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The ‘Expulsion of Ishmael’ and the ‘Binding of Isaac’
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There are many obvious affinities, in both content and language, between the

Expulsion of Ishmael (Genesis 21) and the Binding of Isaac (Genesis 22). In both
cases, the Patriarch Abraham is commanded to part from a son forever, and this

parting carries with it a threat of death — potential death in one case, certain death
in the other. In both cases the Bible stresses the magnitude of the loss: Regarding

Ishmael and his mother, the Lord says to Abraham, “Be not displeased because of

the lad and because of your slave woman”; while the threefold elaboration in the

command to Abraham — “Take your son, your only one, whom you /love, Isaac...”

— serves to underline how precious Isaac is to his father.

On both occasions, Abraham’s response is immediate, unquestioning: “So

Abraham rose early in the moming, and took bread and a skin of water, and gave it

to Hagar, putting it on her shoulder, along with the child, and sent her away. And

she departed, and wandered in the wilderness....”” The wording in Isaac’s case is

similar: “So Abraham rose early in the morning, ..., and took two of his young men

with him, and his son Isaac... and arose and went to the place...,” and on the third

day, “Abraham took the wood of the burnt offering, and laid it on Isaac his son.”
In both stories the reader is convinced that the young lad’s death is imminent:

Ishmael seems doomed in view of his mother’s profound despair: “‘She cast the

child under one of the bushes. Then she went, and sat down over against him a

good way off, about the distance of a bowshot; for she said, ‘Let me not look upon

the death of the child.” And as she sat over against him, she lifted up her voice and

wept.”” While [saac’s father seems absolutely determined to go ahead with the

sacrifice: “Then Abraham put forth his hand, and took the knife to slay his son.”

In both cases, heavenly salvation comes in the blink of an eye: “And the angel of

God called to Hagar from heaven, and said to her, ‘What troubles you, Hagar?

Fear not...””; and again in the same vein, “And the angel of the Lord called to him

from heaven..., and said, ‘Do not lay your hand on the lad...””

This message of salvation enhances the parents’ eyesight; they suddenly

perceive something they could not see before and act accordingly: “Then God

opened her eyes, and she saw a well of water; and she went, and filled the skin with

water, and gave the lad a drink.” Similarly, “And Abraham lifted up his eyes and
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208 White Horse Pike, Suites 18-19 C:SPf 5
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Dear Senator Lautenberg:

This is in response to your letter dated October 17, 1997, regarding your
constituent Monte S. Grossman, MD, of Blackwood, New Jersey.

Dr. Grossman states that his current problem with unpaid back taxes relates to
the way in which the IRS handled his deficiency for tax year 1986. He admits
that his taxes were paid late and a Federal Tax Lien was filed. However,

Dr. Grossman contends "it was paid almost immediately” but that the IRS took
almost three years to release the lien and his credit rating was ruined.

Dr. Grossman further states that his inability to borrow money in later years
because of the lien not being timely released also prevented him from
full-paying tax deficiencies in other years, namely 1987, 1989 and 1990.
Finally, Dr. Grossman has expressed frustration that his payments on his

outstanding back taxes have not significantly reduced his tax bill because of
the penalty and interest.

It is noted from an enclosure with Dr. Grossman’s letter that, in a memo dated
April 15, 1991, from Revenue Officer Michael Palazzo of our Jenkintown, PA
post of duty, it is indicated that as of that date the 1986 liability had been
paid in full and that an immediate release of the Federal Tax Lien was
requested. There is no indication in the memo as to the exact date when that
tax period reached full pay status in IRS records. Dr. Grossman stated that
his account for 1986 was paid in June 1988, when he remitted a payment of
$13,816.00 on June 21, 1988. 1In fact, our research shows that another payment
of $845.06 was made on July S5, 1988. This payment satisfied the debt for
1986. We are not able to determine the exact date when the lien was released
because that information has dzopped off of our system due to age.

Dr. Grossman may very well have experienced credit rejection situations during
the time period that there was an unsatisfied lien of record. Even if the
lien had not been released timely and negatively impacted his borrowing
ability, there is no evidence to suggest that he specifically brought the
issue to the attention of the IRS prior to April 1991.

Dr. Grossman’s frustration regarding the accruals on his original tax bill is
understandable. However, late payment penalty accrues on the unpaid balance
of tax only, at a rate of 1/2% per month or portion of a month in accordance
with Section 6651 of the Internal Revenue Code. If there was a final notice
issued as identified in Section 6331(d) of the Internal Revenue Code then the
accrual rate is 1% per month beginning on the 1llth day from the date of such
notice. The maximum rate of the late payment penalty is 25%. Interest
accrues at a current rate of nine percent per annum, compounded daily, on the
entire outstanding balance. This rate is reviewed quarterly and changed, as



appropriate. Internal Revenue Code Section 6601 provides for interest to be
charged and collected.

Dr. Grossman mentioned that he has submitted "innumerable offers in compromise
only to have them returned as non-processable." He did not state what the
processability problem was or if he had contacted anyone within the IRS to .
discuss the determination made. Our research indicates that Dr. Grossman is
currently on a monthly installment agreement for payment of the tax
liabilities. We are enclosing Form 656 - Offer in Compromise, Form 433A,
Collection Information Statement, and Publication 1854 - How to prepare a
Collection Information Statement. If he elects to complete and sign the
Forms, they should be mailed to the Internal Revenue Service, Review Section,
Post Office Box 166, Newark, NJ 07101.

Should Dr. Grossman have any further questions, he may contact the person
whose name and telephone number are shown on the previous page.

/] sincerply/loiusd:
A

Lyle Lautertach
Taxpayer Advocate

Enclosures:
Forms 433A and 656
Publication 1854

























































