the third day. Nowhere in our Bible is such a prophecy found.”

Answer: “Paul’s exact words are: For what | rece
Messiah died for our sins according to the Scriptures, that he was buried, that he was raised on the third

day according to t hed).sSslewsghdoladrinehe Scripturesfromhis (1 Cor . 15
childhood, he was not thinking of just one passag
resurrectiononthe t hird day. And remember: Paul was not tr
no one had pulled a fast one on him either. This is the tradition he received, and if someone taught him

something that was not in his Bible, he would have known it immediately. In fact, when we study the

Tanakh, we see that the third day is often the day of completion and climax and so it was with the

Messiah's death and resurrection!” (Sed84Answering

Objection: 4.39. “I can find prophecies in the Bible that point to Muhammad just as easily as you can
find prophecies that point to Jesus. That’s because all of your so-called proofs are either distortions,
make-believe creations, or Jewish midrash free, homiletical interpretations of the worst kind.”

Answer: “Really? Then why didn’t the Muslims find
did they have to completely rewrite their own version of the Scriptures (i.e., the Koran) instead of

referring back to the Hebrew Bible the Word of God accepted by both Christians and Jews? And where

does the Tanakh point to Muhammad’s place of birt
death, or his alleged ascension to heaven? (Remember: the Hebrew Scriptures point to the place of

Yeshua’'s birth, the time of his coming, t he manne
that modern scholars both Jewish and Christian recognize that the authors of the New Testament were

highly sophisticated in their interpretivete c hni ques (see vol . 4, 5.1). Sor |
Objections |like this are hardly worthy of the nam
pp. 184-188.)

General objections to Yeshua

Objection: 1.1. “Jews don’t believe in Jesus.”

Answer: “That is a serious misconception as well
Jesus. In fact, in the beginning, it was only Jews who believed in him, and today, there are probably



more Jewish believers in Jesus thaneverbef or e. " ( See Answering Jewi sh Obj
3)

Objection: 1.2. “l was born a Jew and | will die a Jew!”

Answer: “You're absolutely right! You were born
Mohammed, Sigmund Freud, or Rev. Moon , you' I | always be a Jew. The
Jew in God’'s sight? That’'s what really matters. Y
calling and responsibility. Will you fulfill the purpose for which God made you? Being a Jew is no small

o o

thing. Will you live and die in right relationship with God? Will you love Him with all your heart and soul

and strength? And if what we’'re telling you about
we' re qui t Byouwbelarfaithful Jéw whodo)lows youi Messiah or an unfaithful Jew who

rejects him?” (See Answering-6Jewish Objections to

Objection: 1.3. “A person is either Jewish or Christian. I’'m Jewish.”

Answer : “You’ r eorangesxXeéeoplegre bom peligh r Gentilef bhit in order to become

a Christian (or, Messianic) you must be born anew. This new birth comes through putting your faith in

Jesus the Messiah. Your sins are forgiven, you receive a new heart, and you become a follower of the

Messiah. That’'s what it means to be Christian or
the misconception lies. Nor is Christianity (or Messianic Judaism) merely another religion. Rather, it

speaks of a living relationship between God and His people b both Jews and Gentiles through the

Messiah. Through physical birth you are either Jew or Gentile; through spiritual birth you become a

foll ower of Jesus the Messiah."” (Se® Answering J

Objection: 1.4. “Doesn’t belief in Jesus mean that you’re no longer Jewish? As | understand it, belief in
Jesus and Jewishness in any form are incompatible.”

Answer: “You have unknowingly repeated one of the
be faithful to Jesus only by totally repudiating

in Jesus was and is Jewi sh, in the purest and mos
Objections to Jesus, vol. 1, pp. 7-9.)



Objection: 1.5. “The Messianic Judaism, or Hebrew Christianity thing is just one big deception,
designed to lure unsuspecting Jews into Christianity. Half of the people involved aren’t even Jewish.
Those that are Jewish were mostly Christian ministers who changed their names to sound more
authentic.”

Answer: “Maybe your bad experience with a Messian
whole. Is it possible that you have misjudged our hearts and motives without knowing the facts? Most

Jews who have come to know Jesus as Messiah have experienced a deep reawakening of their

Jewishness. Many have recovered aspects of the biblical Jewish lifestyle, while others have made aliyah

(i.e., emigrated to Israel) for life. In fact, their children now attend Israeli schools and fight in the Israeli

army. It is because these people have so deeply recovered their Jewishness that some of them have

changed their names e.g., from Martin to Moishe. Others changed their names so as to refute the lie of

past ‘“ChfSiesmmitasm avhtiich saibdd bP¥dbueveninh BDesdswi sk
Believers who have joined Messianic Jewish Congregations, they have done so out of love for Israel and
Jewish 1ife. I s this wrong?” (See-1Bnswering Jewis

Objection: 1.6. “You have your religion and | have mine. Jesus is for the Gentiles, and if he helps them,
great. In fact, Judaism teaches that the righteous of all nations have a place in the world to come. But
for us, the Jewish People, we have the Torah. That is our portion.”

Answer: “What an insult to the Gentiles! | f Jesus
promised Messiah of Israel, if He was not born of a virgin, if He did not die for the sins of the world and

rise from the dead, if He is not coming back as King of all kings to rule and reign here forever then He is

the Messiah and Savior of nobody. He is a false prophet and the writers of the New Testament were

either deceivers or deceived. But if he did do all these things, then he is the Messiah and Savior of

everyone both Jew and Gentile. As for the Torah, it remains our portion, but it is only through the

Messiah that we can truly interpret it and |ive i
pp. 15-18.)

Objection: 1.7. “The fundamental problem with Christianity is that it is not Judaism. Therefore all your
so-called ‘proofs’ from the Hebrew Scriptures are meaningless. They are simply your interpretation,

not ours.”

Answer: “Ils it possi bl e t dingWhoisaysthbtsudaignoisthefaitho ar e no
that is in harmony with the Hebrew Scriptures? Wh
not for Jews? Who says that ‘your’ i nterpretation

the prophets, the Messiah spoken of in our Hebrew Scriptures, then the faith that acknowledges him is
the proper faith for those who claim to adhere to



has been call ed * Chr islsatdlybeen eitheyChristianor biblicagjldét aloneh e y ear s

Jewi sh. But there is an authentic ‘“Christianity’
“Jewi sh.’ It is the right faith meanimngt ‘"right’ [
exception.” (See Answering J2owyi sh Objections to J
Objection: 1.8. “If Jesus is the Jewish Messiah, why don’t more Jews believe in Him?”

Answer: “Actually, there are multipl idebdliieveciens of t
Him. The problem is that most Jews have not bothered to check into the facts about Jesus, and the only

“Jesus’ most of them know is either the baby Jesu
in churches, orthe JesusoftheCru s ades and | nquisitions. The questic
Jesus is the Messiah? Do you really know who He i
pp. 21-24.)

Objection: 1.9. “l won’t betray my ancestors! | won’t forsake the faith of my fathers!”

Answer: “That is a noble sentiment and God apprec

forefathers. But the Torah is very clear: When we have to choose between loyalty to our families and

loyalty to God, we must choose to be loyal to Him no matter what the consequences. If we really love

our family and our heritage, then the noblest thing we can possibly do is be faithful to God and His

Messiah at any cost. In the end, we will be the shining lights in our family history. Andwhen y ou s ay, o
can’'t forsake the faith of my fathers, '’ [ remind
Jesus, vol. 1, pp. 24-28.)

Objection: 1.10. “What happens to Jews who do not believe in Jesus especially those who never heard
about Him? What happened to my wonderful Jewish grandmother who never hurt anyone her entire
life? Is she in Hell?”

Answer: “These are not questions to be answered |
speech. And, to be peafkthhyaboabnhkyowe' geandmoij e
my grandmother too! Still, the bottom |ine is thi

certainly not her judge, | do know that countless millions of Jews and Gentiles have lived lives that have

displeased God (and this includes at least some of our grandmothers), countless millions of people have

condemned their souls through their words and deeds, and countless millions of people will be

pronounced guilty on Judyuwifefailédtobvaryyouinladvanow.@ful dn’ t be
course, | will be the first to say that the New Testament does not explicitly address the issue of what

happens to those who never heard the message of forgiveness of sins through Jesus. But of this much



we can be sure: God is both a compassionate and righteous Judge, there are consequences to breaking
His commandments, His standards are high, and if we reject His ordained means of atonement, we are
in trouble.” (See Answeri nmg283gwi sh Objections to

Objection: 1.11. “What would happen to a Nazi murderer who believed in Jesus before he died?
Would he go to Heaven, while the Jewish men, women and children he killed, many of whom were
God-fearing people, would go to Hell?”

Answer : ‘heBreachieg @f the ebrdéw Bible, if the Nazi could truly repent before he died, then

God would accept him as righteous. But merely ‘' be
for the Jews killed by that Nazi, if they died in right relationship with God, then they would go to heaven;

if they died out of favor with Him, they would perish. One thing is very important to remember: The fact

that these Jews died in the Holocaust does not ne
speakofthes i x mi |l Il i on Jewish ‘martyrs’ of the Hol ocaus
exterminated by the Nazis simply because of their ethnic background even if they were total atheists or

God-haters. Their tragic suffering in the Holocaust did not, in and of itself, transform them into godly

people. To the contrary, many actually lost their faith during that time, while a large number of secular

and irreligious Jews became overtly hostile to Go
pp. 35-42.)

Objection 1.12. “No religious or educated Jew would ever believe in Jesus.”

Answer: “That i s an absolute falsehood. There hav
scholars who have become Believers in Jesus, but you rarely hear about them, because they are

generally discredited by their own People once they prove unshakable in their faith. Whereas they were

revered as saintly giants before they believed, they were reviled as ignorant sinners after they believe.

The fact is that Jews who were more religious than you and more highly educated than you do believe

Jesus to be the Jewish Messiah.” (Seets)Answering J

Objection: 1.13. “Those educated or religious Jews in the past who did convert to Christianity did so
for monetary gain or because of social pressure. It had nothing whatsoever to do with intellectual
arguments or honest theological convictions.”

Answer : “Were the shoe on the other foot, odand wer
secular Jews who became traditional, | would be labeled anti-Semitic! No doubt, Christianity, along with
every other major religion (including Judaism!),

counterfeit conversions, however, in no way diminish or negate the fact that there have been highly



educated or very religious Jews who have followed Jesus unflinchingly, even though it cost them their

reputations, their livelihoods, their careers and even their inheritances. There have been many such

Jews throughout history and to this very day.” (S
50.)

Objection: 1.14. “Those religious Jews who became followers of Jesus always had the tendency to
stray. If you study their lives, you’ll see that most of them threw out their traditional values and
beliefs before they ever considered nonsense like Christianity.”

Answer: “Who told you that? How many of these peo
many of the religious Jews who put their faith in Jesus were absolutely shocked to learn that He was the

Messiah? They were living traditional lifestyles and were very much against anything Christian, but they
couldn”t resist the truth of the Scriptures, in s
religious Jews who did begin to question their traditions before believing in Jesus, there is nothing

illogical about this. They found problems with their spiritual foundations and sought the truth

el sewhere.” (See Answering J&xwi sh Objections to J

Objection 1.15. “Missionaries like you target the sick, the elderly, the ignorant, and the young and
uninformed.”

Answer: “Actually, we don’t target any one group
interested in having exchanges with Rabbis and religious Jews whenever we have the opportunity, and
we especially appreciate interaction withwell-i nf or med Jews. We won’'t, howe v

News about the Messiah from anyone, young or old, healthy or sick. Everyone should know about the

mercy of God that is available through repentance and faith. As for those who have lived their entire

l ives without the knowledge of the Messiah and no
it only fair to reach out to them? This is the time that many of them are finally doing some serious

thinking about the meaning of lifeandthe i r whol e rel ationship with God.
(See Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 1, pp. 52-55.)

Objection: 1.16. “I’'m not a very religious person, but I’'m certainly not a bad person. I’'m basically a
normal, middle-of-the-road, good person.”



Answer: “By whose standards? Did you know that th
good and not too bad’ class of people? You are ei
or a tr ansgr e sgdewish ObjectibnSte JesusAval. &, ppe56-561)

Objection: 1.17. “If Jesus really is the Messiah, why are there so many objections?”

Answer: “The number of objections that exist is n
every objection, and actually, there are far more arguments for the Messiahship of Jesus than against it.

In fact, it would take hundreds of books to document the various proofs. But even if there were more

Jewish arguments against Jesus than for Him (and there are not), what would that prove? Most Jews

today don’'t even take the Ten Commandments seriou
Bi ble or God’s Law?” (See Answer35.hg Jewi sh Object

Objection: 1.18. “Be honest. Christianity simply doesn’t work. It doesn’t produce what it promises.
Deep down, you know what I’'m saying is true.”

Answer: “Actually, the reverse is true. To speak
blessing since | found new life through Jesus, and | can give you innumerable proofs that he is the true

Messiah, that He is alive today, and that He is at work in the Earth and in my life. Could it be your

tradition that cannot produce intimacy with God and the assurance that your sins are forgiven? Could it

be that, deep down, you know what | ' m saying is t
the clear evidence of the presence of the |living
Jesus, vol. 1, pp. 59-65.)

Objection: 1.19. “You missionaries always use the same old arguments and proofs. Your faith can’t be
very deep!”

Answer: “To be perfectly honest, |l " ve been a gett
anti-missionaries. New or old, however,trut h i s t rut h. We don’t need to coc
proofs for the Messiahship of Jesus any more than we need to come up with novel, new proofs for the

exi stence of God. What you need to do itwatcarefull

there is a lot more to our position than you ever imagined, and as we continue to study and tap into the

rich mine of biblical truth, we are more than happy to provide you with further arguments and proofs.

For now, I ' ve pr ovVirthonght. Rgad, stud\s reflete and peay As thé Messish f o

said to our Jewish forefathers who believed in Hi
di sciples. Then you will know t he-3t2r)utlhfofysa nd nteh e



to experience that freedom for yourself.” (See An

Historical Objections

Historical star Objection: 2.1. “If Jesus is really the Messiah, why isn’t there peace on Earth?”

Answer : “According to the biblical ti metabl e, t hi
the Messiah was expected to do up until this point. The problem is that you have an incomplete

understanding of the biblical picture of the Messiah. According to the prophet Malachi, the Messiah

would bring purification and purging before he brought peace. He would execute judgment before he

established justice. Many consequences of his coming. This is written in our Hebrew Bible! For many of

our people, his coming would be bad news, not good news. Our Scriptures also teach that the Messiah

was to be a priestly King, like David. As a royal Priest, he came to make atonement for sins and offer

forgiveness and reconciliation to Israel and the nations. As King, his dominion expands every day, as he

rules over those who embrace him as Messiah. Soon he will return and establish his kingdom on the

Earth, destroying the wicked and bringing world wide peace. So, what you expected to be the first act of

the play wil | be actually be the final act!” (=B)e Answer

Objection: 2.2. “Why have wars, famines, and human suffering only increased since Jesus came?”

Answer: “As we explained iamstihe omr ewyiequd haen awer ,wh
is being established throughout the Earth, one life at a time. During this era, because the population of

the world has increased and technology has advanced, there are now more evil people capable of doing

more evil things, causing an increase in human suffering. Also, Jesus told his disciples that before the

end of this age, there would be great tur moi l and
was fully established on the Earth. But this is only part of the picture. Throughout the world, the

knowledge of the one true God has also increased dramatically since Jesus came. This was one of the

key roles of the Messiah to spread the knowledge of God to the nations of the world, and it is certainly

no small matter that hundreds of millions of people who once lived and died in spiritual darkness have

now come into the |ight of the Messiah. "98)See Ans

Objection: 2.3. “There was no Jewish expectation in the first century that the Messiah would be some
great miracle worker, so all of Jesus’ alleged miracles were of no interest to the first century Jewish
leaders and they are no interest to me.”

Answer : ‘O think you ar e miusieleihghonetewith youaetf. dirst) don’t
there most definitely was first-century Jewish expectation concerning a miracle working Messiah, in
keeping with the predictions of the biblical prophets. Second, if you understood that Jesus the Messiah



really did heal the sick, open blind eyes, and raise the dead, and that he is still performing miracles, |
think this would be of considerable interest to vy
pp. 98-101.)

New Testament Objections

New Testament Objections starObjection: 5.1. “The New Testament misquotes and misinterprets the
Old Testament. At times it manufactures verses to suit its purposes.”

Answer: “There is no truth to this c| ahorswereYOU mus
Jews—with one probable exception—and they were sometimes writing to Jewish readers who knew

their Scriptures well. To manufacture, misquote, or misinterpret verses from the Tanakh would be

absolutely self-defeating. The fact is, these authors spent much time meditating on the Tanakh, and you

would be amazed to see just how insightful their quotations and interpretations are, not to mention

how much they are in keeping with the ancient Jew
Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 3-21.)

Objection: 5.2. “According to Matthew 2:15, when the little boy Jesus, along with Joseph and Mary,
fled to Egypt to escape from Herod, this “fulfilled what the Lord had said through the prophet: ‘Out of
Egypt | called my son.”” But Matthew only quoted the second half of the verse in Hosea. What the
prophet really said was this: “When Israel was a child, | loved him, and out of Egypt | called My son.”
The verse has to do with Israel, not Jesus, and it is recounting a historical event, not giving a prophecy.
And you claim that Matthew was inspired. Hardly!”

Answer: “When Matthew quoted the second half of H
readers would know the whole verse. (Remember that many of Matthew’” s i nt ended reader s
portions of the Hebrew Scriptures by heart, and quoting just part of a verse was a common Jewish

practice of the day.) What he was saying was <c¢l ea
also it happenedtoJ e s u s , God’' s Messianic Son, and the ideal
called out of Egypt in their childhood.24(pte Ans

Objection: 5.3. “Matthew 2:23 says that when Jesus moved to the town of Nazareth, this “fulfilled
what was said through the prophets: ‘He will be called a Nazarene.”” There’s only one problem. The
prophets never said this! Matthew actually made it up.”

Answer: “I1f you’'l/ | ook c | o %o hoyuseaitnorindhogmotatioa xt , you’
formula for citing verses from the Hebrew Bible.



was spoken through the prophet,” making reference
2:23 hetbhayswhasohad been spoken through the prop

is dealing with a theme (or play on words) that occurs in several prophetic books as opposed to only one

text in a specific pr op hédfficultdosde theoséctions hamftthe Takakhi s i n m

t hat Matthew had in mind. As al ways with Matthew,
Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 24-27.)

Objection: 5.4. “Matthew 27:910 is totally confused. First Matthew quotes part of a prophecy from
Zechariah, then he says it comes from Jeremiah, and then he takes the whole thing totally out of
context. What a mess!”

Answer: “Allow me to respond to your objection wi
Jew and found a similar citation in the Talmud not with reference to Yeshua, but with reference to some

hal akhic or haggadic subject would you say that i
difficult passage but one that could certainly be resolved through careful study? No doubt, you would

say that it could be resolved. In fairness, then, let me show you how these verses in Matthew can also

be explained through careful study, looking at the deeper themes of his book and not just at this one

passage in isolation. Once again, you will see that Matthew is anything but confused in his reading of the

Tanakh.” (See Answering JewB’79h Objections to Jesu

Objection: 5.5. “Hebrews 10:5 is one of the worst examples of New Testament Scripture-twisting. The
writer quotes from Psalm 40, where the psalmist says, “You have opened my ears,” but he applies it
to Jesus and changes the words to read, “A body you have prepared for me.” Could you imagine
anything more dishonest?”

Answer : ,theAvdtér to shé Helbrews was simply quoting from the Septuagint the Greek version
of the Scriptures made by and for Greek-speaking Jews as he generally does throughout his book. In this
particular case, the exact meaning of the original Hebrew is somewhat unclear, and the Septuagint
offered an interpretive rendering. So, neither the Septuagint nor Hebrews were in the least bit dishonest

or misleading. Also, it’s interesting that Hebrew

supposedly changedbut puts the emphasis on other parts of
Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 37-40.)

Objection: 5.6. “The New Testament is full of historical inaccuracies.”

t



Answer : “Actually, where t he Noechweckdddysetteansbe Nt account
contemporary sources, they are consistently accur
bear the marks of good history writing which they do how can anyone claim that they are inaccurate?)

So, the real question is: What contemporary historical records are there that contradict the New

Testament authors? In point of fact, there are none. It should also be pointed out that out of all ancient
document s, the New Testament was t heionbtelssds, preser v
vol. 4, pp. 41-59.)

Objection: 5.7. “None of the important historical writers of the period—Roman or Jewish—make
mention of Jesus. It’s questionable whether he even existed.”

Answer: “No reputabl e s c hexitedrYouimightaswekasderythd d deni es
existence of George Washington or Julius Caesar. As for Roman and Jewish historians, there are

important ancient testimonies from key authors who write of Jesus as well as his early followers. You

might also be surprised to know that almost all of these sources tell us more about Jesus than they do

about any contemporary Rabbinic | eaders. Does t hi
(See Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 59-66.)

Objection: 5.8. “Modern scholars are in complete agreement that the Gospels portray a mythical
Jesus. There is very little that we can really know about his life.

Answer: “The real myth is that we cannot kenow any
of presuppositions. Those scholars who are skeptical about knowing anything certain about the life of

Jesus presuppose that the Gospel accounts are not reliable, just as they presuppose that the accounts in

the Hebrew Bible about Abraham, Moses, or David are not reliable. The same scholars who deny the

resurrection of Jesus also deny the exodus from Egypt. In any case, a strong case can actually be made

for the historical reliability of the NewuTestame
vol. 4, pp. 66-70.)



Objection: 5.9. “Jesus was not born of a virgin. In fact, we have traditions that actually tell us who
Jesus’ real father was—and it wasn’t Joseph! Anyway, the idea of a god being born to a virgin is just
one of several pagan myths that made its way into the New Testament.”

Answer: “The fact of the virgin birth was somet hi
You try telling someone that your Master and Teacher was born of a virgin! Everyone thought that

Joseph was his real father, and it was known that Joseph was a descendant of David, something which

could have only helped, not hurt , Jesus cause.
also foreshadowed in the Hebrew Scriptures the New Testament writers would have never created such

a story. As for the virgin birth being a borrowed pagan myth, could you tell me which pagan myth you
are referring to? There is none!” (Se76) Answering

Objection: 5.10. “The genealogies of Jesus given by Matthew and Luke are hopelessly contradictory.”

Answer: “There do appear to be some contradiction
contradictions in some of the genealogies in the Hebrew Scriptures. But there are very reasonable

answers that resolve the conflicts without having to advance any farfetched or implausible theories.

Common sense would also tell you that the followers of Jesus, who were totally dedicated to

demonstrating to both Jews and Gentiles that he was truly the Messiah and Savior, would not preserve

and pass on two impossibly contradictory genealogies. In fact, this very suggestion directly contradicts

the common objection that the New Testament authors rewrote the accounts of the Gospels in order to

make Jesus look like he was the Messiah (see below, 5.14). The reality is that they accurately reported

the story of his life and were careful to include two important genealogies in presenting the account of

hi s ancestry aaerioglelwish Dijettions to JésS,ev. 4, Ppn76-88.)

“Objection: 5.11. “The Messiah is David’s son. If Jesus were really born of a virgin, then Joseph was
not his father and he is really not a descendant of David, even according to Matthew’s genealogy. And
if you claim that Luke’s genealogy is that of Mary, Jesus still doesn’t qualify, since the genealogy in
Luke goes through David’s son Nathan, whereas the Messianic promises must go through David’s son
Solomon. Therefore, Jesus cannot be the Messiah.”

Answer: “Obviously, you don’t believe in the virg
objection. Therefore, you believe that the disciples invented the myth of the virgin birth—a myth totally



unique in the history of religion (see above,5:9)ev en t hough you argue that thi
undercut their c¢claim that Jesus w-defeatihnghaweson of Da
demonstrated above (see again 5.9), no one would make up an account like this, especially when the

peoplei n Jesus'’ homet own thought he was the son of J
while the crowds hailed Jesus as the son of David when he entered Jerusalem. To the contrary, it is the

truth of the virgin birth that explains the unique Messianic qualifications of Yeshua—both the son of

David and yet greater than David while his actual, physical descent from David is also taught in the New

Testament. As for the Messiah having to come through Solomon, that is not correct according to the

Scripturesor even according to some Rabbinic tradition.
vol. 4, pp. 83-97)

Objection: 5.12. “Jesus cannot be the Messiah because he is a descendant of King Jehoiachin. God
cursed both this king and his offspring, saying that none of his descendants would ever sit on the
throne of David.”

Answer: “There are some Bible teachers who argue
because of the curse on Jehoiachin. In other words, it is argued that the Messiah should have come

through the royal |l ine of Jehoiachin but that Kkin
throne. Therefore, it is only through the virgin

bypassed. In reality, however, there is no need to raise this argument, since the curse on Jehoiachin may

only have referred to his own sons and, more importantly, the Hebrew Bible gives strong indications

that he repented and the curse was reversed. This understanding of the text is actually confirmed by
Rabbinic tradition.” (See Answefli2ng Jewi sh Object

Objection: 5.13. “Jesus did work some miracles, but they were not by God’s power. We have
traditions that tell us he learned magical arts in Egypt.”

An s we r efroni thesact that it is highly unlikely to say the least! that someone could raise the dead

and open the eyes of people born blind by demonic or magical power these were the kinds of miracles

that Jesus performed, and they demonstrated the power of God, not the power of demons the idea that

Jesus learned magical arts in Egypt has as much factual or historical support as the claim that Santa

Claus delivers gifts through the chimney on Christmas Eve. In fact, the Talmudic account that claims that

acertain® Jesus” practiced magic actually places that
Jesus resulted in multitudes of Jews praising and worshiping the God of Israel, to whom Jesus pointed all

people. To this day, around the world, genuine miracles take place as followers of Jesus simply pray to
the God of Abr aham, |l saac, and Jacob in the name
Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 102-106.)



Objection: 5.14. “Jesus didn’t fulfill any of the Messianic prophecies. We know that the New Covenant
writers actually reconstructed the life of Jesus so as to harmonize it with certain predictions made by
the prophets.”

Answer: “We have demonstrat ed e heMessishieproghecitshat Jesu
that had to be fulfilled before the Second Temple was destroyed in the year 70 C.E. We have also shown

the historical reliability of the Gospels. But there is a problem with your whole objection. It is self-
contradictory! Why wouldt he New Covenant writers intentionally
as to make him fulfill predictions that were not really Messianic? If the prophecies which they quoted

were really non-Messianic (or, if they had to be wrenched out of context to be used), then why did they

“make” Yeshua’s I|ife conform to them? | should al
evidence that you can provide to support your <cl a
pp. 106-109.)

Objection: 5.15. “When Jesus failed to fulfill the prophecies, his followers invented the myth of his
substitutionary death, his resurrection, and finally, his second coming, which, of course, they
completely expected in his lifetime.”

Answer : “ 1 n iedaich,gau virtualy hava tk rewrite the entire New Testament, since a

central theme of those writings, from their earliest strata on, is that Jesus had to go to the cross and

suffer and die and then rise from the dead. This was his sacred mission! And Jesus frequently taught

about his departure from this world and his eventual return, also indicating that he would be away for a

long time. Not only so, but his substitutionary death also helped explain a number of passages in the

Tanakh that spoke ofthevi car i ous suffering of God’ s righteous
foll owers of Jesus also invented those passages?”
109-111.)

Objection: 5.16. “Do you want irrefutable proof that the authors of the New Testament didn’t know
what they were talking about? Well, look at Matthew 23:35, where Jesus states that the last martyr
spoken of in the Hebrew Scriptures was Zechariah son of Berechiah. Actually, that was the name of
the biblical prophet (see Zech. 1:1); the last martyr was Zechariah son of Jehoiada (see 2 Chron.
24:2022). So, either Jesus, your alleged Messiah, didn’t know his Bible, or else Matthew (or the final
editor of his book) didn’t know the Tanakh. Either way, this is a glaring error that cannot be ignored.”

Answer: “Actually, there are simple solutions to
and which completely resolve the problem. | should point out, however, that the force of your objection

is exaggerated, since there are similar difficulties in some ancient Rabbinic citations of Scripture, one of

which also seems to confuse these two Zechariahs. Do you therefore conclude that the ancient rabbis

didn't know what they were talking about? As for the verse in Matthew, there are several possible

explanations for apparent discrepancy. It is possible that Zechariah son of Berechiah was also martyred,



but it is most likely that the text is referring to Zechariah son of Jehoiada. However, the Targum to

Lamentations conflates Zechariah son of Jehoiada with Zechariah the son of Berechiah (perhaps the

name of his grandfather), and it is possible that Matthew does this as well. Another possibility is that, as

often happens with ancient literature; a small copying error crept into many New Testament

manuscripts. There exist a minority of Greek manuscripts of Matthew that contain the name Zechariah

son of Jehoiada while some later Hebrew copies of Matthew simply read Zechariah, etc., suggesting that

the words son of Berechiah may not have been in t
Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 111-116.)

Objection: 5.17. “The New Testament is self-contradictory (especially the Gospels)!”

A n s w &his subjett has been addressed thousands of times in commentaries and books dealing with

apparent contradictions in the Bible, and the same fair and honest methods that resolve problems like

this in the Hebrew Scriptures also resolve similar problemsinth e New Covenant Writings
Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 116-119)

Objection: 5.18. “Matthew claims that when Jesus died on the cross, “the tombs broke open and the
bodies of many holy people who had died were raised to life. They came out of the tombs, and after
Jesus’ resurrection they went into the holy city and appeared to many people” (Matt. 27:5253). This is
obviously complete nonsense, without any hint of historical support. If such an incredible event ever
took place—something like “the night of the living dead” in ancient Jerusalem—someone would have
recorded it.”

Answer: “Someone did record it: Matthew! The ques
a better question is, Is this account credible? Could such a thing have happened? The fact is, the death

of the Messiah for the sins of the world was one of the most important events in world history. Why

should it be surprising that such an event would be attended with all kinds of unusual phenomena? The

whole account in Matthew may seem incredible, but it i s
Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 119-123)

Objection: 5.19. “The teachings of Jesus are impossible, dangerous, and un-Jewish (“Hate your mother
and father,” “Let the dead bury their own dead,” “Give to whoever asks you,” etc.). There’s no way he
should be followed.”



Answer : “As the Messiah and Son of God, Yeshua ha
foll ower s, in keeping with Sriptdressstilldemmaf msdeachimgsn | sr ae
have been misunderstood on occasion, ironically enough, because of a lack of appreciation for the

Jewish background of his words while there are parallel accounts in traditional Jewish literature, until

this very day, calling for radical commitment to Torah study, often to the dismay of family and friends. If

this is justifiable, how much more justifiable is a wholehearted commitment to the Messiah? Those who

know him and follow can testify firsthand that his ways are ways of life and what he demands of us, in

the end, is for our good.” (See Angdering Jewish

Objection: 5.20. “The New Covenant is anti-Semitic. It is filled with negative references to the Jewish
people, and it blames them for the death of Jesus.”

Answer: “The New Testament reflects internal tens
religious Jews some of whom followed Jesus the Messiah, and some (or, most) of whom rejected him as

Messiah. These writings are no more anti-Semitic than the Hebrew Scriptures where both God and the

prophets call the people of Israel stiff-necked and obstinate rebels. It is also important to understand

that the Greek word transl at ed adtrgseths,incostextn al so me
many of John’'s negative statements about “the Jew
might also be surprised to know that the New Testament has many wonderful things to say about the

Jewi sh peopl epresentowe dndcdré for themGiad dis psomise of a very bright future

for them. As for Jewish guilt in rejecting Jesus,

that some of our religious leaders played a key role in turning him over to the Romans to be crucified.

We as individual Jews should repudiate that error by embracing Jesus the Messiah. This is all addressed

at Il ength in volume 1, 2.8." (See A®BB)Wering Jewis

Objection: 5.21. “The Jesus of the New Testament is hardly Jewish. In fact, he even refers to the Torah
as “your Law” precisely because it was not his own.”

Answer: “Jesus stated emphatically that he did no
to fulfill them, and the primary focus of his earthly ministry was on reaching the lost sheep of the house

of Israel. In all his teaching, he made reference to the Hebrew Scriptures, even stating to the Jewish

leaders that if they truly believed Moses, they would believe him. After his death and resurrection, his

followers continued in this pattern, living as Torah-observant Jews and pointing back to the Tanakh to

support the Messianic claims of Jesus. How then can you possibly argue that this very same Law was not

hi s o0 wn®Wering J&undsle ObjActions to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 150-152.)



Objection: 5.22. “Jesus was a false prophet. He claimed that his apostles would live to see his return, a
prediction he missed by two thousand years. He also predicted that not one stone in Jerusalem would
be left standing when the Romans destroyed it. Well, have you ever heard of the Wailing Wall?”

Answer: “The reason the New Testament writers pre
were so accurate. This is a matter of common sense. There would be no reason to preserve and

perpetuate his words if they were obviously false. To state that he predicted that his apostles would live

to see his return is to misunderstand the clear context of his words and again, it begs the question of

why those very apostles would pass those words on to posterity if they were completely false. As for his

prophecies concerning the fall of Jerusalem, they are so accurate that some critics have argued that they

must have been written after 70 C.E., when the Temple was burned down and the city destroyed by the

Romans. I n other words, because these scholars do
words of Jesus were not really his at al/l but wer
his prophecies actually were! As for alleged exaggerations or misstatements, it is commonly known that

the prophets of Israel often used hyperbole in their predictions, declaring that the country would be

totally destroyed without any inhabitants left whereas in reality the many parts of the country were

badly damaged with many people going into exile and no one called them false prophets. In comparison

with the biblical prophets who went before him, J
hyperbole, and if the use of hyperbole makes him a false prophet, then great prophets like Jeremiah and

Ezeki el must also be called false prophets.” (See
162.)

Objection: 5.23. “Jesus was a cruel and undisciplined man. He violated the Torah by cursing—and
hence, destroying a perfectly good fig tree for not bearing figs even though the New Testament
writers tell us that it was not the time for figs. So much for your wonderful Messiah! He even called a
Gentile woman a dog when she approached him for help.”

Answer: “Of course, this objection completely con
recognize Jesus as a great teacher and exemplary rabbi but that claim that the departure from Torah

devotion began with Paul (see 5.26 and 5.29). Nonetheless, to answer your objection, five points should

be made: (1) During his ministry and at his trial, no such accusations were brought against Yeshua. If he

was guilty of violating the Torah in these ways, surely some witness would have been found to attack

him for this. (2) There is no record of any such accusations being made against him in the Rabbinic

polemics against him in the first centuries of this era. (3) His cursing the fig tree was a prophetic sign and

was not in violation of Torah law. (4) As for calling a Gentile woman a dog, he actually went many miles

out of his way just to heal her daughter—such was his compassion! and he did this immediately after

giving an i mportant teaching that hinted at God p
(5) There are well-known Rabbinic statements over many centuries that would make the rabbis look like

proud, self-righteous haters of the Gentiles if those statements were read without further Rabbinic



commentary and explanation. In comparison with the Rabbinic statements, the words and actions of

Jesus are very easily explained as truly representing the loving heart of his heavenly Father. And never

forget that this Jesus whom you criticize as cruel and undisciplined laid down his life for you, as well as

for every Jew and Gentile in the world."” -79ee Answ

Objection: “5.24. Actually, Jesus also taught that salvation came through obeying the Law. Just read
Matthew 5:1720; 7:21; 19:1630; 25:3146. This whole “gospel of grace” message is the invention of
Paul and the other writers.”

Answer: “The same Gospels that preserve teachings
categorically that he came to save us from our sins (Matt. 1:21), that he gave his life as a ransom for

many (Mark 10:45), that his blood was the blood of the new covenant, poured out for us (Luke 22:20),

and that the message of repentance and forgiveness of sins had to be preached in his name (Luke 24:46-

47). This hardly fits the description of someone who taught that complete salvation came through

obeying the Law! Rather, Jesus used the Torah as a standard of righteousness and a means of convicting

us of our sins and exposing our lack of obedience before ushering in the new covenant which granted us

complete and total forgiveness through his death and through which we are called to a higher level of
obedience than was possible through keeping the L
4, pp. 177-184.)

Objection: 5.25. “The teachings of the New Testament may have started out Jewish, but before long,
they became totally pagan. This was done intentionally, since the Jews rejected Jesus as Messiah and
only the pagans would listen to the message.”

Answer : “ Thi dlyflowledfrentbieginting to &énd. Firft,abdern scholars, both Jewish and

Christian, are increasingly recognizing that the teachings of the New Testament can only be rightly

understood when they are read against their Jewish background. Second, all the major themes of the

New Testament can be traced back to Yeshua himself and, beyond that, to the Tanakh. Third, plenty of

Jews did listen to the message. Fourth, by the time the message of Jesus the Messiah had fully made its

way into the Gentile world,theNew Test ament writings were already c
Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 184-188.)

Objection: 5.26. “Jesus was really all right. He was a good Jew and a fine rabbi. It was Paul who
messed everything up and founded Christianity.”



Answer: “1'm glad you recognize that Jesus
faithful to Israel’s Torah and faithful to
teachings of Jesus, despite the assertions of some authors who claim that Paul deviated from the
pattern established by Jesus and his disciples, founding an alien new religion called Christianity. The
consistent testimony of the New Testament—which includes the things Paul said about himself as well
as the things that others said about him affirms this point. What was unique about Paul was his calling
to the spread the good news about Jesus to the Gentiles, but even in this, he passed on to them the
truths he had received as opposed to creating his own innovations—a nd al ways kept
foremost in his mind.” (See Answe-202)ng Jewi s

Objection: 5.27. “If you study world religions, you will see that the teachings of Jesus borrow
extensively from Hinduism and Buddhism.”

Answer: “There is absolutely no substance t
parallels that exist in all world religions, and you could just as well argue that the traditional rabbis
borrowed extensively from Hinduism and Buddhism as you could argue that Jesus did. Second, there is a
not a stitch of scholarly evidence that Jesus had any connection or contact with these religions. Third
and most importantly, his teachings clearly contradict these religions in many foundational,
irreconcilable ways.” (See Answerbihg Jewi sh

Objection: 5.28. “Jesus abolished the Law.”

Answer: “As Messiah, Yeshua was the ultimat
reached fulfillment in him and also giving us deep spiritual insights into how the Torah could remain
relevant for the Jewish people in generations to come, even when we would be scattered throughout
the world, without a Temple, a sacrificial system, or a functioning (earthly) priesthood and he did all this
without the need for an endlessly growing corpus of laws and traditions. Once the Temple was
destroyed in 70 C.E. only two major systems of faith remained for the Jewish people, that of the
Pharisees, developing into Talmudic Judaism, and that of the Messiah, developing into the Messianic
Jewish/Christian faith. Although there is much beauty and wisdom in Talmudic Judaism, Messiah has
given us a better way.” (See Am2Me30) ng Jewi

Objection: 5.29. “Paul abolished the Law.”
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Answer: “1 wunderstand why you hold to this positi
several factors: (1) Paul (whose Hebrew name was Saul) took the message of the Messiah to the

Gentiles without requiring them to follow the Torah; (2) Paul clearly explained that we are ultimately

made right with God through faith (which is followed by a pattern of good works) rather than by our

good works themselves, since noneofuscanfullyli ve up to the Law’'s requireme
teachings are quite deep and complex and have therefore been misunderstood; and (4) Paul

emphasized how God had broken down the barrier that separated Jews from the Gentiles, uniting them

in one spiritual family in the Messiah; (5) Paul clearly viewed the Torah from a different perspective in

light of the inbreaking of the Messianic era. But this does not mean that Paul taught that the Torah was

now null and void. To the contrary, Paul lived and died as a Torah-observant Jew and never taught that

Jewish believers in the Messiah should abandon the Torah, although it appears that if taking the good

news of the Messiah to the Gentiles meant that he sometimes had to break a certain law or tradition—

such as a dietary restriction then he would be willing to do that for the sake of their salvation, a principle

that could even be deduced from Rabbinic thinking
vol. 4, pp. 236-265)

Objection 5.30. “The Torah is forever, every jot and tittle, and only traditional Jews keep it. In fact,
even the so-called new covenant of Jeremiah 31 says that God will put the Torah in our hearts.
Therefore, since Jesus abolished the Torah, he cannot be the Messiah.”

Ans we r :dre$séd/this im502829, refuting the objections that Jesus and Paul abolished the Torah.
As for traditional Jews being the only ones who keep the Law, they are to be commended for their
tremendous zeal and devotion to the Law, but they must be challenged as to the endless human
traditions they have added in the name of the Law (see vol. 5, 6.1, 35), and they must be questioned as
to their missing the one of whom the Law and the Prophets spoke. Regarding the new covenant, see
bel ow, 5. 34. " ishObjectiondttrssug,eal. 4, ppg265L&6.\WV

Objection: 5.31. “Anyone who changes the Law no matter what signs or wonders he performs is a
false prophet. That applies to Jesus!”

Answer : “Jesus made it very c¢l| eartofulfillitaaddthiite di d not
exactly what he did (see above, 5.28, for a further explanation of this). And all his miracles drew

attention to his heavenly Father, strengthening t
As for changing the Torah, it could be just as well argued that the Rabbinic authorities changed the Law

with their modification and adjustments.” (See An
269.)



Objection: 5.32. “Observance of the Sabbath has been the hallmark of the Jewish people, separating
us from other nations and identifying us with the covenant of God. Since Christianity changed the
Sabbath, Christianity is obviously not for the Jewish people.”

Answer : “Hundreds of yeats$oafoér Jebasdeahlenander e
separated itself from its biblical roots, Christendom did, indeed, change the Sabbath from Saturday to

Sunday. But that has absolutely nothing to do with the teachings of the New Testament, which is why it

is common for Messianic Jews today to hold worship service on Saturday rather than Sunday and to

celebrate Shabbat with newfound meaning through the teaching and example of the Messiah. As for

Gentile Christians setting aside Sunday as a special dayofrestand wor shi p, what i s wro
(See Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 269-273.)

Objection: 5.33. “According to Mark 7:19, Jesus abolished the dietary laws.”

Answer: “Did you ever read t hirmsMatthewalf?tesuiswas al ong wi
exposing the error of being scrupulous in terms of outward, ritual purity (specifically, practicing ritual

handwashing before eating) while having filthy he
man’s mouth kioms' modcl enak e’ but what comes out of |
‘unclean.’”” (Matt. 15:11) 1t is the thoughts of t

follow the Rabbinic traditions and wash their hands before they eat. In principle, then, this makes all

f o0 ods —inoothe wonds, no food can make you spiritually impure, which is the point of Mark

7:19. But there is no evidence that the disciples of Jesus heard these words and threw out the dietary

laws. Rather, they graspedtheme ani ng of Jesus'’ wor d s-obsemvatitlewso nt i nued
However, because they understood the spiritual principles the Messiah was teaching, they would be

willing to be in an environment where they ate nonkosher food in order to teach Gentiles about the one

true God. Doesn’t this seem right to you? Over ti
on Yeshua’'s words, namel y, —inlkhfscase mehning, ifleencoeptn ces s om
the Gentiles as his own peoplethrough f ai t h in the Messiah then we ha:
meaning, rejectingthem asfellow-h ei r s of our heavenly Father and as
Having said al/l t his, I m fully avwesagsds,inffatt,a t many C
change the dietary laws, but even if this were the case, there are Rabbinic traditions stating that in the

world to come (and/or the Messianic era), some of

Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 269-273)

Objection: 5.34. “If the death of Jesus really inaugurated the new covenant spoken of by Jeremiah the
prophet, then why hasn’t it been fulfilled?”



Answer: “1l1t is clear that we are tevimgdiasa“tatan
not yet,k"” a time in which the Messianic era has b
are there Rabbinic traditions that point to this transition age (see vol. 1, 2.1), but many of the major

prophecies of the Tanakh can only be explained in this way. In short, the new covenant was established

2,000 years ago in incipient form and it continue
Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 4, pp. 282-299.)

Theological Objections

Theological Objections star Objection: 3.1. “Jews don’t believe in the Trinity. We believe in one God,
not three.”

Answer: “Just as Messianic Jews probably misunder
misunderstand some of the things | believe. We do not in any way believe in three gods. My God is one,

and his name is the LORD (or, Yahweh, known to Orthodox Jews as HaShem). He revealed himself to us

through his Son, the Messiah, who is the very image and reflection of God. And he touches us and

speaks to us by his Spirit. These are deep, spiritual truths. Later theologians labeled this relationship the
Trinity God as a triune One. But the word *“Trin
may conf use t hSeAhswesing levish Obedtionsytalasus, Vol. 2, pp. 3-14.)

Objection: 3.2. “If you claim that Jesus is God then you are guilty of making God into a man. You are
an idol worshiper!”

Answer: “We believe that t he eavhoemthauniletseywasmade e xi st en
came forth from God his Father and was clothed with human flesh, making himself known to us as

Yeshua the Messiah. He lived on this earth, died, rose from the dead, and returned to his Father. He now

sits enthroned in heaven next to God. We understand that Jesus, the Son of God, is the very image of

God, the one in whom God caused his fullness to dwell, the one through whom he revealed himself

completely to mankind. Since the Son came forth from the Father and shares his divine nature, in one

sense it is quite correct to say that Jesus is God (or, divine, or deity), always bearing in mind that the

overwhelming testimony of the New Testament writings is that Jesus is the Son of God. | can show you

from the Hebrew Scriptures that there is absolutely nothing idolatrous about what | believe. God has

al ways revealed himself to his people. He did it
(See Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 14-37.)

Objection: 3.3. “God doesn’t have a son.”



Answer: “1t all depends on what you mean by the w

son, the king was called God’'s son, and the angel
Messiah, the ideal representative of Israel, the king of all earthly kings, and the one more highly exalted
than the angels, should be called God’s Son? More

the Messiah is uniguely entitl e dewtshoObjéxtionstodedud, ed t he
vol. 2, pp. 38-48.)

Objection: 3.4. “According to the Law (Deuteronomy 13), Jesus was a false prophet because he taught
us to follow other gods (namely, the Trinity, including the god Jesus), gods our fathers have never
known or worshiped. This makes all his miracles utterly meaningless.”

Answer: “Have you ever read what Jesus and his fo
your God with all your heart, mind, soukyneand str
to God his Heavenly Father by his miracles, by his message, and by his life. He lived, died, and rose again

for the glory of his Father. Thus Jesus was a f ai

Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 48-52.)

Objection: 3.4. “According to the Law (Deuteronomy 13), Jesus was a false prophet because he taught
us to follow other gods (namely, the Trinity, including the god Jesus), gods our fathers have never
known or worshiped. This makes all his miracles utterly meaningless.”

Answer: “Have you ever read what Jesus and his fo
your God with all your heart, mind, soul, and str
to God his Heavenly Father by his miracles, by his message, and by his life. He lived, died, and rose again

for the glory of his Father. Thus Jesus was a f ai

Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 48-52.)

Objection: 3.5. “The Holy Spirit is not the so-called third person of the Trinity.”

Answer: “Rather than discuss the Trinity again (s
Spirit only a ‘what'’ or are there dimensions in w
demonstrated t hat God’' s Spirit i s more than just an abs
essence and clearly has personality. The New Testament simply expands on these established, biblical

truths, which, interestingly enough, are treated inasimilar way i n some | ater Rabbin

Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 52-59.)



Objection: 3.6. “According to Isaiah 43:11, God alone is our Savior. We don’t need or recognize any
other saviors.”

Answer: “Ilsaiaihtd3rdfieisnwe i tdenmt ver ‘gods’ and i
Jewish people will not be saved by any other so-called god or deliverer. This is clear. It is also clear that

God saves through whom he wills to save whether it be earthly deliverers (such as kings or warriors),

angelic messengers, or the Messiah.” (Se)e Answer.

Objection: 3.7. “We are righteous by what we do, not by what we believe. Christianity is the religion
of the creed, Judaism the religion of the deed.”

Answer: “The New Testament <clearly teaches that f
without faith, there can be no meaningful works, and the first thing God wants from us is our total trust

and dependence. That is called faith, and it is foundational to the Hebrew Scriptures as well. Our

forefathers died in the wilderness because of their unbelief, and being pronounced righteous by God

begins with absolute faith in him. So, right living is the result of right believing. As a Jew, you should also
remember that ‘the creed’ i s important in traditd.@
Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 60-69.)

Objection: 3.8. “The Scriptures clearly tells us that, ‘To do what is right and just is more acceptable to
the LORD than sacrifice’ (Prov. 21:3).”

Answer: “Amen! Who would argue with Scripture? EI
than sacrifice (1 Sam. 15:23). But these passages do not denigrate the importance of sacrifices, as some
anti-missionaries would claim. Rather, throughout the Bible God opposes religious hypocrisy and formal,

outward observance of religious rites. He would rather have our simple obedience than our lengthy

prayers or costly sacrifices if our hearts are not right with him. And he would prefer that we just do what

he says rather than that we sin, repent, and bring a sacrifice for our sins. The sad fact is that we all sin

grievously and we all need atonement for our sins, a subject that Scripture clearly affirmsandt eac hes . ”
(See Answering Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 69-71.)

Objection: 3.9. “The prophets indicated clearly that God did not care for blood sacrifices. In fact, they
practically repudiated the entire sacrificial system, teaching that repentance and prayer were
sufficient. The Talmudic rabbis simply affirmed this biblical truth.”

Answer : Some | ater rabbis may have taught this
prophets did, they did out of allegiance to the Torah and to reinforce what was written there. There is
no possible way that they would have repudiated the God-given, God-ordained, God-sanctioned system

of atonement as laid out in the Torah especially with the Temple standing. The prophets would not have

’



contradicted Moses. What the prophets repudiated was hypocritical religion. In other words, they

rejected the performance of sacred rites and the keeping of special days when those practicing them

had polluted hearts. They wer mgtopaerthbteveryttaditonall ear on
Jew around the world prays daily for the restoration of the Temple and the sacrificial system. If sacrifices

were really unnecessary and unimportant, and if the prophets utterly repudiated them, why pray daily

fortheirrest or ati on?” (See Answering J-#8%)i sh Objections

Objection: 3.10. “Even if | accept your premise that blood sacrifices are of great importance in the
Torah, the fact is that our Hebrew Bible including the Torah itself offer other means of atonement, not
just the shedding of blood.”

Answer: “There can be no question that blood aton
atonement in the Bible. The blood is essential, foundational, and irreplaceable. Because blood sacrifices

form the heart and soul of the biblical system of atonement, both the New Testament and numerous

authoritative Rabbinic traditions state that without shedding of blood, there is no atonement. Take

away the blood, and the whole biblical system of atonementc 0l | apses.” ( See Answeri:
Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 103-123.)

Objection: 3.11. “According to Proverbs 16:6, love and good deeds make atonement. So who needs
sacrifices?”

Answer: “1f | were to follow your 1| ogic, Il just ¢
good deeds make atonement, so who needs Yom Kippur (the Day of Atonement)? That is to say, if

atonement can be made between man and God through doing good, then there is no need for suffering

and chastisement, no need for prayers and confession, no need even for the Day of Atonement. What

Bible-believing Jew would hold to such a view? This points us to the real meaning of this verse, namely,

“Thr owigrhg ki ndness and truth, sin is wiped away.'’
level, being loyal, loving, and truthful will overcome and eradicate the prior effects of sin. But the verse

is not directly related to issues of atonement, purification, and forgiveness in the sight of God, nor is it

reasonable to think that the Lord would overthrow countless verses in the Torah with one phrase in
Proverbs.” (See Answering Jeuwddsph Objections to Je

Objection: 3.12. “It’s clear that you misunderstand the whole sacrificial system. Sacrifices were for
unintentional sins only. Repentance was the only remedy for intentional sins.”

Answer : “We al |l know that there were di fatiomyr ent f u
thanksgiving, personal consecration, and making of vows, along with atonement for unintentional sins.

But the sacrifices on Yom Kippur (the Day of Atonement) provided atonement for both intentional and

unintentional sins, something taught emphatically in the Talmud and Law Codes. The Scriptures are clear

on this, and Jewish tradition never questioned it. There was also one particular sacrifice (hamely the



asham the guilt offering, or reparatiden offering

atonement for intentional sins (called ‘“transgres
according to some Rabbinic itengiodlal sinsitcounirgentiomale pent anc e
hence paving the way for atonement through sacrific e . ” ( See Answering Jewi sh O

2, pp. 126-135.)

Objection: 3.13. “Even if | accept your arguments about the centrality of blood sacrifices, it only holds
true while the Temple is standing. The book of Daniel teaches us that if the Temple has been
destroyed and is not functional, prayer replaces sacrifice. The book of Ezekiel is even more explicit,
telling Jews living in the exile and therefore without any access to the Temple, even if it were standing
that repentance and good works are all God requires.”

Answer: “You are obviously referring to is Ezekie
repents is accepted by God with no mention of sacrifices along with Daniel 6:10, where it tells us that

Daniel, living in exile, prayed toward the Temple (i.e., facing Jerusalem) three times a day. But the idea

that prayer replaces sacrifice is simply not taught in the passages you refer to, nor is it in harmony with

other important passages from the Hebrew Scriptures. | also finditinteres t i ng t hat t he exi | ¢
wait to return to Jerusalem to rebuild the Temple and offer sacrifices again. They knew how important

this was. Further, it is significant that, to this day, many Orthodox Jews kill a rooster or chicken on the

Day of Atonement and offer it as an atoning, substitutionary sacrifice on their behalf. Despite the

Rabbinic teaching that prayer has replaced sacrifice, they still feel the need to offer a blood sacrifice on

Yom Kippur.” (See Answeri npp.136d3.) sh Objections to

Objection: 3.14. “The book of Jonah totally shoots down all your arguments about sacrifice and
atonement, especially with reference to Gentiles. You see, when Jonah preached, the people
repented and God forgave them no sacrifice, no blood offering.”

Answer : “Did you know that traditional Judai s m, b
made atonement for the Gentile world? This was pa
Il srael’s Templ e odf@entiglse thapemtecdmea anakept abl e

Jewish Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 152-153.)

Objection: 3.15. “Even if | admit that we need blood atonement, | still won’t believe in Jesus. God
wanted the blood of a goat or a lamb, not a person. He doesn’t want human sacrifice!”

Answer: “All of us know that God is not intereste
Hebrew Scriptures, the Talmud, as well as the New Testament teach clearly that the death of the

righteous has atoning power? When the Messiah, the totally righteous one, laid down his life, it was the
ultimate act of atonement in human history:" (See
167.)

Objection: 3.16. “I can’t believe that the death of Jesus paid for my sins is that the Torah teaches that
for the blood to be effectual, it had to be poured out on the altar in a specific way. This obviously does
not refer to Jesus!”



Answer: “The specific | aws in the Torah regarding
the sacrifices offered on that altar. In those cases, specific regulations applied. At other times in the

Hebrew Scriptures, blood and sacrifices were offered in different ways and in different places. More

importantly, there is obviously no connection between the laws for offering animal sacrifices on the

altar and the Jewish teaching that ‘the ssdeath of
righteous martyrs did not have to be poured out o
Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 167-168.)

Objection: 3.17. “If the death of Jesus fulfilled the image of the sacrificial system, why do the prophets
anticipate sacrifices when the Third Temple is built?”

Answer: “1I'm actually glad that you raised this o
importance of sacrifices and offerings in the prophetic books (which is the exact opposite of the premise

of objection 3.9, above). However, from our current vantage point, it is difficult for us to know exactly

what God was speaking through the prophets concerning a future Temple with restored sacrifices. Was

the language merely symbolic, with the Temples peaki ng of God’ s presence amo
sacrifices speaking of their worshipful response? Or will the prophecies be literally, not symbolically,

fulfilled? In that case, were the prophets speaking of a Temple to be built by the Messiah in the age to

come? If so, then we could cite the Rabbinic tradition that in the age to come all sacrifices and offerings

will be abolished except for thanksgiving offerings. These sacrifices would then be of a non-atoning

character, and therefore would have nothing to do with the once-and-for-all atonement purchased for

us by the sacrifice of Jesus the Messiah. In any case, we should use caution in our discussion here, as did

the Talmudic rabbis, realizing how difficult it is to clearly interpret some of the key, relevant chapters in

the Tanakh.” (See Answering J@8) sh Objections to

Objection: 3.18. “The Christian concept of salvation is contrary to the Hebrew Bible and Jewish
tradition. Jews don’t need saving!”

Answer: “1It geemsmi sanmershand the biblical <concep
‘“Jewish.’” You probably think of salvation in the
preservation, whereas you understand salvation in the New Testament in totally spiritual terms,

referring only to the salvation of the soul. Actually, the concept of salvation in the Tanakh and in the

New Covenant Scriptures is comprehensive, dealing with spirit, soul, and body, both in this world and

the world to come; in other words, salvation from sin and its effects. In that sense, all human beings,

sinful as we are, need saving.”(See -BAa)swering Jew

Objection: 3.19. “Jewish people don’t need a middleman.”



Answer: “I1t allu depandy omiwwiadte maam . ’ I f you mean
withoutago-b et ween acting on their behalf, I agree with
that any individual Jew (or, the enté¢withoutmati on) <c
divinely ordained agent first going to God on his or her behalf, | disagree with you. When God gave us

the Torah, he told us in no uncertain terms that only the descendants of Aaron (i.e., the priests) could

enter the Most Holy Place or perform the annual atonement rituals. We were completely dependent on

them, along with the Levites who assisted them in their work. So, in a general sense, any Jew can cry out

to God at any time and plead for mercy; in a specific sense, without priestly atonement and intercession,

no Jew has direct access to God."” (See98Answering

Objection: 3.20. “Judaism does not believe in original sin or a fall of man. We do not believe that the
human race is totally sinful.”

Answer : “There may be some confusion with our term
have fallen from the ideal state in which we were created, and now moral corruption is an inescapable

part of our nature. We do not believe that people are totally and completely sinful, incapable of doing or

choosing anything good. Rather, we believe that by nature we are hopelessly prone to sin and

thoroughly entangled with sin. It is because Adam fell and we must remember that Adam is the father of

the human race according to the Torah that there are murders, rapes, thefts, and criminal acts

committed every moment of every day. Because of A
torture one another for our own cruel purposes, and even commit genocide. We spend millions of

dollars annually on every type of sexual perversion including pedophilia while we waste millions more

on addictive and destructive drugs. And even the best of us admit to our moral failures, doing things we

wi sh we wofacl, vtk judgéd otherofor doing these very things and being ashamed of our

thoughts, words, or deeds. We are, tragically, a
vol. 2, pp. 198-208.)

Objection: 3.21. “Jews don’t need to repent.”

Answer:* On t he contrary, repentance is one of Judai sn
literature from the Talmud to the Prayerbook to Maimonides to contemporary Jewish thinkers is filled

with teaching on repentance and prayers of repentance. Jews sin like everybody else, and therefore

Jews just | ike other human beings need to repent
emphasis on repentance.” (See Answe20iing Jewi sh Ob

Objection: 3.22. “Jews doesn’t believe in a divine Messiah.”

Answer : “Judai sm has never had one, of ficial, uni

but it is true that traditional Jewish teaching does not speak unequivocally of a divine Messiah.

However, Jewish tradition often describes a highly exalted Messiah as well as a preexistent Messiah, so

much so that Jewish scholarsi hawne -giowmiert @g'marsa tsSypr& e
Messiah according to these traditions. More importantly, the Hebrew Bible itself speaks of the

Messiah’s divine natur e, and that mu st be the dec
believe.” (See Answering JewRodh Objections to Jes



Objection: 3.23. “Judaism doesn’t believe in a suffering Messiah.”

Answer: “That is not true. From the Tal mud until
acknowledged the Messiah’s suffering. I n addition
reigning king called Messiah ben David, and a suffering warrior called Messiah ben Joseph. More

i mportantly, the Hebrew Scriptures speak clearly
Bible describes the Messiah as a priest as well as a king that he had to suffer on our behalf, fulfilling his
priestly role. To miss this is to miss an essent.

Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 220-231.)
Objection: 3.24. “Jews don’t believe that the Messiah will come twice.”

Answer : “Judai ry different ttaditerds dbyut the aomingrofahe Messiah, including

beliefs that there are two messiahs who will each come once, as well as beliefs that there is a potential

Messiah present in each generation. Scriptures and history teach us that there will be one Messiah who

wi || come twice.” (See Answerin2s5)Jewi sh Objection

Objection: 3.25. “Judaism is a healthy religion. Jews don’t see the world as intrinsically evil, or
denounce marriage or call for self-renunciation. Christianity, on the other hand, see the world as evil,
advocate celibacy, and say: ‘Deny yourself, take up your cross, and suffer.”

Answer: “This is an exaggerated and inaccurate st
corridor to the world to come but stresses the importance of life in this world. As for Christians, while

stressing the importance of the world to come, they have been responsible for the building of more

hospitals, the feeding of more hungry people, and the establishment of more educational institutions

than all other religions of the world combined. The difference between the two is not one of substance

but of emphasis. So, the real question is, Which emphasis makes more sense? If this life is only a passing

shadow, (as Psalm 90 teaches), and if we are only pilgrims and strangers here (as Jacob and David said),

isn’”t it logical to Ilive out our few days here in
years and then we enter etegnjitggménthedoanm’etr iGtodt
give serious thought to the world to come, making sure we are ready to enter our eternal home? Also,

both Judaism and Christianity recognize the sinful tendencies of the human race; Christianity just puts

greateremphasis on subduing those tendencies, calling on
desires of the sinful nature.’” Finally, Jesus emp
for God and for others, n ogtlomis advatxed theough sufferidgatidut t o s
sacrifice, and that too is part of our <calling as

Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 235-248.)

Objection: 3.26. “Christianity calls on its followers to exhibit unnatural emotions and feelings, such as
love for their enemies. This is contrary to Torah as well as contrary to human nature.”



Answer: “Could it be that what you call ‘unnatur a
human attitudes, while the ethical behavior that Jesus requires from his followers actually reflects

hi gher, more |l ofty, spiritual attitudes? Maybe no
that is ‘“unnatural’ i s bad! gBepandbdtterilife? Cdulditbe hat t he
that, through his gracious help, he enables us to put to death our earthly, carnal tendencies and more

fully reflect the divine image in which we were created? | would suggest to you that this represents a

decidedstepupf or t he human race, a fruit of the Messiah’
Objections to Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 248-252.)

Objection: 3.27. “The only thing that keeps a lot of people in the Christian faith including Jews is the
fear of hell.”

Answer: “Of the multiplied thousands of foll owers
Gentiles | can not think of one who continues to follow Jesus primarily because of the fear of hell, let

alone only because of the fear of hell. We follow him because we love him and we recognize him to be

our Messiah. Having said this, there is no question that, from a biblical perspective (i.e., Torah, Prophets,

Writings, New Testament), a healthy fear of the Lord and a recognition that he is the ultimate Judge

provides an added incentive to holy living. So, our primary motivation for following the Lord is love; a

second motivation is to spend eternity with him in his kingdom; a third motivation is to escape the

judgment of hel l . " jectionSte JesusAvol.Q, we252-286g Jewi sh Ob

Objection: 3.28. “I find much beauty in the teachings of Jesus, and | think that there are some good
arguments in favor of Christianity. But | find it impossible to believe in a religion that damns all people
to hell including many moral, good, kind, and sensitive people, not to mention countless millions of
religious Jews, Muslims, Hindus, Buddhists, - simply because they don’t believe in Jesus. | can’t follow
a religion whose God will torture people in flames forever for not believing in someone they never
even heard of.”

Answer : “To be equally honest with you, Il don’t
my trust in a God like that. Only one thing really matters: Is there a place called hell, and is there a
judgment after death? If so, what is hell like, and who deserves to go there? What about you? Do you
deserve heaven or hell? Also, we can argue endlessly about the afterlife, something which neither of us
has experienced firsthand. But does your view of sin, judgment, and God agree with the current state of
the world, a world filled with suffering and tragedy, and does it line up with the historical experience of
our people? What followers of Jesus believe is this: All of us have sinnedandbro k en Go d ' s
commandments, resulting in untold tragedy for the human race. In his mercy, God sent his Son, the
Messiah, into the world to take our place and pay for our sins. He is our hope and our salvation. If we
reject him, we remain lost in this world and we will be lost in the world to come. As to the exact nature
of the sufferings of hell, the Scripture do not speak with scientific precision, but the Tanakh, the New
Testament, and even the Rabbinic literature give us some frightful descriptions. As for those who never



heard about Jesus, God wi || be their Judge, not
Jesus, vol. 2, pp. 256-263.)



