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Genesis 30:1—Genesis 30:43
See also: 
· Continue reading Patriarchs and Prophets, Chapter 17: “Jacob’s Flight and Exile”  
Characters and Motivations:               References:                                                  
RACHEL:
· Really, really wanted kids immediately
· Jealous of and in competition with her sister Leah
LEAH:
· Wanted her husband’s affection, and thought to get it through (many) children
· Jealous of and in competition with her sister Rachel
JACOB:
· Wanted to please his wives—which must have been a tough proposition
· Wanted to take his wives and children back to his own country, but was probably still a bit hesitant to face his brother
LABAN:
· Was eager to continue to exploit Jacob as a worker
· Interested solely in increasing his own material wealth, was willing to cheat his son-in-law to the best of his ability
What is Rachel’s plan to redress the balance regarding children?  How does Jacob respond?  Does he do the right thing?  Why or why not?  
Rachel wanted children so badly that she adopted Sarah’s plan.  She wanted her husband to sleep with her maid so that she could adopt the resultant children as her own.  Jacob consents to this plan and sleeps with Bilhah, Rachel’s maid.  Surely Jacob was aware of his grandparents’ actions and their results, but this apparently made no difference.  Jacob’s laxity in approach to marriage began with polygamy and persisted with concubinage.  Instead of seeking help for his disappointed wife in prayer, as his own parents had done before his birth, Jacob consents to a proposal that was nothing more than a sinful expedient.  
How does Leah respond?  What does Jacob do?  
Leah, accustomed to bearing children regularly, responds to Bilhah, Rachel, and Jacob’s arrangement predictably.  When it seemed that she was not continuously bearing children herself, she became envious of her sister and she set up a similar arrangement between herself, Jacob, and her maid Zilpah.  Jacob consents to this also.  It is surprising how readily Jacob agreed to his wives’ suggestions.  If he had felt some excuse for taking Bilhah in order to satisfy his beloved Rachel, who had no children of her own, it is difficult to imagine the excuse by which he could have quieted his conscience in regard to Leah’s proposal, since she already had four sons of her own.  Perhaps it was some peculiar sense of fair play that prompted his consent.  
When the fourteen years of service were over, Jacob expressed his intention to return to his family.  Then Jacob and his uncle enter into a new agreement.  What are the terms of this arrangement?  
Laban was to give the “speckled and spotted” and otherwise unusually colored animals among the cattle (sheep) and goats to Jacob for his service, and Jacob would continue his successful management of Laban’s flocks.  This was based on the fact that in the Orient goats are, as a rule, black or dark brown and rarely spotted with white.  Similarly, sheep are mostly pure white, and seldom black or multi-colored.  As such, Jacob’s “wages” would naturally be only be a small portion of Laban’s vast and increasing herds.  
How does Laban attempt to turn this deal to his advantage?  
Laban immediately took all of the unusually colored animals in his herds and gave them to his own sons to tend, while Jacob was left in charge only of the pure-colored animals.  Then he arranged to have three days’ journey between the divided flocks, in order to prevent breeding between the two.  
What does Jacob do to turn the arrangement to his advantage?  Does it work?  Why or why not?
He took pieces of wood and cut the bark off in places so that they were spotted and streaked where the underlying light-colored wood showed through.  Then he placed the poles in the watering troughs so that the animals could see them when they came to drink.  He particularly put them in when the stronger animals were breeding, and took them away when the weaker animals were breeding.  It does work, in a sense, because many of the young creatures were born with unusual spotted coloring.  
This unusual arrangement for breeding livestock has caused many people to believe that the Bible supports a rather unscientific understanding of genetics.  What do you think?  Why or why not?  Compare the story in Genesis 31:10-12.   
Jacob almost certainly thought that he was marking the young animals by his trick with the rods, but this is completely impossible.  In the placenta and umbilical cord, which constitute the only connection between the mother and fetus, there are no nerves.  Thus absolutely no mechanism exists whereby the mother can mark her offspring in the fashion that Jacob expected.  But what Jacob thought that he was doing at the time, and what actually happened are two very different things.  In chapter 31, we see that in order to prevent Jacob from crediting his success to his own ingenuity and superstition, God revealed to him in a dream how the recessive off-color characteristics were transmitted through apparently pure-color parents.  That is, God showed him that the breeding animals, though apparently pure-color since Laban had removed all the others, were actually “ringstraked, speckeled, and grisled.”  To the operation of this law of genetics God added His special blessing, for recessive characteristics would not normally show up in so marked a manner.  Genetics is a field still only imperfectly understood today, so He may simply have utilized principals of genetics that we do not yet fully grasp.  This direct revelation by God of the inheritance characteristics of recessive traits, which was not discovered and understood by scientists until a few decades ago, attests the scientific accuracy and divine inspiration of the Scriptures.  The Bible thus teaches that color markings among animals are the result of hereditary factors in the parents, according to principles familiar to us from Gregor Mendel’s work in genetics.  As such, the Bible teaches specifically that color markings in animals do NOT come from maternal impressions.  
Observations:                                         References:
· The mandrake, in verse 14, has been considered by the people of the Near East as promoting fertility.  Women of the Orient still make mandrakes into a charm that is thought to aid desire and conception.  Rachel apparently desired the mandrakes as a means of removing her sterility, and Leah was indignant at the idea of assisting her.  Rachel was evidently willing to “sell” her evening with Jacob in return for the mandrakes, and Leah was willing to “buy” it at that price.  Which is a sad commentary on all of them.  
We know that “All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness:  That the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all good works.”  2 Timothy 3:16-17.  How does this apply to these verses?  Why is this information recorded?  What are we meant to draw from it?  Why has God provided us with these specific words?  
[bookmark: _GoBack]There is a lot of scheming in this chapter.  Rachel and Leah are competing for who can have the most children.  Laban is seeking out ways to cheat his son-in-law.  Jacob is scheming to increase his wages.  And none of this will make any of them happy.  Leah, Rachel and Jacob are only adding to the stresses of their fraught and unhappy family life.  Laban and Jacob are coming into even greater conflict.  Jacob is spending much effort on procuring something that God has already arranged for him.  The determination to get those things that we imagine will make us happy seems to fundamentally undercut that happiness.  The only true contentment is to be found in trusting God.  The rest is just grief that we are so determined to bring on ourselves.  
