‘MUD ON MOUSES RABBY DR. H.M. B/UMG/RD, 19683

ONE OF THE MOST F/MOUS OF THk PLAYS OF ANCLENT GREECE IS
THE PLAY BY SOPHOCLES CALLED," OEDIPUS THE KING". THE PLAY 1S
BASED ON A GREFK MYTH THAT AN ORACLE HAD WARNED LAIUS , THE FiTHR
OF OEDIPUS, THAT A SON WOULD BE BORN TO HIM WHO WOULD SLAY HIM.
THE SON WIS BORN EXPOSED TO DANGER BY LAIUS, AND WAS RESCUBED ANM
RE/RED BY THE IN(: AND QUEEN OF CORINTH, WHOM THE BOY REGARDED AS
HIS PARENTS, LATLR IN LIFE, OI'DIPUS, IN IGNORANCE, SLAYS HIS FATHER
AND MARRIES THE WIDOW 9_ 'H KILLED, NA_MELY HIS OWN MOTHER, 3
A MYTH IS NOT BASED ON, , BUT IT CAN CONTZIN WITHIN
ITS SYMBOLISM A PROFOUND PSYCHOLOGICAL TRUTH. THUS, WE DO NOT ASK
CONCERNING A MYTH, " DID THE EVENTS ACTUALLY HAPPEN THAT WAY?
INSTEARB WE ASK, IS THE SYMBOLISM OF THE MYTH TRUE TO LIFE?"

IT IS THE THESIS OF SIGMUND FREDD THAT THE OEDIPUS MYTH I¥ ENABLES US
TO UNDERSTAND MANY OF THE DEEPEST /AdD=BwmswST WORKINGS OF THhL HUMAN : (

MIND. DR. FREUD AND HIS SUCBESSORS IN THE FIELD OF PSYCHIATRY HAVE
RS e-TO-PRe¥ CLINICALLY THAT IT IS THE INFANTILE WISH OF
THE HUMAN SON-TO BISELACE HIS FATHER , JUST AS IT IS THE INFANTILE

WISH OF THE [HgseN DAUGHTER TO DISPLACE HER MOTHER. THIS PROCESS OF
INSTINCT AND FEELING WHICH , LCORDING TO DR. .UD, ALL HUMAN BEINGS
EXPFRIENCE TO SOME DEGREE, HOWEVER CONTROLLED AND SUBLIMATED IT MAY
BE, THE OEDIPUS COMPLEX.

IN MY OPINION THE CONCLUSLON THAT DR. FREUD ONCE PROMULGATED AS A
THEORY HAS NOW/ BEEN SOUNDLY ESTABLISHED AS A FHE@§Y’ PRINCIPLE
UPON WHICH WE HAVE TO BASE A GREAT DEAL OF OUR UNDERSTANDING OF THE
HUMAN MIND. IT HAS BEEN CLEARLY ESTABLISHED, FOR EXAMPLE, THAT
CHILDREN IN CERTALIN AGE GROUPS ARE PARTICULARLY PRONE TO FEELINGS
THAT ARE ANTAGONISTIC TO THE PARENTY OF THE SAME SEX. THE AVERAGE
CHILD WILL HAVE NIGHMARES DURING THIS PERIOD,4 WHEN FILLED WITH
GUILT ABOUT HIS HOSTILE INTENTIONS TOK ARDS HIS PARENT, HE WILL
PROJECT OVER TO THE PARENT A DESIRE TO HARM HIM, AND THE CHILD
WILL DREAM OF HIS PARENT IN THE FORM OF AN ANIMAL WHICH IS SET

ON EATING OR HARMING THE CHILD. THE INTENSITY OF THE CHILD'S
HOSTILITY TOWARDS THE PARENT OF THE SAME SEX WILL VARY VWITH THE
PARTICULAR CONDITIONS IN THE FAMILY AT THAT“E%gﬁwrNO TWO CHILDREN
MAY REACT ALIKE, BUT Tk PROCESS IS AT WORK( THE DETAILED STUDY

OF THE DRE/MS OF CHILDREN T/KE ALL THE GUESS WORK OUT OF THIS
CONCLUSION. IT IS NORMAL FOR THE CHILD TO LOVE AND HATE RIS
PARENT, AND IT IS NORMAL FOR THE CHILD TO WANT TO DISPLACE HIS
P/RENT, SO THAT HE CAN BECOME THE FAVORITE OR EXLUSIVE LOVE OBJECT
OF THE PARENT OF THE OPPOSITE SEX. AS THE)CHILD MATURES, IF HE IS
NORMAL, HE WILL K¥/AN/YO/BY’

went not MERELY TO DISPLACE HIS FATHER, BUT

N ULTIMATELY ,MisBEEY TO IMITATE HIM. IF THE CHILD IS NORMAL,

HIS CHILDISH DESIRE TO REPLACE HIS FATHER WILL RECLDL AND Hh WILL

NOT FEEL OVERLY GUILTY. B —=. = FEENG—TC »
B2%92¥38a MANY A SON, HO“LVER CARRIES WITH HIM THROUGHOUT HIS

ADULT LIFE, A SUB-CONSCIOUS GUILT FOR A STILL-TEEMING DESIRE TO

DISPLACE HIS FATHER, A DESIRE OF WHICH HE MAY NOT BE CONSCIOUSLY AWARE.
ACCORDING TO THE FOUNDER OF BSYCHO -ANALYSIS, THIS PROBLEM WHICH ALL
HUMANS BEINGS HAVE TO SOME DEGREE, IS A BSSIC ONE IN Ubbirkca-meSNG
HUMAN RELATIONSHIPS. P Develypment 7
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% . DR. FREUD HAS WRITTEN MANY BOOKS DEMONSTRATING THIS AND OTHER
PRINCIPLES CONCEKNING THk OPIRATION Q %E 1}%' HUMJN MIND. Hb @UST Bk
RECOGNIZED AS ONE OF THi OUTSTANDING OF ALL HUMAN HISTORY,
IT CAN FAIRLY BE SAID, THAT EVERY EDUC ATED PERSON TODALY OPERLTES
WITH AT LEAST SOME PART OF FREUD'S TELACHING AS PART OF HIS REGULAR
THINKING PROCESS. IN HIS BOOK, "MOSES AND MONOIH &@BSM", DR.

FREUD TRIES TO APPLY THE INSIGHTS OF THE OEDIPUS COMPLEX NOT

JUST T0 ONE ¢¢g) INDIVIDUAL BUT TO AN ENTIRE PEOPLE. SPECIFICALLY, 3

HE ASKS US TO MEDIT/TE UPON THE POSSIBILITY THAT THE HEBREW PLOPLE
MURDERED THEIR FOUNDER AND FATHER, MOSES, AND THAT SUBSEQUENT
DEVELOPMENTS IN JUDAISM ARE DUE TO THE RELEASE OF THi REPRESSED

GUILT FEELING OF THE PEOPLE THAT THEY HAD KILLED THEIR FOUNBE™ AT

SOME TIME IN THE ANCIENT PAST. DR, FREUD ADMITS THAT HE IS TAKING

A GREAT LEAP IN THIS BOOK. HE ADMITS THAT HE HAS  NOT SOLVED Waﬂ-ﬂ e

PROBLEMS IN TRYING TO ESTABLISH THIS THHk ORY, NLVERTHELESS Hb BLiSh
OBVIOUSLY THOUGHT WELL ENOUGH OF THL IDELA TO TRr—pesemssmel-mgs (U0

RO, /S ONEREDS—PHE—BOO E : A FASEINET NG
n\LBOOK NE G PHERS—FHA] ;p' y g:.___ LIRS i E S "':ﬁ ’n‘iﬂ
Hi HENT— RV ORDS sttt e ‘Il ] OUZLINES

OR_THE PENF—FH#FHE—FRELS TH.T b DOESN'T ALED/MURLE PROOFP,

\ & FREUD IS SATISFIED THAT RELIGION PRIMARILY SPRINGS FROM THE
SAME NEXUS AS THE OEDIPUS COMPLEX. HE BORROWS ¥ROM CHARLES
DARWIN THE SUGGESTION THAT IN PRDYEVAL TIMES MEN LIVED IN SMALL 0
HORDES, EACH UNDER THE DOMINATION OF £ STRONG MALE."THE STRONG MAthr\«w
_/!,\/I‘&‘/’,\&'As THE MASTER AND FATHER OF THE WHOLE HORDE, UNLIMITED
g IN HIS POWER, WHICH HE USED BRUT/LLY. ALL FEMALES WERE HIS PROPERTY, e
MMT;;’;,_:. THE F/TE OF THE SONS WAS A HARD ONE: IF THLY EXCITED THE FATHER'S
O T* JEALOUSY THEY WERE KILLED OR EMASCULATED OR DRIVEN OUT.
ULTIMATELY ONE OF THE SONS MIGHT SUCCEED IN DEVELOPING HIS OWN
PRIVATE HORKDE , WHERE HE WOULD REIGN AS A MASTER, AFTER THE
IMAGE OF HIS FATHER. ‘V‘
DR, FREUD , THEN CONTINUES THE DARWINIAN SUGGESTION. ( P. 103)."}“"H i
THAT THE NEXT DECISIVE STEP TOWARDS CHANGING THE PRIMEVAL
SOCIAf ORG/NIZATION C/ME WHEN " THE BROTHERS WHO HAD BEEN DRIVEN
OUT AND LIVED TOGHER IN A COI\iM[JNITY-mg“ D TOGETHE R, OVERCAME
THE FATHER, AND ACCORDING TO THE CUSTOM OF TH_OSE TIMES- ALL
Rik@SK OF HIS BODY. TiIS C/ANNIBALISM, noted Dr. PBreud, NEED NOT
SHOCK US, IT CONTINUED INTO F/R LATER TIMES.

THE ESSENTIAL POINT IS He®S¥ER THAT WE ATTRIBUTE TO THOSE PR IJeVAL
PEOPLE THE SAME FEELINGS AND EMOTIONS THAT Wi HAVE LLM IN g0’
' — e : CHILDREN, BY PSYC.OZNALYTIC RESEARCEAL ¢

THAT IS TO SAY, THE®*NOT MERELY HATED AND FEARED THEIR FATHER, BUT

ALSO HONOURED HIM AS AN EBYMPLE TO BHLLOW: IN FACT EACH SON WANTED

TO PLACE HIMSELFIN HIS FATH ER'S POSITION. THE C/NNIBALISTISTIC ACT

THUS BECOMES COMPREHENSIBLE AS AN AITEMPT TO ASSURL ONE'S IDENTIFICATION
WITH THE FATHER BY INCORPBR/TING A PART OF HIM.

THE MEMORY OF THE F/THER LIVED ON DURING THIS TIME OF THE "BROTHER
HORDE", A STRONG ANIMA, ,WHICH PERHAPS AT FIRST WAS ALSO DREADED,
WAS FPOUND AS A SUBSTITUTE. THE RELATIONSHIP TO THHTOTEM ANIMAL
RETAINED THE ORIGINAL ABIVALENCY OF FE )S THE FATHER.
THE TOTEM WiS, ON Tik ONE HAND, THE 4o R AND
PROTECTING SPIRIT OF THE CLAN: HE WAS TO BE R‘Va}{hED AND PROTECTED.
ON THE OTHER HAND, A FESTIVAL WAS INSTITUTED ON WHICH DAY THE g

LING ,TOV,/




Pasat¥ré;=¥a!aﬁﬁ ON THAT DATE., THAT IS, THE ANIMAL OR FATHER
SUBSTITUE WAS KILLED AND L,Thy'BY ALL THL BROTH ERS TOGETHER
IN THE TOTEM FE/ST. THIS GRE/T DAY WAS IN REALITY A FEAST OF TRIUMPH
TO CELEBRATE HHE VICTORY OF THE UNITED SONS OVER THE FATHER.

/ ACCORDING TO DR. FREUD P TOTEMISM MAY BE REGARDED AS Til EARLIEST
APPE MRWACE OF REL, IN THEk HISTORY OF MANKIND, THE NEXT STEP
FROM TOTEMISM IS THE HUMAN ISING OF THk WJR.SHIP;’LD BEING. HUMAN GUI
TAKE THE PLACE PREVIOUSLY FILLED BY ANIMALS. EWeMiS® THE GOD Lé
STILL *PR}LCLNTLD A .i‘!\I iMI\ML OR Hby Brikp Tik GouNEENRNGE  OF AN

ANIMAL . Phid foeT W .
Jromave  didavrge ?W by ne iy

DR. FlkUD THEN GOES ON TO WRITE, " MORE  THAN ONE AUTHOR HAS BEEN
STRUCK BY THE CLOSE RESEMBLANCE BETWEEN THE RITE OF CRHISTIAN
COMMUNION WHERE THE BELIEVER SYMBOLIC/LLY INCORPORATES THE BLOOD
AND THE FLESH OF HIS GOD, AND TH. TOTEM FEAST, WHOSE INNER MEA ING
IT REPRODUCES.” WE CAN PAUE TO MAKE THE ANZLOGY HERE THAT
CHSITEAN ITY DOES BEGIN WITH THE MURDER OF Tiil GOD, AND DR. FREUD
IS ONLY ASKING US TO BELIEVE THAT JUD:ISM BEGINS IN MUCH THE SAME

WAY WITH THE MURDER OF ITS OWN LIBERATOR. A STUDY OF ANCIENT
RELIGLONS, AS IN THE ST/NDARD W(RK, " THE GOLDEN BOUGH", BY FRAZER,
CLE/RLY SHOWS. THAT MANY OF THE ANC ENT GODS WERE 1DENFIED WITH
INIMALS WHO WERE KILLED AND EATEN AT Tk PFESTIVAL MEAL BY
THE WORSHIPPERS. THE FOLLOWERS OF THE GOD ADONIS OR TAMMUZ
CONCEIVED OF HIM IN THE FORMOF A WILD BOAR OR PIG WHICH WAS THE
SACRIFICIAL INIMAL OF THEIR COMMUNION, WHENCE THE JEWISH DICTUM
NOT TO EAT THE PIG. ADONIS, LIKE JESUS, WAS A GOD Wh® WAS KILLED,
ONLY TO BE RESURRECTED. THE SAME IS TRUE OF THt GOD ATTIS, WHOSL
BODY IN EFFIGY WAS CARRIED AROUND ON A WOODEN TREE OR CROSS DURING
THE FI.STIVAL OF DEATH AND RESURRECTION. ATTIS, T0OO, WAS IDENTIFIED
WITH THE WILD BOAR AS A TOTEM ANIMAL REPRESENTING THE GOD. THIS
WAS TRUE /LSO OF THE EGYPTIAN GOD OSIRIS WHO WAS CONCEIVED AS A‘Dngf X
RISING ANB=DWENG GOD.

Q

ﬁ//‘THhRL IS TRULY SUCH A THING AS QBIQLNAL_SLN “THL SIN , ACCORDING TO
FREUD, IS NOT THAT /ADAM ATE THE APPLE, BUT THAT HIMEVAL MAN
KILLED THE FATHER OF THE HORDE, AND ALL MANKIND CARRIES THIS
KNOWLEDGE AND GUILT SUB-CONSCIHUSLY WITHIN THEM. CHRISTIANS , CONTEND
FREUD, RECOGNIZED THAT THEY KILLED GOD, I.E, THk FATHER, BUT JEWS
SWWB¢¢/ STUBBORNLY DENY THAT THLIS IS SO. BECAUSE THE CHRISTIANS Conety
CONFESS THEIR PARTICIPATION IN THE MURDER OF GOD, AND INDEED,in ovt
FREEVLY MURDER THE GOD AGAIN BY EATING HIM REGULARLY, THEY AT
(Eéd/ represa"%“‘xtconplNG TO FREUD ,(p. 118) A PROGRESS IN THE
HISTORY OF RELIGION. THIS PROGRLSS IS MuA#SURED IN TERMS OF THE

RETURN OF THE REPRESSED. JEXS, CONTEND FREUD, HAVL PRESENTED RELITON
ON A HIGHER SPIRITUAL AND LTHICAL LLVEL, AND IN A PURBR FORM OF
MONOTHESISM, BUT THEY CONTINUEP TO REPRESS THL WWHICH LLL
HUMMAHAVE, I.E. THAT WE , IN OUR PRIMEVAL PAST, KILLED THE FATHER (GOD}).
FREUD EMP& ASIZES THE POINT THAT MEN NeEED TO ADMIT THAT THEY

KILLED THE PRIMEVAL FATHER IN ORDER TO RELLASE TulIR IMBEDDED GUILT
FLILINGS. IN THIS SLNSL HL FLLLS TH.AT ST PAUL HAD RLLIGI\)US INS.[uH'l‘
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I M SURE THAT MY LISTENTERS WILL WANT TO KNOW, " HOW/DO HOU FEEL
ABOUT ALL OF THESE THINGS RB3A". I BEGAN MY REMARKS BY SAYING THAT

. I GENERALLY ACCEPT THi. TEACHINGS OF FREUD CONCERNING THE WORKINGS OF THL
W HUMAN MIND. I BELIEVE THAT THE. WORLD IS ONLY BEGINNING TO RECOGNIZE
v THE AREPARES OF THIS MAN'S GONTRIBUTION. WE ARE DEALINJIN THIS BOVK

HOWEVER, NOT WITH FREUD'S THEORY ABOUT THE INDIVIDU/L MIND, BUT ﬂ'
l‘m HIS THEORY ABOUT THE COLLECTIVE MIND OF MANKIND. HE ATTEanTb
TO DEMONSTRATE IN THIS BOOK THAT THE /DVANCE OF MANKIND F 3

PRIMITIVE TIMES IS ROUGHL:Y COMPARABLE TO THL ADVANCE OF .h1M N rRO,M

l[ S CHILDHOOD I‘ND MEN, AS A WHQLE, HAVE d.LPRh.SSED
1] ST . E‘Eﬂ INK IN TMIS
RPGJ RD THAT WE MUST LISTEX VERY CLOSELY TO WHAT DR.. UD IS TRYING TO

SAY. ON THE OTHER HAND, WHEN HE COMES TO APLYING HIS THORY TO A
SPECIFIC BEVELOPMLNT IN HUMUN HISTORY, I THINK Hk RUNS INTO TROUBLE.
HIS THEORY MAY BE A PLICABLE TO HUMA\ EXSTORY IN GENERAL. IT MAY
BE IMPOSSIBLE TO APPLY THE THEORY A PARTICUPAm PL()PLL Ofy TO

A PARTICULAR MOVEMENT IN HISTORY W Covrrz-

FOR EXAMPLE, DR. FREUD HAS ENABLED US TO UNDETSTAND THAT ALL HUMAN
BEINGS HAVE TRACES OF THE OLDIPUS COMPLEX, BUT THk NORMAL HUMAN BING
WILL DEVELOP TO THE POINT WHERE Hk WILL IMITATE HIS FATHER, INSTE/D
OF TRYING TO DISPLACE HIM. HE LAUDS XTY FOR REMINDING MuN THAT THEY

KILLED THLIR GOD YET WHAT HAS P ULI NL ﬁTY DONE FOR TiHE JMIND \72
185 PL )1 uu,ﬁ/lpg%é‘

DEEDS OF ME N.,}T Ghl\lﬁuY S TJ UGHT MeN THAT IF THRY WILL ONL
ACCEPT THE MYTH OF THE GOD WHO DIED FOR THEIR SINS, THEY ARE THERLBY
MIRACULOUSLY S#VED. JUDAISM, DR. FREUD COMPLAINS, HAS NOT BEEN ABLE TO
RELE +SE THE REPRESSED KNOWLEDGE THAT MEN KILLED THIR GOD OR FATHeR.
ON THE OTHER HAND, FREUD ADMITS THAT JUDLISM IS A PURER MONOTHESISM
AND HES EN ITS FOLLOVERS TO RISE TO GREATER SPIRITUAL HEIGHTS. .
IT MAY BE THA DR. FREUD $§4® NeGLECTED ONE OF HIS OWN POINTS IN
ORDER TO EST/BLISH ANOTHER MORE FAVORED POINT. IT IS ALSO PART OF HIS
2 PRINCIPLE, THAT WHILE A NORMAL SON WILL WANT TO DISPLACE HIS FATHER,
/' WHEN THE SON IS YOUNG, AS THE SON GROWS OLDER, HE WANTS TO BE LIKE
THE FATHER, AN HE IS QUITE CONTENT WITH IMITA'J‘,IN HIM, RATHLR THAN
LB A 2 vl i ki

KILLING HIM. B fiblecr mrox - rueslrpbiah [lia - :

IN THE 23rd CHAPTER OF LEVITICUS JEWS ARE TOLD IN THE NAME O GOD,

" YE SHALLBE HOLE BECAUSE I THE LORD YOUR GOD AM HOLY." OVER AND OVEL

AGAIN, JUDAISM INVITES THE JEW TO IMITATE GOD, TO PATTERN HIS LIFE

APTER GOD-LIKE ACTIONS. IT SEEMS TO ME THAT XTY , AS  PRISENTED BY

PAUL, MAKES THE WORSHIIPER DEPENDENT ON THL GOD, BUT JUD ALSM J

X%RIVL%W THE WORSHIBPER X PARTNER WITH GOD. IN THIS SENSE, 7 haw
TENDS 17O KEEP THE WORSHIPPER IN AN INF/NTILE STATE, SO THAT THE

7 MURDER4OF THE GOD MUST BE REPEATED EVERY LASTER, IN ORDER FOR THE

WORSHIPFER TO FEEL SECURE. IN JUDAISM , THE IMAGE OF GUD AS L VENaEawL,

PUNITIVE FATHER HAS BEEN REPLACED BY THAT OF & GOD WHO IS LOVE —

\ GIVING /ND @ORGIVING. THERE' ré NO NLED TO KILL THIS GOD.

WHAT HE DOES. Wk DON'T BECOME LIKE~GOD BY KATING HIS BODY AND BLOCD
AS IN THE TT'RI‘TIIN COMMUNION, WE BECORE LIKE GOD BY ACTING LIKE
GOD, BY IMITIATING HISJMEEDS OF JUSTICE AND LOVE, IT SEEMS TO ME THAT
1‘RLUD IS RELUCTANT TO ADMIT THAT BIBLIC+L JUDALSM CONTAINS THE

SEEDS OF A MOST ADULT AphD PROGRESSIVE (AND HEALTHY MINDED REL IGION.

> J
FURTHER WITH ITS EA IPHﬁS‘s()N C.\QNJJLLT JUDAISM TEACHES THAT A MAN BLLUMJ:.S&
/
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FREUD IS NOT  CONTENT WITH MAKING A  GENERAL TikORY ABOUT
THE ORIGIN OF RELIGION. HE ACTUALLY ATTEMPTS IN THIS AUDACIOUS AND
FASCINATING BOOK TO SHOW THAT THE STORY OF MOSES 4S IT IS TOLD IN
T HE BIBLE SUPPORTS HIS THEORY. HE REMINDS US OF THE OUTLINE OF THE
OEDIPUS SITUATION IN REAL LIFE, WHERE THE SON ACTUALLY HOPES IN HIS
SUBCONSCIOUS TO DISPLACE THE FATHER. THEN, FREUD REFERS TO THE
STAND/RD STORIES ABOUT THE LIFE OF GREAT MEN, AND ATTEMPTS TO SHOW
THAT ALL OF THEM CONT AIN ELEMENTS OF THi OLDIPUS STORY. THE ELEMENTS
IRE THESE: be 7

1, THE HERO IN THE MYTH OR STORY IS Tik SON OF PARENTS OF HIGH STATI

USUILLY THE SON OF A KING.
n, HIS BIRTH IS IMPEDED BY DIFPFICULTIES . DURING THE ¢UJY PREGNANCY,

L

YUY / JASYRER /BRE/AS FATHER IS WARNED BY AN ORACLE OR DREAM THAT THE
BIRTH OF THE CHILD WILL BE A DANGER TO HIM.. , _
3. IN CONSEQUENCE THE FATHER GIVES ORGERS FOR Tk NEW -BORN BABE
TO BE KILLED OR EXPOSED TO DANGER.
4, THE CHILD IS THEN SAVED BY ANIMALS OR BY POOR PEOPLE .
5. WHEN FULL GORWN HE REDISCOVERS HIS NOBLE PARENTS AND WREAKS
PENGEANCE ON HIS FATHER, AND RECOGNIZED BY IS PEOPLE, ATTAINS
FAME .

FREUD PINTS OUT THAT THE ELEMENTS OF THE STANDARD STORY FIT SUCH
ANCINKT HEROES AS SARGON OF AKKAD, CYRUS, ROMULUS, OLDIPUS, PARIS,
HERACLES, GILG/MESH, #/ND MOSES.

HE CONCLUBES THAT ALL OF THESE STORILS SAY ONE Tii ING, A HERO IS A MAN
WHU ST/NDS UP MANFULLY AGAINST HIS FATHER AND IN THk LND VICTORIOUSLY
OVERCOMES HIM.

Tl HOW NOW DOES FREUD APPLY THE PSYCHO ANALYTIC ELEMENTS OF THIS
STORY TO MOSES? THE BIBLE TELLS US THAT THERE WERLE DANGERS CONFRONTING
MOSES AT HIS BIRTH BECAUSE OF AN ORDER BY PHAROH THAT ALL THE MALE
CHILDREN OF THE HEBREWS BE PUT TO DEATH. IN THk BIBLE, PHAROH IS CLE/RLY
NOT THE FATHER OF MOSES. THk BIBLICAL STORY, HOWEVER, DOES SAY THAT

MOSES WAS RAISED BY THE EGYPTIAN PRINCESS. FREUD SUGGESTS THAT

MOSES WAS REALLY THE SON OF THE EGYPTIAN PRINCESS, AND THAT PHAROH
FE/RED THAT HIS GRANDSON WAS 4 DANGET TO HIM . ACCORDINGLY Hk ORDERED
THE CHILD KILLED. MOSES WAS SAVED, BEING SUCKLLD BY A WOMAN OF
RELATIVELY HUMBLE ORIGIN, A HEBREW WOMAN, AND WHEN HE GREW UP,

HE ATTACKED PHAROH STRAIGHT ON. IN BRIEF, FREUD SUGGESTS THAT

THE BIBLICAL STORY HAS REVERSED THE RiEAL SITUATION. MOSES WAS NOT A
HEB/EW BY BIRTH BUT AN EGYPTIAN WHU IN REVOLTING AGAINST HIS FATHER OR
GRR/NDFZTHER SOUGHT TO THRBW IN HIS LOT WITH A PEOPLE OF HUMBLE OKIGIN.

FREUD CALLS THIS MYTH WHEREBY AN INFANT IS EXPOSED TO DANGER AND IS
RE/RED BY A STRINGE FAMILY, THE EXPOSURE MYTH. HE BELIEVES IT TO BE
THE FIRST STEP IN HIS PROOF THAT MOSES WAS NOT A JEW . VWi WILL SEE
TWO WEEKS FROM TONIGHT WHY FREUD THOUGHT IT IMPT. TO ESTABLISH THE
POINT THAT MOSES WAS NOT A JEW. .

3



WE MUST NOT FORGET, HOWEVER, THAT FREUD WHU WAS &4 VIENNLSE,
KNEW JUDAISM MOSTLY AS ORTHODOXY. HE DID NOT LIVE IN A TIME WHEN
REFORM JUDAISM HAD PLEELED OF F THk REPETITIOUS RITUALS OF ORTHODOXY
@ND HAD HELD UP THE TEaCHING OF THE PROPHITS IN THEIR ORIGINAL
BRILLIANCE. IN CONDEMING JUD:ISM So=conroeertY, FREUD WHO LIKED
JEWS, M/Y HIMSELF HAVE BEEN ACTIN%-QUT THE OLDIPUS MYTH, THING A
FEV HEALTHY WHACKS AT HIS OWN7 ATHER AND GRANDF/THER. ON p, 53
OF HIS BOOK MOSES AND MONUTHLSIS/FREUD STATES, " THi DISTOTION
oF 4 TEXT IS NOT UNLIKE MURDER",” THE MAN IS OBVIU SLY BRILLIANT,
BUT IT IS FAIR TO SAY THAT IN HIS TREATMENTOF THk BIBLICAL
TEXT, HE USES MORE THAN £ LITTLE LICENSE. HE IS CLEALY GUILTY
OF A DISTORTION THAT BORDERS ON MURDER. WE ARE SECURL ENOUGH
IN OUR UNDERSTANDING OF JUDAISM TO Tikk FRLUD'S TREATMENT
IN GOOD HHIHRHQ THE MAN HAS MANY INSIGHTS WHICH CAN TLACHUS MUCH
CONCERNING THI. GUNERAL NATURE OF RELIGION. WE CAN PROFIT FROMTHE

124 ’ d
READING OF HIsf'?féoY. WE WONDER, HOWEVER, WHY HE WAS SO CONCERNED
ABOUT JL:RING HIS OWN RELIGION TO SHREDS. SURE, WE ALL HATE OUR
FATHERS, BUT WE CAN STILL TRY TO LMITATE WHAT WAS GOOD ABOUT THEM.

3
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