
Exodus 20. Why did Moses 
make the Israelites drink the 

golden calf?

Probably as a form of punishment – we see the same in Jeremiah chapter 9 where God says he will punish the Israelites with 
various punishments including drinking bitter/poisonous/bad water. 

Lots of the explanations you’ll find on line are 18th/19th/20th/21st century ideas with various levels of credibility – as always, the 
key is to ascertain what it would have been seen as at the time it happened.
However, even suggestions which appeal to thinking at the time are varied .... Some are about the bull/calf god of the 
Egyptians, some about water, some about ingesting ....so, in short, we don’t know!

Psalm 51
Would David have written this if 

he hadn’t been found out?

Good question – we’ll never know.
Nathan ‘called out’ David – we all need people whose relationship with us is strong enough and our awareness of their positive 
concern for us is so certain that they can ask us difficult questions and call us to account.
This was not the only time Nathan called David out – he was a good and brave man.

Hopefully, reading the Bible will generate plenty of questions!  I (Steve) will do my best to give 1 paragraph ideas and musings to the questions raised – but these will not be the ‘only’ 
answer in many cases (I am not omniscient, nor even anywhere near as knowledgeable as many others I know). I will also know some things better than others – for example, I am better 
acquainted with Marks gospel than the others and John’s writings more than Paul’s. Ask me about Jeremiah and Job and I’m virtually clueless, I’ll have to seek others thoughts! Some may 
disagree with my thoughts given as answers – that is absolutely fine, disagreeing respectfully is important (demonstrating this at college, one fellow tutor and I let students observe us 
debating the various ‘John’ writings in scripture – gospel, 3 letters and Revelation, the extent to which they may be the same or different authors – we disagree, but are not arrogant 
enough to proclaim that one of us is definitely right to the exclusion of the other). There are some things which it is definitely important to be sure and ‘right’ about – such as who Jesus is, 
and others where it is not really important (such as which John wrote Revelation). There are some things which it is important to be certain about. There are some other things where we 
do not have certainty.
So, following are my imperfect, human musings to the questions Bible School students have raised. If others have better, wiser, or even just alternative thoughts (but biblically based and 
thought through) - let me know, we may incorporate them. 
I’ll get as far as I can with the questions in the time I have available – so do bear with me if one or two remain unanswered for a while.



Why did Aaron agree to let the 
people make the golden calf?

Good question which we’ll never know the answer to. 
Probably relating to weak leadership which seeks to please the people rather than lead the people. Leadership is often 
unpopular and leaders have to often make unpopular decisions – they need our prayer and support for that.
The Biblical Christian, Jewish and Islamic Quranic versions of this story paint Aaron differently. Christian scholars tend to lean 
towards blaming Aaron as a weak leader; Jewish scholars tend to say that Aaron allowed the ‘minor’ sin of the calf to preserve 
unity amongst the Jews and took the sin of making it upon himself (which, whilst it does point to Jesus, I have never 
understood how they draw that conclusion – but I am a Westerner!); Islamic teachings state that Aaron was much more active 
in warning the Jews not to create the golden calf. The Quran also adds more including an earthquake, deaths and resurrections
around this golden calf incident, none of which are documented in the Bible.
The reason I side with the Christian scholars is probably down to the comment and tone around Exodus 32.25.

Psalm 51
Sin only against God? – what 
about Uriah and Bathsheba?

Yes, David did sin against Uriah and Bathsheba. This is probably a typical piece of Jewish narrative hyperbole – emphasising that 
his sin against God was so significant, that the great sins against Uriah and Bathsheba were petty by comparison – like Jesus in
Luke 14.16  "If anyone comes to me and does not hate father and mother, wife and children, brothers and sisters--yes, even 
their own life, such a person cannot be my disciple.”   ...... Do not literally hate your relatives – it’s an expression of the extent to 
which our love for, and commitment to, God should make all other love and commitment pale into comparative insignificance.
It’s a Jewish literary expression technique which we 21st century westerners do not generally like as it is alien to us and our 
culture – exaggeration, hyperbole. 

Psalm 51 v8
Is there a meaning to ‘bones 

you have crushed’?

The crushing of bones is about absolute devastation, complete destruction of the person – so having the bones crushed was 
symbolic of his absolute lowest point.



Can we ever do anything good 
which is not affected by sin?

How does sin distort our ability 
to see God’s goodness in 

creation?

Was the serpent in Genesis 3 
satan or controlled by satan?

I think this is partly what Paul was wrestling with in Romans chapter 7. Even when we do good, we often do it with wrong or 
impure motives; or step back to gloatingly admire our actions (e.g. let’s take some time to marvel at our outstanding, amazing 
humility ..... Woops!).
However, as the people of God, we are set free, we are forgiven, we are ‘righteous’ – so our actions are us being ‘Jesus in the 
world’. Remember the ‘now and not yet’ – we HAVE been made holy and we WILL BE made holy – both are true. We will deal 
with this a lot more in the Spring term programme.

So, 2 sides to that – would make a good Batchelor degree essay title.

He’s there to represent the ‘satan’ figure as the personification and personalisation of evil. Satan / the devil / Lucifer / 
personalised evil appears in an evolving way throughout the bible – he is portrayed differently in Job (the earliest book) to how 
he is portrayed in Revelation (the last book), and several transitional differences in between. 

I’d tend not to seek to differentiate between these 2 options, and say ‘yes’ would be a fine answer to both.

I think it definitely does. The nature of sin is to distort – what God has said / done / commended / created.
Our sin of self sufficiency distorts our perspective on our complete reliance on God – for every breath we take.
Our sin of idolatry distorts our view of God as master, commander, ‘Lord’.
Our sin of greed distorts our perspectives on the planet – from the sharing of global food resources to our environmental 
responsibilities of Genesis 1. 



Why is there forgiveness for 
humankind and not for 

heavenly beings when they sin 
(ie the devil was thrown out)?

Ps 51.6
How did God speak to me when 

I was in my mother’s womb?
What does faithfulness in the 

womb look like?

Did the Levites who chose God 
still get struck by the plague?

I presume this is about Exodus ch32?
I don’t think we are told one way or the other.

My guess would be possibly ‘yes’ – Rodney Stark, in his excellent book ‘The triumph of Christianity’ shows how Christians cared 
for the ill, including plague victims in the Roman empire. Sometimes they seemed to gain some sort of immunity, others caught
the plague and died – doing the right thing did not guarantee life.
To counteract that view – the Exodus 32 event was certainly a punishment by God – would he hold the whole nation mutually 
accountable for their sin or would he separate out those who rallied to Aaron and those who didn’t? Which would be the action 
of a just God? The 21st century view, with our paramount concern for the individual and weak understanding of the collective 
would say ‘no’. The ancient Near East worldview had a much greater understanding of collective responsibility.

Repentance (a ‘sorry’ and a turning around to walk the other way) is a pre-cursor to forgiveness.
We are forgiven when we recognise our sin, apologise (the ‘sorry’ part of repentance), and seek to walk the right way (the 
‘active’ part of repentance ... Even if we keep getting that wrong).
It would appear that there is no repentance with the devil.

Different translators deal with this verse differently. 
For example: 
NASB “You desire truth in the innermost being, And in the hidden part You will make me know wisdom”; 
Holman “Surely You desire integrity in the inner self, and You teach me wisdom deep within”; 
King James “Behold, thou desirest truth in the inward parts: and in the hidden part thou shalt make me to know wisdom”; 
ESV “you delight in truth in the inward being, and you teach me wisdom in the secret heart”  
... So it’s all about how to translate the word which the NIV translates as ‘womb’ - most don’t, most say ‘inner parts’ making it 
less physical and more about the deepest, ‘inside’ me.



Was it because man was 
created in the image and 

likeness of God that he had a 
sense of obedience and choice 
even before the knowledge of 

good and evil?

Psalm 51 v11
What did David understand of 

the Holy Spirit before Pentecost

Psalm 104.35
Why would David want sinners 

to vanish and perish?

Mmm – good one .... I would guess probably, yes!

Several factors here. 
1. a desire for justice – and I think we would mostly share that. 
2. a desire for the triumph of good over evil, which again, most of us would share.  
3. an eschatological view – that is exactly what God will do at the end of time – David is praying ‘may your kingdom come’. 

We looked at this one in the session (although after you had written the card !). The Holy Spirit seems to operate in different 
ways in the 3 sections of the ‘bowtie’ model – to the left, pre-Jesus, he would often rest upon someone for a specific task/role
(eg Samson in Judges, or Bezalel in Exodus 31 etc). One of the unusual things about David was that the Holy Spirit stayed with 
him.
‘Take not your Holy Spirit from me’ relates to that era, not the post-Pentecost era where he appears to act differently –
indwelling the believer.


