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Before getting started, let’s review a few notes...

*Old Testament Scripture is normally taken from the NEW AMERICAN STANDARD BIBLE® (NASB), copyright © 1960, 1962, 1963, 1968, 1971, 1972, 1973, 1975, 1977, 1995 by The Lockman Foundation. Used by permission.

*New Testament Scripture is normally taken from the English Majority Text Version (EMTV). Translated by Paul Esposito. Copyright © 2011.

*British spelling is often used, except for the quoted material, which normally employs U.S. spelling.

*Divine pronouns are normally not capitalized...

*As a general rule, words that appear in brackets within quotes are not found in the original texts, and were added by the translators or are my personal comments, etc.

*     *     *


...The mixture of these grains is not intended as some exotic Babylonian recipe but as a siege diet. A Talmudic anecdote recounts an experiment in which these elements were combined to make bread. The product was so disgusting that not even a dog would eat it (b. Erub. 81a). Under siege, however, famished humans eat food that even dogs refuse to eat. — (Bodi; Ezekiel 4:9)

For Ye Ye, life became increasingly lonely. Although visits from friends were not forbidden, Niang succeeded in making them feel so uncomfortable behind a veneer of politeness that they gradually ceased coming altogether.

He spent his time reading and practising calligraphy. Once he wrote the character ren (endure). He instructed Aunt Baba to study the word. ‘Divide ren (endure) into its two components, top and bottom. The top component, dao, means knife...The bottom component, xin means heart. Combined together, the word is telling us a story’... — Adeline Yen Mah; Falling Leaves Return to their Roots, (from chapter 7)

They...believe good of all evil, and as the inevitable result they will finally believe evil of all good...

...It should be remembered that the greater the light bestowed, the greater the darkness of those who pervert and reject it. — Ellen G. White; The Great Conflict, (from chapter 35)
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I. Strange Sorrows’ Cause
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The first quote above is talking about the specific type of bread that the prophet Ezekiel was commanded to eat around the time of the Babylonian conquest.

God commanded:


Now behold, I will put ropes on you so that you cannot turn from one side to the other until you have completed the days of your siege. 

But as for you, take wheat, barley, beans, lentils, millet and spelt, put them in one vessel and make them into bread for yourself; you shall eat it according to the number of the days that you lie on your side, three hundred and ninety days. Your food which you eat shall be twenty shekels a day by weight; you shall eat it from time to time...—Ezekiel 4:8-10


And to make matters worse, he had to cook the bread by burning fertiliser. The way Ezekiel was treated at times is a far cry from the Kenneth Copelands, with their beautiful suits and expensive jets. It’s night and day—even though the Lord doesn’t change. 

So apparently a Talmudic passage describes what happened when the recipe was repeated out of curiosity (I hope). Based on the report, I guess God’s diner has absolutely no chance of earning a Michelin Star. 

But why would the God of Israel command such a thing for a faithful servant? If you saw a father command something similar for their children, that person would soon be featuring in a true crime vlog. Why would God act this way?

First of all, self-aggrandisement is an occupational hazard for those who have been used mightily (see the fame of Lazarus in John 12:9). Even today, think of what would happen if someone shouted, ‘Yo, it’s Ezekiel! You know...Ezekiel...from the Bible!’ People who never read one verse of Holy Writ would willingly line up for selfies and autographs. The best vaccine was probably for people to think that Ezekiel was a tad ‘out there.’ 

So, his personal pride needed to be neutralised. Like Paul, it benefited a choice spokesperson to be reminded to think humbly (2 Corinthians 12:7). And yet a further reason for the brutal and abnormal instruction was probably to make it clear to Judah that life is not a game [I mean, there is now a board game called ‘Life’...Just cut me some slack...a whole lot of slack, rather].

God is serious about sin and judgment. He was serious about the doom that was proclaimed through the old prophets. Ezekiel’s dramatic plight probably ensured wide (gossipy) coverage while also demonstrating the certain severity of the Almighty’s (non-propitiated) wrath. If God will treat his servant like this, exposing him to grief and open shame, then maybe all those threats are serious!

There are always situations where the justice of God seems hard to understand. Outcomes can appear strange, haphazard—or downright mean. I’ve chosen three topics that have brought questions of true justice to the foreground.

Our subjects will be: 

A) The cases of Karen Read/Lindy Chamberlain-Creighton.

B) The account of Joseph Kony and his LRA militia.

C) The seeming brackish theology of Ellen G. White. (Specifically, we will look at her popular work, The Great Conflict.)

That list is perhaps about as diverse as earthly possible. Maybe we should just play a few rounds of Life instead...

Well...I’ll give it a try, finding solace in all that before-mentioned slack.

A. The Modern Canton

Any little bitty brain cell that remains has been shouting not to write about the Karen Read case. I know it’s super popular and very explosive. The reason why it’s being discussed is not for click-bait, and I genuinely apologise if my take is different from someone else’s who may be very passionate and concerned.

One of the many reasons why this story has become rather huge is that it touches on a lot of big issues that have both been simmering and boiling over on the streets and in the pubs for quite a while. I’m talking about such questions as, Can the police/government be trusted? — And, Is the system able to root out corruption and/or conspiracy?

Those sorts of questions certainly matter of course. Taking a step back though, there is one dead gentleman—who left behind two children who were already orphans—and a fair group of people who will probably be under a dark cloud publicly for the rest of their lives. And because the actual courtroom evidence isn’t overwhelming either way, there stands a good chance that many will believe that justice hasn’t been served—even if there is an unchallenged, final verdict.

Therefore, the lasting value for the distant viewer is that justice is often either absent, imperfect, or achieved under a cloud. That doesn’t seem fair.

And we’ve all been there, at least in more minor matters. We’ve been wronged. Our blood boils. There seems no way to rectify the situation.

Expanding a little, when it comes to the law and popular cases, there are various other acute frustrations. What if a predator only gets a slap on the wrist? What if warning signs and restraining orders prove to be useless? What if the police are overwhelmed or victims aren’t believed? And why should victims suffer further by having to constantly contact authorities or deal with the clerks or fret over appeals? How is such never-ending trauma ever really compensated or avenged? 

Where there is an ounce of crime there doubtless are also pounds of grief. 

Leaving Karen Read and Adam O’Keefe for a minute, let’s expand this whole conversation by looking at the topics of suspicion and justice from another angle...

B. Streep’s Tabernacle


In my opinion there are astonishingly few ‘straights’ in the police, legal or justice systems who will not deal, accept payoffs, or use underhand methods. Nevertheless a few still exist. To win by cheating is worse than not to win at all. It would be so easy to do, but to live with yourself afterwards? I could not. God does not need to use cheats and liars to win. In the long run one person who will ‘stand as true to duty as the needle is to the pole’ is better than an army of corruption (Chamberlain; from part 1).


In the previous generation, many people became interested in the ins and outs of justice because of Lindy Chamberlain (cf. d-i-n-g-o). Incidentally, this case is also where many people first heard intimately of Seventh-day Adventism (aka ‘SDA’)—the global denomination that largely sprung from the teachings of Ellen White (cf. their own church manual). The religious affiliation of the Chamberlains was more than just a line on a bio sheet. Misunderstandings and suspicions regarding SDA beliefs were acute focal points at times. 

Digressing for a moment, I think I should back up and look longer at White. She wrote a lot; yet it’s her book entitled The Great Conflict that is most popular and seems to encapsulate her doctrine adroitly.

Many of her most distinct soteriological views had to do with the Day of Atonement (aka Yom Kippur). Part of this Biblical liturgy involved two goats. One goat was a sacrifice whose blood was taken into the Tabernacle/Temple. The other poor critter was the infamous ‘scapegoat.’ The High Priest confessed a pile of sins over this goat and then sent him on a one-way trip to the wilderness. 

Part of the reason I called it ‘infamous’ is because of the controversies about what this animal is supposed to symbolise. Another debatable point is what the Hebrew term Azazel is supposed to mean. Those two questions are often intertwined. 

Cutting to the chase, the way the Hebrew of Leviticus 16:8 is written, Azazel appears to be a proper noun (i.e., someone’s name). But then note Leviticus 16:10 that makes it clear another Azazel is already in the wilderness, unless the second occurrence of Azazel in this verse is not a proper noun. (...Sorry that’s all a tad head-spinny). 

The etymology of the name would best be defined as ‘a goat [az] of departure [azal].’ So, is it a name or not? And if it is, then is a symbolically wicked creature wrapped up with Yahwistic salvation?

Getting back to Lindy Chamberlain, the story of her false imprisonment was one of those ‘perfect storm’ things. One early rumour that put her in a bad light involved the ceremony in Leviticus 16. 

You see, she was a strong woman with a strong personality. Sometimes this got her in trouble, especially with other women. (It’s probable that Karen Read suffers similarly.) She once acted brusquely with a gal who worked as a receptionist at a doctor’s office. The receptionist later told a doctor-friend about her distaste for Lindy. Ergo, this pair was wary of the headstrong mother from that time on. So, when the dingo controversy broke, Lindy was slandered by the doctor (Chamberlain; from part 5: ‘The Beginning of the End’).

One of the things he said was that—basically—the deceased baby’s name was like unto Azazel. Her name was actually ‘Azaria’ and could have absolutely nothing to do with Leviticus 16:8, etc. The etymology of Azaria is as plain as day. The ‘azar’ would mean ‘help’ or ‘support,’ as in the last part of ‘Ebenezer’ (which means ‘stone of help;’ see 1 Samuel 7:12). The ending to the name of Azaria signifies Yahweh, just as with the names Josiah and Isaiah and Hezekiah, etc. Lindy just dropped the ‘h,’ which is common. She said the name meant ‘blessed of God’ (Chamberlain; from part 2: ‘An Inquest for the History Books’). That’s close enough; but a more literal translation would prove to be truer for Lindy  

Anyway, ‘Azaria’ has no relationship whatsoever to the scapegoat. The mistake of the slanderous doctor was probably owing to looking at the wrong definition in a baby-names book (Chamberlain; from part 2: ‘Welcome Home, Love Jen’). Unfortunately, the location of Azaria’s demise helped to oxygenate the errant smoulder. Ayers Rock [aka Uluru] is a popular destination for sightseers in Australia. 

It’s located in the wilderness. 

So, a strange woman from a strange sect lost her scapegoat-daughter in the wilderness. Maybe she bled the child as a dedication/sacrifice? It’s a stretch; yet many people never changed their minds about Lindy, no matter how much debunking was/is done.

But who was
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