1. Numbers 13 tells the story of the spies who went to visit the land promised to Abraham and his descendents. The 10 that delivered the “evil report” (v32) viewed the takeover of the land entirely from their limited human perspective (v33), leaving Yahweh totally out of the equation. 

Minimizing the resources and magnifying the problems, they became paralyzed by fear and it was this that resulted in their determination that they did not have the ability to successfully unseat the current residents. Self doubt had won.

Since this story is for our teaching today, discuss the delicate balance between a realistic assessment of our own abilities and limitations and a total reliance upon His limitless provision when He has made certain things clear without any dependencies.

2. Numbers 13:33 Who are the Nephilim and why do you need to know?

3. Numbers 14:18 speaks of visiting the iniquity of the fathers upon the children unto the third and fourth generation. The NIV is very strong stating “…He punishes the children for the sin of the fathers to the third and fourth generation.” Explain Yahweh’s grace and mercy upon a family using this passage.

4. Numbers 15:15-16 speak to there being one law for the native born and one law for the stranger. In FFOZ’s journal, #105, page 28, Toby Janicki, quoting Milgrom (footnote 13), seeks to establish that only those “commandments” specified in like manner apply to all, and not the entire Torah. Explain how he has or has not made his case.

Extra Credit #1

At the last meeting, David make the case that there is no Scripture that speaks directly to “Sunday” as a day that has been added for worship for the believer. Assess his conclusion in light of the passage from Psalms 118:22-26.

Extra Credit #2

Scenario

Note: Please disregard any logistical issue

Let’s say that after a study regarding whether it is proper for a woman to teach other women in the assembly, 100% find that this is acceptable.
Let’s say that after this study regarding whether it is proper for a woman to teach men in the assembly, 90% find that this is acceptable.

At a given meeting, we close the wall between the two rooms and set up one for a woman to teach and one for a man to teach. Have we met the burden of the study?

Suppose a man who found it acceptable to be taught by a woman decides they would like to hear the particular message being taught by a woman. Have we failed to meet the burden of the study?

