
 

 

Unequal Weights and Measures 

The Torah teaches us a principle of using equal weights of measures: 

35 You shall do no unrighteousness: in judgment, in meteyard, in weight, or in 
measure. 
36 Just balances, just weights, a just ephah, and a just hin, shall you have: I am 
YHWH your Elohim, who brought you out of the land of Egypt. 
(Lev. 19:35-36 HRV) 
  
13 You shall not have in your bag diverse weights–a great and a small. 
14 You shall not have in your house diverse measures–a great and a small. 
15 A perfect and just weight shall you have; a perfect and just measure shall you 
have, that your days may be long upon the land which YHWH your Elohim gives 
you. 
16 For all that do such things, even all that do unrighteously, are an abomination 
unto YHWH your Elohim. 
(Deut. 25:13-16 HRV) 

This is a principle that tells us that we must use the same standard of measurement 
in judging others as we use when judging ourselves.  In the same way we must 
judge the beliefs of others by the same standards that we judge our own 
beliefs.  Likewise we must not judge the contents of the so-called “New 
Testament” by a different standard that we judge the Tanak. 

Anti-missionaries like Tovia Singer violate this principle because they regularly 
judge the contents of the so-called “New Testament” by a stricter standard than 
they judge the Tanak. 

An argument that proves too much, proves nothing at all.  In this case an argument 
which would also disprove the contents of the Tanak is not a valid Jewish 
argument against the contents of the so-called “New Testament.” 

  



 

Alleged Historical Inaccuracies in the Ketuvim Netzarim 

Nazareth 

Anti-missionaries will argue that Nazareth did not yet exist in the first 
century.  This is based on the fact that Nazareth is not mentioned in any Jewish 
literature prior to the third century C.E.. 

But absence of evidence is not evidence of absence and in 1962 a Hebrew 
inscription was found on a marble fragment from a synagogue found in Caesarea 
Maritima which mentioned Nazareth in the assignment of priests that took place at 
some time after the Bar Kokhba revolt, 132-35 AD.   So few today doubt the fact 
that Nazareth did in fact exist as early as the first century. 

Luke 2:1-2 

Anti-missionaries have also argued that Luke’s account of the events leading to the 
birth of Yeshua is filled with historical inaccuracies.  They argue that there was no 
census, Quirinius was not governor of Syria at that time, and people did not have to 
return to their ancestral home as Luke said. 

Now lets look carefully at Luke 2:1-2 

And it happened that in those days a decree went out from Caesar Augustus that 
all the Land should be enrolled.  This enrollment first happened during the 
governorship of Quirinius in Syria. 
(Luke 2:1-2 HRV) 

For “all the Land” the Old Syriac Aramaic has KOLEH ERA which is ambiguous 
in Aramaic. ERA (Strong’s #772) is the Aramaic equivalent of Hebrew eretz 
(Strong’s 776).  This word can mean “world” (as in Prov. 19:4) “earth” (as in Dan. 
2:35) or “land” (as in Dan. 9:15) and is often used as a euphemism for “The Land 
of Israel” (as in Dan. 9:6). 

The Greek translator mistook the word to mean “world” here causing scholars to 
mistakenly think that Luke was speaking of one of the three empire-wide censuses 
which took place in 28 B.C., 8 B.C., and 14 A.D.  None of these dates fits well 
with the time of the birth of Messiah. 



However we learn from the Aramaic text that Luke actually refers a much smaller 
local census and not one of these empire-wide censuses at all.  This is supported by 
the fact that Luke uses the phrase “this enrollment first happened” so as to contrast 
this enrollment by another ordered by Quirinius in 6 C.E. which Luke mentions in 
his second book (Acts 5:37).  That census was a local census of Judah and so it 
stands to reason that this census was also a local census of Judah or “Ha-Eretz” 
“The Land” as well. 

Luke says this happened “during the governorship of Quirinius in Syria”  This is 
the reading of the Peshitta Aramaic.  The Old Syriac Aramaic says “in the years of 
Quirinius governor of Syria.” 

His full name was Publius Sulpicius Quirinius.  Skeptics have made much of the 
fact that Quirinius is known to have become Governor of Syria in 6 C.E. (several 
years to late to fit the time of Yeshua’s birth).  However there are two very 
workable solutions to this apparent problem. 

The first is that Quirinius may have served as governor of Syria once before, 
perhaps as a military governor, prior to his installation in 6 C.E..  A Latin 
inscription has been found recording the career of a distinguished Roman officer 
who, when he became imperial legate of Syria entered upon that office ‘for the 
second time’ (Lat. iterum).  This Roman officer could very well be Quirinius. 

The second is that “the years of Quirinius” actually began before he actually 
became governor of Syria.  Quirinius was governing in Syria as a Roman Senator 
in charge of being the assessor of property in Syria as well as Judea (which the 
Romans regarded as part of Syria). His name was also mentioned in “Res Gestae – 
The Deeds of Augustus by Augustus” which was found in the city of Antioch 
Pisidia placing him as consul as early as 12 B.C..  The Greek geographer and 
historian Strabo (circa 63 B.C. – circa A.D. 23), seems to indicate Quirinius may 
have been in Syria with a special commission for military operations  between 10 
and 7 B.C.  Moreover the Roman historian Tacitus mentions that Quirinius was 
appointed by Augustus to be an advisor to his young son Caius Caesar in 
Armenia.  Caius was sent to administer Syria in 1 C.E. with Quirininus as his 
advisor.  So there is good evidence that “the years of Quirinius” in Syria began 
several years before his installation as governor in 6 C.E.. 

  



 

Alleged Historical Inaccuracies in the Tanak 

For example Daniel 4:1-37 records that Nebuchadnezzar spent seven years insane 
and living like an animal, however there is no record of this in any secular 
historical source, and due to this absence of evidence many skeptics regard this as 
a historical inaccuracy. 

According to the Book of Daniel, “That very night Belshazzar the Chaldean king 
was slain. And Darius the Mede received the kingdom being about 6sixty two 
years old.” (Dan. 5:30-31).   Yes secular historians say that Belshazzar was not the 
king of Babylon at the time and that Nabonidus was the king of Babylon at the 
demise of the Chaldean Empire. Belshazzar was his son.  Also there is no reference 
to Darius the Mede in any ancient document, in fact secular historians claim that 
Darius never took the kingdom nor was he ever king of Babylon. 

In 2 Kings l5:19 we read “Pul the King of Assyria came against the land;….”  Yet 
in secular sources there was no person named “Pul” who was known to becomes 
King of Assyria. The king who secular historians believe reigned in Assyria at that 
time was Iva-bish. 

In fact skeptics have argued that there is no historical evidence that Abraham, Isaac 
and Jacob, or even Moses ever existed (much less Adam, Enoch or Noah).  They 
argue that there is no historical evidence that there was ever a slaughter of the 
innocents at the time of Moses birth, or that the Hebrews were ever slaves in 
Egypt, or that the exodus ever occurred. 

Genesis 12 and 24, claim that Abraham owned camels. Yet archaeological research 
claims to show that camels were not domesticated in the land of Canaan until the 
10th century B.C.E.—about a thousand years after the time of Abraham. 

 

 

  



 

Apparent Contradictions in the Ketuvim Netzarim 

Anti-missionaries will argue that the books of the so-called “New Testament” are 
filled with contradictions.  For example, the will point out an apparent 
contradiction between Matthew and Mark on the one hand: 

And after six days, Yeshua took Kefa and Ya’akov, and Yochanan his brother, and 
brought them up to a high mountain, apart. 
(Matt. 17:1) 

And after six days, Yeshua took Kefa, and Ya’akov, and Yochanan, and took them 
up 
into a great mountain privately: and was changed before their eyes. 
(Mark 9:2) 

And Luke on the other hand: 

And it happened that about eight days after these words, Yeshua took Kefa, and 
Ya’akov, and Yochanan, and ascended a mountain to pray. 
(Luke 9:28) 

In fact this supposed contradiction is easily resolved.  This is merely the difference 
between exclusive and inclusive counting.  Matthew and Mark use exclusive 
counting and only counts the days which fell between the starting and ending days, 
while Luke uses inclusive counting and includes the starting and ending days in his 
count. 

  



 

Another favorite of the Anti-missionaries is the apparent contradiction between: 

And it was the third hour when they crucified Him. 
(Mark 15:25) 

And: 

And it was the day of preparation for Pesach, and it was about the sixth hour. And 
he said to the Judeans, Behold, your king. 
(Jn. 19:14) 

“Hours” as we know them had not yet been invented.  Some systems divided a day 
into twelve “hours” others into twenty-four “hours”.  Some divided only daylight 
time into “hours” while other systems divided daytime into “hours” and nighttime 
into “watches”. 

Mark is using a system by which the whole 24 hour day (by our modern reckoning)  
was divided into just twelve “hours” which were about twice as long as our 
modern “hours” such that daytime only had six hours, with the third hour being 
about “noon”. 

By another reckoning, time was divided differently and the segments were longer. 
Ancient Roman sundials show that the daylight hours were divided into twelve 
equal segments, or hours. However, there were only two major segments, daytime 
and nighttime, with the hours beginning at sunrise and counted until sunset. Under 
this system the “sixth hour” in Roman time was also about noon. 

  



 

Apparent Contradictions in the Tanak 

For example: 

“And again the anger of YHWH was kindled against Israel, and he moved David 
against them to say, Go, number Israel and Judah.” (2Sam. 24:1) … but wait, the 
parallel passage in 1Chon. 21:1 says “And Satan stood up against Israel, and 
provoked David to number Israel.” 

On the surface this appears to be a contradiction. But in reality this is an idiom by 
which an active verb is used in connection with YHWH, not to say that He did 
something, but actually to say that he ALLOWED it to happen in his sovereignty 
over the universe. 

There are many other examples: 

Jehoiachin was 18 years old when he began to reign. 2 Ki.24:8. 
Jehoiachin was 8 years old when he began to reign. 2 Chr.36:9. 

(In this case the contradiction is a scribal error in the Masoretic Text and some 
manuscripts of the Septuagint.  Some Hebrew manuscripts, the Peshitta Aramaic 
Tanak and the Alexandrian text of the Septuagint have “eighteen”) 

Jehoiachin reigned 3 months. 2 Ki.24:8. 
Jehoiachin reigned 3 months and 10 days. 2 Chr.36:9. 

The census count was: Israel 800,000 and Judah 500,000. 2 Sam.24:9. 
The census count was: Israel 1,100,000 and Judah 470,000. 1 Chr.21:5. 

The two pillars were 18 cubits high. 1 Ki.7:15. 
The two pillars were 35 cubits high. 2 Chr.3:15. 

420 talents of gold were brought back from Ophir. 1 Ki.9:28. 
450 talents of gold were brought back from Ophir. 2 Chr.8:18. 

One could go on, but it is not my intent here to tear down the Tanak.  I firmly 
believe in the inspiration of every word of the Tanak.  I believe that any and all 
apparent contradictions can ultimately be explained. 



The seven rules of Hillel are regarded in Judaism as the most basic rules of Jewish 
hermeneutics.  The sixth of the seven rules of Hillel is  “Kayotze bo mimekom 
akhar” (analogy made from another passage).  This rule says that two passages 
may seem to conflict until a third resolves the conflict. 

Examples in the Tanak: 

Leviticus 1:1 “out of the tent of meeting” and Exodus 25:22 “from above the ark of 
the covenant between the chrubim” seem to disagree until we examine Numbers 
7:89 where we learn that Moses entered the tent of meeting to hear YHWH 
speaking from between the cherubim. 

1 Chronicles 27:1 explained the numerical disagreement between 2 Samuel 24:9 
and 1 Chronicles 21:5. 

Exodus 19:20 “YHWH came down upon Mount Sinai” seems to disagree with 
Deuteronomy 4:36 “Out of Heaven He let you hear His voice”.   Exodus 20:19 
(20:22 in some editions) reconciles the two by telling us that Elohim brought the 
heavens down to the mount and spoke. (m.Sifra 1:7) 

This is similar to what the Reformers called “ANALOGIA SCRIPTURA” “the 
analogy of Scripture.”  This principle tells us that if we understand two passages in 
a way that they contradict each other then we are misunderstanding one or both of 
them. 

  



 

Apparent Chronological Conflicts in the Ketuvim Netzarim 

Anti-missionaries will argue that the books of the so-called “New Testament” are 
filled with chronological conflicts.  For example, they will point out an apparent 
chronological conflict between Matthew on the one hand and Mark and Luke on 
the other. 

  



 

Apparent Chronological Conflicts in the Tanak 

In fact we need go no further that the opening portion of the opening book of the 
Torah itself to find an apparent chronological conflict: 

11 And Elohim said: Let the earth put forth grass, herb yielding seed, and fruit tree 
bearing fruit after its kind, wherein is the seed thereof, upon the earth. And it was 
so. 
12 And the earth brought forth grass, herb yielding seed after its kind, and tree 
bearing fruit, wherein is the seed thereof, after its kind. And Elohim saw that it was 
good. 
… 
20 And Elohim said: Let the waters swarm with swarms of living creatures, and let 
fowl fly above the earth in the open firmament of heaven. 
21 And Elohim created the great sea creatures, and every living creature that 
creeps with which the waters swarmed after its kind, and every winged fowl after 
its kind. And Elohim saw that it was good. 
22 And Elohim blessed them, saying: Be fruitful and multiply, and fill the waters in 
the seas, and let fowl multiply in the earth. 
23 And there was evening and there was morning, a fifth day. 
24 And Elohim said: Let the earth bring forth the living creature after its kind: 
cattle, and creeping thing, and beast of the earth, after its kind. And it was so. 
25 And Elohim made the beast of the earth after its kind, and the cattle after their 
kind, and every thing that creeps upon the earth after its kind. And Elohim saw that 
it was good. 
26 And Elohim said: Let us make man in our image; after our likeness. And let 
them have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over 
the cattle, and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creeps upon 
the earth. 
27 And Elohim created man in His own image: in the image of Elohim created He 
him; male and female created He them. 
(Gen. 1:11-27 HRV) 

Now compare this with Genesis chapter 2: 

4 These are the generations of the heaven and of the earth when they were created, 
in the day that YHWH Elohim made earth and heaven. 
5 No shrub of the field was yet in the earth, and no herb of the field had yet sprung 



up, for YHWH Elohim had not caused it to rain upon the earth, and there was not a 
man to till the earth. 
6 But there went up a mist from the earth, and watered the whole face of the earth. 
7 Then YHWH Elohim formed man of the dust of the earth, and breathed into his 
nostrils the breath of life, and man became a living soul. 
8 And YHWH Elohim, planted a garden eastward in Eden, and there He put the 
man whom He had formed. 
9 And out of the earth, made YHWH Elohim to grow every tree that is pleasant to 
the sight, and good for food: the tree of life also in the midst of the garden, and the 
tree of the knowledge of good and evil. 
… 
19 And out of the earth YHWH Elohim formed every beast of the field, and every 
fowl of the air, and brought them unto the man to see what he would call them. And 
whatsoever the man would call every living creature, that was to be the name 
thereof. 
20 And the man gave names to all cattle, and to the fowl of the air, and to every 
beast of the field. But for Adam, there was not found a help meet for him. 
(Gen. 2:4-20 HRV ) 

While Genesis 1 appears to have plants and animals created before man, Genesis 2 
appears to have them created after man. 

  



 

Alleged Pagan Influences on the Ketuvim Netzarim 

The Anti-missionaries will argue that there are pagan influences in the so-called 
“New Testament.”  For example they will accuse the concepts of the virgin birth, 
the resurrection and the deity of Messiah to be pagan influences on the so-called 
“New Testament.” 

  



 

Alleged Pagan influences on the Tanak 

This is an example of unequal weights and measures because there are similar 
alleged pagan influences in the Tanak. 

For example regarding the Creation account in the Torah “… it is claimed that 
there are similarities between the Babylonian and Old Testament accounts.  A 
tabulation is given by A. Heidel in The Babylonian Genesis illustrates this.” (The 
Old Testament; A Beginning Survey by Dane R. Gordon; 1985 p. 20 referencing 
The Babylonian Genesis 2nd Ed.; 1951 p. 129) 

Scholars also see many parallels between the Babylonian flood story and that of 
Noah as found in the Torah. 

“The name of the Babylonian Noah was Utnapishtim.  Like Noah he was warned 
by a god, Ea, the benevolent god of the earth, to build a ship and to take on board 
‘the seed of all living things.’ … The vessel was loaded and there followed a wild 
storm which blew for six days and nights.  When it subsided Utnapishtim opened a 
hatch and looked out upon the water.  All mankind had returned to clay.  He sat 
down and wept.  But the level of the water fell and the ship grounded. … 
Utnapishtim then left the ship and offered sacrifice.” 
(The Old Testament; A Beginning Survey by Dane R. Gordon; 1985 pp. 19-20) 

There are also parallels between the Torah and the Babylonian Code of 
Hammurapi.  For example the Torah reads: 

23 But if any harm follow, then you shall give life for life, 
24 Eye for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, foot for foot, 
25 Burning for burning, wound for wound, stripe for stripe. 
(Ex. 21:23-25 HRV) 

And if a man maim his neighbor, as he has done, so shall it be done to him: 
(Lev. 24:19 HRV) 

And we read in the Babylonian Code of Hammurapi: 

“If a man has destroyed the eye of a man of the gentleman class, they shall destroy 
his eye …. If he has destroyed the eye of a commoner … he shall pay one mina of 



silver. If he has destroyed the eye of a gentleman’s slave … he shall pay half the 
slave’s price.” 

Scholars also see strong parallels between many Pslams in the Tanak and Egyptian 
Psalms to other deities.  For example Psalm 104 is said to have a remarkable 
resemblance to the Hymn of Aten. (Pritchard, James B. “The Ancient Near East, An 
anthology of Texts and Pictures“, Princeton University Press, 1958, page 227.) 

Another alleged pagan influence on the Tanak may be found in the names of the 
two protagonists of the Book of Esther are named Ester and Mordecai.  These two 
names  parallel those of the Babylonian god Marduk and his consort the goddess 
Ishtar. 

 

 

 


