Even in a case of a mamzer (a product of incest) who is a scholar, and a High Priest who is an ignoramus; the mamzer who is a scholar takes precedence over the High Priest who is an ignoramus.[footnoteRef:1] [1:    M. Horayot 3:8. ] 

[bookmark: here][bookmark: _GoBack]The question of the hierarchy of the status of scholars and priests was a pressing issue during the early generations which followed the destruction of the Temple. The loss of the Temple deprived the priests of their central role in communal service. The question of their status in the absence of this role was raised by their competitors for leadership – i.e. the sages.[footnoteRef:2] The exegesis which relates to Moses and Aaron through the prism of hierarchy and equality, which we dealt with in the second unit, presents the spectrum of aspects of this issue, as well as the heterogeneous position of the sages. The interpretations which emphasize hierarchy, and Moses’ precedence over Aaron in the instruction of the Torah, aim at instituting a form of leadership replacing the priesthood; and at singling out mastery of Torah as the characteristic which determines a leader’s stature. The scholar is, therefore, the ultimate authority regarding the transmission of the Torah. A priest can be on equal footing with a scholar; but only to the degree that his mastery of Torah is equal to that of the scholar, and not merely by virtue of his pedigree. The fact that one can find exegesis proving the equality of the leadership Moses and Aaron, in addition to the hierarchy exegesis; indicates that alongside the approach basing the hierarchy on mastery of Torah, there were also those who held that pedigree continued to serve as a parameter of leadership, and fought for the priests’ retention of their status in the spiritual leadership of the community.  [2:  See fn. 82 above. ] 

