In response to The Jubilee Cycle
By W. Glenn Moore
Before I begin my response, I would like to point out that Larry and I are friends and hopefully that will
continue on into the future. Nevertheless, I have to state for the record that I do not agree with his
viewpoints in regard to the Jubilee Cycles. I believe that his presentation is biased by his pre-disposition to
believe in a 50 year cycle method to count to the year of Jubilee, as well as his aversion of “date setters.” As
he has told me, he has been involved with certain ministries in the past which have repeatedly given dates for
certain Biblical events to happen that do not transpire, after which new dates are given which also do not take
place. While I can empathize with that, and certainly share his concern for many of these “date setters,” I
believe it would be an error to categorically label all forms of date setting as false—for example, establishing
(as I have) a calendar based upon Biblical chronology. Below is his most recent full presentation regarding
this issue, followed by my comments in blue text:

The Jubilee Cycle
By Larry and June Acheson

1.

The Connection Between Jubilee Cycles and the Timing of the Messiah’s Return

The Jubilee cycle is not something I have really had to worry about. The command doesn’t really
affect my personal life. If it did, I would have to sound the trumpet in a certain year and on a certain date
so as to proclaim liberty throughout all the land (Lev. 25:10), plus I wouldn’t be allowed to sow or reap
that year. Since I’m not currently engaged in farming or raising a garden, this is not something I would
do anyway, so the Jubilee year doesn’t really apply to me personally.
COMMENT: I agree, the Jubilee cycles generally do not concern us since we do not live in the land of Israel,
and most of us are not engaged in farming pursuits. And I would certainly never place our understanding of
them in the realm of a “salvational issue.” However, they are a Scriptural command to be observed when it is
possible to do so. Therefore, when the Messianic kingdom is established in Jerusalem, we can be sure that
these requirements (along with the other requirements of Torah) will be put back into full operation.
Nevertheless, some folks use the Jubilee cycle so as to introduce us to the timing of Scriptural events, all
the way from the date of Creation to the timing of the second coming of Yeshua the Messiah. In order to
accomplish this chronological determination, I have found that they often take some liberties with the
plain instructions found in Yahweh’s Word, and this concerns me to the point that I have decided to put
my own thoughts into written form.
COMMENT: True. “some” take liberties in the exposition of Scripture—including the use of the Jubilee
cycles. However, that does not mean that all of them do this. That remains to be seen, and we need to judge
each of them on an individual basis—not condemn them all just because they use the Jubilee cycles.
All calculations relevant to the timing of Scriptural events aside, the question I am led to ask myself
is, “If I were living in the days in which Sabbatical years and Jubilee years were observed, would I reckon
them the way these Bible students teach that they should be determined.
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In order to answer the above question, let’s first examine how some folks believe the Sabbatical years
and Jubilee years should be determined. I have found that there are two primary interpretations of the
commandment to observe the Jubilee cycle. Here is how the author of an internet article explains it:
Also of importance is that the entry into the promised land occurred in 1406
BC. This means that we are currently half-way through the important 70th
jubilee cycle, which will end in the spring of AD 2025. (70 x 49, which is 7
x 70 x 7 years, or 490 x 7 years. A jubilee is counted as 7 x 7 years in
succession, with the 50th overlapping the first year of the next cycle of 49
years. Hence, the seven year Sabbaths and the 49-year jubilee cycles run
uninterrupted in the same way as the regular weekly Sabbaths. God is
consistent!)1
The author of the above excerpt believes that the 50th year overlaps the first year of the next Jubilee
cycle. In other words, “year 50” is also “year one” of the following cycle. I’m sure there are other ideas
and explanations pertaining to how count to Jubilee years, but the above is the one I am most familiar
with. Interestingly, I find that although most of the explanations I have come across agree with the one
cited above, virtually each individual’s calculation seems to produce a different year in which the current
jubilee cycle ends! The above individual, as revealed in his commentary, maintains that the current cycle
will end in the year 2025. Another individual, whose comment is cited below, speculates that the next
jubilee year will correspond to the year 2010:
I made my own chart, and guess what? The year 2010 AD came out as the
Jubilee
Year.
Sept. 9, 2010 is Tishri 1, 5771, the Feast of Trumpets that is Christ's
Coronation Day in Heaven. It is also the day of the Marriage of the Lamb
and the Judgment Seat of Christ. It is the Day of God's Wrath too. If this is
correct, Jesus would return, as I thought, on the following Nisan 1, 5771
(April 5, 2011), during the Jubilee Year. 2
I never cease to be amazed at how there seems to be no end to individuals offering their predictions of
when the Messiah will return, even though Yeshua plainly stated, “But of that day and hour knoweth no
man, no, not the angels of heaven, but my Father only.” The above prediction is but one of many I have
read over the years. Other prognosticators, a little more cognizant of Yeshua’s words, but still perhaps a
little too sure of themselves, say things like, “He said no man knows the day and hour … He didn’t say
we can’t know the month and year!” Their different conclusions notwithstanding, both individuals from
whom I have quoted this far agree that “year 50” of the jubilee cycle overlaps the first year of the next
cycle. In other words, “year 50” and “year 1” coincide. 3
COMMENT: Over the past several paragraphs, Larry has brought together two entirely different issues and
made it seem like those who follow the 50th year equals year one principle are all false date setters. It seems to
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http://www.bible-codes.org/Geneva-peace-treaty-covenant-Israel.htm (Notice that the author chose to remain anonymous).
Taken from the Prophecy.com website, “Pro and Con 1209,” 05-23-2005, by Marilyn J. Agee, located at the following URL:
http://www.prophecycorner.com/agee/procon1209.html. Note: The author also wrote that she believed the rapture would
occur on the day of Pentecost, 1998 (see “Pro and Con 2”).
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For lack of a better designation, I will hereafter refer to this belief as the “Year 50 = Year 1” method.
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me that this can only confuse the issue for the reader, as it is clearly a “sweeping generalization.” A sweeping
generalization is one of many popular debating techniques, however, it is also a “logical fallacy”—since, for
example, my own personal view of the Jubilee cycles cannot be judged on the basis of other views. My views
have to stand or fall upon their own merit, or lack of merit. So, the fact that several people put out their
differing interpretations on this matter also really does not prove anything. All it really proves is that there are
many different opinions about all kinds of Bible subjects, not just this one. Since we are “human” and subject
to error, that is understandable.
Regarding the issue of date setting, while I believe that it is true that most “date setters” have been terribly
wrong in their predictions, it cannot be said that the idea of “date setting” is entirely wrong. If we did, we
would (again) be making a “sweeping generalization” and it would be a logical fallacy. We have plenty of
examples in Scripture where prophets gave predictions which had built in time elements, and provided that
one were to correctly interpret the prophecy and establish the correct date of the start of that time prophecy,
we could conceivably determine the date in which the prophecy would be ended—even before the stated
event takes place. In Genesis Yahweh announces that in 120 years the world would end (Genesis 6:3). Now
we are not told when exactly this was to begin, but since Noah was the one to pass down the information
about his generation, presumably Noah could have known the date and would have prepared for it. If Noah
spoke to others about that “date,” then would that make Noah a date setter?” Well, yes he would be a “date
setter,” but unlike most “date setters” he would certainly have been correct—even though the whole world
may have rejected his “date setting!” In both Daniel and Revelation there are numerous time prophecies
which, if the correct starting dates were known, it is possible that someone could correctly determine the
ending dates—at least, theoretically. So, while I also urge caution regarding anyone who sets dates for certain
Biblical events to occur—we have to at least leave some latitude since it is entirely possible that they could
possibly be correct. And just because we cannot know the exact day or hour of the Messiah’s return, it does
not mean Yahweh wants us to be ignorant of the “season” in which that event (and others) will take place.
Please take note of what it says of the “times and the seasons” in 1 Thessalonians:
But of the times and the seasons, brethren, ye have no need that I write unto you. For
yourselves know perfectly that the day of the Lord so cometh as a thief in the night. For
when they shall say, Peace and safety; then sudden destruction cometh upon them, as travail
upon a woman with child; and they shall not escape. But ye, brethren, are not in darkness,
that that day should overtake you as a thief. (1 Thessalonians: 5:1-4)
Later, in that same chapter, it says this also:
Quench not the Spirit. Despise not prophesyings. Prove all things; hold fast that which is
good. (1 Thessalonians: 5:19-21)
Yes, the Messiah will come “as a thief in the night”—but only for the wicked! Since we are “not in darkness,”
does that mean we are to remain in ignorance regarding the “times and the seasons?” No, the righteous will
not be ignorant of the times and the seasons—for unlike the wicked, we are not living in darkness.
Therefore, while it is true that most of what purports to be “date setting” is merely a deception, that may not
necessarily apply to all cases. And later the apostle clarifies this even further when he says that we are not to
resist Yahweh’s spirit, we are not to hate prophetic messages (or messengers) that are sent to us, and we are to
test everything (and we should know by now that it is by the Word that we should test everything—Isaiah
8:20).
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On a more personal level, I have a friend named W. Glenn Moore, with whom June and I have a
friendly disagreement with regard to the number of years in a Jubilee cycle. Of course, Glenn believes
there are 49 years in a Jubilee cycle, whereas June and I believe there are 50. In 2008, Glenn participated
in a forum discussion board in EliYah’s Forums, 4 in which he laid his foundation that the 6000th year
since Creation will begin in the year 2015. In a forum discussion that he initiated pertaining to the topic
of “Jubilees, Sabbaticals, and Bible Chronology,” Glenn submitted the following commentary:
I don't know when the Messiah will come, or when the end will be, but the
signs clearly show that the time is near. 200,000+ people have died in Asia
because of the cyclone in Burma (130,000) and the earthquake in China
(70,000). And it happened soon after the start of Passover!! Is it just a
coincidence that this also comes in a Sabbatical year? [Yes, we are now in a
Sabbatical year.] My message is not about an exact date for all of these
events, but it IS "About Time." Surely Yahweh does not want His children
to be ignorant of the "season" of the coming of His Son, and His kingdom?
The year 6000 is just around the corner, and while I cannot claim
infallibility I do believe that we CAN know with 99% certainty when that
year is. And yes, I have solid documentation to back that up.5
In a subsequent posting, Glenn made it clear that the Jubilee cycle plays a significant role in his dating
process:
The Bible is full of mathematical formulas, some complex and some simple.
The formulas we will talk about here are relatively simple, and yet most
people do not even realize that they exist. Did you know of these formulas,
or what I call the Jubilee Code?6
If (and I say that with a straight face), IF my calendar is correct then
September 16, 2015 will be the BEGINNING of the 6000th year. The Bible
is full of mathematical formulas, some complex and some simple. The
formulas we will talk about here are relatively simple, and yet most people
do not even realize that they exist. [I recommend downloading the Excel file
(The Jubilee Calendar) and going through each of the calendars, then
checking at the end of the document for all of the reference pages.
Everything is fully documented.] But just remember, the millennium
actually begins 1 year later (about 354 days later) at the next feast of
trumpets. Does that mean Messiah will come at that time--who is to say? It
could be sooner, and there is no reason to doubt that he could come at
anytime between now and then. Regarding the 7 year peace treaty, I don't
know where Scripture actually supports such a view. I am more inclined to
believe there will be a 3 1/2 year tribulation, followed by about 1 year of the
7 last plagues (during which we will have left the cities and returned to
Jerusalem to await the Messiah). At least, that is my current understanding.7
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EliYah’s Forums may be accessed by going to the following URL: www.eliyah.com.
From a posting submitted by W. Glenn Moore on June 16, 2008 under the screen name gmoore44 in the forum thread entitled
“Jubilees, Sabbaticals, and Bible Chronology.”
6
Ibid, June 22, 2008 at 8:06 AM.
7
Ibid, June 22, 2008 at 11:10 PM.
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Glenn makes it clear that IF his calendar is correct (and he has already stated that he is 99% certain of
its accuracy), the 6000th year begins in the year 2015. Moreover, Glenn has privately told me that the
Messiah MUST return prior to the 6000th year, and in the above commentary, he concedes that His return
could come “anytime between now and then,” which effectively rules out any time afterwards. In other
words, according to Glenn, Yeshua’s return MUST come prior to the year 2015, and the driving force
behind this determination is Glenn’s proposed “Jubilee Code.”
COMMENT: Correction—provided that my calendar and the research it is based upon is correct, the last
possible date for the seventh millennium to begin (and, of course, the Messiah to return) would be the fall of
2016, not 2015. The new millennium officially starts at the beginning of year 6001 from the Creation of this
world, not the year 6000. One additional comment I would like to make is this: the Jews have a calendar
which they believe is accurate, and it is also a “Creation Calendar.” They generally believe that the Messianic
kingdom will be set up after 6000 years of history, and in 231 years from now they will reach that point in the
calendar (2239 CE). Will Larry also accuse the Jews of “date setting” because they have a calendar which
points to a new Messianic era in 231 years? Having a calendar which gives an estimate of when the 6000th year
will be is really not the same as “date setting.” And as I have repeatedly stated, I cannot be 100% certain of
the chronology because chronology is not always an exact science. Do I have confidence in my dates? Yes, I
certainly do—and you can tell by what I have stated. I do indeed feel very confident about this chronology!!
However, one would have to read everything I have written on the subject in order to decide whether it is
worthy of their consideration (two books and a Calendar in MS Excel), not just a few tidbits here and there.
Once again, we find that men’s notions regarding the timing of the Jubilee cycle are used to persuade us
about the timing of Scriptural events, all the way from the date of Creation to the timing of the second
coming of Yeshua the Messiah. On his web site, Glenn repeats the claim he made in the internet forum,
adding additional details:
Based upon my extensive research on the Jubilee cycles, I can state
with almost complete certainty that 3985 BCE is the year of Creation,
and 2015 CE will be the beginning of the 6000th year of history (based
upon this very-well documented timeline). Assuming that the last
millennium begins one year later, the year 2016 CE (on Tishri 1, in the
fall) will be the beginning of the last 1000 years. The countdown shown
below is to the beginning of the 6000th year, based upon the Jubilee
Calendar (the visible crescent, Jerusalem time and ending at sunset).
This is about a seven-year countdown. About one year later, in the
eighth year from now, the seventh millennium should begin.8

In the above commentary, we not only read the author’s “almost certain” claim regarding the year of
Creation, but we also read the confirmation of his claim pertaining to the 6000th year.
Of course, we need to point out that, as with the previous author, Glenn is persuaded that a Jubilee
cycle is 49 years in length, not 50 years.9 In fact, as I stated previously, we have found that the majority
of articles written concerning the Jubilee cycle are written from this perspective. As I gathered
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Excerpt from Glenn Moore’s web site article “It’s About That Time,” located at http://www.itsaboutthattime.net/.
For example, we read in chapter 6 of Glenn’s book The Jubilee Code, p. 64, “If Daniel bases his prophecy on the Jubilee
cycles (as I have just shown), and the period of time which his prophecy concerns is 70 times 7 (or 490 years), then he
demonstrates by his testimony that the Jubilee cycles are intended to be 49 year cycles, not 50 year cycles.”
9

5

information for this study, I conducted a “Google search” for articles pertaining to the Jubilee cycle 10, and
the overwhelming majority of “hits” generated by the search were for websites supporting the “Year 50 =
Year 1” doctrine. In fact, owner of the web site that made the top of the list of hits agrees with Glenn on
the year when 6,000 “years of sin” comes to an end: 2015.
In the fall of 2015 the 6,000 years of sin on earth will come to an end. Jesus
will come to take His people to heaven and the 1,000 years of rest for the
earth will begin.
Between 2008 and 2015 the great tribulation will occur and many other
Bible prophecies will be fulfilled.11
The author of the above commentary, who chose to remain anonymous, leaves no doubt that he is
predicting the time of the Messiah’s return, and a focal point of his message involves the Jubilee cycle. In
fact, another author of a Jubilee study refers to this approach as the “Messiah Jubilee Theory.”12
From an anonymous internet article entitled The Jubilee Cycles, we read virtually the same “year 50 =
year 1” rationale:
The jubilee cycle is 50 years long and begins every 49 years, so that the
50th, or jubilee, year of one cycle is also the first year of the next cycle.13

This same author also offers a “calendar” depicting how he believes the jubilee cycle should be
reckoned. As you can see from the calendar, shown on the following page, this individual is likewise
persuaded that the Jubilee cycle is actually 49 years long, not 50:
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When conducting the “Google search,” I only used the following search criteria: “Jubilee cycle years Messiah.” A screen
shot displaying the top five “hits” generated by my search (all of which support a 49-year Jubilee cycle), is located in the
Appendix.
11
From the article, “Is the Jubilee cycle 49 years or 50 years?”, which can be accessed at the following URL:
http://www.markbeast.com/70jubilees/fortynine.htm. Note: The anonymous author may agree with Glenn Moore with regard
to when the year 6,000 will occur, but he is at odds with Mr. Moore when it comes to the year in which the Israelites entered
the Promised Land. Elsewhere on the above author’s site, he writes that the Israelites entered the Promised Land during a
Jubilee Year, a point that Glenn disagrees with, and a point that, as we will soon see, is a critical one with regard to our
discussion. In the article “Do 70 Jubilees predict the end of the world in 2015?”, the author writes, “The 70 Jubilees began in
1416 BC when God’s children entered Canaan. The 70 Jubilees will end 3,430 years later in 2015 AD when God’s children
will enter heavenly Canaan.” (From http://www.markbeast.com/endworld/jubilees-end-world.htm) .
12
Taken from the following website: http://www.sabbathcovenant.com/doctrine/144_years_of_jubilee_cycle.htm. I believe
the author’s name is Paul Sides. Although his name does not appear in the posted study, it does appear on other studies found
on this web site. He concludes his article with the following words: “The Messiah Jubilee Theory is thus projecting the 2nd
Advent of Jesus Christ to be no later than the year 2009 AD.”
13
From a Seventh-Day Adventist website article (written by an anonymous author) entitled “The Jubilee Cycles,” which may
be read by accessing the following URL:
http://www.danielrevelation.com/sda/reference/jubilee_cycles.html
Also, see The Chronology of the Old Testament: Solving the Bible's Most Intriguing Mysteries, Floyd Nolen Jones, New Leaf
Publishing Group, Green Forest, AR, November 2004, p. 288, where the author writes, “Whereas the Year of Jubilee is
regarded as the 50th year (Lev. 25:10), there are only 49 years from one Jubilee to the next.”
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Is the above author’s definition of a Jubilee cycle Scriptural? Can we find in Scripture a teaching that
the 50th year is also the first year of the next cycle? In a word, the answer is no. The above definition
does not come from Scripture; rather, it comes from an interpretation of Scripture.
COMMENT: I disagree! This view is not strictly an “interpretation of Scripture.” Larry says that those who
follow my view (the 49 year cycle) do not base it upon Scripture, but instead from their “interpretation of
Scripture.” My question is, how so? And while it is true that I disagree with the assessment he makes in the
last sentence, it is apparent that Larry has gone to great lengths to prejudice the minds of the reader with
example after example of “date setters” with various views, even before they hear other arguments. This
suggests to me that he is taking this issue personally.
Now I would like to make a personal appeal to Larry here in this response. Larry, could you please consider
changing your focus from an attack on all the “date setters” and deal instead with the subject at hand—the
question of how long the Jubilee cycles are? You could address the other issue in another study, if you like, or
connect it with all the other evidence in a concluding chapter. By bringing the two issues together you have
7

effectively poisoned the well—for these two issues do not belong together at all. It is a logical fallacy to say
that they do belong together, just as it is a logical fallacy to say that all birds can fly because they have
wings. (Penguins have wings, but they don’t fly!) I happen to know that many people are in disagreement
concerning the actual length of these cycles, and the timing of the cycles, but they are not all date setters, nor
do they all claim to know when the Messiah will come (including myself). Many fine commentaries talk about
the Jubilee cycles, giving various points of view, yet they generally do not become involved in “date setting.”
You admitted in your study that those who hold to my view on the Jubilee cycles are in the majority—does
this mean the majority are also “date setters”? No they are not. And the majority are not right just because
they are in the majority, however, it does not prove that they are wrong either. I think you know this would
also be a fallacious argument.
In order to get a firm grasp of what Scripture actually does say, let’s review the text in question.
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2. Only Five Years of Reaping and Sowing Between the Jubilee and the Next Sabbatical Year?
The only place in Scripture we can turn to in order to find the instructions pertaining to the Jubilee
year is Leviticus 25. This same chapter offers the explanation for determining the Sabbatical years, often
referred to as the land Sabbaths. These years are critical to our study because in order to understand the
determination of the Jubilee year, we must first understand the reckoning of the Sabbatical years. With
this in mind, let’s read the first portion of Leviticus 25:
1

And Yahweh spake unto Moses in mount Sinai, saying,
Speak unto the children of Israel, and say unto them, When ye come into
the land which I give you, then shall the land keep a sabbath unto Yahweh.
3
Six years thou shalt sow thy field, and six years thou shalt prune thy
vineyard, and gather in the fruit thereof;
4
But in the seventh year shall be a sabbath of rest unto the land, a sabbath
for Yahweh: thou shalt neither sow thy field, nor prune thy vineyard.
5
That which groweth of its own accord of thy harvest thou shalt not reap,
neither gather the grapes of thy vine undressed: for it is a year of rest unto
the land.
6
And the sabbath of the land shall be meat for you; for thee, and for thy
servant, and for thy maid, and for thy hired servant, and for thy stranger that
sojourneth with thee.
7
And for thy cattle, and for the beast that are in thy land, shall all the
increase thereof be meat.
2

According to the above instructions, the Israelites were to sow and reap for six years, then let the land
lay fallow the seventh year. In the verses that follow, we are given the instructions pertaining to the
reckoning of the Jubilee year:
8

And thou shalt number seven sabbaths of years unto thee, seven times
seven years; and the space of the seven sabbaths of years shall be unto thee
forty and nine years.
9
Then shalt thou cause the trumpet of the jubilee to sound on the tenth day
of the seventh month, in the day of atonement shall ye make the trumpet
sound throughout all your land.
10
And ye shall hallow the fiftieth year, and proclaim liberty throughout all
the land unto all the inhabitants thereof: it shall be a jubilee unto you; and ye
shall return every man unto his possession, and ye shall return every man
unto his family.
11
A jubilee shall that fiftieth year be unto you: ye shall not sow, neither reap
that which groweth of itself in it, nor gather the grapes in it of thy vine
undressed.
12
For it is the jubilee; it shall be holy unto you: ye shall eat the increase
thereof out of the field.
As I explained earlier, I am aware of two interpretations of the above passage, but from my
perspective, the wording is very clear. This is how I understand the intent of the Author: A Sabbatical
cycle is seven years long, six of which are spent sowing and reaping, and during the final year the land is
to lay fallow. We are to count seven of these cycles (7 x 7), which comprise a total of 49 years. During
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the seventh month of the 49th year, the trumpet is sounded to announce the approaching 50th year—the
year of Jubilee. Once that 50th year has ended, the Sabbatical/Jubilee cycle is reset. That is my
understanding of how Yahweh intends the Jubilees to be determined. Notice that the instructions are the
same for the 50th year as they are for the seventh year concerning sowing and reaping. The bottom line
is, if the ancients did not start sowing their fields until the 51 st year, then the 50th year could not have been
the first year of the next seven year cycle of sowing and reaping. Thus, even though there is a cycle of
“7x7” involved in the Jubilee cycle, it is actually a 50-year cycle, not a 49-year cycle.
The opposing view maintains that the Jubilee cycle is only 49 years in length, and that year one of the
next Sabbatical cycle coincides with year 50 of the preceding cycle. 14 Where do they glean this
understanding? Certainly not from the text itself, because the simple fact that a 50th year is mentioned
proves that it is a 50-year cycle, not a 49-year cycle. In a nutshell, we are told to follow a certain pattern
every seven years; after following that pattern seven times (i.e., for 49 years), the following year is a
special year. That following year is year #50. Once year #50 is over, we repeat the cycle, and that is what
makes it a 50-year cycle, our opponents’ view notwithstanding.
COMMENT: Sorry, Larry, but I have to say that this is not correct. Nowhere in the text of Leviticus 25
does it say that we have to repeat the supposed 50 year cycle. While it is true that it is somewhat ambiguous,
the only known cycle mentioned in this text is the seven year cycle which is multiplied seven times seven years
for a total of 49 years. Whether we add the 50th year into the Jubilee cycle, or leave it as part of the next cycle,
is something that remains to be demonstrated conclusively—for it the text were as clear as you suggest, then
we would not even be having this debate.
Moreover, if we carefully reexamine the instructions found in Leviticus 25, there is no mention that year
one of the following Jubilee cycle must coincide with year 50 of the previous cycle.
COMMENT: You are correct here, Larry, it does not plainly state that the 50th year is also year one of the
next cycle. I believe that the context at least strongly suggests that the cycles of 7 and 49 are of a continuous
nature. However, let’s at least be honest and admit that it does not state anything to the contrary of that view.
Therefore, we are going to have to gather more evidence before we make a decision on this matter—agreed?
This is a problematic fact for which the proponents of this belief have offered no satisfactory answers, at
least none that I have ever read. Nevertheless, as we can observe from the calendar reproduced above,
the proponent of that calendar believes that year 50 and year one must coincide.
Another difficulty arising from the “Year 50 = Year 1” system is the fact that this method effectively
disrupts the “six years of sowing and reaping” required for each of the seven sabbatical cycles. Here is an
excerpt from the above calendar that vividly illustrates the obstacle faced by proponents of the “Year 50 =
Year 1” method of reckoning the Jubilee year:

How many years of sowing are permitted within this Jubilee cycle? How many are commanded (Lev. 25:3)?
14

Cf., Moore, W. Glenn, The Jubilee Code, 2008, pp. 61-62, where he writes, “First, we need to consider that in the context of
this statement [Lev. 25:1-11] it speaks only of 7-year and 49-year cycles—it does not speak of 50-year cycles. Clearly, context
already implies that the cycles are of a continuous nature and that they are based upon multiples of 7 and 49.”
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As I mentioned previously, I have heard attempts at explaining the above conundrum, but none of
them are satisfactory. A common explanation is that the above scenario is an “exception,” just as the Day
of Atonement presents an “exception” to the “work six days, rest on the seventh” command. The Day of
Atonement is commanded to be observed on the 10th day of the seventh Scriptural month. Since the 10th
day of the month may fall on any day of the week, during that particular week there will be two days of
rest, not one (unless the Day of Atonement happens to fall on the day of the weekly Sabbath, as it does in
2008). Thus, although Yahweh commands His people to work six days, then rest on the seventh day, the
week during which the Day of Atonement falls presents a necessary exception to the “work six days, rest
the seventh” command. However, since Yahweh specifically commands that the Day of Atonement be
observed on the 10th day of the seventh month, this makes it a specified exception. For the Jubilee cycle,
however, Yahweh offers nothing that would hint of a specified exception requiring that one sabbatical
cycle must consist of five years of sowing and reaping.
COMMENT: If we use that logic, and require that any valid exception to the rule must be a “specified
exception,” then that means that you (as an Israelite, living in the land of Israel) are required to sow and reap
in the year of Jubilee. Not so, you say? Continue reading and you will understand the problem I am
attempting to demonstrate.
In verses 20-22 it tells us how Yahweh will bless us if we obey, and provide for our needs even in the
Sabbatical years:
And if ye shall say, What shall we eat the seventh year? behold, we shall not sow, nor gather
in our increase: Then I will command my blessing upon you in the sixth year, and it shall
bring forth fruit for three years. And ye shall sow the eighth year, and eat yet of old fruit
until the ninth year; until her fruits come in ye shall eat of the old store. (Lev 25:20-22)
Please notice that all terms used in this text are using the Sabbatical year as the focal-point. Also, please
consider that this part of the text is referring to a Sabbatical year, not a Jubilee—although in principle, the
same would apply to a year of Jubilee, except that an extra year would be added to this list. But just
remember, that is an assumption on our part since the text does not actually say that.
Now here is the key: While you, Larry, are teaching people that you cannot say there is an “exception to the
rule” in six years of sowing and reaping (such that you will only have five years after a Jubilee year), you fail to
realize that verses 20-22 also give statements which require an “exception to the rule.” How so? If those
verses are referring to Sabbatical years not connected with a Jubilee year, then everything works perfectly (no
exceptions needed). However, if the Sabbatical year in question is the seventh Sabbatical year, then a Jubilee
year will clearly follow it. This text plainly states “And ye shall sow the eighth year. . . ” If the seventh year
happens to also be the seventh Sabbatical year, could it be true that you would be permitted to sow in “the
eighth year?” No, because that eighth year would also be a year of Jubilee, and you cannot sow or reap in a
Jubilee year, just as in a Sabbatical year. Here we have another example of an “exception to the rule.” What’s
the big deal, you ask? It is an exception that is not specified, because it does not explain how to do this
before a Jubilee year. Yet we are led to believe that there cannot be exceptions to the rule (of sow and reap
six years) unless it is specified. Consistency says that what is true of one must be true of all, or else it cannot
be made into a rule that applies to all cases. Therefore, those (like yourself) who say you cannot have only five
years of sowing and reaping, must also be willing to sow on the year of Jubilee because verse 22 clearly states
that one must sow in the eighth year, which will fall on a year of Jubilee one out of seven times. Since we
cannot sow in a year of Jubilee, we must also face the reality that there are other places in the text of Leviticus
25 which will (out of absolute necessity) require an “exception to the rule.”
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In fact, the year of Jubilee is, in and of itself, presented as an exception. During the sabbatical cycles
of six years of reaping and sowing, followed by the seventh year of land rest, if Yahweh said nothing
further, those cycles would continue on and on, ad infinitum, without stopping. However, Yahweh does
say something further. He stipulates that after seven cycles are completed (i.e., 49 years), the 50th year is
a Jubilee year … another year of not sowing or reaping. Thus, if we are going to focus on exceptions, the
year of Jubilee is the exception Yahweh gives us, not “five years of sowing and reaping.”
COMMENT: The Jubilee year and the five years of sowing and reaping are all exceptions to the rule, just as I
have determined from my examination of Leviticus 25:22 that the eighth year is also an exception. And the
Jubilee year is not actually stated to be an interruption of the Sabbatical cycles, so again, we have to look more
closely at this issue to determine the final answer.
If it is true, as we believe it is, that year 50 and year one of the next Jubilee cycle do not coincide,
there will always be six years of sowing and reaping, as illustrated below:
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An argument that I have heard with regard to the above reckoning is the stark contrast between it and
the weekly cycle. I have heard such remarks as, “Your proposal cannot be correct because ‘year 50’
disrupts the ‘cycle of sevens’!” Only when “year 50” and “year one” coincide is there a seamless
transition from one Jubilee cycle to the next (i.e., no need to have “year 50” jutting out from the sabbatical
cycle as it does with my illustration). How do I answer such criticism?
First of all, in view of the fact that Scripture offers no indication that “year 50” and “year one”
coincide with each other, this only leaves room for the understanding that they do not coincide, which in
turn leaves room for the understanding that the Jubilee year falls outside of the sabbatical cycle.
COMMENT: OK, Larry, you’re jumping to conclusions again. We haven’t even begun to look at all of the
evidence regarding the Jubilee cycles and you are already making dogmatic statements like “in view of the fact
that Scripture offers no indication that . . .” Can we at least be open to the possibility that there could be other
Scriptures you have not considered which may have a bearing on this issue? I’ll share some of those at the
end of this response.
Secondly, for those who insist that there must be a seamless transition from one Jubilee cycle to the next
(without disrupting the Sabbatical cycle in the process), I can only ask, “Why?” For all we know, each
Jubilee cycle represents the generation of mankind, with the final Jubilee “year” being representative of
eternity, and eternity certainly falls outside of what we understand as “time.” Since that 50th year is only
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representative of eternity, this means we can only observe that Jubilee year here on earth during what is
known as “the time side of eternity.” As such, once that year ends, we begin a new count to the next
Jubilee … a new countdown representative of the dawn of man moving towards the goal of eternal life.
With each completed “countdown,” the cycle resets itself, so there is certainly no need for a seamless
transition requiring “year 50” and “year one” to coincide with each other.
COMMENT: An interesting theory, and while I agree with you in principle—I fail to see how it proves the
50th year cannot also be the first year of the next cycle? I actually understand the types and metaphors of the
Jubilee very similar to you, yet I do not conclude it somehow proves how long the cycle should actually be.
Although I believe I have sufficiently addressed the “exception to the rule” argument presented by
those who teach a 49-year Jubilee cycle, I would like to present, for review purposes, an example of this
argument as offered by Glenn Moore:
In the case of the repeating pattern of “sow six years . . . rest one year” the
five years following the Jubilee year would simply be the “exception to the
rule.” Actually, this was the same argument given by Rabbi R. Jehudah. 15
We know, for instance, that there is a rule that says “work six days” then
“rest” on the seventh day—and it is in regard to the weekly cycle. However,
this rule does not apply in situations which require the keeping of special
feast days, which also contain “high-day” Sabbaths. These special Sabbaths
interrupt the regular rule of “work six days. . . rest the seventh.” Some may
argue that these “exceptions” (like the feasts) are specifically identified in
Scripture, but the year of Jubilee is (supposedly) not specifically identified
as an “exception.” However, I have to disagree: the year of Jubilee is
specifically identified as an “exception” by its very mention in the text of
Scripture, just as the other special Sabbaths are commanded to be kept on
certain days of the Jewish calendar. And the fact that the cycles of 7 years is
listed as repeating (whereas the 50th year is not listed as repeating) strongly
implies that the main focus is on the cycles of seven (since a repeating cycle
of 50 years is not mentioned in the text).16
I find the above “exception to the rule” explanation to be very confusing. First, Glenn explains that
Rabbi R. Jehudah agreed with his argument that, following the year of Jubilee, there are only five years of
sowing and reaping, not six. Of course, we all know that agreement with a Jewish rabbi does not
necessarily validate our conclusion, especially when we learn that the majority of Jewish rabbis disagreed
with R. Jehudah. Elsewhere in his study, the author tells us where he read Rabbi R. Jehudah’s argument:
One Rabbi, however, argued that the cycles were 49 years in length. In the
Talmud, Nedarim, fol. 61a, and other related passages, R. Jehudah argues
for a 49 year cycle without giving any specific reasons: “The year of
Jubilee is included in the subsequent Sabbatical cycle” and in another
statement “The fiftieth year counts in a twofold way.”

15

A Treatise on the Sabbatical Cycle and the Jubilee, p. 12, Benedict Zuckermann, Hermon Press, NY., 1866 (Reprinted in
1974).
16
Cf., Moore, W. Glenn, The Jubilee Code, 2008, p. 62.
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As I alluded to above, we should bear in mind the fact that R. Jehudah did not represent the view of
normative Judaism of his day. 17 Next, notice that Glenn conveys the impression that those of my
persuasion may argue that the year of Jubilee is not identified as an “exception.” Since I have already
previously written that the year of Jubilee is identified as an “exception,” and since I have previously cited
this as further evidence validating a 50-year cycle, I’m not sure I follow Glenn’s line of reasoning that I
must somehow believe that it is not an exception. In fact, when I examine the Jubilee cycle, I find two
exceptions. In order to identify those exceptions, let’s take a look at the “formula” prescribed by Torah
for reckoning the Jubilee cycle. In mathematical terms, it goes like this:
6 + 1 = 7; 7 x 7 = 49; 49 + 1 = 50; repeat.
COMMENT: Wait just a minute. This formula is not correct. In fact, I don’t believe that the statement of
Leviticus 25 even constitutes a “formula” (in the sense of something that must be repeated exactly as given
and applied to every occasion). It is simply a step by step explanation of how the children of Israel were to
calculate Sabbatical and Jubilee years when they come into the land. Here is my understanding of this one time
“formula” given in that text:
Year 1…enter the land on a Sabbatical year.
Year 2 through 7, grow crops on the land.
Year 8…keep another Sabbatical year.
Year 9 through 57, count off 7 Sabbatical years (for a total of 49 years).
Year 58 . . . Keep this year as a Jubilee year.
Here is my “formula” (based upon the text of Leviticus 25):

1 + 6 + 1 + 49 (7 X 7) + 1
And as for the term “repeat”—sorry, but that is certainly not in the text. And if “repeat” were a part of the
text, then we would have to follow this cycle exactly as given in the text to infinity. Let’s see,
1+6+1+49+1=58. If we were to repeat these numbers we would have 58 year cycles, is that not possible
given this is the tabulation found in the text? Surely, we are not going to now start adopting a 58 year Jubilee
cycle, are we?
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In fact, some authors have expressed their disagreement with Rabbi R. Jehuda in no uncertain terms. Henry Browne, M.A.,
in his book Ordo Sæclorum: A Treatise on the Chronology of the Holy Scriptures, published by John W. Parker, London, 1844,
p. 288, writes, “The numerical definition of the jubilee is plain: it is the 50th or 7 x 7 + 1st year, just as the day of Pentecost is
the 7 x 7 + 1st day from the 2nd day of unleavened bread. The jubilean period, each and every period, contains just 50 years
reckoned from a fixed epoch, the 10th day of the 7th month. It is surprising that any careful reader should have misunderstood
these very plain expressions; yet such is the fact. It appears from the Talmud Erichin, fol. 12, 2. 13, 1. 32, 2. 33, 1. (cited by
Ideler, 1. 503), that a certain rabbi Jehuda was the first to maintain, contrary to the established opinion and the plain sense of
the words, that the jubilean period consists of 49 years, the jubilee-year being (as he said) itself the 49th, and identical with the
7th sabbatical year. His opinion, Ideler informs us, was subsequently adopted by the Gaonim, certain learned Rabbins, who
lived after the completion of the Talmud, and expounded it in the academies over which they presided. Maimonides, however,
rejects this view as a novelty: ‘The 49th year,’ says he, ‘is the sh’mittah (or sabbatical year), the 50th is the jubilee, the 51st is
the 1st of the new sh’mittah.’”
Another author, Ray Summers, in his book Chronos Kairos Christos II, Mercer University Press, 1998, p. 283, wrote,
“Zuckermann’s work (in chronological dating) has stood the test of time, but advances in Qumran studies and archaeological
research call for revisions of some of his conclusions. His table identifying sabbatical years runs from 535/534 B.C. to A.D.
2238/2239. He comes down on the side of the view (that of Rabbi Jehudah) that the jubilee period consisted of forty-nine and
not fifty years. (We need to call attention to the fact that not all Jewish groups in Jesus’ day, nor all of the later rabbis,
followed Zuckermann’s view of a forty-nine year cycle for both sabbatical and jubilee observances; some preferred a cycle of
fifty years.)”
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Again, as I review the above “formula” prescribed by Torah, I see two exceptions. The first
“exception” is year seven of the Sabbatical cycle. There are six years of reaping and sowing, but then
along comes an “exception to the rule” … the seventh year, which is a year of “land rest.” After that
seventh year, the cycle begins again. In fact, it goes through seven of those cycles, and then along comes
another “exception” … the 50th year. Once the 50th year has come and gone, that 50-year cycle begins
again. There is no mention of an additional exception requiring a “5 + 1” count to the Sabbatical year,
yet this is what those of the opposing view are required to believe and accept. Moreover, please notice
that the “6 + 1” rule sets the standard for the “49 + 1” rule. Just as “year 7” is not also “year 1,” in the
same way, “year 50” does not coincide with “year 1” of the next Jubilee cycle.
COMMENT: There is no unmovable “6 + 1” rule in that text. It is not a rule, it is a shopping list. Do this
first, do this next, do this again that you did at first, do it all over 7 times, then keep the 50th year as a Jubilee.
I honestly don’t see any set in stone “6 + 1” rule, anymore than I can see a “49 + 1” rule. All of this
information in the text is merely a detailed explanation of what the Israelites were to do when they entered
the land of promise. All the details of that first series of Sabbaticals no longer apply to us. Now the only
things that apply to us are the Sabbatical and Jubilee cycles which still continue forward from that time. We
know the Sabbatical cycles are 7 years in length. The questions before us now are do the Jubilee cycles
consist of 49 or 50 year cycles, and does the year of Jubilee disrupt the continuous seven year cycles?
Glenn goes on to compare the Jubilee cycle with the count to Pentecost:
An even better example of an exception to the rule is the count to Pentecost.
The 50 day count to Pentecost is a direct parallel to the 50 year count to
Jubilee—and yet, when the day of Pentecost comes it does not force us to
alter the regular weekly cycle as some suggest we should do in regard to the
Jubilee cycles. If such is true for Pentecost, it would also be true in regards
to the year of Jubilee—the keeping of that special year does not alter the
regular Sabbatical cycle. 18
In response to the above, I would first point out that nowhere in Scripture are we ever told that we
should compare the count to Pentecost to the Jubilee cycle.
COMMENT: We don’t need to be “told” that the count to Pentecost is connected with the count to the
Jubilee year. It is obvious that they are connected, since they both involve 7 “sabbaths” with an additional
50th day (or year) attached to the end of that period. And the count to Pentecost is mentioned in detail in
Leviticus 23. The similarities between these two institutions are clearly evident by the fact that the count
required seven Sabbaths (of either years or days) followed by the 50th (day or year). How much more of a
connection would we want, since these two institutions are spoken of using the same concepts and only two
chapters separates them?
And Yahweh spake unto Moses, saying, Speak unto the children of Israel, and say unto them,
When ye be come into the land which I give unto you, and shall reap the harvest thereof, then
ye shall bring a sheaf of the firstfruits of your harvest unto the priest: And he shall wave the
sheaf before Yahweh, to be accepted for you: on the morrow after the sabbath the priest shall
wave it. . . . And ye shall count unto you from the morrow after the sabbath, from the day
that ye brought the sheaf of the wave offering; seven sabbaths shall be complete: Even unto
18

Cf., Moore, W. Glenn, The Jubilee Code, 2008, p. 62.
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the morrow after the seventh sabbath shall ye number fifty days; and ye shall offer a new
meat offering unto Yahweh. . . . And ye shall proclaim on the selfsame day, that it may be an
holy convocation unto you: ye shall do no servile work therein: it shall be a statute for ever in
all your dwellings throughout your generations. (Leviticus 23:9-11; 15-16; 21)
To say that these two institutions have no connection between them is really a thoughtless statement that
does not truly consider the Scriptural evidence. They both speak of seven “Sabbaths.” And they both
proclaim the 50th (day or year) as being a special holy day. And again, since the weekly cycle is not altered at
the conclusion of the 50 days (on Pentecost), neither should there be an alteration in the Sabbatical cycles by
the introduction of the year of Jubilee. The pattern for one (which follows the continuous seven day weekly
cycles) is clearly the basis for the pattern of the other (which follows the continuous seven year Sabbatical
cycles).
Nor is there an approved Scriptural example of anyone ever doing so. Nevertheless, Glenn has taken it
upon himself to state that “the 50 day count to Pentecost is a direct parallel to the 50 year count to
Jubilee.” This brings us to his contention that those of my persuasion are faced with an apparent
dilemma, because reckoning the Jubilee cycle the way we would do it requires “altering the regular
Sabbatical cycle.” As I mentioned previously, for those who insist that there must be a seamless
transition from one Jubilee cycle to the next (without disrupting the Sabbatical cycle in the process), I can
only ask, “Why?” For all we know, each Jubilee cycle represents the generation of mankind, with the
final Jubilee “year” being representative of eternity, and eternity certainly falls outside of what we
understand as “time.” Since that 50th year is only representative of eternity, this means we can only
observe that Jubilee year here on earth during what is known as “the time side of eternity.” As such, once
that year ends, we begin a new count to the next Jubilee … a new countdown representative of the dawn
of man moving towards the goal of eternal life. With each new “countdown,” the cycle resets itself, so
there is certainly no need for a seamless transition requiring “year 50” and “year one” to coincide with
each other. Even with the count to Pentecost, once the day of Pentecost comes and goes, the cycle is over,
and the next “count to Pentecost” won’t take place until the following year. If the above author wants to
remain consistent with his “Pentecost/Jubilee” analogy, he will need to immediately begin another count
to Pentecost as soon as Pentecost arrives … with “day 50” also being representative of “day 1” of the
count to the next day of Pentecost.
COMMENT: The count to Pentecost and the count to Jubilees are quite similar. The point of comparing
these two counts is to show that, like the count to Pentecost, the count to Jubilees does not disrupt the
regular weekly cycle. For example, if we count to Pentecost in a certain way (starting the day after the weekly
cycle) then the 50th day will always end on a Sunday, or the first day of the next series of counts in the weekly
cycle. Likewise, the 50th year could be expected to always come on the first year of the next series of counts
in the Sabbatical cycles. The key point to consider is that the count to Pentecost does not disrupt the weekly
cycle, just as the count to Jubilees would also not be expected to disrupt the Sabbatical cycles.
Over the years, I have found myself in the middle of some intense discussions pertaining to the
calendar. In the course of some of those discussions, I have occasionally been accused of elevating
historical evidence above Yahweh’s Word. The most frequent accusers have been lunar sabbatarians who
are displeased with the fact that the historical record just happens to agree with my interpretation of
Scripture. The historical record bears out that Judaism has always understood there to be a continuouslyrepeating weekly cycle, with the seventh day falling on the day commonly known as Saturday. The issue
of determining the jubilee years, however, proves that when “push comes to shove,” I will put Yahweh’s
Word above the record of history. It seems that everywhere I turn, chronologists and Bible students alike
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are insisting that, historically, the jubilee year coincided with “year 1” of the following jubilee cycle. 19 At
the same time, I believe it should be noted that there is disagreement among scholars with regard to the
historical record. For example, according to medieval Jewish philosopher Maimonides (1135 - 1204),
“the jubilee period was of 50 years, the 51st year commencing a new period.”20 We should also bear in
mind that the scholarly community is constrained to admit that “There is no positive record of any jubilee
year having been kept at any time.”21
COMMENT: Yes, Larry, there is no direct historical confirmation of the keeping of Jubilee years. However,
there is plenty of direct historical confirmation of the keeping of Sabbatical years. And since that historical
record supports continuous cycles of seven years length over a period of about 500 years—that is definitely
evidence of repeating cycles of seven!! This leads us to the conclusion that the Jubilees (if they were kept at
all by anyone) would have had to have been subordinate to and subject to the 7 year cycles (i.e., the first year
of the next Jubilee cycle)—if they were kept, which we have no conclusive evidence to show that they were
kept (in the Second Temple era, of course). However, they clearly did maintain repeating seven year cycles at
the time of the Messiah—which strongly suggests that he followed them, since he never spoke out against the
way these cycles were being observed.
Nevertheless, the historical record does reveal that at least one sect of Jews regarded “year 50” as
coinciding with “year one” of the following Jubilee cycle. This understanding is made manifest in The
Book of Jubilees, an ancient document found among the Dead Sea Scrolls. While The Book of Jubilees
proves that certain Jews regarded the 50th year to coincide with the first year of the next cycle, at the same
time, it should be noted that both Judaism and Christianity, as a whole, rejected this work by the 4th
century CE.
COMMENT: Larry, have you forgotten that the book of Jubilees was a very popular work at and before the
time of the Messiah?
19

Cf., Keil & Delitzsch, Commentary on the Old Testament, Vol. 1, “The Pentateuch,” by C. F. Keil, Hendrickson Publishers,
Peabody, MA, 2001 (originally published T. & T. Clark, Edinburg, 1866 – 91). Keil writes, “This grand year of grace was to
return after seven times seven years, i.e., as is expressly stated in v. 10, every fiftieth year was to be sanctified as a year of
jubilee. By this regulation of the time, the view held by R. Jehuda, and the chronologists and antiquarians who have followed
him, that every seventh sabbatical year, i.e., the 49th year, was to be kept as the year of jubilee, is proved to be at variance with
the text, and the fiftieth year is shown to be the year of rest, in which the sabbatical idea attained its fullest realization, and
reached its earthly temporal close.” Note: It is my understanding that these chronologists did not actually regard the 49th year
as being the year of jubilee. Rather, since they believed that year 50 and year one of the next cycle coincide, the “49th year” is
actually the 49th year after the previous “year 50/1.” It is thus that those of this persuasion reckon jubilee cycles in terms of 49year cycles instead of 50-year cycles. As affirmed by Keil, this view represents the “majority view.” However, in terms of
faithful adherence to the text, June and I agree with Keil’s position that it “is proved to be at variance with the text.”
20
Cf., Dr. William Smith's Dictionary of the Bible: Comprising Its Antiquities, Biography, Geography, and Natural History,
Vol. 1, by William Smith, William George Smith, Horatio Balch Hackett, Ezra Abbot, Published by Houghton, Mifflin, and
Co., Boston, MA, 1888, page 438. This page may be read online by accessing the following URL:
http://books.google.com/books?id=4tkMAAAAIAAJ&pg=PA438&lpg=PA438&dq=
Note: According to this same reference, Maimonides also mentioned that “The Jews had a tradition that after the destruction of
the first Temple only sabbatical years, and no jubilee years, were observed.”
21
Ibid. Also, from The Anchor Bible Dictionary, Vol. 3, David Noel Freedman, Editor-in-Chief, Doubleday, New York, NY,
1992, pp. 1027-28, we read, “But did it ever happen? Were the jubilee regulations real and practicable legislation, or were they
academic and utopian? While there is evidence that kinship redemption was practiced (Jeremiah 32, Ruth 4), there is simply
no evidence of a national jubilee in the extant historical documents of Israel (though some would discern an illusion to a jubilee
year in Isa 37:30, where a double year of fallow seems to be envisaged; but it may refer merely to the disastrous effect of
invasion). This silence does not, of course, prove that it never did happen. Nor can we say that it was economically impossible
and so could not have happened, because there is evidence from other ANE (Ancient Near Eastern) civilizations of periodic
nationwide remissions of debt in connection with the accession of a new king. However this ANE evidence comes from
centuries earlier than the origins of OT Israel (Gordon 1953; Finkelstein 1961; Lewy 1958).”
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According to the online reference Wikipedia, “In the 4th century, after Bishops had been appointed by the
Roman Emperor Constantine, they similarly rejected many of the same books that had been rejected by
the Jews, including Jubilees. It is only through the canons of the Oriental Orthodox Churches, that were
outside the jurisdiction of Rome, and the Dead Sea Scrolls, that the book has managed to survive at all.”22
We read the following in Mercer Dictionary of the Bible: “Given the probable date of Jubilees, it is best
to see it as a proto-Essene writing which was produced before the split which led to the formation of the
Qumran community.”23
COMMENT: Larry, these same “bishops” condemned people as heretics for following anything “Jewish!” If
this is the case, how much credibility can they have in our eyes? And after the fall of Jerusalem the Jews did
reject the book of Jubilees as part of the canon of Scripture. But the fact that they even had to deal with the
issue at all shows that the book of Jubilees was very popular and even considered Scripture by many Jews at
that time.
The following information is taken from The Jewish Encyclopedia:
Fifty-and Forty-nine-Year Cycles.
There is a difference of opinion in the Talmud as to whether the jubilee year
was included in or excluded from the forty-nine years of the seven cycles.
The majority of rabbis hold that the jubilee year was an intercalation, and
followed the seventh Sabbatical year, making two fallow years in
succession. After both had passed, the next cycle began. They adduce this
theory from the plain words of the Law to "hallow the fiftieth year," and
also from the assurance of God's promise of a yield in the sixth year
sufficient for maintenance during the following three years, "until the ninth
year, until her fruits come in" (Lev. xxv. 22), which, they say, refers to the
jubilee year. Judah ha-Nasi, however, contends that the jubilee year was
identical with the seventh Sabbatical year (R. H. 9a; Giṭ. 36a; comp. Rashi
ad loc.). The opinion of the Geonim and of later authorities generally
prevails, that the jubilee, when in force during the period of the First
Temple, was intercalated, but that in the time of the Second Temple, when
the jubilee was observed only "nominally," it coincided with the seventh
Sabbatical year. In post-exilic times the jubilee was entirely ignored, though
the strict observance of the shemittah was steadily insisted upon. This,
however, is only according to a rabbinical enactment (Tos. to Giṭ. 36a, s.v.
"Bizeman"), as by the Mosaic law, according to R. Judah, shemittah is
dependent on the jubilee and ceases to exist when there is no jubilee (Giṭ.
l.c. and Rashi ad loc.).24
We are not citing The Jewish Encyclopedia out of any desire to establish rabbinical authority, but
rather to underscore the fact that, even from a very early period, there has been disagreement among
believers with regard to the correct interpretation of the commandment given in Leviticus 25. However,
22

From Wikipedia, the Free Encyclopedia, article entitled “Jubilees.” The article may be read in its entirety by accessing the
following URL: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jubilees.
23
From Mercer Dictionary of the Bible, Watson E. Mills, General Editor, Mercer University Press, Macon, GA, 1997, p. 474.
24
Taken from the Jewish Encyclopedia article “Sabbatical Year and Jubilee.” This article may be read in its entirety by
accessing the following URL:
http://www.jewishencyclopedia.com/view.jsp?artid=18&letter=S
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rather than approach the reasoning supporting a 50-year cycle from the perspective that the yield in the
sixth year would be sufficient to sustain the people for the following three years (as maintained by the
above-cited reference), I am persuaded that the reasoning we have already presented vividly illustrates the
problematic dilemma faced by those who believe the Jubilee cycle only consists of 49 years. I refer to it
as a “problematic dilemma” because it requires believing that when Yahweh said, “Six years thou shalt
sow thy field, and six years thou shalt prune thy vineyard, and gather in the fruit thereof, but in the
seventh year shall be a sabbath of rest unto the land,” He didn’t really mean what He said! Instead, from
their perspective, there must be only five years of sowing and reaping for one of those seven Sabbatical
cycles, and their only explanation is, “That must be an ‘exception to the rule.’”
COMMENT: Actually, if you look at it from the perspective that Moses is simply giving a shopping list of
what the people should do after they enter the land, we would not even have to use the “exception to the
rule” concept. With that in mind, he could merely be telling them what to do after they enter the land. The
first time they enter the land they would keep a Sabbatical year, then sow and reap for six years, then keep
another Sabbatical year. That establishes a general rule—but not a hard and fast rule for all occasions. After
that they would count seven Sabbatical years and declare the next year the year of Jubilee.
Personally-speaking, I do not agree with the reasoning that the promise of the sixth year sustaining the
people for the following three years offers proof of a 50-year cycle, nor do I even regard it as being a
reference to the Jubilee year. Notice the actual command as it appears in the King James Version’s
translation of Leviticus 25:20-22:
20

And if ye shall say, What shall we eat the seventh year? behold, we shall
not sow, nor gather in our increase:
21
Then I will command my blessing upon you in the sixth year, and it shall
bring forth fruit for three years.
22
And ye shall sow the eighth year, and eat yet of old fruit until the ninth
year; until her fruits come in ye shall eat of the old store.
Again, I do not view the above as being a reference to the Jubilee year. Rather, I see it as being a
response to those who, out of their concern over what they will eat during the seventh year, Yahweh
answers, “I’m going to give you such an abundant crop during that sixth year that you won’t have to
worry about what to eat during the seventh year. Not only that, but since you won’t be allowed to sow
during that seventh year, you’re going to have plenty of food during the year that you’re waiting for your
first crop of the new cycle to ripen!”
Verse 22 validates that the above passage cannot be a reference to the Jubilee year, for the Jubilee
year would be the “eighth year.” Since no sowing is permitted during the Jubilee year … and since
sowing is permitted during the “eighth year,” the eighth year cannot possibly be a reference to the Jubilee
year.
COMMENT: Yes, this text is a reference to the Sabbatical years. But what you fail to realize is that the
Sabbatical year just before a year of Jubilee would also have to be considered, and as such that Jubilee year
would also be the “eighth year.” As I stated before, if the “eighth year” is a year of Jubilee, then this passage
must also require an “exception to the rule” or else they will always have to sow and reap in a year of Jubilee,
as it is also the “eighth year” after a Sabbatical year. Of course, the principle of this text would be the same
for the Jubilee years—only you would add one more year to the total. It is this principle which Yahweh is
trying to bring across in this text, not a dogmatic rule that applies in every case.
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Moreover, notice that The Jewish Encyclopedia mentions “the following three years.” This is not
what the text says. The actual wording is such that the sixth year’s produce will produce a crop for three
years, which would be inclusive of that sixth year. Thus, not only would the Israelites enjoy the crop of
the sixth year, but that same crop would also provide sustenance for the Sabbatical year, plus there would
be enough leftovers to see them through the interval between the sowing of the “eighth year” and the
reaping of that crop.
COMMENT: Agreed, but don’t forget that there is a Sabbatical year just before a year of Jubilee. We would
have to make that particular situation an “exception to the rule” in order to keep also the year of Jubilee.
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3. The Claim: Yahweh Did Not Require the Israelites to Observe the First Jubilee that Fell After
Their Entrance into the Promised Land

I hadn’t really given much thought to the instructions that Yahweh gave to Israel in the first part of
Leviticus chapter 25. June, however, was puzzled as to how our friend Glenn could explain an apparent
problem that this passage presents for his argument. With all due respect to Glenn’s intelligence, I feel
that the answer he provided was so incredulous that, at first, I thought he was joking. Admittedly, I had
not been paying close attention to their discussion. However, when I overheard Glenn agree with June’s
contention that his method requires believing that the Israelites could not have observed the first Jubilee
year that fell subsequent to their entrance in the Promised Land, I shot a quick glance towards Glenn to
see if he had a “just kidding” look on his face. He did not, so all of a sudden I developed a keen interest
in learning more about this particular aspect of Glenn’s belief pertaining to the Jubilee cycle. This aspect
is centered around the first four verses of Leviticus 25. Although these verses have been previously cited,
we really haven’t addressed them … until now. For review purposes, here they are again:
1

And Yahweh spake unto Moses in mount Sinai, saying,
Speak unto the children of Israel, and say unto them, When ye come into
the land which I give you, then shall the land keep a sabbath unto Yahweh.
3
Six years thou shalt sow thy field, and six years thou shalt prune thy
vineyard, and gather in the fruit thereof;
4
But in the seventh year shall be a sabbath of rest unto the land, a sabbath
for Yahweh: thou shalt neither sow thy field, nor prune thy vineyard.
2

According to this passage, the Israelites were commanded to observe a “land sabbath” when they
came into the Promised Land. Although it doesn’t specify whether or not this “land sabbath” fell during a
Jubilee year, we need to bear in mind that there is no requirement for such a specification because, as we
already know, a Jubilee year is observed as a “land sabbath.” For those who might insist that I am
“adding to the Word” by concluding that the Israelites entered the Promised Land during a Jubilee year, I
will simply state that there are “Year 50 = Year 1” adherents who agree that, indeed, it was a Jubilee
year. 25
COMMENT: As we should all know, the popularity of a certain belief does not make it right—nor does the
fact that the view is a minority view. When the text is read as it stands, there is no evidence whatsoever that
the children of Israel entered the land in a year of Jubilee. In fact, it plainly says that the land will keep a
“Sabbath” when they come into the land. Yes, a Jubilee year is like a “Sabbath” year—however, Moses
appears to make a distinction (in Leviticus 25) between Jubilee and Sabbatical years. Thus, a Sabbatical year
in that context (unless evidence is given to the contrary) is just that—a Sabbatical year, not a Jubilee year.
You may wonder, “What difference does it make whether or not the year the Israelites entered the
Promised Land was a Jubilee year?”
It makes a huge difference because if the year during which they entered the Promised Land was a
Jubilee year, then, according to Glenn’s view, this same year would also have been “year 1” of the next
cycle. This causes a problem because, as we’ve already learned, this would have allowed only five years
of sowing and reaping before the subsequent Sabbatical year. However, according to verse 3, upon
25

See footnote #11 for details.
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observing that first “land Sabbath,” the Israelites were instructed to count off six years, not five. Thus, it
would be to the detriment of Glenn’s position for the year during which the Israelites entered the
Promised Land to have been a Jubilee year. Surprisingly, if you noticed my comment in footnote #11, an
author who agrees with Glenn that “year 50” coincides with “year 1” promotes the position that the
Israelites did indeed enter the Promised Land during a Jubilee year! How does that “Year 50 = Year 1”
adherent account for the six years of sowing and reaping following that Jubilee year? Quite simply, he
believes that particular Jubilee year was the very first Jubilee. For those of you who are unfamiliar with
this system of reckoning, all “Year 50 = Year 1” adherents agree that the very first Jubilee cycle consisted
of seven perfect cycles requiring six years of sowing and reaping. It wasn’t until the first Jubilee year was
attained that the five years of sowing and reaping ensued. Thereafter, since each Jubilee year coincides
with “year one” of the next cycle, the first Sabbatical cycle can only consist of five years of sowing and
reaping.
COMMENT: As I have already presented in The Jubilee Code, the Genesis chronologies show very strong
evidence of lining up with Jubilee cycles (49 year cycles) and therefore Jubilee years would have existed (but
not necessarily have been observed, at least not that we are aware of) prior to the Exodus. Therefore, it
would be unwise for me (in light of this key information) to say that the text of Leviticus 25 is introducing
“the very first Jubilee.” The fact that others have similar views as mine, but disagree regarding this and other
key issues, is completely irrelevant and proves nothing. Would it be a detriment for my case for the Israelites
to enter the Promised Land in a year of Jubilee? Yes it would. However, since the text does not say they
entered in a Jubilee year—the problem does not even present itself.
On the other hand, if June and I are correct in presuming that the year during which the Israelites
entered the Promised Land was a Jubilee year, the ensuing six years of sowing and reaping presents no
problem because there will always be six years of sowing and reaping prior to each Sabbatical year.
As I mentioned earlier, Glenn’s position requires believing that the Israelites did not observe the
Jubilee year that fell subsequent to their entrance in the Promised Land. Although I had seen and
reviewed Glenn’s “Jubilee calendar” on several occasions, I hadn’t studied it with the intense scrutiny that
would have enabled me to discern this key aspect, and he certainly does not advertise anything to the
effect of, “The Israelites didn’t observe the first Jubilee year that fell subsequent to their entrance into the
Promised Land!” I don’t blame him for not advertising this fact, for it adds no credence to his position
and, as I will demonstrate, it defies sound reasoning.
COMMENT: While that observation was not in some of the prior Jubilee Calendars, it had been put into the
more current ones—as I revealed to you at the time, it was even in the Jubilee Calendar you were
“reviewing.” It is not such a big secret as you make it out to be. And I do also have a statement in the
documentation portion of that Calendar which explains this aspect of the original count to Jubilees, so it is
not like I was hiding something. Frankly, I never even thought there was anything I should hide about this
issue. Prior to you bringing it up, it was not even “on my radar.” But since you brought it up we will deal
with it. Here is a snapshot of the year in question that is in my calendar:
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As you can see, it is not really some big secret. I believe that the children of Israel were commanded to start
the count to the first year of Jubilee on a year of Jubilee. And yes, they were not commanded to observe that
first one. Here is the snapshot taken from the tab in my calendar called Jubilee Year Documentation:

In case there is a problem reading this, here is what the text above from my calendar says:
From our previous calculations, we determined that 10 Jubilee cycles transpired between the
birth of Isaac and the Exodus. At the Exodus they were told to change the way they
counted their calendar (Exodus 12:1-2) so that the year would begin in the spring instead of
the fall. So, up until that time they were clearly using a “fall to fall” calendar, and even
afterwards they are known to have continued using it in regards to civil matters. This means
6 months had already expired from the beginning of that calendar when the exodus came,
and it was another year before the spies were sent to spy out the land (Numbers 13:1-3). In
Numbers 9 and 14 it clearly gives us the timeline toward that event where the children of
Israel rebelled against Yahweh by not taking the promised land as they were commanded to
(Numbers 9:1-2). Soon after this Yahweh tells them that they will wander in the wilderness
40 more years because of their sin (Numbers 33-34). Remember, they are now using the
spring to spring calendar for religious observance, while they are still tracking time by the fall
to fall calendar. That means 1½ years have now passed since the start of the fall to fall
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calendar in the year of Jubilee, plus 40 more years till they enter the land. Leviticus 25:1-4
says that when they come into the land they are to observe a Sabbatical year. If they are to
observe a Sabbatical when they come into the land, how can anyone say that this means the
Jubilee year starts when they come into the land? Add to this exactly 40 years counting from
the spring, and it places you in the spring of the year 42 on the Jubilee calendar. That would
be the spring of 1395 BCE when the children of Israel enter the promised land, which just
happens to be in the middle of a Sabbatical year!! Then the rest of the command of
Leviticus 25:2-4 plainly states that they are to sow the land 6 years and rest the land in the
7th year (the 49th year of the cycle). Finally, they are to count 7 X 7 years to the next year of
Jubilee, which means that the next year (1388/87 BCE) and the 50th year following that
(1339/38 BCE) are both Jubilee years.
Glenn very graciously reproduced this particular time frame from his Jubilee calendar and offered it for
my review. It is displayed on the following page. Before you examine his calendar, I believe I should
point out some key aspects worthy of note:
1. Glenn ascribes a Jubilee year to the year of the Exodus (an indication that a Jubilee year has a
considerable measure of significance, since the Israelites’ “year of release” coincided with a
Jubilee year).
2. Glenn believes the Israelites entered the Promised Land during year 42 of that Jubilee count,
which coincided with a Sabbatical year. (This Sabbatical year was observed by Israel, so it
follows that they would have also observed the upcoming Jubilee year).
COMMENT: It is simply a matter of reading the text of Leviticus 25 to determine if the Israelites observed
the upcoming Jubilee year. The fact is, the seven sabbatical year count does not begin with any statement
regarding the observance of a Jubilee year at or just before the start of the count. Nor is there any definitive
statement which says that the Israelites entered the land of Canaan in a Jubilee year (other than Jewish
tradition). And in my book, The Jubilee Code, I cover extensive evidence of 49 year cycles which extend from
Creation to the building of Solomon’s temple. Based upon my chronological research of the Genesis
genealogies, Shem was born on a year of Jubilee, the universal flood ended on a year of Jubilee, Isaac was
born on a year of Jubilee, and the Exodus took place on a year of Jubilee 490 years after the birth of Isaac.
The Exodus, for instance, takes place at the start of another 49 year cycle (which would, in my view, be a
Jubilee year). Why would the Creator bring confusion to this issue by using and placing within His Word 49
year cycles for events such as these (and other events, even events in modern times—such as the first use of
an Atomic Bomb and the 21 strikes of Comet Shoemaker-Levy, both events taking place 49 years apart, just a
few weeks before a year of Jubilee) and yet use 50 year cycles for the count to Jubilees? To even think this
(when all the evidence is revealed) can only suggest one is running from the facts!
3. Glenn maintains that although “year 50” fell eight years after their entrance into the Promised
Land, it was ignored.
COMMENT: We know it was “ignored” because it does not say anything about a Jubilee year at or before
the start of that 49 year count. Just read the text.
4. The Israelites counted eight Sabbatical cycles before observing their first Jubilee year, even
though Yahweh plainly instructed them to “number seven sabbaths of years unto thee.”
COMMENT: The Israelites counted everything out just as given in Leviticus 25. When they entered the land
they counted that as a sabbatical year. Seven years later they counted another sabbatical year. Then they were
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commanded to count seven more sabbatical years for a grand total of nine (not eight) sabbatical years,
including the first one that took place when they entered the land. How do I know this? Because, that is
what it says in the text!!
The following calendar was composed by W. Glenn Moore on 09/06/2008:

25

Notice that, upon the Israelites’ entrance into the Promised Land, this system requires believing that they observed a
Sabbatical year, but Yahweh had them ignore the upcoming Jubilee year! In fact, when that particular “year 50”
came around, it was a year of sowing and reaping! Why did Yahweh require the Israelites to observe the institution
of the Sabbatical year upon entering the Promised Land, but IGNORE the upcoming Jubilee year?? Moreover,
according to Glenn, Yahweh intended for the Israelites to wait to number the “seven sabbaths of years” until after
they had already counted off one “null” cycle of seven years! I call it a “null cycle” because it had no effect on any
Jubilee count insofar as Israel was concerned … even though they had been told to number “seven times seven”
years from the time that they entered the land.

COMMENT: STOP!!  Where does it say they were to count “seven times seven” years from the time
that they entered the land? It doesn’t say that at all. Come on, Larry, admit it—that is your interpretation.
If we review the above calendar, the number of “exceptions to the rule” that Glenn needs to justify his
position is simply overwhelming. Not only must he maintain that the “five years of sowing and reaping”
is an exception to the rule, but he is left to believe that the Israelites, contrary to the plain instructions in
Leviticus 25:8, waited out an entire Sabbatical cycle before numbering the “seven Sabbaths of years.”
Thus, instead of counting seven Sabbaths of years, Glenn believes they were supposed to “just know” that
Yahweh meant for them to count eight. I’m not sure if Glenn understands this to be an “exception” or if
he doesn’t believe Yahweh really intended for them to begin their count right away. Finally, Glenn is left
to believe that Yahweh made another “exception” by not requiring the Israelites to observe the firstoccurring Jubilee year that fell after their entrance into the Promised Land.
COMMENT: Sorry, Larry, but I have to call you on this point also. The text of Leviticus 25 gives us specific
instructions on EXACTLY how to count the Sabbatical and Jubilee years. It says that when they enter the
land of Canaan they will be in (and be expected to keep) a Sabbatical year. Then they are to work the land 6
years. Then they are to keep another Sabbatical year. And after all of that they are to begin a count of 7
sabbatical years leading up to the 50th year, the year of Jubilee. That is what the text says, and so I have to go
by what the text says. Putting aside for the moment the question of whether the Jubilee cycle is 50 or 49
years, I can’t arbitrarily “assume” that Yahweh meant for them to start the count to Jubilees when they came
into the land—simply because this is not what the text says. Please produce the statement that tells us to
start the 49 year count when they come into the land? It simply does not exist. As you are so often fond of
saying, “that is your interpretation.”
Given the above items of consideration, I maintain that we cannot and should not expect Yahweh to
introduce the Jubilee cycle to a group of people who had never observed it before and expect them to
understand it the way Glenn explains that it had to be done. Certainly, an explanation is in order, and I
asked Glenn to give me a written explanation, which he willingly provided. I began the question to Glenn
in this manner:
Yahweh instructed the Israelites to keep the land Sabbath when they entered
the Promised Land, but eight years later He had them ignore His Jubilee
year. This is because ….
Here is how Glenn responded:
Yahweh doesn’t explain this in the text, but it is clear that keeping a year of
Jubilee at the start was not required. We know this because the text of
Leviticus 25 does not mention it or require it. He only required them to
keep it in the 50th year. So, it is not such a big problem as some may
believe.
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I would like to suggest that the reason He did not require a year of Jubilee
first is because they had not been living in the land very long. To keep a
Jubilee would require (as the text plainly states) that they count 49 years.
Since they had only been in the land 8 years, they could not be expected to
do this.
Again, they did not keep a Jubilee at the start, but then it is clear from the
text that Yahweh did not require it of them -- for whatever the reason.
Essentially what Glenn is saying here is this: The Jubilee year (which I don’t believe even happened
until 50 years after they entered the Land) really did come and go eight years after entering the Promised
Land, but it wasn’t observed because it wasn’t the right time yet. This would be like a student in the
public schools whose parents move during the school year. The new reading teacher tells the student that
at the end of every six-week grading period a book report is due. The student begins during the third
week of the second six-week period. At the end of the six week period the student does not submit a book
report. When asked for an explanation, he states, “You told me the book report is due at the end of every
six-week grading period, but I’ve only been here for three weeks. Therefore, I don’t begin working on the
project until a new grading period begins.” Do you really think a teacher will let the student get away
with this?
COMMENT: I offered my “suggestion” as to why the Jubilee year was not kept soon after they entered the
land of promise, and I believe it has great merit. Regardless of your analogy, regardless of the unanswered
questions, the point that needs to be repeated and stressed once again is that Yahweh simply did not require
them to keep that first Jubilee year. Therefore, it doesn’t matter how we feel about it, or whether we think it
is inconsistent to believe it—keeping a Jubilee year was not required until they had started and completed a
full 49 year count. And yet, we know a Jubilee year had to exist prior to the one declared, for the full period
of time from start to finish (as given in the text) is 58 years.
In the same way, Glenn has the Israelites entering the Promised Land during the course of an alreadyin-progress Jubilee cycle. Glenn even has them observing an important aspect of the Jubilee cycle, which
is the Sabbatical year.
COMMENT: Since a Sabbatical year is based on a shorter seven year cycle, that is not such a difficult
concept to grasp. Yahweh wanted them to begin to observe and know when these cycles were because they
are the foundation of all of the other cycles. And why is it so difficult to understand that a Jubilee cycle
would already be in progress? That is the most likely way that it would have happened. It would have been
very unlikely that they would just somehow come into the land on a Jubilee year, especially since we have
already seen evidence in the Genesis chronology of how the Sabbatical and Jubilee cycles go all the way back
to Creation. Yahweh intended for them to come into the land within about a year of their wilderness journey,
which would not have been a Jubilee year unless Yahweh was starting a totally new institution—which, again,
we have strong evidence that these Jubilee cycles go back to the year of Creation. So, if they had been worthy
of entering the land sooner, then our text would have read very differently (in regards to the count of years).
But they rebelled, and had to spend 40 years in the wilderness. So what are the odds that all the numbers
should just accidentally line up correctly? When you put the Exodus (as I have) in a Jubilee year, add the 1 ½
years and the 40 years, you end up with the Israelites coming into the land in middle of year 42 (which, by my
calculation, is a Sabbatical year—42 / 6 = 7)!! Then after 7 more years they begin a 7 X 7 year count to the
year of Jubilee—again, a perfect alignment between the Leviticus text and the Jubilee Calendar (based on the
Exodus taking place in a year of Jubilee).
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Yet, when the Jubilee year of that cycle arrives, Glenn has them ignore it. This is simply inconsistent
with the way Yahweh works. Yahweh specified a new concept … a Jubilee cycle … that was to begin
upon their entrance to the Promised Land.
COMMENT: Again, it is your “interpretation” that the Jubilee cycle (or Jubilee year) began when the
Israelites first entered the Promised Land. The text of Scripture simply does not say that. And if they did
indeed enter the land on a Sabbatical year, then it is mathematically impossible to arrive at any other
conclusion than that they were not required to keep the Jubilee year until they had spent a full Jubilee cycle
(plus eight more years) in the land of promise.
I maintain that when the Jubilee year arrived, it was observed, not ignored. Only when the Israelites
began drifting away from obedience to Yahweh’s laws did the Jubilee year begin to be ignored.
COMMENT: The only way we can “maintain” our views is to support them from Scripture. The text of
Leviticus 25 does not support the Israelites being required to keep a year of Jubilee until they had been in the
land 58 years (after a full 49 year count to that year of Jubilee).
If a new student arrives at a public school during the middle of a grading period, that student is
expected to participate along with the other students; so if a book report is due by the end of the grading
period, the new student has to produce a book report. Granted, he may be given a few breaks due to the
obvious adjustments that have to be made from his previous school program, as well as compensation for
the shorter amount of time he is given to read the book, but a book report is still due! However, to
complete the analogy, June and I maintain that the student didn’t arrive during the third week of the
grading period. Rather, he arrived at the “school break” just prior to the beginning of a new grading
period.
Like the new student who arrived at the “school break,” in the same way, the Israelites arrived during
a Jubilee year “break.”
COMMENT: Again, it is your “interpretation” that the Jubilee cycle (or Jubilee year) began when the
Israelites first entered the Promised Land. The text of Scripture simply does not say that. In regard to your
illustration, while it might be “expected” for a student to immediately begin catching up, that may not always
be a requirement for someone coming in at the last minute. How do we know that other rules may not apply,
and that children may be given more time to prepare for such a book report? If it is a major test or report that
requires knowledge extending over the entire semester of study, then it could be that coming to school 1
week before such a test may certainly require leniency on the part of the school. The Jubilee year is not in any
way a minor observance, it is a major! I believe the Israelites came to school “late” in the semester, and as
such were only required to take the standard “Sabbatical year” test, but not the “Jubilee year” test—since that
test required them to have the full and complete knowledge from the start of the semester.
The following year, they sowed the land and reaped a harvest. In fact, they sowed and reaped for six
years. During the seventh year, they observed the “Land Sabbath.” They repeated this cycle six more
times for a total of 49 years, and then they observed their first-ever Jubilee year. We believe this
understanding fits the context of Leviticus 25:1-12, whereas Glenn’s view requires force-fitting his
interpretation into the text.
In his commentary, Glenn explains, “Keeping a year of Jubilee at the start was not required. We
know this because the text of Leviticus 25 does not mention it or require it.” I answer that the reason it
isn’t mentioned is because it didn’t even occur until 50 years later. This would be akin to someone
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making a ridiculous claim that a new moon occurred on the 8th day of the month, and the reason no one
observed that new moon is because the text didn’t mention it or require it!
COMMENT: Regardless of your analogy, Yahweh simply did not require them to keep that first Jubilee
year. We know this because of what is actually stated in the text, not just because of what is not stated.
Therefore, it doesn’t matter what we think, or how we feel about the idea—keeping a Jubilee year is not
required until they had started and completed a full 49 year count. If this is in error, please show from the
actual text where the Israelites kept the Jubilee year just before the start of the 49 year count? It says they
kept a Sabbatical year when they came into the land, not a Jubilee year. Your answer that “the reason it isn’t
mentioned is because it didn’t even occur until 50 years later” creates as many problems as it is supposed to
solve. The bottom line is that the year they entered the land had to be either a Jubilee year or a Sabbatical
year, and the textual evidence supports it being a Sabbatical year. If it was a Jubilee year, why doesn’t it say
this plainly? If it was a Sabbatical year (which the text actual states), then where is the declared Jubilee year
between that time and 58 years later at the first declared Jubilee year? And even if you count the six years
sowing and one year Sabbatical as part of the 49 year count, since that first year prior to that was a Sabbatical
year you still do not have enough room for only one Jubilee year (1 + 49 + 1 = 51, not 50!!). If the first year
was a Sabbatical year (which the text supports), there had to have been another Jubilee year between the
entrance into the land and the first official Jubilee year that they were commanded to keep. But it is not
there.
I am displaying below the calendar that I believe makes the most sense with regard to the Israelites’
entrance into the Promised Land.

Comparing Opposing Jubilee Views Pertaining to the Israelites’ Entry into the Promised Land

With this scenario, the Israelites kept a land Sabbath upon entering into the Promised Land (Lev. 25:2), then they sowed and
reaped for six years before keeping another land Sabbath (Lev. 25:3). They numbered seven “Sabbaths of years” (Lev. 25:8),
then proclaimed liberty throughout the land, observing the year of Jubilee in the 50th year (Lev. 25:9-12). By deduction, we
can ascertain that the land Sabbath that they immediately kept upon entering the Promised Land was the year of Jubilee.
Notice that upon keeping this year of Jubilee, they sowed and reaped for six years, not five, as required by the opposing belief
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system. Moreover, the typology fits: Just as the land returns to its rightful owner during the year of Jubilee, the Promised
Land returned to its rightful owners the year the Israelites entered it! It is fitting that this was a Jubilee year.

As our study continues, we will focus on some objections raised by those of the persuasion that the
Jubilee cycle is only 49 years long. One argument is that the prophecy of Daniel chapter nine validates
49-year Jubilee cycles. We will address this argument in our next section.

30

4. The Prophecy of Daniel 9
W. Glenn Moore, in his study “Jubilee Cycles—49 or 50 Years?”, presents the understanding that the
prophecy of Daniel 9:24-27 proves that “the Jubilee cycles are intended to be 49 year cycles, not 50 year
cycles.”
The Prophecy of Daniel 9
The 70 week prophecy of Daniel 9 provides the first of several major keys to help us understand
that the Jubilee cycles are 49 year cycles, not 50 year cycles. We know this because 70 weeks (as
mentioned in the prophecy of Daniel 9) is equivalent to 70 X 7 or 490 years. 490 years is equal to
ten 49-year cycles, not 50-year cycles. While this is certainly significant, it may not be enough
evidence for some to accept. There is more.
In my book Discovering the Jewish Messiah I state it this way:
The reason Daniel receives the vision of the 70 weeks prophecy is because of what happened to
cause the 70 years of captivity. The reason Israel was taken into captivity for 70 years is because
the children of Israel had violated Yahweh’s Torah, rebelled against His commands, committed
evil throughout the land that He had given them, and violated the Sabbatical and Jubilee years. In
order for the land to receive its just rest, they were expelled from it for 70 years to fulfill the
number of sabbatical years in which it had failed to receive the rest that it was due. What,
therefore, is the conclusion of the matter? . . . The entire prayer of Daniel 9:1-19 is based upon,
and in fact is a response to the 70 years’ captivity. It is the “vision” that Jeremiah had received
concerning the desolation and captivity of Israel for 70 years (Jeremiah 25:1; 11-12) that Daniel is
concerned about. Moreover, it is the “matter” of how Yahweh allowed the land to keep the
Sabbatical years that it had been denied because of Israel’s sins (2 Chronicles 36:19-21).
Therefore, what follows in the account of Daniel must in some way be connected to the Jubilee
Calendar as it relates to the 70 years’ captivity. This is exactly what Daniel had been studying and
contemplating and praying earnestly about (Daniel 9:2).26
If Daniel basis his prophecy on the Jubilee cycles (as I have just shown), and the period of time
which his prophecy concerns is 70 times 7 (or 490 years), then he demonstrates by his testimony
that the Jubilee cycles are intended to be 49 year cycles, not 50 year cycles.27

With all due respect to the above author’s scholarship, I am inclined to reject his reasoning as more
wishful thinking than an offering of solid, persuasive evidence.
COMMENT: Wait! Hold your horses!! I didn’t make up all of this “evidence.” In 2 Chronicles 36:19-21 it
clearly and unambiguously states that the 70 year captivity was due to the fact that Israel had not kept the
Sabbatical years. Since the 70 week prophecy is clearly a response to the 70 year captivity, it truly is based
upon the Sabbatical / Jubilee years also. Note what it says in 2 Chronicles:
And they burnt the house of Elohim, and brake down the wall of Jerusalem, and burnt all
the palaces thereof with fire, and destroyed all the goodly vessels thereof.
And them that had escaped from the sword carried he away to Babylon; where they were
servants to him and his sons until the reign of the kingdom of Persia:

26
27

Discovering the Jewish Messiah Through the Prophecy of Daniel 9, by W. Glenn Moore, 2008, pps. 9-10.
Cf., Moore, W. Glenn, The Jubilee Code, 2008, pp. 63-64.
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To fulfil the word of Yahweh by the mouth of Jeremiah, until the land had enjoyed her
sabbaths: for as long as she lay desolate she kept sabbath, to fulfil threescore and ten years.
(2 Chronicles 36:19-21)
Based upon this clear and convincing evidence of the connection between these three prophecies I am also
inclined to reject your reasoning as more wishful thinking than an offering of solid, persuasive evidence. If
this is merely wishful thinking on my part, then why did you ignore the evidence that was presented?
Now, as it turns out, I am not the only one who sees the connection between these three prophecies. Here
are some links to websites which also present the same evidence as I have presented here, evidence which
links the Jubilees and Sabbaticals to Ezekiel 4, the 70 years captivity, and ultimately to the prophecy of Daniel
9. I believe there are more websites which mention this issue, but at this time do not have that information:
Daniel Revelation Bible Studies, Lesson 41, A Test of Loyalty
http://www.danielrevelationbiblestudies.com/Lesson_41_Daniel_A_Test_of_Loyalty.htm
430 Years of Rebellion
During the 70 years of captivity in Babylon, God anointed two prophets, Daniel and Ezekiel.
. . . . Notice this sign: ‘…This will be a sign to the house of Israel…[Ezekiel] lie on your left
side and put the sin of the house of Israel upon yourself. You are to bear their sin for the
number of days you lie on your side. So for 390 days you will bear the sin of the house of
Israel. After you have finished this, lie down again, this time on your right side, and bear the
sin of the house of Judah. I have assigned you 40 days, a day for each year.” (Ezekiel 4:3,6,
insertion mine) This text is important because God indicates the length of rebellion of the
twelve tribes as 430 years. (390 + 40 = 430) This number should catch your attention
because it is the same number of years that Israel spent in Egypt. (Exodus 12:41) These two
separate and distinct instances of 430 years have three things in common: apostasy, timing
and vigil. . . . It should be noted that when Israel violated 70 Sabbath years, God sent them
into captivity! How do we know this? Ezekiel performed the “430 day” sign for all of Israel
to see. There are exactly 70 Sabbatical years in 430 years. In other words, the Babylonian
captivity was 70 years in length because that is the exact number of Sabbath years Israel
violated. Remember God’s threat in Leviticus 26:34,35? “Then the land will enjoy its
Sabbath years all the time that it lies desolate and you are in the country of your enemies;
then the land will rest and enjoy its Sabbaths. All the time that it lies desolate, the land will
have the rest it did not have during the Sabbaths you lived in it.” This text demonstrates the
last significant point in common between these separate 430-year periods. God keeps vigil.
He does not sleep. He is very much aware of everything that takes place on Earth and He
will step into the affairs of men when the timing is just right.
. . . . The land enjoyed its Sabbath rests; all the time of its desolation it rested, until the
seventy years were completed in fulfillment of the word of the Lord spoken by Jeremiah.” (2
Chronicles 36:17-21, insertion mine) Again, the reason for the Babylonian captivity is simple
and obvious. God handed Israel over to Nebuchadnezzar because of their disloyalty. They
refused to keep His Sabbaths, so He evicted them and the land rested 70 years.
Zooming Forward
. . . Daniel was aware of the Jubilee calendar. He also understood how the “week of years”
synchronized and knew that 536/5 B.C. was a “Friday year,” as well as the 70th or final year
of captivity.
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Obviously, this article is based upon the same by Larry Wilson:
The Question of Loyalty, Day Star, January, 2002, by Larry Wilson
http://www.wake-up.org/daystar/ds2002/JanA.htm
Here is another reference:
How do we know the Shmittah (Sabbath) and Yovel (Jubilee) Year Cycle?
http://jewsandjoes.com/blog/how-do-we-know-the-shmittah-year-cycle/
The Babylonian captivity (605-536 B.C.) lasted seventy years because Israel violated 70
Sabbath years. (Leviticus 26:31-35; 2 Chronicles 36:21,22) God reckoned the apostacy of
Judah and Israel to be 430 years. (Ezekiel 4:5,6) The number of Sabbath years in 430 years is
70! This proves mathematically a Jubilee cycle has to be a repetition of “seven sevens” which
is 49 years. God established the annual feast of Pentecost as an annual “shadow” of the
Jubilee Calendar. The 50th day always fell on the first day of the week. –Wake Up America
There are others. The point is that this view is by no means a “private interpretation,” nor one which is not
well known.
First, we need to bear in mind that the word “Jubilee” never appears in Daniel chapter 9, nor does it
appear in the entire book of Daniel. Secondly, for those who might argue that the concept of the Jubilee
cycle is presented in Daniel 9, I can only ask, “How?” and “Where?” [Note: See my arguments above for
the “How” and the “Where!”] Let’s take a look at Daniel 9:24-27 to see if we can answer these questions:
24

Seventy weeks are determined upon thy people and upon thy holy city,
to finish the transgression, and to make an end of sins, and to make
reconciliation for iniquity, and to bring in everlasting righteousness, and to
seal up the vision and prophecy, and to anoint the most Holy.
25
Know therefore and understand, that from the going forth of the
commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem unto the Messiah the Prince
shall be seven weeks, and threescore and two weeks: the street shall be built
again, and the wall, even in troublous times.
26
And after threescore and two weeks shall Messiah be cut off, but not for
himself: and the people of the prince that shall come shall destroy the city
and the sanctuary; and the end thereof shall be with a flood, and unto the
end of the war desolations are determined.
27
And he shall confirm the covenant with many for one week: and in the
midst of the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the oblation to cease, and
for the overspreading of abominations he shall make it desolate, even until
the consummation, and that determined shall be poured upon the desolate.
The above prophecy is commonly referred to as “the seventy weeks’ prophecy.” It is not known as
“the Jubilee prophecy.” Not only does the word “Jubilee” not appear in this passage, but neither is there a
mention of 50 years. For that matter, neither is there a mention of 49 years.
COMMENT: In Daniel 9 it does indeed mention a period of 49 years, very similar to that which is
mentioned in the text of Leviticus 25. Here is what it says:
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…from the going forth of the commandment to restore and to build Jerusalem unto the
Messiah the Prince shall be seven weeks… (Daniel 9:25)
Seven weeks (of years) is exactly 49 years. Leviticus 25 says almost the same thing, only calling them
“Sabbaths” instead of weeks (which is understandable, since these two words are often used interchangeably
in Scripture):
And thou shalt number seven sabbaths of years unto thee, seven times seven years; and the
space of the seven sabbaths of years shall be unto thee forty and nine years. (Leviticus 25:8)
How much clearer of a connection do we need?
The fact that “seventy weeks” of years is equivalent to 490 years, which is ten 49-year cycles, does
not mean that a Jubilee cycle must consist of 49 years.
COMMENT: If, as I have demonstrated earlier, there is a connection between Ezekiel 4, the 70 years
captivity, and this 70 week prophecy, then it certainly does indicate that a Jubilee cycle “must consist of 49
years.” In order to get 70 land rest years in 430 years, you have to use 49 year cycles—otherwise, the
calculation will fall short of the required number. Also a cycle of 49 years is mentioned in the text of Daniel
9—i.e., “seven weeks.”
In the meantime, please bear in mind that we need to be careful not to read too much into any texts …
including the prophecy of Daniel 9:24-27. The word “Jubilee” does not appear in this prophecy, yet it is
argued that this prophecy “proves” a 49-year Jubilee cycle. We urge great caution when it comes to
interpreting Scripture and infusing our interpretations into any text.
COMMENT: Here in this entire presentation on Daniel 9 we have a serious disregard of several major pieces
of evidence, evidence which I did present in detail in my book on that same prophecy (a book, by the way,
that Larry was very helpful in both editing and offering suggestions for!). For instance, Larry has focused on
just the primary text dealing with the 70 week prophecy (Daniel 9:24-27). However, he has completely
ignored the context upon which that passage is based upon. In the first few verses of Daniel 9, Daniel states
his concern regarding the 70 year captivity predicted by Jeremiah (which was soon to end). [We can suppose
that Daniel knew when the 70 years would end, does that make Daniel a “date setter” because he knew when
the prophecy would end? Why yes, it does!] Does the prophecy of the 70 year captivity (which is clearly the
basis for the 70 week prophecy) tie in directly to the Jubilees? Yes it does, and here is the evidence (evidence
Larry knows about, but does not deal with at all in his response). Quoting directly from my book Discovering
the Jewish Messiah, pp. 21-23, it says this:
I will here demonstrate that there is a direct connection between the seventy weeks
prophecy of Daniel 9, the 70-year prophecy of Jeremiah 25 and the 430-year prophecy of
Ezekiel chapter four.
Earlier in this chapter I mentioned a prophecy in Ezekiel 4:4-6. In that prophecy,
Ezekiel is commanded to demonstrate to the people how they had sinned against Yahweh,
using a day for a year. 390 days are used to illustrate the time of Israel’s rebel-lion, and 40
days are used to illustrate the period of time during which Judah had sinned against Yahweh
(a day for a year). When you add this up, it comes to 430 days (which represent years). It is
interesting to note that the 430 years within the Jubilee calendar contain exactly 61
Sabbatical years, including nine Jubilee years, for a total of 70 Sabbatical/Jubilee years.
During those 430 years of rebellion, both Israel and Judah had neglected the observance of
61 Sabbatical years and nine Jubilee years — a total of 70 Sabbatical/Jubilee years that were
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snubbed by nations who were supposed to live as Yahweh’s chosen people. Please
remember, the 70-year captivity was given to Judah for her rebellion against Yahweh in not
keeping the Sabbatical/Jubilee years, and not letting the captives go free in the year of
Jubilee. In the following chart, I will demonstrate the full 430-year period, highlighting the
61 Sabbatical years, along with the nine jubilee years:
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Jeremiah predicted that Israel would go into captivity for 70 years because of the sin of
not keeping the Sabbatical years, and now we have confirmed mathematically that the 430
years of Israel’s sin (using a day for year, as Ezekiel specifically states) are directly linked to
the Jubilee Calendar. We know this because there are exactly 70 Sabbatical/Jubilee Years
within a period of 430 years. The 70 years captivity would therefore be directly linked with
the 430 years that Israel had rebelled against Yahweh (as Ezekiel tells us in chapter 4 of his
prophecy). Does this mean that the prophecy of Daniel 9 is also connected with the Jubilee
Calendar? Yes, it does!
Now, having established that Daniel 9, the 70 year captivity, and the prophecy of Ezekiel 4 are all directly
connected, I would like to challenge Larry to produce a table similar to the one shown above—a table which
will produce exactly 70 Sabbatical/Jubilee years within a period of only 430 years (using 50 year cycles in place
of 49 year cycles). If he can do this (following the exact pattern given in Scripture), then I will heartily
embrace the 50 year cycles and abandon the 49 year cycles. And let us not forget that Daniels’ prophecy of
70 weeks is based on the 70 year captivity, which is itself based upon the Jubilee and Sabbatical years the Jews
failed to observe while they lived in the land. If this is indeed the case (and I have presented extensive
evidence here for your consideration) then it is perfectly acceptable to use the 490 years (70 week prophecy)
to determine the length of a Jubilee cycle (49 years).
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5. Historical Evidence for Jubilee Years?
Another argument promoted by Glenn Moore in support of his position that the Jubilee cycle consists
of 49 years involves what he believes to be supportive historical evidence. While I respect his desire to
seek historical evidence, I feel I should point out that even if Glenn truly can pinpoint a specific year that
was observed as a Sabbatical year, or even a Jubilee year, this does not automatically validate his position,
for we must recognize the possibility that those who observed a certain Sabbatical year may have been
observing it during the wrong year.
Shown below is Glenn’s historical argument, as found in chapter six of his book The Jubilee Code:
Historical Alignments
There are many historically and chronologically verified dates in which it is recorded that Israel
kept Sabbatical years both prior to and after the coming of the Messiah. This first reference
clearly refers to a “seventh year,” and the statement is made in the year in which Alexander began
his invasion of the Persian empire. The date Alexander came into Judea on his mission to
conquer all of Persia was the year 332/31 BCE. That year, according to our examination of the
historical record, as pointed out also in the Zuckermann Table, was indeed a Sabbatical year—and
can be proven as much. The Zuckermann Table is a list of Sabbatical years published by Benedict
Zuckermann in 1866 CE, in which he offers substantial evidence of the Sabbatical years. In 1901,
Emil Shurer reinforced the accuracy of the Zuckermann findings with his own research, and so
we find their conclusions to be very reliable.28
In the Zuckermann Table, one of the first mentioned Sabbatical year dates is 332/31 BCE. It is in
this year that Alexander gives an exemption to the Jews from taxation because it is a Sabbatical
year. The record of this event is found in Antiquities of the Jews, by the Jewish historian Josephus.
In this account Josephus clearly suggests that this took place right after Alexandar took Gaza:
when the seven months of the siege of Tyre were over, and the two months of the
siege of Gaza, Sanballat died. Now Alexander, when he had taken Gaza, made
haste to go up to Jerusalem29

Soon after this he states (concerning Alexander’s generosity):
but the next day he called them to him, and bid them ask what favors they pleased
of him; whereupon the high priest desired that they might enjoy the laws of their
forefathers, and might pay no tribute on the seventh year. He granted all they
desired.30

If indeed Alexander “granted all they desired” immediately, then both conditions were met. By
implication, then, it was a Sabbatical year already. Alexander took Gaza in 332 BCE, during the
month of November. Since the Jews were very concerned about being granted an exemption for
sabbatical years at this time, it strongly suggests that such an event was already in progress. This
makes it very likely that 332/331 would be a sabbatical year.
28

In 1866 Benedict Zuckermann published his proposed table of sabbatical years throughout the second-temple period. While
we do not use popular opinion to determine whether something is true or not, it should be noted that Zuckermann’s views are
considered the “orthodox” position. In the year 1973 Ben Zion Wacholder published his own table of sabbatical years ["The
Calendar of Sabbatical Cycles During the Second temple and the Early Rabbinic Period," Hebrew Union College Annual 44
(1973)]. Wacholder’s dates are listed as six months later than the proposed dates of Zuckerman. While some chronologists
(such as Wacholder and others) have attempted to contradict the findings of Zuckermann, a careful examination of
Zuckermann’s findings strongly suggest that his original conclusions are the correct ones all along.
29
Antiquities of the Jews, by Josephus, Book 11, Chapter 8, Section 4-5.
30
Ibid.
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There are many other sabbatical years which can be identified even more certainly from the time
Greece conquered Palestine to the time Rome squelched the second Jewish revolt of Bar
Kochba. All such evidence has already been presented in chapter 4, and together this evidence
supports continuous Sabbatical year cycles. If these cycles were intended to be 50 year cycles,
then such a difference between 49 and 50 year cycles would have been seen over a period of
several hundred years. However, the cycles which can be demonstrated from this data are shown
to be continuous 49 year periods and, therefore, Jubilee cycles associated with them can only be
49 year cycles (not 50 year cycles).
Sabbatical years have been documented and confirmed for BCE years 332/331, 164/163,
136/135, 38/37, and CE years 68/69 and 138/139. Zuckerman himself lists the years 136/135,
38/37, and 68/69 as having the strongest historical support. From my own research I find that
years of Jubilee (while they were not generally kept at that time) can also be confirmed for the
years 457/456 BCE and 132/133 CE. [Keep in mind that the purpose of this “double dating” is
to indicate that the year in question begins in the fall of one year and ends in the fall of the next
year.] This is based upon the fulfillment of the prophecy of Daniel 9, the timing of the Bar
Kochba revolt, evidence found in the Zuckermann Table of 1856 and other evidence as I have
presented in my book Discovering the Jewish Messiah.31

In reviewing the above explanation, I would like to focus on the claim that the year in which
Alexander gave an exemption to the Jews from taxation was a Sabbatical year. As pointed out by Mr.
Moore, and recorded by Josephus, when Alexander asked the Jews what favor he might grant them, the
high priest asked that the Jews be granted an exemption from paying tribute during the seventh year. As
we know from the historical record, Alexander granted this wish. Glenn concludes, “If indeed Alexander
‘granted all they desired’ immediately, then both conditions were met. By implication, then, it was a
Sabbatical year already.”
This conclusion is more wishful thinking than reasonable conclusion. The high priest requested an
exemption from tribute “on the seventh year.” Josephus did not add anything to the effect of, “For that
year was indeed the seventh year” or “that year was indeed the Sabbatical year.” Glenn is left to presume
that it was, and then, equipped with his presumption, expect his reader to believe that he has furnished us
with evidence of a Sabbatical year. Truly, if the year 332/331 BCE was a Sabbatical year, I would have
expected Josephus to have added such an important detail to his report. The fact that he did not leaves me
with the impression that Josephus understood that the seventh year had not yet arrived, and the high
priest’s request was in anticipation of an upcoming Sabbatical year. The two key words in the above
quote, then, are the words “If” and “immediately.” Certainly, “IF” the Jews’ wish was granted for that
“IMMEDIATE” year, it was a Sabbatical year, but to presume it was with no additional information to go
on is little more than wishful thinking.
COMMENT: It is not enough to determine only one Sabbatical year observed in history, we must determine
at least 2 or more. Attempting to focus all of our attention on what could be the “weakest” historical date for
a Sabbatical year, while ignoring all of the other evidence which clearly points to several “confirmed”
historical dates, is truly amazing! And if those dates are indeed “confirmed” would they not show evidence of
whether the Jews were keeping 50 as opposed to 49 year cycles? Yes it would, and it does!! The historical
evidence proves that the Jews kept continuous seven year cycles from about the time of Alexander the Great
all the way to the Bar Kochba revolt almost 500 years later. Even if you did not consider the 332/331 date as
being confirmed, you still have to deal with several other dates which are indeed confirmed—dates extending
over at least three centuries. Please note that Larry did not address any of those other dates, only the one
which he found to be the “weakest” argument. If you will read my statements again you will also see that I
31
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viewed that date as one of the “weaker” arguments, but I did not base my entire historical analysis strictly on
that one date alone. Combined with all the other dates which I have established beyond question, these dates
prove that if any of the Jews kept Jubilee cycles in the post temple era, they would have been 49 year cycles,
not 50 year cycles. And since our Messiah lived in that “post temple era” he would have been well aware of
those cycles and would have said something against them if they were in error. However, I know of nothing
that the Messiah said against that particular issue.
However, to follow up on the point I made in the opening paragraph to this section, even if Glenn
could pinpoint a certain year during which it is certain the Jews observed a Sabbatical year, we must
consider the possibility that those who observed that year as a Sabbatical year may have been observing it
during the wrong year. Moreover, I have seen such disagreements among chronologists over the dating of
ancient events that I find it very difficult to accept statements such as, “Sabbatical years have been
documented and confirmed for BCE years 332/331, 164/163, 136/135, 38/37, and CE years 68/69 and
138/139.” I urge great caution before accepting such statements as fact.
COMMENT: Once again, Larry has completely ignored the bulk of my evidence, while focusing on what he
considers to be my weakest argument (that regarding the year 332/331 BCE). I strongly suggest that all the
evidence regarding the other dates I mentioned needs to be examined closely. I urge great caution also,
before accepting Larry’s conclusion that those dates are not based upon sound evidence. In my book The
Jubilee Code, and in my Jubilee Calendar, I have documented these dates extensively.
Conclusion
I believe if we are faithful to the text of Scripture, we can only conclude that Yahweh intends us to
understand that a Jubilee cycle can only consist of 50 years … nothing more, nothing less. To do
otherwise requires drumming up new rules that can only be explained in terms of “exceptions” to the rule.
I am fully persuaded that there is great significance to the number seven, and since 49 is a multiple of
seven (7 x 7), I am not surprised that there is also significance to the number 49. In fact, I am persuaded
that there is such a thing as “layers of cycles.” Maybe even “cycles within cycles.” In other words, there
is a Jubilee cycle of 50 years, plus there may also be a 49-year cycle with its own significance. Moreover,
there may also be an underlying 7-year cycle with its own significance as well. Thus, I am not saying that
certain significant historical events occurring at the end of a 49-year cycle are mere coincidence. I am
only stating that, according to Scripture, those cycles are not to be understood as Jubilee cycles.
COMMENT: Larry, these are interesting theories, but I believe that the only reason you have brought this up
is because in my book The Jubilee Code, and in The Jubilee Calendar, I clearly point to significant evidence that
many major events in the life of the patriarchs, as well as modern day events, take place around 49 year cycles,
with most of the key events either taking place in a 49th or a 50th year (which is also year 1 of the next cycle).
It was nice of you to bring up this point, however, divorced from the original context the reader may not
understand (unless they read my book, The Jubilee Code, which I doubt since it has only had a limited release at
this point). Not being familiar with the issues, most people will not know what you are referring to. Here, let
me quote from the chapter “Amazing Mathematical Alignments,” pp. 21-23.
If the year when the flood ended was a Jubilee year, then the calculation of lifespans
from the end of the flood to the birth of Isaac will yield another amazing alignment with the
Jubilee cycles. The texts and the numbers which they mention are found here:
Just do the math—392 ÷ 49 = 8.
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The flood lasted an entire year and ended two years before the birth of Arphaxed.
Sodom and Gomorrah were destroyed about the same time Abram was 99 years old. He was
then told that he would have a son (Isaac) about the same time next year. So, between the
start of the flood and the destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah there are also 8 jubilee
cycles. The texts and the numbers which they mention are found here:
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Just do the math—392 ÷ 49 = 8.
If the birth of Isaac takes place on a year of Jubilee, then we can continue our
calculations to reveal another amazing alignment. Between the birth of Isaac and the end of
the seven years of famine in Egypt contains exactly 4 Jubilee cycles. The texts and the
numbers which they mention are found here:

Just do the math—196 ÷ 49 = 4.
We could continue on, but the point has been made. There are several alignments
between the chronologies of Scripture and the Jubilee cycles, and there are many more
alignments which we have yet to demonstrate. The important point to remember is that we
“did the math” and found that in Scripture there are many alignments which reveal the
presence of a “Jubilee Code.” It is not an imaginary code, it is real, and it is there—hidden in
plain sight in the texts of the Bible! And there is more to come!
Finally, although proponents of the Jubilee cycle focus their attention on prophetic timelines as it
relates to the upcoming millennium and the Messiah’s return, I want to make it clear that we should each
be cognizant that, indeed, we are in the last days. The Messiah’s impending return is closer than many of
us realize, and we need to regard this as a warning to turn to Yahweh before it’s too late. When I turned
my life over to Yahweh, I realized that I had been doing things my own way and that I needed to chart a
different course. The only place I knew of to turn to was His Word. This is where I learned of Yahweh’s
plan of salvation for those who, like me, need guidance. Yahweh sent His Son Yeshua to show us how to
please the Father, and then He gave His life for us, shedding His blood for the remission of sins that are
past (Romans 3:25). He didn’t shed His blood in our stead in order to allow us to keep sinning. Rather,
we are to “walk in newness of life,” no longer slaves of sin, but slaves to righteousness (Romans 6). Of
course, as the Apostle John understood, this doesn’t mean we will be free from sin, but we can take
comfort in knowing that we have Yeshua as our Advocate before the Father (I John 2:1). If we
understand these things, we can walk without fear. We won’t need to worry about predicting the date of
Yeshua’s return, even though we eagerly anticipate that day. I personally have enough daily concerns to
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preoccupy my time, so I am more concerned about being ready for the day of Yeshua’s return than I am
about setting the date for His return.
COMMENT: For the most part, I agree with your comments here. The Messiah is coming soon, so we must
get ready (spiritually as well as physically) for that day. My summation will be given at the conclusion of this
response.
As a reminder, however, of how amazingly accurate the Jubilee Calendar is in “lining up” many Biblical
events, please note a sample page from that calendar which includes information about the service of Jacob as
well as the seven years plenty and seven years of famine in Egypt:
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APPENDIX
Dr. William Smith's Dictionary of the Bible: Comprising Its Antiquities, Biography, Geography, and
Natural History
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This screen shot displays the top five “hits” generated when doing a “Google search” for “Jubilee cycle years
Messiah.” All five web sites support the belief that a Jubilee cycle consists of 49 years:

MY FINAL COMMENTS:
Having said all of this, it is important that I now focus strictly on the issue of the Jubilee cycles—for this is
the main area of contention. Evidently, Larry has not completely covered the issues which I brought up in
that single chapter of my book, The Jubilee Code. While I could go into great detail, it might be better to
summarize my major points (many of which were ignored in Larry’s response). It might be better to simply
present an overview or outline of the evidence and a link to more information posted on the internet. Here is
a summary of the basic facts as presented in my study of the Jubilees:
1) In Exodus 20 the Sabbath is commanded in honor of the fact that Yahweh created the earth in six
days and rested on the seventh day. Leviticus 25 is a direct parallel, as it also indicates that the land is
to have a Sabbath rest after six years of work, which also ties it in directly with the first week of
creation. Since the weekly cycle has remained unchanged from the beginning of creation, we can only
conclude (based upon these clear facts) that the Sabbatical cycles have also remained unchanged from
the time of creation.
2) In the book of Daniel, chapter 9, the 70 week prophecy gives solid evidence of being based upon the
70 year prophecy of the Babylonian captivity, which was itself founded upon the Jubilee and
Sabbatical cycles. Since that prophecy is in harmony with 49 year cycles instead of 50 year cycles (70 X
7 = 490, not 500), it is another strong piece of evidence to support 49 year Jubilee cycles.
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3) Historically, Sabbatical cycles have been tracked all the way from 332 BCE to 139 CE. These cycles
clearly follow repeating 7 year cycles, which would prove that the Jubilees would also have to follow
49 year cycles as well.
4) Judaism is foundational to an understanding of Torah. As such, the practices of Judaism (at the time
of the Messiah) must be considered central to a better understanding of Torah. When the Messiah
came about 2000 years ago, he did not introduce sweeping changes in the Jewish faith. Instead, the
Messiah only corrected the Jews concerning the finer points of the law. As such, it is only reasonable
to conclude that He would have been in agreement with them concerning the timing of the weekly
Sabbaths as well as the Sabbatical years, since He never once hinted that a change was needed in those
areas. We know for a certainty that the Jews at the time of Messiah were keeping Sabbatical cycles
based upon repeating seven year cycles, therefore (since he did not speak out against it) the Messiah
would have been in agreement with them.
5) The Book of Jubilees demonstrates that Jubilee cycles were historically understood by normative
Judaism to be 49 year, not 50 year, cycles. This book was published 2 centuries before the Messiah,
and was extremely popular among many Jews.
6) The evidence as presented in my book The Jubilee Code indicates that there are several major historical
alignments between the Jubilee cycles and the chronology of Genesis. Since these alignments are
based upon 49 year cycles, this would clearly rule out cycles of 50 years. It is true, we might assign one
or two of these alignments to coincidence, but after finding seven or more alignments it becomes
clear that it is not just a coincidence.
7) The Jubilee cycles of 49 years with a special 50th year added are paralleled by the Pentecost cycle of
49 days with a special added 50th day of Pentecost. Since the Pentecost cycle does not alter the typical
weekly cycle on the day of Pentecost, neither does the Jubilee cycle change the Sabbatical cycles on
the year of Jubilee.
8) Rabbinic opinion is conflicting, sometimes supporting 50 year cycles and sometimes supporting 49
year cycles. However, as noted earlier, the Rabbinic practice (over a period of several centuries) has
consistently demonstrated their belief in 49 year cycles. When we actually follow one of the main
formulas from the Talmud used to determine Sabbatical years (as given in my Jubilee Calendar), we find
that it is not only based upon 49 year cycles, but it is in complete harmony with the Sabbatical years
given in my Jubilee Calendar.
Based upon the evidence as presented here, the Sabbatical cycles are known to be continually repeating cycles
of 7 year periods. If the Sabbatical cycles are continuous, this is conclusive evidence that the 49 year Jubilee
cycles are also continuous.
Evidently, Larry does not fully consider the evidence regarding the actual observance of continuous
Sabbatical cycles in Judaism, he does not fully consider the evidence of 49 year cycles found in the Genesis
chronology, and he only faintly considers the book of Jubilees—and basis his rejection of its 49 year cycles on
the fact that it was condemned by the Christian church four centuries later—the same church that
condemned millions to the flames for teaching and living by Scripture. His whole argument is based on his
belief that the year of Jubilee must be used to adjust the timing of the Sabbatical cycles. As I stated early and
have repeatedly stated, the Jubilee year is the exception to the rule of sowing six years and resting on the
Sabbatical year. He does not seem to make the connection (as I and many others have) between the
continuous Sabbatical year cycles and the continuous weekly Sabbath cycle (both originating at Creation), nor
does he seem to realize that the 70 week prophecy of Daniel 9 is based upon the 70 year desolation predicted
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by Jeremiah (which is itself based upon the Jubilee cycles, according to 2 Chronicles 36 as compared with
Ezekiel 4:4-6). Since the sum total of 390 and 40 days equals 430 (Ezekiel 4), and 430 is given as a day for a
year and is connected with the 70 years desolation, it follows that the 70 Sabbatical years which were not kept
would be found in the 430 years. The only way you can come up with 70 Sabbatical/Jubilee years in 430
years is to use 49 year cycles, making the 50th year the first year of the next cycle. You simply cannot get 70
Sabbatical/Jubilee years in 430 years based upon 50 year cycles—it simply does not, cannot, and will not
ever work.
In conclusion I believe that Larry has made a noble attempt to respond to the issues surrounding the Jubilees.
However, I find that his examination of this issue is incomplete, it is biased, and in error. Frankly, it does not
take into account all of the evidence which is available to us from various sources. Even the last source that
he has “copied” and placed toward the end of his study (Dr. William Smith's Dictionary of the Bible, under
“Chronology.”) expresses the view that they cannot be certain whether the Jubilee cycles are 49 or 50 years in
length, as evidence can be found to support both views.
============
I want to thank Larry Acheson for allowing me to express my views in this regard, even though we obviously
disagree. He, of course, is certainly free to give a rebuttal to the statements I have made here. However, I
think it best if this response of mine would be the last from me, so that I may be free to pursue other matters.
Debates have their place, but I do not believe endless debates will bring us closer to the truth—only the
working of the spirit of Yahweh in our lives, as He works out our salvation from within us.
If anyone is interested in studying this further, my studies in regards to the Jubilees can be found at the link
provided here:
http://www.itsaboutthattime.net/
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