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Deuteronomy 14:21, Got Milk?

“Thou shalt not seethe a kid in his mother's milk.” (Deuteronomy 14:21 b). After looking further into this regulation beyond the text given, I find that this law is giving the directive that the Israelites were not to boil the meat of a kid goat in the milk of its own mother.  It is surprising that they even had the idea to do this, but with the scarcity of non-contaminated water at times, this could be a feasible solution. This is the third place in which the prohibition is repeated [Exodus 23:19; Exodus 34:26]. 

The Bible Background Commentary makes reference as to why this directive is given, “The prohibition against cooking a young goat (perhaps symbolic of all young animals) in its mother’s milk has been interpreted as a reaction against Canaanite or other foreign religious practices.” The Bible Knowledge Commentary adds to this by stating, “cooking a young goat in its mother’s milk possibly reflects a Canaanite fertility rite,” The Expositor’s Bible Commentary gives a little more information, “…cooking a young goat in its mother's milk (v. 21b) is apparently in reaction to an ancient Canaanite and Syrian custom dated as early as the fifteenth century B.C.”   
Adam Clarke’s Commentary shares that one theologian believes this command is not as broad as others believe. The commentary states, “Mr. Calmet thinks that this precept refers to the paschal lamb only, which was not to be offered to God till it was weaned from its mother.” 

The Bible Background Commentary offers two reasons why they believe this rule was given; “It may also be based on an injunction to treat animals humanely, since an animal still nursing may have the mother’s milk in its stomach. There is also the consideration that the mother’s milk contains blood and would therefore corrupt either sacrificial meat or meals.”  The first reason that is given does not seem to make sense because the animal has already been slaughtered, so it would not be inhumane to boil it in milk or water. There doesn’t seem to be much of a difference. I could understand the second reason, because our modern medical technology has proven the fact that the mother’s blood is contained in the milk, and God states in other places that the blood was not to be consumed. 
Another theory as to why God would not allow this is perhaps the prohibition meant that the Israelites were not to take what was intended to promote life (goat milk) and use it to destroy life. I think it is a good object lesson to us and the people of ancient Israel, that God wants us to respect life and the methods by which life is maintained. To pervert the use of a thing for which it was not intended indirectly challenges the wisdom of God and the purpose for which He creates a thing.
The Law does not specifically state that you were not to eat a kid or any animal that was still in it’s early years, but Amos prophesied to those who were “at ease in Zion,” in Amos 6:1, and then later condemns them in Amos 6:4, saying, “(they)…eat the lambs out of the flock, and the calves out of the midst of the stall;”  This verse is in the midst of a stinging rebuke to Israel who were indulging themselves in the comforts of life.  The meat of the young kid was much more tender and tastier than the older animals; therefore the people ate them shortly after birth. This was unproductive, for the animal had no opportunity to produce milk, offspring, or more meat as it would grow larger, because the people would consume it upon there self indulging appetites.  I think we see a reflection of this in our church culture of our present day. Personal comfort to the Christian seems for more important than the periods of discomfort that comes from serving God whole heartedly.
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