Hi All,
93
Forwarding the Science Times story on the finding of Herod's tomb led me to recall something I've read in Blavatsky.  As there is no real historical evidence that Herod actually did this, Blavatsky explains the origin of the myth.  First we read in the article I forwarded:
Palestine’s Roman-appointed rul​er at the time of Je​sus’ birth, Her​od is said in the Bi​ble to have or​dered a slaugh​ter of ba​bies in or​der to be rid of the child. Al​though the tale is un​con​firmed, his​tor​i​cal sources por​tray him as hav​ing be​come blood​thirsty in these lat​er years of his reign, among oth​er things kill​ing three of his own chil​dren.
And Blavatsky says about this:
Even the fictitious massacre of the "Innocents" by King Herod has a certain foundation to it, in its allegorical sense. Apart from the now-discovered fact that the whole story of such a massacre of the Innocents is bodily taken from the Hindu Bagaved-gitta, and Brahmanical traditions, the legend refers, moreover, allegorically, to an historical fact. King Herod is the type of Kansa, the tyrant of Madura, the maternal uncle of Christna, to whom astrologers predicted that a son of his niece Devaki would deprive him of his throne. Therefore he gives orders to kill the male child that is born to her; but Christna escapes his fury through the protection of Mahadeva (the great God) who causes the child to be carried away to another city, out of Kansa's reach. After that, in order to be sure and kill the right boy, on whom he failed to lay his murderous hands, Kansa has all the male newborn infants within his kingdom killed. Christna is also worshipped by the gopas (the shepherds) of the land.
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