Wilderness Wanderings 01
The Israelites in the Wilderness Discussion # 01—Prepare for 7/8/20
Read:  Leviticus 9:22-24 and Leviticus 10:1-20
Why Leviticus 10?
As you are aware, Exodus 40 describes the erection and initiation of the Tabernacle in the Wilderness.  Leviticus 1-7 then describes the laws regarding sacrifices and offerings in the sanctuary service, and Leviticus 8-9 describe the consecration of Aaron and his sons to the priesthood.  These chapters seem naturally to follow the conclusion of Exodus.  Since we have already encountered some of the laws regarding sacrifices, and we have already seen a description of the consecration of Aaron and his sons, it seems logical to move on to Leviticus 10.  The first significant recorded events following the erection and dedication of the tabernacle, and the consecration of the priesthood, occur here.  Dating Leviticus 10:  
If we accept that Joseph came to power under a Hyksos Pharaoh, as we have tentatively suggested in our Exodus study, this places the Exodus (very roughly) in the middle of the fifteenth century, at about the year 1445 BC.  Please note that this is only a hypothesis!  There is evidence in its favor, and some evidence against it.  Nevertheless, if we accept this as a starting point, then the tabernacle was erected one year later, say 1444 BC.  Thus the events of this chapter would be placed, again very roughly, in perhaps 1444 BC.  


Setting the Scene:
Nadab and Abihu, two of Aaron’s sons, enjoyed the highest positions in Israel after Moses and Aaron.  They had many advantages and privileges.  Shortly before the events noted in Leviticus 10, they had spent a week in study and prayer, preparing for the day when they should begin their sanctuary service.  They had assisted their father as he offered sacrifices.  They had witnessed the solemn service of dedication, and had themselves been sprinkled with sacrificial blood.  They had been thoroughly indoctrinated, and were fully acquainted with the sacredness of God’s work.  
What does it mean to offer “strange fire?”  What fire would have been appropriate?  
[bookmark: _GoBack]The procedures for the altar of incense are clear from Leviticus 16:12-13.  The priest was to take a censer full of burning coals from the altar of burnt offering, bring it into the Holy Place and place it on the altar of incense, then place the incense “beaten small” on top.  From Leviticus 9:24 we know that the fire on the altar of burnt offering was special, having been ignited by God.  Nadab and Abihu offered ordinary fire instead of taking fire from the altar of burnt offering, as they should have.      
In Leviticus 10:6-7, Moses appears exceedingly unsympathetic to Aaron and his remaining sons.  Why does he say these things?  
Aaron and his remaining sons were not supposed to reveal their grief at the death of Nadab and Abihu.  This was an extremely public situation.  At the time of the evening sacrifice, the people were gathered expectantly, and then two priests (out of five) were killed by fire from God even as they served within the tabernacle.  The people were no doubt baffled and terrified.  A display of grief by the three remaining priests would almost certainly incite panic.  It would also appear to show displeasure at God’s judgement.  It would probably also tend to suggest that the things of God were less important than family connections.  Instead, as the people saw Aaron, Eleazar, and Ithamar go calmly about the service, they knew that God was still in control.  Nothing must interfere with the work of God.  
Consider Leviticus 10:8-11.  Why this command at this time?  
This statement suggests the cause of the transgression.  It doesn’t seem reasonable to believe that God would issue such an edict at this time and under these circumstances except to clarify the true cause of the situation.  Doing God’s work requires a clear head, not a mind contaminated with strong drink.  This applies particularly to leaders, because they are an example to the people.    
Consider Leviticus 10:12-15.  Why are these commands issued?    What is the symbolism here?  
When a goat was used as a sin offering, the blood was not carried into the sanctuary but placed on the horns of the altar of burnt offering.  According to the law, the flesh in such cases should be eaten by the priests.  That day a goat had been offered as a sin offering, and since the blood was not carried into the sanctuary the flesh should have been eaten.  This symbolically transferred the sins to the priests, so that they could make atonement for the sins that they figuratively bore.  
Consider Leviticus 10:16-18.  What is the problem?  Why is Moses angry?  
In the confusion following the death of Nadab and Abihu, Aaron had omitted eating the portion of the meat offering that was his due.  In failing to eat the flesh, Aaron also failed to bear the sins of the people.  He could not make atonement for sins he did not bear.  This was what made the mistake so serious.  The sins that the goat symbolically bore had not been transferred to the priests.  All the goat could do was die.  But the work of intercession remained to be done.  Moses was still in charge, making sure that all was done as God commanded.  He was angry about the failure to eat the flesh, because the symbolism of the service had been effectively marred.    
How is the problem resolved?  Why?  
Aaron knew that eating the sin offering represented taking the sins of the offerer upon himself, as Moses had said.  But with what had happened, and his own responsibility, in part, for it, he did not feel that he could bear the sins of others.  He had all he could do to bear his own.  He certainly felt grieved at the death of his sons, and probably felt a measure of resentment that he could not publicly grieve, as private individuals might have done.  He apparently felt that in his present state of mind his service as a typical sin bearer would be quite unacceptable to God.  Moses saw that Aaron had not been negligent nor had he deliberately omitted a known duty without due reason.  He accepted Aaron’s explanation, and adjusted his own attitude accordingly.  Notes and Observations:  
· According to Jewish tradition, the sacred fire that came from God to the altar of burnt offering on the first occasion in Leviticus 9:24 was preserved at least until the destruction of Solomon’s Temple, perhaps longer.  This same fire was kept burning, and it was this fire and no other that was to be used in the Tabernacle services.  
· To the human mind, one fire is very much like another!  Certainly anyone looking on would be unable to distinguish coals from the altar of burnt offering from any other set of coals.  But God sees things that we cannot see.  He looks into the heart.  That’s why we have to trust Him when He sets a difference that we cannot see.  
· The particular offering on the day of Nadab’s and Abihu’s death evidently included a peace offering, as Aaron’s daughters were to have a share.  
· Anger isn’t always a bad thing.  Moses was noted for his meekness, but that did not prevent righteous indignation.  And there are times when righteous indignation may be appropriately displayed.  But this anger is due to zeal for God and His cause, not to personal pride or vindictiveness.  


