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the ratio describing the relationship between a circle’s circumference and its diameter. For a brief moment, I thought little of my incidental
observation, thinking of it as a numeric anomaly and having no reason to believe the Tabernacle as round at that point. But then I read the
next verse, which shook me to the core of my being. In English, Exodus 26:13 reads, “And a cubit on the one side, and a cubit on the other
side of that which remaineth in the length of the curtains of the tent, ,it shall hang over the sides of the tabernacle on this side and on that
side, to cover it If this single cubit was deducted from the 315 cubit tally of the curtains, the adjusted length would amount to 314, which is
a near perfect multiple of the constant. Within seven verses of the Exodus account, I had discovered, or shall I say rediscovered, the most
accurate approximation of  ever recorded by the ancient world. T wasn’t exactly sure what it meant at that point in time, but I intuitively
understood somehow that what I had discovered was of great significance; and I strongly suspected the Tabernacle to be round.
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The months that followed my initial 314 or  discovery I can only compare to drinking from a fire hose, as I would need to produce much
more than a single number in order for the discovery to be meaningful. The rest of the Exodus account had to also describe that which was
round. Thus, in order to test a round Hebrew Tabernacle hypothesis, another technically viable model would need to be proposed, which
coincides with the description provided in the original Hebrew narrative. For the round Tabernacle theory to be validated, all specifications,
including material type, material size, material weight, fabrication processes, arrangement, interconnection, relative positioning, functions,
etc., must coincide with the Hebrew Exodus texts, and must yield a viable structure as well. Being a real-world physical structure, the
Tabernacle is much more than a Sunday school study or a Jewish fable; it’s a case where etymology and engineering must dwell together in
perfect harmony.

Within a few short months, the engineering calculations and the Hebrew language research did more than validate the round Tabernacle '
hypothesis; it became clear that an elegant and majestic yurt-like structure has been hidden in plain sight in the Hebrew text for thousands of
years. But it was obvious that publishing an engineering analysis or computer model and even disclosing a thorough verse-by-verse Hebrew
exegesis would not be enough; for tradition and translation bias still rules supreme—as does the human mind’s affinity to images. To that
end, this book was written and illustrated—so that the reader might see the glory of God’s dwelling place.

Is your God a talented engineer and designer? I know that mine is... because he gave me the plans to build his dwelling place.

-Andrew Hoy
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“And | will sanctify the tabernacle of the congregation... :
~And I will dwell among the children of Israel, and will be their God. | 9 i
And they shall know that I am the LORD their God, :
¥ - that brought them forth out of the land of Egypt, | . )
- that | may dwell among them: | am the LORD their God.””

~ Exodus 29:44-46 ~ -
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““...there were thunders and lightnings,
and a thick cloud upon the mount...and
Moses brought forth the people out of
the camp to meet with God...”

~ Exodus 19:16-17, KJV ~
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hat if God gave you a complete set of the original plans to his house? Would you look at
them with great interest, or would you instead dismiss them as being of no significance?

What if God gave the entife nation of Israel detailed plans to his house thousands of years ago,
but the plans have since been lost in translation and obscured by tradition? Would you want a
way to decipher the original plans to his house?
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Introducing God’s House

Nearly 3,500 years have passed since liberated Fgyptian slaves built God’s
“Tabernacle”, or “dwelling place”, in the Sinai wilderness. According to Bible
accounts, this famous Tabernacle was unique, in that it was not conceived
by man or constructed arbitrarily; the book of Exodus describes how Moses
received special plans for the tinique tent directly from God on Mount Sinai.

Constructed at the beginning of Israel’s wilderness wanderings using only
wood, fabric, leather, and precious metals, the Tabernacle is usually perceived
in this context: as a portable tent and temporary worship center. However,
this special tent easily outlasted all of its builders. The Tabernacle served as ‘
God’s house for nearly five centuries after the Mount Sinai revelation. Yet, the
tent’s lifespan should come as no surprise, especially as the Tabernacle plans
‘were given to Israel as part of an everlasting covenant.

Unfortunately, centuries after the Israelites settled in the Promised Land, the
Tabernacle was eventually forgotten. As Israel demanded a monarchy in place
of their theocratic system of government under God’s law, with God as their
king, government reforms resulted in religious transformations, at which point

the Tabernacle was discontinued. The exact year and circumstances under =
- which the Tabernacle was no longer used might be subject to debate; some

presume it may have been result of Philistine invasion, others believe it was due
to natural disaster; still others might speculate that it was simply dismantled to
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reclaim its precious metals, which would be worth tens of millions in today’s dollars. Regardless )
of which event prompted the Tabernacle’s downfall, it is clear that during this period of political | ‘ H ouse Of DaVl d ’
turmoil and religious upheaval, the Israelites lacked the conviction to either maintain or restore

God’s original dwelling place. Whatever the case, the fact remains that the tent that was once “90 and tell David my servant, Th_US
known to host God’s presence would not be experienced by future generations. In effect, the | saith the LORD, Thou shalt not build
Tabernacle would be reduced to legend, relegated to ancient history and distant memories. But | M€ an house to dwell in: For I have
this is not to say that Israel had just given the Tabernacle up for nothing—they would come to not dwelt in an house since the day that

yearn for something else to fill the void. | brought up Israel unto this day; but
have gone from tent to tent, and from

. _ one tabernacle to another. \Wheresoever
The New House Conceived , ; I have walked with all Israel, spake | a

Perhaps surviving a generation of turmoil and war during the reign of King Saul, it seems that word to any of the judges of Israel,

the condition, or perhaps the humble nature of God’s dwelling place, came to be at the forefront | whom I commanded to feed my people,

of David’s mind. Acquiring massive wealth, power, and affluence over the course of his lifetime, saying, Why have ye not built me an

David began to lament what he perceived to be misappropriated blessings, saying to the prophet | house of cedars? : }

Nathan, “Lo, I dwell in an house of cedars, but the ark of the covenant of the LORD remaineth B e mare i e e R LORD

under curtains” (1 Chronicles 17:1). While Nathan’s initial response was to encourage David in his will build thee an house. And it shall

building vision, Nathan received a different—and probably unexpected—message from God, which come to pass, when thy days be expired

he delivered to David the following day (1 Chronicles 17:4-6, 10-15). that thou must go to be with thy fathers, /
} that | will raise up thy seed after thee,

It might have been hard for David to hear God’s objection to his Temple building plans, given his which shall be of thy sons; and I will

personal passion and the mixed messianic overtones scattered throughout the revelation, but establish his kingdom. He shall build

Nathan’s remarks should have absolved David of any guilt or sense of obligation that he apparently me an house, and | will establish his

developed in the climax of his reign. Regardless of Nathan’s assurance that God was content throne forever. | will be his father, and

with his tent, it seemed that David’s inspiration and sense of duty towards God’s house did not he shall be my son: and I will not take

diminish. my mercy away from him, as | took it
: : from him that was before thee: But |
- House of God. or House of David? will settle him in mine house and in my

? AR : . b . ! 1 Kkingdom for ever: and his throne shall
Despite God’s rejection of David’s Temple construction ambitions, David remained steadfast in his be established for evermore.”’

vision in many ways. While David did not go so far as to break ground for Temple construction, :
it would seem that he staged everything he could up unto the point he charged his son Solomon ~ 1 Chronicles 17:4-6, 10-15, KJV ~
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( David’s Plans ' ‘

““Then David gave to Solomon his son
the pattern of the porch, and of the
houses thereof, and of the treasuries
thereof, and of the upper chambers
thereof, and of the inner parlours
thereof, and of the place of the mercy
seat, And the pattern of all that he had
by the spirit, of the courts of the house
of the LORD, and of all the chambers
round about, of the treasuries of the
house of God, and of the treasuries of
the dedicated things...”

~ 1 Chronicles 28:11,12, KJV ~

David’s Temple pattern revelation
is never recorded in Bible texts, even
though a physical description is given.

( House of Glory '

“And when all the children of Israel
saw how the fire came down, and the
glory of the LORD upon the house,
they bowed themselves with their faces
to the ground upon the pavement, and
worshipped, and praised the LORD,
saying, For he is good for his mercy
endureth for ever.’

~ 2 Chronicles 7:3, KIJV ~
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~ endowed with special wis_glom at the onset of his reign, it is also of note that the plans for the

~ came from David, who passed his vision for
- “God’s house” along to his son (1 Chronicles 28:11,

. As Solomon’s Temple was put into service before

- or had fallen with minimal national concern.

- quickly forgotten. Furthermore, the public mamfestatlon of the divine presence, also known as

 have suppressed any reservations toward the replacement Temple in the event that they existed
~ among even the most skeptical people.

| While the divine presence appeared in public at the commissioning of both the wilderness
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with building the Temple. According to the Bible accounts, David not only staged massive
amounts of wealth for Temple construction, but he also directed all of his subordinates to assist
Solomon in his future Temple project. Although it is clear that Solomon was eventually to be

Temple—that would ultimately come to be known
as “Solomon’s Temple”’—didn’t actually. come
from or through Solomon; the Temple plans

12). Granted, Jerusalem’s first Temple is usually
attributed to Solomon by name; but in reality,
Solomon’s Temple was made possible because of
David’s dreams and ambitions.

hundreds of thousands of people, it seems that the
original Tabernacle was either decommissioned

While there is no hard evidence indicating that
either David or Solomon was directly involved .
in decommissioning the original Tabernacle, it [z AR BN | S0 g “ %

is probably safe to say that the great zeal that . “ ' - J:‘/ th \
David and Solomon had for the replacement |idl —) ' e _.. V'
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Temple may have created a climate, or reflected a First Temple Dedication - W. Hole, 1910

climate, whereby God’s earlier dwelling place was

the “Shekinah glory”, during Solomon’s commissioning ceremony (2 Chronicles 7:3) is likely to

)
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Tabernacle and Solomon’s Temple, this is not to say that the plans or written records describing
the facilities are equally created or preserved. Apart from the various dimensions and features,
it is clear that the Bible descriptions of Jerusalem’s first Temple read distinctly different from
those which were received by Moses on Mount Sinai during the Exodus.. For example, the Fxodus
account begins with a complete list of raw materials, describes each and every Tabernacle part,
and perhaps most importantly, is a listing of divine commandments which are preceded by
authoritative pronouncements. In contrast, the accounts of Solomon’s Temple (1 Kings 6 and 2
Chronicles 3) are not on par with the standards set in Exodus. Solomon’s Temple descriptions are

only recorded in the past-tense, post-construction, as-built state, and any plans or instructions

that came from David’s mouth or pen were not recorded in Bible texts as inspired writ, or for that
matter, backed by a “Thus saith the LORD” introduction. In other words, with Moses being the
greatest among the prophets and speaking to God face-to-face, it stands to reason that the “plans
to God’s house” which were given for the Tabernacle are not only more concise and complete,
but also better represent the expressed will of God in its construction. In this regard, comparing

the Tabernacle to Solomon’s Temple might be likened to comparing God’s preferred will to his

consented will. While Solomon’s house is generally considered to be greater than the one built
under Moses, it is clear that reverence for the two buildings was not the same—with Solomon’s
Temple eventually being filled with unclean things and even an idol (2 Chronicles 29:16, 33:7).

The Next Temple - A Different Pattern?

Subsequent to the destruction of Solomon’s Temple and the return of the exile from Babylon, a
second Temple was built in Jerusalem. However, the second Temple texts are unusual in that they
include no record of a Temple commissioning ceremony marked by a public witness of the divine
presence. Furthermore, the records that have survived from the Temple construction period
are relatively vague. Apart from citing Cyrus’ overall sizing specifications of the wood and stone
temple, neither Ezra, Nehemiah nor the prophet Haggai seem to offer a useful Temple description.

- Although Ezra offers no technical details in his narrative, he did record an interesting public -

reaction, which took place during the initial stages of the Temple building. According to Ezra,
after seeing the Temple foundation, the elders began to weep, while the younger people shouted

for joy (Ezra 3:12-13). This brings about an interesting question. Based on the mixed reaction
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Defilement

““And the priests went into the inner part
of the house of the LORD, to cleanse
it, and brought out all the uncleanness
that they found in the temple of the
LORD into the court of the house of
the LORD. And the Levites took it,
to carry it out abroad into the brook
Kidron.”

~ 2 Chronicles 29:16, KJV ~

“And he set a carved image, the idol
which he had made, in the house of
God, of which God had said to David
and to Solomon his son, In this house,
and in Jerusalem, which | have chosen
before all the tribes of Israel, will | put
my name for ever.”’

~ 2 Chronicles 33:7, KJV ~

The nations of Judah and Israel and
their kings permitted and practiced
idolatry over the course of the first
Temple period. In contrast, there is no
Bible record of idols in the Tabernacle.




Foundations?

“But many of the priests and Levites
and chief of the fathers, who were
ancient men, that had seen the first
house, when the foundation of this
house was laid before their eyes, wept
with a loud voice; and many shouted
aloud for joy: So that the people could
not discern the noise of the shout of
joy from the noise of the weeping of
the people: for the people shouted with

- a loud shout, and the noise was heard
afar off.””

~ Ezra 3:12-13, KJV ~
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to seeing the Temple’s foundation, is it possible that returning exiles had in effect lost the “plans

- to God’s house”? According to Nehemiah'’s record, this “lost plans” hypothesis seems plausible,

as it seems that half of the exiles had no command of the Jewish tongue, which was the Hebrew
language (Nehemiah 13:24). While the scope and scale of the second Temple’s transformation
between the time of Ezra’and Herod is not fully known, it seems logical to suspect—based on
eyewitness accounts—that the second Jerusalem Temple was significantly different than the first
one that had endured for four centuries after David and Solomon. This curious account begs a
simple question: Did the elders weep because the shape of the Temple’s foundation was wrong?

Be they called temples, churches, synagogues, or mosques, it seems that there is by no means a
shortage of religious shrines and edifices throughout the world today. But how do these compare
to the first known plans of God’s house—namely those as recorded by Moses in Exodus? A survey
of the present day religious landscape and associated traditions seems to indicate that people have
forgotten not only what they were first instructed to build, but perhaps more importantly, why

they were supposed to build it. In order to comprehend these distinctions, it seems appropriate

to return to Exodus, which is where the plans to God’s house—and the reason for making God’s
house—are first recorded.

Returning to the Exodus

The Egyptian Exodus has been a story familiar to countless generations all throughout
the world. This is even true among biblically illiterate people and those living outside
“of Judeo-Christian religious traditions, as fragments of the narrative are likely to have
passed along through incidental exchanges, religious culture, and secular history, even
if it has only been introduced by the likes of Charlton Heston.

It is only logical that people will recall the Exodus account in a way that is particular to
themselves or unique to their experiences as individuals. Whether the subject matter

plundering of the Egyptians, the parting of the Red Sea, the Mount Sinai encampment,

the wilderness wanderings and miracles, the Ten Commandments, the manna bread

from heaven, the Ark of the Covenant, or the Wilderness Tabernacle, everyone is

— Ty - T T T T T Y R a-'!w_n-w—n—nrﬂ.. ka1 T AL A b S i R S e T S L

is the liberation of oppressed slaves, the devastating Egyptian plagues, the Passover, the




The House of EIl Shaddai

Moses before Pharaoh - Robert Leinweber, 1850 |

“And afterward Moses and Aaron went
in, and told Pharaoh, Thus saith the
LORD God of Israel, Let my people
go, that they may hold a feast unto me
in the wilderness.”

“Let My People Go!” - The Story of Exodus

~ Exodus 5:1, KJV ~

“Let my people go” is a familiar
phrase frequently quoted from the
Exodus account. However, the reason
for Israel's liberation from Egypt is
seldom, if ever, recalled in citations.




