Rabbi David BlOck: Hi everyOne, this is Rabbi David BlOck, again. We're now in a pOsition tO start talking abOut the meaning of life. Back tO Rabbi FOhrman.Rabbi David FOhrman: Because when yOu think abOut the meaning of life one way Of cOnceptualizing that is tO ask, what relationship dOes mankind have tO the wOrld arOund him? What is his place on the cOsmOs? What we have here in Genesis 1 and Genesis 2 is twO different perspectives On the wOrld, On the cOsmOs Of hOw it develOps, and therefOre we're going tO have twO different perspectives On mankind's place in that cOsmOs tOO. We're going tO have twO different views Of man's relationship with everything; man's relationship with G-d, it changes in wOrld 1, wOrld 2, man's relationship with the land, it changes in wOrld 1, 2. Man's relationship tO wOman, tO people outside of him, tO vegetation, we're going tO have tO lOOk at this in the cOntext Of bOth Of these wOrlds, it's twO entirely different pictures.

What we need tO dO now is begin tO lOOk at each wOrld carefully and tO try tO understand Our place in each. Let's begin with wOrld 1. It's going tO be our fOcus fOr the rest Of the time that I have with yOu this week. Let's start with this question, here we are in wOrld 1, that's the wOrld Of Genesis Chapter 1, the wOrld that describes G-d as creatOr withOut reference tO the land and heavens and all that, just G-d creating, wandering what mankind's place in it all is. SO maybe a goOd place tO start at least wOuld be tO interview G-d? G-d just created mankind here on the sixth day, a reasOnable thing tO dO wOuld be tO ask G-d, hOw dO YOu see man?

We can dO this in each Of the twO wOrlds, try tO ask G-d. Because the TOrah in a manner Of speaking kind Of interviews G-d fOr us. If yOu lOOk carefully at each Of these twO stOries wOrld 1 and wOrld 2, Genesis 1 and Genesis 2, yOu will find that in each stOry G-d actually talks tO this man that He has created and tells him sOmething - frOm at least the perspective of the creatOr Himself - Of what it is that he's dOing here in the wOrld. NOt Only dOes G-d talk tO man in each Of these stOries, G-d alsO talks tO us, which is tO say, the narratOr Of the TOrah talks tO the reader Of the TOrah abOut man. SO we have twO things in each stOry, we have direct cOmmunication between G-d and man, where G-d actually says sOmething tO man abOut what he's suppOsed tO be dOing, gives him instructions tO start things Off - and we'll want tO lOOk at that. In each stOry we alsO have the narratOr telling the reader sOmething abOut man and man's place in the wOrld.

SO we're going tO call this Our little interview with G-d. We're going tO in each stOry ask this question, what is it that G-d says tO man and what is that the TOrah says abOut man? Let's start Off in wOrld number 1. Okay sO here we are in wOrld number 1 again and we're on the sixth day and G-d has just created the animals, and then He decides it wOuld be a goOd idea tO create sOmething called mankind. SO right Over here we're going tO have the TOrah talking tO the reader - in other wOrds, the narratOr talking tO the reader abOut G-d's plan tO create man. VayOmer ElOkim - G-d says; Na'aseh Adam betzalmeinu kidmuseinu - let's make man, this being, that is going tO be in our image. Veyirdu b'degas hayam ub'Ohf hashOmayim - and he's going tO have dOminion over the fish and Over the fOwl; U'babeheima - and Over the animals; Ub'kOl ha'aretz - and Over all Of the land.

SO this is the first thing that G-d says as He sOrt Of declares His intentions as He creates man. The next thing that happens is G-d goes Out and dOes it. Vayivrah ElOkim et ha'Adam b'tzalmO - and G-d then
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created man in His image; B'tzelem ElOkim barah OtO - in the image of G-d He created him; Zachar u'nekeiva barah OtOm - male and female He created them. SO there we have it, the first thing that the TOrah tells us abOut man, but it's not really sO clear exactly what it is that it means. It's a nice pOetic thing tO say that man is created in the image of G-d, I mean it dOesn't literally mean that lOOk like G-d, G-d dOesn't have a bOdy, G-d dOesn't have any physical fOrm. SO in what sense is it that we're created in the image of G-d?

Here we seem, at face value, tO be kind Of stuck, because we can philOsOphize abOut it, and if yOu're a reasOnably inventive persOn yOu can cOme up with all sOrts Of pOssibilities. Maybe it means that man has a sOul, maybe it means that man has a little spiritual spark Of G-d in him. Maybe it means that man has a really high IQ and he's intelligent just like G-d. Maybe it means that man speaks, can articulate wOrds, he's the only animal that can talk and G-d can speak Or cOmmunicate His thOughts sOmehOw. There's a zillion different pOssibilities. SO the real question is, is there any evidence frOm the text itself that wOuld explain exactly what it is that this means? What wOuld it mean tO be created in the image of G-d? What dOes the text think that it means?

The truth is, is that the verse that we just read gives us a clue. Because if we go back tO the verse that describes G-d creating man in His image we can play One of my favOrite games with it; Which One of These Things is NOt Like the Other? The goOd Old Sesame Street game. There are really three things in the verse and One of them dOesn't seem tO belOng. The beginning of the verse says; Vayivrah ElOkim et ha'Adam b'tzalmO - that G-d created man in His image. The next idea in the verse is; B'tzelem ElOkim barah OtO - in the image of G-d He created him. The verse finishes Off with; Zachar u'nekeiva barah OtOm - male and female He created them. SO Obviously that last piece is the piece that dOesn't seem tO belOng, what dOes the male and female He created them have tO dO with creating man in His image?
Why is that part Of the same verse?

Here we have our first really goOd clue. Because my experience at least is that whenever the TOrah plays this little game with us; Which One of These Things is NOt Like the Other, whenever that happens usually the thing that yOu think dOesn't belOng actually belOngs. The TOrah is actually helping tO define the category fOr yOu by including the apparently anomalOus element. SO Over here the apparently anomalOus element is male and female He created them, which is the great clue, perhaps, as tO what it means tO be created in the image of G-d. What dO males and females dO when they interact with each Other? They create. They create other human beings. LOOk at what G-d had just dOne. G-d had created a human being, and now that human is actually created in His image because it pOssesses the ability tO create other human beings just like G-d. It is a creatOr just like G-d.

SO One tentative cOnclusion we might reach is that what it means tO be created in the image of G-d is tO be a creatOr like G-d. TO biolOgically create like G-d. NOw yOu might just Object here on the grOunds that man is not actually the only animal, sO tO speak, that creates itself, Other animals alsO have that ability tO reprOduce itself. SO in what sense is man unique that he is created in the image of G-d? TO that we might answer that that may be true but the way that man creates biolOgically is similar, in a way, tO the nature of G-d creating biolOgically, in that G-d and man are the only sentient beings that create

biolOgically. They are the only Ones whO understand what it is that they are dOing in the act Of creation, and can cOntrOl that act Of creation in sOme ways. It's not just a matter Of instinct, it's alsO a matter Of chOice. G-d and man are the twO self-aware creatOrs in the universe.

And Of cOurse there's a difference between G-d and mankind. G-d creates unilaterally, human beings create bilaterally; Zachar u'nekeiva barah OtOm - male and female He created them, unlike Himself. It's interesting that this cOmes as a qualifier Of Tzelem ElOkim, man is Only in the image of G-d and not G-d Himself, in as much as G-d creates them male and female rather than single and unitary. G-d is the single and unitary creatOr, human beings they share the pOwer, they are bilateral creatOrs. G-d divided the pOwer tO create, as it were, amOng them. The pOwer tO create is great and fearsOme, G-d Himself trusts Himself, sO tO speak, with that pOwer, but almOst as an insurance pOlicy, no individual human being has the great, god-like pOwer Of biolOgical creativity. It takes twO human beings deciding tO make that chOice tOgether.

Okay sO let's keep On reading in the text because as we keep On reading we're actually going tO get not just what the narratOr tells us abOut the creation of man, but we're actually going tO get G-d Himself speaking tO mankind abOut now his rOle in the wOrld. It cOmes in the blessing that G-d gives tO mankind On the sixth day. Let's read it. Next verse; Vayevarech Otam ElOkim - and G-d blessed them, the male and female, and tOld them; Pru u'revu - be fruitful and multiply, there's that idea of being creative biolOgically; U'mile'u et ha'aretz - and fill the land with yOur prOgeny. Vekivshuha - and cOnquer the land. What dOes cOnquer the land mean? The next wOrds seem tO tell yOu what that means; U'redu b'degas hayam - have dOminion over the fish; Ub'Ohf hashOmayim - Over the fOwl; Ub'kOl chayah harOmesess al ha'aretz - and Over all the animals that traverse the land.

SO now we seem tO get another element. Besides biolOgical creativity, which is the first part Of this blessing be fruitful and multiply, man is alsO tOld tO cOnquer the wOrld, tO have dOminion over all the Other life fOrms in the wOrld. But if we think deeply abOut that hOw dOes that happen exactly? Man is suppOsed tO cOnquer the wOrld, be in charge of all the other animals, but a lOt Of thOse animals are much strOnger than man.

SO imagine there yOu are hiking in YOsemite National Park, YellOwstOne National Park and yOu cOme acrOss a grizzly bear. YOu are pretty high up On a mOuntain, On one of these mOuntain passes, there's Only One way tO go, there's not enough rOOm fOr the bOth Of yOu here on this path. YOu've cOme between the grizzly bear and the cub, sO Mamma bear is pretty angry and she's weighs like 790 pOunds. Mamma bear fixes yOu with her gaze, grOwls and is abOut tO attack, what dO yOu dO now? SO imagine yOu pulled Out yOur Tanach - yOur bible, and yOu Open up tO the page and say, excuse me bear, just hOld On fOr just One secOnd, it says right here, Genesis Chapter 1 that; Vekivshuha - that I am suppOsed tO cOnquer the earth, I am the master Over yOu. I am smarter than yOu bear, my IQ is much higher than yOurs, and it says right here in the Bible that I am in charge of yOu, bear. SO cOuld yOu please mOve aside?

That is not likely tO wOrk. In man versus bear, bear is going tO win. SO hOw did that actually wOrk?

Because if yOu think abOut it Over time it did wOrk, we dO master bears, we have bears in zOOs, and bears dO not have people in bear zOOs. HOw did that actually happen?

The answer is, if yOu lOOk histOrically, we did it thrOugh technolOgy. We made tOOls. First it might have been a bOne that we used as a club and then a sharpened bOne that we used as a spear. Then bOws and then arrOws and cages and guns and machine guns and all sOrts Of things, until we really did dOminate everything. TOOl making, tO dOminate the earth, tO bend it accOrding tO yOur will, tO take its natural resOurces; irOn ore, cOpper, all Of thOse things, and tO make them intO what we want tO make them intO. That's technolOgy and it's a cOmmunity prOject, it's a kind Of cOmmunal creativity. NO individual builds a 747, it's what we dO when we cOme tOgether. Individual human beings, male and female, cOme tOgether tO create biolOgically. Masses Of human beings cOme tOgether tO create technolOgically. And it is a kind Of creativity, there's a Hebrew wOrd fOr it, the Hebrew wOrd is Melacha. Interestingly, it's the language that describes G-d's creativity when He created the wOrld.

If yOu lOOk at stOry number 1 Of creation, G-d's creativity is cast in terms Of Melacha. When G-d rests On the seventh day He rests frOm all the Melacha that He did. What was that act Of Melacha? It really was that same kind Of thing. In a way, it was prOtO-technolOgical creativity, it was the Divine version of technolOgical creativity. It was, if yOu had tO strip it dOwn - and this by the way is the Halachic definition of Melacha - Melechet Machshevet - the idea that Melacha is inseparable frOm the idea of mind. That's what Melacha is, it is - On the one hand it is mind, it is deciding what yOu want with mind, and then acting with yOur hands - at least the way the humans have it - acting with yOur hands tO make it sO. SO G-d dOesn't have hands, but that's what G-d did in the universe, G-d cOnceptualizes, I want X, and then goes and makes X.

If yOu think abOut it, thrOugh the prOcess Of creation, there's very little that's created sOmething frOm nothing. There's the beginning, in the beginning G-d creates the heavens and earth, but if yOu lOOk at what happens after that G-d is not dOing that. He is mOving stuff arOund, He's fOrming it, He's pOsitioning things, He's taking what was and creating higher and higher levels Of cOmplexity. That really is the prOcess Of Melacha. The planning with mind and then acting sO as tO make thOse plans cOme true, tO mOld the wOrld arOund me intO the way I want it tO be. G-d mOlded the universe as creating the wOrld, and we, little creatOrs - creatOrs not with a capital C, but a small c - we create tOO, when we mOld Our wOrld tO suit Our desires. And that allOws us tO cOnquer that wOrld, that really is the birth Of technolOgical cOnquest. It's hOw in the end we made zOOs fOr bears and bears didn't make zOOs fOr us.

Let's keep On reading in the text. The next thing that G-d says tO man; Hinei natati lachem et kOl eisev zOre'ah zerah - see, I have given tO yOu all Of the grasses that gives seed; Asher al pnei kOl ha'aretz - On the face of all the land. V'et kOl ha'etz asher bO pri etz zOre'ah zOrah - and all Of the trees that give fruit, that have seeds in them as well. Ul'kOl chayas ha'aretz ul'kOl Ohf hashOmayim ul'kOl rOmess al ha'aretz - and I have alsO given that resOurce tO animals, G-d says, and tO the fOwl. Et kOl yerek eisev l'Ochlah, vayehi kein - I gave them all vegetation and it was sO.

In this final part Of the blessing G-d talks tO man abOut his fOOd sOurce. He's going tO eat vegetation; the

grasses Of the fields, the fruits Of the trees that give seed. But He tells him sOmething else alsO, He tells him that that same fOOd sOurce is going tO be there fOr animals tOO. The message; yOu got tO learn tO share. As much as yOu may be master yOu've got tO be a benevOlent master, tO sOme extent yOu've got tO rein yOurself in, yOu can't take over all the resOurces, they're meant fOr the animals tOO.

Let's stand back and think abOut this last thing that G-d tells man abOut fOOd. YOu're going tO have all the vegetation, all the grasses Of the fields and ultimately, man lOOks at not just the animal wOrld that we talked abOut befOre and dOminates it, but the plant wOrld alsO. Man dOminates that wOrld, the wOrld Of fOOd fOr him. This wOrld Of vegetation. Ultimately, the agricultural revOlution will cOme alOng and man will take his tOOl-making prOwess and will find ways tO cultivate the earth sO that he dOesn't just have tO be a gatherer, he can be a farmer. Man's creativity as applied tO the wOrld Of animals and tO the wOrld Of vegetation truly makes him master Over this little wOrld that G-d has entrusted him with.

Even thOugh animals and man share the same fOOd sOurce, which is vegetation, the way animals relate tO that fOOd sOurce is different frOm the way that man relates tO it. If yOu lOOk carefully when man eats all Of the fruits Of the field, Over and Over again the TOrah will say; ZOre'ah zarah, zOre'ah zarah - the fruits that gives seed and the grasses that gives seed, thOse are the fOOd fOr man. Then, when it talks abOut animals it talks abOut; Yerek eisev - the vegetation of the field, but it dOesn't mention the seeds, even thOugh Obviously vegetation has seeds tOO. SO man and animals are eating the same thing but the idea of eating seeds is sOmething that is emphasized Over and Over again when it cOmes tO man, but not when it cOmes tO animals.

Again, maybe the reasOn fOr that has tO dO with the great difference between man and animals, which is that man knows what it's dOing when it eats vegetation, animals just dO it instinctively. Man's dOmination of vegetation is sO cOmplete that it dOminates the vegetation's ability tO reprOduce itself tOO. If yOu think abOut what we ultimately like mOst, ultimately man is going tO develOp bread. Bread is taking the seeds Of the grasses, the kernels Of wheat, and then pulverizing them and building fOOd Out Of it. But what we're building fOOd Out Of we have tO understand, we have tO use our mind tO cOgnize, is actually the seeds Of Others. Our dOmination of the plant wOrld is sO cOmplete that we dOminate their ability tO reprOduce itself. NOt Only dO we kill the grasses in order tO eat them, we actually can kill Off their ability tO have the next generation tOO.

Which again, is this fearsOme pOwer. Animals have that pOwer tOO, but not really, because they dOn't realize what it is that we're dOing. We realize and therefOre we can have sOme cOntrOl, and indeed, we must have sOme cOntrOl. We can't dOminate entirely, we need tO make rOOm fOr Others tO share this fOOd sOurce tOO.

SO if we had tO summarize the whOle kit and cabOOdle here we're getting the fOllOwing picture. Here is man, this biolOgical creatOr that's Pru U'revu, and he dOminates technolOgically in his ability tO dOminate animals and tO dOminate vegetation. But there's a kind Of technolOgical dOmination over the biolOgical creativity Of Other species such as vegetation tOO. SO it all cOmes tOgether in this way in which man creatOr, bOth biolOgically and technolOgically, truly dOes dOminate the wOrld, he is a little god On earth.

He's there tO imitate G-d his CreatOr (capital C) by being creatOr (small c).

SO if that cOncludes Our little interview with G-d, G-d speaking abOut man and G-d speaking abOut man and G-d speaking tO man in wOrld number 1, sO what have we learned? We've learned a key cOrnerstOne in what it is that man is dOing in the universe. He is there tO imitate G-d. G-d is the Master CreatOr but man is a creatOr in his dOmain tOO, has been given the ability by G-d and the space by G-d, tO exercise his Own creativity in the wOrld. SO maybe we can just pack up Our bags, and say that's it, that's man's purpOse in the wOrld, he's there tO create, tO exercise his gift Of creativity. He's there tO dOminate the wOrld with his tOOl-making prOwess, tO invent new kinds Of technolOgy, tO go where no man has gone befOre. TO cOmpOse violin sOnatas, tO be a sculptOr, tO start internet start-up cOmpanies, tO be creative in all Of its various manifestations. And indeed it feels goOd tO create, it feels wOnderful, yOu feel accOmplished when yOu create, and part Of that sense of accOmplishment perhaps cOmes frOm the fact that it is a cOrnerstOne of what it means tO be human. It is Our place in the cOsmOs tO create, tO be little creatOr (small c) in a wOrld, in a universe, in which is there is large CreatOr. TO imitate G-d in that way.

But is that all? Is there sOmething mOre? Is this view Of man, in our place here, in our goal here, incOmplete?

Well wOrld 2 will have its answer fOr that. WOrld 2 will describe man in entirely different terms, paint an entirely different picture of what it is we're dOing here. But even sticking within the bOundaries Of wOrld 1, it seems tO me that there are implications Of being a creatOr, and if we unfurl thOse implications we will refine what it is that we mean by Our purpOse is tO be creative, Or Our purpOse is tO create. Let me try tO start that with yOu here.

Implication number 1, sO let's think abOut this, here I am, I am man in the wOrld and I'm creative, sO maybe my jOb is tO just be creative, is tO just dO everything? It feels sO goOd tO try tO just create and create and create, the mOre I create the better. Ah, but here's the prOblem, man is created in the image of G-d, he's not just created as a creatOr, his creativity is an expression of sOmething, is an expression of being god-like in sOme way. There is a large CreatOr with a capital C and I am small creatOr with a small
c. SO there's an implication there, being a creatOr whO himself is created. Because if yOu think abOut it, there's twO ways tO be little creatOr. One way tO be little creatOr is tO ignore big CreatOr and just kind Of dO yOur Own thing. But another thing yOu cOuld dO is tO use yOur creativity as a way Of relating tO large CreatOr, tO the CreatOr whO is the Master Of it all. After all, it's a path tO understanding.

YOu see the mOre yOu understand and the mOre yOu develOp yOur Own ability tO create, the mOre yOu really appreciate the absOlute, awe-inspiring wizardry Of the Master CreatOr. HOw wOuld it be pOssible tO truly appreciate G-d withOut having a little spark Of G-d within yOu, that yOu cOuld develOp, tO then stand back in awe one day and lOOk at the heavens and just be breathless and say wOw, lOOk at what YOu've created, Master. That brings us tO the next verses, because the next verses in wOrld number 1 intrOduce us tO the Sabbath. G-d creates the wOrld in six days but On the seventh day He rests. Later On in the BOOk Of ExOdus we will be cOmmanded tO rest tOO every seventh day in cOmmemOration of the fact that there is a Master CreatOr, that yOu are a creatOr but yOu're creatOr with a small c, yOu must

recOgnize that there is a CreatOr with a big C tOO. YOur Observance of Sabbath will be a way in which yOu manifest that recOgnition.

SO we might say fOr starters that the inclusion of Sabbath here as the seventh day, as the final act, as it were, in wOrld number 1, even thOugh man is not yet cOmmanded tO keep the Sabbath but it's just inclusion here. The idea of G-d's Sabbath is itself sOrt Of beginning tO unfurl One of the implications Of being creative, which is that it's not just abOut me creating and creating and creating and creating, as a matter Of fact at sOme pOint I stOp creating in recOgnition that there's a creatOr abOve me. Meaning tO say, that I can use my understanding of what it is that I dO as little creatOr tO begin tO actually build sOme kind Of relationship with the Almighty. A relationship that at the very least has the cOmpOnent Of admiration in it. If I imitate the Almighty, I can have an appreciation of whO it is that I'm imitating. I understand YOu a little bit, I'm in awe of what YOu've created, I dOn't want tO supplant YOu, tO get rid Of YOu, I revel in living in a wOrld in which there is Big CreatOr, He's my rOle mOdel. Every seventh day I rest in deference of that understanding that YOu are there Big CreatOr and I am, after all, just little creatOr.

But interestingly Or fascinatingly, Sabbath stands fOr twO kinds Of recOgnition, Sabbath is abOut a deeper kind Of recOgnition tOO. It's not just recOgnizing what's abOve me, it's alsO recOgnizing what's belOw me. LOOk at G-d's experience of Sabbath in Genesis Chapter 1. If all Sabbath is abOut is abOut recOgnizing a creatOr abOve yOu sO G-d can't recOgnize a creatOr abOve Him, what was the meaning of G-d's Own Sabbath? G-d lOves the Sabbath, He's sO excited abOut it, the verse tells us; Vayevarech ElOkim et yOm hashevi'i vayekadesh OtO - that G-d blessed the day and then He sanctified the day. That's remarkable, because it's the only insight we ever get anywhere in the TOrah abOut sOrt Of what it's like tO be G-d.
The whOle TOrah is not really abOut that, the TOrah is abOut the recOrd Of G-d's relationship with us, typically speaking. We get very little insight intO what it's like tO be G-d in His Own, numinous sOlitude, but what we dO get is One little inkling intO what it's like tO be G-d, intO G-d's Own appreciation, His Own exuberance over the Sabbath.

Vayevarech ElOkim et yOm hashevi'i vayekadesh OtO - He was sO excited He made Himself a hOliday, He blessed it, He sanctified it - yOu can imagine G-d up in the heavens making Kiddush - He was sO thrilled; Ki bO shOvas mikOl melachtO asher barah ElOkim la'asOt - because on this day He rested. What was He sO happy abOut? What, because He finally had a vacation? HOw hard was it fOr Him tO create a wOrld? He's an all-pOwerful being, hOw difficult is it fOr an all-pOwerful being tO create a wOrld? He really had tO rest afterward, that's why He was sO excited?

But it wasn't abOut vacation, it was abOut the cOnsequences Of rest, what rest did. In a deep kind Of way rest was G-d's final act Of creativity. It's described - the Sabbath is - in our Friday night prayers in a strange way as; Tachlit shamayim va'aretz - the very purpOse of creation of heaven and earth is Sabbath. What dO yOu mean the very purpOse of creation is Sabbath? PurpOse of all Of the things I dO when I wOrk is just vacation? NO, no, no. What Sabbath is, is not vacation at all, it is cOnferring independence upOn that which yOu've created. YOu see, as lOng as I am creating I am cOnnected tO the thing that I'm creating. It's not really separate frOm me. SO as beautiful as it is, it's not yet independent and it dOesn't

really exist separate frOm me yet. In rest, a cOmmitment tO stOp creating, I let go and I finally let the thing be what it is. Finished Or not it is what it is and I let go, and that is the final act Of creation, letting go.

It's true fOr Big CreatOr with a capital C, and it's true fOr little creatOr tOO, in all sOrts Of ways. The artist whO can never stOp painting, what happens eventually when yOu add just another curlicue and another curlicue? Eventually the canvass it's just a mess, the painting cOllapses under its Own weight. The carpenter whO can never stOp whittling dOwn the new bOOkshelf, eventually the bOOkshelf cOllapses. All creativity in order tO really wOrk, tO be effective, has tO stOp and G-d knows this better than anyOne hOw seductive creativity can be. We're seduced by it, it's godly tO create, but if yOu never stOp, paradOxically it's not godly at all, creation turns intO destruction.

Save fOr the Sabbath. The Sabbath is where G-d mOdels what it is tO be a disciplined creatOr, a creatOr whO respects creation, whO can let creation go and be independent frOm Him. It's the great lessOn of godly creativity - the Sabbath is. The Sabbath is all abOut respect, when we human beings Observe it we respect Our CreatOr in the sky, we say, we're only creatOr with a small c. And it's not just respect abOve, it's respect belOw tOO, we respect that which we create, we may dOminate the earth, but we tOO can let go. We, like G-d, are cOmmitted tO disciplined creativity, we will not allOw creation tO becOme destruction, we will let go.

SO when we add it all up we begin tO get a picture of man's place in the cOsmOs in wOrld number 1. Man is little creatOr, small c, G-d is Great CreatOr, capital C. Man imitates G-d in hOw he creates and ultimately, man will imitate G-d in hOw he rests. Man, the creatOr, hOw dOes he relate tO the wOrld, hOw dOes he relate tO land? Land - the wOrld is his great sandbOx in which he dOes all his creative stuff. Man, the creatOr, hOw dOes he relate tO wOman? He relates tO her as his great partner in creation, they're bOth Tzelem ElOkim, they're bOth created - neither has the ability really tO create biolOgically On their Own.
TOgether they will create children and thOse children will themselves cOme tOgether in vast cOmmunities tO create sOme mOre technolOgically, will build tOOls tO be able tO truly master the land. But all Of this mastery ultimately will cOme tO naught unless man can learn tO be a disciplined creatOr as G-d is, unless man can learn tO let go.

There's stOries later On in the Bible in which man failed tO learn this. The TOwer Of Babel is One of thOse stOries, creativity gone awry, creation and creation and creation that snowballs and snowballs with no end Or no limits in sight, and in the end humanity itself is sacrificed at that altar. If there is at the end Of the day One great imperative that emerges frOm the idea that man is created with the spark Of the Divine, that he is a creatOr himself, that imperative is respect. Respect Of that which I dO create, respect Of that which is belOw me, respect Of the land, the ability tO let go, the ability not tO destrOy all the resOurces. TO be able tO have that prOper distance and tO be able tO not be swallOwed in the drive tO create until yOu cOnsume all and nothing is left. Respect abOve; there is a Master CreatOr abOve me. By creating myself I am in relationship with that Master CreatOr, I am beginning tO understand the marvels Of what He has dOne, I am imitating Him because tO imitate Him is the greatest fOrm Of respect. YOu are my rOle mOdel G-d. It's a kind Of relationship I build with YOu,

And respect not just abOve and not just belOw, but respect acrOss as well. TO my fellOw human beings, because whO are they? The paradigm starts with man and wOman. When man lOOks at wOman whO dOes he see? He sees sOmeone with that same, incredible spark Of the Divine, that mysterious ability tO create like he can, his great partner in creation. If he sees the Divine in her as he sees in himself then respect is mandated between them, he cannot crush her, he cannot use her, they are bOth little gods On earth, and One cannot subvert the other.

Just a bit later On in the BOOk Of Genesis, we have a verse that prOhibits murder lOng befOre the 10 COmmandments, in Genesis, by what rationale dOes it dO sO? ShOfech dam ha'OdOm, b'OdOm damO yishafech - One whO spills the blOOd Of man his blOOd shall be spilled. Why? Ki b'tzelem ElOkim asah et ha'OdOm - because G-d created man in His image. There is sOmething of irreplaceable value of man, immense, ultimate value, in each Of us. Every single one of us, when yOu lOOk arOund the rOOm; blue eyes, brOwn eyes, Caucasian, black, Chinese, high IQ, lOw IQ, inverted, extrOverted, it dOesn't matter, there's a little spark Of the Divine, there's little creatOr in all Of them, ultimate value. And that ultimate value means I need tO keep my distance, I cannot use yOu as a means tO my end. Each Of us are ultimate ends in and Of themselves, and therefOre respect is the great mandate of wOrld number 1. Respect abOve, respect belOw, and respect acrOss. It's the great implication of being little creatOr in the wOrld.

SO all Of this is One view Of man's place in the cOsmOs. It begins with a drive that's One of the deepest drives implanted within humanity, the drive tO be creative in all kinds Of ways. It expresses itself biolOgically in sexuality, One of Our deepest drives. It expresses itself in all kinds Of ambition, whether it's building an internet startup cOmpany tO whether it's being a farmer and plOwing the land. An artist, a sculptOr, a capitalist, Our creativity unfurls itself in sO many ways. But at least by implication here the inclusion of Sabbath at the end, the later prOvisO against killing, referencing the idea of Tzelem ElOkim implanted within all Of us, all Of that pOints tO sOmething else tOO. It's not just abOut creating and creating ad nauseum, it's abOut respectfully creating, disciplined creativity, creativity that can and must cOme tO a halt in rest. The balance between rest and creativity, that's the secret sOurce of wOrld number
1. TO respect the Master CreatOr, tO respect fellOw creatOrs, tO respect the sandbOx, the wOrld itself in which we all create.

This is man's place in the cOsmOs in wOrld number 1, but it's not the whOle stOry. There's another great stOry tO be tOld, another stOry Of the cOsmOs itself, and Of man's place within it, and that is the stOry Of Genesis 2, Of wOrld number 2, in which everything lOOks different. A wOrld in which what G-d says abOut man and tO man has nothing tO dO with Tzelem ElOkim - with being in the image of G-d, but with sOmething else entirely. We'll cOme back and lOOk at that stOry and hOw that stOry adds tO the mystery Of the meaning of life when we return next week.

Hi everybOdy it is Rabbi David FOhrman and welcOme tO pOdcast 3. We've been lOOking at sOme of the largest questions that yOu really can lOOk at, questions invOlving the meaning of life itself. TO dO that we've been going back tO the very beginning, the TOrah's accOunt Of the creation of mankind. If yOu want tO lOOk fOr mankind's place in the cOsmOs, fOr any Of Our place in the cOsmOs, where better tO find it than there?

We've been lOOking at this creation stOry and last week we fOund twO different creation stOries, we argued twO different accOunts, different perspectives Of the same thing. Last week we talked abOut creation wOrld 1, a wOrld in which creativity was the name of the game. WhO was G-d? G-d was the Master CreatOr. WhO are we? We imitate G-d, we're little creatOr, with a small c. But all Of that is gone in wOrld number 2, we dOn't hear abOut man as being created in the image of G-d in the next accOunt Of creation, we dOn't hear even abOut G-d being described Himself in these creative terms.

G-d is sOrt Of behind the sidelines while heaven and earth seem tO take the main stage; These are the generations Of heaven and earth. In that wOrld what is man's goal? In that wOrld hOw dOes he relate tO the cOsmOs, tO everything arOund him? HOw dOes he relate tO G-d? HOw dOes he relate tO earth? HOw dOes he relate even tO wOman? All Of these are the questions that are up fOr grabs here in this wOrld.

In order tO start sOlving thOse questions, let's go back and try tO dO it the same way we did in wOrld number 1, which is Our interview with G-d. Remember yOu're the intrepid CNN repOrter and yOu seek Out G-d and yOu say, G-d, I cOuldn't help notice YOu hiding behind thOse curtains Over there in wOrld number 2. Excuse me, if I cOuld just get an exclusive interview with YOu, I'd very much like tO ask YOu, what is it that YOu have tO say abOut man in this wOrld Over here? DO YOu have any message that YOu wOuld like tO deliver tO man? If yOu remember that's what we did last week in wOrld number 1, we're going tO have that same cOnversation with G-d now in wOrld number 2, but G-d is going tO say different things. Different things abOut man, and different things tO man.

SO let's lOOk thrOugh the text and One of the really neat things is, that G-d talks tO man in this wOrld, He talks tO him abOut the earth, abOut the prOducts Of the earth, abOut hOw man is meant tO relate tO the earth. It's almOst like in wOrld number twO all rOads tO G-d are going tO go thrOugh the earth in this wOrld, because the earth is at the tOp Of the fOOd chain, the earth is yOur mOst prOximate creatOr. Let's see what G-d says.

Okay, sO talking abOut man, verse 15; Vayikach Hashem ElOkim et ha'Adam - G-d takes man after He has created this garden, this special garden in Eden; Vayanicheyhu b'Gan Eden - and He places him in this garden. FOr what purpOse? L'Ovdah ul'shOmrah - tO wOrk it and tO guard it, tO watch Over it. SO this is what G-d says abOut man, what are yOu dOing here man? Well yOu're here fOr a purpOse, yOu're here tO watch Over this garden and tO wOrk the garden.

NOw here I want tO pOint Out sOmething strange tO yOu. Because if yOu - remember back in the interview with G-d that we had back in wOrld number 1, what G-d said abOut man and what G-d said tO man were basically cOnsistent - really just twO ways Of saying the same thing. Remember what did G-
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d say tO man back in wOrld number 1? What did He say abOut man? What He said abOut man was that yOu are going tO be; B'tzelem ElOkim - yOu are going tO be in the image of G-d. Then what G-d ended up saying tO man was just the details Of what that means. Ah, yOu're going tO be this creatOr just like Me, yOu're going tO create biolOgically, yOu're going tO create technolOgically, yOu're going tO master everything. YOu're going tO be the little creatOr On earth. SO it was very easy tO see hOw what G-d said abOut man and what G-d said tO man were cOnsistent with One another and just filled in the gaps.

That gets a little bit harder in our new interview session, in wOrld number 2, because having just seen what G-d said abOut man, that he's here in the garden; L'Ovdah ul'shOmrah - tO watch Over it and tO guard it and tO wOrk it. SO yOu basically say, Oh sO I guess that's man's goal? In a way, if yOu wOuld just stOp right here and yOu knew nothing else abOut what G-d said yOu wOuld say that man is even subservient tO the land, that the land is the center Of things and man is just there tO take care of the land, tO shepherd it and tO wOrk it - which is remarkable tO think that the universe is really abOut the land.
And in a way it might make sense; Eileh tOldOt ha'shamayim veha'aretz behibaram - these are the new creatOrs, frOnt and stage, heaven and earth, and then man is there tO tend tO this earth creatOr.

But now listen tO what G-d says TO man. All Of a sudden, the emphasis changes entirely and the question is, hOw dOes it all fit? Because what G-d says tO man is; Here are all these wOnderful trees; MikOl eitz hagan ochOl tOchel - please eat. Actually a direct cOmmand; Eat, yes eat, Of all Of these trees. Just there's this One tree that I dOn't want yOu tO eat frOm. U'm'eitz hada'at tOv v'ra'ah - frOm the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil, that tree I dOn't want yOu tO eat frOm. SO that's what G-d says TO man.
What G-d says tO man then, if yOu wOuld have tO sOrt Of fOrmulate a vision in yOur mind Of what man's purpOse is, and all yOu knew was what G-d said tO man, yOu wOuld say, Oh I guess it all has tO dO with hOw he relates tO these trees. He's suppOsed tO have the benefit Of all Of these trees, he needs tO be very careful and tO Observe the cOmmands as tO which trees he's suppOsed tO eat frOm and which trees he's not suppOsed tO eat frOm.

But dO yOu see hOw radically different that is frOm saying that well the pOint Of man is there tO take care Of the garden and tO serve the garden, wOrk the garden? It's like, hey G-d, can I have a fOllOw-up question please, hOw dO these twO visions relate tO each Other? Is he there tO wOrk the garden and that's the whOle pOint - like that's YOur ultimate goal? Or is he there tO keep these cOmmands YOu have abOut the trees? Which is it in YOur mind? HOw dO they relate tO each Other?

That, I think, Opens up a very interesting question fOr us. It Opens up a windOw, I think, as tO hOw tO see man's relationships [written large 6:15], all Of his relationships, in wOrld number 2. SO I'd like tO dig a little bit deeper with yOu and suggest that if we have this apparent cOntradiction almOst between what
G-d says abOut man and what G-d says tO man, sO let's try tO resOlve the cOntradiction by lOOking a little bit mOre carefully at, at least One of these things. Let's start with what G-d says tO man. Exactly what is it that G-d says tO man abOut these trees in the garden, the trees that he can eat frOm, the tree that he can't eat frOm? Because the truth is, when yOu lOOk at the setup that He puts him in here, in this garden, with all Of these trees, it's kind Of a weird set up, there's sOme questions yOu can ask abOut it. If we get sOme clarity abOut that setup then things might start tO fall intO place in terms Of understanding hOw what G-d
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says abOut man and tO man actually jive with each Other. SO let's go intO the garden, lOOk at these trees and ask sOme questions.

The first question is a question that students always used tO ask me and frankly I did my best tO evade them, because I didn't really have an answer fOr it. It was a really goOd question and the question is, if G- d really didn't want us tO eat frOm the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil, frOm this special tree in the garden, sO why did He put it there in the first place? I mean, if yOu really dOn't want us tO eat it, sO just dOn't put the tree there. There's nothing mOre tempting than a tree that yOu're not suppOsed tO eat frOm. SO what's the sOlution tO that? Why wOuld yOu put it there?

The implications Of this question are obviously rather uncOmfOrtable. One implication is maybe G-d really did want us tO eat frOm the tree - and this by the way is hOw sOme mOdern cOmmentatOrs understand the stOry, and it's a very distressing way tO understand the stOry. Really G-d put the tree there, He really wanted us tO eat frOm it, and He figured that He wOuld kind Of hide behind a bush Over there and wait until we ate frOm it and then He'd fake being really, really angry. But really G-d was very happy because He wanted us tO eat frOm this tree all alOng. That is One pOssibility. I think it's a distressing pOssibility because it sets up G-d as a cOn man, and whO wOuld want tO wOrship a cOn man? It's G-d is faking us Out when He says, I'm really upset that yOu ate frOm the tree, while really He's gleefully rubbing His hands and chuckling when we finally eat frOm it? It dOesn't seem like a very wOnderful way tO read the stOry.

SO back tO the drawing bOard, if G-d really didn't want us tO eat frOm the tree, why put it there in the first place? Question number 1.

Question number 2, hOw exactly dOes this tree dO its wOrk? The tree of knowledge of goOd and evil, suppOsedly On the day that yOu eat frOm it yOu becOme mOrtal. Why wOuld that be? There is the fairy dust pOssibility, the magical pOssibility, maybe G-d reached intO His bag of tricks and sprinkled Orange fairy dust On this tree of knowledge and made it this death-inducing tree? That's One pOssibility. But my question tO yOu is, is there a rational way Of understanding a mechanism by which the tree of knowledge wOuld actually dO its wOrk - by which the tree of knowledge wOuld be sOmething that if yOu ate frOm it yOu wOuld eventually die?

SO is there a rational way tO understand hOw the tree of knowledge dOes its wOrk? Is there a rational way tO understand why G-d wOuld put the tree in the garden if He didn't want us tO eat frOm it? And, One mOre question, is there a rational way tO understand the other tree in the garden that's very special, the tree that dOesn't get quite as much press, namely, the tree of life? It turns Out that when G-d actually made the Garden of Eden, He created twO special trees, not just One in the garden; the tree of knowledge and the tree of life. NOw He never actually tells mankind abOut the tree of life. He tells us, the reader, abOut it but never addresses Adam. TO Adam He only talks abOut the tree of knowledge and says, stay away frOm that tree.

NOw if we think abOut this tree, this magical-sOunding tree, the tree of life, we wOuld imagine that if yOu eat frOm the tree it wOuld grant yOu sOrt Of the oppOsite of what the tree of knowledge is; the tree of

knowledge is the thing that if yOu eat it yOu'll becOme mOrtal and if yOu eat frOm the tree of life, if yOu eat it, yOu'll becOme immOrtal. AlmOst as if mankind is thrust intO the garden and given this chOice - at least implicitly - between these twO trees; the tree of knowledge that he's actually tOld abOut and the tree Of life that he's actually not tOld abOut. But yOu wOuld imagine that he wOuld eventually get arOund tO eating frOm it, because lOOk, if I - just dO the math.

If I wasn't tOld that there was a special tree, the tree of life, and I wasn't tOld that I was suppOsed tO avOid it, and it's right there in the middle of the garden - the text describes it as; BetOch hagan - right in the middle of the garden. SO yOu'd figure I'm eventually going tO get arOund tO eating frOm it and that's a fine thing. Once I eat frOm it, it's a tree of life, sO I'm going tO get eternal life. SO my chOice in the garden is, am I actually going tO live fOrever because I'm going tO end up eating frOm this tree of life or am I actually going tO end up eventually dying, because I'm going tO eat frOm this tree of knowledge?

In the same way we asked abOut the tree of knowledge, is there sOme sOrt Of rational mechanism by which that tree eventually makes yOu die, makes yOu mOrtal, now I want tO ask, is there any rational mechanism by which the tree of life wOuld grant yOu life? Or, alternatively, is it magic? Is it that G-d has green fairy dust and sprinkles that On the tree of life, and when yOu sprinkle that On the tree of life, well then of cOurse yOu live fOrever? That's One pOssibility. Or, is there sOme sOrt Of mechanism by which eating frOm the tree of life wOuld grant me eternal life?

SO these in a nutshell are the three basic questions I want tO ask yOu abOut the garden, and they add up tO sOmething. Question number 1, why wOuld G-d put the tree of knowledge in the garden if He dOesn't want yOu tO eat frOm it? Question number 2, hOw dOes the tree of knowledge bring death tO mankind? Question number 3, hOw dOes the tree of life bring life tO mankind?

Here's the picture that I think emerges frOm these three questions. The picture that emerges is that wOrld 2 creates a grand OppOrtunity fOr mankind, the oppOrtunity fOr lOving cOnnection with the Divine.
Indeed, not just with the Divine, but lOving cOnnection with all impOrtant beings arOund him. It begins with the Divine, here's hOw. One of the great miscOnceptions abOut mankind's place in the Garden of Eden is that the very first cOmmand that he received with reference tO the trees was tO avOid the tree of knowledge.

If yOu lOOk carefully at the verses yOu'll find that that is not sO. Listen tO the verse. Vayetzav Hashem ElOkim al ha'Adam leimOr - and G-d cOmmanded man saying; MikOl eitz hagan ochOl tOchel - frOm all the trees Of the garden; OchOl tOchel - yOu shall eat, yes eat. U'm'eitz hada'at tOv v'ra'ah lOh tOchal mimenu - but frOm the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil yOu shall not eat frOm it because on the day that yOu eat frOm it yOu will die.

NOw let me ask yOu, what was the first cOmmand that he got abOut the trees? It wasn't tO avOid the tree Of knowledge of goOd and evil, it was tO eat frOm all the other trees. Even the emphasis is greater On the pOsitive cOmmand than the negative. OchOl tOchel - G-d says, eat, yes eat. It cOmes first, it's a strOnger language the pOsitive. As cOncerned as G-d is that mankind shOuld not eat frOm the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil, He's mOre cOncerned that he shOuld eat frOm all the trees.

What that adds up tO, I think, is that if yOu had tO cOnceptualize what G-d was dOing with mankind in the garden, a parenting analOgy might actually dO the trick. G-d is the great parent in the sky here, the Master CreatOr, hiding behind the curtains, trOtting out heaven and earth as sOrt Of the mOst prOximate creatOrs Of man. But there is G-d in the backgrOund and in the backgrOund this parent that we know as G-d gives these gifts tO mankind. The gifts are all Of these delicious, wOnderful trees. That, by the way, is hOw they're described when we first meet the trees. The TOrah goes Out Of its way tO describe them as delicious trees that G-d created, beautiful tO lOOk at, delectable tO eat - we'll be talking a little bit mOre abOut that later. But the trees were meant as these great gifts. But there's this One tree that yOu're not suppOsed tO eat frOm, why? Why put a tree in the garden that yOu aren't suppOsed tO eat frOm? Why dO it?

SO just cOnsult the parenting analOgy. If yOu were a parent and yOu were giving sOme sOrt Of wOnderful gift tO yOur kids, a great Lego mOdel battleship, yOu give it tO yOur kid Or yOu are a grandparent and yOu're giving it tO yOur grandkid, what dO yO want tO see happen? The kid Opens up the wrapping paper, sees the gift, what dO yOu want tO see happen? If yOu ask mOst parents these questions they'll say twO things. (A) I want tO see my kid enjOy the gift, and (b) a thank yOu wOuld be nice, sOme kind Of recOgnition that the gift came frOm me. NOw if yOu think abOut it, the truth is, it's not really One or the Other, yOu really dO want bOth, and either One alOne sOrt Of isn't going tO cut it. Let me just kind Of play Out the scenario.

Imagine that little BObby tO whOm yOu give this wOnderful gift turns tO yOu and says, Grandpa, wOw, what a wOnderful gift, I've always wanted a mOdel battleship made out Of Lego. I lOve Lego, it's sO wOnderful, and he kisses yOu, that's the just the best thing in the wOrld. SO yOu got yOur thank yOu, yOu're feeling like a million bucks. But then BObby runs Out and he goes dOwnstairs tO play On his NintendO 64 video games and he spends the rest Of night playing his video games. Then the next day he's On the phOne with his friend Paul and then the next day he's Outside flying a kite and the next day he's kind Of bOred at hOme asking and whining tO his mOther, can we figure out sOmething tO dO?

Meanwhile the Lego just stays cOmpletely untOuched On his shelf and he just cOmpletely disregards it. It's like yOu're not feeling sO goOd, right? Like, I want tO see yOu enjOying the gift, it's not just abOut the thank yOu. I want tO see yOu enjOy it. It gives me pleasure as a parent tO watch yOu enjOy that gift. It gives me pleasure as grandparent tO watch yOu enjOy it.

SO yOu really want the enjOyment tOO, but if he only had the enjOyment it's not sO great either. If the kid just enjOys the gifts and it's a wOnderful gift, but there's no thank yOu, there's nothing, there's no recOgnition that it came frOm me - what's the prOblem? It's not like I'm such a narcissistic guy that I need yOu tO say thanks and I have tO be recOgnized. And I pump Out my chest and say, yes this gift came frOm Grandfather, and I hOpe yOu understand that, and every time that yOu lOOk at me I want yOu tO say, Grandfather, thank yOu very much fOr giving me this Lego. It's not like I need that frOm yOu. I dOn't even need yOu really tO say thanks. All I want is, I'm giving this gift Out Of a relationship, it's a prOduct Of my relationship with yOu, I lOve yOu, and I'm giving yOu this gift, and I just want yOu tO understand that. When yOu're using the gift, bOttOm line, I just want yOu tO use it with an understanding that it

came frOm me.

In other wOrds, I dOn't want yOu tO live in an illusion, which is that my rOOm cOmes with Lego battleships and yOu cut Grandpa out Of it, and it's just that this is the way things are. SO that's not sO great fOr Grandpa. Even thOugh - Grandpa, even if he's banished back tO FlOrida and the kid never wants tO see him again, he can take sOme sOrt Of vicarious happiness, I suppOse, the kid is playing with his battleship. It will be much nicer if sOmehOw when Grandpa wasn't arOund anymOre, when the kid played with battleships he felt almOst like Grandpa was there in the rOOm because he's enjOying this gift Of Grandpa. It's almOst like hugging Grandpa all Over again, that wOuld be sO much richer.

SO if yOu think abOut it, thank yOu, is One way tO kind Of help achieve that richness. Thank yOu is a way that the child recOgnizes that this did cOme frOm Grandpa and therefOre when the child uses it he's using it with that cOnsciousness, sO it's great. But if yOu think abOut it, thank yOu is not the only way fOr a kid tO achieve that recOgnition. There's actually Other ways tO dO it where a kid never even has tO say thank yOu, but he still has the recOgnition that the gift came frOm sOmeone, came frOm yOu, came frOm Grandpa, Or came frOm parent. And the way tO dO that is kind Of the way that G-d sets up the deal in the Garden of Eden. I want yOu tO enjOy all Of these trees, enjOy these trees and I'm not even asking yOu tO say thank yOu, I'm just asking yOu tO abide by One request. See that tree over there, that's My tree. Please dOn't eat frOm My tree, eat frOm all Of the others.

YOu see, if the kid abides by thOse rules what's he really dOing? When he's eating frOm all the trees and not eating frOm yOur One tree he's understanding that it's not like the wOrld cOmes with trees, this is just a facet Of the wOrld and I cut G-d Out Of it, and there are all these trees and whatever, they're my trees. Because if that were the case yOu wOuld eat frOm all the trees. YOu see, when yOu avOid G-d's One, special tree, what are yOu really saying? YOu're saying I understand whO I am, I understand that I am a guest in the garden here, and there's a Master in the garden and that's the Master's special tree. When I eat all Of the other trees now while avOiding that One tree, I understand that the Master has given me a gift. The trees are all the mOre wOnderful and delicious because as I eat them I dOn't just get the physical enjOyment Of eating thOse fruits, but I get the sense of lOve and Of giving that the Master has prOvided me with this because He lOved me and made these delicious trees fOr me. Every time I eat One of these trees it feels like Grandpa is hugging me all Over again - which leads us directly tO the tree of life.

Remember that question I asked yOu abOut the mechanism by which the tree of life might wOrk, was it just fairy dust that makes yOu live fOrever? I mean, after all nothing lives fOrever. LOOk arOund in the wOrld, all the animals they die, everything dies, and all Of a sudden yOu're going tO be the only living thing in this wOrld that dOesn't die? COuld there pOssibly be a rational explanation fOr that? There might well be. What is the only living thing that dOesn't die? It's actually a being that's not frOm this wOrld, that's Out Of this wOrld, that's just sOrt Of hanging out in the garden, it's G-d Himself. Might it be that the mechanism thrOugh which the tree of life grants life is that eating frOm the tree of life in sOme strange way is a way Of clinging tO G-d Himself - clinging sO deeply tO G-d that yOu shake off yOur mOrtal cOils and share in G-d's Own immOrtality?

NOw, the idea here is a kind Of hard idea tO prOcess, what dOes it mean tO cling tO G-d, yOu can't tOuch Him, yOu can't feel Him, yOu can't actually hug Him? But that sOrt Of brings us right back tO Our Grandpa analOgy because yOu can't hug Grandpa when he's in FlOrida either. But sOmehOw when yOu play with thOse Legos and yOu receive that gift in the right way with the cOnsciousness that it's frOm Grandpa, it's like Grandpa is there, it's almOst like Grandpa is there giving yOu that hug. That's the richness Of the relationship.

Let's try and think abOut that in terms Of the garden now. Here yOu are in the Garden of Eden and G-d has given yOu all Of these wOnderful trees, He wants yOu tO eat frOm all these trees, eat frOm them, yes, eat frOm them, just stay away frOm that One tree that's Mine, and yOu dO it and yOu're enjOying the gifts that the Master has given yOu. When yOu dO that yOu achieve sOmething larger than just the delicious taste of a fresh Orange on yOur palate, yOu achieve cOnnection with yOur sOurce, yOu achieve cOnnection with the Master.

In Hebrew we have a wOrd fOr it, the wOrd is Deveikut - in a mOment I'll shOw that that wOrd actually appears within wOrld number 2 itself - but Deveikut really means cOnnection. It's even deeper than cOnnection, clinging tO, a reunification-with-yOur-sOurce kind Of cOnnection. Because the Master is hard tO cOnnect tO, in sOme crazy way He's just like Grandpa in FlOrida, yOu can't just reach Out and hug Him. He's the ultimate extraterrestrial, yOu can't tOuch Him, yOu can't feel Him. SO if yOu wanted tO give G-d a hug, hOw wOuld yOu dO it? If yOu wanted Deveikut - cOnnection, with the Divine hOw wOuld yOu dO that with G-d? If I want tO cOnnect tO a persOn I hug them, if I want tO cOnnect, tO becOme whOle, tO unite with G-d, hOw dO I dO that? I dO that by accepting the lOving gifts that He gives me and understanding that the gifts cOme frOm Him Out Of lOve. I dO that when I eat frOm all Of the trees that He gives me while simultaneously abiding by the cOmmand tO avOid the Master's Own tree.

NOw I want tO make a sOmewhat radical statement. When yOu dO that it's Only a matter Of time until yOu eat frOm the tree of life. Right, G-d didn't even tell man that there was a tree of life in the garden, He just said, go eat frOm all the trees and He put a tree of life in the middle of the garden, eventually yOu're going tO eat frOm the tree of life. It's almOst as if all the trees are the tree of life, we dOn't even know which tree is the tree of life, it's just that being in the garden and accepting all Of these gifts and abiding by that One restriction not eating frOm the Master's tree, all Of that is tantamOunt tO eating frOm the tree of life. When yOu dO that yOu're accepting G-d's gifts and accepting thOse gifts is hugging G-d and cOnnecting tO Him, and if yOu hug and yOu dOn't let go then death cannot take yOu, because yOu're hOlding on tO the sOurce of eternal life. That's what it means tO eat frOm the tree of life; tO cling tO G-d and not let go.

But Of cOurse yOu have a chOice because yOu dOn't have tO eat frOm the tree of life, there's another special tree, the tree of knowledge. And that cOnfers death and it dOesn't cOnfer death thrOugh Orange fairy dust either, it cOnfers death because eating frOm that tree, the tree of knowledge, that is letting go. YOu're letting go Of the sOurce of eternal life, yOu're succumbing tO an illusion that I can have all the trees, I want ultimate cOntrOl, it's all mine, these aren't gifts, this is just the way the wOrld is. Well, if these aren't gifts and yOu want tO play that game and pretend this is just the way the wOrld is, yOu can have that but

yOu're having that at the expense of the relationship. When yOu pretend that the battleship is just part Of yOur rOOm yOu might have the battleship but when yOu play with it yOu're not hugging Grandpa anymOre. In the Garden of Eden yOu might now have all the trees including the very last One, but yOu've sacrificed the relationship, yOu're letting go. When yOu let go then yOu can't help but die like any Other mOrtal being.

Okay, and now let me cOme back tO Our question. NOw, having understOOd what's happening with this setup in the garden - these cOmmands invOlving the trees - having understOOd that a little bit better, let's cOme back tO Our interview and try tO make a little bit mOre sense of that interview. What is it that unites the twO things that G-d says; that which He says abOut man and that which He says tO man? TO man are these cOmmands abOut the trees, that revOlves arOund this idea of Deveikut which we've been talking abOut, Of clinging tO G-d, what dOes it mean tO hug G-d. HOw wOuld that relate tO the other piece of what G-d says abOut man - He's there; L'Ovdah ul'shOmrah - tO wOrk the garden, tO take care of it?

SO the first thing we might notice is it's not any Old place that man is being called upOn tO take care of, it's G-d's garden. What that might mean is that G-d is adding a bilateral aspect tO this relationship. It's not just that G-d is unilaterally prOviding all Of these wOnderful things tO man, this bOunty Of all the trees in the garden, that man is just a taker in the relationship. G-d alsO gives man the oppOrtunity tO be a giver, tO dO sOmething fOr G-d, as it were; he can take care of G-d's garden.

SO when we add it all up then we find this. Man has twO jObs in this wOrld, twO things that he needs tO dO tO achieve Deveikut. He needs tO be a goOd receiver On the one hand, tO take these gifts frOm G-d, tO enjOy with pleasure these delectable gifts Of the trees and tO dO it and recOgnizing the existence of the giver. He needs tO dO all Of that. But sOmehOw, if all yOu dO is take, take, take gifts given tO yOu, that's not the whOle way that lOve and cOnnection are achieved, there has tO be a bilateral aspect Of it tOO, yOu have tO be able tO give back. As strOng as there is a desire tO get the pleasure that sOmeone wants tO give yOu whO lOves yOu, there is the desire tO sOmehOw reciprOcate. What cOuld yOu give G-d after all - G-d has everything? But G-d allOws yOu tO give sOmething back. He says, I shOwed yOu hOw tO garden when I first planted it, now yOu take over, yOu take care of My special place, this place that yOu and I can be tOgether, this garden. YOur jOb here is; L'Ovdah ul'shOmrah - tO wOrk the land and tO guard Over it, tO preserve this place, this special place that we have tOgether.

Okay, sO now let me ask yOu a question here, cOuld we extend this idea further? Might it be that this Deveikut notion, this notion of clinging tO yOur sOurce, Of reuniting with yOur sOurce, Of lOvingly cOnnecting tO it, is not just sOmething that animates man's relationship tO G-d in this wOrld, but it animates Other relationships tOO? FOr example, man's relationship tO land. We've seen in this wOrld that land is a kind Of stand-in fOr yOur creatOr, it's the place frOm which yOu've cOme, sO tO the extent that man lOOks tO land as the place frOm which I cOme, might he then seek tO cOme back tO land?

Here tOO, the cOmmands in the garden can be seen as a way Of cOming back tO land. On the one hand, I wOrk the land, I take care of it, I give gifts tO land. The way wOrld 2 seems tO characterize man's

agricultural prOwess, it seems tO characterize it as a gift that he gifts tO land. Remember the very first verse or twO in this wOrld that described the land as parched because not Only was there not rain but man wasn't there tO be able tO tend tO the earth. Man gives a great gift tO the earth by tending tO it. SO man gives gifts tO earth, gives pleasure tO the earth, sO tO speak, and the earth gives pleasure back tO man in the fOrms Of all these fruits.

SO thrOugh the cOmmands invOlving the trees; tO enjOy all the trees and tO take care of the land, really twO things are happening at Once. Man is relating tO twO different kinds Of sOurces; G-d, an ultimate kind Of sOurce, but alsO land, his mOst prOximate sOurce frOm which he cOmes, frOm which his bOdy cOmes. He's establishing a kind Of unity with land tOO.

And, it may be that we can extend this Deveikut idea even further. The idea of becOming whOle with that which yOu were once part Of, really in a way is what makes this entire wOrld go arOund, because it animates not just Our relationship with G-d and not just Our relationship with [man/land 31:20], but man's relationship with wOman tOO. Because lOOk at hOw wOrld 2 describes the advent Of the female human. NOt as the way wOrld 1 describes it; Zachar u'nekeiva barah OtOm - that G-d just created these twO little creatOrs, male creatOr and female creatOr, and divided the respOnsibility between them and said, yOu cOme tOgether tO create. NO, it's a whOle different picture in wOrld number 2. First there's man and then wOman is taken frOm him. Why? What's the meaning of it happening it that way?

What's interesting is, is that Deveikut - cOming back and reuniting with yOur sOurce, is actually the whOle dynamic that's at the heart Of the prOcess Of man finding a mate. LOOk at the text, it begins with; LOh tOv heyOt ha'Adam levadO - it's not goOd fOr man tO be alOne. Man needs tO cOnnect. But G-d says, maybe he cOuld find a mate frOm sOmething else, frOm the animal, sO He creates animals frOm the grOund. And in a certain way there is a kind Of lOgic tO it, man cOmes frOm the grOund, animals frOm the grOund, maybe man wOuld like tO be with animals, they bOth cOme frOm the grOund after all. But man finds that there's not enough Of a unity there because the animals in sOme way are still fOreign frOm man.

Then G-d says, I see what yOu want, yOu want sOmething that really cOmes frOm yOu. SO He puts man tO sleep, takes part Of him, the feminine part Of him, separates it, creates an entire being arOund that feminine part Of him and then brings that feminine being tO man. Then man says, yes, this time; Etzem mei'atzamai, u'basar mi'besari - a bOne frOm my bOnes, flesh frOm my flesh. LezOt yikareh isha - and therefOre I will call her wOman. In Hebrew, literally 'frOm man', that's her name, frOm man. Ki mei'ish lukchah zOt - because she was taken frOm man and therefOre, I can finally find happiness, I can finally cOme tOgether with her.

Then the narratOr turns and addresses the reader and says; Al kein - that's why; Ya'azav ish et aviv v'et imO v'davak b'ishtO vehayu l'basar echad - man will leave behind his mOther and his father and will cling tO this wOman, and they will becOme one flesh. What dO yOu mean that's why? That's why because in a way it's hard tO leave hOme, that's another unity, yOur parents, it's not just land that yOu cOme frOm, not just G-d that yOu cOme frOm, yOu cOme frOm yOur parents and yOu never want tO break that unity, yOu always want tO stay hOme. What allOws man tO be independent and tO say goOdbye in a way and tO

begin tO etch Out a life fOr himself? It's the fact that he can leave behind his parents - One unity, and establish a unity with sOmeone that came frOm him tOO, his lOst feminine side, and they can cOme tOgether.

Listen tO that wOrd; V'davak b'ishtO vehayu l'basar echad - and man will cling tO his wife and becOme One flesh. That's what it's abOut, it's abOut Deveikut, abOut re-establishing whOleness when yOu're twO fragments, yOu want tO cOme tOgether with yOur sOurce. That's what animates the drive fOr man and wOman tO cOme tOgether. Very different, by the way, frOm wOrld number 1. In wOrld number 1 why dOes man cOme tOgether with wOman? Because it's the only way I can create, that's the wOrld Of creation. I can't create withOut wOman. In wOrld number 2 it's not abOut creation, it's abOut becOming whOle, I can't be whOle withOut wOman. In this wOrld Deveikut - becOming whOle, is really what makes the entire wOrld go arOund.

Okay sO let's just sOrt Of summarize. If we were tO say wOrld number 1 it's a wOrld in which man lOOks at himself and sees a creatOr. WOrld number 2, man lOOks at himself and sees a cOnnectOr, sees sOmeone whO yearns tO becOme whOle with parts Of himself that he was Once whOle with, but he sees himself as just a fragment. SO man and wOman cOme tOgether tO bring tOgether twO fragments. Man cOmes tOgether with land, man cOmes tOgether with G-d, achieves whOleness in all Of these realms.

SO what if I then drill dOwn a little bit and say yes, cOnnectOr, Okay sO yOu're intO cOnnection, tO whOleness, tO lOve, but thOse are lOfty cOncepts, hOw dO yOu actually dO that? What's the path tO lOve - lOve is such an abstract cOncept? HOw wOuld yOu answer that On behalf Of man number 2 in wOrld number 2? What wOuld he tell yOu? Maybe he'd tell yOu sOmething like this. There is a cOnsistent path tO cOnnection, cOnnection might seem ethereal but there's a very cOncrete way that yOu realize it. YOu realize it by giving gifts, by Opening yOurself up tO pleasure that cOmes tO yOu frOm Others and by giving pleasure back as best as yOu pOssibly can. In as much as this is the raw material Of lOve, it tOO is what makes this wOrld - wOrld number 2 - go arOund. If yOu lOOk at hOw this wOrld is cOnstructed, hOw it's described, it's all described arOund gift giving.

LOOk at the fOllOwing things fOr example. Let's start with the creation of man itself. In wOrld number 1 man was the very last thing being created. WOrld number 2 describes man as the first, not necessarily because chrOnolOgically he was the first, but everything that fOllOws revOlves arOund man, is actually described in terms Of hOw it relates tO man, abOut what kind Of gift it can be fOr man. G-d causes all Of these wOnderful fruit trees tO be created and as they're created they're described as; Nechmad lemareh v'tOv lema'achal - beautiful tO the eye and delicious tO the palate. SO in other wOrds, when they're actually created they're described in terms Of what a wOnderful gift they will be fOr man. People will lOOk at this and say, wOw, sO beautiful, wOw, sO delicious. In wOrld number 1 the trees didn't get described that way.

Let's talk abOut the creation of animals, hOw are the creation of animals characterized? Back in wOrld number 1 G-d decided tO make sOme animals, back in wOrld number 2 the animals are alsO pOtential gifts tO man, maybe yOu can find a mate amOng these? SO G-d creates all these animals, parades them in frOnt

Of man, it's all in relation tO man, it's all hOw man might delight in them. SO man rejects the animals, sO G-d says, ah, fine, sO I'll create wOman, another gift fOr yOu, the gift Of finally finding a mate. As we even say in Sheva BerachOs; Samayach tesamach rei'im ahuvim - hOw G-d delighted and reveled in the delight Of man as he delighted in his wife. G-d is all abOut making man happy, abOut giving man sOme kind Of pleasure, sOme kind Of gift, any kind Of gift, all kinds Of gifts, it's a wOrld Of gift giving. That tOO is what makes this wOrld go arOund.

There's twO things that make this wOrld go arOund. COnnection with sOurce; but cOnnection with sOurce is a very abstract thing, cOnnecting tO land, cOnnecting tO G-d, cOnnecting with wOman, hOw dO yOu dO it? YOu dO it because there's a drive, a drive deep within man, a certain kind Of raw material and that raw material is pleasure, it can be given, it can be received. If yOu dO that right yOu can create lOve Out Of that. If yOu dO it wrOng it just ends up being narcissistic and hedOnism. But if yOu can give and receive gifts, thOse are the building blOcks Of lOve. G-d not Only makes all Of these trees, but He gives man the appetite and the desire tO delight in them, tO seek pleasure in thOse trees, tO accept the great gift that G-d gives tO him. When man takes that drive fOr pleasure and sanctifies it by bringing it intO a relationship, then that drive fOr pleasure becOmes the stepping-stOne tO cOnnection tO G-d himself. I got these wOnderful gifts and I understand that it came frOm YOu. When I marry, that understanding that it came frOm YOu, tOgether with the delight Of the pleasure, I have cOnnection, I have lOve with YOu, and now I want tO give back.

HOw can I give back? Let me take care of YOur garden, let me give sOmething tO the land. The land gave sO much pleasure tO me, what can I give fOr land? L'Ovdah ul'shOmrah - I cOuld take care of land, I can give land the pleasure, as it were, Of being perfected, Of reaching its destiny. It's the same with wOman. Isn't it interesting that cOnnection and unity between man and wOman, intimacy between them, cOmes by definition as a pleasure-giving exercise, that is mutual, and by the acceptance and receipt Of that mutual pleasure they cOnnect and becOme whOle.

SO tO summarize where we're at, we have twO wOrlds. WOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2. In wOrld number 1 man's relationship tO the cOsmOs lOOks like man is the creatOr, the great imitatOr Of the Divine. That's hOw he relates tO everything; it's hOw he relates tO land, it's hOw he relates tO G-d, creativity is the lens thrOugh which he sees everything. SO when man lOOks at land in wOrld number 1 what dOes he see? He sees a sandbOx in which he can be creative, land is a thing, it's just another thing that's created, it's a tOOl, a thing that G-d gave me that I can wOrk with and that I can build with, that I can be little creatOr just like G-d is Great CreatOr.

But in wOrld number 2 man sees things differently. Man dOesn't lOOk at himself as creatOr but as cOnnectOr, cOming tOgether with that frOm which I cOme. In wOrld number 2 man lOOks at land and heavens - and land and heavens again aren't the sentient beings that created him, that thOught abOut him and figured Out hOw, man dOesn't see a mOdel Of creativity. But man lOOks at them and says, I came frOm yOu, I came frOm land, I want tO cOme back tO land. Man even lOOks at G-d behind land and says, ultimately, I came frOm YOu and I want tO cOme back tO YOu. Man lOOks at wOman and wants tO cOme back tO her as well. It's sO different than wOrld number 1. In wOrld number 1 man lOOked at wOman and

what did he see? Man number 1, mOtivated by creativity, sees a cO-creatOr. Man number 2 sees sOmeone whO he can becOme whOle with. The reasOn fOr union with wOman in wOrld number 1 is tO achieve sOmething else, tO be creative, tO have children. In wOrld number 2 it's an end in and Of itself, tO cOnnect and becOme whOle.

Next week I want tO try tO see if we can take these twO different mOdels and integrate them sOmehOw. Because after all, we really Only live one life. We have tO sOmehOw understand what it means tO live our lives bringing wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2 tOgether. But even befOre we dO that I think we can stOp right now, take a deep breath, lOOk back upOn what we've seen and begin tO have sOme sOrt Of framewOrk fOr attacking that greatest Of all questions, hOw dO I find meaning in life? What place dO I have in the cOsmOs that is meaningful? There's an answer Or a path tO an answer that wOrld number 1 hOlds Out fOr me, and another path fOr an answer that wOrld number 2 hOlds Out fOr me.

WOrld 1's answer is creativity. Being creative is hOw yOu actualize yOur place in the universe and there is ultimate meaning in that creativity. BiolOgical creativity; cOnceive children, raise them, yOu will die but they will be there even after yOu die. YOu put yOur blOOd, sweat and tears intO raising kids, it's what yOu've brOught intO this wOrld. What greater achievement can yOu imagine than this little, independent being, whO is not sO little anymOre? G-d created independent human beings, humanity, and now yOu have tOO. But it's not just biolOgical creativity, there's all kinds Of creativity, there's technolOgical creativity, there's aesthetic creativity, yOu're an artist, lOOk what yOu bring intO this wOrld, yOu're a cOmpOser, lOOk at what yOu bring intO this wOrld. YOu're a scientist, yOu discOver ideas, yOu unravel the creativity Of the CreatOr and understand and prOvide that knowledge fOr the rest Of humankind. YOu're an entrepreneur, yOu create the new internet startup cOmpany. In all these ways we transcend Ourselves, even if we die, lOOk at what we leave behind.

In creativity we transcend Ourselves in sOme sOrt Of ultimate way tOO, because we're little creatOr with a small c, and G-d is Big CreatOr with a large C, and in our Own creative activity we gain an appreciation and a sense of awe fOr the creativity Of the Master Himself.

SO yes, creativity has ultimate meaning, it IS meaning of life fOr wOrld 1.

But wOrld 2 has a different answer fOr what is the meaning of life. WOrld 2 says, we can find meaning thrOugh lOve, thrOugh cOnnection with Others. If I have lOved well, I sense in sOme way that my life has been meaningful. Even if I die, even if yOu die, Our lives were meaningful because of that lOve. It's not just lOve between man and wOman, lOve between parent and child, between man and his CreatOr, all the times when the little fragments cOme tOgether and becOme whOle. Even Chesed - the brOtherhOOd Of man, we were all Once whOle, part Of One great family. There is a kind Of ultimate meaning in lOve.

YOu know, there's a fascinating bOOk, a novel written by JOhn Green; The Fault in Our Stars. The bOOk is the stOry Of a precOcious teenager by the name of Hazel whO has a terminal illness, cancer, her life will be cut shOrt. She meets a bOy by the name of Augustus, whO alsO has cancer and by the end Of the bOOk it becOmes clear that his life tOO will be cut shOrt. Their challenge really, is tO struggle with death faces us but hOw dO we find meaning despite that? Is there a way? Augustus has a kind Of answer; he struggles tO

find meaning thrOugh impact - lasting impact. What herOic thing can I bring tO the wOrld, can I leave the wOrld with, that will be here even after I die? That's wOrld number 1 talking. Creative man; what can I bring tO the wOrld that wasn't here befOre I was, that will transcend me and live on even in my death?

But there's another answer, an answer that even Augustus at sOme pOint seems tO recOgnize, it's Hazel's answer, it's lOve. At sOme pOint Augustus says it. He turns tO Hazel and says - and I'm quOting now frOm the bOOk. " 'I'm in lOve with yOu', he says quietly, 'Augustus', she replies. He says, 'I am', he was staring at me and I cOuld see the cOrners Of his eyes crinkling. He says, 'I am in lOve with yOu and I'm not in the business Of denying myself the simple pleasure of saying true things. I'm in lOve with yOu and I know that lOve is just a shOut intO the vOid and that Oblivion is inevitable and that we're all dOOmed and that there will cOme a day when all Our labOr has been returned tO dust. I know the sun will swallOw the only earth we'll ever have and I am in lOve with yOu'." What he's telling her is that lOve tOO passes this litmus test. That at the end Of the day if yOu die and all yOu can say is that yOu've lOved, at sOme level yOur life still matters.

The question that faces us next week is that wOrld 1 and wOrld 2 give very different answers tO meaning in life. WOrld 1's answer, if I just fOllOwed that, sO I'm a creatOr, I find meaning in all the different ways I create. WOrld 2, if I just fOllOw that, I find meaning in all the different ways I cOnnect. SO which is it?
COuld G-d not decide when He created man hOw tO create twO different wOrlds? The schizOphrenic being whO is pulled tO create on the one hand, is pulled tO lOve on the other hand? Or is there sOme way Of integrating these visions? DOes the real larger meaning of life find itself when humans can sOmehOw bridge the divide between creativity and lOve? HOw wOuld they dO that?

We'll cOme back and explOre that next week.

Hi everybOdy this is Rabbi David FOhrman and welcOme back tO pOdcast 4. We're cOnsidering issues Of meaning in life, and we were talking abOut wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2, what we've been calling the stOry that Genesis number 1 tells abOut creation, and the stOry that Genesis number 2 tells abOut it. What we fOund is, that each stOry seems tO paint man's picture in the cOsmOs differently, seems tO give a different answer tO the great question of where dOes Our meaning in life cOme?

The answer Of wOrld number [One 0:35], it is thrOugh creativity G-d, the ultimate CreatOr in the universe, man, little creatOr, created in the image of G-d, his destiny tO create like G-d creates. G-d creates man biolOgically, mankind has the ability tO re-create itself biolOgically. He has the ability tO create technolOgically much as G-d did when G-d created the wOrld itself. Man has the ability tO go back intO that sandbOx, the wOrld, and tO create and tO mOuld it as he sees fit. That's One great answer tO the meaning of life. We find it by exercising our creativity, there is sOmething sacred abOut creating, abOut imitating our creatOr, abOut effecting the wOrld in this kind Of way.

But, what we've been calling wOrld number 2 seems tO prOvide an entirely different kind Of answer, wOrld number 2 seems tO be a wOrld where different values reign. The prime value; lOve, cOnnection, clinging tO yOur belOved, clinging tO them physically and becOming one flesh, reuniting between man and wOman. Man and G-d; man cOmes frOm G-d, reuniting in a way, cOnnecting with G-d, sO as tO fOrm that whOle. COnnecting with land, we cOme frOm land tOO. COnnection. LOve. These are the great values Of wOrld number 2.

The question I left yOu with is, sO at the end Of the day is this just a picture of a kind Of deep, schizOphrenia in the heart Of mankind; twO entirely different things that we strive fOr, creativity On the One hand, relationships On the other, and never the twain shall meet? Or not? Is there sOme way in our heads that we can integrate this?

LOOking at the TOrah, dOes the TOrah help us see hOw any Of this might get integrated? Or are we stuck? DO we pursue twO different things almOst like we have our fOOt On the back Of twO steeds, these hOrses gallOping, and what if they gallOp in oppOsite directions? Because these really are twO different aims in life, sO what am I suppOsed tO dO? HOw dO I try simultaneously tO achieve these twO different things? Or is that even what I'm suppOsed tO dO?

SO as a way - at least fOr myself - Of trying tO cOme tO grips with sOme of these questions, I tried a little thOught experiment. I actually tried this with a few people over here in the Aleph Beta office and now I want tO invite yOu, pOdcast listeners, tO experience this thOught experiment alOng with me. SO I'm going tO give yOu twO different paths, twO different visions Of yOur life. If yOu sOrt Of fast-fOrward 80 years frOm now and I want tO ask yOu which Of these yOu wOuld find mOst fulfilling? There's going tO be a wOrld 1 path and a wOrld 2 path. The rules Of the games are, yOu've got tO pick One or the other, there's no cOmprOmise. SO which Of these twO wOuld yOu pick? Let me describe each fOr yOu, try tO paint a little picture in yOur mind here.

Path number 1, the creatOr path. SO 80 years frOm now, yOu lOOk back in yOur life and here's what it
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lOOks like. YOu're blessed with exceptional creative skill. YOu were playing arOund in chemistry class in Tenth Grade and discOvered a new metal allOy. AlOng with yOur chemistry teacher yOu published a paper On that, got written up in an academic jOurnal, and people are clamOring fOr yOu tO get intO the Ivy League. There yOu majOred in sOftware engineering and yOu started an internet startup cOmpany, [the ULU 4:23] Or dOminance of the hOme video market. YOuTube is nothing cOmpared tO what yOu put tOgether.

It seems like whatever it is that yOu tOuch, sOmehOw yOur creativity sparks new revOlutions here and new revOlutions there. YOu're written up On five different Wikipedia pages. It's not just yOu, it's yOur kids tOO. BiolOgical creativity, yOu have these children whO are just as creative as yOu are, they're shOwing great, great prOmise in their yOung lives. YOu're famOus. YOu're rich frOm all Of the public acclaim, frOm all Of yOur inventions. YOu go places and yOu're mObbed by fans.

Yet, yOu have nothing in terms Of relationships. The sad truth Of it all is that none of yOur relationships have really wOrked Out. It's been sO in marriage, yOu had sOme kids, but yOu dOn't get alOng with yOur kids and dOn't get alOng with yOur parents. There's really nobOdy that yOu call a deep and clOse friend, that yOu lOOk back, that yOu have a really warm and clOse and abiding relationship with. SO yes, yOu have yOur adOring fans whO, like paparazzi, huddle arOund yOu and ask fOr yOur autOgraphs and take selfie pictures with yOu. But they're not really interested in yOu, they're interested in being seen with yOu.
YOu're a lOnely celebrity, but yOu've made yOur mark On the wOrld. The wOrld is a different place, maybe even a better place, because yOu've been here. That is Option number 1, path number 1, path Of wOrld number 1.

But here's the path Of wOrld number 2 and it lOOks very different. Eighty years intO yOur life yOu lOOk back in yOur life. YOu've had warm and abundant relationships with people. Deep, satisfying relationships. YOur life is full Of lOve, Of giving and receiving these gifts. YOu feel that yOur lOved Ones have gotten tO know yOu and yOu've gotten tO know them. Every day, every cOnversation, it feels like yOu're discOvering the persOn next tO yOu anew. SO yOur relationships are abundantly fulfilling.

But everything that yOu've sOught tO create, tO build in yOur life, has sOmehOw just turned tO dust, nothing has really wOrked Out. YOu had yOur dreams, yOu had yOur prOfessional dreams, yOu tried tO build a cOmpany, it fell apart. YOu tried tO build a hOuse, yOu cOuldn't dO it. YOu tried tO becOme a sOftware engineer, yOu tried tO cOmpOse violin cOncertOs, yOu tOOk piano lessOns ad nauseum, nothing stuck. YOu never really did anything. Never accOmplished anything, never built anything. But yOur relationships - yOur relationships are warm and vibrant and lOving and satisfying.

Which Of these paths wOuld yOu chOOse? If yOu had tO chOOse only One and yOu cOuldn't mix and match, which wOuld yOu chOOse?

SO I want tO share with yOu the results Of my thOrOughly, un-scientific survey that I tOOk here in the Offices at Aleph Beta, I asked this question arOund, and while I will delete the names tO prOtect the innocent, here were sOme of the reactions, Or the cOnsensus reactions. SO One cOnsensus reaction is that hands dOwn - everyOne I talked tO at least - chOse the secOnd Option, chOse relationship fulfillment. And I

think that's very palpable. If we really think abOut it, I suspect that that's hOw many Of us wOuld chOOse.

I remember vividly a sOng frOm grOwing up, Harry Chapin's The Cat's in the Cradle. It was really all abOut that, the great balance between career at One level - wOrld number 1, and family, yOur child, relationship - wOrld number 2. Here's this father and he has this child and he lOves his child, and the kid just wants tO spend time with dad, but dad's busy, dad's gone tO wOrk. Dad's not watching a fOOtball game at wOrk, he's in wOrk sO he can prOvide fOr kid, but sOmehOw it crOwds Out that time fOr kid. The stOry is the saddest stOry in the wOrld. That sOng is tragic. I remember a Rebbe of mine in high schOOl, tOld me, he says, when I turned On the radio and I heard that sOng fOr the first time, I had tO pull Over tO the side of the rOad, I was sObbing sO hard.

It's the tragedy Of trading wOrld 2 fOr wOrld 1. WOrld 1 seems sO all-cOnsuming, but yOu can't put a wOrld 1 price tag on things frOm wOrld 2. A friend Of mine tells a stOry Of hOw in high schOOl in Cleveland, sO they had a career day where parents were invited tO cOme in and talk abOut their careers. SO all Of his friends were having their dad cOme in and this One was going tO talk abOut his beer factOry that he had, and this One was going tO talk abOut what it was like tO be a cOmmercial airline's flight instructOr, and everyOne was going tO cOme in and talk abOut their careers.

This friend Of mine, he was sO prOud Of his father, his father was a career guy but alsO managed tO integrate his Talmud study and he taught a Talmud class every day. He said, Dad, I want yOu tO cOme in and talk abOut yOur career and hOw yOu teach these classes and hOw yOu put it all tOgether, tell my class the stOry. The father said, well lOOk if I did that, I'd have tO take off the day frOm wOrk and here's what I make per hOur in my day at wOrk and I dO this sO that I can put fOOd On the table, sO that I can be able tO suppOrt yOu and MOm and the other kids. And if yOu think it's wOrth it fOr me tO take off that time, that's going tO be wOrth $2,000, then I'll dO that. But yOu tell me if yOu think that's wOrth it. The kid was like, well no, I guess I can't tell yOu that it's wOrth $2,000.

But yOu listen tO that stOry, it's like the saddest stOry in the wOrld. Because it's putting a wOrld 1 price tag On sOmething that's not frOm wOrld 1, it's frOm wOrld 2.

SO let me just cOme back here tO this reaction of my Office mates tO this stark chOice of wOrld 1 and wOrld 2 that I put befOre them. What dO we make of that? HOw might that help us in a way go back tO the text in Genesis and understand it? HOw dOes it help us understand Our lives? SO here's what I at least make of it. It seems tO me that the mere fact that everybOdy in my thOrOughly, un-scientific survey chOse wOrld number 2, says sOmething. It suggests, going back tO the Biblical text, that maybe there's a prOgression here.

In other wOrds, I presented tO yOu in the last three or sO pOdcasts, this vision of wOrld number 1 and then this secOnd perspective of wOrld number 2. But let's go back tO the Biblical text and remember that wOrld number 1 actually cOmes befOre wOrld number 2. Bereishis barah ElOkim et hashOmayim v'et ha'aretz is the wOrld in which G-d is the CreatOr, in which man is created B'tzelem ElOkim. FOllOwing that; Eileh tOldOs ha'shamayim veha'aretz behibaram - these are the generations Of heaven and earth, and in that wOrld relationships are key, the whOle wOrld revOlves arOund them. SO, very generally speaking, it

may well be that wOrld 1 leads intO wOrld number 2. In other wOrds, there's a reasOn why wOrld number 1 precedes wOrld number 2. Maybe at sOme level wOrld number 1 is a steppingstOne intO wOrld number
2. In other wOrds, tO make that a little bit mOre cOncrete, maybe as fulfilling as it is tO be a creatOr B'tzelem ElOkim, it dOesn't hOld a candle tO the fulfillment that cOmes by building relationships that are deep and that are meaningful. By cOnnecting with thOse whO we were once one with.

NOw, what this might further suggest, if it's really true that wOrld number 1 is a steppingstOne tO wOrld number 2, and this is, I think, sOmething which we really have tO think abOut, why is that true? In other wOrds, what is it abOut wOrld number 1 that helps yOu get tO wOrld number 2? That wOuld suggest that it's not really pOssible tO get tO wOrld number 2 withOut achieving sOmething in wOrld number 1, withOut achieving yOur pOtential in wOrld number 1 at sOme level Of being a Tzelem ElOkim - Of being a creatOr, at sOme level, at least little creatOr. Why wOuld that be sO?

This leads tO One of the interesting caveats - if I can go back tO Our little office discussion - One of the people that I interviewed abOut this, said that tO sOme extent they thOught it was a little bit Of a false chOice. Because my extreme view Of Option number 2 is that the only kind Of fulfillment yOu had were these really deep and meaningful relationships, but that yOu had no creative fulfillment whatsOever, whatever yOu tried tO dO failed. YOu cOuldn't build anything in yOur life, yOu had no hObbies, yOu had no success in develOping yOurself, whether learning music, Or whether writing, whatever yOu tried tO build just utterly failed. This persOn suggested that maybe that's not sO realistic. In other wOrds, maybe it's not really pOssible tO have really rich and meaningful relationships unless yOu can build sOmething in yOur Own independent life befOre yOu even get intO a relationship.

I think that's a very interesting insight and maybe is a clue perhaps as tO hOw wOrld 1 is a steppingstOne intO wOrld 2. In other wOrds, befOre I enter intO a relationship, I actually have tO be an independent persOn. WOrld number 1 is really abOut mankind being given the tOOls tO be independent people. The Ultimate CreatOr in the sky says, here I'm going tO give yOu the pOwer that I have, the pOwer Of creativity. YOu're going tO exercise it and yOu're going tO feel pOwerful. It's yOur sOurce of self-esteem. LOOk at what yOu can dO, yOu can create like the Master Of the Universe can create, lOOk at hOw sanctified yOu are.

That really is the basis fOr all kinds Of respect in the wOrld. NOt just that yOu shOuld respect Other people because they're creatOrs just like yOu - which is certainly true. NOt just that yOu shOuld respect G-d - which is certainly true - because now that yOu have an insight Of what it means tO be a creatOr yOu can have all the mOre appreciation fOr the Master CreatOr in the universe. All Of that is true, but yOu can respect yOurself, yOu understand that yOu tOO are a sanctified being, yOu're a little creatOr On earth. It is that pOwer tO create, that ability tO create, that sOrt Of establishes yOu as an independent persOn, capable Of entering intO a relationship.

Because what happens if yOu try entering intO a relationship and yOu're not an independent persOn? YOu have no self-esteem, yOu have no sense of self, yOu haven't actually dOne anything with yOur life. Well, if yOu try dOing that, yOur relationships are not likely tO be all that fulfilling. Because a relationship by

definition is a relationship between twO independent beings. TwO independent beings realizing that each Other is independent magically fOrm this we, this union tOgether, and that union is wOnderful, and it's an escape frOm lOneliness, it's sOmething larger than bOth Of us.

But the paradOxical part Of that union is that as much as it's a we, an us, it's alsO twO I's, there's me that's separate, and there's yOu that's separate, and sOmehOw we cOme tOgether. But if I'm not independent I'm just going tO get sucked in, there's not going tO be any me left, and hOw will that make yOu feel that there's no me left? YOu dOn't want just a yes man in yOur relationship, yOu dOn't want sOmebOdy whO is just a little puppet Of yOu, yOu want sOmebOdy whO has a sense of independence and frOm that place of independence is willing tO relate tO yOu and tO give tO yOu. If I have no sense of independence then what I give tO yOu isn't even meaningful.

Let's say I take yOu On a date and I say, sO where wOuld yOu like tO go? Where wOuld yOu like tO go Out tO eat? And yOur answer is like, Oh wherever yOu like is fine. NO, but like what kind Of fOOd dO yOu like? DO yOu like Indian fOOd? DO yOu like - there's this really cOOl new Japanese place dOwn at the harbOr, dO yOu like that? Well, yOu know, I just really want whatever it is that yOu wOuld like. I mean at sOme pOint that gets annoying. I want tO know like whO are yOu? What are yOur interests? Tell me what yOu like and I'd like tO actually explOre thOse interests with yOu, because I want tO know whO yOu are. But if there's no yOu there, there's no there there, like whO am I relating tO already? I didn't get intO a relationship with a sOck puppet!

SO cOming back tO this idea that wOrld 1 is cOnnected tO wOrld 2, it's a bridge intO wOrld 2, yOu start with wOrld 1 and yOu get tO wOrld 2, we may start tO have an inkling now as tO hOw that might be sO. In Other wOrds, here's One sense in which wOrld number 1 is a prerequisite tO wOrld number 2. If in wOrld number 1 man gains pOwer thrOugh the ability tO create; I can establish myself as an independent being, that's a necessary bridge on my way tO a relationship. I have tO be independent, as it were, befOre I can be interdependent. YOu might think Of a relationship as interdependence, as that twO people whO cOuld be independent chOOse tO give tO One another, and thrOugh the act Of giving tO One another and servicing the needs Of One another cOnnect and achieve a kind Of whOleness that is larger than each Of their selves.

I take yOu Out and yOu actually tell me yOu'd like tO go tO a Thai restaurant, sO I take yOu tO this gorgeous Thai restaurant and I'm sO happy because I understand what it is that yOu like and I can respOnd tO what it is that yOu like. Then yOu can reciprOcate. YOu know that I lOve classical music, now yOu're intO jazz, but yOu surprise me and yOu take me out tO a classical music cOncert and yOu enjOy it with me. YOu ask me tO explain the backgrOund Of the music and whO Leonard Bernstein is, and whO DvOřák is, and why the music is meaningful tO me and yOu explOre that part Of my life. That's wOnderful, we can cOnnect because we are twO separate people, whO are really sharing each Other's lives
- interdependence.

SO that's One thOught that crOssed my mind abOut hOw it is that wOrld number 1 might sOrt Of integrate with wOrld number 2. But let me go back tO my little, intra-Office discussion fOr a mOment, because in

my brief interviews with people, fOlks in the office brOught up a cOuple of Other caveats, reservations that they had abOut my stark chOice between wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2. Another thing that One Of the people that I interviewed here in the office mentioned is what - sOmething that she saw as a kind Of irOnic pOint, which is that even thOugh she felt very strOngly that wOrld number 2 if yOu had tO pick yOur achievement, if yOu're going tO achieve only in wOrld number 1 Or Only in wOrld number 2, it wOuld hands dOwn be wOrld number 2, yOu'd want fulfilling relationships. She says, that in real life people dOn't always dO that.

In other wOrds, she was willing tO bet that if yOu interviewed 100 people, 90 Of them wOuld say it's all abOut wOrld number 2 and it's all abOut having fulfilling relationships, and yet if yOu lOOk at what they're actually dOing in their lives mOst Of the day, they're actually wOrld number 1 people. What are people actually fOcused On fOr mOst Of their day, nine tO five, Or nine tO six, Or nine tO seven, Or eight tO eight? It's yOur career, yOur jOb, advancement, the next bOnus, the next milestOne, yOu fOunded a cOmpany, the next great prOduct yOu can bring tO market, yOu're a farmer, yOu're fOcused On getting the next crOps Out. I mean, that's what yOu're fOcused On. HOw many people sit arOund all day and just try tO imprOve their relationships? YOu can say I'm a wOrld 2 persOn, but aren't yOu paying lip service tO this?

In other wOrds, tO be kind Of cynical abOut it, maybe we're all hypOcrites, maybe we're all - if we are interviewed we'd say, yes, yes, it's very impOrtant, Our relationships are very, very impOrtant, Our relationships. But in real life we're fOcusing on building ourselves up as a creatOr, the impact that we make in the wOrld.

SO again, I wOnder thOugh if the paradigm that we're starting tO build here might just kind Of answer that. In other wOrds, it's not really that we're hypOcrites, there's actually a nicer way Of seeing that.
WOrld 1 naturally leads tO wOrld 2, that yOu really dO have tO start in wOrld number 1, yOu have tO build yOurself up as an independent being, that's what getting an education is. If I dOn't have an education hOw can I hOpe tO give tO yOu? What can I really give yOu anyway? I have tO learn hOw tO build. That's what an education teaches me. A prerequisite fOr relationship is the develOpment Of self that cOmes frOm making myself intO a Tzelem ElOkim, a little creatOr in this wOrld.

And, by the way, picking up On that theme, that until I have actualized myself as a creatOr at sOme level in this wOrld, that I dOn't really have anything tO give yOu in a relationship. Think abOut that in terms Of wOrld 1 and wOrld 2, not just in terms Of the human perspective but in terms Of G-d's Own perspective. YOu know if these really are twO separate wOrlds, wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2, twO separate sets Of values, maybe that's true not just fOr humanity and humanity's relationship tO the cOsmOs, but maybe that's true fOr G-d Himself in wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2. G-d Himself in wOrld number 1, the great value fOr G-d is creativity, the six days Of creation, wOrld number 1, Genesis Chapter 1, hOw wOuld yOu define G-d? G-d is creatOr, that's all G-d is really dOing, it's abOut G-d being creatOr. He's making stuff, making the universe. And if yOu think abOut the values Of that wOrld, the values Of that wOrld is creativity, it's a prime value, it is like an end in and Of itself.

But then what happens? The seventh day cOmes and G-d stOps. G-d rests frOm creativity and suddenly

there's this bridge between wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2, and the bridge is what we call the Sabbath. Yes, the Sabbath. DO yOu ever ask yOurself why it's there? Why is it between wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2? It's like the last thing that happens in wOrld number 1 is the seventh day, but yOu cOuld alsO say the first thing that happens in wOrld number 2, just befOre Eileh tOldOs ha'shamayim veha'aretz behibaram - these are the generations Of heaven and earth as they were created, the first thing that happens just befOre that is the Sabbath. What is the end Of wOrld 1 is the beginning of wOrld 2. The Sabbath can be seen as a kind Of transition between the twO wOrlds. A leaving of One wOrld and its values Of creativity and an entering a new wOrld with its values Of lOve. Once the Master CreatOr is dOne creating he can turn his attention, as it were, tO Other things, Other mOre impOrtant things, relating.

It's interesting, in the Friday night prayers we speak Of Shabbat as the; Tachlit ma'aseh shamayim va'aretz
- as the purpOse of the creation of heaven and earth, which is a strange sOrt Of thing tO say, in what sense is the Sabbath the purpOse of creation itself?

The answer is while yOu're creating yOu think it's all abOut creating, I'm making and I'm making and that's my ultimate value. Just like as I'm going tO schOOl I think it's all abOut a career and it's all abOut what I'm going tO dO, and it's all abOut becOming the best creatOr I can be. But then there's sOmething strange, which is that like while I'm dOing that, the whOle prOcess Of my life, why I'm going thrOugh an education, and I'm building myself up, I think I'm dOing sOmething really meaningful, I'm dOing sOmething really meaningful.

And then I hit this midlife crisis where I finally made it, and I'm finally a successful creatOr. Then I think, Okay, but what now? What is this all abOut? What dOes this really mean? SOmehOw the strange, irOnic thing is that at the end Of it, it feels empty and yOu think, until now the last 20 years it didn't feel empty. While I was pursuing this goal it didn't feel empty and suddenly when I arrive at the tOp Of the heap and I've actually made it and I'm sitting in my cOrner Office and I'm lOOking out at the traffic belOw and I'm thinking, but is there sOmething mOre?

That's the natural transition, it's the Sabbath transition intO a new wOrld. HOw is the Sabbath the purpOse Of creation itself?

Well, we talked befOre abOut One aspect Of Sabbath, the idea of shOwing respect tO yOur creation, not adding one mOre curlicue tO the painting, sOmehOw letting go and having the creation be sOmething independent frOm yOu. Yes, that is One aspect Of Sabbath, but there is another aspect Of Sabbath tOO. After I have let go, after my creation is independent, then what? Then I want tO spend time with it, I want tO relate tO it. After yOu put dOwn the hammer, after yOu're no lOnger fiddling with creation, then a new pOssibility exists, and that pOssibility is relationship. Relationship. If I am a creatOr it's going tO be a relationship with that which I've created, that which came frOm me. It's a relationship that I can only have once I'm dOne creating. As lOng as I'm fiddling with yOu I dOn't really have a relationship with yOu, I have tO stOp fiddling with yOu, stOp making yOu intO sOmething, declare yOu an independent being.
Once yOu're independent frOm me then I can enjOy yOu, I can actually give tO yOu as an independent being and yOu can give back tO me as another independent being and we can have a relationship with

each Other.

But in order tO dO that I have tO stOp. I have tO stOp creating sO that yOu're an independent being, and I alsO have tO stOp creating sO that I'm not preoccupied with creating anymOre. SO that I can have other things On my mind. I have tO rest sO that I can fOcus On yOu and On cOnnecting with yOu, On giving tO yOu, which is what wOrld 2 is all abOut. WOrld 2 is that G-d creates this place, this wOnderful place where we can be, and that's where yOu sOrt Of see the purpOse of creation itself. Because creativity wasn't just creativity fOr creativity's sake, what was G-d really building? A universe. And what was that universe? It was a hOme, a hOme fOr us. That's what G-d was building.

It's like while yOu were building it, yOu cOuldn't even fOcus On it being a hOme, yOu just had tO fOcus On the prOcess Of cOnstruction, yOu were just a builder. But after, in ShabbOs, yOu begin tO lOOk at this and say, Oh my gosh, what have I been making this whOle time? I have been making this wOrld fOr the one that I lOve. This place that's perfectly designed fOr humanity tO exist, a wOrld where I can give tO humanity. And that leads yOu tO wOrld number 2 in which all Of creation itself is cast, and says, what was this all abOut? It was all abOut a wOrld where I cOuld give.

That's why we talked abOut last week hOw the whOle wOrld Of wOrld 2 is a wOrld in which G-d is pleasure-giving tO people. LOOk, these delicious trees that are sO beautiful tO see and goOd tO lOOk at, this is what I'm making fOr yOu. YOu cOuld use a mate, maybe try sOme animals? NO? That dOesn't wOrk?
Ah, here, a wOman, a bOne frOm yOur bOnes, flesh frOm yOur flesh. In this wOrld yOu're cOnnecting with Me because yOu came frOm Me, I'll give yOu a sense of that, I'll give yOu sOmeone whO came frOm yOu tO cOnnect with, and yOu'll taste that deliciousness in yOur physical wOrld and yOu'll understand hOw delicious it is tO cOnnect with Me. It's a wOrld Of cOnnection that becOmes pOssible thrOugh a wOrld Of creation.

G-d created the envirOnment, the universe itself, with all Of these gifts, everything in the universe is a gift, dOwn tO the trees, dOwn tO the fruit. What's the wOrd fOr fruit? Pri. What's the wOrd fOr creativity? The blessing that G-d gives tO people; Pru u'revu - be fruitful and multiply. These are the gifts Of creativity that I'm giving yOu, it's My fruits, I have sOmething tO share with yOu now. SO wOrld number 1 really is a bridge tO wOrld number 2. The CreatOr in building this hOme has given the greatest gift pOssible tO His belOved, everything in the hOme is there fOr the belOved. The creativity itself is now a gift, and maybe - maybe it's the same fOr us? We are Tzelem ElOkim, and we're meant tO fOllOw the path Of Our CreatOr. Our CreatOr shOws us the example.

What wOuld it mean fOr us, little creatOr, tO fOllOw that path? Well it's the same kind Of thing. First we've got tO create and build Ourselves up and create things that we cOuld actually have, that we cOuld actually give in life tO the one that we lOve. Then once we dO that we're in a pOsition tO lOve, we have sOme gifts that we can give, we have a hOme that we can make fOr the one that we lOve, an envirOnment fOr them. NOw yOu're ready fOr lOve. While yOu're invOlved in wOrld number 1, wOrld number 1 is its Own wOrld, creation is all-cOnsuming. When I'm in schOOl I'm just thinking of being in schOOl, it's Only when I'm dOne that there's that sense of emptiness. It's almOst like I see a little dOOr and that dOOr is

leading me intO wOrld number 2. The dOOr says Okay, now put dOwn yOur hammer a little bit, realize that all Of this is just giving yOu the ability tO relate. WhO are yOu going tO relate tO? What gifts are yOu going tO give them?

NOw, by way Of qualification, let me just add this. I have presented a paradigm which is kind Of stark, a wOrld 1 paradigm and a wOrld 2 paradigm, and the transition between them. But the truth is, is that it's mOre like alternating current in electricity. I go frOm wOrld 1, a transition frOm ShabbOs intO wOrld 2, but then perhaps back intO wOrld 1, the transition tO ShabbOs, wOrld 2, back intO wOrld 1, transition tO ShabbOs, wOrld 2. Life really is going back and fOrth between the creative realm and the relationship realm.

Remember ShabbOs fOr us isn't a one-time event, it happens every seven days - and there's not just a ShabbOs in the daily cycle. FOr thOse of yOu whO have seen our talks On Aleph Beta on the MO'adim, I refer yOu back tO Parshat EmOr this year and last year, in our Parsha videos, we talked abOut different levels Of ShabbOs. AlmOst like different Orbits, like planets Orbiting at different speeds and different cycles. SO yOu've got ShabbOs fOr days, and then yOu have ShabbOs fOr mOnths, which are the MO'adim. The MO'adim - all Of the HOlidays have Sabbath-like qualities tO them, but what the Sabbath is On the daily cycle, the MO'adim - these HOlidays, are in the yearly cycle. Then there's a Sabbath fOr years itself, the Sabbath fOr land. The seven-year cycles and the 49 cycles. All Of these are Sabbath-like events.

In our life tOO, yes we've got these great mOments, these milestOnes Of creativity that we reach when we've finally built that internet startup cOmpany, we've finally brOught that prOduct tO launch, and we have these milestOnes in our wOrld Of Our relationship, Our marriage, Our tenth anniversary, the birth Of a kid, the Bar Mitzvah Of a kid. But in life we're cOnstantly going back and fOrth, we're building and then we're creating a place fOr Our belOved, we're making gifts that we can give tO Our belOved, we're going back and fOrth between thOse wOrlds. And in that back and fOrth lies Our meaning.

There's a fascinating Rambam I want tO share with yOu On this, I fOund yesterday, in HilchOt De'Ot. The Rambam - MaimOnides, at the very beginning of his magnum Opus, the Mishna TOrah, he talks abOut these themes in a very interesting way. I'm quOting now if yOu want tO fOllOw alOng if yOu have a Rambam, HilchOt De'Ot, Chapter 5, paragraph 11.

The Rambam says; Derech ba'alei dei'ah - people whO are intelligent, they go abOut achieving certain goals, there's three basic goals that they achieve, but they achieve them in a certain order. The first thing they dO is; Sheyikaveh lO OdOm melacha hameparnesset OtO techila - they find sOmething that they can dO, that they can create, that they can build, sO that they shOuld have sOmething tO give, sOmething that they themselves can be independent. A way Of earning a living as it were. V'achar kach yikneh beit dirah
- and after this they build themselves a hOme. V'achar kach - and after that; Yisah isha - they find sOmeone tO marry and they marry a wOman.

Shene'emar - and yOu see this in the verse, he says. There's a verse that talks abOut going out tO war. NOw the verse itself is a fascinating verse, it was a verse that always trOubled me but I think this Rambam really puts it intO fOcus. I'm quOting now frOm DeuterOnomy Chapter 20, verse 5. It says that befOre

Israel wOuld go tO war sO the leaders Of the nation wOuld stand up befOre the trOOps and they wOuld make the fOllOwing declaration. They wOuld say if there's any man here that has planted a vineyard but has not yet tasted the first Of its fruits, they shOuld leave the frOnt and go hOme, go back tO the vineyard, lest they die in war and sOmeone else will have thOse first fruits. If sOmeone has built a hOuse and has not yet lived in it, let him tOO go hOme, lest he die in war and sOmeone else take over his hOuse. If there is sOmeone whO is engaged tO marry a wOman but has not yet married her, let him go hOme and marry her and be with her, lest he die in war and sOmeone else take her.

It always trOubled me when thinking abOut these verses that - sO whO cares? SO I died. If I died I'm not going tO know abOut sOmeone else taking over the hOuse. Dying is really, really bad, sO it's like, whO cares if I died befOre the hOuse or after the hOuse? NObOdy wants tO die, sO hOw is it that these guys get tO go hOme? But what the text is telling yOu is sOmething very deep, that each Of these things are ends in and Of themselves. Think Of them in terms Of wOrld number 1, Or wOrld number 2, and the bridge between wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2, Shabbat. WOrld number 1 what did yOu build in yOur life? YOu made a vineyard, yOu changed the wOrld, this vineyard is yOur vineyard, it's yOur expression of yOurself, it's hOw yOu, B'tzelem ElOkim came and with yOur Own bare hands, with Melacha, yOu built this wOnderful vineyard, and yOu haven't yet tasted the first fruits. I talked tO yOu last week abOut death; death is a kind Of litmus test fOr meaning, that sOmehOw the mOst meaningful things in life have tO be meaningful even in the face of death.

That's what the verse is talking abOut here, yOu might die, Of cOurse yOu might die, death is a fact Of life, it can't be escaped. But there's a difference between death when yOu are on the cusp Of realizing yOur mission tO create, leaving that tantalizingly unfinished, and death when yOu had a chance tO bring cOmpletion intO yOur drive tO create. When yOu built yOurself this vineyard and yOu actually can taste of its fruit, then - then yOu can die in peace. SO go hOme, eat Of its fruit, dOn't allOw the tragedy Of death tO keep yOu away frOm that One, final step that yOu need tO feel like yOu've made it in this wOrld, that yOu've made it as a creatOr.

The same thing applies fOr a hOuse. A hOuse tOO is a different kind Of creativity, yOu've built sOmething in this wOrld, but what is a hOuse fOr, what is a vineyard fOr? Ultimately it allOws yOu tO be an independent being, sO yOu cOuld have sOmething tO give tO sOmeone, sO that yOu can marry - the last thing described in these verses - sO yOu can marry and have sOmething tO give. Each One of these things is a kind Of end in and Of itself. It's sO much an end in and Of itself that if yOu haven't achieved any One of them, yOu shOuld go hOme rather than face the pOssibility Of death. YOu shOuld finish the vineyard prOject. YOu shOuld finish the hOuse prOject. YOu shOuld finish the prOject Of marrying.

But there are three different stages. Three different stages that G-d Himself went thrOugh in His path Of being G-d, and that we, B'tzelem ElOkim, we go thrOugh these stages tOO. First G-d made stuff in the wOrld; vineyards were part Of that, as it were, and we as a human being we make our vineyard like G-d in His six days Of creation, He made the vegetation and all that stuff. But at the end Of it all what had G-d really made? He had made a wOrld, a hOuse, a universe, and He invited us in. And then He created a little summer hOme fOr Himself, this garden - twO hOuses that we cOuld cOnnect, Our universe hOuse and then

a hOuse inside that universe hOuse, the garden - and invited us intO the garden, intO that hOuse. That's where we cOnnected with Him. That was the wOrld Of cOnnection.

Then G-d said, yOu try this tOO. YOu tOO, Tzelem ElOkim, yOu can cultivate beautiful things. I'm the Gardener, I teach yOu hOw tO garden. I cultivated the Garden of Eden, but now yOu, yOu can learn agricultural prOwess frOm Me, yOu make yOur garden, yOu make yOur vineyard, yOu make yOur hOuse. Then, yOu know what a garden and a hOuse is? It's the greatest gifts yOu can give tO sOmeone that yOu lOve. YOu can marry a wOman and yOu can build a hOme with her. YOu can prOvide fOr that hOme, yOu can give her sOmewhere tO be. Creativity is nothing in the end if it's not in service of sOmeone that yOu lOve.

While yOu're in the creative wOrld it seems like everything and it is everything, it's an ultimate goal, and that's why if all yOu can dO is build yOur vineyard then yOu shOuld go hOme and finish building it befOre yOu face death, because it's an ultimate goal. But after that yOu'll lOOk and yOu'll say, what next? YOu'll say, building a hOme. SO yOu'll build a hOme and while yOu're dOing that, that feels like an ultimate goal, but when yOu dOne yOu say, what was that fOr? Then there's a part Of yOu that says it was fOr lOve. I want tO marry, I want tO cOnnect tO sOmeone, and then yOu'll dO that and that's the way Of the wOrld, the Rambam says.

Then the Rambam says, dOn't dO it the other way arOund. There's a natural prOgression here. Tipshim - the Rambam says, stupid people, yOu know what they dO? They get married first - Mat'chilin lisah isha. After that; Yikneh bayit - they think, Oh maybe I can buy a hOme. After that at the end Of their days when they're tOO weak tO dO anything they go and they say, Oh maybe I shOuld find a way tO express my creativity, I shOuld find a way tO suppOrt myself and tO actually dO sOmething in this wOrld. They find Out that they can't, they end up taking Tzedaka - taking up charity frOm Other people.

The Rambam then says, and that's why later On in the TOrah, in a part Of the TOrah that talks abOut curses that will cOme tO Israel if they dOn't prOperly fOllOw G-d's will, it talks abOut these three imperatives but in backwards Order. It says that yOu're going tO find yOurself being engaged tO marry, but sOme other man is going tO take her. YOu're going tO build a hOuse, but sOmeone else is going tO take the hOuse frOm yOu - yOu're going tO die and sOmeone else will take the hOuse. Kerem titah - yOu'll build yOurself a vineyard, but sOmeone else is going tO take its fruits.

The Rambam says the curse here is not just that yOu're going tO be unable tO find fulfillment, the curse is that the order is going tO be wrOng, yOu're dOing it all backwards. YOu're starting with marriage and then yOu're going tO the hOuse, and then yOu're going tO the vineyard. There is a natural Order Of things, it is wOrld 1 - creativity, wOrld 2 - relationship. It's creativity in service of relationship.

SO in cOnclusion - at least in cOnclusion fOr this week - what I want tO say is, is that there seems tO be a natural bridge between wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2. WOrld number 1 is suppOsed tO lead intO wOrld number 2. WOrld number 1 goals and wOrld number 2 goals, creation and cOnnection, seem tO have ultimate value when yOu're in that wOrld, but still, One is a bridge tO the other. When yOu've achieved a certain level Of creativity, there's a challenge there, and the challenge is tO be able tO stOp and

tO enter another wOrld. That's the ShabbOs challenge. TO enter a wOrld Of relationship, tO understand that this creativity was in the service of sOmething.

In a deep way what I might be able tO argue is that really it's all abOut, in a way, being a Tzelem ElOkim, fOllOwing G-d's example, acting as if we're in the image of G-d, taking the lead frOm G-d, what did G-d dO. G-d created a wOrld and built a hOme fOr us and then ushered his belOved in and related tO them.
What are we suppOsed tO dO? We're suppOsed tO dO the same thing, we're suppOsed tO alsO create in the image of G-d, devOte ourselves tO that. But alsO tO build a hOme, tO be able tO be in a pOsition tO be able tO give gifts tO the one that we lOve.

YOu even see it as part Of wOrld 2. In wOrld 2 in which G-d ushers us intO that hOme, intO Gan Eden, and seeks tO relate tO us in that lOving kind Of way, tO give us thOse gifts and tO establish that cOnnection with us, in that wOrld, G-d says, yOu know what, yOu try it tOO. The same way that yOu came frOm Me and I want tO cOnnect back with yOu thrOugh these gifts, I'm going tO give yOu the experience of sOmething that cOmes frOm yOu, wOman, and yOu cOnnect back tO her. V'davak b'ishtO - and cling tO her, and becOme one flesh, and taste that jOy Of unity with sOmething that yOu've been separated frOm, frOm which yOu came, which came frOm yOu. YOu, Tzelem ElOkim, take the path that I've taken, seek cOnnection after creativity just as I have.

This week I've described an ideal fOr yOu, next week in what may be the final week Of this pOdcast, I want tO describe what happens when that ideal crumbles, what are the dangers that that ideal pOses. Because this path frOm creativity tO cOnnection is strewn with the pOssibility Of failure. Being a Tzelem ElOkim, a little creatOr, just like G-d, invests man with great pOwer but pOwer is always dangerOus - just ask J. R. R. TOlkien frOm LOrd Of the Rings. The great ring of pOwer is alsO the sOurce of all evil.
Remember the first great stOry Of histOry after wOrld number 1 and wOrld number 2 is established, is the stOry Of the eating of the fruit Of the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil, the rOOt Of all evil in the wOrld.

At the end Of the day if yOu really want tO understand the meaning of life, it is not enough just tO understand the rOsy ideal Of a perfected vision of what it means tO achieve meaning of life thrOugh engaging in creativity and then cOnnection. All Of that is wOnderful, but what dOes it mean tO fail in achieving meaning of life? TO have the best intentions but tO fail anyway, miserably, tO taste that terrible frustration, tO be tripped up by yOur Own sense of pOwer. That is the stOry Of the eating of the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil, and yOu can't really understand the meaning of life withOut understanding the danger implicit in pursuing that meaning.

That is the heart Of the stOry Of eating frOm that tree, and that's what we'll explOre next week. I'll see yOu then.

Hey pOdcast listeners, this is Rabbi David FOhrman and welcOme back tO pOdcast 5, which lOOks like it's going tO be our cOncluding segment in this series reflecting on the meaning of life, the grandest Of all questions maybe.Just On a persOnal note I want tO say this series has been a lOt Of fun tO recOrd, and it's really been a jOurney fOr me. I dOn't know if yOu as a listener see it as a jOurney, but certainly the prOcess Of recOrding was a kind Of unexpected adventure.

I think when I first started researching this cOurse - and I was dOing it tOgether with Immanuel Shalev whO shOuld get a lOt Of the credit here fOr being a very vigorOus kind Of Chavrutah in this prOcess with me. When I started, I really had no idea where we were going tO end up with. I had ideas abOut where I was going tO end up with but it wasn't actually this. It was an unexpected adventure. YOur cOmments helped steer things in particular directions, my interaction with Immanuel here in the office steered things in particular directions, and just as I began tO grapple with the cOncepts they tOOk different shape fOr me as time went On, and I'm always excited when that happens.

I think like any goOd saga it cOntinues past the nominal end pOint. This week is going tO be the end pOint here, but really there's sO much here and sO many Other avenues tO explOre after having laid this fOundation that I really want tO give us One last chance tO kind Of dO that as a grOup. SO I'm happy tO announce we are actually going tO schedule a webinar. If yOu want tO participate live in that webinar, we can only accOmmOdate X amOunt Of people, sO we're going tO Open that up tO Our Premium tier Of subscribers - a goOd OppOrtunity if yOu're thinking of wanting tO suppOrt Aleph Beta even mOre, tO upgrade yOur membership tO Premium. And if yOu're a subscriber at Our regular tier, dO not fret, yOu'll be able tO hear a recOrding of the webinar when we release it the next day. The date fOr the webinar live, the interactive kind Of live experience, that's going tO be at 8:30 pm Eastern Standard Time, On August 5. SO put that in yOur calendars, 8:30 pm Eastern Standard Time, August 5. I lOOk fOrward tO getting tO schmOOze with all yOu guys in real time abOut all Of this.

AlsO feel free tO send in advance questions Or cOmments and we'll try tO get tO thOse in the webinar. YOu can send thOse tO infO@alephbeta.Org. Again, that's infO@alephbeta.Org.

In the meantime, On tO Our regularly, scheduled pOdcast, here we go. Last week I plOtted fOr yOu a kind Of path between what I had been calling wOrld 1 and wOrld 2. WOrld 1, where man fOcuses On creativity, wOrld 2 where man fOcuses On cOnnection. I suggested that there was a kind Of natural prOgression here, that if wOrld 1 is fOcused On imitating G-d, On little creatOr trying tO sOrt Of actualize his creativity in imitation of Big CreatOr, capital C, there's a reasOn fOr that, it's a necessary step On the rOad tO cOnnection.

What I mean by that is that befOre yOu can be in a relationship yOu really have tO be a sOmebOdy. YOu becOme a sOmebOdy, yOu assert yOur independence as it were, by expressing creativity in the wOrld, dOing what G-d did On sOme small scale. When yOu dO that, when yOu establish yOurself as a sOmebOdy in sOme kind Of way, yOu can begin tO enter intO a relationship with another sOmebOdy. YOu can begin tO take steps tOwards what we've been calling wOrld 2.
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But tOday I want tO cOnsider with yOu the disaster scenario. In other wOrds, last week we talked abOut an ideal scenario when man develOps creatively and then enters intO a relationship, but there is a disaster scenario, where everything sOrt Of goes Off the rails and the TOrah gives yOu a picture of that at the very beginning of Biblical histOry. If yOu think abOut the beginning of the Bible as twO visions Of creation itself, with Genesis Chapter 1 and Genesis Chapter 2, we can almOst think Of that as G-d sOrt Of laying the tableclOth, putting dOwn a setting fOr the stOry that's going tO fOllOw. SO if that's the setting fOr the stOry, where dOes the stOry really begin? The stOry begins after the twO accOunts Of creation; creation 1 and creation 2, well what's the first stOry yOu have there? The stOry Of the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil.

Right there at the beginning of histOry I think we get a vision of what it lOOks like tO go Off the rails. It's not just that the Bible was being dOur and deciding tO start with sin because man is inherently sinful Or sOmething like that, Or wOuld just want tO make us all depressed. NO. The tree of knowledge temptation is a necessary feature of life after wOrld number 1. YOu have tO struggle with it as yOu enter wOrld number 2, there's no way arOund it, and here's why. Man has a challenge in wOrld number 1, that challenge is tO actualize his Own innate sense of creativity. TO understand that he is little creatOr imitating Big CreatOr. When things go well it all lOOks fine. When things go well little creatOr dOes creative things, he engages in technolOgical innovation, he builds dams, water systems, cOmpOses Operas, and goOd things can flOw Out Of that.

One of thOse goOd things that we talked abOut a cOuple of weeks ago is respect. If I understand that there's sOmething sacred inside of me, little creatOr, and I see yOu, and yOu're little creatOr tOO, another Tzelem ElOkim. And I see BOb and I see Phil and Sandy and Susie and all these people, and I understand that they're all inherently sO special, ends in and Of themselves, they deserve ultimate respect frOm me, and I treat them with that respect. That's a great thing. I treat G-d Himself, the Master CreatOr, all the mOre sO with respect, and that's a goOd thing tOO.

But here's hOw the whOle enterprise can go Off the rails. There's a dark side tO being a Tzelem ElOkim, a creatOr in the image of G-d. The dark side of Tzelem ElOkim, Of being little creatOr, Of respect, Of self- respect, is that I becOme sO infused - intOxicated as it were - with the might Of my Own creative pOwers, that I'm not willing tO recOgnize a Grand CreatOr abOve me. It wOuld be sO much mOre cOnvenient fOr me if the buck stOpped with me. The challenge of Tzelem ElOkim is tO recOgnize that yOu're only a Tzelem ElOkim, yOu're not ElOkim Himself, yOu're not G-d Himself, dOn't give in tO that illusion.

NOw, if I were tO give intO that illusion, what wOuld my experience in the garden lOOk like? Instead Of the utOpian vision of the garden, where, having learned tO respect myself and Others and G-d I can engage in relationships with them in this beautiful garden, yOu have the dystOpian vision of the garden, where man succumbs tO the temptation tO eat frOm the fOrbidden fruit. I want tO eat frOm the Master's tree - why? Here's why. I like pretending that I'm master Of the garden. That's a dress-up rOle I can really get intO. G-d, He wants tO give me all these gifts, all these fruits, but I dOn't like being dependent upOn sOmeone else. If I was in charge of the garden, if all Of these gifts weren't just gifts, but they were by rights mine - if my rOOm came with all Of these Lego battleships, all Of these tOys - if that's just the

way it was, then I wOuldn't have tO wOrry abOut anyOne lOOking over my shOulder anymOre. I wOuld have the ultimate cOntrOl Over my Own destiny, I wOuld even cOntrOl goOd and evil themselves.

Let me stOp and ask yOu a question, why is the fOrbidden fruit Of all things called the tree of knowledge Of goOd and evil? What a strange name. Why wOuld the Master's tree, specifically be called that? What dOes One thing have tO with the other? What dOes eating frOm that tree have tO dO with knowing goOd and evil? Is it a philOsOphy tree? What dOes it even mean? And besides, hOw dOes this tree change my perceptions, dOes it have sOme fairy dust in it that sOmehOw magically transfOrms me?

I want tO suggest it's not magic at all, there's actually a rational mechanism by which this tree dOes its wOrk. As a matter Of fact, it cOuldn't be otherwise, it has tO be that eating frOm the Master's tree changes the way yOu lOOk at goOd and evil, because what is goOd and evil? I mean just On a very simple level, what is goOd and evil? YOu know One of the prOblems we have when we lOOk at the stOry is that we Over-philOsOphize it, yOu know, what is goOd and what is evil, and we think abOut OntOlOgy and epistemOlOgy and all these philOsOphical issues and Kant and Hegel and all these things. What dOes the TOrah mean? TheolOgically hOw - what is goOd and evil really? Let's put that all aside and just ask a very simple question, what dOes goOd actually mean as the Bible uses it? YOu know, the way yOu know a wOrd and what it means in the Bible is by lOOking at hOw the Bible uses it. SO hOw dOes the Bible actually use the wOrd goOd in the early parts Of Genesis? HOw dOes it use the wOrd evil in the early parts Of Genesis?

Let's actually take a lOOk at it and Our lOOk is actually going tO shOw us what this tree of knowledge of goOd and evil is all abOut. Where dOes the wOrd goOd appear in the early parts Of creation? Well, after G- d creates everything, every day He lOOks at it and behOld it is goOd. Vayar ElOkim ki tOv, Vayar ElOkim ki tOv - Over and Over again, G-d sees that it is goOd. SO it's interesting, G-d actually is a knower Of TOv. Actually, that's what the snake sOrt Of says, the snake says, Oh dOn't eat frOm the tree because the tree is going tO make yOu be like G-d knowing goOd and evil. The definition of G-d is the one whO knows goOd and evil. Well it's sOrt Of true. G-d knows goOd, we know that, He keeps On saying it after He creates everything.

Well if G-d knows goOd, dOes He know evil? DO yOu ever have G-d talking abOut evil Or knowing evil? SO at face value not, because in creation yOu dOn't ever have; Vayar ElOkim ki ra'ah - that G-d sees that sOmething is Ra'ah. But yOu know what, if yOu lOOk later On in the TOrah yOu'll actually find that yOu dO have sOmething like that, right befOre the flOOd; Vayar Hashem ki rabah ra'at ha'adam ba'aretz … vayitatzeiv el libO - G-d saw that the evil Of man's heart was very great, and He became very sad. That's the last thing that happens befOre G-d decides tO destrOy the wOrld. It's [actually the same 11:35] fOrmulation as; Vayar ElOkim ki tOv. Here it's Vayar Hashem ki rabah ra'at ha'adam. Instead Of seeing that things are goOd, here He sees things are bad - and, by the way, decides tO destrOy the wOrld. The first time arOund when He sees things are goOd, He decides tO keep what He's created. But when He sees things are bad, He decides tO destrOy what He's created.

YOu know what, there's a middle stage tOO. The last thing G-d created was man, humankind, but after

He created man, fOr the first time G-d says; LOh tOv - it's not goOd fOr man tO be alOne; E'eseh lO ezer kenegdO - I am going tO make him sOmeone tO be with him, a cOmpanion fOr him. That leads tO the stOry Of the creation of wOman. SO what dOes LOh TOv mean in cOntext? Well if TOv means that's really goOd, I'm going tO keep it, if Ra'ah means that's bad, I'm going tO get rid Of it, we're going tO have a flOOd, LOh TOv means that's Okay but it's not goOd enough, it needs imprOvement, sO I'm going tO fix it. It's almOst like there are these three grades that G-d can give creation. There's Check Plus which is goOd, we'll keep that, there's we're going tO Get Rid Of That, that's Ra'ah, and then there's Needs ImprOvement, which is LOh TOv.

If yOu think abOut it, it makes sense, thOse are actually the three grades that yOu wOuld expect a creatOr tO give what he's created, yOu wOuld want a creatOr tO give grades tO what he's created because a creatOr has respOnsibilities. The respOnsibility Of a creatOr is tO make sure that he dOesn't mess up and bring sOmething intO being which is really awful. YOu want tO make sure what yOu create wOrks. SO a creatOr has tO stand back and evaluate it and see whether he thinks it's goOd Or not. He has a respOnsibility tO dO that.

NOt Only dOes he have a respOnsibility tO dO that, he has the ability tO dO it, because he can dO sO Objectively. He's Outside of the system. YOu see everything in the system, inside creation, all Of thOse things have an interest, they're biased, yOu can't trust them tO decide this is hOw things shOuld be. But the creatOr dOesn't have any interest, he's Outside the system, he dOesn't even live in the system, his Only interest is just making sure that the system is goOd. SO he's the one that can decide yeah, we've got tO fix this, take care of that, get rid Of this, this is goOd.

SO the creatOr really is the knower Of goOd and evil, which explains in a deep way, the temptation of humankind tO eat frOm the tree. What's really in it fOr yOu tO pretend that yOu are Big CreatOr? YOu see if yOu let little creatOr, that sense that I am a creatOr, if yOu let that sense get Out Of cOntrOl and yOu cOme tO think Of yOurself as THE ultimate pOwer in the universe, I am the ultimate creatOr because there's nothing abOve me in the fOOd chain, well then yOu can delude yOurself intO thinking - yOu will delude yOurself intO thinking - that it is up tO yOu tO make declarations abOut hOw things shOuld be. And wOuldn't it be great tO have that pOwer? And indeed that is the cOnsequence of eating frOm the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil. It's not fairy dust that changes yOur way Of lOOking at goOd and evil, it's a natural cOnsequence of eating frOm the Master's tree. If yOu think yOu're the master, that's what happens. YOu arrOgate tO yOurself the right tO make these distinctions, tO say, yes, this is the way it shOuld be, this is goOd, this is not goOd, this is not the way it shOuld be.

The only prOblem is, yOu're not Outside the system, little creatOr, yOu're in the system, yOu have interest, yOu have a hOrse tO race in the system. YOu have all sOrts Of biases, all sOrts Of interests. But now - now yOu dOn't really have tO deal with that, dO yOu? YOu dOn't even have tO admit that they're there. ThOse interests can influence yOu and yOu dOn't have tO feel bad abOut it, because yOu can just declare that this is the way it shOuld be. Things shOuld be the way that I see it. YOu can pretend yOu're objective when yOu're not.

And that's the frustrating thing with evil in the pOst-tree wOrld, nobOdy thinks they're evil anymOre. Stalin, Hitler, they all think I'm dOing the wOrld a favOr, no, this is the way the wOrld shOuld be, it shOuld "judenrein", we shOuld kill 10 billion people in a purge. Yeah, this is the way things shOuld be, I'm in charge. And even the greatest villain, just says, no, I have the pOwer tO say this is hOw things shOuld be, I'm not bad. All Of my desires just hide behind this faked Objectivity that I can just make these decisions.

The wOrd TOv in Hebrew as well as English is One of these very hard tO pin dOwn wOrds because it really has twO meanings. TOv can mean that which is right, goOd and just, that's One sense of the wOrd, but it can alsO mean that which I like, that which cOnfOrms tO my desires. The prOblem is, when sOmeone in the system uses the wOrd TOv, there's that tension between the twO. I never really know which TOv I'm talking abOut. I think I'm talking abOut this is the right, goOd and just, but really it's just the TOv Of my desires, it's hiding behind that.

Leads tO a situation - I facetiously described in my bOOk: The Beast that CrOuches at the DOOr, a dark and rainy night in Manhattan. The dark and rainy night, and yOu park and yOu have a beat-up, Old Suburban, and yOu hear the sickening thud and yOu lOOk behind yOu, there's no One there, but there's this POrsche, with this mangled frOnt end, and it lOOks like yOu hit it, that yOu backed up intO it. And the question is shOuld yOu leave a note?

YOu're abOut tO leave a note, but then yOu start thinking tO yOurself, I dOn't know, hOw dO I know that I hit it? I mean it's true I did hear a sickening thud as a I backed up, and it's true there is a mangled frOnt end in that POrsche, but maybe that frOnt end was mangled befOre I got there? Maybe the thud was when I ran over that COke can in the gutter. And anyway he's sO rich, I mean lOOk he has a POrsche and what was he dOing parking there when anyOne cOuld hit him like that? I mean he was just inviting this. He's prObably insured, it's not going tO hurt him Or anything, and I can't affOrd this, my insurance rates are going tO go up and he's rich, it's not going tO make a difference tO him. This is RObin HOOd, this is the pOOr against the rich and it's the rights Of the dOwntrOdden.

BefOre yOu know it, yOu've wOrked yOurself up intO a frenzy, where yOu think that it's the absOlute pOsitive and right and just thing fOr yOu tO rebel and not write that note. Because the twO kinds Of goOd get cOnflated; which goOd is it, what I want Or the way things shOuld be?

SO what's happening in our stOry? The man of wOrld number 1, that Tzelem ElOkim, the prOud pOssessOr Of creativity, small c, has a challenge going intO wOrld 2, hOw will I deal with that pOwer, with that sacredness that I sense inside myself? Will I deal cOrrectly with it? Will I use that as a fOrce fOr respect On my way tO lOve? Will I understand that I have tO have self-respect, I can't allOw myself tO be squashed, I have that sanctity, I have self-esteem. Will I assert my respect fOr Others? Will I lOOk arOund and say, yOu, yOu are another little creatOr, another little c, and I have tO respect yOu and I have tO respect yOu, and I have tO respect yOu. That's One way I can dO it, but it's not the only way. There's a dark side tO Tzelem ElOkim, tO seeing that pOwer Of little creatOr inside yOurself.

The dark side is tO magnify that pOwer and say that's all there is, and in effect I am the only creatOr here and nothing else matters. It means G-d dOesn't matter anymOre, I will eat frOm the fruits Of His tree, I am

master Of the garden. It means the land itself is subservient, it's not sOmething that I need tO be in relationship with. NO, I'm the master, it's mine, I will take its bOunty and dO with it what I will. It means, as well, that I dOn't really have tO have respect fOr Other humans either. I, after all, am the knower Of goOd and evil, my way Of seeing things makes it the way it Ought tO be, it's my way Or the highway now. Once I take that apprOach all Of my relationships suffer, all Of them break. My relationship with G- d breaks, my relationship with land breaks and my relationship with wOman breaks. And thOse are the punishments frOm eating frOm the tree.

The punishments aren't really punishments, they're cOnsequences. Listen tO the various punishments that cOmes as a result Of eating frOm the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil. Think abOut what the cOmmOn denominatOr here is in all Of them. COnsequence number 1; Adam and Eve are expelled frOm the Garden Of Eden. Then fOr Eve; B'etzev teildi banim - in sadness will yOu bear children, in tOil will yOu bear children. And; V'el isheich teshukaseich v'hu yimshal bach - yOur desire will be fOr yOur husband but he can rule over yOu. NOw tO the man; Arurah ha'adamah ba'avurecha - cursed be the land On yOur accOunt; B'itzavOn tOchlenah - in sadness and in tOil will yOu eat frOm it all the days Of yOur life.

V'kOtz v'dardar tatzmi'ach lach - thOrns and thistles will it grOw fOr yOu; V'achalta et eisev hasadeh - when yOu eat the grass Of the field. Bezei'as apecha tOchal lechem - by the sweat Of yOur brOw yOu will eat bread; Ad shuvcha el ha'adamah - until yOu return tO the dust, because frOm dust yOu were taken.
What themes bind tOgether all Of these punishments?

The themes are brOken creativity and brOken relationships. The relationship with G-d breaks. G-d casts yOu Out Of the garden, [yOu sinned and not 21:29] lOve anymOre sO why are yOu in My special place, leave. YOur relationship with land breaks. YOu were suppOsed tO be the servant Of land, tO understand that yOu came frOm it, tO take its gifts and its bOunty and tO understand frOm whence it came. But now, now yOu tried tO manipulate land, yOu tried tO dOminate it illegitimately, yOu tried tO pretend that yOu were the master and therefOre the land will remind yOu whO is master. YOu will wOrk it, yOu will try tO unify with it, but yOu will be struck with sadness every time yOu will because it wOn't really wOrk.

The land will dOminate yOu even as yOu cOme tO wOrk it, it will not yield tO yOu, thOrns and thistles will cOme frOm all Of yOur effOrts, yOu wOn't be able tO cultivate it effectively, the land will remind yOu whO the bOss is. YOu used tO have a nice, symbiotic, innocent relationship with land, if yOu manipulate it, it's going tO manipulate yOu back.

SO the punishment fOr land is abOut a brOken relationship with land but it's alsO abOut brOken creativity with reference tO land. Little creatOr, yOu thOught yOu cOuld be Big CreatOr, right? Yeah, yOu'll want tO create, yOu'll want tO create with land, wOn't yOu? YOu'll becOme a bread maker. What is a bread maker? YOu're making prOcessed fOOd, yOu're using Melacha tO shape things the way yOu like it. YOu're not just taking fruits, yOu're making bread, yOu're taking seeds and smashing it and then making it intO flOur.
Playing these life and death games where yOu kill the wheat and then yOu take the wheat and yOu put water back in and yOu enliven it with yeast and then yOu kill it again and then - and yOu make yOur bread and it's all this great Melacha, playing G-d thing. But yOu know what? YOu're going tO dO that in

sadness.

What's sO sad abOut making bread? B'itzavOn tOchlenah kOl yemei chayecha … bezei'as apecha tOchal lechem - by the sweat Of yOur brOw yOu'll make bread, in sadness will yOu eat frOm it. In sadness will yOu eat frOm it because the sense of cOnnection tO land will be gone. Yeah, yOu can be creatOr if yOu like, yOu can dOminate, but wOrld number 1, little creatOr man, was just suppOsed tO usher yOu intO wOrld number 2, a wOrld Of cOnnection. But yOur cOnnection tO land is brOken. SO yOu're going tO make yOur bread, but yOu're going tO feel sadness when yOu make the bread, that sense of cOnnecting and cOming back tO land in a jOyOus way, that yOu wOn't have any mOre. Yes, yOu'll cOme back tO land but it's going tO be sad and yOu'll cOme back tO it, by the way, in death. Aphar atah v'el aphar tashuv - yOu're dust and yOu're going tO cOme back tO land in dust. SO that's hOw yOu'll [cOnnect 24:23] tO land, not in a jOyOus way now, in a sad way, little creatOr.

SO if yOur relationship with G-d becOmes brOken, yOu get cast Out Of the garden, yOur relationship with land becOmes brOken, relationship between people becOmes brOken as well. This is One of the mOst pOignant tragedies Of the garden.

It begins with the sin of eating frOm the fruit itself. LOh tOv heyOt ha'Adam levadO - it wasn't goOd fOr man tO be alOne, sO G-d created a wOman sO that they cOuld unify and find jOy with each Other, twO fragments that find each Other, masculine side and a feminine side, searching fOr their lOst Other half.
LOve was suppOsed tO reign between them. What wOuld lOve mean? It wOuld mean cOming tOgether with One another and understanding whO the other is. That's what lOve always is. Taking gifts and taking pleasure frOm One another when I recOgnize whO yOu really are, whO is giving me that pleasure.

But there's a game that we can play in lOve and it's not such a nice game, it's the squashing of recOgnition. Adam can play it and Eve can play it, and each dOes in the early stOries Of Genesis. What's the meaning of Eve giving the fruit tO Adam? Adam is attracted tO Eve, his lOst feminine side, but when she says, yes, I'll accept yOu, but here's this fruit, it will make yOu like G-d, what dOes that in essence mean? It means I'll accept yOu but the cOnditional here is, why dOn't yOu have sOme of this fruit? I had it and I'm pretending that I'm G-d, maybe if yOu had it, I'd like yOu even better - that's the implied idea. And this is the great tragedy Of playing this game in lOve, which is I'll lOve yOu but not fOr whO yOu are, but frOm sOme dream Of whO yOu can be that yOu can't really be. If yOu cOuld be like G-d maybe I'd lOve yOu even mOre.

SO that's One kind Of treachery between man and wOman, but here's another kind. LOOk at Adam. Adam, he eats frOm the tree, sO dOes he have respOnsibility fOr that? Yeah, it's true Eve gave him the fruit but lOOk, he had free chOice, he didn't have tO eat frOm the tree, he ate frOm the tree. G-d says, what did yOu dO? Listen tO Adam's respOnse. It aint my fault; Ha'Isha asher natata imadi - the wOman whO YOu gave me G-d; Hi natnah li min ha'etz va'Ochel - she's the one whO gave it tO me and I ate. Listen tO this, it's prepOsterOus.

WhOse fault is it? Well it's Eve's fault she gave it tO me. It's actually not even Eve's fault it's YOur fault, because YOu're the one whO gave me Eve whO gave it tO me. It's everybOdy's fault but mine. WhO are

yOu? Are yOu crazy? LOOk yOu're saying this tO the Master Of the Universe, yOu think yOu can really get away frOm this?

But that's the bitter fruits Of eating frOm the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil, isn't it? YOu're the maker Of right and wrOng now, yOu're the one whO gets tO decide hOw it shOuld be, that's the way it lOOks frOm my perspective. Yeah, the fact that it's my desire influencing me and I'm partial, I dOn't see that. EveryOne can see yOu're crazy except fOr yOurself. TO yOu it makes perfect sense tO say it's not my fault, it was her fault and it's G-d's fault, it's everybOdy's fault but mine.

Eve betrays Adam in lOve and Adam turns arOund and betrays Eve in lOve. G-d says, yOu know what, this is going tO becOme a pattern. When yOu eat frOm the tree and yOu dOn't even know whO yOu are anymOre, yOu dOn't even understand yOu're little creatOr anymOre. YOu're all dressing up and thinking yOur Big CreatOr and that's why yOu're naked, yOu can't even deal with it, because yOu can't bear tO lOOk at yOurself and admit that yOu're just human, that yOu're just a player in this game. YOu want tO pretend yOu're outside the system and the great knower Of goOd and evil? YOur relationships will cOme crashing dOwn. Because yOur relationships are built On the fact that there's little creatOr here, and there's little creatOr, and there's little creatOr there, and there's twO Of them, and there's fOur Of them, there's six Of them, there's millions Of them. But each One of yOu are going tO think there's really Only One, that yOu're the big C, the Big CreatOr, and might makes right, and it's yOur way Or the highway, and hOw are yOu ever going tO get alOng with anyOne?

SO let me prOpOse an interesting kind Of way Of reading what we normally think Of as punishments, as natural OutcOmes. Man's punishment, he sOught tO dOminate the earth and now the earth will cOme back and dOesn't like being dOminated, sO the earth is going tO end up dOminating him. SO Eve, there was sOmething manipulative abOut Offering the fruit fOr Adam, sO it's like the manipulation is going tO cOme back tO bite yOu, he's strOnger than yOu are; V'el isheich teshukaseich - yOu're still going tO desire him tOO; V'hu yimshal bach - and he cOuld use his physical strength tO dOminate yOu. The TOrah is giving yOu a vision of brOken lOve, Of what lOve and union lOOks like when it's brOken. Yes, yOu'll still cOme back tOgether, humans in wOrld number 1; Zachar u'nekeiva barah OtOm - the language frOm wOrld number 1, male and female He created them, yOu're cO-creatOrs, yOu'll still cOme back tO create. But the wOrld number 2, lOve between yOu, it's been brOken, it's been shattered, yOu're in a fight with each Other.

YOu know what happens when there's intimacy between yOu but yOu're in a fight? It's a very lOnely kind Of creativity isn't it? It's all abOut having kids. YOu'll have kids, but; B'etzev teildi banim - in sadness will yOu bear children. (A) It's not going tO be sO easy anymOre, creativity gets brOken now because yOu misused creativity thinking that yOu were master creatOr. (B) NOt just in tOil will yOu bear children, but the other meaning, the mOre literal meaning of [B'itzavOn/B'etzev 30:48, in sadness will yOu bear children. What if yOu cOnceive children with physical intimacy but withOut emOtional intimacy? That's what it's like when there's intimacy in a fight, it's sadness, and yOu can still have kids, but it's sad.

When yOu think abOut it, the vision of all Of the punishments Of the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil,

what they're really all abOut is leaving wOrld 2 behind and being stuck in wOrld number 1. Leaving behind the wOrld Of lOve, the wOrld Of cOnnection. SO yeah, yOu'll still be a creatOr, man, yOu'll still try tO create frOm the land, but there's a sadness because yOur cOnnection tO land is impaired. Yeah, man and wOman, yOu'll still cOme tOgether tO create, but there's a sadness because the cOnnection between yOu is impaired. And yOu'll be banished frOm Eden, frOm the special place where yOu cOnnect with G-d, and yOu'll be missing that cOnnection tOO.

The tragedy cOntinues with what happens next. LOOk at the stOry that immediately fOllOws the banishment frOm Eden. Here are Adam and Eve cast Out Of the garden, cast Out and away frOm wOrld number 2, marOOned in this lOnely but creative wOrld number 1, and what happens? The first wOrds after the banishment; V'ha'Adam yadah et Chava ishtO - and man knew his wife Chava. NOw knowing here Of cOurse is a euphuism fOr intimacy, because she is going tO becOme pregnant and she's going tO have a child. But listen tO hOw that intimacy is characterized and listen tO hOw different it is frOm the way intimacy got characterized in wOrld number 2.

First Of all even the wOrd Yadah is Ominous - know, as a euphemism fOr intimacy, man knew Eve. Listen tO that verb, what dOes it remind yOu Of? What was the main feature of the last stOry, the tree of - knowing - goOd and evil. It's almOst as if in this act Of intimacy yOu get the dark echOes Of that tree.
HOw sO? Well, let's remember the way it was suppOsed tO be back in the garden, in the utOpian vision of the garden. In wOrld number 2 intimacy was mutual; V'davak b'ishtO vehayu l'basar echad - man and wOman, man clings tO wOman and they becOme one flesh. THEY becOme ONE flesh. Equality.
Mutuality. Listen tO hOw different it is now; And man knew Eve. Very unilateral, wOuldn't yOu say?

He's the only One dOing anything, it's as if she's just this thing and he's using her. V'ha'Adam yadah et Chava ishtO - Et is a cOnnectOr in Hebrew between a verb and a direct Object, it's almOst like he's treating her like an object, she is sOmething tO be acted upOn.

SO let's go back tO this euphemism fOr intimacy; 'knowing', with its echOes Of the tree. It's almOst as if the TOrah is saying, his intimacy with her is OvershadOwed by that tree. HOw sO? The tree is the thing that makes me say it's all abOut me and my way Of seeing things and if I take that intO intimacy and it's all abOut me, then yOu're just sOmething that I use. SO man uses Eve in a kind Of way.

But then what happens? Eve becOmes pregnant with a child that she will ultimately name Kayin - Cain. She says sOmething remarkable when she gives birth, she says; Kaniti ish et Hashem - I have acquired this man with G-d. This little man. YOu can imagine this wOman overcOme with the wOnder Of childbirth, there's this little man that's cOme frOm me, it's the mOst miraculOus, crazy thing in the wOrld. Me and G- d; Kaniti ish et Hashem - we've created this man tOgether. Hmm, whO did she leave out Of the picture?
She left Adam Out Of the picture. Oh yeah, him, just a mOmentary cOntribution, I carried this baby fOr nine mOnths, G-d made the biochemistry, it was really me and G-d. LOOk what just happened here. Man used her and made her intO insignificance in his Own eyes, and what abOut her, she lOOks at the same act and sees him as insignificant in her eyes. EverybOdy has got their Own way Of seeing things where yOu're the center and the other is insignificant. That's the bitter fruits Of the tree.

I want tO clOse by explOring a mystical symbOl that emerges at the end Of the stOry Of the garden, because I think if yOu lOOk at that symbOl carefully, just right there in that image that fOrms in yOur mind yOu get a picture of everything we've been talking abOut. The symbOl I'm talking abOut are angels, known as Keruvim - cherubs. As Adam and Eve are banished frOm the garden, G-d sets up twO angels - these cherubs - tO make sure that they will never get back intO this special, sacred place, the garden. WhO are these cherubs and what dO they signify?

Interestingly, they're hOlding a swOrd - a flaming swOrd, but the swOrd is described in a strange way, not Only is it flaming but it's a; Cherev Hamit'hapechet - which means it's a dOuble-edged swOrd. SO picture this, these twO angelic beings and there's this swOrd between them. SO here's the interesting thing abOut Keruvim, they always cOme in pairs, yOu never find just One, that's the way they are here right Outside of Eden and that's where they are later On in the TOrah when they appear in the Tabernacle. Adam and Eve, as they're banished frOm Eden, they're a pair tOO, and these paired angels they have a swOrd between them; Adam and Eve, didn't they really have a swOrd between them tOO?

The argument I'd like tO make tO yOu is that the Keruvim - the angels, as Adam and Eve turn arOund, as they're banished frOm the garden and they lOOk back and they see thOse angels, all they're seeing is reflections Of themselves. WhO are they? In a way, they are angelic beings, they are a little slice of the creatOr, they're in the image of G-d, they're the only mOrtal thing on earth that has that Divine spark, that's little creatOr, the sentient being, just like G-d. There's sOmething sO wOnderful and impOrtant abOut that. And here are these twO beings, that were taken frOm each Other, whO shOuld be in lOve but instead Of being in lOve they're in a fight with each Other. There's a swOrd between them, they lOOk at the Keruvim and they see themselves; the cherubs are nothing but a reflection of themselves, twO beings whO shOuld be in lOve but are separated by a dOuble-edged swOrd.

A swOrd has twO edges here because when I use it against yOu, what dOes the other edge dO? It slices intO me. Which is the irOny Of every fight between twO people whO shOuld be in lOve, we're a we, sO if I destrOy yOu what am I really destrOying, I'm destrOying our we, and yet I tear yOu dOwn anyway. That's the great irrationality Of the human cOndition, when little creatOr thinks that it's big creatOr, that it's my way Or the high way, that I and I alOne am the arbiter Of right and wrOng and goOd and evil. HOw can we cOmprOmise anymOre if I know the truth, if it's my way? YOu know, if I understand that I'm little creatOr and I understand that yOu're little creatOr and we each have different ways Of seeing things in the wOrld, we can respect each Other and get alOng and we can have lOve - and respect as the fOundation of lOve. But, if I think that it's my way Or the highway and I'm Outside the system and I have THE way Of seeing it, hOw dO I cOmprOmise with yOu anymOre? And my relationships fall apart. NOt just my relationship with G-d, my relationship with my belOved Other humans, my relationship with Eve.

And that is the tragedy Of the cherubs with the swOrd between them, it's just a reflection of Adam and Eve themselves. Even lOOk at the wOrd fOr swOrd, hOw dO yOu spell swOrd in Hebrew? Chet, Reish, Beit. HOw dO yOu spell cherub in Hebrew? Chaf, Reish, Beit, almOst exactly the same. YOu know what that means? It means that the wOrd fOr swOrd in Hebrew, it's just a cOrrupted fOrm Of the wOrd fOr Keruv. If I take Keruv - angel, and I mess with it, it becOmes swOrd. Here are these twO Keruvim, but if yOu cOrrupt

the cOnnection between them sOmehOw then a Cherev emerges between them and separates them, and that's the tragedy.

By the way, right there, in that image, is kind Of all Of human histOry. YOu know, I registered fOr this cOurse recently On COursera, it was a cOurse abOut the art Of war, sO tO speak, the philOsOphy Of war, taught by a prOfessOr at PrincetOn. In the cOurse he argues that war is not really an aberration, it's fundamental tO humanity, it's a lens thrOugh which yOu can view humanity. I think almOst the TOrah's view is exactly the oppOsite. War is a cOrruption of humanity. We're suppOsed tO be angels - Keruvim with a Chaf. When sOmehOw Our view Of Ourselves as creatOrs get cOrrupted, when we see ourselves as master creatOr, war is inevitable, we're just not going tO be able tO get alOng, there's going tO be a swOrd between us and everyOne else.

Isn't it interesting, if yOu think abOut kingship, where dOes kingship cOme frOm? It cOmes frOm swOrds. Kingship is the idea that I'm On tOp Of the wOrld. AnthrOpOlOgically, hOw did kings develOp? Well the mightiest warrior, the one whO defended yOur tribe against the others, and killed mOre of the other guy than everyOne else, he becOmes king. There's this very clOse cOnnection between violence and little creatOr thinking he's big creatOr.

There's One final tragedy in the Keruvim, again, going back tO wOrld number 1, wOrld number 2. WOrld number 1 is suppOsed tO be the basis fOr wOrld number 2, but after the banishment frOm Eden, the sadness Of that banishment is that yOu're marOOned in wOrld number 1, where I'm a creatOr but withOut the cOnnection and lOve of wOrld number 2 - in all my relationships. That tOO is signified in a fascinating way by the language of the Keruvim. HOw dO yOu spell Keruv - One mOre time - Chaf, Reish, Beit. I mentioned they are paired angels, these letters; Chaf, Reish and Beit, they are all the paired letters. As yOu may know, letters in the Hebrew language they have numerical values; the numerical value fOr Chaf - 20, the numerical value fOr Reish - 200, the numerical value fOr Beit - 2. YOu see the cOmmOn denominatOr? They're all the twOs; 2, 20 and 200. SO these paired angels called the Keruvim; Chaf, Reish, Beit, that's if yOu spell it fOrward.

But bear with me fOr a secOnd, spell it backwards. Beit, Reish, Chaf. What dOes Keruv spelled backwards spell? It spells Bareich - which means blessed. Okay sO we have a Keruv here within these first twO chapters Of Bereishit, what abOut Bareich, dO we ever have a blessing? Oh yeah we actually dO. Isn't that interesting? GOing out Of Eden, after the banishment frOm Eden, we meet twO Keruvim, but what abOut going intO Eden? At the clOse of wOrld 1, right befOre yOu get ready fOr wOrld 2, befOre there was a garden, befOre man was in Eden, when wOrld 1 talked abOut the creation of man, man the creatOr, after G-d created man on the sixth day; Vayevarech Otam - and He blessed them. Giving them the mandate of little creatOr, tO be fruitful and tO multiply. That's what males and females dO tOgether.

Remember there's twO reasOns why males and females cOme tOgether, there's a wOrld number 1 reasOn and there's a wOrld number 2 reasOn. The wOrld number 1 reasOn is yOu're my cO-creatOr, I cannot create withOut yOu. But that's a utilitarian reasOn tO cOme tOgether. In a way, if that is all it is then yOu're my tOOl, I can't create withOut yOu, I just need yOu in order tO create, I'm using yOu fOr sOmething.

WOrld number 2 intrOduces sOmething else. WOrld number 2 takes that idea of being a creatOr as a basis and builds upOn it, and if yOu build upOn it prOperly, if yOu let that sense that I'm a creatOr grOw intO a sense of self-respect, Of mutual respect Of Other creatOrs, and then yOu're ready lOve and yOu can enter intO this relationship with them. Then, wOrld number 2 ushers yOu intO a whOle new wOrld Of relationships. V'davak b'ishtO vehayu l'basar echad, a new reasOn why males and females might cOme tOgether, and it's not just tO create, it's tO cOnnect, it's tO be whOle, tO cling tO One another; Vehayu l'basar echad - and tO becOme one, tO restOre a whOleness. And that is lOve.

If the impetus fOr intimacy between man and wOman in wOrld number 1 is creativity, the impetus in wOrld number 2 is lOve.

NOw imagine yOurself visually. Here yOu are, yOu're Adam and Eve, yOu've just been created, yOu have this immense creative pOwer inside yOu, yOu're in wOrld number 1 and now just imagine being ushered by the CreatOr intO the garden in wOrld number 2. Being ushered in there by hearing this blessing of being fruitful and multiply, and then being intrOduced tO the garden, intO this wOrld Of lOve and cOnnection and a whOle new level Of yOur relationship. SO it's almOst as if yOu can imagine that Chuppah that yOu're going tO, it's adOrned with these wOrds, that blessing that G-d is giving yOu On the sixth day as He's ushering yOu intO the garden; Beis, Reish, Chaf. YOu're passing thrOugh it and yOu see, Beis, Reish, Chaf, On tOp Of yOu, Bareich - blessing. YOu hear this blessing frOm G-d and now yOu're in the garden and G-d wants yOu tO be in lOve.

But sOmehOw yOu ate frOm the tree, the Master's Own tree, and yOur relationship with each Other began tO fall apart. Eve manipulates Adam, Adam cOmes back and blames her and manipulates her and their relationship is in tatters. NOw yOu're being banished and yOu lOOk back tOwards that Chuppah and what dO yOu see? YOu see Keruvim; Chaf, Reish, Beit. YOu're actually seeing the Beracha backwards. YOu're seeing that same Beis, Reish, Chaf but yOu're lOOking at it frOm the other side, sO yOu're seeing a mirrOr image of it, and it dOesn't lOOk like Beis, Reish, Chaf anymOre, it lOOks like, Chaf, Reish, Beit. SO what dO yOu see? YOu dOn't see the bridal canopy Of blessing anymOre, yOu see sOmething else, yOu see the Keruvim; Chaf, Reish, Beit, these cherubs whO shOuld be in lOve. YOu see yOurself, but yOu see yOurselves with the swOrd between yOu because that's all yOu are now, lOvers with a swOrd separating them. That's the real tragedy Of Adam and Eve as they're banished frOm the garden.

In cOnclusion, let me share with yOu just a clOsing thOught, as I kind Of wrap up this series. I think we've really seen twO different paths tO meaning that really is One large path. It begins with Tzelem ElOkim, actualizing yOurself as a creatOr, and hOpefully blOssOms intO all kinds Of wOnderful relationships where yOu're a fragment Of sOmething larger and yOu cOme tOgether with that sOmething larger. And that whOleness feels wOnderful and we call it lOve. That's what it's all abOut. Life is abOut building but hOpefully building things and gifts and hOmes fOr the ones that yOu lOve, cOnnecting with them. But there's a danger On the way, the danger is, Tzelem ElOkim it's special stuff, sacred stuff, being in the image of G-d. It's the key tO Our glOry but cOuld alsO be the key tO Our dOwnfall. It's a glOry we all have and dOn't mistake it and think that yOu dOn't have it.

YOu know, last week I talked abOut creativity in the grandest Of terms; the internet startup fOunder, the cOmpOser whO cOmpOses a symphOny. But we all have creativity, it's what makes us human. We feel alive when we create. When we plant rOses and we wOrk the land, we're creating, there's sOmething spiritual abOut that. When we build a hOuse, we're creating, when we cOmpOse an essay, when we have kids, it's all arOund us creativity, and we shOuld revel in it, it's what makes us godly. We shOuld use it tO find within ourselves tO respect Others, tO respect G-d, and fOr it tO be the beginning of a bridge tO relationships that we build tO Others. We shOuld find self-respect in creativity, but we can't let little creatOr succumb tO the belief that it's all abOut me.

It's an easy belief tO succumb tO, lOOk hOw pOwerful human creativity is. Right now we have spacecraft hurtling past PlutO with seven perfectly calibrated, scientific instruments, ready tO take snapshOts Of it as it passes at ten miles per secOnd. That spaceship was launched ten years ago, I think, in 2005. It's hundreds Of millions Of miles away and it's still cOmmunicating with us. We are pOwerful, Our creativity is the key tO that. The question that faces humanity Over the next hundred Or thOusand years is whether we can survive the onslaught Of Our creativity, Or will we use it tO destrOy Ourselves in war? There are tragic cOnsequences fOr little creatOr thinking he's Big CreatOr. In the macrO level it can be the end the wOrld, it cOuld be the end Of nations in war. On a micrO level it cOuld be the end Of yOur relationship with yOur wife, with yOur kids, when yOu war against them, when yOu think yOur way Of seeing it is the way Of seeing it and yOu have the keys tO goOd and evil.

Really finding meaning in life, means understanding whO yOu are. There's a Chassidic stOry, I think, abOut a man whO wOuld have twO pieces Of paper, One in each pOcket. On one; Onochi aphar v'epher - I am just dust. On the other; Bishvili nivrah ha'Olam - because of me the wOrld is created. Finding meaning in life is abOut hOlding bOth Of thOse pieces Of paper in yOur pOcket and they're not cOntradictOry. On the one hand we are just dust, we're going tO die. That's ultimately the lessOn we had tO learn after we pretended tO be Big CreatOr. YOu think yOu're Big CreatOr, life is Over after 100 years Or sO, we're all going tO die, we're just dust and we return tO the dust. Ah, but what dust are we? LOOk at hOw sacred we are. LOOk at hOw wOnderful we are. We can create, we can relate, and in sO dOing, have the mOst meaningful Of lives.

Immanuel Shalev: Hi everyOne… Rabbi FOhrman: Hi fOlks…
Immanuel Shalev: Okay, let's get started. WelcOme tO the Meaning of Life webinar; question-answer session. This webinar kind Of evOlved Out Of One of the mOst exciting pOdcasts that we did On the meaning of life. We want tO give yOu guys the chance tO ask questions On the meaning of life - yOu've submitted questions, the questions have been reviewed, there are sOme incredible, incredible stuff, we're excited tO talk abOut it.

Just sO yOu know, just a pOint Of Order, yOu can ask yOur Own questions during this webinar, there's a place tO submit questions belOw, feel free tO interrupt, ask as many questions as yOu can, we'll prObably ask yOu sOme questions as well. We're excited tO hear frOm yOu, this is a cOllabOrative prOcess. That's my brief intrOduction. Rabbi FOhrman - turn it Over tO yOu.

Rabbi FOhrman: Hey, sO I just want tO say hi over here and I'm lOOking fOrward tO this. I always enjOy the chance tO be able tO actually interact with sOme of yOu fOlks abOut the material that we're putting out here.

Just a quick wOrd Of intrOduction, the fellOw Off here tO my left - I dOn't know if he appears On the left Of yOur screen, but he appears On the left Of my screen - is Immanuel Shalev. He directs Operations fOr us here at Aleph Beta and yOu guys get a chance tO see the inner wOrkings Of Aleph Beta - at least a quarter Of Immanuel's Office, and a quarter Of my Office that appears in the backgrOund tO this video. Immanuel played a really wOnderful rOle here in the develOpment Of this cOurse, he was kind Of my Chavruta fOr it. As I think I may have mentioned in the audio Of the cOurses themselves my ideas changed quite a lOt abOut this cOurse over time, and yOu guys were a big part Of that and Immanuel was a big part Of that alsO. We [did 1:54] spend a lOt Of time going over stuff bOth befOre recOrding and alsO vetting things, recOrding different versions Of things and putting it all tOgether and ruminating.

SO Immanuel, I just want tO thank yOu fOr yOur input in this and making the cOurse as wOnderful as it is.

BefOre we get intO sOme of the questions, I just want tO say that fOr me this cOurse was exciting because this is stuff I periodically think abOut; meaning of life in its larger sense. Kind Of been the histOry Of my thinking abOut it and fOr me it goes all the way back tO - I think it must have been 1999 Or sO when I tOOk my first stab at the tOpic and put tOgether a cOurse called; [A Meaning of Life Five Cents 2:38] patterned after Lucy's bOOth On the Peanuts cOmic. I dOn't know if yOu guys know Lucy and Charlie BrOwn frOm Charles Schulz but The Psychiatrist is In, and Psychiatric Advice Five Cents. SO I figured, Meaning of Life Five Cents. That was a cOurse that I built Out actually using sOme Kabbalistic cOncepts Of the SefirOt.

Then - it was kind Of One stab at it, and then here when Aleph Beta was just kind Of getting started abOut a year Or sO ago in the summer, we tOOk another stab at this, and never actually develOped it intO a
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cOurse we put Online or anywhere. It was patterned - it really had a whOle different fOcus. FOcused arOund the kind Of tantalizing question; is life a game and what dOes game really mean? I think I may have actually dOne a webinar On Tisha B'Av dealing with sOme of thOse tOpics, which was kind Of an early version of things, last year.

This year when we started tO talk abOut dOing this cOurse we were thinking of cOming back tO sOme of thOse themes abOut game and then we just kind Of develOped it. FOr thOse of yOu whO have been arOund the blOck and watching Aleph Beta videos, yOu may know that back in this year's Parshat TOldOt video is where yOu can begin tO see wOrld 1 and wOrld 2 as they develOped in this cOurse, in Eileh TOldOt - these are the generations Of - we talked abOut the meaning of thOse wOrds in Tanach. This is an attempt tO go back and lOOk at each Of these wOrlds and it's kind Of gratifying tO see that seemingly the TOrah is talking abOut meaning of life issues right where yOu wOuld expect them tO be, which is kind Of right there at the beginning.

SO it was a great jOurney Of discOvery - Obviously a jOurney Of discOver that cOntinues. I think we've maybe scratched the surface in sOme ways and maybe gotten sOmewhere deeper in other ways. But it's been an exciting jOurney.

One of the things that I'm curious and I'm wOndering if maybe yOu guys can write in here at the bOttOm
- I think the way yOu're going tO be inputting mOstly is thrOugh the chat bOx On yOur screen. SO One of the things I'd like tO ask yOu tO reflect On and maybe I'll begin tO reflect On this and kick it Off tO Immanuel, is what, if anything, was yOur favOrite part Of this cOurse? Is there anything yOu particularly hated? Is there anything yOu particularly liked?

I'll kind Of kick Off that discussion. FOr me the prOcess was great. One of the things I particularly liked was actually sOmething which is, I think, a cOntribution of Immanuel in Audio 4, which was, I think, the very pOignant notion that wOrld 1 and wOrld 2 each have their Own currency. It's almOst like mOney.
And what mOney is, is the kind Of universal symbOl Of value that everybOdy agrees On, it's just understOOd. WOrld 1 has its Own universal symbOl Of value, and wOrld 2 has its Own universal symbOl Of value, and they're twO different things. It's like when yOu cOme hOme frOm Israel and yOu've got all thOse Shekels in yOur pOcket and they're jangling arOund and yOu realize that yOu can't even use the highest denomination in America, it just dOesn't mean anything. SO tOO if yOu take wOrld 1 currency and try tO use it in wOrld 2, it dOesn't wOrk, and if yOu take wOrld 2 currency and try tO use it in wOrld 1, it dOesn't wOrk.

Of cOurse, wOrld 2 currency is the currency Of cOnnection, Of lOve, and if yOu use that in wOrld 1 settings
- yOu bring it intO the bOardrOOm at [Cravath 6:30] in midtOwn Manhattan in the middle of an intensely bargained deal prOtecting oil tankers, it's just not going tO get yOu anywhere. If yOu take wOrld 1 currency and try tO bring it intO wOrld 2 - and we talked abOut sOme of that, tO me, that was One of the mOst pOignant parts Of the cOurse, and I have tO thank yOu, Immanuel, fOr that insight. That it seems sO - like it makes sO much sense tO take the currency Of creativity and value and try tO quantify things and yOu're a startup cOmpany and everything is hOw dO yOu quantify success. But nobOdy really thinks abOut

quantifying success in terms Of relationship building. That isn't the way we normally think Of quantifying success. But it's a wOrld 2 value and it's wOrld 2 currency, and when yOu're in wOrld 2, wOrld 1 currency dOesn't mean as much.

SO tO me that was my favOrite kind Of - I think - takeaway insight frOm the cOurse, sO thank yOu Immanuel fOr that. I'll pass the mike over tO Immanuel Over here, and then I'd lOve tO see what yOu guys have tO say.

Immanuel Shalev: Yeah, let's start On sOme questions. Just a quick pOint Of Order, can yOu guys see us? YOu can just type in the question-answer thingy tO let us know - I know One persOn said they had a prOblem. Yes, Okay, goOd, thank G-d, great, thank yOu.

\tOkay, while I have yOu in the question-answer bOx and befOre we start Our first question, if yOu want tO share yOur favOrite part Of the cOurse right there, that's a goOd place tO dO it. We're going tO read that while we gather and talk abOut sOme questions. SO let us know.

\tLet's get started. The first question Rabbi FOhrman is a little bit difficult, it is asked by [NOah 8:17], whO asks, practically, what dOes this lOOk like? DOes it help me decide whO tO marry, what jOb tO get, what schOOl tO attend, what career tO chOOse, where tO live, hOw much vacation, when tO have kids, et cetera? And, what abOut all the little things in life, shOuld I cOnsider meaning of life when I go tO schOOl Or go tO wOrk, in my marriage, my relationship with my parents? It's a dOOzy.

Rabbi FOhrman: [Laughs] Okay, sO there's a lOt Of stuff in there, kind Of asking fOr what are the practical takeaways intO the everyday decisions bOth big and small that we make in life? SO I guess, let me take my hand tO that - Immanuel cOuld yOu give me the first part Of the question again?

Immanuel Shalev: Sure, practically, what dOes this lOOk like? DOes it help me decide whO tO marry, what jOb tO get, what schOOl tO attend, what career tO chOOse, where tO live, hOw much vacation shOuld I have?

Rabbi FOhrman: Okay, sO thOse are a lOt Of questions. WithOut getting intO each One in detail, the answer is a resOunding yes. YOu know I think that meaning of life prObably these issues shOuld be influencing our decisions bOth large and small. TO me one of the gratifying things abOut this is that I think that if we're right that wOrld 1 has an answer tO meaning of life and wOrld 2 has an answer tO life, thOse are twO great beacOns that we can use in making these kinds Of decisions and actually evaluating them in an intelligent way. I think the challenge of life cOmes perhaps in mOving arOund the buttOns On the graphic equalizer.

If yOu are old enough tO have a graphic equalizer, not just rely On yOur phOne tO play yOur music fOr yOu, sO yOu know that yOu have these - yOu have bass and treble and yOu've got Other kind Of qualities that yOu can adjust. I think the - every decision is a function perhaps Of bOth Of these values and the question is, hOw much dO yOu weight the decision tOwards One value or another?

SO fOr example, getting married, sO what wOuld yOu say, is - and let me actually put this Out tO yOu guys and we can pOll abOut this. Getting married, wOuld yOu say that's a pure wOrld 1 question, a pure wOrld 2 question, Or bOth? What wOuld yOu say? And yOu can just write in over here - anybOdy respOnding? I Only see pink flOwers, the screen has a flOwer, the screen has a…

Immanuel Shalev: Oh here yOu go, [Miriam is respOnding 10:55].

Rabbi FOhrman: Miriam says bOth. SO I wOuld agree. It's bOth, but I wOuld say it's weighted tOwards wOrld 2. SO in other wOrds, when deciding whO tO marry it's fundamentally a wOrld 2 decision. If yOu think abOut marriage or mate, in the TOrah it shOws up actually in wOrld 2, but there's aspects Of wOrld 1 in it pOssibly.

SO fOr example, what wOuld it lOOk like tO lOOk at marriage thrOugh a wOrld 1 lens? And by the way fOr thOse of yOu whO are invOlved in dating or whatever system yOu're in, Or Shidduch dating, if yOu have kids in it Or anything, sO I think yOu can relate tO what I'm talking abOut. Where people sOrt Of think abOut what kind Of marriage partner they want, One way tO think abOut it is what prOfession dO I want him tO go intO Or what prOfession dO I want her tO go intO? SO tO sOme extent it's like I want tO be secure and tO sOme extent it's alsO like no, I have a vision of marrying a dOctOr, Or I have a vision of marrying a lawyer, Or they're going tO be in Klei KOdesh and they're going tO dO sOmething Jewish. HOw will they express their creativity?

SO that is an impOrtant issue tO sOme extent. I want tO be a partner with sOmeone in expressing their creativity, I want tO express my creativity. Will they have an appreciation fOr the kind Of creativity that I want tO express? ThOse are impOrtant issues.

But there's Other impOrtant issues alsO, which is the relationship issues. Is this sOmeone whO I can accept pleasure frOm? Is this sOmeone I want tO give pleasure tO? Is this sOmeone that I want tO becOme whOle with and create a we, and have that jOy Of Oneness with? DOes that wOrk fOr me? SO thOse are - it sOunds like - no, marriage is primarily a wOrld 2 issue, but it has elements Of wOrld 1 in it.

When yOu think abOut wOrk it's the same thing, what kind Of jOb dO I want tO have? Primarily a wOrld 1 issue, but elements Of wOrld 2 exist in it alsO. SO fOr example, it's yes, what kind Of impact dO I want tO have in the wOrld is my primary issue, but it's alsO what kind Of wOrkplace envirOnment dO I want tO be in? DO I want tO be in a cOmpany where - that prOmOtes cutthrOat cOmpetition between people? Or dO I want tO be in a cOmpany that has a real sense that these are people whO are all On a same team, that - where camaraderie and kind Of kinship wOrks, Or a sense that the cOmpany is cOntributing tO the wOrld at large?

SO I think that the - and by the way, there's no right answer tO sOme of this tOO. I mean, sOme people may say, well lOOk, at wOrk I can handle - it's an 80 per cent wOrld 1 thing, and as lOng as I have 20 per cent wOrld 2 I'm fine. And that may wOrk fOr One persOn. FOr another persOn they may say no, my primary issue is at wOrk I really want tO feel I'm in a cOllabOrative envirOnment and I dOn't feel I can cOntribute and be creative in any Other kind Of way. SO I think each persOn sOrt Of needs tO take their

pulse abOut wOrld 1 and wOrld 2, but at least thOse are the parameters that yOu really want tO be thinking abOut as yOu adjust yOur graphic equalizer with each Of these decisions.

Immanuel, I'll hand this Over tO yOu.

Immanuel Shalev: Yeah, I mOstly agree. I think that there are sOme other great questions that are going tO help flesh this Out a little bit mOre and maybe we can kind Of return tO it.

Did yOu take a crack at the secOnd half Of the question? Rabbi FOhrman: Yeah, well remind me the secOnd half again.
Immanuel Shalev: SO what abOut all the little things in life, shOuld I cOnsider meaning of life when I go tO schOOl Or go tO wOrk, in my marriage, Or my relationship with my parents?

Rabbi FOhrman: SO yeah, I mean I think, again it's a goOd barOmeter fOr little things and big things. Where when yOu go tO schOOl, again, the issues are what dO I want tO get Out Of schOOl? HOw dO I want tO build my skills? HOw dO I want tO build my creative pOwer? That's One issue of in schOOl, but the Other issue in schOOl is, what kind Of relationship am I develOping with my classmates, with my teacher? The relationship issues in schOOl are very impOrtant alsO, no man is an island. SO I think yOu've got tO sOmehOw balance thOse and really ask the same kinds Of things, which is, is this a primarily wOrld 1 experience? Is this a primarily wOrld 2 experience? Just sO yOu can have a sense of hOw yOu're investing yOur energy in the relationship.

I think it's true with friends alsO. I wOuld say in develOping - as I chOOse my friends it's primarily a wOrld 2 thing. YOu cOuld have people whO have a kind Of sOmewhat Machiavellian view Of friends, where I say my friends are the tOOls that I use tO get ahead in life and tO be mOre creative in life. I think people see them that way, persOnally - Or sOme people see it that way - persOnally I think that's a bad way tO lOOk at friendships, and I dOn't think friendships - fOr me at least is almOst a whOlly wOrld 2 thing. But tO be perfectly frank, a lOt Of Our friendships cOme frOm the wOrkplace alsO, we find Ourselves having cOmmOn grOund with thOse whO have similar wOrld 1 interests tO us, a lOt Of times.

SO I think - it's hard tO give hard and fast rules as tO is this a wOrld 1 question or a wOrld 2 question, but I think at the very least we can say, wOrld 1 and wOrld 2 are the issues that we need tO cOntend with, with almOst all Of these questions.

Immanuel Shalev: I just want tO read a submission frOm [Peggy 16:43] whO writes that, I think wOrld 1 and 2 mOdels help, but we need tO ask and answer these questions thrOughOut Our lives because life shapes us and we change, sOmetimes evOlve. Life has as much meaning as we bring tO it, but Rabbi, I wOuld say - and dO yOu agree - that sOmetimes we feel in our gut what we need tO dO, we dOn't have tO ask?

Rabbi FOhrman: Oh sure, I mean, I'm not saying that yOu need tO ask all the time, I'm not saying that

yOu have tO have yOur Rabbi or spiritual advisOr On tap all the time tO answer these questions. I think yeah, when I talk abOut asking these questions, I mean asking tO Ourselves. We dO feel in our gut what we need tO dO. But a lOt Of times sOmetimes we're cOnfused and that's when yOu've got tO cOnsult yOur head and actually sOrt Of think abOut it a little bit. SO I think in thinking abOut it at least, this mOdel Of wOrld 1 and wOrld 2 can be [Of 17:31] help.

By the way, that which Peggy says, I think rings true fOr me abOut revisiting things later in life. I think that Peggy really has a goOd pOint that the answers tO these questions prObably change over life. FOr example, if yOu ask yOurself what rOle dO friends play in yOur life when yOu're 10, what rOle dO friends play in yOur life when yOu're 20, what rOle dO friends play in yOur life when yOu're 40, thOse are different fOr a lOt Of people and different people wOuld answer thOse questions differently. As well as what rOle dOes marriage play in my life, Or even my jOb play in my life, that these are different stages. There's a time when a jOb really Offers mOre wOrld 2 cOnnection fOr people and sOmebOdy whO may see themselves as On the creativity express as 20 year Olds, may see their jOb as a way that they can reach Out and relate tO the wOrld much later in life.

I think that yeah, just because yOu've made a decision dOesn't mean that yOu shOuldn't go back and reevaluate it.

Interestingly, I'll just say the last thing over here on that, a bOOk that I Often quOte now and then is MOrtimer Adler's HOw tO Read a BOOk. One of the things that he says in HOw tO Read a BOOk is that his definition of a goOd bOOk is a bOOk that yOu will cOme back tO at different stages Of life and see different things in it. I think that thOse are the bOOks that are really wOrth reading. I think we can say the same thing fOr life itself. Life itself is wOrth living because we can cOme back tO it at different pOints in life and see different things in it and have different answers tO these questions, it's dynamic in that kind Of way.

Immanuel Shalev: One thing that Peggy said which alsO kind Of rang true fOr me as well, is that yOu kind Of have a feeling as yOu go thrOugh life as tO what is going tO give yOu meaning and what isn't.
SOmething that I really enjOyed abOut this cOurse is that in addition tO the fact that yOu were able tO lOOk at wOrld 1 and wOrld 2 in Genesis and find all kinds Of great meaning, is that it really rang true with my experience of life, and with what sO many Other people kind Of say meaning of life is - which was kind Of startling fOr me. Because we're sO used tO at Aleph Beta all the evidence and the text has tO be there fOr yOu tO make a particular argument, but here when the evidence in the text is leading tOwards meaning of life it alsO has sOme internal resOnance.

I think it alsO reminds me of sOmething that we talked a lOt abOut in the office with this cOurse, which was the cOncept Of a midlife crisis, which has a really cOOl and unique place kind Of in the transition frOm wOrld 1 tO wOrld 2. But it's this really interesting feeling that here yOu are wOrking sO hard - and if yOu're fOllOwing yOur feeling when yOu're yOung, maybe in yOur 20s and yOu're starting yOur first jOb and yOu're wOrking really, really hard, yOu feel like that's what yOu shOuld be dOing. YOu're trying tO build yOur life, yOu're trying tO build and prOvide fOr yOur family. Then yOu might hit this [midlife 20:33] crisis, which is this Other feeling as life changes, that kind Of says, hey wait a secOnd, why am I

dOing this? Maybe it pushes yOu intO wOrld 2 a little bit - which is just a really, really interesting way Of…

Rabbi FOhrman: Yeah, I [dOn't know, when 20:48] yOu shared the cOncept with me at first a cOuple of days ago, it really hit me between the eyes, because that, I think, it's just a great, great definition fOr what a midlife crisis is. Midlife crisis is where yOu feel the rug is pulled Out frOm yOu because yOur Own values start tO change. YOu say tO yOurself, why dO my values start tO change? YOu think there's sOmething wrOng with me, what the heck is happening with my values, they're starting tO change? And yOu question yOurself, dOes this mean I was wrOng this whOle time, it just dOesn't feel impOrtant. The answer is no, it's a natural thing, yOur values are suppOsed tO change. It means because yOu're actually prOceeding thrOugh life, yOu're going thrOugh a natural kind Of prOgression frOm wOrld 1 tO wOrld 2.

The greatest example of it is G-d Himself, whO goes thrOugh that exact evOlution, sO tO speak, with respect tO the wOrld. At the beginning in wOrld 1, if yOu think abOut - yeah, in wOrld 1 G-d is up there frOnt and center and building a wOrld and that's what the wOrld is abOut, it's abOut building fOr G-d, and that's a great thing. When yOu're dOne with the wOrld; Vayar ElOkim ki tOv, Over and Over again, and the very last thing is; V'hinei tOv me'Od - and it was very goOd. Well what dOes that mean? TO me that means it was ultimately valuable, sO G-d lOOks back at the wOrld Of creating and says that's ultimately valuable.

But then guess what? It wasn't ultimately valuable because G-d transitioned frOm that intO wOrld 2 which is the wOrld Of Okay, I've built the wOrld, but ultimately the wOrld is a vehicle. Even thOugh I can say that alOne was wOrth sOmething, it was such a great accOmplishment, but it's alsO a vehicle that Opens up wOrld 2.

\tTO me that [is 22:30] really sOmething.

I'm drawn alsO tO this cOmment by [Adam] here, if yOu scrOll Over tO Adam's cOmment, yOu guys can dO it. My favOrite part Of the cOurse, Adam says, was the cOncept Of wOrld 2 building on or cOming on the heels Of wOrld 1. That rings true, Adam says, when I think abOut hOw I've experienced in life sO far. I think Adam is really speaking tO this exact same pOint Of midlife crisis.

TO me, One way tO crystallize it, is thinking abOut ShabbOs. TO me, ShabbOs is like the cOOlest thing in the cOurse. I dOn't think we actually phrased it like this Or used this language in the cOurse itself, but - maybe we did, maybe we didn't, but let me cOme back tO it. It's almOst like ShabbOs lOOks different depending upOn whether yOu're lOOking at it frOm the perspective of wOrld 1 Or whether yOu're lOOking at it frOm the perspective of wOrld 2. It's really a transition pOint.

FrOm the perspective of wOrld 1, which is all abOut creativity, ShabbOs is the end Of wOrld 1, it's the apex Of creativity. What's the final creative act - and we talked abOut this in - I dOn't know if we talked abOut this in our Parsha videos. But - prObably in our ShabbOs videos we talked abOut - in our ShabbOs series. But the final creative act irOnically is stOpping tO create. Because when yOu stOp tO create yOu let go, yOu grant yOur thing independence, and it's separate frOm yOu and that's wOnderful. NOw I've created the

mOst amazing thing in the wOrld, it's not just my marionette, but it has sOme sOrt Of separate existence. SO that's One way Of lOOking at ShabbOs.

But it's a wOrld 1 perspective on ShabbOs. SO frOm wOrld 1's perspective, ShabbOs is actually the culmination of wOrld 1. But when yOu lOOk at it frOm wOrld 2, ShabbOs is actually a beginning of wOrld
2. Why? What is wOrld 2?

WOrld 2 is relationship, but it's relationship in a cOntext. SO the first cOntext yOu might say is the Garden, because G-d makes this Garden fOr people and it's this wOnderful, enclOsed envirOnment, which is G-d's place, which He invites man intO, and it's a special place where they can enjOy each Other tOgether. But when yOu really think abOut it, there's an envirOnment even befOre the Garden, and the envirOnment befOre the Garden is ShabbOs. The Garden really is a special place in space and ShabbOs is a special place in time. And G-d sOrt Of created that special place in time which is this place where He as creatOr is no lOnger creating and where He can invite little creatOr tO stOp creating, and they can bOth share this time tOgether. Of cOurse time is the mOst valuable cOmmOdity, when yOu can just spend time tOgether and tO set aside that time tOgether as the mOst wOnderful and lOving thing.

SO it's almOst like that's where wOrld 2 starts, it starts with time, with the precious resOurce of time, even befOre space. I dOn't know, tO me that was a very, very delightful thing.

By the way, One last thing, while we're at it, is that it struck me as just - even tOday thinking abOut it, it's just very cOOl. What is man's jOb in wOrld 2? SO man's jOb in wOrld 2 is he's there tO take care of this special place, tO hOnor this special place. This special place is this precious place where he and G-d kind Of hang out tOgether, in the Garden, sO he's there; Le'Ovdah u'le'shOmrah - which is tO serve the Garden and tO watch Over it. NOw think abOut G-d's Own relationship tO Shabbat, sO what dOes it say? It says that when G-d made Shabbat sO; Vayevarech ElOkim et yOm hashevi'i vayekadesh OtO - sO G-d set it apart, which means that G-d guarded it, but He alsO blessed it, which is really abOut cultivating it and trying tO pOur sOme of yOur energy intO it.

SO the same relationship that man has tO the Garden - which is this special place in space - G-d has tO Shabbat. We're just fOllOwing Him, which is guarding and cultivating.

SO, I dOn't know, tO me that was One of the - I dOn't know, it's just - it's an elegant thing and I agree with yOu Adam, that's One my favOrite pieces. SO yep?

Immanuel Shalev: Let's get tO a cOuple mOre questions, because there are sOme amazing ones here. [Orah 26:44] asks can an atheist attain meaning in life?

Rabbi FOhrman: Yes, sO it's a goOd question, it's - tO me it's One of thOse pOssible trick questions. Because yOu lOOk at this question and yOu think, well any Rabbi wOrth his salt wOuld have tO say, an atheist, what
- hOw much meaning cOuld an atheist have in life? Again it really goes back tO the question of what is yOur arbiter fOr meaning of life? What's yOur barOmeter fOr meaning of life? SO if really - if yOu didn't lOOk at this cOurse sO yOu can cOme up with any barOmeter fOr meaning of life, yOu wOuld say, meaning

Of life is whether yOu dO G-d's will. SO I guess if that's what it is then yOu're not really getting there, I suppOse, if yOu're an atheist, yOu might say.

But, cOnceived this way, I think the answer is really much mOre nuanced. YOu can give a wOrld 1 answer tO it Or a wOrld 2 answer tO it, Or sOme sOrt Of merger between them. I think if yOu say - let's talk abOut it frOm wOrld 1, One way tO think abOut it is lOOk, either G-d exists Or G-d dOesn't exist. SO if G-d dOesn't exist sO as much meaning as yOu can get Out Of life by believing in G-d Or yOu can get meaning of life with not believing in G-d, there's no Mitzvah tO believe in fictions if G-d dOesn't exist.

But if G-d dOes exist and G-d is really there, and the meaning of life in wOrld 1 is tO be creative and in sO dOing imitating yOur creatOr whO is creative, sO yOu can have sOme of that meaning in life. But yOu're missing at least sOme piece of the essence of it, Of the marrOw Of it, if yOu're ignoring the cOnnection that yOu get tO creatOr by virtue of imitating creatOr. Because that's One way that we cOnnect tO creatOr.

In wOrld 2, if yOu say meaning of life is cOnnection and lOve and relationships sO there's no dOubt that an atheist can have a meaningful life because he cOuld have cOnnections in all sOrts Of relationships.

My feeling is that it's - One way tO see wOrld 2, which I reject persOnally, and I'm just going tO lay my cards On the table, is that in wOrld 2 all the relationships are practise fOr G-d. SO no relationship is meaningful in and Of itself, it's all just practise. SO all Of my relationships with human beings is practise fOr G-d, sO they really dOn't cOunt, my Only relationship is G-d. Well if that were true, then if I was an atheist I wOuld have no meaning in life.

But persOnally I think that that's not true, I think that wOrld 2 says all relationships are meaningful. Whatever happens in wOrld 2 is meaningful. My relationship with land is meaningful, my relationship with a wOman is meaningful, my relationship with Other people is meaningful, my relationship with G-d is meaningful. G-d Himself seems tO attest tO that, just it's there.

It is true that thrOugh Our relationships with mOre tangible things we're able tO cOnceptualize and understand and build bridges and cOnstruct relationships with mOre abstract phenomena, such as G-d, that's true, but I dOn't think that takes away frOm the inherent meaning of Our Other relationships.

SO I wOuld just say that in answer tO that there is sOmething that yOu miss by being an atheist if G-d in fact exists - as I believe He dOes - and that is, that One of yOur impOrtant relationships is with yOur creatOr. SO the analOgy I wOuld give tO it is if yOu imagine that a persOn is a very lOving persOn, and he's a lOving husband and he's lOving tO his kids and he's a great emplOyee and he's just wOnderful tO little old ladies, he helps them crOss the street. He only has One prOblem which he has this sense of amnesia and he thinks that he dOesn't have parents. And his parents are very frustrated because his parents are there and they gave birth tO him and they get a lOt Of Nachas Out Of him and they keep On trying tO call but whenever he answers the phOne he just is - blanks Out - and just thinks that they have no cOnnection tO him and it causes his parents a great deal Of grief.

SO yOu might say that there's a hOle in this persOn's relationships. It dOesn't mean he has no meaning in

life, he's still getting all the wOrld 2 benefit frOm his Other relationships, but there's sOmething tragic abOut a particular relationship which is going uncultivated.

SO kind Of that's what I wOuld say in respOnse tO the atheist question.

Immanuel Shalev: It's funny, because when we did this cOurse there were a cOuple of times where I tried tO - that bOthered me a lOt, tO not be able tO - I tend tO be very extreme, sO wOrld 2 tO me actually seemed like the entire purpOse of everything. SO I tried tO say wOrld 1 brings yOu tO wOrld 2 and really everything is abOut getting clOse tO G-d. If I cOuld push yOu, I guess, because I know yOur answer, but if I cOuld push yOu fOr the rest Of the audience, as tO why yOu believe there is an inherent meaning in thOse basic relationships? And it's not all really abOut this great analOgy, Or this great cOnnectOr back tO wOrld 2 Or back tO a relationship with G-d?

Rabbi FOhrman: I mean if yOu actually push me on that and fOrce me tO prOve it tO yOu, I dOn't know, I dOn't think I can prOve it tO yOu, it's just my - the way I see things, it just dOesn't ring true tO me. I mean, if yOu think abOut all the MitzvOt in the wOrld - I mean, I'll give yOu a cOuple of examples. What yOu wOuld have tO then tell me is that mOst Of the MitzvOt in the TOrah actually have no inherent value, they're just practise stuff. Because the entire realm Of Bein OdOm L'chaveirO, all the MitzvOt that have tO dO with relationships tO Other people, is fake and has no inherent value. NOw yOu can tell me that, yOu cOuld say it's all practise if yOu want, but dOes that ring true tO yOu?

I'll give yOu another example. Let's say it were true, let's imagine that this is true. Let's pretend that all Of Our relationships with Other people is really fake and that there's no inherent value in it. SO if we pretended that that was true, and what, it's just - sO in other wOrds, let's just fill it Out here, it's just that by cOnnecting with Other people we learn hOw tO cOnnect with G-d. DO we really learn hOw tO cOnnect tO G-d? NO, we dOn't learn hOw tO cOnnect tO G-d, it wOn't even wOrk. Why? Because it's fake, and yOu can't learn anything frOm fake things.

In other wOrds, what I wOuld say is let's say G-d thinks that it makes absOlutely no difference in real life hOw nice I am tO Immanuel in the office. Immanuel is my cOlleague in the office, it makes no difference. NOw G-d sOrt Of chuckles because He has this Mitzvah which is called V'ahavta L'rei'acha KamOcha - yOu shOuld lOve yOur neighbOr as yOurself, but really G-d sees no actual value in me lOving my neighbOr as myself, it's just practise sO that I can learn tO lOve G-d. SO hOw upset shOuld G-d be if I am a jerk tO Immanuel and I walk all Over him? And let's say I manage tO cultivate my relationship with G-d just fine because I'm One of thOse few people whO can manage tO understand - but let's say I think it thrOugh and I realize, ah, yeah, really it's just a fake sO I dOn't have tO be that cOncerned. It's true, I'll get my AveirOs because technically I didn't dO V'ahavta L'rei'acha KamOcha with Immanuel, but as lOng as I've got my relationship with G-d, I'm really Okay.

SO it's like what kind Of human being dO yOu think I am? DO yOu really think I'm a goOd human being? Is G-d really going tO be prOud Of me?

I just think every fiber in our bOdy rebels against that…

Immanuel Shalev: Yeah, this is the stOry that yOu had in that first audio where that persOn - yOu find Out yOur friend is sick in the hOspital and yOur reaction is yes, I get tO dO Bikur ChOlim. Like that's [unclear 34:26]…

Rabbi FOhrman: Yeah, and it's a terrible thing ultimately, because I think it's really cOrrupt and awful, because it ultimately makes people ends tO sOme other means. It's just like they're little tOOls - they're my Mitzvah tOOls. Which is narcissistic and awful and it wOuldn't even wOrk as a way Of cultivating a relationship with G-d because what it wOuld actually teach is narcissism and therefOre when I finally get tO G-d I'll be narcissistic tOO. SO it wOuld be a self-defeating system.

Immanuel Shalev: Great. Okay, next question - I'm trying tO decide if I shOuld mOve tO my next question or I shOuld pick up [AarOn's 34:59] question. I'm going tO pick up AarOn's question, because I really liked it.

Rabbi FOhrman: GOOd, I like AarOn's tOO. [AarOn Asher's] question? Immanuel Shalev: Yeah. DO yOu want me tO read it?
Rabbi FOhrman: Yeah, yOu read it, I'm just - lOOking at it.

Immanuel Shalev: HOw dO yOu respOnd tO religious friends - pOssibly even Rebbeim - whO disagree with yOu - whO disagree with what yOu believe the meaning of life tO be, Or the decisions yOu're making?
Especially when yOu try tO express yOurself thrOugh the Biblical text, like in the cOurse, but their respOnse is that yOur life shOuld be based On Halacha not inference frOm Scripture.

Rabbi FOhrman: SO One secOnd, I've just - in - if I can ask AarOn tO just clarify what he means, if yOu're still there AarOn. When yOu say hOw dO yOu respOnd, dO yOu mean hOw dO I, Rabbi FOhrman or Immanuel respOnd, Or dO yOu mean hOw wOuld I suggest that yOu, AarOn respOnd? That's a different question. Immanuel, dO yOu know…

Immanuel Shalev: I like the one where yOu have tO respOnd.

Rabbi FOhrman: Which is that hOw wOuld I respOnd, is that what he's saying? I dOn't think that was the question thOugh…

Immanuel Shalev: We can answer bOth, they're bOth interesting questions. Oh bOth - yeah AarOn says bOth, great.
Rabbi FOhrman: BOth, Okay fine, [unclear 36:00]. All right, I'm going tO give my little answer, but Immanuel, I'm going tO pump this Off tO yOu tOO. And I'll thrOw this Out tO the audience by the way, yOu guys - there's 36 Of yOu here, feel free tO give yOur respOnse tO AarOn, what dO yOu think abOut this? HOw wOuld respOnd tO religious friends, pOssibly even Rebbeim, whO disagree with what yOu believe

the meaning of yOur life tO be, Or the decisions yOu're making? Especially when yOu try tO express yOurself thrOugh the Biblical text like in the cOurse, but their respOnse is that yOur life shOuld be based On Halacha and not inferences frOm Scripture.

I mean, this is a lOaded question fOr me. [Laughs] I can spend the rest Of the webinar just talking abOut this. SO Immanuel, yOu're going tO have tO cut me off if I just sit On sOapbOx and just talk. But I wOuld say first Of all, if we live in a wOrld in which the TOrah is not suppOsed tO tell us anything, that's a pretty sad wOrld. In other wOrds, what are we really saying, that the Bible is not actually there tO teach us sOmething - right?

And I had an awful experience with that, I remember being in a Yeshiva, which I will not name right now, and giving a class - a weekly class at this Yeshiva. Then - and I was giving it during Mussar Seder actually, which is the time when yOu're suppOsed tO be wOrking on ethical stuff and things. SO there were a lOt Of people in the class and [we went thrOugh pretty well 37:25], we were dOing the same kinds Of things we dO in Aleph Beta. Then one of the Rabbis came over tO me and said, yOu can't give this class during Mussar Seder. SO I said tO myself, well why can't I give the class during Mussar Seder? I said tO him, why can't I give the class during Mussar Seder? He said, it's not Mussar.

NOw think abOut that fOr a mOment. In other wOrds, Mussar is learning things that ethically refine yOu. SO just think abOut that, what yOu're saying is, studying Bible deeply in the text, trying tO understand what G-d Himself in this BOOk is trying tO tell yOu at the basic Pshat, simple level, in terms Of hOw yOu shOuld [define/refine 37:59] yOur life, dOes not cOunt fOr hOw tO actually ethically refine yOur life and tO study that? It Only wOrks if yOu study sOmebOdy whO lived in the sixteenth century and tells yOu what he thinks? I have great respect fOr the Ramchal and Mesillas Yesharim and Rabbeinu YOnah and all Of that, but it shOuld be there in G-d's BOOk tOO.

SO I think that sOmetimes when yOu have Rebbeim that suggest that yOu shOuldn't be making inferences frOm the Biblical text, what yOu really have tO ask is, are my values in line with that Or not? I mean, ultimately, no matter whO gives yOu advice it dOesn't matter abOut the length Of their beard and it dOesn't matter hOw Old they are and it dOesn't matter where they learn. YOu really just at sOme level have tO ask yOurself, dO the values that this persOn has ring true fOr me? I understand the idea fOr having a mentOr in yOur life and sOmebOdy that yOu ask questions, but there's different pOssible mentOrs and - at different times Of life we chOOse different mentOrs. Maybe at sOme pOint when yOu say my values aren't aligning with that, sO maybe yOu ask different mentOrs.

SO that's kind Of One thing I wOuld say.

The other thing is, is that the questions abOut meaning of life are ultimately persOnal questions. YOu can't just delegate the answers tO these questions tO any mentOr ultimately. MentOrs are goOd - I remember Rabbi Weinberg Zatzal used tO say that the rOle of a Rebbi in life - he was my ROsh Yeshiva - he said, the rOle of a Rebbi in life is tO be an objective sOunding bOard fOr yOu. TO be able tO listen tO what yOu're saying, and tO be able tO pOint Out any hidden biases that yOu may have, any lies that yOu may be telling yOurself, any lOgical incOnsistencies in what yOu're saying. Basically - in the wOrds Of Aleph Beta

- tO be an Eitz Hada'as mOnitOr in yOur life, tO make sure that yOur desires aren't creeping in and skewing yOur judgment, sO that yOur view Of goOd and evil is [just 40:07] a prOduct Of yOur desires.

That is the rOle of a Rebbi. Period. SOf Pasuk. Gamarnu.

That's the kind Of advice yOu need in life, and that's the kind Of mentOr yOu need, sOmebOdy whO keeps yOu hOnest basically and keeps yOu internally cOnsistent.

But the great questions Of value, Of hOw yOu Organize yOur life, thOse are questions that - I hate tO say this tO yOu guys - but thOse are lOnely questions that yOu have tO make alOne and wrestle with and cOme tO terms with and live with. It has tO ring true tO yOu. The reasOn why yOu shOuld believe anything in this cOurse is not by the length Of my beard Or even hOw lOng it is that I've studied, but the question yOu have tO ask yOurself is, dOes this ring true fOr yOu? DOes this seem like what the TOrah is saying? And yOu may say yes, 100 per cent, and yOu may say no, 100 per cent, yOu may say mOstly, yOu may say yes, but I see it a little bit differently. That's the wOrk that everybOdy has tO deal with and there's no way tO escape that wOrk.

SO I guess that's my shOrt answer - and Immanuel, I'm curious as tO what yOu have tO say here tOO.

Immanuel Shalev: Yeah, my - I guess my apprOach wOuld be much mOre tO try and explain my cOnception of Halacha. I think fOr me - a friend Of mine gave me a great analOgy abOut Halacha where it's almOst like if yOu cOnceive of life or religion as a skyscraper, Halacha is like the lObby. It's the way in, yOu have tO use Halacha tO get intO the skyscraper, but yOu alsO have tO make sure that yOu visit the penthOuse. SO it's - sure, Halacha is going tO guide yOu fOr hOw tO live yOur life meaningfully, it's going tO tell yOu the dOs and the dOn'ts, but the real flavOr Of it all, Or the thing that guides yOu, I think, tO sOme extent is yOur passion.

One of the first - the first thing that I ever read Of yOurs, Rabbi FOhrman, befOre I ever met yOu, was in The Beast That CrOuches at the DOOr, and the real ahah mOment fOr me was the whOle piece arOund [Barati Yetzer Ra'ah Barati TOrah Tavlin 42:16]. Where TOrah is the Tavlin - it's the spice, which means the Yetzer Harah is the [meat]. Which means that passion is really what drives yOu and sO much Of what the MitzvOs are meant tO dO is tO really guide yOu and tO - yOu have creativity, yOu have wOrld 1, but yOu have tO discipline that creativity. And yOu have passion and yOu have lOve, and that needs tO be channeled in the right ways.

SO that's kind Of hOw I wOuld recOncile this Overall meaning of life cOncept with Halacha. I feel - yeah, I'll end there, I'll stOp shOrt…

Rabbi FOhrman:\tOne other thing that I'll mention in that, it's true, that - I guess what yOu're saying is Halacha are legal guides, laws, that help yOu direct yOur sense of passion. But really when yOu're talking abOut creativity Or even lOve, what yOu're actually talking abOut is the passions themselves; what are the things that we are actually passionate abOut in life? SO it's actually almOst like a - it's - I dOn't know hOw tO phrase it, it's - what Halacha is, is the thing that guides this, and what this cOurse is talking abOut is not

the stuff that guides it but the thing itself.

In other wOrds, the great passions in life that Jewish law seeks tO direct are these passions - and maybe that's really another answer tO the question here, which is what is Halacha trying tO dO? Let's talk abOut what Halacha dOes. What Halacha dOes is takes Our twO mOst basic passions and says, here are the legal guidelines yOu need tO use when going abOut life and exercising these passions in the wOrld. SO in other wOrds, when yOu're creative here are the things that are regulations that yOu need tO adhere tO sO yOur creativity dOesn't go Off the cliff.

SO there's ShabbOs, which is a break On creativity and yOu have tO stOp it. There's Shemitah which is a break On creativity. There's all the MO'adim - which we'll eventually get tO - which are alsO examples Of regulating creativity in various different kinds Of ways. There's lOve and there's the laws Of AraiyOt - Of whO yOu can lOve and what's fair game in lOve and hOw dO yOu dO it and hOw yOu can betray in lOve, and all Of thOse things. SO yes, the TOrah is trying tO take thOse things and Halacha is trying tO guide it.

Halacha, by the way, is One way Of guiding it but it's not the only way Of guiding it either. The famOus Ramban whO talks abOut - I think Immanuel we lOst yOu here, I dOn't know if yOu're still there, but yOur…

Immanuel Shalev: [Unclear 45:09]…

Rabbi FOhrman: YOur web cam has gone, Oh now it's back.

But the Ramban famOusly says that there's an idea of [Minavel 45:19] B'reshut HaTOrah, which is that yOu can punctiliously keep tO all the laws Of the TOrah and yOu can alsO be an evil persOn. YOu can find ways tO evade the spirit Of the TOrah that's there. SO Halacha is no guarantee, it's a guide, but it's a guide that yOu have tO use sOme Seichel with alsO because yOu can still be evil even while fOllOwing the laws.

Which, I think, gets tO a pOint which we made earlier alsO, back in our Parsha video On NOach, which is when yOu think abOut the kind Of bOOk the TOrah is as a whOle, it's a guidebOOk, and the guidebOOk is cOmpOsed Of different parts, and One of thOse parts is law, but it's not the only part. The TOrah itself - TOrah Shebichtav, includes law but it alsO includes stOries, and thOse stOries are meant tO guide us tOO.
The reasOn why thOse stOries are there - yOu can imagine being in Yeshiva and thinking, well why dO we even bOther having a TOrah Shebichtav? Why dOn't we just have Gemara? Why dOn't we have Mishna? Why did G-d waste His time writing these Five BOOks Of MOses that dOn't Offer any guidance anyway, it's just a waste of time G-d?

The answer is no, there's stuff in there that's actually suppOsed tO guide yOu tOO. There's a Pshat level Of the laws which is different than the Halachic level Of the laws, and that's part Of the stOry that G-d is telling. Then there's stOries that yOu learn ethical values frOm that can't be translated intO the wOrld Of law and that's why they're there, because that's what yOu need tO guide yOu. SO really being guided, law plays an exceedingly impOrtant part but if it's the only part, yOu are - then (a) yOu're not being cOmpletely guided prOperly and (b) the passion which the purpOse of the law is tO guide, it's the stuff that

is guided, is missing, sO what dO yOu have? YOu have a legal life that's meant tO cOnstrain this big engine called passion, but yOu have no engine there that yOu're wOrking with.
SO thOse are sOme of the answers that I wOuld suggest, alOng with Immanuel, tO that question. Immanuel Shalev: Great, which it kind Of alsO answered a different question that was asked, sO that -
[unclear 47:20] - sOmeone asked abOut - a pretty much similar question abOut MitzvOt [unclear] - I guess
we cOnflated the twO, but hOpefully we answered bOth Of them.

I want tO ask this question - this is going tO be sOmething that we didn't prepare fOr, but sOmething that I think is a goOd and impOrtant question, and my wife wOuld like fOr me tO ask it tOO. Is a question by [DebOrah 47:42] whO asks, dO wOmen traditionally fOcus mOre on wOrld 2 - relationships, and men mOre On wOrld 1? Is that cOnnected tO the way wOmen are created separately in wOrld 2?

Rabbi FOhrman: Oh, whOa, is that cOnnected tO the way wOman are created separately in wOrld 2? What
- I dOn't understand that, can yOu explain it?

Immanuel Shalev: I think that means men and wOmen are separated - wOman was created On her Own in wOrld 2, whereas man and wOman were created tOgether in wOrld 1.

Rabbi FOhrman: Oh I see, in other wOrds dOes that - wOuld that affect why wOman is created separately in wOrld 2 rather than tOgether in wOrld 1? YOu know, lOOk I dOn't know - I can answer this question in One of twO ways. I can answer it in terms Of a gut level answer Of what I suspect, Or I can answer this question in terms Of what the evidence suggests tO me frOm the Biblical text, frOm lOOking at wOrld 1 and wOrld 2.

As far as evidence is cOncerned I dOn't know if I wOuld say that there is evidence that wOman cOmes acrOss as a mOre inherently wOrld 2 being than man. I know that a lOt Of people think that, I know that that's One of Our traditional cOncepts Of femininity, that femininity is mOre relationship based and less creativity based, and that men are mOre creativity based and less relationship based. I know that that's Out there. I just dOn't know if I see evidence fOr it in wOrld 1 Or wOrld 2.

In other wOrds, just tO play it Out a little bit, in wOrld 1 - bOth wOrld 1 and wOrld 2 include men and wOmen. In wOrld 1 each One views the other in wOrld 1 terms. SO in wOrld 1 Zachar u'nekeiva barah OtOm - male and female are created. Interestingly the wOrd fOr their being created is male and female, rather than man and wOman. SO male and female - Zachar u'nekeiva, actually functions like a laser On their reprOductive capability, On hOw it is that they reprOduce. AlmOst like - because that's actually hOw they view each Other in wOrld 1. If I'm a pure wOrld 1 being, devOted tO creativity, then again, if I'm a man hOw dO I lOOk at wOman? Here's my chance tO create, because it takes twO tO tango and I can't create on my Own. If I'm a wOman, and I'm a pure wOrld 1 persOn, again, hOw dO I lOOk at man? I can't create withOut him.

That was really the pOint that I was making, by the way, in, I think, Audio 5, fOr thOse of yOu whO got

up tO it, which is the tragedy Of Eve after being banished frOm the Garden. Landing in wOrld 1 alienated frOm wOrld 2 values. SO the tragedy Of bOth Adam and Eve is intimacy withOut the currency Of wOrld 2, and then it just becOmes I use yOu in order tO be able tO create. SO; V'ha'Adam yadah et Chava ishtO - sO man is using wOman almOst as a thing, and she's an it - the wOrd Et is usually the cOnnectOr between a subject and the direct Object. SO man is the subject but using her sOrt Of as an object. Then she turns arOund and it's; Kaniti ish et Hashem, when she talks abOut her ability tO create this child, and there is that Et fOr direct Object used with G-d and man is just left Out entirely. AlmOst as if she used him and dOesn't even have tO relate tO him and has this child.

SO there is a - I think there's a tragedy there, but it seems tO me that the evidence is that bOth - certainly if yOu lOOk at the Cain and Hevel stOry, bOth man and wOman in that stOry are very capable of being wOrld 1 beings. I wOuld say thOugh, that if yOu're a wOrld 1 being, man may express being a wOrld 1 being in a different way than wOman may express [being 52:10] a wOrld 1 being.

FOr example, a man dOesn't have the ability tO biolOgically have a child, sO Cain is a very wOrld 1 being, but hOw dOes he express it? SO he expresses it in terms Of agriculture. He can plant, he's a farmer, sO he's got these vegetables that he's created that he dOesn't want tO let go [tO/Of 52:30], because he's Obsessively attached tO this prOduce that he's made. Because this is the meaning of his life, he's prOduced this, he's the creatOr. I talk abOut this in The Beast That CrOuches at the DOOr in part 2 Of it. SO that's hOw he expresses being a wOrld 1 creature.

Chava expresses being a wOrld 1 creature in terms Of her biolOgical ability tO create, but it's the same thing. SO Chava is a wOrld 1 creature because; Kaniti ish et Hashem - I've acquired this man with G-d. Again, this is my meaning of life and it's this Overly Obsessive - it's mine, acquisitive way Of seeing it.

SO I think bOth men and wOmen can be subject tO the fOlly Of wOrld 1 issues and leaving wOrld 2 behind, and prObably bOth men and wOmen can alsO get lOst in wOrld 2 withOut fOcusing on wOrld 1 creative things. But, in as much as wOmen can have children and men can't, the way yOu lOOk like when yOu are failing or succeeding in each Of these things is different.

Again - and I go tO Cain and Chava are bOth struggling with the same wOrld 1 issues but they're lOOking very different in it. SO it's [unclear 53:43]…

Immanuel Shalev: I think [unclear] in the curses themselves; yOu know OdOm gets different curses than Chava dOes.

Rabbi FOhrman: Yeah, OdOm's curses are in terms Of his relationship with land, and Chava's curses are in terms Of a relationship with children. SO it's true, but it's the same curse. It's a struggle with creativity. SO I think bOth men and wOmen have the same fundamental issue, which is, hOw dO I balance my drive tO create with my drive tO relate? That's the same issue fOr bOth Of them, yOu dOn't get a pass just because yOu're a wOman and now, Oh, sO I'm mOre relationship-fOcused sO everything is goOd. NO, yOu're alsO mOre child-fOcused and yOu can relate in pure wOrld 1 terms tO that, and then yOu're stuck.

SO - I dOn't know, that wOuld be my answer tO her.

Immanuel Shalev: I think we're in a goOd place tO handle [Yehuda's 54:32] question whO asks hOw is Adam and Eve's brOken relationship imprOved as they leave the Garden as intimate enemies? Is there a lessOn fOr us in the aftermath?

Rabbi FOhrman: One mOre time, what's the question? HOw is…

Immanuel Shalev: HOw is Adam and Eve's brOken relationship imprOved as they leave the Garden as intimate enemies? Is there a lessOn fOr us in the aftermath?

Rabbi FOhrman: Oh, well, I dOn't know hOw much time we have tO answer that. But One of these days I hOpe tO write a bOOk On this Or dO a - maybe we'll get tO it in Aleph Beta tOO. But tO me this is the cOntinuing stOry Of the Keruvim. TO me, histOry Opens with the great tragedy Of the tree of knowledge stOry and the banishment frOm Eden, and the rest Of histOry Or the rest Of Biblical histOry, is that attempt tO imprOve that relationship. Adam and Eve die, but the legacy cOntinues and the challenge is that after yOu've eaten frOm the tree and after yOu - and the tree kind Of spills its - infects yOu with its pOisOn. And the pOisOn is that idea that I can be the determinant Of goOd and evil and that this is the way things lOOk like tO me and I can't alOng with yOu anymOre and I can becOme an intimate enemy with yOu.

SO THE challenge of mankind after that is hOw dO I repair that? HOw dO I repair that?

YOu can lOOk at the rest Of Biblical histOry thrOugh that lens as a cOntinuing effOrt tO repair that. LOOk at all the sibling rivalry relationships that sO plague Genesis, which is YOsef and his brOthers, YaakOv and Eisav, all Of thOse issues, Yishmael and Avraham, are really going tO be…

Immanuel Shalev: Rachel and Leah…

Rabbi FOhrman: What? Rachel and Leah - go tO Our Tisha B'Av cOurse, where if yOu're reading between the lines yOu'll see the tree of knowledge issues really, really there. We didn't talk abOut tree of knowledge in the cOurse, but it's there in the backgrOund. This is the issue.

The beautiful thing is, is that the same way that the Keruvim becOme the symbOl Of it, with Adam and Eve the Keruvim cOntinue tO becOme the symbOl. Of cOurse the next time we meet the Keruvim is where? We meet it On the Ark, in the Mishkan. Well what's the Mishkan? The Mishkan is suppOsed tO be a kind Of successful culmination tO that quest, a Mikdash is a successful culmination of the quest.

(A) HOw dO yOu build a Mikdash? The one thing yOu can't have is - yOu can't use hewn stOne, why? Ki charbecha hanafta aleha va'techalleleha - yOu can't use the swOrd. Well what's the swOrd? The swOrd is the cOrrupted Kruv - remember that, hOw dO yOu spell Kruv? Chaf, Reish, Beis. HOw dO yOu spell swOrd? Chet, Reish, Beis. It's just the cOrrupted Kruv. It's that swOrd between the twO angels, and that's the one thing that yOu can't bring intO the abOde of the angels. MetaphOrically what that means is that in the Mikdash, war and cOnflict as a way Of sOlving human issues, just dOesn't really cut it. YOu have tO

sOmehOw figure out a different way tO get alOng with thOse yOu need tO get alOng with.

It's tOO much tO dO in this webinar, but the - I believe that there is a hidden jOurney Of the Keruvim - these angels, thrOughOut Genesis, mOving all the way intO the stOry Of the Mishkan. I'll just tease it a very little bit, which is I mentioned tO yOu that Kruv gets cOrrupted intO Cherev - intO swOrd, but there's Other interesting cOrruptions Of Kruv, Or Other versions Of Kruv. Think abOut the things that people in lOve fight Over, brOthers fight Over, cOlleagues fight Over. What is it that they fight Over in Genesis? SO they actually fight Over twO different things. They fight Over BerachOt - which are blessings, think abOut YaakOv and Eisav and the blessings and all Of the wealth and all Of that, [sO it's going tO cOme dOwn 58:42] frOm G-d and frOm parents. They alsO fight Over whO is firstbOrn, and that's One of thOse themes and whO is seen as the child leader in the family.

SO if yOu think abOut that, hOw dO yOu spell BechOr? Beit, Chaf, Reish. HOw dO spell Beracha? Beis, Reish, Chaf. HOw dO spell Kruv? SO the Keruvim are the symbOls Of these people whO can get alOng but the twO things that get in the way are the various permutations Of that wOrd, which is hOw dO yOu manage the shOals? HOw dO yOu rOw thrOugh the river and avert the shOals Of Beracha and BechOr alOng the way? That's the great stOry Of YOsef and his brOthers, and YaakOv and Eisav.

If yOu lOOk - the kind Of hOmewOrk question I'll give yOu fOr the advance students whO want tO lOOk at this in Hebrew and see, is lOOk at the stOry Of the cOnstruction of the Ark in Terumah - in the beginning Of Parshat Terumah. LOOk at the Keruvim there, and yOu will find language parallels that will take yOu Over and Over again back tO the great stOries Of cOnflict between people whO shOuld have been in lOve with each Other in Genesis. The stOry Of YOsef and his brOthers, and the stOry Of YaakOv and Eisav.
ThOse intertextual parallels seem tO be suggesting that thOse stOries need tO find sOme sOrt Of happy culmination in order fOr the ArOn with its Keruvim tO dO its wOrk.

SO thOse are my thOughts there.

Immanuel Shalev: Great. Okay this question I really, really liked, and I was struggling with it persOnally, this is [JOnah's 60:31] question. Where dO yOu believe one's mOral cOmpass fits in the vastness Of all this? MOral cOmpass presumably cOmes frOm inside us just like our desires. MOrals are clearly not the same as G-d's - I'm sOrry - mOrals are clearly not the same as G-d's will, Otherwise we wOuldn't need the TOrah, can we rely On it at all Or dO we abandOn it and fOcus sOlely On the TOrah?

Rabbi FOhrman: Okay, sO this is actually sOmething yOu and I have discussed Immanuel, sO this is a very interesting question. Let me just kind Of think abOut this. The issue which - whO is it JOnah, is raising this? WhO is this…

Immanuel Shalev: JOnah, yeah.

Rabbi FOhrman:\t[Unclear 61:22] interesting - the question that JOnah is raising is what rOle dOes Our Own mOral intuition play in all Of this? That's a question bOth in terms Of, I guess, meaning of life and it's alsO a question really in terms Of the TOrah itself. The question is shOuld we be the kind Of people that

can just rely On our mOral cOmpass, Or shOuld we be the kind Of people that lOOk blindly tO the TOrah and ignore our mOral cOmpass because we just take direction frOm the TOrah?

It's a very goOd question. It's a question which fOr me, I think at different stages Of my life, I had seen differently. I can tell yOu hOw I see it now. Again, I dOn't know if I can - I wOnder if I cOuld prOve it tO yOu, it's a goOd question, I dOn't know if I can prOve it tO yOu. I'll let Immanuel answer it while I mull Over whether I can prOve it tO yOu. But certainly in the olden days - the real truth is it's a question that has preoccupied me fOr many years. Back in the late '80s I wrOte a paper On this which I dOn't know if I ever - still have, in philOsOphical terms it's another version of EuthyphrO question which is One of PlatO's dialOgues. It's a little cOmplicated tO get intO here sO I'm not going tO thrOw that in, but if yOu want tO read up On the EuthyphrO question, yOu can lOOk at it, it's another way Of phrasing the question.

But certainly in the olden days I kind Of thOught that Our mOral intuitions are not tO be trusted and that's the whOle pOint Of the TOrah, it's tO - we're not goOd arbiters Of goOd and evil, and if anything - again, the Etz Hada'as seems tO suggest that we're not goOd arbiters Of goOd and evil. Yet, I wOuld say One thing abOut the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil, which is that I think it's tOO sweeping a statement tO make that we're not goOd arbiters Of goOd and evil. We're not goOd arbiters Of whether Or not we Ourselves are goOd Or evil, but we're sOrt Of goOd arbiters Of whether Other people are goOd and evil, assuming that we know that we know their inner wOrld.

Or let me actually pull back and put it tO yOu this way. When we judge ourselves we face a certain challenge and when we judge others we face another challenge, and bOth are real challenges but they're OppOsite challenges. When we judge our Own lives and we say, sO what dOes goOd and evil mean? Is it goOd fOr me tO leave a note on that car that I smashed in, Or not and nobOdy will know the difference? I rationalize tO myself - like we talked abOut in the cOurse - Of why really it's goOd fOr me not tO leave the note. I may cOnvince myself Of that. If I cOnvince myself Of that let's lOOk at the situation - sO I've cOnvinced myself Of this but mOst Objective people can lOOk at me and say, he's just creating a rationalization. It's sOmething which I can't see because I'm blinded by my Own desires, but Other people whO aren't blinded by thOse desires can see that fOr what it is.

SO getting back tO JOnah's question, wOuld we say that Others can trust their intuition abOut my situation, the answer is yes. GOing back tO Rabbi Weinberg's idea of what a Rebbi is there fOr, what's a Rebbi there fOr? A Rebbi is there tO be that Objective vOice, whO dOesn't have a hOrse in the race, whO dOesn't have the same desires as yOu, whO can go and say, hey, what yOu're saying makes sense tO me, Or I think yOu're lying tO yOurself. SO there is a kind Of intuition that another persOn cOuld have.

On the other hand, another - the persOn frOm the outside is missing a different kind Of thing, which Only I have access tO, which is that they're missing the infOrmation of my inner wOrld. All they see is my Outer actions, they dOn't really see what my intentions are, they dOn't really see what my lOng term goals are, they dOn't really see the reasOns why I might be dOing what I'm dOing. SO they're not really in a pOsition tO judge either.

SO tO me the real answer - what feels right tO me - and JOnah's answer - is that it's difficult tO judge

questions Of goOd and evil in this wOrld. We have limitations. We have limitations in judging ourselves, and we have limitations Of judging others, limitations which G-d Himself dOesn't have. Nevertheless, I believe that One of the things that Tzelem ElOkim means - Or - I can't say I believe one of the things it means. But I suspect - let me put it tO yOu - that One of the things that Tzelem ElOkim implies is that part Of being created in the image of G-d is prObably not just that we are - well let me put it tO yOu this way. We're creative like G-d, we value relationships - we seek relationships as G-d dOes, we are created as G- d is. TO sOme extent that means that we have values that are similar tO G-d, because G-d has thOse values tOO. G-d actualizes thOse values in G-d's Own Mind, He made the wOrld, He seeks Out a relationship with us.

SO I think what that means is that On sOme level we're on the same page as G-d, where our cOre values are similar tO G-d and that's Our basis tO sOme extent fOr trusting our intuitions abOut what matters and what's goOd and what's not goOd. Yet, we face terrible rOadblOcks in actually applying this in our lives and that's One of the things that the TOrah can help us with, which is being sOme sOrt Of Objective measure that we can hOld Ourselves tO in trying tO negotiate that.

SO what dO yOu think?

Immanuel Shalev: Yeah, I'm going tO jump in with my Own take. I think very similarly tO yOu as well, but fOr me a lOt Of it - the apprOach I think that a lOt Of people try tO encOurage me tO dO is tO surrender cOmpletely tO TOrah. Whereas - as if tO say like yOu can't determine goOd and evil, yOu can't determine - that's the Etz Hada'as issue, yOu kind Of just have tO surrender, pick a Rabbi, dO what he says. That, I think, is a bit Of a false surrender.

But a different Rebbi of mine in Israel when I apprOached him with this particular issue said tO me - he's like, Immanuel, yOu Only have these tOOls. Like yOu have the tOOls Of yOur intellect, yOu have the tOOls Of yOur Own chOices, there's nothing else, yOu can't really go Outside of yOurself and cOmpletely hand back Over yOur freewill Over tO G-d and say, no thank yOu. It's all up tO yOu.

Because there are sO many different people whO are going tO tell yOu what the TOrah says - like we had that question earlier tOnight, what dO yOu dO if this Rabbi tells yOu it's all Halacha, dOn't wOrry abOut what the TOrah says. Then yOu have Rabbi FOhrman whO is telling yOu that the meaning of life is sOme Other thing. SO yOu're kind Of always going tO have tO judge tO sOme extent what is mOst cOmpelling tO yOu, yOu're never going tO be able tO get away frOm that.

But at the same time just tO reference the Tisha B'Av cOurse that we did recently, because I think mOst people here prObably have seen it. But Rachel when she recOnciles with Leah - when Rachel saw Leah's - when Rachel saw things Only frOm her perspective and Leah kind Of presented hers and Rachel respOnded; Lachen yishkav imach ha'lailah - I finally see yOur perspective. She didn't cOnsult her Rabbi and she didn't find a particular verse tO tell her tO see things that way. I think the TOrah guides us tO be able tO kind Of step Outside ourselves and tO step Outside of Our desires, tO try and see the larger, truer picture. And sO many MitzvOt and HalachOt are all abOut trying tO help yOu tO dO that prOperly, tO discipline yOur creativity, tO make sure that yOu are not Only lOOking at it in tunnel vision, but that yOu

can see things frOm a wider perspective.

But I think no matter what, yOu're going tO have tO make certain chOices and yOur mOral cOmpass has tO guide yOu.

I alsO think that the mOral cOmpass helps us interpret - it helps us tO decide what's the cOmpelling way tO read a particular verse and alsO helps us tO recOncile. Like if we have - if we're reading a really difficult part Of TOrah, let's say we're reading abOut female servitude, yOu kind Of have tO take a secOnd lOOk and say well what's going on here? I think sOme of the best material that yOu've dOne, Rabbi FOhrman, has been in cOnfrOnting yOur Own mOral cOmpass and aligning it with the text. Saying, but what is the TOrah teaching yOu?

At the same time yOu alsO have tO be really, really careful not tO cOntOrt the TOrah's interpretation. SO yOu're kind Of - it's a really scary path and a very - yOu have tO kind Of walk this narrOw, scary path.

But the only thing yOu really can be guided by is intellectual hOnesty, I think, Or emOtional hOnesty, Or - sOmething with the wOrd hOnesty in it.

Rabbi FOhrman: Yeah, and when push cOmes tO shOve I guess the real question is when the TOrah seems tO leave yOu in a place where yOur Own mOral intuition wOuldn't take yOu - thOse are the real hard times in life. What greater example of that than the Akeidah itself - fOr Avraham. SO thOse are the really scary parts Of life.

I want tO call yOur attention if I can, Immanuel and the rest Of yOu, tO a question that DebOrah has - I'm going tO put this question tO Immanuel since he can actually talk and the rest Of yOu can't. But yOu can write in, the rest Of yOu, yOur thOughts, at the bOttOm. SO DebOrah says, can't the desire fOr relationships be just as distracting and cause just as much trOuble as the desire fOr physical creativity? What dO yOu say tO that? One mOre time. Can't the desire fOr relationships be just as distracting and cause just as much trOuble as the desire fOr physical creativity?

Any by the way, yOu see my bias Over here, right, because earlier On I really presented it the other way, which is that - in terms Of hOw wOrld number 1 can get in the way Of wOrld number 2 in sO many ways. In the cOurse itself I presented that. But DebOrah fearlessly cOmes back and says, One secOnd, sOmetimes maybe wOrld 1 trumps wOrld 2 and wOrld 2 can be a distraction? I actually put this Out tO yOu, can yOu see any examples in which DebOrah's pOint might be true? What are the real wOrld examples Or are there any, in which the desire fOr relationships is just as distracting and causes just as much trOuble as the desire fOr physical creativity?

Immanuel, what dO yOu say?

Immanuel Shalev: Yeah, I think it's very cOmpelling. I dOn't know if I can give yOu this amazing, fantastic example, but tO me it reminds me of being a teenager. Just like yOu want tO hang out with yOur friends all the time, yOu're not all that interested in studying fOr yOur SATs and in building up yOur Own

career. Yeah, that's my brief example.

But I think that wOrld 1 and wOrld 2 - just tO go back…

Rabbi FOhrman: Yeah, but - and it's - the great example is the - when the desire tO becOme accepted becOmes sO Overwhelming, is a kind Of perversion of wOrld 2 desire tO cOnnect and becOme whOle with. Again, this gets tO really sOme of the pOints which were making even in the audios, which is that if yOu go intO wOrld 2 withOut a basis Of wOrld 1, sO wOrld 2 can be prOblematic when that's all yOu have. It sOrt Of self-destructs. Which is like, if I dOn't have any sense of identity and all I'm trying tO dO is fit in with the crOwd because I'm Obsessively fOcused On my wOrld 2 relationship wOrld and my sOcial media wOrld and all Of that, sO I have nothing tO cOntribute tO the wOrld any mOre, is One kind Of example.

Immanuel Shalev: DO yOu hear that? Rabbi FOhrman says, get Off FacebOOk.

Rabbi FOhrman: [Laughs]. [That I can smile - if yOu are addicted tO it 73:58]. But I guess another question is if yOu think abOut in a wOrk envirOnment, I think this is sOmething which cOmpanies struggle with. Because cOmpanies are essentially wOrld 1 beasts. A cOmpany exists fOr wOrld 1. It tOlerates wOrld 2 in order tO exist, but it kind Of inverts normal relationships, a cOmpany. Because in a normal persOn, wOrld 1 mOre serves wOrld 2, but in a cOmpany, wOrld 2 serves wOrld 1. The cOmpany is there tO bring sOmething tO the wOrld, sO the values in a cOmpany may - I'm wOndering what dOes DebOrah's pOint mean within the cOntext Of a cOmpany? I just think it's an interesting kind Of thing. Can the desire fOr relationships be distracting and cause just as much trOuble as the desire fOr yOur creativity, what dOes that mean in the wOrld Of wOrk?

In particular, imagine a law firm, Or imagine a technolOgy cOmpany that's develOping a new kind Of tOuch screen and is On the cusp Of putting this Out intO the wOrld. But they have sOftware develOper that everyOne lOves tO pieces but can't dO - can't write a decent line of cOde, just dOesn't have that ability and they're having trOuble bringing that thing tO market. The question is dO yOu fire the persOn that everybOdy lOves tO pieces? What's the right answer fOr that cOmpany? I think that's the pOint DebOrah's making.

SO it's cOmplicated stuff.

Immanuel Shalev: Great. Okay, next question. This is frOm…

Rabbi FOhrman: By the way, I dOn't know if we let anybOdy know, dO we have a - what's Our timeframe by the way fOr this webinar? DO we have a timeframe on the webinar?

Immanuel Shalev: We're technically twO hOurs, dO yOu want tO go all twO hOurs? Rabbi FOhrman: Whatever yOu like, sO I'm goOd, as lOng as know. Okay, go ahead. Immanuel Shalev: People are still here, it seems like they haven't left us.

Rabbi FOhrman: YOu guys, if we bOre yOu, feel free tO [wake out 76:16] On us, but we'll stay with yOu as lOng as yOu stay with us. Okay, go ahead.

Immanuel Shalev: [Jack] writes, Rabbi FOhrman, I'm a hardwOrking businessman whO has been wOrking in the financial sectOr fOr the past 20 years. I have very much related tO the aspects Of meaning of life that had tO dO with wOrld 1, but I was very uncOmfOrtable with the parts Of wOrld 2. I feel like I wOrk very hard tO suppOrt my wife and children and tO prOvide them with every OppOrtunity I can. Is that enough tO fulfill my wOrld 2 Obligations?

Rabbi FOhrman: Um, yOu know what, befOre I answer that - I mean the fellOw is pretty anonymOus right? We just have a first name here right? SO I'm interested in pOlling the audience here. I'll give yOu my answer tO this but I'm curious as tO what yOu guys say. Immanuel, can yOu read Our question fOr Our audience again and if yOu guys cOuld just give me a - yOu can either give a yes Or a no answer, Or yOu can give a - yOu can qualify yOur answer in sOme kind Of way. Immanuel, hOw wOuld phrase the question? I wOuld invite others tO respOnd in yOur answer bOx belOw…

Immanuel Shalev: YOu mean just repeat the question? Rabbi FOhrman: What's Our name, JOe?
Immanuel Shalev: It's Jack.

Rabbi FOhrman: Jack. SO yOu can just say, Jack COhen and Jack - nothing persOnal fOr yOu, we're just using yOur idea here as kind Of as a sOunding bOard, but I'm curious as tO what yOu guys say. Read it again.

Immanuel Shalev: Rabbi FOhrman, I'm a hardwOrking businessman whO has been wOrking in the financial sectOr fOr the past 20 years. I have very much related tO the aspects Of meaning of life that had tO dO with wOrld 1, but I was very uncOmfOrtable with the parts abOut wOrld 2. I feel like I wOrk very hard tO suppOrt my wife and children and tO prOvide them with every OppOrtunity I can. Is that enough tO fulfill my wOrld 2 Obligations?

Rabbi FOhrman: Okay. SO what dO yOu guys say? Is that enough tO fulfill wOrld 2 Obligations Or not? I'll give yOu guys five mOre secOnds and then I'll just jump in here. I'm not even lOOking sO I dOn't want tO be biased by what yOu say, but I'm going tO lOOk at yOur respOnses later.

Immanuel Shalev: Oh wOw, yOu're going tO like one of them. Rabbi FOhrman: Oh yeah?
Immanuel Shalev: Yeah, it's an idea that yOu referenced many times befOre. Rabbi FOhrman: Oh really?

Yeah, sO I see it, just quickly lOOking - I had tO give in, I cOuldn't bear tO [unclear 78:46] the respOnse tO. I mean, my shOrt answer wOuld be no, that yOu can't take that shOrtcut. NOw that's not tO say that what yOu dO in wOrld 1 isn't valuable because of wOrld 2, it is valuable. In other wOrds, yOur wOrld 1 stuff is impOrtant in wOrld 1 and it's a great cOntribution fOr wOrld 2, but ultimately I dOn't think the creation of an envirOnment fOr a relationship is the substitute fOr engaging in the relationship itself. And again, I think I mentioned Cat's in the Cradle and Harry Chapin which I think was there in the cOmments…

Immanuel Shalev: The cOmment, yeah.

Rabbi FOhrman: Which is that all yOu have tO dO is listen tO Cat's in the Cradle and I think that's the answer, which is Our Cat's in the Cradle guy thinks that wOrld 1 stuff is the mOst impOrtant thing and certainly wOuld say I'm prOviding fOr my wife and my kids. But at sOme pOint in life when yOur kid grOws up and dOesn't have the time fOr yOu, and yOu realize my bOy was just like me, Dad, my bOy was just like me. There's that pit in yOur stOmach and it's awful, it's just awful.

I'm reminded Of Emily DickinsOn in one of her beautiful pOems abOut remOrse - and yOu can lOOk it up Online, I dOn't have it in frOnt Of me. But remOrse is like the past set On fire, like with a match, and it burns and it stings and there's just no way tO take it back. ThOse are the really awful things in life when yOu lOOk back and yOu say, what have I dOne, I have cheated myself Out Of wOrld 2.

Again, befOre the midlife crisis it feels like okay, it feels like I can live on this - and by the way, I'm not just speaking with Jack, I'm speaking with myself tOO. I mean, I'm a very wOrld 1 guy alsO and all sOrts Of wOrld 1 things I'm dOing; Aleph Beta and the cOmpany and putting all this tOgether and cOming up with stuff and writing bOOks and all Of this. It's very easy tO get drunk On wOrld 1, very, very easy, and tO get sO much feeling of goOdness Out Of it and then - and yOu're prOviding things tO the wOrld. But tO what extent dO yOu cheat yOurself if yOu dOn't nurture thOse relationships? YOu cOuld say, yeah, I'm the kind Of persOn that feels mOre cOmfOrtable playing in wOrld 1, but I think what the TOrah is telling yOu is there is another wOrld and there's a natural evOlution. If yOu cut yOurself shOrt yOu're just cheating yOurself and [shallOwing 81:27] Out yOur natural experience of life.

NOw that having been said, which might sOund like a dOwner tO Jack, what I wOuld ask Jack is, are yOu really sure that yOu're as derelict in wOrld 2 as yOu think yOu are? Because maybe yOu dOn't spend as much time in wOrld 2 as yOu like, maybe yOu dOn't spend as much time in wOrld 2 as in wOrld 1, but again, the currency Of wOrld 2, are yOu sure that yOu're not making any depOsits in that currency? DO yOu ever tuck yOur kids intO bed? When yOu cOme hOme - even if yOu cOme hOme late - dO yOu make eye cOntact with yOur child? DO yOu smile with them? DO yOu ever ask them abOut their day? Are there mOments Of cOnnection where yOu can delight in yOur child, where yOu can delight in yOur wife, Or she senses that yOu're taking care of her in sOme way?

Again, there's - lOve is sOmething which we cOnvey in all sOrts Of different ways, it's a very persOnal thing, sOme people - Gary Chapman, in his bOOk The Five LOve Languages, talks abOut different ways that we cOnvey lOve. SO it's not - yOu may say, Oh I dOn't feel like I cOnvey lOve because I dOn't dO x, y and z but different people have different ways Of cOnveying lOve. FOr sOme people the way yOu cOnvey

lOve is thrOugh gifts, thrOugh - Other people the way yOu cOnvey lOve is thrOugh tOuch. FOr Other people the way yOu cOnvey lOve is by spending time with each Other. There's different lOve languages and sOmetimes yOu might say, well I'm not goOd with - I'm lacking with my wife because I dOn't dO x, y, and z, but it may be that yOu're cOnveying lOve in a different kind Of language.

SO yOu may not be as derelict as yOu think yOu are in wOrld 2. But as far as the principle of the thing, I think that it's a dangerOus thing tO feel that I can use wOrld 1 currency tO fulfill my debts in wOrld 2. It just dOesn't wOrk. It can set up wOrld number 2, and it can make wOrld number 2 mOre cOmfOrtable, it can prOvide an envirOnment fOr wOrld number 2, but wOrld number 2 at sOme level still needs tO happen
- is my intuition on that.

Immanuel Shalev: I think that that's a key there alsO. I think that [Cherie 83:53] pOinted this Out as well abOut - that really screamed Out tO me in the question was that Jack says is that enough tO fulfill my wOrld 2 Obligations? And tO me that's a little bit like the cOncept Of wOrld 1 currency in wOrld 2, exactly as yOu're saying. I dOn't - wOrld 2 shOuldn't really be an obligation, I think. It has inherent meaning as well, and I wOuld encOurage Jack tO explOre sOme of that meaning in wOrld 2.

But maybe - sO it's funny, because a lOt Of people [unclear 84:28] On Jack in the cOmments, but… Rabbi FOhrman: They what?
Immanuel Shalev: NO, a lOt Of people were critical Of Jack, but I think this reminds me a lOt Of the beginning of the fOurth pOdcast episOde where yOu kind Of said - when yOu put that very scientific pOll Out, whO is going tO chOOse just wOrld 1 Or whO is going tO chOOse just wOrld 2? MOst people say they're going tO chOOse wOrld 2, they wOuld chOOse wOrld 2 Over wOrld 1 if they had tO make that chOice, but mOst people act, mOst people fOcus, On their wOrld 1. Even thOugh they…

Rabbi FOhrman: Yeah that was a sObering thing. I remember when sOmebOdy in our Office made that pOint, and it was like, Oh my gosh, that's true, and hOw awful, but it's true. YOu know, I was listening tO
- I guess [unclear 85:15] the wOrse kind Of data is surveys, because people give the answer that they think is acceptable tO the survey prOvider. SO yOu can say yOu believe that wOrld 2 is really impOrtant but it dOesn't mean yOu dOn't invest primarily in wOrld 1, which is a scary thing.

Immanuel Shalev: Yeah. I guess maybe I'd ask this question - and it lOOks like sOme people are heading tO [bed 85:39], sO we shOuld wrap up an hOur and a half in. But my question is, is hOw dO yOu find that balance? HOw dO yOu find the balance between wOrld 1 and wOrld 2? My cheat/answer/suggestion tO yOu is - dOes ShabbOs play a rOle? Because if ShabbOs is the transition frOm wOrld 1 tO wOrld 2, it's interesting that ShabbOs repeats every seven days. SO…

Rabbi FOhrman: Mhmm hmm. Yeah, it almOst seems like the TOrah is giving yOu that thing, which is that maybe yOu dOn't need tO spend as much time in wOrld number 2 as in wOrld number 1, I wOnder if it's a one [unclear 86:16] shOw, at sOme level. Maybe that wOrks even in our day, can yOu spend One- seventh Of yOur day in wOrld number 2? The truth is I think if mOst Of us spent One-seventh Of Our day

in wOrld number 2 we'd be dOing pretty goOd. If yOu can spend One-seventh Of yOur day, Of yOur waking hOurs, fOcused On yOur family, fOcused On yOur wife, fOcused On yOur kids, really present and there with them and be able tO shut Out wOrld number 1, I think we'd - it dOesn't seem like a lOt, but maybe that - I wOnder? Maybe that wOrks? That's an interesting kind Of thing.

And alsO there's another thing which is that tO sOme extent this wOrld is built tO tantalize us tOwards wOrld number 1, there's a lOt Of wOrld number 1 incentives. I dOn't just mean mOney, I just mean in terms Of - this is sOmething which we talked abOut last year in the Game cOurse, which we really shOuldn't get intO now. But there's sOmething abOut this wOrld, in as much as it's a wOrld Of change and it's a wOrld Of flux and it's a wOrld Of develOping, that leads itself tOwards wOrk and develOpment and creativity. The jOy Of relationships is sOmething which is there but it's like dessert, it's hard tO - it's like yOu can't sit and just eat yOur whOle meal as dessert, if yOu just sit and try tO spend mOnths On end just enjOying the wOnderfulness Of cOnnection it dOesn't wOrk. COnnection is sOmething that requires almOst separation frOm and then cOnnection and separation and cOnnection, in order fOr it tO remain dynamic and pOwerful. SO that's an intriguing thOught, Immanuel, that notion of the ratio Of ShabbOs tO the wOrkweek.

Immanuel Shalev: I was thinking that the other day, I was thinking like, when am I going tO tell Rabbi FOhrman that I'm going tO take a Sabbatical year, and I expect tO be paid. [Laughs]

Rabbi FOhrman: That's right.

Immanuel Shalev: Okay, well thank yOu everyOne fOr jOining us, I think that's all the time we have - well that's the time that yOu guys have, I think. Maybe we shOuld ask One final question of the audience, I dOn't know if there's anything that yOu want tO know, Rabbi FOhrman befOre we…

Rabbi FOhrman: Well did yOu enjOy the cOurse? It was a little bit different fOr us in Aleph Beta where we fOcus mOre on 10-minute things, and On MEALS, which are [accrual 88:57] Of 10-minute videos. SO first Of all, I'm curious tO hear, this was AUDIO did that wOrk fOr yOu? The secOnd thing is this was lOnger than our 10-minute things, this was five and a half/six hOurs and maybe yOu didn't get thrOugh all Of it yet, it's going tO be going away sOOn and hOpefully cOming back in sOme kind Of video fOrm. But wOuld yOu like tO dO mOre pOdcasts Of this? Is this a style that yOu'd like us tO cOntinue tO invest Our limited resOurces here in Aleph Beta? Or wOuld yOu prefer specifically investing them in different areas, such as Our videos, Or even bOOks?

SO if yOu guys want tO vOte fOr mOre pOdcasts, less pOdcasts, mOre videos, mOre bOOks and written material, I'm interested in the thOrOughly unscientific survey data that we wOuld get frOm yOur…

Immanuel Shalev: I shOuld tell yOu guys alsO we read everything yOu write - it's sad that we dOn't have all the time in the wOrld tO respOnd tO everything but everything that yOu write us we read. SO if yOu want tO share thOughts and Opinions with us, it means sO much tO us and it alsO really helps us tO create material fOr yOu better. SO if yOu'd like tO share thOughts here or prObably, sO we can save them, yOu shOuld feel free tO email infO@alephbeta.Org. As I said, we read everything, we dOn't necessarily get tO

respOnd tO everything, but everything yOu write we read.

Rabbi FOhrman: Yes, and I dO appreciate that feedback very much, it makes a big difference. We're in it here fOr yOu and it makes a big difference hOw what we're dOing speaks tO yOu, sO please dO let us know.

SO thanks fOr cOming tO this - thanks fOr putting up with all the hOurs in the pOdcast, I hOpe that yOu fOund it meaningful, the investment Of time that yOu made. It was an hOnor tO spend the time with yOu and tO get a chance tO kind Of schmOOze with yOu here in this webcam. I hOpe it's a prOject that we can dO again in sOme way, shape or fOrm sOOn.

Immanuel Shalev: Great. Thank yOu guys…

Rabbi FOhrman: Please email us and very much lOOking fOrward tO hearing any further thOughts yOu might have. Have a goOd night guys.

Immanuel Shalev: GOOd night.

Okay, hey fOlks, this is Rabbi David FOhrman, and welcOme tO this weekly pOdcast. TOday I want tO talk tO yOu abOut sOmething ridiculOusly large, ridiculOusly Overarching, the question of meaning of life itself. It's a question that eventually hits us between the eyes at sOme pOint in our life, we're just, what exactly are we dOing here? We did not actually get any manual attached tO Our ankle when we were bOrn telling us this is the mission statement, the overarching meaning. We live life trying tO figure it Out and strangely, the greatest mystery Of all, is there's no big billbOard right in frOnt Of Our eyes saying, here is yOur mission of life, go Out there and achieve it. SO when we start thinking abOut thOse big questions, which is what exactly are we dOing here, hOw dO we measure success in our lives, hOw is it pOssible tO even try tO measure success in yOur life if yOu dOn't exactly know what it is yOu're dOing here, hOw wOuld yOu figure it Out?
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TO that end I wOuld like tO begin with a stOry, a stOry Of Susie SOccer MOm, Or Freddie SOccer Dad. Their stOry begins when that meaning of life question begins tO hit them between the eyes and it's like, what exactly am I dOing here and hOw is it that I wOuld figure it Out? SO Susie SOccer MOm Or Freddie SOccer Dad they live in reasOnable driving distance frOm COlumbia University, sO they enrOll in COlumbia University's summer seminar; philOsOphy. It's a cOurse fOr adults going back tO schOOl, they figure it's just the perfect thing, where else wOuld yOu find the meaning of life other than in COlumbia University's philOsOphy class?
And yOu get there and there's a survey Of mOdern existentialist philOsOphers, and reading abOut Heidegger and Kierkegaard, but then the prOfessOr On the very first day Of class goes arOund the rOOm asking people tO raise their hands and talk abOut why they are here on the cOurse. Susie SOccer MOm Or Freddie SOccer Dad raises their hands and rather sOrt Of naively says, yOu know I'll tell yOu why I'm here, I'm here tO actually discOver the meaning of life. And then there's this sOrt Of awkward silence or there's sOme faint giggles, and then the prOfessOr gently explains yOu're really not going tO get much Of a clear- cut answer abOut the meaning of life, yOu've actually cOme tO the wrOng place. Susie and Freddie very distressed, hurry Out Of class and go tO the registrar's Office and try tO bargain fOr their mOney back. But they're not going tO get the answer there and rather distressed at this turn of events, try tO think where else wOuld I go if I'm not going tO go tO the academy?

Then Susie SOccer MOm is hit with a revelation and Freddie SOccer Dad is hit with a revelation, religion! Right? I mean that's what religion get paid fOr, right? Figuring out stuff like this. SO again, they plunge in tO a systematic review Of wOrld religions and tO this end Susie and Freddie start meeting people of different faiths and kind Of interviewing them abOut what their faith has tO say abOut the meaning of life. But unfOrtunately, On these lOng plane rides Susie and Freddie are alsO meeting with sOme disappOintment, because sOmehOw it's just not feeling, I dOn't know, all that cOmpelling.

Let me give yOu an example. Susie was in a chat with religious leader A, whO said it's all abOut dOing G- d's will On earth. Which yOu know seems, I suppOse, fair enough. But sOmehOw it left Susie a little cOld.

Like, all right, fine, if that's what I have tO dO, sO I'll guess I'll dO that, better than nothing, but like yOu know I want tO wake up really fired up with what I'm dOing in life, and dOing G-d's will On earth, I mean, Okay, fine, I get that. But One of the things alsO that's bOthering Susie and bOthering Freddie abOut this is it's not just seeming tO take intO accOunt all the rest Of the stuff that Susie and Freddie dO. Like sOccer practice fOr their kids and violin practice and Susie is starting a startup internet cOmpany and hOw dOes all that fit intO this dOing the will Of G-d notion which seems sO very straightjacket intO a traditional religious kind Of thing? Maybe it's sOmething yOu wOuld dO in the inside of a Synagogue or a Church Or a MOsque or sOmething like that, but hOw dO the seemingly secular parts Of life, if at all, relate tO that all?

Anyway, sO Susie and Freddie have met with sOme disappOintment here and that is where our stOry turns tO yOu. Here yOu are, yOu're on the first leg of a flight tO LOndOn and Susie shOws up in the chair right next tO yOu and says, say, let me ask yOu a question – she sOrt Of cOmes Out with this, I know this sOunds strange but this meaning of life question. And yOu are frOm the people of Israel and yOu're trying tO give her yOur take on this, what wOuld yOu say tO Susie or tO Freddie?

SO that is kind Of the opening stOry I want tO begin with, what wOuld we say and hOw wOuld we say it?
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SO I want tO sOrt Of play Out a pOssible cOnversation with Susie and Freddie fOr the purpOses Of making this easier. We're going tO intrOduce another character intO Our little stOry, he's going tO be - let's call him BOb, whO is sitting tO the immediate right Of Susie or Freddie and yOu are on the left Of them. BOb says, Oh I cOuldn't help Overhearing this cOnversation, I tOO are frOm the tribes Of Israel and I have an answer that I'd like tO give tO yOu. It's really, very simple. The meaning of life, he says rather triumphantly, is tO be fOund in the next wOrld, yOur jOb is tO get there. Well that's pretty succinct. Susie's face brightens up, that's fantastic, hOw dO I get there? Where is the rOad paved tO the wOrld tO cOme?
The wOrld tO cOme sOunds wOnderful, it's a great wOrld. SO the fellOw says, easy, that's what we have the Bible's cOmmands fOr. There are 613 Of these cOmmands. Susie says, gee, thOse are a lOt Of cOmmands.
BOb says, yeah, yOu aint seen nothing yet. Actually there are subcOmmands underneath each One of thOse, there's really lOts Of cOmmands and definitely keep yOu busy. YOur jOb is tO dO as many Of these cOmmands as yOu pOssibly can, and avOid as many Of these transgressions as yOu pOssibly can, and yOu know, when yOu add it all up, at the end Of the day, the persOn whO dies with the mOst laws kept wins. And, as a matter Of fact, I have this little scOrecard I keep with me – and he pulls Out this little scOrecard, lOOks like one of thOse golf little things that they give yOu in mini-golf, with the pencil, and he's able tO keep track Of all Of his cOmmandments and transgressions Of the day. And it's like, the mOre the better and rack up the pOints until yOu get tO the next wOrld.
SO if yOu're Susie, what dO yOu say tO this? DOes this wOrk fOr yOu? SO if I'm Susie it wOuldn't quite wOrk fOr me. At the risk Of sOunding a little bit heretical Over here, let me sOrt Of detail my issues if I was in Susie's seat right Over here. If it's really just a matter Of racking up heavenly brOwnie pOints and the mOre of these transgressions yOu stay away fOrm, the mOre of these MitzvOs that yOu keep, the mOre heavenly brOwnie pOints yOu get tO put in yOur big shOpping cart Over here on earth, I dOn't know, it almOst seems On sOme ways - first Of all it cOuld lead tO a kind Of perversion of keeping these MitzvOt.

Here I'm just wOrking with my intuition but the famOus Mussar masters wOuld talk abOut sOmething like this, which is when yOu go visit the sick, what are yOu really thinking abOut? One pOssibility is the purpOse of visiting the sick is sO that I can rack up my brOwnie pOint and I'm very happy when I go hOme because I've just gotten another heavenly brOwnie pOint. Ultimately it seems tO me there's sOmething vaguely – Or maybe not sO vaguely – narcissistic abOut this. At the end Of the end Of the day I'm just using the sick guy tO end up dOing my Mitzvah, he's just a tOOl fOr my little cOmmand fulfillment, is that really the way it's suppOsed tO be?

That's One pOssible prOblem I have with this. Another pOssible prOblem is it just seems very One dimensional, it's like none of these MitzvOs Or AveirOs, sO tO speak, necessarily have any character tO them, it's like Candy Land, and I'm picking up things as I go alOng the bOard and no difference between One thing and the next thing, I'm just shOving it intO my shOpping cart. And it just seems One- dimensional, it seems like there's no inherent value tO the stuff that I'm dOing, it's almOst randOm. It's just that G-d said yOu get a pOint fOr this, yOu get a pOint fOr that, yOu get a pOint fOr this, and it just seems, I guess, meaningless, and I hate tO use that wOrd if that's really all it is, this brOwnie pOint thing.

It's almOst as if G-d cOuld have said, Okay, sO imagine I'm grinding this millstOne and it wOuld be one thing if there was actually sOme wheat in the millstOne that I was grinding, sO that it wOuld actually prOduce sOmething. But imagine there is no wheat, and I know there's no wheat, sO I'm futilely grinding this millstOne. But G-d says if yOu grind that millstOne enough yOu're going tO live here fOr 80 years and yOu shOuld dO 75 turns Of this great millstOne a day, and yOu know when yOu dO the math it's 375,921 turns Of the millstOne. And at the end Of the day if yOu turn the millstOne enough I will give yOu all Of this wOnderful reward, riches beyOnd imagining in the wOrld tO cOme. I dOn't know, wOuld that make turning the millstOne glOrious Or wOuld it just be, Oh my gosh, I can't believe I have tO turn the millstOne fOr 70, 80, 90 years? If there's no inherent value tO it, sO that at the end Of the day am I just turning a millstOne?

SO maybe this theory cOuld use a little bit Of sharpening, can we add sOme nuance tO this theory? Okay sO One thing that might help Susie here tO try tO brOaden this theory is yes, there's all these laws yOu're suppOsed tO keep, but these laws are actually designed tO guide yOu in certain ways, tO help inculcate certain values. There are certain ultimate goals that these laws and these stOries are designed tO sOmehOw express, and if yOu fOllOw the laws and yOu understand the stOries, sOmehOw yOu take in thOse values and the meaning of life just sOmehOw becOmes a part Of yOu.

SO when Freddie hears this and when Susie hears this their face brightens, they say, yes, I like that idea of Overarching goals. If there were sOme overarching goals and I cOuld define what thOse are, then maybe I cOuld lOOk back at my life and in addition tO asking hOw many laws did I keep I cOuld alsO ask, where am I hOlding in terms Of inculcating these values. It sOunds like a life well lived – wOuld want tO at least reflect back On that and say, well hOw dO I think I'm dOing in this Overall goal? Overall goal number 1, Overall goal number 2, Overall goal number 3. Then they turn tO me and say, what are thOse overall goals that G-d seems tO want frOm us? HOw wOuld yOu know what they are?

Okay sO here is the next twist in our little hypOthetical cOnversation with Freddie or with Susie. Freddie jumps in and says, what a great idea, yOu know, sO where wOuld yOu find thOse overall principles, the meaning of life itself, what it's really all abOut? Then Freddie says, I know, it will prObably be in the beginning of yOur bOOk, right? It's the Bible, the Bible is the great manual abOut hOw tO achieve the meaning of life. If I was writing that manual, sO like very first sentence, chapter 1, verse 1, I wOuld say, hi guys, I am G-d and here's what it's all abOut. This is what yOu're trying tO achieve in yOur life and now On tO the races. Right? And it shOuld be there, just in a few sentences, right in the beginning. Let's lOOk at the beginning of the bOOk.

And the beginning of the bOOk, unfOrtunately, is nothing like that. Bereishis barah ElOkim et hashOmayim v'et ha'aretz - in the beginning G-d created the heavens and the earth, and we're off in the creation stOry. And desperate, and painfully, Susie and Freddie they're searching thrOugh the bOOk and they get tO the flOOd and they get tO the Abraham stOry and they get tO the TOwer Of Babel and all Of these stOries and they get tO laws Of the KOrban Pesach and the laws Of Tzara'as and the laws Of everything. Where is this mission statement? Where dOes it say, this is what I want frOm yOu, this is what it's all abOut, here is why I put yOu here in the first place, here are the overarching things in life that have ultimate value that yOu're suppOsed tO achieve?

This, I think, is a really goOd question, why isn't it there? The TOrah surely cOuld have been mOre explicit abOut this if it really is the great manual fOr hOw tO live our lives. What excuse cOuld there be fOr not being just upfrOnt, dead center, explicit abOut this?

SO let me begin tO paint a theory.


Finding Our Life

PurpOse:

An Experience Or A

GOal?

If I am Freddie's seatmate over here sitting tO the left Of Freddie or Susie or whatever, sO here might be what I wOuld say at this pOint. I wOuld say, lOOk in an odd sOrt Of way, perhaps it wOuld be self-defeating tO be sO explicit at the beginning of the bOOk as tO what it's abOut. Because that's not actually hOw meaning of life is achieved thrOugh yOur a priori intellectualization of the meaning of life. That's not actually hOw yOu best get there. TO kind Of illustrate that, let me give yOu twO quick analOgies. AnalOgy 1, frOm a bOOk, George Orwell, he's writing Animal Farm. SO hOw cOme Animal Farm dOesn't begin with this disclaimer at the very beginning of the bOOk, a paragraph that says, the fOllOwing is an extended analOgy tO the idea of cOmmunism and why cOmmunism is really terrible? Why not say that? If I'm J. R. R. TOlkien why dOn't I say, the fOllOwing three bOOks with 15,000 pages Of them, called LOrd Of the Rings, is really an extended meditation upOn the notion of pOwer and hOw pOwer cOrrupts fOr its Own sake, and that's really what it's all abOut? Why dOn't bOOks begin that way? Why dO they invite yOu in tO experience them instead?
The answer is because they can teach what they have tO teach thrOugh the lessOns Of experience, vicarious experience. When I enter intO the bOOk and I feel like I'm in that wOrld, sOmehOw the lessOns that I sOak up in that wOrld are much mOre vivid and real and they affect me mOre deeply than if I just intellectualize it in a sentence or twO at the very beginning. That's the way the wOrld wOrks.

Here's another analOgy, frOm experience in the wOrld, yOu're taking a hike with yOur kid, yOu're playing sOccer with yOur kid, sO the experience itself is kicking the ball thrOugh these uprights. And I've got certain rules and stuff that I dO, but the experience itself is walking thrOugh the fOrest. But then there's a larger meaning tO that experience which transcends the experience itself. In this case it might be I want tO spend time with my kids, I want tO bOnd with my child with this hike, Or with this sOccer game. But now imagine I'm like really explicit abOut that. In the beginning, befOre we go On the hike, I say sOn, I have tO have a talk with yOu, we are going tO spend sOme cherished father-sOn time right now. My fOur year Old kid lOOks at me and dOesn't understand what cherished father-sOn time really is, but if that's what we have tO spend, he'll spend it. As lOng as we go On the hike Dad just keeps On saying, and isn't it great hOw as we lOOk at these trees Our relationship is just budding and building and it's wOnderful?

What happens is that in a strange kind Of way the over fOcus On the ultimate goal here actually causes the activity tO cOllapse. Because the kid says tO me, if I'm playing sOccer with them, Dad just keep yOur eye On the ball and play the game. Having that experience, if I dO it the right way, will allOw me tO bOnd with child, but child dOesn't have tO understand that the goal Of all Of this is tO create that bOnding. The parent has tO structure the experience in such a way that it cOuld get there, that the parent-child succeed. But the way yOu get there isn't by just having these billbOards all Over the place; And remember why yOu are playing this game, it's sO that we can build this great relationship sOn. The over fOcus On it actually stOps yOu frOm having the experience itself. That the way yOu actually get tO that goal is by experiencing the experience in such a way that yOu just dO it right. YOu play the experience right, yOu have the right kind Of hike, and at the end Of the day yOu'll lOOk back and it's like, Oh my gosh, the kid feels a little clOser tO father than he did. Or they're bOnding better than they Once did befOre.

But maybe it dOesn't wOrk by being up frOnt and center abOut the goals. I get that yOu want tO understand thOse goals, but that's not the way the manual is designed, because it's maybe not the best way tO achieve thOse goals.

SO Freddie and Susie say, Okay, that kind Of makes sense tO me, but I still want tO know what the goals are. I mean, I just dO. At the end Of the day it wOuld just help me, I want in my life tO periodically be able tO check myself, tO evaluate myself, tO have sOme standard as tO whether Or not I'm actually achieving anything or getting anything dOne in terms Of what my meaning is. Then Freddie and Susie ask this question, maybe the manual might not be explicit abOut it, but maybe it will be there implicitly sOmehOw? Is there any way that I cOuld at least lOOk at the manual and reverse engineer it tO get tO sOme Of thOse meaning of life pOints? If I lOOk at it carefully cOuld I extrapOlate what thOse goals are, just that they'd be like a little bit signpOsted, [I cOuld keep 17:03] Out Of cOrner Of my eye?

And tO that I might say tO Susie and Freddie, yes, there absOlutely is. There's a hard way tO dO it and there's an easy way tO dO it. Here is the hard way. I cOuld lOOk at the entirety Of the 613 cOmmandments in the TOrah and all Of their sub laws. I cOuld lOOk at the entirety Of all the stOries that the TOrah tells me and I cOuld try tO lOOk fOr the cOmmOn themes. I cOuld try tO say where dO these stOries seem tO be going? What messages Over and Over again dO they seem tO be pOinting myself tO? If I seem tO fOllOw the mOrals Of all Of these stOries what twO Or three large, Overarching things dOes it seem like these stOries

are guiding me tOwards? What seem tO be the kinds Of things that these laws are inculcating intO me as a persOn? That is the hard way, a very difficult endeavOr indeed.

But there might actually be a way tO cheat, a faster apprOach, as it were. If I am lOOking fOr the meaning Of it all, fOr why I was put here, why human kind is put here in the first place, and I want tO see it in the bOOk itself, go tO the TOrah stOries abOut the creation of human kind, abOut G-d's act Of having created humans. Maybe if yOu read thOse stOries well, yOu'll find Out why G-d bOthered in the first place. That is what I wOuld like tO dO with yOu in this cOurse. Over the next few weeks I want tO lOOk at these stOries, Genesis 1 and Genesis 2, the stOries Of the creation of human kind with an eye tOward is the TOrah telling me sOmething abOut the overall goals Of humanity in relation tO G-d, in relation tO themselves, in relation tO Others? Like what shOuld they be keeping in mind? What exactly are they dOing here? When dO yOu know that yOu're on the right track Or On the wrOng track if yOu wanted tO get sOme sOrt Of idea am I dOing this thing called life right? What guidance dO we get frOm Genesis 1 and Genesis 2?

What we are going tO be dOing is we're going tO lOOk at these stOries in detail, we're actually going tO shift away frOm the agenda that we have, which is meaning in life, because if yOu cOme tO Biblical text with any agenda yOu'll end up seeing yOur agenda everywhere and yOu wOn't end up seeing the text. We're going tO try tO lOOk at the text Organically, just try tO read the stOries and see what stOries dO they tell us abOut man. As we begin tO understand that stOry ever mOre deeply, we will then cOme back tO the question of what dOes it all mean? What are the overarching goals that humanity is being bidden tO try tO achieve that seem tO emerge frOm these creation stOries at the beginning of the bOOk?


Understanding

HOw TO

Study The Biblical Meaning Of Life

NOw just tO begin tO kick us Off On this great quest, One of the mOst trOubling things abOut the Biblical accOunt Of the creation of man is that there is not One stOry, there are twO. Genesis 1 tells yOu One stOry, Genesis 2 tells yOu another stOry and this is a real trip, what is going on? The prOblem is the stOries actually seem cOntradictOry, they seem tO be different stOries. This by the way has given rise tO this idea really called biblical criticism. Julius Wellhausen in Germany with his notion that there must be mOre than one authOr tO the TOrah and there's going tO be a J authOr and an E authOr, and the greatest prOOf Of all, really the beginning of that whOle schOOl Of thOught came mOre than anything else frOm the fact that in Genesis 1 and 2 I have twO stOries instead Of One.
Their answer was there must be twO authOrs and an editOr whO was kind Of asleep at the wheel. There was authOr number 1, the stOry Of the six days Of creation and that's in Genesis 1, but then there was a whOle other schOOl Of thOught and there was another authOr and there was stOry number 2, and it goes and tells a whOle different creation stOry. That is stOry number 2 and the authOr kind Of shmushed them tOgether hOping that yOu wOuldn't notice tOO much. But if we're really smart, we can go back and we say, Oh there is twO authOrs, there's One authOr Over here, and there's a secOnd authOr Over here, and I wOnder as we cOntinue in the TOrah if we can see the twO different authOrs. That is the apprOach Of biblical criticism.

But it is not the classic Jewish apprOach. The classic Jewish apprOach is there was One authOr, the authOr

is G-d, and if that's true, hOw cOme there are these twO different cOntradictOry creation stOries?

Okay now here might be a way tO begin tO attack this. One of the first questions yOu have tO ask, whenever yOu read the TOrah, abOut anything - indeed, whenever yOu read any bOOk – is yOu have tO ask the question of genre. This is a pOint I made back in one of Our Parsha videos if yOu want tO take a lOOk, I think it was Parshat NOach where I talked abOut dinosaurs a little bit. GO back and take a lOOk at what I said there. But the argument I was making is that befOre yOu read a bOOk and ask questions abOut it, yOu must understand the genre of the bOOk, what kind Of bOOk is it? This is an idea that I got frOm MOrtimer Adler in his great bOOk; HOw tO Read a BOOk. In this bOOk, MOrtimer Adler argues - he's a philOsOpher, mOst bOOks are not wOrth reading but there's abOut 100 great bOOks that are wOrth reading. And when yOu read thOse great bOOks, thOse bOOks that stretch yOur mind, that demand mOre frOm yOu than yOu pOssibly think that yOu can give – when yOu read thOse bOOks yOu must ask the question of genre. YOu have tO know what kind Of bOOk yOu are reading or yOu will misinterpret the bOOk and yOu will ask the wrOng questions abOut it.

SO if yOu are reading a pOetry bOOk and yOu think yOu're reading a chemistry bOOk, yOu will ask the wrOng questions. I think in the NOach video I gave yOu the example of Carl Sandburg's pOem; The fOg crept in on its little cat feet. If yOu begin tO lOOk at that pOem, yOu say fOg can't creep, it's not a cat, it dOesn't have feet, I dOn't understand it, this pOem dOesn't make sense. There is no answer tO that question, the answer is it's the wrOng question, yOu haven't understOOd the genre, yOu haven't understOOd the idea of metaphOr, yOu're reading pOetry, yOu're not reading a chemistry textbOOk.

NOw the funny thing is, is that bOth chemistry and pOetry are bOth attempts tO describe the wOrld as we know it. POetry is an attempt tO describe experience, life; chemistry is an attempt tO describe experience, but they're cOming frOm twO cOmpletely different angles and they see twO different things in experience, and yOu have tO understand that, Or yOu will misinterpret the bOOk.

NOw the great question is, when we lOOk at the TOrah, what kind Of genre is it? What sOrt Of bOOk is it? What sOrts Of questions shOuld we ask abOut it? Here the answer is not sO clear. YOu might say the TOrah has a lOt Of histOry in it, sO maybe it's a histOry bOOk? The prOblem is the TOrah has got a lOt Of laws in it tOO, sO maybe it's a law bOOk? SO I say, well tOO much histOry fOr it tO be a law bOOk and tOO much laws fOr it tO be a histOry bOOk. SO maybe it's a philOsOphy bOOk, because it has sOme philOsOphy in it? But then it's got tOO many laws and histOry in it tO be a philOsOphy bOOk. SO what kind Of bOOk is it?

The answer I think is going tO be that it is a guidebOOk, everything it tells yOu it's going tO tell yOu frOm the perspective of being a guidebOOk. It is trying tO guide a people, a cOllective, the people of Israel, in its relationship with G-d, its relationship tO Others and it is trying tO guide the individual in relationship tO Others arOund him. It's basically a guidebOOk, and whatever it tells yOu it's going tO tell yOu frOm the perspective of that. SO it will tell yOu sOme histOry because yOu need sOme histOry tO guide yOu. It will tell yOu sOme laws because yOu need sOme laws tO guide yOu. But the laws it's going tO tell yOu frOm the perspective of guiding yOu. In other wOrds, even mOre than legal principles.

This by the way accOunts fOr sOme of the difference between what we call Pshat and Drash. The Oral

Law uses a technique of Drash – Of expOunding, called exegesis, tO be able tO extrapOlate legal principles frOm the text. But thOse aren't the legal principles that yOu wOuld see in a plain reading of the text, if yOu apply legal principles tO the text yOu will cOme up with thOse laws. The plain meaning of the text is tO tell yOu the laws frOm the perspective of guidance. It's going tO tell yOu sOme mOral truths even thOugh yOu're going tO extrapOlate the actual details Of law in a cOmpletely different sOrt Of way. SO fOr example, when the TOrah talks abOut eating milk and meat tOgether it's going tO talk abOut; LOh tevashel gedi b'chalev imO – seething a kid in its mOther milk, which is really very harsh language, really a mOrally stark picture of what it means tO mix tOgether meat and milk. Which is very different frOm the way that the law in its details actually plays Out.

SO the simple meaning of whatever is written there, whether it's laws Or whether it's histOry, is always going tO be frOm the perspective of hOw dO I guide yOu? HOw is it that I put these truths Out there that are going tO help guide yOu in life? That's true fOr the stOries as well. When I tell yOu the histOry I'm going tO tell yOu histOry in a way that guides yOu. SO if I can tell yOu mOre in terms Of hOw I guide yOu, by taking twO events that are not actually chrOnolOgically next tO each Other and I juxtapOse them in the text, sO I'm going tO dO that. That will lead tO this principle; Ein mukdam u'me'uchar ba'TOrah – there is no befOre and after in the TOrah. Meaning that Of cOurse there mOre or less are events in chrOnolOgical Order but yOu can never cOunt On the fact that the TOrah is giving yOu events in chrOnolOgical Order, because the TOrah might just be changing arOund the order. Because if the TOrah can teach yOu mOre by putting tOgether twO events that are thematically related tO make a pOint, the TOrah will dO that tOO.
This is One of the great principles Of understanding the TOrah that the Sages articulate. If it's a histOry bOOk Of cOurse I can trust the chrOnolOgical Order, but it's not, it's a guidebOOk.

Okay, now let's take this idea of a guidebOOk One step further and it will lead us tO a great theory prOpOunded by Rabbi JOseph SOlOveitchik. Rabbi SOlOveitchik has this bOOk called; A LOnely Man of Faith and in the bOOk he tackles this idea, these twO creation stOries. But what he says is, is that the reasOn why there are twO stOries that talk abOut the creation of man is not because there are twO authOrs in the TOrah, but because there are twO kinds Of man, twO sides Of mankind, that are ultimately irrecOncilable. There is a literary device that the TOrah is using tO pOrtray this inherent cOnflict Or tension within man. BOth Of these things are true. TO really understand man, Rabbi SOlOveitchik argues, yOu wOuld actually need tO sOrt Of triangulate man, tO see man frOm twO different perspectives and sOmehOw tO merge thOse perspectives tOgether in yOur head.

AlmOst like the way yOur cell phOne wOrks with GPS. HOw dOes yOur cell phOne know exactly where yOu are, yOu ever wOnder that? The answer is, because yOur cell phOne is cOnstantly in tOuch with cell tOwers. SO hOw dO the cell tOwers help? SO the cell tOwer knows that if there's a cell tOwer right Over there at 37 degrees, five miles away, the cell tOwer knows that I'm at a 37-degree angle. It sees that I'm On a line right Over here between the cell tOwer and my phOne. But now yOu just know I'm On this line, yOu dOn't know where I am On this line. But if I'm simultaneously in cOntact with another cell tOwer sOmewhere over there, sO that cell tOwer knows I'm On a line between me and it, and I can triangulate thOse twO lines. If I draw thOse twO lines and see where they intersect, that's me, that's where I am.

SO if I get twO different perspectives On sOmething I can triangulate a pOsition pretty well. If the TOrah gives me twO different – even cOnflicting – perspectives On man, it helps me really define whO this creature is. Rabbi SOlOveitchik argues, in the stOry Of creation of man the TOrah uses just such an ingenious literary device in order tO be able tO tell us sOmething, very ecOnomically, very briefly, very quickly, sOmething very prOfOund, abOut an inherent cOnflict within man that describes man tO a tee.

I recOmmend yOu take a lOOk at LOnely Man of Faith, yOu can read what it is that he says abOut it, he has these twO views Of man that he believes emerge frOm these stOries. I'm not going tO get intO thOse views in detail right now with yOu, I just want tO kind Of end this week's pOdcast by raising a question on his theory in general. It's a question I always had in lOOking at Rabbi SOlOveitchik's theory and the question basically goes like this. If it is the case that the TOrah is telling me abOut an inherent cOnflict within man that the TOrah wants me tO recOgnize, then why did the TOrah have tO tell me twO different creation stOries? It shOuld just tell me twO different creation of man stOries. Remember in Genesis number 1 I dOn't just get a stOry abOut the creation of man, I get a stOry abOut the creation of the universe, and On the sixth day man is created. And, in Genesis Chapter 2, I alsO dOn't just get a stOry abOut the creation of man, I get this whOle lOng stOry abOut the wOrld itself being created and hOw it all happened and the animals and the trees and man and the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil and the whOle kit and cabOOdle. If the whOle pOint Of these twO stOries is just tO tell me twO different kinds Of man, sO tell me twO creation of man stOries, much simpler. DOn't tell me twO different creation stOries.

What's the answer tO that question? Why are there twO different creation stOries? I wOuld like tO make a prOpOsal tO yOu and fOllOw the implications Of this prOpOsal with yOu next week. In essence, Rabbi SOlOveitchik is right, but if I ask a deeper question and I say, why are there twO different views Of man? Why is there this inherent cOnflict in the sOul Of man? HOw did it get that way? Is it just randOm that that's the case? Where dOes that tension cOme frOm? There's an answer tO that question. The answer is actually prOvided by the TOrah, because there aren't just twO creation of man stOries, there's twO creation Of everything stOries Of which creation of man is a part. What the TOrah is telling yOu is that if yOu want tO understand the twO different ways Of lOOking at man, they are a function of twO different ways Of lOOking at creation itself.

There are twO different ways tO tell the creation stOry itself and depending upOn hOw yOu tell the stOry Of creation yOu have a different view Of what man is. There's a man creature that is a prOduct Of creation 1, Of One way Of lOOking at creation, and there's a man creature that's a prOduct Of creation 2, a whOle Other way Of lOOking at creation. Man derives these qualities within him that are in tension frOm a tension within creation itself, that is evident in creation 1 and creation 2. If we can understand the man Of creation 1 and the man of creation 2, the human described in each stOry, then maybe we can understand the meaning of human existence accOrding tO each stOry. Maybe there's a tension in meaning tOO? Maybe there's a meaning 1 and a meaning 2?

SO here's what I want yOu tO dO, yOu've got a week, read thrOugh Genesis Chapter 1 and Genesis Chapter 2, catalOg the way these stOries are different, and see if yOu can begin tO cOnnect the dOts. HOw dOes creation 1 differ frOm creation 2? HOw dOes the mankind described in each stOry differ frOm One

another? HOw might their meanings differ as well? I'll see yOu next week.

HellO fellOw questOr, after the meaning of life, welcOme back tO pOdcast week 2 here with Rabbi David FOhrman. Up tOday, dOes the Bible tell us much abOut the meaning of life itself, what it is that we're here fOr, what mankind is meant tO dO in this cOsmOs Of Ours? Or mOre persOnally, what I'm meant tO dO in this cOsmOs Of Ours.Last week I suggested tO yOu that the answers tO thOse questions frOm the perspective Of the TOrah might well be fOund in the first twO chapters Of the BOOk Of Genesis. The reasOn fOr that is because if yOu think abOut the question what meaning is there in my life, another way Of rephrasing that question is what am I dOing in this wOrld?

Or tO put it in the largest pOssible terms, what is mankind suppOsed tO be dOing in the cOsmOs? SO the answer tO that question - at least frOm the TOrah's pOint Of view - it wOuld seem lOgical that it wOuld be fOund in the TOrah's accOunt Of creation of the cOsmOs and the placing of man within that cOsmOs. In Other wOrds, if the TOrah is telling us abOut the creation of this huge, big envirOnment and man being created and placed in there, then it wOuld make sense that the meaning of man's relationship tO that large envirOnment, the cOsmOs, wOuld sOmehOw cOme in that stOry. SO it wOuld be a goOd place tO lOOk fOr this thing that we call the meaning of life, in the first twO chapters Of the BOOk Of Genesis, but where wOuld we find it?

SO I mentioned tO yOu last week that the first twO chapters Of the BOOk Of Genesis actually cOmprised twO different stOries. TwO different stOries that seem tO actually tell abOut the same events but they seem at face value tO be cOntradictOry. I suggested that the stOries are not really cOntradictOry and they're not really the prOduct Of twO different authOrs, but they're actually twO perspectives Of the same stOry. The TOrah is kind Of triangulating things as it were, using a line of sight in this direction and a line of sight in that direction that sOrt Of intersect tO give yOu a view Of whO man is in the cOsmOs, in the sharpest pOssible way. It's a stOry that needs tO be tOld in twO stOries, because there really are twO legitimate perspectives On this thing. YOu can see things in this way and yOu can see things in that way and the truth is in the mysterious merger Of these twO stOries.

SO tOday I want tO actually go thrOugh these twO stOries with yOu and maybe let me just begin by jOgging our memOries tO what actually is in stOry 1 - what dOes stOry 1 lOOk like and what dOes stOry 2 lOOk like. Okay, sO here's my really quick summary Of these twO stOries. SO Genesis stOry 1 is basically Genesis Chapter 1, and Genesis Chapter 1 pretty much goes thrOugh the famOus Six Days Of Creation. In the beginning G-d created the heavens and the earth, and the earth was fOrmless and vOid and there was darkness On the face of the deep, and there was that spirit Of G-d that was hOvering over the waters.
Then in the very first day G-d says, let there be light, and that's the beginning of this grand creative prOcess that unfOlds Over these six days, culminating on the sixth day with the creation of animals and the creation of mankind. Mankind is created in G-d's image - B'tzelem ElOkim. Zachar u'nekeiva barah OtOm - G-d creates them bOth male and female and then gives them a famOus blessing, tO be fruitful and multiply, tO subdue the earth, they're going tO be master Of fish, Of fOwl, Of animals and they're going tO be able tO eat Of the grasses Of the field.

That's pretty much creation stOry 1. Creation stOry 1 gets capped Off with the seventh day, which is the Sabbath, man is not actually explicitly tOld tO keep the Sabbath now, the cOmmands tO keep the Sabbath
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Occur much later in the BOOk Of ExOdus, but [what have we here 3:57], we have this little windOw intO G-d's Own wOrld. Actually, it's One of the only windOws we have intO what it's like tO be G-d frOm almOst an emOtional standpOint. G-d gets very excited abOut this day; Vayevarech ElOkim et yOm hashevi'i vayekadesh OtO - G-d blesses the day, G-d sanctifies the day because on this day G-d rested frOm all Of the creative activity that He was invOlved in. That's basically stOry number 1. The six days Of creation culminating in the seventh day Of creation, man gets created at the end and that's pretty much the stOry.

Okay sO, sO much fOr stOry 1, we'll get intO the actual verses and we'll lOOk at it in mOre detail, let's go tO stOry 2.

StOry 2 is much mOre fragmented, seemingly. I'm going tO actually sketch Out the stOry tO yOu, but it's not this nice, sOrt Of Orderly, day after day after day Of mOre cOmplex creation, it seems almOst fragmented with all these digressions. Here's pretty much the way the stOry lays itself Out. It begins with the phrase; Eileh tOldOs ha'shamayim veha'aretz behibaram - these are the generations Of heaven and earth as they were being created, and that itself already gets things Off OntO kind Of an awkward fOOt. I mean, what dOes it even mean, these are the generations Of heaven and earth? Later On we get that kind Of phraseolOgy when we talk abOut people; These are the generations Of NOah, and then we get tO hear abOut NOah's kids; These are the generations Of Isaac, and all that sOrt Of makes sense. But tO talk abOut inanimate objects these ways; These are the generations Of heavens and earth, seems strange, shall we say?

But anyway, we hear abOut this intrOductOry sentence of; These are the generations Of heaven and earth. Then we have a few mOre intrOductOry sentences that there was no vegetation in the land and it hadn't quite rained yet and then there was this mist that rises up frOm the grOund, and then there's sOme rain.
Then G-d creates man, creates him Out Of the dust Of the earth, Or Out Of the clay, breathes intO him breath Of life and now yOu have man.

Next thing that happens is G-d decides He's going tO plant Himself a garden, sO He plants this Garden of Eden and then places man in this garden. Okay, next thing that happens we hear that G-d makes all these wOnderful trees, these beautiful trees, trees that are goOd tO eat, and we hear abOut these twO special trees in the garden, which are going tO be the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil and the tree of life. We'll talk a little bit mOre abOut thOse later. Next thing that happens is these rivers. There's this river that cOmes Out Of Eden and diverges intO fOur headwaters and we hear exactly where they go. The name of the river is PishOn and it goes arOund the land Of Chavilah, and then we hear abOut the gold Over there was really goOd and there were these nice stOnes and mineral depOsits Over there. Then there's another river that goes Over here and then there's the Euphrates River that goes Over here.

Then we hear again that G-d takes man, puts him in the garden; L'Ovdah ul'shOmrah - he has a jOb there, he's suppOsed tO take care of the garden and he's suppOsed tO watch Over it. SO basically at this pOint G-d says, lOOk, there are these special trees Over here, I need yOu tO not eat frOm the tree of knowledge of goOd and evil because on the day that yOu eat frOm it yOu're going tO die.

NOw we shift tO an entirely different tOpic in creation stOry number 2, now we get his female

cOmpanion. G-d says it's not goOd fOr man tO be alOne, I'm going tO create a helper alOng with him. G-d decides - He creates all these animals and asks man tO sOrt Of see if he's going tO find a mate amOng the animals. SO Adam tries them all Out; the hippOpOtamus, the flamingo, nothing really wOrks, man is very despOndent, G-d puts man tO sleep and then takes a rib frOm him, builds the rib intO Eve, presents this wOman tO him, and suddenly man is very happy. He jOyOusly prOclaims; A bOne frOm my bOnes, flesh frOm my flesh, I'm going tO call her wOman because she's taken frOm man. In Hebrew the wOrd Isha fOr wOman, literally means frOm a man. Then we hear that this explains the reasOn why men leave their parents ultimately; Al kein ya'azav ish et aviv v'et imO, and decide tO get married; V'davak b'ishtO vehayu l'basar echad - and becOme one flesh with wOman.

Then we transition intO the stOry Of the temptation of the tree of knowledge. They're bOth naked, they're not embarrassed, the snake cOmes alOng and tempts them, they eat frOm this tree. G-d gets very angry with them, they realize they're naked, suddenly they're ashamed that they're naked and basically G-d dispenses a whOle bunch Of punishments. The wOman is tOld that she's going tO have pain in childbirth, the man is tOld that he's going tO have a hard time harvesting prOduce frOm the land, everyOne is going tO die eventually, they're all kicked Out Of the garden.

Basically these are the twO stOries. The first stOry is basically this rOllOut Of the six days Of creation in a nice, neat Order, culminating with the Sabbath. The secOnd stOry is this little bit mOre weaving in and Out, cOmplicated stOry Of creation of the heaven and earth, and there's this mist, and then there was man, and then there's vegetation and then there's animals, and there's this tree of knowledge of goOd and evil, garden, and that whOle stOry. Okay, sO thOse are the twO stOries, and that pretty much - the way I've described it tO yOu now, is what happens when we read thrOugh the stOries in a linear kind Of way. In Other wOrds, yOu start frOm Genesis 1 and yOu read thrOugh the creation stOry 1, and then yOu get intO this secOnd version of creation that seems tO be very different. The emphasis On everything is different, the order Of everything is different, and mOst Of the time that's hOw we read it, we just read One and then flOwing intO another.

What I want tO dO with yOu right now is a kind Of grand experiment. Instead Of reading it in a linear kind Of way, I want tO read these stOries in a side-by-side kind Of way, almOst as if we're cOmparing them as they develOp. At least I want tO start Out that way. SO here's my challenge tO yOu, get ready and yOu can open yOur Bible and try tO dO this with me. Let's take the beginnings Of each stOry, and read them side by side.

And if we dO I think we're actually going tO find sOmething really pretty remarkable, which is that these aren't twO different stOries like Cadillac's and apples that have nothing tO dO with each Other, they're actually very related tO each Other. It's hard tO escape the impression that the beginnings - actually the very first three verses Of each stOry are almOst like just mirrOr images Of each Other. It's almOst like if yOu lOOk at the first One and then yOu just turn arOund and lOOk at it frOm the other side, it just turns intO the secOnd One. It's actually marvelOus. And tO me that's the greatest kind Of prOOf that these stOries are not just unrelated bits Of text that happens tO be one cOmes befOre the other, but they are very intimately related tO One another, there's just no escaping of it.

Here is where yOu really begin tO see, I think, the same stOry kind Of unfOlding with twO entirely different perspectives. Let's go tO the first three verses Of each stOry and just try tO cOmpare them. What we're going tO dO is read the verse and try tO sOrt Of name them. I read verse one, what's the best title fOr that verse? Verse 2, what's the best title fOr that verse? Verse 3, what's the best title fOr that verse? We'll dO this in bOth stOries and we're going tO find, by the way, that what's happening in each Of these verses is very different, but the title fOr what's happening, that actually is the same.

Let's dive in with creation stOry number 1. First verse; Bereishis barah ElOkim et hashOmayim v'et ha'aretz - in the beginning G-d created the heavens and the earth. What dO yOu learn abOut in this verse? Well yOu learn abOut whO the creatOr is, right? The creatOr is G-d. And yOu learn what He created, He created heavens and earth. SO basically the title of this verse is, WhO is the CreatOr and What is the Created? In the beginning, G-d created the heaven and the earth. Okay very goOd.

Next verse, what wOuld yOu say the title of this verse is? Veha'aretz haytah tOhu vavOhu - and the wOrld was cOmpletely fOrmless and vOid, it was utter chaos. V'chOshech al pnei tehOm - and it was darkness upOn the face of the deep. V'ruach ElOkim merachephet al pnei hamayim - and the spirit Of G-d was hOvering over the face of the waters. SO basically the way the Bible is pOrtraying this is, is that nothing has really happened yet, this is sOrt Of the pre-creation chaos, sO let's call that Our title fOr verse number 2, The Pre-creation Chaos; the way things were befOre any creatOr here got invOlved.

NOw verse 3 is what? VayOmer ElOkim yehi or - and G-d says, let there be light; Vayehi or - and in fact there was light. SO this is the beginning of everything. If yOu think abOut it in a cOsmOlOgical kind Of way, that first burst Of light and energy in mOdern scientific terms, maybe yOu'd call that the big bang, yOu know, it's the beginning of everything, we're all children of that, everything develOps frOm that. SO basically verse 3 is going tO be, The First Glimmer Of Everything.

SO again, verse 1; WhO is the CreatOr, WhO is the Created? Verse 2; The Chaos That Was There BefOre Anything GOt Started. Verse number 3 is; The First Glimmer Of Creation frOm which Everything Eventually FlOws.

What's fascinating is, leave wOrld 1 behind now and now go tO creation stOry 2 and yOu're going tO find the same titles hOld. The description of what's happening under each title, again, very different, but it's the same titles. Listen. Eileh tOldOs ha'shamayim veha'aretz - these are the generations Of heaven and earth; Behibaram - in as much as they themselves were created; B'yOm asOs Hashem ElOkim eretz ve'shamayim - On the day that G-d made heavens and earth.

What happened in that verse? If yOu lOOk at it carefully yOu actually learn sOme infOrmation abOut whO the creatOr was and whO the created was. YOu see the last time arOund the TOrah pOrtrays the creatOr as G-d; In the beginning G-d created the heavens and the earth. Here yOu have the same heavens and earth
- Eretz and Shamayim, that get mentioned, except this time hOw are they being pOrtrayed? Eileh tOldOs ha'shamayim veha'aretz - these are the generations Of heaven and earth. AlmOst as if heaven and earth are themselves animate beings, almOst as if they themselves are giving birth tO sOmething, like they're creatOrs. Because think abOut, they're being pOrtrayed almOst as parents here. There's heaven and there's

earth and there's generations that cOme frOm them. Everything that fOllOws is like going tO cOme frOm them.

SO what happens is, if yOu lOOk at stOry 1, heaven and earth is the object Of creation. In the beginning G- d (the subject) created (verb) heaven and earth. Heaven and earth are the objects Of creation. StOry number 2, the object becOmes the subject. Eileh tOldOs ha'shamayim veha'aretz behibaram - these are the generations that emerge frOm heaven and earth. NOw lOOk what happens, we get the sOrt Of parenthetical mention of G-d in stOry 2, as if we're being reminded, Oh by the way; Behibaram - these are the generations Of heaven and earth, as they were being created; B'yOm asOs Hashem ElOkim eretz ve'shamayim - On the day that G-d happened tO make these things. SO it's like, Oh yeah, dOn't wOrry, G- d created them tOO, but lOOk whO is in the spOtlight now. The spOtlight is heaven and earth themselves.

Just grammatically by the way, yOu get the first time rOund; Bereishis barah ElOkim - Barah is a very direct verb, G-d created. LOOk hOw indirect it is in stOry 2. These are the generations Of heaven and earth; Behibaram - in as much as they were created. Passive. They were created by G-d. But it's almOst like G-d is lurking behind this curtain over here and - He's Of cOurse the creatOr Of heaven and earth but it's almOst like He's saying, hey guys, yOu take center stage right now, I'm telling yOur stOry now. In fact, it really is their stOry now, the stOry Of heaven and earth.

I want tO suggest tO yOu that this is the fundamental difference between these twO stOries. TwO perspectives On the same stOry. The greatest question yOu cOuld ask Of all pOssible questions is whO is the creatOr? StOry 1 has an unambiguOus answer, it is G-d. StOry 2 has a much mOre ambiguOus answer, it's heaven and earth in as much as they were created On the day that G-d created them. It's very cOnvOluted, but that's the answer. AlmOst as if heaven and earth are like prOxies fOr the creatOr Over here. It's like they're frOnt and center, yOu cOuld see the wOrld develOping frOm them. Of cOurse G-d created them sO Of cOurse G-d is the creatOr and G-d is invOlved and He gets invOlved in the creation of man we'll see.
It's almOst like G-d has this rOle, He's like sOrt Of midwifing events, but He's sOrt Of sticking His children heaven and earth up there on the stage and saying, this is the stOry abOut yOu guys. What's going tO happen is that in the stOry the TOrah is going tO emphasize hOw everything really develOps frOm heaven and earth.

Because think abOut it, if they are the great parents, hOw dO they interact tO create? YOu see G-d in stOry number 1 He's a unilateral creatOr, He creates all by Himself, but heaven and earth by definition are twO, they create tOgether, they interact in order tO create. What is the great way that heaven interacts with earth? What is the medium Of their interaction?

Of cOurse the answer is, rain. YOu even hear the beginnings Of it in terms Of rain's absence in the very next verse. The next verse by the way is going tO be - what's the title fOr verse 2? The chaos, the desOlation, that was befOre the creatOr sOrt Of enters the scene and starts dOing stuff. SO what is the picture of the desOlation that was in wOrld number 2? It's a picture that interestingly enough is a mirrOr image of the picture that we got Of desOlation in stOry 1. Let's just remind Ourselves what did desOlation lOOk like in stOry 1, if yOu had tO picture it in yOur mind what did desOlation lOOk like? Veha'aretz

haytah tOhu vavOhu - back in stOry 1 - the wOrld, it was fOrmless and vOid, it was really chaotic. There was darkness - it was darkness everywhere. But darkness Over the face of the deep - and that's a water wOrd. SO there's water arOund. Then; Ruach ElOkim merachephet al pnei hamayim - the spirit Of G-d is hOvering over the face of these waters. SO there's water everywhere and it's really dark, that's what desOlation lOOks like in wOrld number 1.

But lOOk what desOlation lOOks like in wOrld number 2. If yOu wOuld lOOk at heaven and earth as creatOrs, what wOuld heaven and earth cOnsider tO be a desOlate landscape? A landscape devOid Of all fertility, devOid Of all vegetation, because vegetation is really the children of heaven and earth, the mOst Obvious children; grasses, plants, trees. If yOu dOn't have any grasses and trees it's just a parched earth. If yOu dOn't have any rain it's just parched. Listen actually tO hOw the verse describes it. Verse 2, the picture Of desOlation in stOry 2. V'kOl si'ach hasadeh - and this was befOre all the grasses Of the field; Terem yiheye ba'aretz - befOre they were in the land. V'kOl eisev hasadeh terem yitzmach - and befOre all the vegetation had a chance tO grOw. It was just parched earth. Why? Ki lO himtir Hashem ElOkim al ha'aretz - because G-d had not yet caused it tO rain. Plus, just as a kicker; V'Adam ayin la'avOd et ha'adamah - man wasn't there yet tO till the earth.

Because there's twO things that allOw grOund tO be fertile, there's rain and then there's the midwife, in this case there's man whO wOuld be the terrestrial midwife and he's going tO help till the land and help encOurage the fertility Of land thrOugh his agricultural prOwess. But there wasn't any man yet and there wasn't any rain yet, sO what was there? Dry, parched earth, baking in the sun. That's desOlation frOm the perspective of wOrld 2 creatOrs, heaven and earth. That's what they wOuld think desOlation is.

It's exactly the oppOsite of desOlation in picture 1. DesOlation in picture 1 is a dark water wOrld, desOlation in picture 2 is a parched earth baking in the sun. Light everywhere but no water.

That leads us tO verse 3, the beginnings Of life. Verse 3 back in the first stOry was abOut light, this great explOsion of energy frOm which the rest Of the universe sOmehOw cOmes intO being and gets created Over these six days Of creation. But that's not the beginnings Of creation if yOu lOOk at heaven and earth as the creatOrs. A heaven interacting with earth, what's the beginning of their children? The beginning Of their children, the very first glimmer Of life, cOmes frOm the interaction between the twO. Listen tO the third verse; V'eid ya'aleh min ha'aretz - mist came up frOm the grOund and the mist cOalesced intO clOuds. The clOuds darkened the rays Of the sun, cast a life-giving shadOw in the fOrm Of clOuds Over the earth and came dOwn as rain; Vehishkah et kOl pnei ha'adamah - and watered all the face of the grOund, making it fertile grOunds fOr the life that wOuld cOme. That is the beginning of life cOming intO the wOrld in creation wOrld number 2.

SO the titles here in bOth Of these wOrlds, it's all the same. WhO is the creatOr, whO is the created, that's verse 1. What did chaos lOOk like, pre-creation chaos, that's verse 2. What's the first glimmer Of life, that's verse 3. But everything else is a mirrOr image. One stOry is a perspective where yOu lOOk at G-d the direct creatOr in charge of it all, and yOu see it frOm that pOint Of view. Then there's another pOint Of view that yOu can see it as, a pOint Of view in which sOmehOw G-d trOts Out heaven and earth On the

scene and says lOOk at these guys as creating yOu, and then everything is going tO develOp frOm the interaction of heaven and earth. At least everything that happens On our lOnely planet earth; man, animals, fish, fOwl, vegetation, all the stuff that stOry 2 is going tO be cOncerned with, is develOping right Over here out Of the interaction of heaven and earth. That's the beginning of these twO stOries, the first three verses.

The first three verses set the tOne fOr everything that fOllOws. The first three verses Of each stOry launch yOu On a jOurney, but the jOurney is much greater than just thOse three verses. Everything that happens next is an unfOlding of the implications cOntained in thOse first verses.

Let me shOw yOu just a little bit what I mean by that, in, fOr example, stOry 2. If stOry 2 begins with this idea that heavens and earth are creatOrs, and everything that flOws fOllOws frOm them, lOOk at hOw that starts tO play Out in the rest Of the stOry. G-d creates man in stOry number 2 but hOw? I dOn't hear abOut the Tzelem ElOkim stuff - this image of G-d stuff, instead I hear that he is created frOm the grOund; Aphar min ha'adamah - frOm this fertile grOund. It had rained On the grOund, now G-d takes this fertile grOund and creates man and He blOws intO him the breath Of life. SO there's these almOst like three partners in creation; there's heaven now, and there's earth now, and there's G-d, and sOmehOw all Of that is part Of this cOmplicated picture of hOw man emerges. But it's very clear that part Of the stOry here is grOund. He creates man frOm the grOund. It's not the only thing that has tO dO with grOund, everything that fOllOws is going tO have tO dO with the grOund.

Next verse; Vayitah Hashem ElOkim gan b'Eden, is it a cOincidence that G-d decides tO go planting in the grOund a garden? He's making the summer hOme fOr Himself in the wOrld, this garden, that He can be in. The very first agricultural tender Of the earth, as it turns Out, was not man, surprisingly, the very first tender Of the earth turns Out tO be G-d. G-d takes care of the earth, He's the one whO midwifes the earth's fertility and He plants this garden. It's almOst as if He's teaching man hOw tO dO it. This is what yOu dO with earth tO help make it fertile. YOu see, it's all playing out here, yOu can't ignore the earth, it's all a function of the earth. Next verse; Vayatzmach Hashem ElOkim min ha'adamah - and G-d causes tO grOw Out Of the grOund all Of the trees. SO the trees are cOming frOm the grOund. These beautiful trees.

Then we have this digression abOut the rivers, but it's not a digression if yOu lOOk at it frOm the perspective of heaven and earth, because if their main interaction is rain, hOw dOes that rain get everywhere else in the earth? Well the rain cOalesces intO rivers, and it's thrOugh rivers that the beginnings Of life that were lOcalized One place then spread Out tO the rest Of the earth. The rivers are vitally impOrtant frOm the perspective of heaven and earth. The rivers go and they go in these different directions and then we hear abOut the mineral depOsits in the land, the gold Over here and the minerals Over there, and that's alsO vitally impOrtant frOm the perspective of earth. If yOu're earth then the mineral depOsits matter. It's hOw these creatOrs lOOk at the stOry.

The of cOurse, what's man's rOle? He's put in the garden; L'Ovdah ul'shOmrah - tO guard it and tO wOrk it. Man's goal is tO better the earth and tO take care of it, but his goal is cOnceived in reference tO the earth. Next thing that happens is Out Of the earth G-d is going tO make all Of the animals cOme. SO yOu

see hOw everything is flOwing frOm the earth, it's a very heaven-and-earth-perspective thing, they really are the generatOrs - these are the generations that are flOwing frOm them. It's almOst as if heaven and earth have a grandchild tOO, because the next thing that happens is that Eve gets created frOm Adam. SO if Adam is a child Of the earth, a grandchild Of the earth is going tO be Eve, because Eve is taken frOm Adam. SO everything is really flOwing - these truly are the generations Of heaven and earth.
