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In my recent book Why I Left the Christian Church I have refuted a myriad of arguments 

that suggest the New Testament presents a radically different religion and lifestyle than the Old 

Testament. This work was intended to defend the Bible against the dominant Hellenistic 

Philosophies of the traditional Christian Church, which is in essence Roman Catholicism. Now the 

thrust of my newest work points away from the West and back into the ancient oracles of the 

Middle-East, to defend the Bible, and in this case the New Testament, from the Jews, the Ebionites 

who later became Muslim, and the modern Dispensational Premillennialists who have revived the 

Messiah rejecting Theology of the Jews. The reader may be confused as to the apparent arbitrary 

array of sects he has before him, but as the treatise expands the reader will see a uniformity to all 

four of these groups, and as I will prove, the reader will be left two choices: 1. The Muslim religion 

is the most consistent conclusion if the objection to blood atonement and human sacrifice as well 

as the rigid literal Hermeneutic be espoused.  2. Admit that I hold to the most Scripturally 

supported and logically consistent position available.  

 

The Jews 

 

Do not let the length of this treatise dissuade you from at least sampling the first few pages 

reader. I have read the works of Jewish apologists and the first two arguments listed here are all 

you will need to absolutely crumble any Jewish apologist and they know it. They can only fume 

with anger and obstinacy at the invincibility of these two arguments. Search long and hard 

through their works against Missionaries and you will find them absolutely horrified to even 

write a single letter about these two issues.  

 

1. The Jews cannot evade the force of Jer. 31:31-34 which clearly indicates that the Torah is 

insufficient and thus revision is required,  

 

“Jer 31:31  “See, the days are coming,” declares יהוה, “when I shall make a new covenant with 

the house of Yisra’ĕl and with the house of Yehud ̱ah1, Footnote: 1See Heb. 8:8-12, Heb. 10:16-

17.  Jer 31:32  not like the covenant I made with their fathers in the day when I took them by the 

hand to bring them out of the land of Mitsrayim, My covenant which they broke, though I was a 

husband to them,” declares יהוה.  Jer 31:33  “For this is the covenant I shall make with the 

house of Yisra’ĕl after those days, declares יהוה: I shall put My Torah in their inward parts, and 

write it on their hearts. And I shall be their Elohim, and they shall be My people. Jer 31:34  

“And no longer shall they teach, each one his neighbour, and each one his brother, saying, 



‘Know יהוה,’ for they shall all know Me, from the least of them to the greatest of them,” declares 

 ”.For I shall forgive their crookedness, and remember their sin no more“ .יהוה

 

 

Why would Jeremiah indicate the need for a new covenant, not according to the Sinai Covenant, 

if there was nothing wrong with the Sinai Covenant? John Owen states, 

 

“Indeed this promise of a new covenant, diverse from that made at Sinai, or not like 

unto it, as the prophet speaks, is sufficient of itself to overthrow the vain pretences 

of the Jews [And the Ebionites] wherein they are hardened to this day. The absolute 

perpetuity of the law and its worship, that is, of the covenant at Sinai, is the 

principal, fundamental article of their present faith, or rather unbelief. But this is 

framed by them in direct opposition unto the promises of God. For let it be 

demanded of them, whether they believe that God will make another covenant with 

the church, not according to the covenant which he made with their fathers at Sinai. 

If they shall say they do not believe it, then do they plainly renounce the prophets, 

and the promises of God given by them. If they do grant it, I desire to know of 

them with what sacrifices this new covenant shall be established; by what priest, 

with what worship, it shall be administered. If they say that they shall be done by 

the sacrifices, priests, and worship of the law, they deny what they granted before, 

namely, that it is a new and another covenant; for the sacrifices and priests of the 

law cannot confirm or administer any other covenant, but that which they belong 

and are confined unto. If it be granted that this new covenant must have a new 

mediator, a new priest, a new sacrifice, as it is undeniable it must, or it cannot be a 

new covenant, then must the old cease and be removed, that this may come into its 

place. Nothing but obstinacy and blindness can resist the force of this 

argument…”.1  

 

The best objection I have read from Jews concerning this passage is that verse 34 states that all 

will know the Lord. So why isn’t everyone saved? Ans. This passage is talking about the house 

of Israel and Judah which is partly spiritualized in Gal. 3 and Heb. 8 to refer to all in covenant 

with Yah through Messiah Yeshua, not every single human being. On the Jews own Sinaitic 

perspective why should all people be saved?  

 

2. If the Torah was perfect and its purpose meant to be eternal and unchangeable, why did David 

prophesy in Psalm 110 of a priest to come, who would minister forever, after the order of 
Malkitsedeq and not the Levitical priesthood?  
 

Psa 110:4  יהוה has sworn and does not relent, “You are a priest forever According to the order 

of Malkitsed ̱eq.” 

 

Dear believer in Messiah, do not give the Jew an opportunity to bombard you with New 

Testament criticism regarding the book of Hebrews and its mention of this argument. Only 

mention the book of Psalms here to avoid the diversion.   

                                                 
1 Owen, Hebrews, Vol. 6, pg. 101-102 



 

3. The perpetuity of the Tabernacle was published in the Torah,2 yet we all know that the 

Tabernacle expired into the Temple system under Solomon.3 We read,  

 

2 Ch 5:5  and they brought up the ark, the Tent of Meeting, and all the set-apart utensils that 

were in the Tent. The Lĕwite priests brought them up.  2 Ch 5:6  And Sovereign Shelomoh, and 

all the congregation of Yisra’ĕl who were assembled to him before the ark, were slaughtering so 

many sheep and cattle that could not be counted or numbered. 2 Ch 5:7  And the priests brought 

in the ark of the covenant of יהוה to its place, into the Speaking Place of the House, to the Most 

Set-apart Place, under the wings of the kerub ̱im. 

 

Yet, Exo. 26:31-35, states that the Ark of the Covenant was supposed to be in the Holy of Holies 

in the Tabernacle. We know that this account in 2 Chron. 5 is not referring to the Holy of Holies 

in the Tabernacle because Solomon made an entirely different one in 2 Chron. 3:8-14. Rashi even 

states at 2 Chron. 5:5,  

 

“and the Tent of Meeting: that Moses made, Solomon hid it in the treasuries of the 

House of God with the remaining vessels and the hallowed articles, because he did 

not need them, and our Sages (Tosefta of Sotah 13:1) said that they were hidden 

away.”4 

 

The Jews then have misunderstood the Torah’s meaning of “forever” and “throughout your 

generations”. 

 

4. The Jews’ allegiance to the Torah is mostly feigned as we know that the Torah forbids adding 

and taking away from it,5 yet the Jews have added to it and taken from it.  The Jews have no blue 

in their Tzizit.6 The Kippah, which is a necessary term of communion with the Jews is an addition 

to the Torah as forbid by Deut. 4:2. They say you cannot turn on a light on Shabbat which is not 

kindling a fire, thus again, adding to the Torah as forbid by Deut. 4:2. Many of the Jews and many 

Ebionites do not have full beards contrary to Lev. 19:27. One of the most devastating examples is 

Ezekiel’s Temple. The description of Ezekiel’s Temple is very different from the Tabernacle and 

the Temple of Solomon. By the way, where is Solomon’s Temple mentioned in the Torah? Wasn’t 

he adding? The Jews know this. Do they reject this prophecy to proclaim their allegiance to Torah? 

No.  

 

5. The Jews actually tried to rebuild the Temple in Jerusalem during the reign of Julian the Apostate 

and were forbidden by strange phenomenon.7  

 

6. If Yeshua was not the Messiah there will be no Messiah as Daniel 9:24-27 prophesied that the 

Messiah would come before the destruction of the Second Temple.  

                                                 
2 Exo. 27:19-21, Num. 18:23 
3 2 Chron. 5:1-10.  
4 http://www.chabad.org/library/bible_cdo/aid/16554#showrashi=true 
5 Deut. 4:2 
6 Num. 15:38 
7 See The Jewish Virtual Library and the Jewish Encyclopedia on “Julian the Apostate”.  



 

“Dan 9:24  “Seventy weeks are decreed for your people and for your set-apart city, to put an 

end to the transgression, and to seal up sins, and to cover crookedness, and to bring in 

everlasting righteousness, and to seal up vision and prophet, and to anoint the Most Set-

apart.” 

 

          In Talmud -Yoma 39a - 39b we read that the crimson thread ceased to turn white after the 

death of Yeshua the last 40 years before temple was destroyed in 70 A.D. showing that Yah no 

longer accepted the expiatory sacrifice of the Jews showing that Yeshua had fulfilled this 

prophecy. Rashi’s view says the 70 Weeks prophecy ended at 70 A.D. not acknowledging this 

important event. Rashi says this prophecy concerns “from the day of the first destruction in the 

days of Zedekiah until it will be [destroyed] the second time.” This does not compute. The first 

destruction was 586 B.C. making this prophecy extend 656 years.  The sealing up the vision and 

prophecy concerns the Tanach and also the teachings of Yeshua as explained by Peter from Deut. 

18:  

 

Act 3:19  “Repent therefore and turn back, for the blotting out of your sins, in order that times of 

refreshing might come from the presence of the Master,  Act 3:20  and that He sends יהושע 

Messiah, pre-appointed for you,  Act 3:21  whom heaven needs to receive until the times of 

restoration of all matters, of which Elohim spoke through the mouth of all His set-apart prophets 

since of old.  Act 3:22  “For Mosheh truly said to the fathers, ‘יהוה your Elohim shall raise up 

for you a Prophet like me from your brothers. Him you shall hear according to all matters, 

whatever He says to you.  Act 3:23  ‘And it shall be that every being who does not hear that 

Prophet1 shall be utterly destroyed from among the people.’ Footnote: 1Deut. 18:18-20.  Act 

3:24  “And likewise, all the prophets who have spoken, from Shemu’ĕl and those following, 

have also announced these days.  Act 3:25  “You are sons of the prophets, and of the covenant 

which Elohim made with our fathers, saying to Ab ̱raham, ‘And in your seed all the nations of the 

earth shall be blessed.’  Act 3:26  “To you first, Elohim, having raised up His Servant יהושע, sent 

Him to bless you, in turning away each one of you from your wicked ways.”1 Footnote: 1See 

2:38. 

 

 

Dan 9:25  “Know, then, and understand: from the going forth of the command to restore and 

build Yerushalayim until Messiah the Prince is seven weeks and sixty-two weeks. It shall be 

built again, with streets and a trench, but in times of affliction. 

 

          The common mistake is to think that this refers to Cyrus. The Decree of Cyrus in 2 

Chronicles 36:22–23 and in Ezra 1:1–4; 5:13, 17, 6:3 only refers to the building of the Temple not 

to restore and build the city of Jerusalem. As the Jewish Encyclopedia states in its article 

“Artaxerxes I”,  

 

“In the seventh year of Artaxerxes I. (458 B.C.) the Babylonian Jews requested that 

permission should be given to the priest Ezra to visit Palestine, with full power over 

the Jews there, and to enforce the book of the Law as the will of the king. How the 

king acceded to this request, and how Ezra endeavored to carry out his mission, are 

well known. Ezra first took strong measures against the mixed marriages, coming 



thereby into conflict with "the people of the land," the Samaritans and their allies. 

To protect himself against them, Ezra undertook to rebuild the walls of Jerusalem.”  

 

Take 458 B.C. and extend the 69 weeks mentioned here, which is 483 years, and you have 25 A.D. 

This is roughly the timeframe of the beginning of the ministry of Yeshua the Messiah.  I am aware 

of the Neh. 2, 445 B.C. account and it may be true, either one roughly falls in the window of 

Yeshua’s life, but the latter account does seem to fall a bit too far past his timeframe, but I could 

be wrong.  

 

The division of the seven and the sixty-two is probably the 7 weeks needed to rebuild the city of 

Jerusalem and then 62 weeks from that point until Messiah.  

 

Dan 9:26  “And after the sixty-two weeks Messiah shall be cut off and have naught. And the 

people of a coming prince shall destroy the city and the set-apart place. And the end of it is 

with a flood. And wastes are decreed, and fighting until the end.  

 

Here we have the death of Yeshua Messiah after the Sixty Nine weeks; the Sixty-Two is 

mentioned to stay consistent with the phraseology in verse 25; this is then speaking of the 

Seventieth Week. We also have the destruction of Jerusalem by Titus in 70 A.D. mentioned but 

this event is not explicitly said to occur within the Seventy Weeks but to be an effect of it. This 

is another mistake often made.  

 

Dan 9:27  “And he shall confirm a covenant with many for one week. And in the middle of the 

week he shall put an end to slaughtering and meal offering. And on the wing of abominations 

he shall lay waste, even until the complete end and that which is decreed is poured out on the 

one who lays waste1.” Footnote: 1Mt. 24:15. 

 

Here we have the guarantee of the New Covenant mentioned in Heb. 7:22 by Yeshua, with the 

many, the elect, mentioned in Isa. 53:12 He bore the sin of many, and made intercession for the 
transgressors. This event is not said to occur at the beginning of the Seventieth Week but in the 
middle of it which occurred when Yeshua died and the veil of the Temple was torn from top to 
bottom.8 Then again we have a phrase not explicitly said to occur within the Seventy Weeks but 
as an effect of it regarding the destruction of Jerusalem in 70 A.D.  

 

7. Human sacrifice for atonement is grounded in the Hebrew Scriptures.  

 

Jewish Rabbi Berel Wein states in The Triumph of Survival: The Story of the Jews in the Modern 

Era 1650-1990 (Brooklyn: Shaar, 1990), page 14,  

 

“Another consideration tinged the Jewish response to the slaughter of its people. It 

was an old Jewish tradition dating back to Biblical times that the death of the 

righteous and innocent served as expiation for the sins the nation or the world. The 

stories of Isaac and of Nadav and Avihu, the prophetic description of Israel as the 

long-suffering servant of the Lord [Pace Isa. 53.- DS], the sacrificial service in the 

Temple – all served to reinforce this basic concept of the death of the righteous as 

                                                 
8 Mat. 27:51 pursuant to Hebrews 9 and 10 



an atonement for the sins of other men. Jews nurtured this classic idea of the death 

as an atonement, and this attitude towards their own tragedies was their constant 

companion throughout their turbulent exile. Therefore, the wholly bleak picture of 

unreasoning slaughter was somewhat relieved by the fact that the innocent did not 

die in vain and that the betterment of Israel and humankind somehow was advanced 

by their “stretching their neck to be slaughtered.” What is amazing is that this 

abstract, sophisticated, theological thought should have become so ingrained in the 

psyche of the people that even the least educated and most simplistic of Jews 

understood the lesson and acted upon it, giving up precious life in a soaring act of 

belief and affirmation of the better tomorrow. This spirit of the Jews is truly 

reflected in the historical chronicle of the time: “Would the Holy One, Blessed is 

he, dispense judgment without justice? But we may say that he whom God loves 

will be chastised. For since the day the Holy Temple was destroyed, the righteous 

are seized by death for the iniquities of the generation”.  

 

 Jewish Rabbi Solomon Schechter states in Some Aspects of Rabbinic Theology, page 310,  

 

 

 “The atonement of suffering and death is not limited to the suffering person. The 

atoning effect extends to all the generation. This is especially the case with sufferers 

as cannot either by reason of their righteous life or by their youth possibly have 

merited the afflictions which have come upon them. The death of the righteous 

atones just as well as certain sacrifices [with reference to b. Mo’ed Qatan 28a]. 

“They are caught (suffer) for the sins of the generation. If there are no righteous, 

the children of the schools (that is, the innocent young children) are caught for the 

sins of the generation” [b. Shabbat 32b]. There are also applied to Moses the 

scriptural words, “And he bore the sins of many” (Isa. 53:12), because of his 

offering himself as an atonement for Israel’s sin with the golden calf, being ready 

to sacrifices his very soul for Israel when he said, “And if not, blot me, I pray thee, 

out of thy book (that is, from the Book of the Living), which thou hast written” 

(Exod. 32:32 [b. Sotah 14a; b. Berakhoth 32a)]. This readiness to sacrifice himself 

for Israel is characteristic of all the great men of Israel, the patriarchs and the 

Prophets acting in the same way, whilst also some Rabbis would on certain 

occasions, exclaim, “Behold, I am the atonement of Israel” [Mekhilta 2a; m. 

Negaim 2:1]”. 

 

 

4 Maccabees 6,  

 

"[28] Be merciful to your people, and let our punishment suffice for them. [29] 

Make my blood their purification, and take my life in exchange for theirs." [30] 

And after he said this, the holy man died nobly in his tortures, and by reason he 

resisted even to the very tortures of death for the sake of the law. [31]” 

 

4 Maccabees 17,  

 



“[22] And through the blood of those devout ones and their death as an expiation, 

divine Providence preserved Israel that previously had been afflicted. [23] For the 

tyrant Antiochus, when he saw the courage of their virtue and their endurance under 

the tortures, proclaimed them to his soldiers as an example for their own endurance, 

[24] and this made them brave and courageous for infantry battle and siege, and he 

ravaged and conquered all his enemies.”9 

 

Midrash, Genesis Rabba 56:3,  

 

 “And Abraham took the wood of the burnt offering like one who carries his stake 

on his shoulder”.10 

 

 

Louis H. Feldman, Josephus's Interpretation of the Bible, page 291,  

 

“the rabbis greatly expatiate on Isaac’s merits…One rabbinic tradition goes so far 

as to declare that the Torah itself was revealed on Sinai only because of the merits 

of Issac. Midrash Psalms 68.318”. 

 

 

Num 8:10 “And you shall bring the Lĕwites before הוהי, and the children of Yisra’ĕl shall lay 

their hands on the Lĕwites, Num 8:11 and Aharon shall wave the Lĕwites before הוהי, a wave 

offering from the children of Yisra’ĕl – so shall they be for doing the service of הוהי. Num 8:12 

“And the Lĕwites shall lay their hands on the heads of the young bulls. And one shall be 

prepared as a sin offering and the other as a burnt offering to הוהי, to make atonement for the 

Lĕwites. Num 8:13 “And you shall have the Lĕwites stand before Aharon and his sons, and 

then wave them, a wave offering to הוהי. Num 8:14 “Thus you shall separate the Lĕwites from 

among the children of Yisra’ĕl, and the Lĕwites shall be Mine. Num 8:15 “Then after that the 

Lĕwites shall go in to do service in the Tent of Meeting, when you have cleansed them and waved 

them as a wave offering.  

 

Num 25:7  And when Pineh ̣as, son of Elʽazar, son of Aharon the priest, saw it, he rose up from 

among the congregation and took a spear in his hand, Num 25:8  and he went after the man of 

Yisra’ĕl into the tent and thrust both of them through, the man of Yisra’ĕl, and the woman 

through her belly. Thus the plague among the children of Yisra’ĕl came to a stop. …Num 25:12  

“Therefore say, ‘See, I am giving him My covenant of peace, Num 25:13  and it shall be to him 

and to his seed after him a covenant of an everlasting priesthood, because he was ardent for his 

Elohim, and made atonement for the children of Yisra’ĕl.’ ” 

 

Num 35:25  ‘And the congregation shall rescue the one who killed someone from the hand of the 

revenger of blood, and the congregation shall return him to the city of refuge where he had fled, 

and he shall remain there until the death of the high priest who was anointed with the set-apart 

                                                 
9 http://quod.lib.umich.edu/cgi/r/rsv/rsv-idx?type=DIV1&byte=4496061 
10 https://archive.org/stream/RabbaGenesis/midrashrabbahgen027557mbp#page/n539/mode/2up 

 

https://archive.org/stream/RabbaGenesis/midrashrabbahgen027557mbp#page/n539/mode/2up


oil.  Num 35:26  ‘But if the one who killed someone at any time goes outside the limits of the city 

of refuge where he fled, Num 35:27  and the revenger of blood finds him outside the limits of his 

city of refuge, and the revenger of blood kills him who killed someone, he is not guilty of blood, 

Num 35:28  because he should have remained in his city of refuge until the death of the high 

priest. But after the death of the high priest he who killed someone is to return to the land of his 

possession. 

  

Isn’t it amazing that the High Priest prophesied that Yeshua would die specifically according to 

this tradition in the Hebrew Scriptures? 

 

Joh 11:49  And one of them, Qayapha, being high priest that year, said to them, “You know 

naught, Joh 11:50  neither do you consider that it is better for us that one man die for the people 

than that the entire nation should perish.” Joh 11:51  But he did not say this from himself, but 

being high priest that year he prophesied that יהושע was about to die for the nation,  Joh 11:52  

and not for the nation only, but to gather together into one the children of Elohim who were 

scattered abroad. 

 

 

As for Isa. 53,  we read of Peter’s interpretation: 

 

1 Pe 2:21 For to this you were called, because Messiah also suffered for us, leaving us an 

example, that you should follow His steps,1 Footnote: 11 Cor. 11:1, 1 John 2:6. 1Pe 2:22 “who 

committed no sin,1 nor was deceit found in His mouth,”2 Footnotes: 1John 8:55, John 15:10, 2 

Cor. 5:21, John 3:5. 2Isa.53:9.  1 Pe 2:23 who, being reviled, did not revile in return; suffering, 

did not threaten, but committed Himself to Him who judges righteously;  1 Pe 2:24 who Himself 

bore our sins in His body on the timber, so that we, having died to sins, might live unto 

righteousness 1 – by whose stripes you were healed. Footnote: 1Rom. 6:2, 1 Peter 4:1-2. 

 

You see the Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots must reject Peter’s writings as well, if they reject 

Penal Substitutionary Atonement.  

 

8. Obj. So you are saying that the Gospel of the New Testament is that God murdered his Son so 

that wicked people could be freed from punishment? Your God is a wicked tyrant!  

 

Ans. Completely misrepresenting what I’m saying, does not make what I’m saying untrue as much 

as I know you want that to be the case. Trying to make yourself feel better after reading the 

invincible arguments I just posted by completely lying to yourself just shows how low you have 

to stoop to reject Yeshua. The New Testament never says God murdered his Son. It says that the 

Romans murdered him at the behest of the Jews. But you knew that didn’t you? On the contrary 

we read,  

 

Joh 10:17  “Because of this the Father loves Me, because I lay down My life, in order to receive 

it again. Joh 10:18  “No one takes it from Me, but I lay it down of Myself. I have authority to lay 

it down, and I have authority to receive it again. This command I have received from My 

Father.” 

 



The message of the New Testament is not that God murdered his innocent Son, but that the 

innocent Son laid his life down in love for his elect people, regardless of the filthy lying tongues 

of those who would besmirch him.  

 

9. Obj. Lev. 5 says flour atones! 

 

Ans. On the contrary,  

 

Lev 17:11  ‘For the life of the flesh is in the blood, and I have given it to you upon the altar to 

make atonement for your lives, for it is the blood that makes atonement for the life.’ 

 

Let’s read the entire account in Leviticus 5: 

 

 

Lev 5:11  ‘But if he is unable to bring two turtledoves or two young pigeons, then he who sinned 

shall bring for his offering one-tenth of an ĕphah of fine flour as a sin offering. He puts no oil on 

it, nor does he put any frankincense on it, for it is a sin offering. Lev 5:12  ‘And he shall bring it 

to the priest, and the priest shall take his hand filled with it as a remembrance portion, and burn 

it on the altar according to the offerings made by fire to יהוה. It is a sin offering. 

 

I know the passage does not explicitly states this, but taking Lev. 17:11 into account, and seeing 

that the flour was offered as an exception for a poor person, we must infer that the flour was 

placed upon the altar on top of an animal sacrifice or its remains as a way for the poor man to 

participate in the blood offerings. Otherwise we turn Lev. 17:11 on its head.  

 

10. Obj. Exo. 30:12 and Num. 31:50 says that money can make atonement.  

 

Ans. Actually the word there in Exodus is kopher, H3724. It never refers to atonement. The word 

for atonement is kaphar H3722. It should be understood as a ransom. Numbers 31 is connected to 

the census of Exo. 30. It is never said to be a sin offering. Num. 31:54 says it was a memorial to 

thank Yah for the protection they received (vs. 49) just as it is called a memorial in Exo. 30:16.  

 

11. Obj. Isa. 27:9 and Isa. 6:7 refers to atonement for sin without blood sacrifice.  

 

Ans. These passages are talking about purging not atonement. Kaphar H3722 means purge, not 

atonement, 9 times in the Tanach. This is referring to Sanctification not Atonement/Justification.  

 

12. Obj. Nineveh repented and God forgave them at the preaching of Jonah. No blood offerings.  

 

Ans. First the passage doesn’t say that repentance made atonement. Second, Israel was the Priestly 

nation. Exo. 19:6.  

  

13. Obj. Animal sacrifices were only for unintentional sins.  

 

Ans. The sacrifices on the Day of Atonement were said to be for all the sins of the people. Lev. 

16:16, 21, 30, 3.  



 

14. Obj. Yah himself said that he did not desire animal sacrifices.  

 

Hos 6:6 “For I delight in kindness and not slaughtering, and in the knowledge of Elohim more 

than burnt offerings.” 

 

Amo 5:21  “I have hated, I have despised your festivals, and I am not pleased with your 

assemblies.  Amo 5:22  “Though you offer Me burnt offerings and your grain offerings, I do not 

accept them, nor do I look on your fattened peace offerings. Amo 5:23  “Take away from Me the 

noise of your songs, for I do not hear the sound of your stringed instruments.  Amo 5:24  “And 

let right-ruling roll on like water, and righteousness like a mighty stream. Amo 5:25  “You 

brought Me slaughterings and meal offerings in the wilderness for forty years, O house of 

Yisra’ĕl,  Amo 5:26  but you took up Sikkuth your sovereign and Kiyyun, your idols, your astral 

mighty ones1, which you made for yourselves! Footnote: 1Acts 7:43.  Amo 5:27  “Therefore I 

shall send you into exile beyond Damascus,” said יהוה Elohim of hosts – His Name.” 

 

Mic 6:6  With what shall I come before יהוה, bow myself before the high Elohim? Shall I come 

before Him with burnt offerings, with calves a year old? Mic 6:7  Is יהוה pleased with thousands 

of rams or ten thousand rivers of oil? Shall I give my first-born for my transgression, the fruit of 

my body for the sin of my being?  Mic 6:8  He has declared to you, O man, what is good. And 

what does יהוה require of you but to do right, and to love kindness, and to walk humbly with your 

Elohim?  

 

Psa 51:16  For thou desirest not sacrifice; else would I give it: thou delightest not in burnt 

offering. Psa 51:17  The sacrifices of God are a broken spirit: a broken and a contrite heart, O 

God, thou wilt not despise. 

 

Ans. This is ironic for the Jews do with the Psalms and Prophets what they say we do with Isaiah 

53: using later scripture to override the Torah. Clearly atonement was commanded, Lev 5., 16, 

17:11 etc. He is simply saying that it should not be done without a desire to repent. Simply 

placating God with rituals knowing you have no desire to repent infuriates him. Like in the 

Catholic Church, where Hail Mary’s are supposed to take the place of real repentance. Second, if 

you really believe this why do you believe in Ezekiel’s Temple? You see no necessity in the blood 

atonements, yet your great hope for the future is a rebuilt Temple with blood atonements?  

 

15. Obj. How can you hold such a high view of blood atonement if your book of Hebrews said that 

the animal sacrifices never took away sin? Heb. 10:11.  

 

Ans. The point of the statement in Hebrews is not that the animal sacrifices did nothing, but that 

they did nothing in themselves, per se and simpliciter. They did atone for sins by representation 

and type but not in themselves. Remember, the Levitical system was a representation of a greater 

reality: 

 

Exo 25:40  “So see, and do according to the pattern which was shown to you on the mountain.” 

 



In Vol. 6 of his Hebrews Commentary, John Owen points out on page 443 the absurdity of saying 

that the animal sacrifices were not efficacious at all: 

 

“Especially, the great anniversary sacrifice on the day of expiation was appointed so 

expressly to make atonement for sin, to procure its pardon, to take away its guilt in the 

sight of God, and from the conscience of the sinner, that he should not be punished 

according unto the sentence of the law, as that it cannot be denied. This is that which the 

apostle declares that of themselves they could not effect or perform, but only typically and 

by way of representation.” 

 

16. Obj. If sacrifices did not atone per se, why were they given? 

 

Ans. To display the concepts of Substitutionary Atonement and Imputation. Lev. 16:21-22, Isa. 

53:6. As we read from, Jewish Rabbi Berel Wein above, “It was an old Jewish tradition dating 

back to Biblical times that the death of the righteous and innocent served as expiation for the sins 

the nation or the world”.    

 

17. Obj. The expiation on the Day of Atonement was sometimes rejected by Yah indicating that 

works and proper outward repentance and reform were necessary for proper atonement.  

 

Ans. Asserting that the sacrifices of the Levitical priesthood did not bring perfection only 

strengthens my case not yours. Heb. 7:11, 19, 10:1.  

 

Obj. The Ark of the Covenant was not in the Temple when Yeshua died.  

 

Ans. It did not matter that the Ark of the Covenant was not in the temple. He sprinkled the mercy 

seat in the heavenly places. Heb. 9:22-28.  

 

18. Obj. Penal substitution is contradictory to: Jer 31:30  “But each one shall die for his own 

crookedness – whoever eats sour grapes, his teeth shall be blunted. 

 

Ans. This objection is conflating the jurisdiction of God with the Civil Magistrate. God clearly 

punishes others for the sins of their ancestors which is the basis for the Calvinistic Doctrine of 

original sin.  

 

Exo 20:5  you do not bow down to them nor serve them. For I, יהוה your Elohim am a jealous Ěl, 

visiting the crookedness of the fathers on the children to the third and fourth generations of those 

who hate Me, Exo 20:6  but showing kindness to thousands, to those who love Me and guard My 

commands. 

 

Num 14:33 ‘And your sons shall be wanderers in the wilderness forty years, and shall bear your 

whorings, until your carcasses are consumed in the wilderness. 

 

1Sa 3:12  “In that day I shall confirm against Ěli all that I have spoken concerning his house, 

from beginning to end. 1Sa 3:13  “For I have declared to him that I am judging his house 



forever for the crookedness which he knows, because his sons cursed Elohim, and he did not 

rebuke them. 

 

19. Mary was a descendant of King David and according to the scholarship of Michael 

Rood the traditional discrepancies in the Matthew and Luke Genealogies have a solution 

in the Aramaic and Hebrew Gospels of Matthew. Michael Rood points out in The 

Chronological Gospels, footnote page 45,  

 

“{Mt 1:16.1} {AHM}father – The Peshitta Aramaic texts of Matthew 1:16 (which 

was translated from a latter Greek text) indicates that Miriam’s gevra (mighty man) 

was named Yoseph, and Matthew 1:19 specifies that Miriam’s ba’ala (husband) 

was also named Yoseph. Yoseph is a very common name in Israel. Miriam’s 

husband Yoseph had three grandfathers with the same name. This undoubtedly led 

the translators to make “a mistake of familiarity,” thinking that the two “Yosephs” 

of verses 16 and 19 were one and the same. The Greek translators chose to render 

both Aramaic words gevra and ba’ala as the Greek word aner, which simply means 

“a person of full age.” The English translators then chose to translate the singular 

Greek word aner as “husband.” This created a fatal mathematical error in the Greek 

and English texts, because it left only thirteen generations “from the carrying away 

into Babylon until Messiah,” while the text itself states that there are fourteen 

generations listed. In Aramaic, gevra technically means “mighty man” and is 

commonly used to refer to the elder patriarch of the family, but it can refer to the 

“husband” if he is the oldest male of the household. Both the immediate and greater 

context of Matthew 1:16 demand that gevra be translated as “Yoseph, the father of 

Miriam” for the following reasons: v The genealogy of Miriam’s husband Yoseph 

ben Eli, Yeshua’s supposed father, is clearly stated and detailed by Luke. v Yoseph 

ben Eli’s ancestors in Luke’s genealogy, though they are descendants of David, are 

not heir to David’s throne but are descendants of Nathan. v Miriam’s husband, 

Yoseph ben Eli, is not related to Yeshua except as a distant Davidic relative of his 

mother; Yoseph is only Yeshua’s stepfather and legal guardian. v Miriam is 

Yeshua’s only earthly parent and, as such, must be a direct descendant of the royal 

line of King David. v The Gospel of Matthew, which depicts Messiah as the King, 

documents Yeshua’s genealogical claim to the throne of David, whereas the Gospel 

of Luke, which depicts Messiah as the “Son of Man,” records his supposed lineage 

as Yoseph ben Eli’s supposed illegitimate son. v When Yoseph ben Yaakov is 

accurately identified as Miriam’s father in Matthew 1:16, it puts Miriam in the 

thirteenth generation from the Babylonian captivity. This puts her son Yeshua in 

the fourteenth generation. The Greek text reports that Yeshua is the fourteenth 

generation, but it did not correctly identify Yoseph ben Yaakov as the father (as 

opposed to the husband) of Miriam. Even a novice can readily see that the Greek 

genealogy of Yeshua (and all subsequent translations) are in obvious error because 

they do not add up to fourteen generations. There is only one ancient Biblical source 

that maintains the correct lineage of Yeshua, through his mother, to King David – 

and that is the ancient Hebrew Matthew that has been preserved in Jewish archives. 

As of Yom Kippur, 2012, twenty-eight separate manuscripts of ancient original 

language Hebrew Matthew have been discovered, fourteen of them by Karaite 



scholar Nehemia Gordon who discovered the two texts cited below. In two of the 

oldest manuscripts of the Ancient Hebrew Matthew copied into the appendix of 

Shem Tov Ibn Shaprut’s “Even Bochan” we have the accurate lineage of Yeshua 

that shows his direct ancestral path to the throne of David – “Yoseph avi Miriam” 

– Yoseph the father of Miriam of whom was born Yeshua. The words, “yoseph avi 

miriam” are highlighted in these two manuscript photographs.” 

 

20. The New Testament does not teach that Yeshua is the same being or person as God, Yah the 

Father. The Christian Theologians confuse a numeric with a nominal identification. The New 

Testament teaches that Yeshua “has come in my Father’s name” John 5:43, and “He who 
believes in Me, believes not in Me but in Him who sent Me.. And he who sees Me sees Him who 
sent Me.” John 12:44-45. He is the representative and image of God. Heb. 1:3, Col. 1:15. To be 

an image and a representative is by definition not to be the reality. 

 

1. The only time the New Testament uses the Greek word Theos, commonly translated God, and 

attaches a numeric value to it (Thus a monotheistic context), it is referring to the Father; never to 

the Son. And the fact remains, the One God is never said to be a divine nature. The Scripture does 

describe the Father as the one person who is, the one and only God,11 the only true God,12 one 

God, the Father,13 and one God and Father of all.14 Moreover, Yeshua commanded that prayer be 

offered only to one person, the Father Yah.15  

 

2. The bible never refers to the One God Yah as three persons or an essence, but always one 

person.16  

 

3. The teaching of the Early Christian Fathers is summed up in these six propositions:17 

 

I. There is but one God, the Father. II. There are at least two (not mere names or modes) truly 

distinct persons18, the Father, the Son or Word of God and the Holy Ghost. These persons are not 

                                                 
 
11 John 5:44. 
12 John 17:3. 
13 1 Cor. 8:6. 
14 Eph. 4:6. 
15 Mat. 6:9. 
16 Deut. 32:39, 2 Kings 19:19, Neh. 9:6, Psa. 83:18, 86:10, Isa. 40:25, 43:10,  44:6-8, 45:5,18, 22, 46:5,9, 61:4, 64:6, 

Joel 2:27. 
17Justin Martyr (Dialogue with Trypho, C 62, 100, Apol I. 13, Apol I. 16, Apol II. 13); Theophilus of Antioch (To 

Autolycus, Book II, C 10); St. Irenaeus (Against Heresies, Book I, C 22 (New Advent) C 19 (Old version), Book III, 

C 15 (New Advent) C 16 (Old version), Book III, C 19. 2); Tertullian (Against Praxeas, C XIII); Origen (Commentary 

on the Gospel of John (Book II).6, (Book VI).23, Contra Cels. Book  VIII C 14, The First Seven Ecumenical Councils, 

Leo Donald Davis, pg. 49); Novatian (On the Trinity, C 13, 31);  Alexander of Alexandria (Epistles on Arianism and 

the Deposition of Arius 1.12, To Alexander, Bishop of the City of Constantinople); Athanasius, Discourse Against the 

Arians 1.58, 2.16, 4.1, 4.9-10, (De Decretis); Eusebius (Eusebius of Caesarea to Euphration of Balanea); Eusebius 

the Historian (Ecclesiastical History Book I, ii, Leob Classical Library, Eusebius Vol. I Page 18); Cyril of Alexander 

(NPNF - 2nd series, Vol. 14, The Seven Ecumenical Councils, pg. 202); Gregory Nazianzen, (Fourth Theological 

Oration, 30); Basil the Great, (Letter 38, 125, 236-In some older works Letter 391); Bishop Bull, A Defence of the 

Nicene Creed, 627.  
18 I do not believe that the distinct personhood of the Holy Spirit should be made a dogma. It should be left in the 

same ambiguity as Nicea 325 left it in.  



only  hypostases or subsistences but individual beings.19 III. These Persons are generically 

consubstantial, i.e. the divine Persons are homoousios, not monoousios.20 IV. There is but one 

beginning/cause (monarchia), one font/fountain or principle of divinity, God the Father, who alone 

is autotheos, God of and from Himself. Thus, the Son and Holy Spirit derive their being, divinity, 

and in the case of the Son, personhood from Him; the Son by generation, and the Holy Spirit by 

procession. V. This derivation is not limited only to the person of the Father, or the divinity of the 

Father, but rather, from both the personhood and divinity of the Father. VI. The Son is subordinate 

to the Father and this subordination does not pertain to the economy of salvation only but also to 

the order of being before all worlds.   

 

4. The Council of Constantinople 381 A.D. and later creeds, changed the meaning of the original 

Nicene Creed 325 A.D. into a sense contradictory to its original intention by  removing the phrase 

“of the essence of the Father” and  Nicea’s anathemas. In the Nicene Creed 325 A.D. we read, 

“Homoousion to Patri” (consubstantial with the Father). Yet this was translated, “unius substantiae 

cum Patre” in the Latin by Hosius, or whoever first translated the Greek into Latin. Thus 

homoousios became monoousios. A generic sense was replaced by a numeric sense. In other words, 

Nicea 325 A.D. affirmed multiple beings that had the same type of nature but only one of those 

beings was the One God and that was the Father because he is the only source and cause of all, 

thus the supreme being. Constantinople 381 A.D. and later creeds affirmed one being. This is a 

radical change in meaning.21 The reason why this change was needed was to buttress the 

establishment of Neoplatonism.  

 

5. The idea that God is an essence that manifests itself in three persons is a result of Neoplatonism 

that primarily arose with the influence of Plotinus through Origen, Pseudo-Dionysius and 

Victorinus’ influence on Augustine.22 Neoplatonism taught a Pantheistic system which posited an 

absolute singularity, The One, as the ultimate principle, which all finite things are eternal 

manifestations, being one substance with The One.23 This infinite emanation constituted a 

hierarchy of being with intermediaries at each level of the hierarchy. In the case of traditional 

Pantheism and Gnosticism, Porphyry and Iamblichus asserted that one moved up the chain through 

occult knowledge that was revealed to the person by the intermediary.24  At the culmination of 

spiritual disciplines, according to Plotinus’ Philosophy, man’s entire nature is rescinded in order 

to be dissolved into The One through mystic trance. Christianity continued this basic metaphysical 

structure. The Christian Doctrine of Divine Simplicity is the Neoplatonic Doctrine of The One.25  

                                                 
19 Leo Donald Davis, The First Seven Ecumenical Councils, pg. 61; J.N.D. Kelly, Early Christian Doctrines, pg. 234-

235: The sense of the Nicene Fathers is said by Davis to mean “two individual men, both of whom share human nature 

while remaining individuals” and by Kelly as “common to several individuals of a class”. This is in direct contrast to 

the sense they were rejecting which sense Davis describes as “numerical identity, that is, that the Father and the Son 

are identical in concrete being” and Kelly describes as “an individual thing as such”. 
20 Ibid. 
21 David Waltz, The Nicene Creed vs. the Niceno-Constantinopolitan Creed. 
22 Vladimir Lossky, Vision of God; Paul Rorem, Pseudo-Dionysius;  J.N.D. Kelly, Early Christian Doctrines, 269-

270. 
23 Plotinus, Enneads 5, 6; Gordon Clark, Hellenistic Philosophy (Appleton-Century-Crofts: New York, 1940), 229-

230. 
24 Edward Moore (St. Elias School of Orthodox Theology) “Neoplatonism”; “Gnosticism”: Internet Encyclopedia of 

Philosophy. 
25 Turretin, “Proof that God is perfectly simple…(3) from his perfection, because composition implies 

imperfection”. Institutes of Elenctic Theology, Volume 1, 3rd Topic. Q 7 (P & R Publishing: Phillipsburg, NJ, 1992), 



The western Christian Doctrine of the Filioque collapses the Economic and Ontological actions of 

God, thus blatantly aligning itself with Pantheism. The traditional view of Christian Church 

Government was also taken straight from Neoplatonism.26 This structure also produced the same 

Pagan Monastic theory of ethics and sex that we find in traditional Hinduism and Buddhism.27 As 

was perfected in the Eastern Church, Plotinus’ ecstasy was transitioned into Hesychasm through 

which the communicant is united to God in a “union in ignorance.”28  My concern is summarized 

by a standard Western Civilization text, “Medieval thinkers sharply differentiated between spirit 

and matter…The Medieval individual’s understanding of self stemmed from a comprehension of 

the universe as a hierarchy instituted by and culminating in God…God’s revelation reached down 

to humanity through the hierarchical order…Thus, all things in the universe, from angels, men, 

and women to the lowest earthly objects, occupied a place peculiar to their nature and were linked 

by God in a great, unbroken chain.”29 

 

As we can clearly see, Divine Simplicity, Pantheism, Hierarchical Ecclesiology and  Monasticism 

are parts of a connected Epistemological and Metaphysical  system. To adhere to one, is to adhere 

to all of them and you cannot believe the doctrine of the Trinity without explicitly adhering to the 

Doctrine of Divine Simplicity. This is the circle in the middle of the triangle. It makes all the rest 

of these doctrines necessary. It collapses nature and will, requiring Pantheism. It makes knowledge 

subject to a Hierarchical system of implicit faith, because it puts God in an incompatible 

metaphysical category to human language: huperousia. The Filioque doctrine collapses the 

                                                 
pg. 191; St. Augustine, On The Trinity, Introductory Essay by William G. T. Shedd, D.D., “The instant there is a 

monad, there is a triad”; Bonaventure, “there is something prior to every imperfect or composite being.” (Muller, Vol. 

4, pg. 41); Lossky, The Mystical Theology of the Eastern Church , Chapter 2, “The Divine Darkness” (Saint 

Vladamir’s Seminary Press: Crestwood, New York, 1976).  Divine Simplicity is the Eastern Christian Doctrine of 

Huperousia found in the Essence and Energy Distinction.  
26 Dionysius, The Ecclesiastical Hierarchies, Celestial Hierarchies, 8th Letter; Paul Rorem, Pseudo-Dionysius, 20-41. 

Rorem points out on page 32 that Bonaventure gave the pope of Rome the highest place of authority as “a natural 

extrapolation of Dionysian principles.”; UNAM SANCTAM”, Bull of Pope Boniface VIII, November 18, 1302, “For, 

according to the Blessed Dionysius, it is a law of the divinity that the lowest things reach the highest place by 

intermediaries”.  
27 Isaac Taylor, Ancient Christianity. 
28 Lossky, Vision of God, (St. Vladimir’s Seminary Press: Crestwood, NY, 1983), 132. 
29 Perry , Chase,  Jacob,  Jacob,  Von Laue, Western Civilization: Ideas, Politics, and Society, Volume I: To 1789, 

(Wadsworth: Boston, MA, 2013, 2009), 259. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ontological and economical actions of God, pace Pantheism. Finally, it makes Monasticism 

necessary by perceiving essential human nature as the obstacle to overcome to achieve ultimate 

enlightenment. 

 

21.  The New Testament does not teach a radically different religion or morality. The Christian 

Church’s total rejection of the Law of Moses and its Hellenistic Apostasy was not based on the 

New Testament but the work of the Papal Antichrist as foretold by Paul: 

 

1Ti 4:1  But the Spirit distinctly says that in latter times some shall fall away from the belief, 

paying attention to misleading spirits, and teachings of demons, 1Ti 4:2  speaking lies in 

hypocrisy, having been branded on their own conscience, 1Ti 4:3  forbidding to marry, saying to 

abstain from foods which Elohim created to be received with thanksgiving by those who believe 

and know the truth. 

 

2Th 2:3  Let no one deceive you in any way, because the falling away is to come first, and the 

man of lawlessness1 is to be revealed, the son of destruction, Footnote: 1Some texts read sin 

instead of lawlessness. This man might be the same one we read of in the prophecy in Isa. 14:12 

– Hĕlĕl (“Heileil”), meaning “the shining one,” the sovereign of Bab ̱el. 2Th 2:4  who opposes 

and exalts himself above all that is called Elohim or that is worshipped, so that he sits as Elohim 

in the Dwelling Place of Elohim, showing himself that he is Elohim. 2Th 2:5  Do you not 

remember that I told you this while I was still with you? 2Th 2:6  And now you know what 

restrains, for him to be revealed in his time. 2Th 2:7  For the secret of lawlessness is already at 

work – only until he who now restrains comes out of the midst. 2Th 2:8  And then the lawless one 

shall be revealed, whom the Master shall consume with the Spirit of His mouth and bring to 

naught with the manifestation of His coming. 2Th 2:9  The coming of the lawless one is 

according to the working of Satan, with all power and signs and wonders of falsehood, 2Th 2:10  

and with all deceit of unrighteousness in those perishing, because they did not receive the love of 

the truth, in order for them to be saved. 2Th 2:11  And for this reason Elohim sends them a 

working of delusion, for them to believe the falsehood,1 Footnote: 1Eze. 20:25, John 9:39, John 

12:40, Acts 7:42, Rom. 1:24-28. 2Th 2:12  in order that all should be judged who did not believe 

the truth, but have delighted in the unrighteousness. 

 

This issue will be spoken to in detail later under the title of the Antichrist.  

 

On the contrary, the New Testament suggests, not an absolute, but a strong continuity between 

the lifestyle of the Old and New Covenant believer: 

 

Matt. 5:17 “Do not think that I came to abolish the Law or the Prophets; I did not 

come to abolish but to fulfill. 18 For truly I say to you, until heaven and earth pass 

away, not the smallest letter or stroke shall pass from the Law until all is 

accomplished. 19 Whoever then annuls one of the least of these commandments, 

and teaches others to do the same, shall be called least in the kingdom of heaven; 

but whoever keeps and teaches them, he shall be called great in the kingdom of 

heaven. 

 



Acts 6: 11 Then they secretly induced men to say, “We have heard him speak 

blasphemous words against Moses and against God.” 12 And they stirred up the 

people, the elders and the scribes, and they came up to him and dragged him away 

and brought him before the  Council. 13 They put forward false witnesses who said, 

“This man incessantly speaks against this holy place and the Law 

 

Acts 18:21 but took leave of them, saying, “I must by all means keep this coming 

feast in Jerusalem; but I will return again to you, God willing.” And he sailed from 

Ephesus. 

 

Acts 21: 17 After we arrived in Jerusalem, the brethren received us gladly. 18 And 

the following day Paul went in with us to James, and all the elders were 

present. 19 After he had greeted them, he began to relate one by one the things 

which God had done among the Gentiles through his ministry. 20 And when they 

heard it they began glorifying God; and they said to him, “You see, brother, how 

many thousands there are among the Jews of those who have believed, and they are 

all zealous for the Law; 21 and they have been told about you, that you are teaching 

all the Jews who are among the Gentiles to forsake Moses, telling them not to 

circumcise their children nor to walk according to the customs. 22 What, then, is to 

be done? They will certainly hear that you have come.23 Therefore do this that we 

tell you. We have four men who are under a vow; 24 take them and purify yourself 

along with them, and pay their expenses so that they may shave their heads; and 

all will know that there is nothing to the things which they have been told about 

you, but that you yourself also walk orderly, keeping the Law.25 But concerning 

the Gentiles who have believed, we wrote, having decided that they should abstain 

from meat sacrificed to idols and from blood and from what is strangled and from 

fornication.” 26 Then Paul took the men, and the next day, purifying himself 

along with them, went into the temple giving notice of the completion of the days 

of purification, until the sacrifice was offered for each one of them. 

 

Acts 24:14 “But this I confess to you, that according to the Way which they call a 

sect, so I worship the God of my fathers, believing all things which are written in 

the Law and in the Prophets. 

 

Acts 25: 6 After he had spent not more than eight or ten days among them, he went 

down to Caesarea, and on the next day he took his seat on the tribunal and ordered 

Paul to be brought. 7 After Paul arrived, the Jews who had come down from 

Jerusalem stood around him, bringing many and serious charges against him which 

they could not prove, 8 while Paul said in his own defense, “I have committed no 

offense either against the Law of the Jews or against the temple or against 

Caesar.” 

 

Rom. 2:12 For as many as have sinned without Law will also perish without Law, 

and as many as have sinned in the Law will be judged by the Law 

 

 



Rom. 2:17 Indeed you are called a Jew, and rest on the Law, and make your boast 

in God, 18 and know [His] will, and approve the things that are excellent, being 

instructed out of the Law, 

 

Rom. 3:20  Therefore by the deeds of the Law no flesh will be justified in His sight, 

for by the Law [is] the knowledge of sin. 

 

Rom. 3:31 Do we then make void the law through faith? Certainly not! On the 

contrary, we establish the law. 

 

Rom. 4:7 “Blessed [are those] whose Lawless deeds are forgiven, And whose sins 

are covered; 

 

Rom. 6:15 What then? Shall we sin because we are not under Law but under grace? 

Certainly not! 

 

Rom. 6:19  I speak in human [terms] because of the weakness of your flesh. For 

just as you presented your members [as] slaves of uncleanness, and of Lawlessness 

[leading] to [more] Lawlessness, so now present your members [as] slaves [of] 

righteousness for holiness. 

 

Romans 7:7  What shall we say then? is the Law sin? Certainly not! On the 

contrary, I would not have known sin except through the Law. For I would not 

have known covetousness unless the Law had said, “You shall not covet.” 

 

Rom. 7:12 Therefore, the law is holy, and the commandment holy and just and 

good. 

 

Rom. 7:14 For we know that the law is spiritual [Not merely national and political-

DS], but I am carnal, sold under sin. 

 

Rom. 7:22 For I delight in the law of God according to the inward man. 

 

Rom. 7:25 I thank God through Yeshua the Messiah our Master! So then, with the 

mind I myself serve the Law of God, but with the flesh the Law of sin. 

 

Rom. 8:4 That the righteousness of the law might be fulfilled in us, who walk not 

after the flesh, but after the Spirit. 
 

Rom. 8:6-7 For to be carnally minded is death, but to be spiritually minded is life 

and peace. Because the carnal mind is enmity against God; for it is not subject to 

the Law of God, nor indeed can be. 

 

Rom. 12:19 Beloved, do not look for revenge but leave room for the wrath; for it is 

written, “Vengeance is mine, I will repay, says the Lord.” 

 



Rom. 13: 8 Owe nothing to anyone except to love one another; for he who loves his 

neighbor has fulfilled the law. 9 For this, “You shall not commit adultery, You shall 

not murder, You shall not steal, You shall not covet,” and if there is any other 

commandment, it is summed up in this saying, “You shall love your neighbor as 

yourself.” 

 

1 Cor. 5:1 It is actually reported that there is immorality among you, and 

immorality of such a kind as does not exist even among the Gentiles, that someone 

has his father’s wife. [Lev. 18:7-8] 

 

1 Cor. 5:7 Clean out the old leaven so that you may be a new lump, just as you 

are in fact unleavened. For Messiah our Passover also has been 

sacrificed. 8 Therefore let us celebrate the feast, not with old leaven, nor with the 

leaven of malice and wickedness, but with the unleavened bread of sincerity and 

truth. 

 

1 Cor. 5:13 But those who are outside, God judges. Remove the wicked 

man from among yourselves. [Deut. 17:7, 21:21, 22:21, 24:7]  

 

1 Cor. 7:39 The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband lives; but if her 

husband be dead, she is at liberty to be married to whom she will; only in the Lord. 

 

1 Cor. 9:8 I am not speaking these things according to human judgment, am I? Or 

does not the Law also say these things? 9 For it is written in the Law of Moses, 

“You shall not muzzle the ox while he is threshing.” God is not concerned about 

oxen, is He? 10 Or is He speaking altogether for our sake? Yes, for our sake it was 

written 
 

1 Cor. 9: 20 To the Jews I became as a Jew, so that I might win Jews; to those who 

are under the Law, as under the Law though not being myself under the Law, so 

that I might win those who are under the Law; 21 to those who are without law, as 

without law, though not being without the law of God but under the law of Christ, 

so that I might win those who are without law. 

 

1 Cor. 14:34 The women are to keep silent in the churches; for they are not 

permitted to speak, but are to subject themselves, just as the Law also says. 

 

2 Cor. 6:14 Do not be unequally yoked together with unbelievers. For what 

fellowship has righteousness with Lawlessness? And what communion has light 

with darkness? 

 

Eph. 6:1 Children, obey your parents in the Lord, for this is right. 2 Honor your 

father and mother (which is the first commandment with a promise), 3 so that it 

may be well with you, and that you may live long on the earth. 

 

Gal. 3:21 Is the Law then contrary to the promises of God? May it never be! 



Gal. 5: 14 For the whole Law is fulfilled in one word, in the statement, “You shall 

love your neighbor as yourself.” 

 

Gal. 6:2 Bear one another’s burdens, and thereby fulfill the law of Christ. [He says 

this right after quoting Lev. 19:18 in Gal. 5:14] 

 

Col. 2:16-17 So let no one judge you in food or in drink, or regarding a festival or 

a new moon or sabbaths, which are a shadow of things to come, but the body of the 

Messiah. [Here we see Paul encouraging the Colossians not to be intimidated by 

the judgments of their Gentile Pagan tribesmen for becoming like Jews and 

showing them that the Feasts are not merely shadows of things in the past but of 

the future, and that is why they should still keep them!] 

 

1 Tim. 1:8 But we know that the Law is good, if one uses it lawfully 

 

2 Tim. 3:16 All Scripture [is] given by inspiration of God, and [is] profitable for 

doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness,17 that the 

man of God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work. 

 

1 John 3:4 Everyone who practices sin also practices lawlessness; and sin is 

lawlessness.  

 

See also the section “Problems With Paul”.  

 

22. The Jewish Noahide Laws are in gross error. The Sabbath is a creation ordinance (Gen. 2:3) 

which shows that this commandment was not introduced as a ceremonial element in the Jewish 

Commonwealth instituted on the basis of the Levitical Priesthood. What was sanctified was a day, 

not a principle that could be applied to another day. The Sabbath is thus natural law and will 

never be abrogated in the dispensation of men in the same way that heterosexual marriage (Gen. 

2:24, Mat. 19:4-5), the headship of the man over the woman (1 Cor. 11:3), man’s dominion over 

all creation (Gen. 1:26,28) and labor (Gen. 2:15) are also universal principles in the dispensation 

of men. One strong confirmation of the Sabbath’s natural and abiding nature was the opposition 

against the French Revolutionary Calendar’s ten-day work week during the French Revolution. 

Secondly, the clean and unclean distinction in animals was given to Noah as we see in Gen. 7:2. 

 

23. The Jewish idea that God cannot change in any way is based on the Neoplatonic doctrine of 

Absolute Divine Simplicity. This is one of the greatest conspiracies in Western History. This 

doctrine is taught in all the major religions. Moses Maimonides among the Jews, Al-Ghazali 

among the Muslims, and Thomas Aquinas among the Christians. What I am saying, is not that 

God’s being or his moral character changed with the New Covenant, but that his activity changed. 

In the Neoplatonic system, the One cannot tolerate a distinction between being, will and activity.  

 

24. Yeshua’s second coming to the earth was not predicted in Matt. 24 and Luke 21 as an event 

to occur in his own generation. As J. Parnell McCarter states,  

 



“In the context of Matthew 24, the “these things” is referring to the destruction of 

the Temple in 70 AD, but it is not speaking of everything in the chapter, and 

especially not of the Second Coming (“that day”), which Christ contrasts with 

“these things” regarding our knowledge of its timing.”30 

 

Concerning, Matt. 10:23,  

 

 “And when they persecute you in this city, flee to another. For truly, I say to you, 

you shall by no means have gone through the cities of Yisra’ĕl before the Son of 

Ad ̱am comes.” 

 

And Mark 14:62, Mat. 26:64,  

 

 “And Jesus said, “I am; and you shall see the Son of Man sitting at the right hand 

of Power, and coming with the clouds of heaven.” 

 

These passages do not refer to Yeshua’s second coming to the earth but to his coming to the 

Ancient of Days in Daniel 7: 

 

Dan 7:13  “I was looking in the night visions and saw One like the Son of Enosh1, coming with 

the clouds of the heavens! And He came to the Ancient of Days, and they brought Him near 

before Him. Footnote: 1Son of Enosh - This Aramaic term is similar to the Heb ̱rew ‘Ben Ad ̱am,’ 

but not the exact equivalent of it. However, this Aramaic term indicates the same One!  Dan 7:14  

“And to Him was given rulership and preciousness and a reign, that all peoples, nations, and 

languages should serve Him. His rule is an everlasting rule which shall not pass away, and His 

reign that which shall not be destroyed. 

 

This happened in Acts 1:9, many years before 70 A.D. Probably, the reason why Dan. 7:13 is cited 

in Mat. 24:30 is because his second coming is just like his Dan. 7:13 coming as Acts 1:11 states,  

 

“Act 1:11  who also said, “Men of Galil, why do you stand looking up into the heaven? This 

same יהושע, who was taken up from you into the heaven, shall come in the same way1 as you saw 

Him go into the heaven.” 

 

25. The Jews, the Hebrew Roots and the Ebionites say that the apostle Paul took Habakkuk out of 

context and misquoted him in Gal. 3:11: And that no one is declared right by Torah before Elohim 

is clear, for “The righteous shall live by belief.” The argument from the Hebrew Roots Movement 

is that the word faith in Gal. 3:11 isn’t faith in Habakkuk but a habit of obedience. The Greek text 

reads: ὅτι δὲ ἐν νόμῳ οὐδεὶς δικαιοῦται παρὰ τῷ θεῷ δῆλον ὅτι ὁ δίκαιος ἐκ πίστεως ζήσεται.31 

Now how did the Septuagint read?  

 

Hab. 2:4 ἐὰν ὑποστείληται οὐκ εὐδοκεῖ ἡ ψυχή μου ἐν αὐτῷ ὁ δὲ δίκαιος ἐκπίστεώς μου ζήσεται 
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Almost word for word quotation and the same form of the word pistis is used for faith. The 

just/righteous shall live by faith, or by my faith, is the translation of the Greek Old Testament. 

Now how is this word used in the Hebrew?32 The word is used as faithful or true. Never does it 

mean an infused habit. Does this contradict Paul’s use? We have the exact same wording in Heb. 

10:38 ὁ δὲ δίκαιός μου ἐκ πίστεως ζήσεται.  The sense of the Prophet and of Paul is brought out 

in this chapter: 

 

Heb 10:38  “But the righteous shall live by belief (πίστεως ), but if anyone draws back, my being 

has no pleasure in him.” Heb 10:39  But we are not of those who draw back to destruction, but 

of belief (πίστεως) to the preservation of life. 

 

Here we see the use of the prophet in the proper sense in the context of Heb. 10, of a persevering 

belief just as Paul uses it in Romans 1: 

 

“Rom 1:13  And I do not wish you to be unaware, brothers, that I often purposed to come to you, 

but was hindered until now, in order to have some fruit among you, as also among the other 

gentiles. Rom 1:14  I am a debtor both to Greeks and to foreigners, both to wise and to foolish. 

Rom 1:15  That is why I am so eager to bring the Good News also to you who are in Rome. Rom 

1:16  For I am not ashamed of the Good News of Messiah, for it is the power of Elohim for 

deliverance to everyone who believes, to the Yehudite first and also to the Greek. Rom 1:17  For 

in it the righteousness of Elohim is revealed from belief to belief, as it has been written, “But the 

righteous shall live by belief.”1 Footnote: 1Hab. 2:4.” 

 

Here we see that the way Paul uses the term, though it includes a mental assent to the propositions 

of the gospel, also trusts in the persons who revealed those propositions in a persevering way: Yah 

the Father through Yeshua his Son. We see nothing in the book of Hebrews, which may have been 

written by someone other than Paul; providing more problems for the Hebrew Roots rejection of 

Paul; of atonement through works of Torah (Ezek. 18) but of belief and trust in Yah through 

Yeshua Messiah. 

 

26. The Virgin Birth is taught explicitly in Isa. 7:14 in the Septuagint which was created by Jews. 

 

27. The Virgin Birth taught in the New Testament has nothing to do with Pagan mythology.  

 

Raymond Brown former Professor Emeritus at the Union Theological Seminary in The Birth of 

the Messiah pages 522-523, states concerning Pagan Virgin Births,  

 

“Among the parallels offered for the virginal conception of Jesus have been the 

conceptions of figures in world religions (the Buddha, Krishna, and the son of 

Zoroaster), in Greco-Roman mythology (Perseus, Romulus), in Egyptian and 

Classical History (the Pharaohs, Alexander, Augustus), and among 
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famous philosophers or religious thinkers (Plato, Apollonius of Tyana), to name 

only a few… 

 

Are any of these divinely engendered births really parallel to the non-sexual 

virginal conception of Jesus described in the NT, where Mary is not impregnated 

by a male deity or element, but the child is begotten through the creative power of 

the Holy Spirit? These "parallels" consistently involve a type of hieros gamos (note: 

"holy seed" or "divine semen") where a divine male, in human or other form, 

impregnates a woman, either through normal sexual intercourse or through some 

substitute form of penetration. In short, there is no clear example 

of virginal conception in world or pagan religions that plausibly could have given 

first-century Jewish Christians the idea of the virginal conception of Jesus.” 

 

28. There is no reason to think that the New Testament authors would fabricate a Virgin Birth 

Narrative knowing it would provide a problem with tracing Yeshua’s Genealogy to David. The 

fact they make this claim shows there was no motive to gaining hegemony among Jews.  

 

It is probable that Isa. 7:14 immediately referred to Hezekiah but it also had Messianic implications 

as Jewish writers have admitted. Remember, the Prophets did not know the time or the manner of 

how their Prophecies were going to be fulfilled.33  

 

29. The Jewish understanding of Isaiah 53 is impossible. According to Deut. 28 the nation of Israel 

can only be cursed and suffer for disobedience, yet we read in Isa. 53 that the servant of the Lord, 

“He was pierced through for our transgressions, He was crushed for our iniquities” in verse 5, “was 

cut off out of the land of the living For the transgression of my people, to whom the stroke was 

due” in verse 8, and that “He had done no violence, Nor was there any deceit in His mouth” in 

verse 9 . Moreover, if the Jews say Isa. 52 is the Nation of Israel, then this passage is still teaching 

human sacrifice, which the Jews reject. The Jews say that Pagan Kings are speaking in verse 1 of 

Isa. 53. There is no evidence for this whatsoever. They play this game because they have no way 

to get around the problems I have shown.   

 

30. The Jews object that Yeshua was never in prison (vs. 8) yet Mat. 27:15-17 clearly calls Yeshua 

a prisoner.   

 

31. The New Testament idea that the Word of God pre-existed the creation as a distinct person 

from God, is not a product of Hellenism. Greco-Roman thought on the Logos was that the Logos 

was an impersonal reason of the Universe. This can be read in the works of Heraclitus, and Plotinus 

says in his Third Ennead, Second Tractate, 16,  

 

“These considerations oblige us to state the Logos [the Reason-Principle of the 

Universe] once again, and more clearly, and to justify its nature.  

 

This Reason-Principle, then- let us dare the definition in the hope of conveying the 

truth- this Logos is not the Intellectual Principle unmingled, not the Absolute 

Divine Intellect; nor does it descend from the pure Soul alone; it is a dependent of 

                                                 
33 1 Pet. 1:10-11 



that Soul while, in a sense, it is a radiation from both those divine Hypostases; the 

Intellectual Principle and the Soul- the Soul as conditioned by the Intellectual 

Principle engender this Logos which is a Life holding restfully a certain measure 

of Reason.”34  

 

Notice he says that the Logos is not a hypostases which is the word the Christian Theologians use 

for the divine persons, but a production of a hypostases. Thus, in Greco-Roman thought, the Logos 

is not a pre-existent person, but a universal principle.  

 

 

Ebionism and the Rise of Islam 

 

32. A cursory examination of Ebionite doctrine clearly reveals the roots of Islam.  The Ebionites 

denied that Yeshua pre-existed his birth. They taught he was a mere man. The Ebionites rejected 

Paul as an apostate. They rejected the whole New Testament except Matthew but still deny the 

Virgin Birth, thus Matthew itself was suspect. The Ebionites were Premillennialists and they 

rejected the Penal Substitutionary Atonement of Yeshua.35 The evolution to Islam from this 

platform is an easy one. Though the Muslims accept the Virgin Birth in large, they still see Yeshua 

as only a mere man. The Muslims deny Penal Substitutionary Atonement which itself brings the 

essence of Biblical Judaism into question as well as the Premillennial idea of the rebuilt Temple.36 

And having rejected the entire New Testament a basis for belief in Yeshua and the Abrahamic God 

was needed. Thus, Muhammed and the Koran was erected.  To reject the New Testament while 

holding faith in Yeshua is arbitrary and ad hoc. On what basis other than the Islamic tradition can 

you appeal to?  They will demand that the Muslims do not hold the Torah to be perfect, but then 

neither does the Ebionite/Hebrew Roots, for they reject the Torah on Blood Atonement and add to 

the Torah with Ezekiel’s Temple.  

 

The Kingdom 

 

 

33. If Old Testament prophecies are all to be fulfilled literally Gentiles are outside of salvation 

because the New Covenant is made with the House of Judah and Israel. Jer. 31:31, Heb. 8:8.  

 

34. If the Ebionite/Hebrew Roots Theology is true, then pursuant to Exo. 12:48, Isa. 14:1-2, 56:4-

8, Zech. 8:22-23 a Gentile must geographically, culturally, and socially join the Jewish people who 

have rejected Messiah for centuries and specifically hate the White European people.  But most 

Ebionite/Hebrew Roots do not do this. On the contrary, most of them despise humanity and 

worship in their living rooms. Surely, they are as the apostle Paul states,  
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1 Th 2:14  For you, brothers, became imitators of the assemblies of Elohim which are in 

Yehudah in Messiah יהושע, because you also suffered the same treatment from your own 

countrymen as they also from the Yehuḏim, 1 Th 2:15  who killed both the Master יהושע and their 

own prophets, and have persecuted us, and who displease Elohim and are hostile to all men 

 

35. The prophecies of the Tanach concerning the Messiah describe him clearly as a political king37 

but the Ebionite/Hebrew Roots and the Premillennialists deny that he is a king and state that his 

kingship only begins in the future restored kingdom of Israel. To deny his kingship is to deny that 

he is the Messiah. As Rabbi Aryeh Kaplan states in The Real Messiah,   

 

“The primary figure in Christianity is its Messiah. Its very name indicates that 

Christianity is completely based on the personality of the Messiah. As mentioned 

earlier, the name “Christ” comes from Christos, the Greek word for Messiah. The 

Christians are thus those who make the person of the Messiah central to their 

teachings. The first major difference between the Jews and early Christians was 

that the Christians believed that the Messiah had already come, while the Jews 

believed that he was yet to come. At first, this was the main point of controversy. 

The Jews had one major objection to the Christian Messiah, and that was the fact 

that he had been unsuccessful. Judaism had always taught that the Messiah would 

redeem Israel in a political sense, and Jesus had failed to accomplish this. 

Instead, he had been scourged and humiliated like a common rebel, and finally 

crucified along with two ordinary thieves. How could the career of Jesus be 

reconciled with the glorious picture of the Messiah as taught by the Prophets of 

Israel? The early Christians faced this dilemma, and, in justifying Jesus as the 

Messiah, radically altered the entire concept. These new Messianic ideas were 

developed in the writing of John, and even more so in the Epistles of Paul. If we 

look in these sources, we find a gradual transition. The Messiah of the Jew 

progressively becomes transformed into the Christ of the Christian. This can be 

traced in a series of logical steps. 1) Jesus was totally unsuccessful in redeeming 

the Jews politically, and therefore the early Christians could no longer look upon 

this as the task of the Messiah. His redemption had to be given a new meaning. 

They therefore taught that his mission was not to redeem man from political 

oppression, but only to redeem him from spiritual evil. 2) Once the Messiah’s 

mission was redefined, it could also be expanded. Political oppression was a special 

problem of the Jews, but spiritual evil is worldwide. The early Christians therefore 

began to teach that Jesus had come to redeem the whole world. They rejected the 

view that he would come to redeem the Jewish people and their land first, and 

only then redeem the rest of the world. The Messiah’s reign is therefore universal, 

but only spiritual. The kingdom of Jesus is thus “not of this world.” (Pg. 16)… 

 

“Item: The New Testament itself claims that the prophecies concerning the Messiah 

were to be realized in Jesus’ own generation. Mark (13,30) clearly says, “Truthfully 

I say unto you that this generation shall not pass till all these things be done.” In 
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Matthew 4, Jesus is quoted as saying that “The Kingdom of Heaven is at hand.” 

2,000 years have passed and still nothing has been accomplished.” (Pg. 29) 

 

36. The reason why the Jewish political kingdom was not set up by Yeshua is that the Jews rejected 

their Messiah and offered him up for death and thus God extended his covenant to the Gentiles.38  

 

Gen 49:10  “The sceptre shall not turn aside from Yehuḏah, nor a Lawgiver from between his 

feet, until Shiloh comes, and to Him is the obedience of peoples. 

 

Moreover, Daniel 2 and 7 prophesied of a universal King.  This will be explained in greater 

detail in the section regarding Ezekiel’s Temple.  

 

37. Yeshua’s rejection of the political restoration of Israel totally destroys the Adulterous Woman 

Gospel of the Ebionite/Hebrew Roots.  

 

38. Yeshua did set up his kingdom with his first coming as he was declared a king at his 

resurrection.39  

 

39. When faced with Isaiah 2 and Micah 4 which foretells of a time of great peace the Hebrew 

Roots, some Ebionites, and the Premillennialists will say that this will be fulfilled in his second 

coming, but the problem is the distinction between his first Priestly coming and his second Kingly 

coming assumes upon Penal Substitution which the Ebionites and many Hebrew Roots people 

reject.  

 

40. Isa. 49:4 indicates that the Messiah would appear to fail in his work.  

 

41. Acknowledging that the kingdom of God is come and that Yeshua is the Messianic king now 

is not the same thing as Preterism or Amillennialism. The New Testament tells us that there is an 

age to come40, which will be commenced by the Second Coming of Yeshua, the Judgment and the 

Resurrection of the Dead41, but that we are now enjoying the benefits and graces of the age to 

come42 and are in a spiritual sense resurrected from the dead.43 Yet as we see from Paul in Eph. 

1:21, we are not in the age to come. This is not the final state. 2 Peter 3:13 tells us that “we are 

waiting for new heavens and new earth”. Yet Isa. 65’s description of the New Heavens and New 

Earth involves human mortality which must come before the Resurrection of the Dead.44 Thus The 

New Heavens and the New Earth is a Golden Age within this Age. And then, when the age to 

come appears we will enter the Kingdom in a fuller and perfect sense.45 
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The Gospel of New Testament 
 

 

42. Act 13:38  “Let it therefore be known to you, brothers, that through this One forgiveness of 

sins is proclaimed to you, Act 13:39  and by Him everyone who believes is declared right from 

all sins from which you were not able to be declared right by the Torah of Mosheh. 

 

The Sinai Covenant is not the Covenant that is renewed with Yeshua. The Sinai Covenant, a 

covenant distinct from the Abrahamic Covenant (Deut. 5:3, Jer. 31:32) renewed with Yeshua 

(Luke 22:20, Gal. 3:6-18), contained no promise of eternal life. (This is not to say that Abraham, 

Jacob, or Job, who were not in the Sinai Covenant did not receive such promises, or men like 

David knew nothing of this but received no promise.) The Gospel of the New Testament and Paul 

is that atonement for sin and eternal life comes by the perfect life and death of Yeshua Messiah. 

(Mat. 26:28, Acts 20:28, Rom. 3:25, Heb. 9:12, 10:19, 1 Pet. 1:19, 1 John 1:7, Rev. 1:5, Mat. 7:14, 

18:8, John 3:36, 40, 6:35, 6:53-54, 14:6, 20:31, 1 John 1:1-2, 5:11-12, 12: 44-50, 2 Tim. 1:1-10, 

Gal. 6:8) One is brought into union with Yeshua through faith. (1 Cor. 1:30) The way of salvation 

in the Old Testament, understood as the Sinai Covenant, is that atonement for sin and justifying 

life, understood as life in the land of Canaan, is through obedience to Torah. (Deut. 6:25, 30:15-

20, Lev. 16, 18:5, Ezek. 18:20-23) And this obedience was understood as perfect and complete: 

 

Deut. 27: 26 Cursed is every man that continues not in all the words of this law to do them: and 

all the people shall say, So be it. LXX 

 

These two covenants are then clearly distinct covenants. There was clearly a change that happened 

when Yeshua came. (Heb. 5:9, 7:18-22, 8, 9:6 -15, 10:1-14).  

 

The Hebrew Roots idea that atonement for sin and eternal life can be gained through the Sinai 

Covenant is utterly foreign to the Bible and is a direct denial of the Messiah. 

 

This is why Paul says these Ebionites and Hebrew Roots, to whom James apostatized, are heretics 

who deny Mesisah and are accursed. (Gal. 1:9, 2:21, 3:21, 5:4) 

 

The Hebrew Roots and the Ebionites claim that the New Testament Gospel is a condemnation of 

the Torah. On the contrary, the New Testament tells us that the reason a New Covenant was 

needed was because of man’s sins. The Torah is holy and just and good, Rom. 7:12, but because 

man is a sinner fault was found with us.  

 

Heb 8:8  For finding fault with them, He says, “See, the days are coming,” says יהוה, “when I 

shall conclude with the house of Yisra’ĕl and with the house of Yehud ̱ah a renewed covenant 

 

43. The purpose of the public giving of the Law at Sinai was to create a public legal condemnation 

of men’s sins that men may see clearly two stone tablets that rebuke the deceit of their hearts that 

constantly seek to justify their own actions and think themselves righteous in their own eyes. It 

was never intended to be eternal and unchangeable in all its aspects.  

(Psalm 110, Jer. 31:31-34, Rom 5:20, Gal. 3:19)   



 

44. Paul makes very clear that the curse that is abrogated by Messiah is the Torah considered in its 

proper context of being over a fallen and lost people, not Rabbinic tradition.   

 

Gal 3:10  For as many as are of works of Torah are under the curse, for it has been written, 

“Cursed is everyone who does not continue in all that has been written in the book of the Torah, 

to do them.” Gal 3:11  And that no one is declared right by Torah before Elohim is clear, for 

“The righteous shall live by belief.” Gal 3:12  And the Torah is not of belief, but “The man who 

does them shall live by them.” 

 

Noah walked in the Commandments of Yah blameless46, as did Job47 and David speaks of those 

“whose way is blameless, Who walk in the law of the Lord”48 and he goes on to speak of how the 

Torah is a delight49, and how he loves the Torah.50 Does that sound like a curse and a burden that 

no man can bear? Moreover, we read in the Renewed Covenant of Zacharias and Elizabeth who, 

“were both righteous in the sight of God, walking blamelessly in all the commandments and 

requirements of the Lord.”51 And Paul himself admits, “I have committed no offense either against 

the Law of the Jews or against the temple or against Caesar.”52 The notion that the Torah was 

impossible to keep and was a curse in itself is the height of blasphemy! However, this is in the 

context of people who understand the grace of God typified in the blood sacrifices. These are 

people who truly have faith in the grace of Yah and his coming Messiah who is the goal of the 

Torah.53 The Torah then is not the end goal. Messiah is the end goal. The Torah itself explained 

the Levitical service as a placeholder of a greater heavenly reality.54 So what is Peter referring to 

in Acts 15:10? It obviously is not the Torah per se. Yeshua says, “The scribes and the Pharisees 

have seated themselves in the chair of Moses…They tie up heavy burdens and lay them on men’s 

shoulders, but they themselves are unwilling to move them with so much as a finger.”55 Paul uses 

the same word in Galatians 5:1, that Peter uses in Acts 15:10, and he describes this burden as an 

attempt to be justified by the Torah, implying that the blood atonements were basically irrelevant 

appendages-vestigial organs, of the Levitical System.56 From the entire context of Galatians, 

especially 2:11-16, the great burden and curse that Paul warned us of was falling under the 

deceitful doctrine of the Talmudic Jewish Theology, which twisted the Torah and proposed a 

doctrine of Justification by works without regard to blood atonement. The Torah did promise life 

upon obedience but it never claimed to be the end of God’s dealings with man. Thus, Peter is 

referring to the Rabbinic Traditions added to the Torah in a confused path of self-righteousness, 

refusing to see the Messianic implications to the blood atonements and laid the foundations for 

what became Islam. Thus, Paul’s great caveat in his works is not simply Rabbinic Tradition, it is 

to view the Torah as the end goal in itself, without seeing the typical nature and Messianic 
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implications of the Levitical system. The Rabbis then, began to do exactly what they claim 

Christian do: take away from Torah. By removing the significance of the blood atonements and 

exaggerating the life promised upon obedience in the Torah, which only referred to the land of 

Canaan, and exaggerating the significance of their ethnicity and heritage57, they created a system 

of works salvation which led them to change the Torah regarding blood atonement, to reject their 

own prophets,58 to reject the Messiah, and thus to lay the foundations for the Muslim Religion.  

 

45. Paul tells us how to surpass the righteousness of the Scribes and Pharisees and it is not the 

Islamic path. It is by faith in Yeshua.59 Moreover, Rom. 3:20 is not talking about oral law. In verse 

19 the whole world is made guilty before God by this law; in verse 20 the knowledge of sin comes 

by this law; thus, it cannot be by Rabbinic oral law. This is not to take the Catholic and modern 

Christian understanding of Mat. 5:17-19, but to recognize the connection between the Islamo-

Rabbinic view of Justification and their compromises with the Torah.  

 

46. The Law is not to be considered abolished as a moral rule of life, but as a way to attain 

atonement for sin. Rom. 10:4.  

 

47. Distinguishing what laws in the Torah a Gentile believer in Yeshua is obligated to is completely 

arbitrary until you make a distinction between the Abrahamic and the Sinai Covenant.  

 

48. My rejection of James is not arbitrary. It is based on the clear fact that James contradicts even 

his own self. The book of James is clearly written against Paul’s Theology of Justification by faith 

alone.  

 

Jas 2:24  You see, then, that a man is declared right by works, and not by belief alone. 

  

Yet, in Acts 15:25 he refers to Paul as a beloved Brother. We see then that James came under 

influence from those Ebionites who rejected Paul.  

 

49. The Bible does say we are judged by works because works are a part of salvation. But they are 

just not a condition for justification. Salvation in the New Testament is something multi-faceted. 

There is predestination, election, adoption, sanctification, glorification, and justification.60 Just like 

the Romanists the Jews, and the Ebionites confuse justification with sanctification.  

 

50. Belief is a good work, but it does not justify as a work. It is not meritorious. Belief is an 

instrument. That is, it is not the meritorious cause but only the instrument. It does not give, it 

receives. Turretin adds a brilliant analogy: 

 

As the extension of the beggar’s hand is indeed the act of the beggar prescribed by the rich 

man, still as an act it does not enrich the beggar, but insofar as in this way he applies the 

gift of the rich man to himself and makes it his own (Turretin, pg. 82)…Thus the Scripture 

often ascribes the names of things (to which men attribute falsely a great efficacy and 
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value) to those things which are truly efficacious and valuable; as the gospel is called law 

because what the law sought, the gospel gives; what the Jews vainly sought in the law is 

obtained by the gospel. Thus regeneration is called circumcision (Phil. 3:3)…and faith is 

called a work”.61 

 

51. Sinai was a peculiar covenant, a dark dispensation formed with the framework of the covenant 

of grace made with Israel alone not all mankind, with the covenant of works published in it to drive 

them to Messiah; but Moses adds expiation of sin by blood typifying the ransom of blood that 

Messiah was to pay for our sins, as this Covenant, all along had sacrifices and blood to confirm it. 

The Jews missed what the covenant of works was intended to show them, their sin and spiritual 

destitution, and sought the covenant of works as a means to establish their own righteousness. 

They should have seen from the sacrifices, their need of redemption but they refused. They chose 

rather to create their Islamo-Gospel.  

 

52. Paul offered a sin offering in Acts 21 pursuant to 1 Cor. 9:20 during the transition period after 

the rejection of the Jewish Kingdom pursuant to Mat. 21:43 et al. 

 

1 Cor. 9: 20 To the Jews I became as a Jew, so that I might win Jews; to those who are 

under the Law, as under the Law though not being myself under the Law, so that I might 

win those who are under the Law; 21 to those who are without law, as without law, though 

not being without the law of God but under the law of Christ, so that I might win those 

who are without law. 

 

For Paul himself said in Rom. 6:10 that Messiah died once for all as a sin offering. The book of 

Hebrews also speaks to this issue in great detail, asserting very clearly that, “where there is 

forgiveness of these things, there is no longer any offering for sin.” Heb. 10:18. The Ebionites and 

the Hebrew Roots cannot appeal to Acts 21 knowing this. They also cannot appeal to the book of 

Acts at all because Paul taught Penal Substitution in Acts 20:28.  

 

53. Ezekiel’s Temple will never be built again. It is a relic of the expired and obsolete Sinai 

Covenant.62 There are numerous prophecies Jews and Ebionites point to concerning a rebuilt 

Temple such as Isa. 56:7, 66:20-23, Jer. 33:18, Zech. 14:16-21, Ezek. 36-48, Mal. 3:3-4, and Amos 

9.  The Temple of Ezekiel is clearly interpreted by the Apostles as the Messianic Congregation not 

a literal physical temple as we shall see. The Old Testament Prophets did not understand what they 

were prophesying about and the time and manner of how their prophecies would be fulfilled.63 In 

the prophets we read of The Branch who will build the Temple of Yah.64  

Now what is it that Messiah builds when he comes into his ministry? 

 

Mat 16:18 “And I also say to you that you are Kĕpha, and on this rock I shall build My 

assembly, and the gates of the grave shall not overcome it. 
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So it is not a literal physical temple but a group of people! We read in Acts 15 concerning the 

Amos 9 prophecy: 

 

Act 15:13  And after they were silent, Yaʽaqoḇ answered, saying, “Men, brothers, listen to 

me:  Act 15:14  “Shimʽon has declared how Elohim first visited the gentiles to take out of them a 

people for His Name. Act 15:15  “And the words of the prophets agree with this, as it has been 

written: Act 15:16  ‘After this I shall return and rebuild the Booth of Dawiḏ which has fallen 

down. And I shall rebuild its ruins, and I shall set it up, Act 15:17  so that the remnant of 

mankind shall seek הוהי, even all the gentiles on whom My Name has been called, says הוהי who 

is doing all this,’ Act 15:18  who has made this known from of old. 

 

Notice that James mentions prophet(S) plural not singular. Paul continues this theme: 

 

Eph 2:19  So then you are no longer strangers and foreigners, but fellow citizens with the set-

apart ones and members of the household of Elohim,1 Footnote: 1 Rom. 11:17-24, Isa. 14:1. Eph 

2:20  having been built upon the foundation of the emissaries and prophets, עשוהי Messiah 

Himself being chief corner-stone, Eph 2:21  in whom all the building, being joined together, 

grows into a set-apart Dwelling Place in הוהי, Eph 2:22  in whom you also are being built 

together into a dwelling of Elohim in the Spirit. 

 

This is in agreement with what Yeshua said in John 2: 

 

Joh 2:19  עשוהי answered and said to them, “Destroy this Dwelling Place, and in three days I 

shall raise it.” Joh 2:20  Then the Yehuḏim said, “It took forty-six years to build this Dwelling 

Place, and You are going to raise it in three days?”Joh 2:21  But He spoke about the Dwelling 

Place of His body. Joh 2:22  So, when He was raised from the dead, His taught ones 

remembered that He said this to them. And they believed the Scripture and the word which עשוהי 

had said. 

Paul says, 

 

“1Co 3:16  Do you not know that you are a Dwelling Place of Elohim and that the Spirit of 

Elohim dwells in you? 1Co 3:17  If anyone destroys the Dwelling Place of Elohim, Elohim shall 

destroy him. For the Dwelling Place of Elohim is set-apart, which you are… 

 

2 Co 6:14  Do not become unevenly yoked with unbelievers. For what partnership have 

righteousness and lawlessness? And what fellowship has light with darkness? 2Co 6:15  And 

what agreement has Messiah with Beliyaʽal? Or what part does a believer have with an 

unbeliever? 2Co 6:16  And what union has the Dwelling Place of Elohim with idols? For you are 

a Dwelling Place of the living Elohim, as Elohim has said, “I shall dwell in them and walk 

among them, and I shall be their Elohim, and they shall be My people.” 

 

Interestingly, in this passage Paul is quoting from the prophecy of Ezekiel’s Temple! 

 

Eze 37:21  “And speak to them, ‘Thus said the Master הוהי, “See, I am taking the children of 

Yisra’ĕl from among the gentiles, wherever they have gone, and shall gather them from all 

around, and I shall bring them into their land. Eze 37:22  “And I shall make them one nation in 



the land, on the mountains of Yisra’ĕl. And one sovereign shall be sovereign over them all, and 

let them no longer be two nations, and let them no longer be divided into two reigns. Eze 

37:23  “And they shall no longer defile themselves with their idols, nor with their disgusting 

matters, nor with any of their transgressions. And I shall save them from all their dwelling places 

in which they have sinned, and I shall cleanse them. And they shall be My people, and I be their 

Elohim, Eze 37:24  while Dawiḏ My servant is sovereign over them. And they shall all have one 

shepherd and walk in My right-rulings and guard My laws, and shall do them. Eze 37:25  “And 

they shall dwell in the land that I have given to Yaʽaqoḇ My servant, where your fathers dwelt. 

And they shall dwell in it, they and their children and their children’s children, forever, and My 

servant Dawiḏ be their prince forever. Eze 37:26  “And I shall make a covenant of peace with 

them – an everlasting covenant it is with them. And I shall place them and increase them, and 

shall place My set-apart place in their midst, forever. Eze 37:27  “And My Dwelling Place shall 

be over them. And I shall be their Elohim, and they shall be My people. Eze 37:28  “And the 

gentiles shall know that I, הוהי, am setting Yisra’ĕl apart, when My set-apart place is in their 

midst – forever.” 

 

And Peter specifically speaking to Gentiles says: 

 

1Pe 2:4  Drawing near to Him, a living Stone – rejected indeed by men, but chosen by Elohim 

and precious –1Pe 2:5  you also, as living stones, are being built up, a spiritual house, a set-

apart priesthood, to offer up spiritual slaughter offerings acceptable to Elohim through עשוהי 

Messiah. 1Pe 2:6  Because it is contained in the Scripture, “See, I lay in Tsiyon a chief corner-

stone, chosen, precious, and he who believes on Him shall by no means be put to shame.”1 

Footnote: 1Isa. 28:16. 1Pe 2:7  This preciousness, then, is for you who believe; but to those who 

are disobedient, “The stone which the builders rejected has become the chief corner-stone,”1 

Footnote: 1Ps. 118:22. 1Pe 2:8  and “A stone of stumbling and a rock that makes for falling,”1 

who stumble because they are disobedient2 to the Word, to which they also were appointed. 

Footnotes: 1Isa. 8:14. 2See John 3:36, Heb. 3:18.1Pe 2:9  But you are a chosen race, a royal 

priesthood, a set-apart nation, a people for a possession, that you should proclaim the praises of 

Him who called you out of darkness into His marvellous light,1Pe 2:10  who once were not a 

people, but now the people of Elohim; who had not obtained compassion, but now obtained 

compassion. 

 

Believers are said to be sweet smelling offerings to Yah: 

 

Rom 12:1  I call upon you, therefore, brothers, through the compassion of Elohim, to present 

your bodies a living offering – set-apart, well-pleasing to Elohim – your reasonable worship. 

 

2 Co 2:14  But thanks be to Elohim who always leads us on, to overcome in Messiah, and 

manifests through us the fragrance of His knowledge in every place. 2 Co 2:15  Because we are 

to Elohim the fragrance of Messiah among those who are being saved and among those who are 

perishing. 2 Co 2:16  To the one we are the smell of death to death, and to the other the 

fragrance of life to life. And who is competent for these? 

 



Php 4:18  Indeed I have all and more than enough. I have been filled, having received from 

Epaphroditos what you sent, a sweet-smelling fragrance, an acceptable offering, well-pleasing to 

Elohim. 

 

And we New Covenant believers have an altar who is Yeshua Messiah: 

 

Heb 13:10  We have an altar from which those serving the Tent have no authority to eat. Heb 

13:11  For the bodies of those beasts whose blood is brought into the Set-apart Place by the high 

priest for sin, are burned outside the camp. Heb 13:12  And so עשוהי also suffered outside the 

gate, to set apart the people with His own blood. Heb 13:13  Let us, then, go to Him outside the 

camp, bearing His reproach.Heb 13:14  For we have no lasting city here, but we seek the one 

coming. Heb 13:15  Through Him then, let us continually offer up a slaughter offering of praise 

to Elohim, that is, the fruit of our lips,1 giving thanks to His Name. Footnote: 1Or “bulls of our 

lips” – See Hosh. 14:2. Heb 13:16  And do not forget to do good and to share, for with such 

slaughter offerings Elohim is well pleased. 

 

This language is not confined to the Apostles. The prophet Malachi stated: 

 

Mal 1:11  “For from the rising of the sun, even to its going down, My Name is great among 

nations. And in every place incense is presented to My Name, and a clean offering. For My 

Name is great among nations,” said הוהי of hosts. 

 

Some will claim that Ezekiel’s Temple is only for memorial offerings not sin offerings. Yet the 

passage clearly says that the offerings in Ezekiel’s temple are for atonement for sin: 

 

Eze 45:15  “And one lamb from a flock, from two hundred, from the watered pastures of 

Yisra’ĕl, for grain offerings, and for a burnt offering, and for peace offerings, to make atonement 

for them,” declares the Master הוהי. 

 

Moreover, the Hebrew Roots and the Premillennialists don’t take these prophecies literally either. 

Ezek. 37:24-25 mentions David ruling over this Temple yet they see this as typology of Yeshua 

Messiah.   

 

We also see that the New Covenant Assembly are called the heavenly Jerusalem, the city of 

Elohim, the exalted mountain and Zion in Heb. 12:22-23. We read in Revelation that this Heavenly 

Jerusalem, this holy city, is the Temple Ezekiel prophesied of in Ezek. 37: 

 

Rev 3:12  “He who overcomes, I shall make him a supporting post in the Dwelling Place of My 

Elohim, and he shall by no means go out. And I shall write on him the Name of My Elohim and 

the name of the city of My Elohim, the renewed Yerushalayim, which comes down out of the 

heaven from My Elohim, and My renewed Name… 

 

Rev 21:1  And I saw a renewed heaven and a renewed earth, for the former heaven and the 

former earth had passed away, and the sea is no more. Rev 21:2  And I, Yoh ̣anan, saw the set-

apart city, renewed Yerushalayim, coming down out of the heaven from Elohim, prepared as a 

bride adorned for her husband. Rev 21:3  And I heard a loud voice from the heaven saying, 



“See, the Booth of Elohim is with men, and He shall dwell with them, and they shall be His 

people, and Elohim Himself shall be with them and be their Elohim. 

 

This word Booth, referring to the Old Covenant Tabernacle is used of Yeshua in John 1:14 when 

Yeshua is said to dwell, or tabernacle, with us.  

 

Now immediately after all of this is shown to the Hebrew Roots and the Premillennialists, they 

exclaim, THAT IS A CHANGE OF MEANING! YOU ARE MAKING GOD OUT TO BE A 

LIAR! IF HE CHANGED HIS MEANING WHAT KEEPS HIM FROM DOING IT AGAIN?  

 

Ans. First, this transition was foreseen by the Psalmist saying, “Psa. 118:22  The stone which the 

builders rejected Has become the chief corner-stone. Psa 118:23  This was from יהוה, It is 

marvellous in our eyes”, and prophesied by Yeshua, “Joh 4:21  יהושע said to her, “Woman, believe 

Me, the hour is coming when you shall neither on this mountain, nor in Yerushalayim, worship the 

Father.”  

 

Peter explains this prophecy stating,  

 

“Act 4:10  let it be known to all of you, and to all the people of Yisra’ĕl, that in the Name of 

 Messiah of Natsareth, whom you impaled, whom Elohim raised from the dead, by Him this יהושע

one stands before you, healthy.  Act 4:11 “This is ‘the stone which was rejected by you builders, 

which has become the chief cornerstone.” 

 

And Yeshua was not a literal stone.  

 

Also Hosea states, 

 

Hos 3:4  For many days the children of Yisra’ĕl are to remain without sovereign and without 

prince, and without slaughtering, and without pillar, and without shoulder garment or house 

idols. Hos 3:5  Afterward the children of Yisra’ĕl shall return, and seek יהוה their Elohim, and 

Dawiḏ their sovereign, and fear יהוה and His goodness, in the latter days. 

 

Secondly, the kingdom of God, the jurisdiction of God’s special dealings with a people, was taken 

from the Jews and given to Gentile nations believing in Yeshua.  

 

“Mat 21:33  “Hear another parable: There was a certain man, a householder who planted a 

vineyard and placed a hedge around it, and dug a winepress in it and built a watchtower. And he 

leased it to farmers and went abroad. Mat 21:34  “And when the season of the fruits drew near, 

he sent his servants to the farmers, to receive its fruit. Mat 21:35  “And the farmers took his 

servants and beat one, and they killed one, and they stoned another. Mat 21:36  “Again he sent 

other servants, more than the first, and they did likewise to them. Mat 21:37  “And at last he sent 

his son to them, saying, ‘They shall respect my son.’ Mat 21:38  “But when the farmers saw the 

son, they said among themselves, ‘This is the heir. Come, let us kill him, and let us possess his 

inheritance.’ Mat 21:39  “And they took him, and threw him out of the vineyard, and killed him. 

Mat 21:40  “Therefore, when the master of the vineyard comes, what shall he do to those 

farmers?” Mat 21:41  They said to Him, “Evil ones! He shall bring them to evil destruction, and 



lease the vineyard to other farmers who shall give to him the fruits in their seasons.” Mat 21:42  

 said to them, “Did you never read in the Scriptures, ‘The stone which the builders rejected יהושע

has become the chief corner-stone. This was from יהוה, and it is marvellous in our eyes’? Mat 

21:43  “Because of this I say to you: the reign of Elohim shall be taken from you and given to 

a nation bringing forth the fruits of it. Mat 21:44  “And he who falls on this stone shall be 

broken,1 but on whomever it falls, he shall be pulverised.” Footnote:1Rom. 8:10 & 13, Col. 3:5. 

Mat 21:45  And the chief priests and Pharisees, having heard His parables, knew that He was 

speaking of them.” [Ezek. 37:27-28] 

 

The Prophets had long before Yeshua prophesied of God’s extension to the Gentile Nations and 

as we shall see they never believed it.   

 

“1Ki 8:59  “And let these words of mine, with which I have made supplication before יהוה, be 

near יהוה our Elohim day and night, to maintain the cause of His servant and the cause of His 

people Yisra’ĕl, the matter of each day in its day,  1Ki 8:60  so that all the peoples of the earth 

might know that יהוה is Elohim, there is no one else… 

 

Isa 42:6  “I, יהוה, have called You in righteousness, and I take hold of Your hand and guard You, 

and give You for a covenant to a people, for a light to the gentiles, Isa 42:7  to open blind eyes, 

to bring out prisoners from the prison, those who sit in darkness from the prison house… 

 

Isa 49:6  and He says, “Shall it be a small matter for You to be My Servant to raise up the tribes 

of Yaʽaqoḇ, and to bring back the preserved ones of Yisra’ĕl? And I shall give You as a light to 

the gentiles, to be My deliverance to the ends of the earth!” 

 

 

Early in his ministry Yeshua had indicated that Israel would reject him.   

 

Joh 5:37  “And the Father who sent Me, He bore witness of Me. You have neither heard His 

voice at any time, nor seen His form.1 Footnote: 1See 1:18.  Joh 5:38  “And you do not have His 

Word staying in you, because you do not believe Him whom He sent.  Joh 5:39  “You search the 

Scriptures, because you think you possess everlasting life in them. And these are the ones that 

bear witness of Me.  Joh 5:40  “But you do not desire to come to Me in order to possess life. Joh 

5:41  “I do not receive esteem from men,  Joh 5:42  but I know you, that you do not have the love 

of Elohim in you. Joh 5:43  “I have come in My Father’s Name and you do not receive Me, if 

another comes in his own name, him you would receive.1 Footnote: 1“Another,” another one, 

was indeed a prophecy by יהושע of another one, probably the same one we read of in 2 Thess. 

2:4. See Anti-Messiah in Explanatory Notes.  Joh 5:44  “How are you able to believe, when you 

are receiving esteem from one another, and the esteem that is from the only Elohim you do not 

seek?  Joh 5:45  “Do not think that I shall accuse you to the Father. There is one who accuses 

you: Mosheh, in whom you have set your expectation. Joh 5:46  “For if you believed Mosheh, 

you would have believed Me, since he wrote about Me.  Joh 5:47  “But if you do not believe his 

writings,1 how shall you believe My words?” Footnote: 1Lk. 9:33, Lk. 16:31, Mal. 4:4-5. 

 



In order to make the word of Elohim not fall to ground as failure, literal prophecies to Israel of 

coming into the land and rebuilding of the temple are spiritualized to refer to Gentile believers on 

this basis.65 Yeshua prophesied that the following age would be the times of the Gentiles: 

 

“Luk 21:24  “And they shall fall by the edge of the sword, and be led away captive into all 

nations. And Yerushalayim shall be trampled underfoot by the gentiles until the times of the 

gentiles are filled.” 

 

When Yeshua fed the five thousand  we read Joh 6:15  Then יהושע, knowing that they were about 

to come and seize Him, that they might make Him sovereign, withdrew again to the mountain, 

alone by Himself.  Now, on the Hebrew Roots and Premillennial Theology, why would he do that 

if that was his purpose? If he was the Messiah in the sense the Hebrew Roots and Premillennialists 

say, he should have gone along with this with no hesitation.  

 

“Joh 6:26  יהושע answered them and said, “Truly, truly, I say to you, you seek Me, not because 

you saw signs, but because you ate of the loaves and were satisfied. Joh 6:27  “Do not labour for 

the food that is perishing, but for the food that is remaining to everlasting life, which the Son of 

Aḏam shall give you,1 for the Father, Elohim, has set His seal on Him.” Footnote: 1See vv. 35, 

48, 51, 58, and Mt. 4:4…Joh 6:36  “But I said to you that you have seen Me, and still do not 

believe.…Joh 6:51  “I am the living bread which came down out of the heaven. If anyone eats of 

this bread, he shall live forever. And indeed, the bread that I shall give is My flesh, which I shall 

give for the life of the world.” Joh 6:52  The Yehud ̱im, therefore, were striving with one another, 

saying, “How is this One able to give us His flesh to eat?” Joh 6:53  יהושע therefore said to 

them, “Truly, truly, I say to you, unless you eat the flesh of the Son of Ad ̱am and drink His blood, 

you possess no life in yourselves. Joh 6:54  “He who eats My flesh and drinks My blood 

possesses everlasting life, and I shall raise him up in the last day. Joh 6:55  “For My flesh is 

truly food, and My blood is truly drink.  Joh 6:56  “He who eats My flesh and drinks My blood 

stays in Me, and I in him.  Joh 6:57  “As the living Father sent Me, and I live because of the 

Father, so he who feeds on Me shall live because of Me. Joh 6:58  “This is the bread which came 

down out of the heaven, not as your fathers ate the manna and died. He who eats this bread shall 

live forever.” Joh 6:59  He said this in a congregation, teaching in Kephar Nah ̣um. Joh 6:60  

Therefore many of His taught ones having heard, said, “This word is hard, who is able to hear 

it?” Joh 6:61  But יהושע knowing within Himself that His taught ones were grumbling about this, 

said to them, “Does this make you stumble? Joh 6:62  “What if you see the Son of Ad ̱am going 

up where He was before? Joh 6:63  “It is the Spirit that gives life, the flesh does not profit at 

all. The words that I speak to you are Spirit and are life.1 Footnote: 1See v. 68, and 1 Cor. 

15:45. Word and Spirit are in unity.  Joh 6:64  “But there are some of you who do not believe.” 

For יהושע knew from the beginning who they were who did not believe, and who would deliver 

Him up. 

Joh 6:65  And He said, “Because of this I have said to you that no one is able to come to Me 

unless it has been given to him by My Father.” Joh 6:66  From then on many of His taught 

ones withdrew and were not walking with Him any more. Joh 6:67  יהושע therefore said to the 
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twelve, “Do you also wish to go away?” Joh 6:68  Then Shimʽon Kĕpha answered Him, 

“Master, to whom shall we go? You possess words of everlasting life.” 

 

If they could not abide him in this how could they submit to his kingship? 

 

In keeping with this transition, Yeshua says,  

 

Joh 10:16  “And other sheep I have which are not of this fold – I have to bring them as well, and 

they shall hear My voice, and there shall be one flock, one shepherd.1 Footnote: 1Ezek. 34:23, 

Ezek. 37:24. 

 

And again,  

 

Mat 15:22  And see, a woman of Kenaʽan came from those borders and cried out to Him, saying, 

“Have compassion on me, O Master, Son of Dawid ̱! My daughter is badly demon-possessed.” 

Mat 15:23  But He did not answer her a word. And His taught ones came and asked Him, saying, 

“Send her away, because she cries after us.” Mat 15:24  And He answering, said, “I was not 

sent except to the lost sheep of the house of Yisra’ĕl.”  Mat 15:25  But she came and was bowing 

to Him, saying, “Master, help me!”  Mat 15:26  And He answering, said, “It is not good to take 

the children’s bread and throw it to the little dogs.”  Mat 15:27  But she said, “Yea Master, for 

even the little dogs1 eat the crumbs which fall from their masters’ table.” Footnote:1See Rev. 

22:15. Mat 15:28  And יהושע answering, said to her, “O woman, your belief is great! Let it be to 

you as you desire.” And her daughter was healed from that hour. 

 

 

And at the end of his ministry Yeshua says,  

 

“Mat 28:19  “Therefore, go and make taught ones of all the nations, immersing them in the Name 

of the Father and of the Son and of the Set-apart Spirit” 

 

Yet, in keeping with the Sinaitic Covenant’s implications66 as over-emphasized and twisted by the 

Scribes and Pharisees, Yeshua’s apostles did not realize what had happened, as they were slow to 

understand and believe him many times saying after Yeshua’s resurrection,  

 

“Act 1:6  “Master, would You at this time restore the reign to Yisra’ĕl?”1 Footnote: 1Lk. 1:33.  

Act 1:7  And He said to them, “It is not for you to know times or seasons which the Father has 

put in His own authority. Act 1:8  “But you shall receive power when the Set-apart Spirit has 

come upon you, and you shall be My witnesses in Yerushalayim, and in all Yehud ̱ah and 

Shomeron, and to the end of the earth.” 

 

                                                 
66 Amos 3:2 “You only have I chosen among all the families of the earth; 

Therefore I will punish you for all your iniquities.” 
 



Yeshua had clearly told them in Matt. 8:11-12 that the children of the Kingdom were cast out, and 

Matt. 21:43 that the Kingdom was taken from the Jews and given to gentile nations, and in the 

parable of the nobleman in Luke 19: 10-27 sent to receive a kingdom that was told specifically 

because they were about to go into Jerusalem and the apostles thought the restoration of political 

Israel was about to happen, that there would be some that did not want him to reign over them and 

they were to be killed.  

 

The apostles did not understand him so many times when he told them plainly what was going to 

happen, and in some cases they directly rejected him.  

 

“Mar 8:29  And He asked them, “And you, who do you say I am?” And Kĕpha answering, said to 

Him, “You are the Messiah.” Mar 8:30  And He warned them that they should speak to no one 

about Him. Mar 8:31  And He began to teach them that the Son of Ad ̱am has to suffer much, and 

be rejected by the elders and chief priests and scribes, and be killed, and after three days to rise 

again. Mar 8:32  And He was speaking about this openly. Then Kĕpha, taking Him aside, began 

to rebuke Him. Mar 8:33  And turning around and seeing His taught ones, He rebuked Kĕpha, 

saying, “Get behind Me, Satan! For your thoughts are not those of Elohim, but those of men.”… 

 

Here in Luke 24, the apostles admit that they totally rejected his words because they did not align 

with Premillennialism.  

 

“Luk 24:12  But Kĕpha arose and ran to the tomb. And stooping down, he saw the linen 

wrappings lying by themselves. And he went away home, marvelling at what took place. 

Luk 24:13  And see, two of them were going that same day to a village called Amma’us, which 

was twelve kilometres from Yerushalayim. Luk 24:14  And they were talking to each other of all 

this which had taken place. Luk 24:15  And it came to be, as they were talking and reasoning, 

that יהושע Himself drew near and went with them. Luk 24:16  But their eyes were restrained, so 

that they did not know Him. Luk 24:17  And He said to them, “What are these words you are 

exchanging with each other as you are walking – and you are sad?”  Luk 24:18  And the one 

whose name was Qleophas answering, said to Him, “Are You the lone visitor in Yerushalayim 

who does not know what took place in it these days?” Luk 24:19  And He said to them, “What?” 

And they said to Him, “Concerning יהושע of Natsareth, who was a Prophet mighty in deed and 

word before Elohim and all the people,  Luk 24:20  and how the chief priests and our rulers 

delivered Him to be condemned to death, and impaled Him.  Luk 24:21  “We, however, were 

expecting that it was He who was going to redeem Yisra’ĕl. But besides all this, today is the 

third day since these matters took place. Luk 24:22  “But certain women of ours, who arrived at 

the tomb early, also astonished us,  Luk 24:23  when they did not find His body, they came 

saying that they had also seen a vision of messengers who said He was alive. Luk 24:24  “And 

some of those with us went to the tomb and found it, as also the women had said, but they did not 

see Him.” Luk 24:25  And He said to them, “O thoughtless ones, and slow of heart to believe 

in all that the prophets have spoken!  Luk 24:26  “Was it not necessary for the Messiah to suffer 

these and to enter into His esteem?”  Luk 24:27  And beginning at Mosheh and all the Prophets, 

He was explaining to them in all the Scriptures the matters concerning Himself.” 

 

Yeshua told them exactly what was going to happen and yet they refused to believe what was 

coming out of his mouth. And even after Acts 1, when the issue of Gentile salvation began to be 



discussed even past Paul’s conversion, it took Peter’s vision in Acts 10 and 11 to convince the 

Jewish followers of Messiah that Gentiles were coming into the Covenant with Yah through 

Yeshua. Finally, during the reign of Julian the apostate, an attempt was made to rebuild the Temple 

in Jerusalem and the Jews failed.  
 
What keeps Yah from changing again is that vision and prophecy is sealed up (Dan. 9:24-27), the 

Bible is completed and this is the last age before Yeshua’s Second Coming.  
 
54. Yah’s rejection of the Jews is not absolute. Paul prophesies in Romans 11 that Yah had not 

completely rejected the Jews and that there would be a future conversion. This is affirmed in the 

Westminster Directory For The Publick Worship of God,  

 

“To pray for the propagation of the gospel and kingdom of Christ to all nations; for the 

conversion of the Jews”.67  

 

55. The Premillennialists will say that our making the Ezekiel prophecy and other Jewish Kingdom 

prophecies conditional on the acceptance of Messiah belies the providence and sovereignty of God 

while they do the same thing when they say the Kingdom was postponed to the future due to 

Israel’s rejection of Yeshua.  

 

56. The Hebrew Roots say that we are not in the New Covenant because of  Heb 8:11 “And they 

shall by no means teach each one his neighbour, and each one his brother, saying, ‘Know הוהי,’ 

because they all shall know Me, from the least of them to the greatest of them. Yet John says, 1 Jn 

2:27  But the anointing which you have received from Him stays in you, and you have no need that 

anyone should teach you. But as the same anointing does teach you concerning all, and is true, 

and is no falsehood, and even as it has taught you, you stay in Him. The point is, we no longer 

need prophetic revelation. The Apostles and Yeshua have explained everything about the Bible we 

need to know. We just have to believe it. Regular uninspired teachers are of course still required.  

 

57. The Hebrew Roots and the Ebionites say that the only thing new about the New Covenant, 

some disagree we are even in the new covenant, is the promise of the law written in the heart so 

that the believers are able to keep it and return properly to the Sinai Covenant. Yet, the circumcised 

heart was promised in the Old Covenant.  

 

Deu 30:6  “And הוהי your Elohim shall circumcise your heart and the heart of your seed, to love 

 .your Elohim with all your heart and with all your being, so that you might live הוהי

 

David clearly attests to the law being written in his heart saying,  

 

Psa 40:8  I have delighted to do Your pleasure, O my Elohim, And Your Torah is within my 

heart1.” Footnote: 1 Ps. 37:31, Ps. 119:11, Isa. 51:7, Heb. 10:7-9. 

 

Moreover, this distinction still implicates the Sinai Covenant. It requires that we say that the Sinai 

Covenant was insufficient.  
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58. Moreover, disregarding the book of Hebrews, what do the Ebionites make of the order of 

Melchisedek? Yeshua clearly states that Psalm 110 is talking about the Messiah in Matt. 22:41-

46. Yet the Psalm goes on to say, 

 

Psa 110:4  הוהי has sworn and does not relent, “You are a priest forever According to the order of 

Malkitsedeq.” 

 

Why, if the only thing new about the New Covenant was the new heart and a simple renewing of 

the Sinai Levitical Covenant why do we have the Messiah himself introducing a totally different 

Priesthood? 

 

59. Apocalyptic language of the last days began with the Apostles and Yeshua two thousand years 

ago and ends with the second coming, which probably meant that the last days were the end of the 

Sinai Covenant.68 We even read that the piercing of the one mentioned in Zech. 12:10 was fulfilled 

at the time of Yeshua.  

 

John 19: 36 For these things were done, that the scripture should be fulfilled, A bone of him shall 

not be broken. 37 And again another scripture saith, They shall look on him whom they pierced. 

 

Peter explains that the Prophets were primarily referring to the days he was living.  

 

Act 3:19  “Repent therefore and turn back, for the blotting out of your sins, in order that times of 

refreshing might come from the presence of the Master, Act 3:20  and that He sends יהושע 

Messiah, pre-appointed for you, Act 3:21  whom heaven needs to receive until the times of 

restoration of all matters, of which Elohim spoke through the mouth of all His set-apart prophets 

since of old. Act 3:22  “For Mosheh truly said to the fathers, ‘יהוה your Elohim shall raise up for 

you a Prophet like me from your brothers. Him you shall hear according to all matters, whatever 

He says to you. Act 3:23  ‘And it shall be that every being who does not hear that Prophet1 shall 

be utterly destroyed from among the people.’ Footnote: 1Deut. 18:18-20.  Act 3:24  “And 

likewise, all the prophets who have spoken, from Shemu’ĕl and those following, have also 

announced these days. 
 

And at the time of the signs and wonders displayed by the apostles we read,  

 

Act 2:14  But Kĕpha, standing up with the eleven, lifted up his voice and said to them, “Men of 

Yehuḏah and all those dwelling in Yerushalayim, let this be known to you, and listen closely to 

my words. Act 2:15  “For these men are not drunk, as you imagine, since it is only the third hour 

of the day. Act 2:16  “But this is what was spoken by the prophet Yo’ĕl: Act 2:17  ‘And it shall 

be in the last days, says Elohim, that I shall pour out of My Spirit on all flesh. And your sons and 

your daughters shall prophesy, and your young men shall see visions, and your old men shall 

dream dreams, Act 2:18  and also on My male servants and on My female servants I shall pour 

out My Spirit in those days, and they shall prophesy. Act 2:19  ‘And I shall show wonders in the 

heaven above and signs in the earth beneath: blood and fire and vapour of smoke.  Act 2:20  
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‘The sun shall be turned into darkness, and the moon into blood, before the coming of the great 

and splendid day of יהוה. Act 2:21  ‘And it shall be that everyone who calls on the Name of יהוה 

shall be saved.’1 Footnote: 1Joel 2:28-32, Rom. 10:13. 

 

60. As much as Hebrew Roots and Ebionites accuse the Reformed Covenant Theology of 

Replacement Theology both systems see the Sinai Covenant as being the Gracious Covenant Yah 

has made with mankind.69 That is the mistake of both systems.  

 

61. The rule of interpretation of the Bible is not literal or figurative or allegorical. It is recognizing 

context and how the apostles themselves use the Old Testament. D.A. Carson and G.K. Beale’s 

Commentary on the New Testament Use of the Old Testament is an excellent reference for this 

purpose.  

 

62. A believer in Yeshua Messiah cannot take a hard literalistic view of the New Testament 

primarily because the Messianic Prophecies were not fulfilled completely literally.  Psalm 22, 

Ezek. 37: 24-25, Hos. 3:4-5, and Psalms 16:8-11 (Acts 2:25-36) are Messianic prophecies of 

David, and Psalm 22:12 and 22:16 mention dogs, but they are literally fulfilled by Yeshua and 

Roman soldiers, not dogs. Hos. 11:1 is a Messianic Prophecy of the Nation of Israel that is fulfilled 

by Yeshua.70 Gen. 17:7 was Messianic (Gal. 3:16) and referred to Yeshua but it immediately 

referred to Abraham’s Physical descendants.  Isaiah 7 and 9 are prophecies that probably had 

fulfillment in the times of Isaiah but also had fulfillment in Yeshua. Paslm 118’s prophecy of the 

stone which the builder’s rejected is Yeshu, not a literal stone. (Acts 4:10-11) Also, the prophecy 

of Elijah (Mal. 4:5) was fulfilled by John the Baptist. (Matt. 17:12-13), the New Covenant in Jer. 

31 and Heb. 8 is made with the houses of Israel and Judah but literally speaking it has been made 

with mostly Gentile peoples, and as we have already seen the Temple prophecies were fulfilled by 

the New Covenant congregation.  

 

Some of the Messianic Prophecies though, are fulfilled literally such as Zech. 9:9-10 (Mat. 21:5, 

John 12:15-16). Isa. 53 was literal. In Psalm 22, verse 18 (John 19:24) was fulfilled literally and 

Psalm 34:20 (John 19:36) was fulfilled literally.  

 

63. An over-emphasis on literalism was the bane of the Jews during the ministry of Yeshua. Yeshua 

was not literal when he spoke of rebuilding the Temple in three days in John 2:19-21, or when he 

spoke of being born again in John 3:2-8,  or when he spoke of water from the well in John 4:10-

14 or when he suggested eating his flesh and blood in John 6:54-63, or when he told the Jews that 

they were the children of the devil in John 8:39-44.  

 

64. In order for Gentiles to be in the New Covenant Jer. 31:31-34 cannot be fulfilled literally 

because Gentiles are not the House of Israel and Judah. The New Testament describes Gentile 

believers as seed of Abraham.71 We cannot say that the Sinai Covenant is the same Covenant 

Gentiles are under, but they are, along with the Jews, a continuation of Israel as the people of Yah. 

In 1 Cor. 10:1 the children of Israel are said to be the fathers of Gentile believers. In Acts 15:11 

Gentiles are said to be saved the same way as Jews. In 1 Peter 2:9 Gentile believers are said to 
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have the same role as Israel being, “a chosen race, a royal priesthood, a holy nation, a people for 

God’s own possession”. (Exo. 19:6) 

 

65. Language of Yah drastically altering the topography of a land under judgement is not to be 

taken literally. In Micah 1 we read: 

 

Mic 1:3  For look, יהוה is coming out of His place1, and He shall come down and shall tread on 

the high places of the earth. Footnote: 1Isa. 26:21. Mic 1:4  And the mountains shall melt under 

Him1, and the valleys be cleft as wax before the fire, as waters poured down a steep place. 

Footnote: 1Ps. 97:5. 

 

Yet, Dispensational Premillennial interpreters admit that this is not literal. Thus, Zech. 14 may be 

understood to be fulfilled with the destruction of Jerusalem in 70 A.D. Moreover, Isaiah’s 

prophecy,  

 

Isa 40:4  “Let every valley be raised, and every mountain and hill made low. And the steep 

ground shall become level, and the rough places smooth. 

 

is said in Luke 3:3-5, to be fulfilled as John the Baptist’s preaching of repentance.  

 

The same language is used of the New Covenant figuratively applying Hag. 2:6: 

 

Hag 2:6  “For thus said יהוה of hosts, ‘Once more, in a little while, and I am shaking the heavens 

and earth, the sea and dry land. 

 

Heb 12:24  and to יהושע the Mediator1 of a new covenant, and to the blood of sprinkling which 

speaks better than the blood of Heb ̱el. Footnote: 1See 8:6. Heb 12:25  Take heed not to refuse 

the One speaking. For if those did not escape who refused the warning on earth, much less we 

who turn away from Him from heaven, Heb 12:26  whose voice shook the earth then, but now He 

has promised, saying, “Yet once more I shake not only the earth, but also the heaven.” Heb 

12:27  And this, “Yet once more,” makes clear the removal of what is shaken – as having been 

made – so that the unshaken matters might remain. Heb 12:28  Therefore, receiving an 

unshakeable reign, let us hold the favour, through which we serve Elohim pleasingly with 

reverence and awe, Heb 12:29  for indeed, our Elohim is a consuming fire. 

 

66. The favorite passage of the Premillennialists, Revelation 20, can easily be understood to refer 

to the first resurrection being spiritual. First, the prophecy is clearly called a vision: 

 

Rev 20:1 And I saw a messenger coming down from the heaven, having the key to the pit of the 

deep and a great chain in his hand. 

 

Secondly, spiritual resurrection is all over the New Testament.72 Thirdly, the devil is already cast 

out and his house in being plundered.  
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“Joh 12:31  “Now is the judgment of this world, now the ruler of this world1 shall be cast out.” 

Footnote: 1See Lk. 4:6. 

 

“Mat 12:28  “But if I cast out demons by the Spirit of Elohim, then the reign of Elohim has come 

upon you.  Mat 12:29  “Or how is one able to enter a strong man’s house and plunder his goods, 

unless he first binds the strong man? And then he shall plunder his house.” 

 

Fourthly, we see a depiction of a general judgment for all including the book of life which is for 

the righteous in verses 11-15 of Rev. 20.  

 

67. The land prophecies in Deut. 30:1-14, and Ezek. 36-48 were partially fulfilled at the time of 

Nehemiah and totally abrogated at Mat. 8:11-12, 21:43. We cannot say Deut. 30 is in the future 

because the passage says in verse 9 and 10 that they will be doing laws that Heb. 7-10 abrogated. 

Moreover, Ezekiel’s Temple also introduces sin offerings done by the Levitical Priests, which have 

been abrogated pursuant to Hebrews 7-10. Neh. 1:8-9 specifically points to Deut. 30 as being 

fulfilled in his time. Rashi even states in his commentary on Neh. 1:9 that the prophet is here citing 

Deut. 30:4.  In Neh. 5 the usurers are destroyed. In Neh. 6, the enemies are overcome. In Neh. 9, 

Israel repents and their hearts are circumcised. In Neh. 10 Israel swears to walk in the laws of Yah. 

In Neh. 13 divinely appointed Nationalism is established. The civilization has been rebuilt.  At the 

very least, this is partial fulfillment. Moreover, in Deut. 10:16 and Jer. 4:4 Yah commanded Israel 

to circumcise their hearts.  Moreover, Josh 13-15, all of 15, 21:43-45, 22:1-2, 23:14, and 1 Kings 

4:21, all  state that the land promise was fulfilled saying “Thus יהוה gave to Yisra’ĕl all the land of 

which He had sworn to give to their fathers”, “Not a word failed of any good word which יהוה had 

spoken to the house of Yisra’ĕl – all came in”, “You have guarded all that Mosheh the servant of 

 commanded you, and have obeyed my voice in all that I commanded you”, “not one word has יהוה

failed of all the good words which יהוה your Elohim spoke concerning you. All of it has come to 

you, and not one word of them has failed” and finally, “And Shelomoh was ruling over all reigns 

from the River to the land of the Philistines, as far as the border of Mitsrayim. They did task-work 

and served Shelomoh all the days of his life.” 

 

Moreover, Ezek. 36:19 states that Israel lost its land due to its sin and had, past tense, been 

scattered, past tense, among the nations, plural, and lands, plural. There is no necessity here to see 

this as being present and not during their ancient captivity. Moreover, verse 8, indicates an 

immanent hope for this prophecy to be fulfilled.  

 

68. Deut. 30:11-12 Moses does not mean that living without sin is easy.73 He is saying that you 

can do the law in the sense that when you sin, he delineated a sacrificial system which prefigures 

Messiah who is to come and this is exactly what Paul does with this passage in Romans 10:6-8.  

 

69. The Ebionite/Hebrew Roots, and Premillennial systems reject that the regathering prophecies 

have been fulfilled. The necessary implication is then that Gentile peoples cannot be saved until 

the Jews are regathered in the land of Israel with a repentant and obedient heart.  
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“Jer 4:1 “If you do return, O Yisra’ĕl,” declares יהוה, “return to Me. And if you remove your 

abominations from My presence, and cease straying, Jer 4:2  and shall swear, ‘As יהוה lives,’ in 

truth, in right-ruling, and in righteousness – then nations shall bless themselves in Him, and they 

shall boast in Him!” 

 

But this happened before 1947. Something must have changed. Reader, can you see the messiah 

rejecting Jewish nature of the Premillennial scheme? Gentiles cannot be saved until Jews are 

regathered and repentant sometime in the future when the real Messiah comes. That is their 

mindset, at least the consistent ones. This is why John wrote: 

 

“1 Jn 2:1  My little children, I write this to you, so that you do not sin. And if anyone sins, we 

have an Intercessor with the Father, יהושע Messiah, a righteous One. 1 Jn 2:2  And He Himself is 

an atoning offering for our sins, and not for ours only but also for all the world.” 

 

This Scripture is not to say that every human being will be saved, but that atonement has been 

made for both Jews and Gentiles.  

 

Scott Nelson 
 

70. In Scott Nelson’s book Yeshua (Jesus) and Judaism  Versus Paul and Christianity  Paul is the 

definitive proponent of Calvinism. Now, the Calvinist Theologians are the most famous 

commentators of the Bible (Not that they made no mistakes) and the masters of the writings of the 

apostle Paul and the book of Hebrews, especially John Owen. This man does not give a single 

quotation from the Calvinist Puritans as to demonstrate that he has the faintest clue what his 

opponents believe, or that he has the courage to acknowledge what they would say in response his 

arguments. His small quotes from Calvin are mere quote-mining that he shows he clearly does not 

understand.  

 

71. With regard to Rev. 22:14-15, Nelson questions the traditional idea that those outside of 

Yeshua cannot be saved, mentioning in later chapters that unbelieving Pagans can enter into such 

a state if they lived “good” “moral” lives. This means of atonement and redemption is consistent 

with the Hebrew Roots rejection of justification by faith alone. I didn’t see it at first glance but 

when he began to exposit the implications of works atonement, it does seem to be a natural 

conclusion to derive from the premises, once a means of salvation has been introduced outside of 

Messiah. To prove this he points out the devastating (sarcasm intended) argument that Rev. 21:8’s 

list of those who go to the lake of fire mentions the cowardly and unbelieving while the very similar 

Rev. 22:15’s list of those outside the city doesn’t. This is incredibly weak on its face but Rev. 21:8 

does mention all liars! If all liars go to the lake of fire then Rev. 22:15’s liars go to the lake of fire. 

 

72. To further this narrative Nelson says that there are two books of life. There is not a single 

scripture that states this. His argument is that keeping the Torah gets one into the Lamb’s Book of 

Life which is a higher requirement than the general Book of Life. Yet the general book of life is 

said to be comprised of the righteous (Psa. 69:27-28) and those who overcome and keep “the word 

of My perseverance” (Rev. 3). Moreover, Rev. 22:19 says that those who have been taken out of 

the general book of life are the same as those taken out of the city mentioned in verse 14 where we 

see those in the city are those who keep the commandments. Moreover, Nelson says that his two 



books theory requires two judgments. This is also heretical. The teaching of the Bible is that the 

wicked and righteous are all judged on the same day. Mat. 13:24-30, 25:31-46,  John 5:28-29, 

6:39-40, 54, 11:24, Acts 17: 31, 24:15, Rom. 2:5-6, 2 Thess. 1:6-10. Even according to the 

Premillennialists’ favorite Bible passage, Rev. 20, we see a depiction of a general judgment for all 

including the book of life which is for the righteous in verses 11-15! 

 

73. Nelson sites the Rich Young Ruler as a basis for his view of salvation in Mat. 19:16-26. 

Here, Yeshua references the Sinaitic covenant of works; but to discourage the rich young ruler 

from seeking such a path he goes even further and shows how he cannot merit eternal life this way, 

for it demands perfection. (Deut. 27:26) The rich young ruler, being a sinner, Yeshua points out 

how he loves his possessions more than God, pace the First Commandment. Here Yeshua only 

referenced life, not to seriously confirm eternal life through the Sinaitic covenant of works, but to 

show how such a blessed state could never be earned that way by a sinner. Secondly, Yeshua never 

mentioned the first four commandments in this discourse or their summary to love Yah with all 

the being. He smuggled in this premise to buttress an argument that he makes against Paul later 

which I will refute right now. Paul says Gal. 5:14 For the whole Law is fulfilled in one word, in 

the statement, “You shall love your neighbor as yourself.” According to Nelson, Paul is in error 

because he failed to mention the summary of the first four commands summarized as to love Yah 

with all the being. Well, then, according to this logic he must reject Yeshua as well for he did the 

same thing in Mat. 19:16-21.   

 

 

74. Prov. 16:4 The Lord has made everything for its own purpose, Even the wicked for the day of 

evil. 

 

In Chapters 3 and 4, Nelson begins his criticisms of Calvinism. Now, I do agree with him that 

some of the Theology Proper of the Reformed Scholasticism is incorrect. The doctrine of Absolute 

Divine Simplicity being the core mistake as it developed in Christian Trinitarianism. I am not a 

Trinitarian and in that respect I agree with Mr. Nelson. However, Mr. Nelson has taken his 

rejection of Paul so far that he even avows: “Openness theology” This is the same as my hands-

off position”. This is more broadly known as Open Theism. I wrote a 758 page Systematic 

Theology specifically to address every single objection to Calvinism, especially the Owenian 

version, against Libertarianism in its most sophisticated form in the Eastern Orthodox Church. 

The only retractions I have made is to state that the Covenant of Sinai is not an administration of 

the Covenant of Grace to follow Owen more consistently on that point and to question the 

traditional doctrine of the Soul. Nelson’s rejection of original sin is a blanket justification for 

abortion seeing he believes children are guaranteed eternal salvation. His rejection of 

Unconditional Election was a straw man. Traditional Calvinism does not reject man’s 

responsibility; that was Hyper-Calvinism. Nelson conflates a formal with an efficient cause at that 

point. All of his criticisms of Limited Atonement have been answered in Chapter 15 of my 

Systematic Theology. Isa. 53: He would see the result of the suffering of His life and be satisfied.  

 

75. Nelson says, “Irresistible Grace. The circular reasoning is near complete with this one. The 

flow of logic should again be evident. If man is conceived evil and happens to be one of the lucky 

few destined for salvation, but at the same time there is nothing he can do on his own behalf to 

gain salvation, God has to get it to him somehow!! Enter; irresistible grace! The Bible is replete 



with examples of men rejecting God’s good-will and grace toward them. Absolutely nowhere can 

there be found scripture that suggests man can’t resist God’s grace! Calvinism doesn’t even try to 

establish this doctrine with Scripture. It is merely a logical outflow from the three previous 

doctrines.” This is laughable. Chapter 10 of the Westminster Confession was dedicated to this 

very thing. The passages of scripture given were the following and I will exempt Paul for the 

purpose at hand: 

 

EZE 11:19 And I will give them one heart, and I will put a new spirit within you; and I will take 

the stony heart out of their flesh, and will give them an heart of flesh. 

 

EZE 36:27 And I will put my spirit within you, and cause you to walk in my statutes, and ye shall 

keep my judgments, and do them. 

 

JOH 6:44 No man can come to me, except the Father which hath sent me draw him: and I will 

raise him up at the last day. 45 It is written in the prophets, And they shall be all taught of God. 

Every man therefore that hath heard, and hath learned of the Father, cometh unto me. 

 

76. Nelson’s criticisms of the Perseverance of the Saints confuse the Covenant Administration of 

Yah and are indicative of his Western Atheism and Individualism. Contrary to Modern 

Civilization, all men and women are not created equal. The sociology that Yah ordained was 

patriarchal and collective. This is directly contrary to the modern idea of the Sovereignty of the 

Individual. God does not only deal with individuals but groups of people under a federal head. 

Adam and Messiah are perfect examples.  Thus, the visible Church is said to be comprised of tares 

and wheat (Mat. 13) and vines that bring forth fruit and stay in the vine and those who bring forth 

no fruit (John 15:2). This is not to say that people lose their justification, but some who were born 

into a believing family and have received the signs and seals of the Covenant, circumcision, 

baptism, the elements of the feasts and are sanctified by the Covenant (Heb. 10:26-31) never come 

to terms with what the signs and seals they received indicate. They never exercise true faith, though 

in an outward way, they were sanctified by Yah’s Covenant. 

 

77. Nelson states, “When God says that something is going to happen He is telling man 

what He will do in the future. It is His will, and what He will do. It is more like His plan or blueprint 

for the future. God generally chooses to first work with those who are willing to go along with His 

plan, and if no one can be found, He will then make an exception and cause someone to carry out 

His plan. ” An exception? Where in the Bible do we read of God making exceptions? On the 

contrary, Malachi 3:6 states, For I, the Lord, do not change. There are too many concrete examples 

of Yah showing that he knows what is going to happen in the future in specific detail: 

 

Isa 44:6 “Thus says the LORD, the King of Israel and his Redeemer, the LORD of hosts: ‘I am 

the first and I am the last, And there is no God besides Me. 7‘Who is like Me? Let him proclaim 

and declare it; Yes, let him recount it to Me in order, From the time that I established the 

ancient nation. And let them declare to them the things that are coming  And the events that are 

going to take place. 

 



Gen. 50: 20 As for you, you meant evil against me, but God meant it for good in order to bring 

about this present result, to preserve many people alive. 21 So therefore, do not be afraid; I will 

provide for you and your little ones.” So he comforted them and spoke kindly to them. 

 

1 Kings 21:20 Ahab said to Elijah, “Have you found me, O my enemy?” And he answered, “I 

have found you, because you have sold yourself to do evil in the sight of the Lord. 21 Behold, I 

will bring evil upon you, and will utterly sweep you away, and will cut off from Ahab every male, 

both bond and free in Israel; 22 and I will make your house like the house of Jeroboam the son 

of Nebat, and like the house of Baasha the son of Ahijah, because of the provocation with which 

you have provoked Me to anger, and because you have made Israel sin. 23 Of Jezebel also has 

the Lord spoken, saying, ‘The dogs will eat Jezebel in the district of Jezreel.’ 24 The one 

belonging to Ahab, who dies in the city, the dogs will eat, and the one who dies in the field the 

birds of heaven will eat.”… 

 

2 Kings 9: 10 The dogs shall eat Jezebel in the territory of Jezreel, and none shall bury her.’” 

Then he opened the door and fled…29 Now in the eleventh year of Joram, the son of Ahab, 

Ahaziah became king over Judah. 30 When Jehu came to Jezreel, Jezebel heard of it, and she 

painted her eyes and adorned her head and looked out the window. 31 As Jehu entered the gate, 

she said, “Is it well, Zimri, your master’s murderer?” 32 Then he lifted up his face to the 

window and said, “Who is on my side? Who?” And two or three officials looked down at him. 

33 He said, “Throw her down.” So they threw her down, and some of her blood was sprinkled on 

the wall and on the horses, and he trampled her under foot.34 When he came in, he ate and 

drank; and he said, “See now to this cursed woman and bury her, for she is a king’s 

daughter.” 35 They went to bury her, but they found nothing more of her than the skull and the 

feet and the palms of her hands. 36 Therefore they returned and told him. And he said, “This is 

the word of the Lord, which He spoke by His servant Elijah the Tishbite, saying, ‘In the property 

of Jezreel the dogs shall eat the flesh of Jezebel; 37 and the corpse of Jezebel will be as dung on 

the face of the field in the property of Jezreel, so they cannot say, “This is Jezebel.”’ 

 

2 Kings 6:15 Now when the attendant of the man of God had risen early and gone out, behold, 

an army with horses and chariots was circling the city. And his servant said to him, “Alas, my 

master! What shall we do?” 16 So he answered, “Do not fear, for those who are with us are 

more than those who are with them.” 17 Then Elisha prayed and said, “O LORD, I pray, open 

his eyes that he may see.” And the LORD opened the servant’s eyes and he saw; and behold, the 

mountain was full of horses and chariots of fire all around Elisha. 18 When they came down to 

him, Elisha prayed to the LORD and said, “Strike this people with blindness, I pray.” So 

He struck them with blindness according to the word of Elisha. 19 Then Elisha said to them, 

“This is not the way, nor is this the city; follow me and I will bring you to the man whom you 

seek.” And he brought them to Samaria… 

 

2 Kings 6:24 Now it came about after this, that Ben-hadad king of Aram gathered all his army 

and went up and besieged Samaria. 25There was a great famine in Samaria; and behold, they 

besieged it, until a donkey’s head was sold for eighty shekels of silver, and a fourth of a kab of 

dove’s dung for five shekels of silver. 26 As the king of Israel was passing by on the wall a 

woman cried out to him, saying, “Help, my lord, O king!”27 He said, “If the LORD does not 

help you, from where shall I help you? From the threshing floor, or from the wine 



press?”28 And the king said to her, “What is the matter with you?” And she answered, “This 

woman said to me, ‘Give your son that we may eat him today, and we will eat my son 

tomorrow.’29 So we boiled my son and ate him; and I said to her on the next day, ‘Give your 

son, that we may eat him’; but she has hidden her son.” 30 When the king heard the words of the 

woman, he tore his clothes—now he was passing by on the wall—and the people looked, and 

behold, he had sackcloth beneath on his body. 31 Then he said, “May God do so to me and more 

also, if the head of Elisha the son of Shaphat remains on him today.” 32 Now Elisha was sitting 

in his house, and the elders were sitting with him. And the king sent a man from his presence; but 

before the messenger came to him, he said to the elders, “Do you see how this son of a murderer 

has sent to take away my head? Look, when the messenger comes, shut the door and hold the 

door shut against him. Is not the sound of his master’s feet behind him?” 33 While he was still 

talking with them, behold, the messenger came down to him and he said, “Behold, this evil is 

from the LORD; why should I wait for the LORD any longer?”… 

 

2 Kings 7: 1 Then Elisha said, “Listen to the word of the LORD; thus says the LORD, 

‘Tomorrow about this time a measure of fine flour will be sold for a shekel, and two measures of 

barley for a shekel, in the gate of Samaria.’” 2 The royal officer on whose hand the king was 

leaning answered the man of God and said, “Behold, if the LORD should make windows in 

heaven, could this thing be?” Then he said, “Behold, you will see it with your own eyes, but you 

will not eat of it.” 3 Now there were four leprous men at the entrance of the gate; and they said 

to one another, “Why do we sit here until we die? 4 If we say, ‘We will enter the city,’ then the 

famine is in the city and we will die there; and if we sit here, we die also. Now therefore come, 

and let us go over to the camp of the Arameans. If they spare us, we will live; and if they kill us, 

we will but die.” 5 They arose at twilight to go to the camp of the Arameans; when they came to 

the outskirts of the camp of the Arameans, behold, there was no one there. 6 For the Lord had 

caused the army of the Arameans to hear a sound of chariots and a sound of horses, even the 

sound of a great army, so that they said to one another, “Behold, the king of Israel has hired 

against us the kings of the Hittites and the kings of the Egyptians, to come upon us.” 7 Therefore 

they arose and fled in the twilight, and left their tents and their horses and their 

donkeys, even the camp just as it was, and fled for their life. 8 When these lepers came to the 

outskirts of the camp, they entered one tent and ate and drank, and carried from there silver and 

gold and clothes, and went and hid them; and they returned and entered another tent and carried 

from there also, and went and hid them. 9 Then they said to one another, “We are not doing 

right. This day is a day of good news, but we are keeping silent; if we wait until morning light, 

punishment will overtake us. Now therefore come, let us go and tell the king’s household.” 10 So 

they came and called to the gatekeepers of the city, and they told them, saying, “We came to the 

camp of the Arameans, and behold, there was no one there, nor the voice of man, only the horses 

tied and the donkeys tied, and the tents just as they were.” 11 The gatekeepers called and 

told it within the king’s household. 12 Then the king arose in the night and said to his servants, 

“I will now tell you what the Arameans have done to us. They know that we are hungry; 

therefore they have gone from the camp to hide themselves in the field, saying, ‘When they come 

out of the city, we will capture them alive and get into the city.’” 13 One of his servants said, 

“Please, let some men take five of the horses which remain, which are left in the city. Behold, 

they will be in any case like all the multitude of Israel who are left in it; behold, they will be in 

any case like all the multitude of Israel who have already perished, so let us send and 

see.” 14 They took therefore two chariots with horses, and the king sent after the army of the 



Arameans, saying, “Go and see.” 15 They went after them to the Jordan, and behold, all the way 

was full of clothes and equipment which the Arameans had thrown away in their haste. Then the 

messengers returned and told the king. 16 So the people went out and plundered the camp of the 

Arameans. Then a measure of fine flour was sold for a shekel and two measures of barley for a 

shekel, according to the word of the LORD. 17 Now the king appointed the royal officer on 

whose hand he leaned to have charge of the gate; but the people trampled on him at the gate, 

and he died just as the man of God had said, who spoke when the king came down to him. 18 It 

happened just as the man of God had spoken to the king, saying, “Two measures of barley for a 

shekel and a measure of fine flour for a shekel, will be sold tomorrow about this time at the gate 

of Samaria.” 19 Then the royal officer answered the man of God and said, “Now behold, if the 

LORD should make windows in heaven, could such a thing be?” And he said, “Behold, you will 

see it with your own eyes, but you will not eat of it” 

 

Mat. 26:  34 Yeshua said to him, “Truly I say to you that this very night, before a rooster crows, 

you will deny Me three times… 69 Now Peter was sitting outside in the courtyard, and a servant-

girl came to him and said, “You too were with Yeshua the Galilean.” 70 But he denied it before 

them all, saying, “I do not know what you are talking about.” 71 When he had gone out to the 

gateway, another servant-girl saw him and *said to those who were there, “This man was with 

Yeshua of Nazareth.” 72 And again he denied it with an oath, “I do not know the man.” 73 A 

little later the bystanders came up and said to Peter, “Surely you too are one of them; for even 

the way you talk gives you away.” 74 Then he began to curse and swear, “I do not know the 

man!” And immediately a rooster crowed. 75 And Peter remembered the word which 

Yeshua had said, “Before a rooster crows, you will deny Me three times.” And he went out and 

wept bitterly. 

 

78. Read the unbelievable stupidity that comes out of Nelson’s deranged mind regarding Matt. 26, 

“So now the question is, did Peter still have the free will to make a false prophet out of Yeshua by 

choosing not to deny him? The answer is no. Peter still could have refused to deny Yeshua. 

Actually, he got off to a real good start in the garden of Gethsemane when he drew his sword and 

attacked those who came to arrest Yeshua! But when it comes to making a false prophet out of 

Yeshua, what people don’t realize is that Yeshua left himself a way out in the extremely unlikely 

event Peter surprised him. Peter did not have the power to make a false prophet out of Yeshua, but 

he did have the power to make sure no rooster crowed that day! Go back and read the story again 

in all the gospels, and notice the timing of the rooster’s crows! I picture an angel standing 

alongside the rooster… goosing him at just the right moment!  Peter could have surprised Yeshua 

and refused to deny him, in which case I imagine angels everywhere keeping rooster’s beaks shut 

the rest of that day. Yeshua would have been thrilled with Peter and rewarded him for it much the 

way God was thrilled with Abraham and rewarded him when he was tested. But Yeshua knew 

Peter’s stony heart, and knew it was a pretty safe bet that he would deny him, thus it was not a 

prediction based on knowing the future. ” Nelson imagines and pictures the answer to this 

problem? Well, Mr. Nelson, in the immortal words of Lt. Lois Einhorn, “Well, that’s a very 

entertaining story, but real detectives have to worry about that little thing called evidence”. 

 

79. Nelson states, “Nowhere does God say anything close to the idea that He just knows because 

He is God. No, He predicts Israel will turn from Him because of His experience with them. He 

knew what their tendencies were. Moses told Israel earlier that God kept them in the wilderness 



for the very purpose of finding out what they were made of.” This is a classic induction fallacy or 

the logical fallacy of affirming the consequent. Nelson desperately maintains that God is ignorant 

of some things: “In this Psalm there is not even a hint of the concept of destiny or of God knowing 

everything about David and his future. In fact, quite the contrary is true. The last two verses of the 

same Psalm clearly indicate that David desires for God to gain new information from him! 

 

Search me, O God, and know my heart; Try me, and know my thoughts; and see if there be any 

wicked way in me, and lead me in the way everlasting.”   Psalm 139:23-24” The stupidity of this 

man is baffling: In this very Psalm David has already said: 

 

139: 1 O Lord, You have searched me and known me. 

2 You know when I sit down and when I rise up; 

You understand my thought from afar. 

3 You scrutinize my path and my lying down, 

And are intimately acquainted with all my ways. 

4  Even before there is a word on my tongue, 

Behold, O Lord, You know it all. 

 

80. Nelson says in Chapter 5, “Also, please notice that the older one who was also to be the father 

of a nation is blessed and not cursed in that he would still be the father of an entire nation! In the 

Malachi passage, God is again referring to nations, and it was spoken over a thousand 

years after the individuals Jacob and Esau had lived and died!  The nation of Edom, which are the 

descendants of Esau, was despised by God after the fact of their own evil behavior and rebellion 

against Him. But before this all happened, God loved, blessed, and cared for Esau and his 

descendants for several hundred years.” The primary issue that Nelson avoids is that Esau was 

the first born. It was an insult that the elder should serve the younger and an unmerited blessing 

that the younger receive the blessing and all before either one had done anything good or bad. 

 

81. Nelson berates Paul’s use of Moses in Romans 9, “Here is the accurate quote from Exodus in 

its greater context. Then the Lord said to Moses, “I will also do this thing that you have spoken; 

for you have found grace in My sight, and I know you by name.” Then he said, “Please , show me 

Your glory.” Then He said, “I will make all My goodness pass beforeyou, and I will proclaim the 

name of the Lord before you, I will be gracious to whom I will be gracious, and I will have 

compassion  on whom I will have compassion.”  Exodus 33:17-19 Notice that God is talking 

specifically to and about Moses as opposed to everybody. The Hebrew word for “whom” is a very 

definitive word. It is the word “et” #853 in Strong’s code. The Gesenius Hebrew-Chaldee 

Lexicon says this word is a “primarily strongly demonstrative” pronoun, which means, “self“, or 

“this same“. Even the Hebrew syntax of this phrase is literally rendered as…“I will favor whom I 

favor, and I will have mercy on whom I have mercy.” There isn’t the slightest ambiguity as to 

whom God is choosing to favor in the Hebrew text.  It is Moses and Moses only! He alone is about 

to receive a double… or second portion of God’s favor and mercy! And this, because he had done 

that which pleased God and had subsequently “found” the favor which he had sought. And God, 

speaking in this way of granting a double-portion blessing to someone who has merited it, has a 

precedence in Abraham!” Nelson’s ignorance of the Scriptures is astonishing. He maintains that 

men have to merit God’s favor. Yet we read of this exact premise being denied by Yah in Deut. 9: 

4-29 and Deut. 10:15-21.   Is it hard to notice the Marxist envy within the doctrine of Nelson to 



bark against the right of Yah to make one class of people superior in privilege to another? Do we 

even need to mention the account of Korah? 

 

82. Regarding Pharoah, Nelson once again pulls the exception card, “This quote from Scripture 

comes from Exodus 9:16, and is the closest Paul comes to actually finding some Scriptural support 

for his doctrine… but he still misses it. The big mistake he makes about this example from Scripture 

is in assuming that God’s dealing with Pharaoh is His way of dealing with every individual. As 

mentioned in the previous chapter, God most certainly can override a person’s will if  He so desires 

or deems it necessary. But this is by far the exception and a defeat of the very purpose for which 

God created a free-will man in the first place. ” It is a sad thing to see a man fight against the 

prerogatives of Yah. 

 

83. Nelson next appeals to an objection I am very familiar with. He maintains that the Pauline 

Calvinism is grounded in the pagan idea of Absolute Divine Simplicity derived from Philo. 

Richard Muller replies, “Schneckenburger argues that the Reformed doctrine of predestination 

cannot be conceived as a consequence of the idea of God and his attributes since the 

characteristics of Reformed systematic is not the objective determination of the doctrine of 

predestination but the personal assurance of election by the grace of God. This is a subjective 

consciousness which is witnessed by Calvin’s conception of predestination as a part of the ordo 

salutis rather than as part of the doctrine of God…[Muller approves of him on page 5] We shall 

attempt to show in this study that Schneckenburger’s conception of Protestant orthodoxy not only 

deserves attention, but that his view is far more satisfactory than the theory of his opponents. 

” Christ and The Decree by Richard Muller, pg. 4-5 (Durham, North Carolina: The Labyrinth 

Press, 1986) If Yah is huperousia as the ADS construction maintains, God is arbitrary (since he is 

really nothing at all since huperousia requires that God transcends even existence) which is the 

exact opposite of Calvinism. The Pagan construction merely asserted a determinism based on 

nothing/huperousia. It is only a God in-ousia that would perform actions based on his nature. 

 

84. Scott Nelson says, “This letter [2 Tim.] is believed by many scholars to contain the last 

recorded words of Paul. Here he makes a short statement of lament that seems to have gone 

unnoticed… the implications of which are devastating to Paul if one is able to hear everything that 

is being said. Paul makes this statement to Timothy. “This you know, 

that all those in Asia have turned away from me.”   2Timothy 1:15 Asia!  All of them!  Rejecting 

Paul!  And when he says, “This you know”, it sounds like this must have been relatively common 

knowledge at that time.  Asia!  The very place that Yeshua told John to write, where his seven 

churches were!  And they were alive, and obviously had been established for some time. Paul did 

not say that Asia had rejected Yeshua. Obviously they hadn’t rejected Yeshua if there were thriving 

churches there that Yeshua wanted to address through John. Instead Paul said that all Asia had 

rejected him personally! This is also corroborated in the book of Acts where men from Asia accuse 

Paul of teaching against the Law, and bringing an Ephesian friend into the temple. 

 

And when the seven days were almost ended, the Jews from Asia, seeing him in the temple, stirred 

up the whole crowd and laid hands on him. crying out, “Men of Israel, help! This is the man who 

teaches all men everywhere against the people, the Law, and this place: and furthermore he also 

brought Greeks into the temple and has defiled this holy place.” (For they had previously seen 



Trophimus the Ephesian with him in the city, whom they supposed that Paul had brought into the 

temple.)   Acts 21:27-29 

 

Try to grasp the profound significance of all this. Here we have in the book of Revelation the words 

of Yeshua commending the Ephesian church for rejecting someone who claimed to be his apostle, 

while Paul is the only person other than the twelve original apostles to have claimed to be an 

apostle… and we know he has made this very claim to this same Ephesian church. At the same 

time, Paul laments himself of the fact that he has been rejected by them!  How could it NOT be 

Paul and his associates  that Yeshua had commended the Ephesian church for rejecting? Could it 

be much more obvious? Here are the facts, paraphrased, one more time. 

 

Paul to the Ephesians: “I am an apostle of Yeshua” 

The Ephesians to Paul: “No you’re not.” 

Yeshua to the Ephesians: “Well done!” 

 

The very sad thing about this man is that he spent such a long time putting this book together. If 

he had only referenced basic commentaries on these passages he would have stopped writing this 

book before the introduction was finished. Folks, Paul told us that this was going to happen with 

the Ephesians. Act 20:17-38.  Here we see that Paul, so far from being repudiated by the Ephesians 

was loved by them. But he warned that wolves were going to come in among them and draw 

disciples away from the truth. These are the false apostles in Rev. 2. When Paul says that all in 

Asia have forsaken him, obviously it doesn’t mean every single believer. We know this because 

Timothy, Paul’s close companion was in Ephesus as we see in 1 Tim. 1:3. Moreover, if Paul was 

the one in question in Rev. 2:2, why doesn’t John say that? Why doesn’t he mention Paul’s name? 

He mentioned the Nicolaitanes…? 

 

85. Scott Nelson states that Paul’s testimonies in Acts 9, 22 and 26 are contradictory as evidence 

of his stealth. 

 

Act 9:3  And it came to be, that as he journeyed, he came near Damascus, and suddenly a light 

flashed around him from the heaven. Act 9:4  And he fell to the ground, and heard a voice saying 

to him, “Sha’ul, Sha’ul, why do you persecute Me?” Act 9:5  And he said, “Who are You, 

Master?” And the Master said, “I am עשוהי, whom you persecute. It is hard for you to kick 

against the prods.” Act 9:6  Both trembling, and being astonished, he said, “Master, what do 

You wish me to do?” And the Master said to him, “Arise and go into the city, and you shall be 

told what you have to do.” 

 

“Act 22:6  “And it came to be, as I was journeying and coming near Damascus, about noon, 

suddenly a great light shone around me out of the heaven, Act 22:7  and I fell to the ground and 

heard a voice saying to me, ‘Sha’ul, Sha’ul, why do you persecute Me?’ Act 22:8  “And I 

answered, ‘Who are You, Master?’ And He said to me, ‘I am עשוהי of Natsareth, whom you 

persecute.’ Act 22:9  “And those who were with me indeed saw the light and were afraid, but 

they did not hear His voice speaking to me. Act 22:10  “And I said, ‘What shall I do, Master?’ 

And the Master said to me, ‘Rise up, go into Damascus, and there you shall be told all that you 

have been appointed to do.’ Act 22:11  “And as I could not see because of the esteem of that 

light, being led by the hand of those who were with me, I came into Damascus. 



 

Act 26:13  at midday along the highway, O sovereign, I saw a light from heaven, brighter than 

the sun, shining around me and those who journeyed with me. Act 26:14  “And when we had all 

fallen to the ground, I heard a voice speaking to me, and saying in the Heḇrew language,1 

‘Sha’ul, Sha’ul, why do you persecute Me? It is hard for you to kick against the prods.’   Act 

26:15  “And I said, ‘Who are You, Master?’ And He said, ‘I am עשוהי, whom you persecute. Act 

26:16  ‘But rise up, and stand on your feet, for I have appeared to you for this purpose, to 

appoint you a servant and a witness both of what you saw and of those which I shall reveal to 

you, Act 26:17  delivering you from the people, and the gentiles, to whom I now send you, Act 

26:18  to open their eyes, to turn them from darkness to light, and the authority of Satan to 

Elohim, in order for them to receive forgiveness of sins and an inheritance among those who are 

set-apart by belief in Me.” 

 

In Acts 26 Paul is simply extrapolating on “those which I shall reveal to you”. There is no 

contradiction here at all. He is simply telling what those that Yeshua revealed to him taught him. 

 

86. Scott Nelson states, “Paul knew what to expect in Jerusalem. He knew that the Jews had 

probably obtained copies of his letters and were preparing to cross examine him about the things 

he had written. They might very well have had it in mind to bring up the quotes mentioned above 

from Galatians and Philippians.  And besides all this we have to ask: Where in the world was 

James? Why didn’t he come to Paul’s defense seeing he had “myriads” of observant Messianic 

Jews following his leadership? If it was all just a simple misunderstanding why didn’t James 

straighten things out? Remember, it was James who put Paul up to going to the temple to prove 

himself in the first place! James had been made aware of Paul’s writings and knew he couldn’t 

defend him. Paul, on the other hand, didn’t stand a chance in Jerusalem and he knew it. He knew 

Nero didn’t care one bit about the Jewish Law. He might well have had it in mind to bring to 

Nero’s attention other things he had written… like: 

 

“Let every soul be subject to the governing authorities. For there is no authority except from God, 

and the authorities that exist are appointed by God. Therefore whoever resists the authority resists 

the ordinance of God, and those who resist will bring judgment on themselves.” Romans 13:1-2 

 

This would have been music to Nero’s ears.” 

 

Paul is simply referring to the institutions of authority not every particular person who is elected 

to these institutions. This is explained in detail in Rutherford’ Lex Rex and Shield’s A Hind Let 

Loose.  Romans 13 is to be understood in the way George Buchanan describes, 

 

“Paul, therefore, does not here treat of the magistrate, but of the magistracy–that is, 

of the function and duty of the person who presides over others, nor of this nor of 

that species of magistracy, but of every possible form of Government. Nor does he 

contend against those who maintained that bad magistrates ought to be punished, 

but against persons who renounced every kind of authority; who, by an absurd 

interpretation of Christian liberty, affirmed that it was an indignity to men 

emancipated by the Son of God, and directed by God’s Spirit, to be controlled by 

any human power. To refute this erroneous opinion, Paul shows that magistracy is 



not only a good, but a sacred and divine ordinance. “ [George Buchanan, De Jure 

Regni Apud Scotos; A Dialogue Concerning The Rights Of The Crown In 

Scotland (Harrisonburg, Virginia: Sprinkle Publications, [1579] 1982), p. 269. This 

quote can also be found in the 1843 edition of Lex Rex on page 269.] 

 

Rutherford acknowledges a complaint, “He [Paul] wrote it [Rom. 13] when the senate of Rome 

had power to declare Nero an enemy, not a father as they did.” (Lex Rex pg. 174) Then replies, 

“Bodine (de repub. L.2 c.5 p.221,) proveth that the Roman emperors were but princes of the 

commonwealth, and that the sovereignty remained still in the senate and people. ..The emperors 

might do something de facto, but Lex Regia was not before Vespasian’s time…yet there were 

Senatus-consulta, and one great one is, that the senate declared Nero to be an enemy to the state.” 

(Ibid. 178) Rutherford says, 

 

“Christ, the prophets, and apostles of our Lord, went to heaven with the note of 

traitors, seditious men, and such as turned the world upside down: calumnies  of 

treason to Caesar were an ingredient in Christ’s cup, and therefore the author is the 

more willing to drink of that cup that touched his lip, who is our glorious 

Forerunner: what, if conscience toward God, and credit with men, cannot both go 

to heaven with the saints, the author is satisfied with the former companion, and is 

willing to dismiss the other. Truth to Christ cannot be treason to Caesar”. [83. 

Samuel Rutherford, Lex Rex, or The Law And The Prince (Harrisonburg, Virginia: 

Sprinkle Publications, [1644] 1982), p. xxi. Emphases added.] [Quoted from Greg 

price’s work Biblical Civil Government Versus the Beast] 

 

 

87. Scott Nelson admits he rejects the book of Hebrews as well, seeing it as an extension of Paul’s 

work, “Whether it was written by Apollos or not, the author of the book of Hebrews was 

unquestionably steeped in Hellenistic philosophical thought styles. As mentioned in chapter 5, 

early in the first century, there was another Jewish scholar… a prolific writer and expositor of the 

Hebrew Bible known as Philo Judaeus of Alexandria. Interestingly enough, Alexandria Egypt is 

the same place Apollos was born! Alexandria was a Mecca for those of Platonic philosophical 

studies, complete with one of the ancient world’s most exhaustive libraries. The style of Philo’s 

writings are remarkably similar to some of those found in the book of Hebrews. In the foreword of 

C.D. Yonge’s translation of Philo’s works, David M. Scholer makes these observations: 

 

‘Philo has also often been considered especially significant for the conceptual background of the 

Epistle to the Hebrews. It seems clear that there is no evidence that the author of Hebrews had 

read Philo and that the author utilizes a whole range of Jewish traditions, some of which have 

remarkable similarities to the writings of Qumran and the writings of Philo. As the recent 

commentator on Hebrews Harold W. Attridge, observes:  “…there are undeniable parallels that 

suggest that Philo and our author (of Hebrews) are indebted to similar traditions of Greek-

speaking and -thinking Judaism’. One passage in Hebrews illustrates the possible connections 

between the thought worlds of Philo and the author of Hebrews. In Hebrews 8:5 the author argues: 

“They offer worship in a sanctuary that is a sketch and shadow of the heavenly one”. The 

distinction between a “Heavenly reality” and the observable, phenomenal world as “Sketch and 

shadow” is a (Middle) Platonic idea, but bears much in common with Philo’s expressions of these 



ideas. As a person reads the book of Hebrews it quickly becomes evident that the author views 

historical events as sketches, shadows, and figures of things that were to come. This way of viewing 

history is so predominant in Hebrews that it has taken on a philosophical life of its own in the 

mind of the author. So strong is this view, that the historical events themselves begin to lose 

relevance concerning the actual people of history to whom the events occurred! History becomes 

viewed as having the sole purpose of teaching through allegory the only people who really 

mattered… themselves.  Largely due to the book of Hebrews, this allegorical way of viewing 

history continues to be alive and well in many corners of Christianity today.” This is incredibly 

embarrassing. This passage in Hebrews 8 is taken from Exo 25:40  “So see, and do according 

to the pattern which was shown to you on the mountain.” If Hebrews is Middle Platonic then so is 

the Torah! If it was a pattern then it wasn’t an object in “the observable, phenomenal world”! Then 

what was it? Why then is it such a scandal for Hebrews to call it heavenly? Is Nelson such an 

atheist that he denies the existence of heaven now? Are we seriously supposed to reinterpret the 

Bible as to deny the existence of the heavenly realm? This man is so confused I begrudge even 

having to take the time to write this. I would like to add that I have a friend that has recently left 

the Bible completely over this issue claiming he only holds to some parts of Genesis, while 

rejecting the rest of the Bible specifically for the reasons described above.  

 

88. Scott Nelson says, “We know that Mary’s father Heli was a descendant of David of the tribe 

of Judah (Luke 3:23. Many scholars agree that Joseph was Heli’s son-in-law.) So if Mary was 

either a cousin ,or a niece to Elisabeth, it must mean that Mary’s mother had to have been either 

a sister or aunt to Elisabeth, which means that Mary’s mother had to have been a full blooded 

“daughter of Aaron” as well! Here is the breakdown. If Mary and Elisabeth were cousins, as it 

says in the KJV, then Mary’s mother was a sister to one of Elisabeth’s parents, both of whom had 

to have been full-blooded Levites for Elisabeth to be called a “daughter of Aaron”, and be 

legitimately married to Zacharias the priest. If Elisabeth was Mary’s aunt, as is more likely the 

case, then Mary’s mother was a sister to Elisabeth. No matter how one works it, it comes out the 

same. Mary’s mother was a full-blooded Levite. She was then one of those who married outside 

the tribe when she married Heli of the tribe of Judah. Mary was therefore a perfect blend of both 

tribes Judah and Levi!… The fact that Yeshua is indeed a descendant of the tribe of Levi, as God 

had promised the Messiah would be, is enough in itself to completely discredit the book of 

Hebrews. Hebrew’s assertion that Yeshua was not of Levi is a fundamental premise of the author’s 

ongoing argument. There is no “new” priesthood. God had established the priesthood in Aaron’s 

descendants forever.  Furthermore, since there is no “change of the Law” even if there were a 

new priesthood, how much more established is the fact that there is no “change of the Law” 

when there is no new priesthood? Nothing more really needs to be said concerning the credibility 

of the author of Hebrews! We should discard the book as a nice-try of purely human effort on this 

basis alone. But to further demonstrate the sad mistakenness of the author… consider his next 

argument.” 

 

Owen says,  

 

“Sundry of the ancients had an apprehension that the Lord Christ  derived his 

genealogy from both the tribes of Judah and Levi, in the regal and sacerdotal 

offices, as he who was to be both king and  priest And there is a story inserted in 

Suidas, how, in the days of Justinian the emperor, one Theodosius, a principal 



patriarch of the Jews, acquainted his friend, one Philip, a Christian, how he was 

enrolled by the priests in their order, as of the lineage of the priests, by the name of 

” Jesus the son of Mary and of God;” and that the records thereof were kept by the 

Jews at Tiberias to that very time. But the whole story is filled with gross effects of 

ignorance and incredible fables, being only a dream of some superstitious monastic. 

But the ancients grounded their imagination on the kindred that was between his 

mother and Elisabeth, the wife of Zacharias the priest, who was ” of the daughters 

of Aaron,” Luke i. 5. But this whole conceit is not only false, but directly 

contradictory to the scope and argument of the apostle in this place. For the authors 

of it would have the Lord Christ so to derive his genealogy from the tribe of Levi, 

as thence to be entitled unto the priesthood ; which yet it could not be, unless he 

were also proved to be of the family of Aaron: and to assign a priesthood unto him 

as derived from Aaron, is openly contradictory unto the apostle in this place, and 

destructive of his whole design, as also of the true, real priesthood of Christ himself; 

as is evident unto any one who reads this chapter. The alliance and kindred that was 

between the blessed Virgin and Elisabeth was doubtless by an antecedent 

intermarriage of those tribes, as Elisabeth’s mother might be sister unto the father 

or grandfather of the holy Virgin. And this was not only lawful between the tribes 

of Judah and Levi, or the regal and sacerdotal families, whence Jehoshabeath the 

wife of Jehoiada, was the daughter of Jehoram the king, 2 Chron. xxii. 11, as some 

have imagined, but such marriages were usual unto and lawful among all the other 

tribes, where women had no inheritances of land ; which was expressly provided 

against by a particular law. And this very law of exception doth sufficiently prove 

the liberty of all others; for the words of it are, ” Every daughter, that possesseth an 

inheritance in any tribe of the children of Israel, shall be wife unto one of the family 

of the tribe of her father, that the children of Israel may enjoy every man the 

inheritance of his fathers Num. xxxvi. 8. Both the express limitation of the law unto 

those who possessed inheritances, and the reason of it, for the preservation of the 

lots of each tribe entire, as verses 3, 4, manifest that all others were at liberty to 

marry any Israelite, be he of what tribe soever. And thus both the genealogies of 

Matthew and Luke, one by a legal, the other by a natural line, were both of them 

from the tribe of Judah, and family of David.”74  

 

However, Michael Rood points out in The Chronological Gospels, footnote page 45,  

 

“{Mt 1:16.1} {AHM}father – The Peshitta Aramaic texts of Matthew 1:16 (which 

was translated from a latter Greek text) indicates that Miriam’s gevra (mighty man) 

was named Yoseph, and Matthew 1:19 specifies that Miriam’s ba’ala (husband) 

was also named Yoseph. Yoseph is a very common name in Israel. Miriam’s 

husband Yoseph had three grandfathers with the same name. This undoubtedly led 

the translators to make “a mistake of familiarity,” thinking that the two “Yosephs” 

of verses 16 and 19 were one and the same. The Greek translators chose to render 

both Aramaic words gevra and ba’ala as the Greek word aner, which simply means 

“a person of full age.” The English translators then chose to translate the singular 
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Greek word aner as “husband.” This created a fatal mathematical error in the Greek 

and English texts, because it left only thirteen generations “from the carrying away 

into Babylon until Messiah,” while the text itself states that there are fourteen 

generations listed. In Aramaic, gevra technically means “mighty man” and is 

commonly used to refer to the elder patriarch of the family, but it can refer to the 

“husband” if he is the oldest male of the household. Both the immediate and greater 

context of Matthew 1:16 demand that gevra be translated as “Yoseph, the father of 

Miriam” for the following reasons: v The genealogy of Miriam’s husband Yoseph 

ben Eli, Yeshua’s supposed father, is clearly stated and detailed by Luke. v Yoseph 

ben Eli’s ancestors in Luke’s genealogy, though they are descendants of David, are 

not heir to David’s throne but are descendants of Nathan. v Miriam’s husband, 

Yoseph ben Eli, is not related to Yeshua except as a distant Davidic relative of his 

mother; Yoseph is only Yeshua’s stepfather and legal guardian. v Miriam is 

Yeshua’s only earthly parent and, as such, must be a direct descendant of the royal 

line of King David. v The Gospel of Matthew, which depicts Messiah as the King, 

documents Yeshua’s genealogical claim to the throne of David, whereas the Gospel 

of Luke, which depicts Messiah as the “Son of Man,” records his supposed lineage 

as Yoseph ben Eli’s supposed illegitimate son. v When Yoseph ben Yaakov is 

accurately identified as Miriam’s father in Matthew 1:16, it puts Miriam in the 

thirteenth generation from the Babylonian captivity. This puts her son Yeshua in 

the fourteenth generation. The Greek text reports that Yeshua is the fourteenth 

generation, but it did not correctly identify Yoseph ben Yaakov as the father (as 

opposed to the husband) of Miriam. Even a novice can readily see that the Greek 

genealogy of Yeshua (and all subsequent translations) are in obvious error because 

they do not add up to fourteen generations. There is only one ancient Biblical source 

that maintains the correct lineage of Yeshua, through his mother, to King David – 

and that is the ancient Hebrew Matthew that has been preserved in Jewish archives. 

As of Yom Kippur, 2012, twenty-eight separate manuscripts of ancient original 

language Hebrew Matthew have been discovered, fourteen of them by Karaite 

scholar Nehemia Gordon who discovered the two texts cited below. In two of the 

oldest manuscripts of the Ancient Hebrew Matthew copied into the appendix of 

Shem Tov Ibn Shaprut’s “Even Bochan” we have the accurate lineage of Yeshua 

that shows his direct ancestral path to the throne of David – “Yoseph avi Miriam” 

– Yoseph the father of Miriam of whom was born Yeshua. The words, “yoseph avi 

miriam” are highlighted in these two manuscript photographs.” 

 

 

89. Scott Nelson states, “Contrary to Hebrews’ assertion that “…it is not possible that the blood 

of bulls and goats could take away sin”, God says something very different in His Law. “If his 

offering is a burnt sacrifice of the herd, let him offer a male without blemish; he shall offer it of 

his own free will at the door of the tabernacle of meeting before the Lord. Then he shall put his 

hand on the head of the burnt offering, and it will be accepted on his behalf to make atonement for 

him.”   Leviticus 1:3-4 “This is because the life of the flesh is in the blood, and I have given it to 

you upon the altar to make atonement for your souls; for it is the blood that makes atonement for 

the soul.”   Leviticus 17:11” It is strange that the very next statement Nelson says, “A common 

question among Christians is, if Jews do not use the sacrificial system anymore, how are they 



supposed to make atonement for sin? The answer is that sin may also be atoned for through 

repentance, restitution, and acts of charity.” This statement and Lev. 17:11 are contradictory. I 

will refute Nelson’s assertion here later, but now to deal with his objection to  Hebrews: The point 

of the statement in Hebrews is not that the animal sacrifices did nothing, but that they did nothing 

in themselves, per se and simpliciter. They did atone for sins by representation and type but not in 

themselves. Remember, the Levitical system was a representation of a greater reality: 

 

Exo 25:40  “So see, and do according to the pattern which was shown to you on the mountain.” 

 

90. The Hebrew Roots, Ebionite Heretics, maintain that Paul’s doctrine that all have sinned and 

that the Torah was a school master to instruct men in their sinfulness Gal. 3:24-25, that they might 

seek for a savior is heretical. When faced with the overwhelming Biblical evidence that all men 

have sinned and that no one is perfect before God, 1 Kings 8:46, 2 Chron. 6:36, Ecc. 7: 20, Psa. 

14:1-3, Isa. 64:1-6, Jer. 17:9, 1 Jn. 1:8-10, the Hebrew Roots and the Ebionites will complain that 

a state of redemption and repentance can change this through obedience to Torah. Yet this is not 

what the Law says: 

 

Deut. 27: 26 Cursed is every man that continues not in all the words of this law to do them: and 

all the people shall say, So be it. LXX 

 

In order to escape the curse of the law you must do it perfectly. Immediately, the Ebionite will 

complain that Ezek. 18 promises forgiveness of sins for repentance and obedience to Torah. That 

forgetting of sin and life was only related to the land of Canaan and one’s temporal peace and 

safety in it. It had nothing to do with eternal life. 

 

For more information on this subject see Warfield’s Studies in Perfectionism.  

 

91. The Hebrew Roots and the Ebionite heretics, say, in keeping with their perfectionist Yankee 

abolitionist narcissism, that Messiah has only atoned for our past sins which we no longer do. 

This is unbelievable ignorance of scripture. One must ask then, by what means are future sins 

atoned for? The Ebionites will point to Ezek. 18 as the precedent for New Covenant repentance. 

This is a denial of not only the Messiah but the Torah itself, 

 

Lev 17:11  ‘For the life of the flesh is in the blood, and I have given it to you upon the altar to 

make atonement for your lives, for it is the blood that makes atonement for the life.’ 

 

LXX: For the life of flesh is its blood, and I have given it to you on the altar to make atonement 

for your souls; for its blood shall make atonement for the soul. 

 

As Hebrews states, Heb. 9:22  And, according to the Torah, almost all is cleansed with blood, and 

without shedding of blood there is no forgiveness. So whose blood atones for future sins? 

 

Heb. 7-10 tells us it is Yeshua’s in direct rejection of the Ebionite doctrine. 

 

Heb 10:14  For by one offering He has perfected for all time those who are being set apart. 

 



92. The Ebionites/Hebrew Roots say that the book of Hebrews is incorrect in its description of the 

golden censer as being in the holy of holies contrary to Exo. 30:6. Ans. Hebrews 9:4 is speaking 

of the Day of Atonement which is contrary to the regular practice.  

 

“Lev 16:11  “And Aharon shall bring the bull of the sin offering, which is for himself, and make 

atonement for himself and for his house, and shall slaughter the bull as the sin offering which is 

for himself,  Lev 16:12  and shall take a fire holder filled with burning coals of fire from the altar 

before יהוה, with his hands filled with sweet incense beaten fine, and shall bring it inside the 

veil.” 

 

As Tract Yomah states in Chapter IV,  

 

 

“MISHNA: He slaughtered it [the bull], and received in a basin its blood, giving 

(presenting) it to him who stirred (mixed) it, on the fourth row of marble stones in 

the Temple, that it should not become congealed. He took the censer, mounted the 

top of the altar, and cleared the coals on either hand: taking a censerful of the inner 

glowing coals, then he came down again, and placed it [the censer] on the fourth 

row of stones in the forecourt.  

 

Every day he scooped up with a silver censer, and emptied into a golden vessel. 

On this day he filled a golden censer, and also carried it in.”75  

 

 

The Atwill Theory 
 

Ever since the days of Julian the Apostate, the Jews have joined league with the Atheists and 

Pagans, to discredit the New Testament. A recent Theory which many Jews, Ebionites and 

Hebrew Roots followers espouse is the Atwill Theory which states that the character of Yeshua 

(Jesus) is a fictional account concocted by Roman Politicians utilizing Hebrew Scholars, to 

create a pacifistic Religion to quench the threat of Hebrew Nationalism and further pacify their 

own Gentile populations.  

 

93. Act 17:6  But not finding them, they dragged Jason and some of the brothers to the city 

rulers, crying out, “They who have turned the world upside down have come here too, Act 17:7  

whom Jason has received. And all of them are acting contrary to the dogmas of Caesar, saying 

there is another sovereign, יהושע.”  

 

There is no way the New Testament teaches pacifism. On the contrary the Kingship of Yeshua was 

specifically fingered to be a treasonous doctrine against Caesar as we can see above and as I have 

proven elsewhere.76  
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94. Moreover, physical violence against tyrannical government is also condoned.  Abraham, whose 

covenant is renewed in Gal. 3, violently resisted the King of Sodom; and may I remind the reader 

that this was before the Jewish theocracy. Gen. 14:12-16. 

 

95. Yeshua Messiah commanded his disciples to provide themselves with a sword for defense. 

Luke 22:35-36.  Notice how the context includes literal, physical objects needed for everyday life. 

This is no spiritual metaphor. 

 

96. To wish for violence to be done to belligerent enemies of Yah is encouraged in the imprecatory 

Psalms and these imprecations are continued in the New Covenant. Gal. 1:8, 5:12, Acts 8:20, 23:3.  

 

97. There is no evidence that the Hebrews were a threat to Rome. On the contrary, the New 

Testament is very clear that the Jews held strong allegiance to Rome.  

 

“Joh 19:13  Therefore, when Pilate heard these words, he brought יהושע out and sat down in the 

judgment seat in a place that is called Pavement, but in Heb ̱rew, Gabbatha. Joh 19:14  And it 

was the Preparation Day of the Passover week, and about the sixth hour. And he said to the 

Yehuḏim, “See your Sovereign!” Joh 19:15  But they shouted, “Away, away, impale Him!” 

Pilate said to them, “Shall I impale your Sovereign?” The chief priests answered, “We have no 

sovereign except Caesar!” 

 

98. According to Atwill’s theory, Christianity did not exist until 70 A.D. when the power of 

Judaism was destroyed.  

 

99. If the ruling power in Rome created Christianity, why then did Julian the Apostate try to help 

the Jews come back to power to condemn the Christians? 

 

100. When faced with the persecution of Messianic believers by Rome, the Atwill ilk will say that 

Rome only persecuted certain sects of believers. But wait, Atwill’s theory is that the Christian 

Religion as adopted by Rome, persecuted the Gnostics. But the Gnostic groups are the most 

pacifistic with their over-emphasis on love. So Rome persecuted Christian Gnostics for doing 

exactly what they wanted them to do?  

 

101. Augustine wrote his books City of God and De Magistro in response to Roman Officials, 

Citizens, and Educators who said the fall of the Empire was the fault of Christianity.  Why did the 

Roman officials blame Christianity for the fall of the empire if Christianity was their plan?  

 

102. Rome would have to have a group of Hebrew-Jewish scholars to help them write the New 

Testament so that their people could be destroyed. This is against everything I have ever 

experienced regarding the Jews who are the most tribally loyal people in the world.  

 

103. Atwill’s theory is based on the assumption that the New Testament was originally written in 

Greek.  The Historical evidence that the New Testament was originally written in a Semitic tongue 

                                                 
 



is overwhelming.77  So when Yeshua is teaching in Hebrew and/or Aramaic his scribe is recording 

him in Greek? 

 

104. Atwill’s theory affirms that the ministry of Yeshua was designed to overturn the Palestinian  

Jewish understanding of the world to a Hellenistic understanding. Why then did Yeshua say in 

Mat. 5:17-19 that he didn’t come to do away with the Law of Moses? All of his teaching comes 

from the Hebrew Scriptures.78  

 

105. Yeshua Messiah has been the most influential man in world history to bring people to 

worship the Hebrew God.  

 

106. Atwill’s theory is that the Roman Catholic Religion was a rejection of Gnosticism. The 

entire Catholic Hierarchy is based on Gnosticism! Irenaeus, Against Heresies (Book III, Chapter 

2) 

 

“The heretics follow neither Scripture nor tradition. 

 

1. When, however, they are confuted from the Scriptures, they turn round and 

accuse these same Scriptures, as if they were not correct, nor of authority, and 

[assert] that they are ambiguous, and that the truth cannot be extracted from them 

by those who are ignorant of tradition. For [they allege] that the truth was not 

delivered by means of written documents, but vivâ voce:[living voice-

DS] wherefore also Paul declared, But we speak wisdom among those that 

are perfect, but not the wisdom of this world.1 Corinthians 2:6 And this wisdom 

each one of them alleges to be the fiction of his own inventing, forsooth; so that, 

according to their idea, the truth properly resides at one time in Valentinus, at 

another in Marcion, at another in Cerinthus, then afterwards in Basilides, or has 

even been indifferently in any other opponent, who could speak nothing pertaining 

to salvation. For every one of these men, being altogether of a perverse 

disposition, depraving the system of truth, is not ashamed to preach himself. 

 

2. But, again, when we refer them to that tradition which originates from 

the apostles, [and] which is preserved by means of the succession of presbyters in 

the Churches, they object to tradition, saying that they themselves are wiser not 

merely than the presbyters, but even than the apostles, because they have 

discovered the unadulterated truth. For [they maintain] that 

the apostles intermingled the things of the law with the words of the Saviour; and 

that not the apostles alone, but even the Lord Himself, spoke as at one time from 

the Demiurge, at another from the intermediate place, and yet again from the 

Pleroma, but that they themselves, indubitably, unsulliedly, and purely, 

have knowledge of the hidden mystery: this is, indeed, 

                                                 
77 The Panarion of Epiphanius of Salamis. Nazoraeans, 29. Against Nazoraeans 9,4; Eusebius, Church History, 

Book III, Chapter 24, 6;  Chapter 38, 2; Chapter 39, 16; Book V, Chapter 10, 3; Book VI, Chapter 14, 2; 

Jerome, Lives of Illustrious Men, Chapters III and V; Edward Gibbon, History of Christianity, 185-186, FN 152. 
78 Luke 24:44 



to blaspheme their Creator after a most impudent manner! It comes to this, 

therefore, that these men do now consent neither to Scripture nor to tradition.”79 

 

Catechism of the Catholic Church, 79 

 

“The Father's self-communication made through his Word in the Holy Spirit, 

remains present and active in the Church: "God, who spoke in the past, continues 

to converse with the Spouse of his beloved Son. and the Holy Spirit, through whom 

the living voice of the Gospel rings out in the Church - and through her in the world 

- leads believers to the full truth, and makes the Word of Christ dwell in them in all 

its richness.” 

 

“Unam Sanctam”, Bull of Pope Boniface VIII promulgated November 18, 1302 

 

“For, according to the Blessed Dionysius, it is a law of the divinity that the lowest 

things reach the highest place by intermediaries. Then, according to the order of the 

universe, all things are not led back to order equally and immediately, but the lowest 

by the intermediary, and the inferior by the superior. ” 

 

Pseudo Dionysius’ Ecclesiology in his Celestial Hierarchies were designed right off of 

Neoplatonism. In Dionysius’ 8th Letter he forbids that Deacons correct priests. He says that “even 

if disorder and confusion should undermine the most divine ordinances and regulations that still 

gives no right even on God’s behalf to overturn the order which God has himself established.”80 

Rorem mentions on page 20 of his Pseudo-Dionysius, commenting on Letter 8, 

 

“For Dionysius authority and revelation flowed from God down through the angelic 

beings to the Hierarchs through them it continued down to the priests and to the 

deacons and finally to the various groups of laity…this pyramid was symbolized in 

the positions they occupied during the communion service”.  

 

Rorem points out on page 32 that Bonaventure gave the Pope of Rome the highest place of 

authority as “a natural extrapolation of Dionysian principles.” On page 93 Rorem points out 

that Dionysius’ Ecclesiastical Hierarchies posited the Hierarchy as the means of salvation. Ergo, 

outside the Hierarchy there is no salvation. On page 92 Rorem explains that in Dionysius’ 

Ecclesiastical Hierarchies the Biblical and Liturgical symbols that men are confronted with in this 

life are anagogical symbols to aid in assent through the Hierarchies. On page 94-95 Rorem explains 

Dionysius’ Celestial Hierarchies and mentions that the meanings of the Liturgical Symbols are to 

remain secret from the common man but revealed only to “sacred initiators”; 

 

106. Atwill’s theory is that the Roman Christianity were literalists while the Gnostic sects were 

allegorical and figurativists. This is unbelievably stupid. As I have demonstrated in this discourse, 

the Jews, the Ebionites and the Premillennialists, whom Rome despises, are literalists.  
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107. If Atwill’s theory is true, that Yeshua never actually existed, where is the Jewish outcry in 

the ancient world that this man never existed? How is it that such hatred has existed for this man 

among the Jews and the Ebionites for so many centuries when he never even existed? If you read 

the Jewish Encyclopedia there isn’t even a notion that Yeshua never existed. A recent work has 

come out by Peter Schäfer, Jesus in the Talmud, demonstrating not how the Jews thought that he 

never existed, but that his death was justice for his blasphemy.  

 

108. How can the Atwill followers arbitrarily reject the New Testament as a historical record for 

the life of Yeshua without committing the double standard and special pleading fallacy? 

 

109. According to Atwill, Christianity did not exist until 70 A.D. yet Nero persecuted Christians 

in 64 A.D. during the Great Fire of Rome.  

 

110.  The modern world is enraptured by conspiracy theories regarding the origin of the Christian 

Religion. While I agree that the Catholic Church did Hellenize Yeshua far too much, one cannot 

believe in the Hebrew God and reject the New Testament as I have already proved. The Jesuit, 

Athanasius Kircher, was the most influential in interpreting hieroglyphs in his support of the 

Corpus Hermeticum myth; that all the mysteries are sourced in Egypt. It was refuted after the 

discovery of the Rosetta Stone (196 B.C.-Discovered in 1799 by a French expedition to Egypt) 

and Isaac Casaubon’s work. The Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots have basically joined arms with 

the Jesuit Counter Reformation to discredit the New Testament in the West as being sourced in 

Hellenism which was borrowed from Egypt. Machen discussed many of these things in his The 

Origin of Paul’s Religion.  

 

111. Obj. The traditional Christian doctrine of love is evil and does lead towards pacifism!  

 

Ans. I agree. But that is not the fault of the New Testament. When you read Matthew 5, Yeshua is 

not correcting the morality of the Torah. He is correcting Rabbinic interpretations of the Torah.  

Lev. 17:17-18 commands tribal love and bearing with one’s inter-tribal enemies. Mat. 5:17-19 tells 

us that there is no way Yeshua could be telling us to love and tolerate people who want to kill us 

and destroy the religion of Yah in the world. That would contradict everything in the Bible that 

came before him. In Luke 6:29-30, when Yeshua tells us to offer our face to be slapped, this is not 

offering ourselves to death. It is bearing long with insults. A slap on the face is not a lethal blow. 

It is an insult. He is telling us to bear long with insults, not to allow enemies of our people and our 

God to come into political power over us so that they can annihilate us as a people.  

 

112. Obj. The Christian view of sex is unnatural and leads to extreme moral corruption.   

 

Ans. I agree. But again, this is not the fault of the New Testament. I deal with this in Chapter 5 of 

my book, Conquering the Verbal Sorcery of Trinitarianism. As a matter of fact, not only did Paul 

and the New Testament not suggest the celibacy, asceticism and monasticism of the Catholic 

Church, he actually warned us that this would be a tell –tale sign of the Antichrist Religion.81  

 

113. Obj. The Christian doctrine of hell is evil.  

                                                 
81 1 Tim. 4:1-3 



 

Ans. I agree. But again, this is not the fault of the New Testament. I wrote about this in Chapter 10 

of my book Why I Left the Christian Church. Yeshua says, Mat. 10:28  “And do not fear those 

who kill the body but are unable to kill the being. But rather fear Him who is able to destroy both 

being and body in Gehenna. This doctrine of eternal torment is based on the Catholic-Neoplatonic 

doctrine of the soul. This doctrine is fully refuted in Bacchiocchi’s Immortality or Resurrection. 

 

114. Obj. The Torah doesn’t mention believing in a Messiah.  

 

Ans. You believe in the Kippah, and Ezekiel’s Temple but they aren’t in the Torah.   

 

115. The modern immorality of America is not to be blamed on the New Testament. I have 

discussed these issues at great length in my books A Defense of the South Against the Jesuit 

Counter Reformation, Thomas Jefferson Was Wrong and The Myth of Gender Equality. Modern 

Civilization in America is not based on the New Testament. It is based on Thomas Jefferson, 

Thomas Paine, Karl Marx, Abraham Lincoln, Franklin D. Roosevelt, Margaret Sanger, Martin 

Luther King Jr. and Alfred Kinsey.  The dominant themes in America are Democracy, Hatred of 

the Bible, Hatred of White People who believe the Bible, the Catholic Military Industrial Complex 

funded by crushing Taxation, and cultural Black Supremacy. As for the accusation that the free 

justification of the New Testament is to blame for immorality in America I suggest to the reader 

Robert Lewis Dabney’s Discussions Vol. 1, The Moral Effects of a Free Justification.  

 

Problems with Paul 
 

In my book, Why I Left the Christian Church, I deal with many misrepresentations of Paul and 

arguments against him. I also suggest to you J. Gresham Machen’s The Origin of Paul's 

Religion.   

 

116. Paul did not state that we should disregard the Torah regarding our life practice: 
 

Acts 6: 11 Then they secretly induced men to say, “We have heard him speak 

blasphemous words against Moses and against God.” 12 And they stirred up the people, 

the elders and the scribes, and they came up to him and dragged him away and brought 

him before the  Council. 13 They put forward false witnesses who said, “This man 

incessantly speaks against this holy place and the Law 

 

Acts 18:21 but took leave of them, saying, “I must by all means keep this coming feast in 

Jerusalem; but I will return again to you, God willing.” And he sailed from Ephesus. 

 

Acts 21: 17 After we arrived in Jerusalem, the brethren received us gladly. 18 And 

the following day Paul went in with us to James, and all the elders were 

present. 19 After he had greeted them, he began to relate one by one the things 

which God had done among the Gentiles through his ministry. 20 And when they 

heard it they began glorifying God; and they said to him, “You see, brother, how 

many thousands there are among the Jews of those who have believed, and they are 

all zealous for the Law; 21 and they have been told about you, that you are teaching 

all the Jews who are among the Gentiles to forsake Moses, telling them not to 



circumcise their children nor to walk according to the customs. 22 What, then, is to 

be done? They will certainly hear that you have come.23 Therefore do this that we 

tell you. We have four men who are under a vow; 24 take them and purify yourself 

along with them, and pay their expenses so that they may shave their heads; and 

all will know that there is nothing to the things which they have been told about 

you, but that you yourself also walk orderly, keeping the Law.25 But concerning 

the Gentiles who have believed, we wrote, having decided that they should abstain 

from meat sacrificed to idols and from blood and from what is strangled and from 

fornication.” 26 Then Paul took the men, and the next day, purifying himself 

along with them, went into the temple giving notice of the completion of the days 

of purification, until the sacrifice was offered for each one of them. 

 
Acts 24:14 “But this I confess to you, that according to the Way which they call a sect, so 

I worship the God of my fathers, believing all things which are written in the Law and in 

the Prophets. 

 

Acts 25: 6 After he had spent not more than eight or ten days among them, he went 

down to Caesarea, and on the next day he took his seat on the tribunal and ordered 

Paul to be brought. 7 After Paul arrived, the Jews who had come down from 

Jerusalem stood around him, bringing many and serious charges against him which 

they could not prove, 8 while Paul said in his own defense, “I have committed no 

offense either against the Law of the Jews or against the temple or against 

Caesar.” 

 
Rom. 2:12 For as many as have sinned without Law will also perish without Law, and as 

many as have sinned in the Law will be judged by the Law 
 

Rom. 2:17 Indeed you are called a Jew, and rest on the Law, and make your boast in God, 

18 and know [His] will, and approve the things that are excellent, being instructed out of 

the Law, 

 

Rom. 3:20  Therefore by the deeds of the Law no flesh will be justified in His sight, for by 

the Law [is] the knowledge of sin. 

 

Rom. 3:31 Do we then make void the law through faith? Certainly not! On the contrary, 

we establish the law. 

 

Rom. 4:7 “Blessed [are those] whose Lawless deeds are forgiven, And whose sins are 

covered; 

 

Rom. 6:15 What then? Shall we sin because we are not under Law but under grace? 

Certainly not! 

 

Rom. 6:19  I speak in human [terms] because of the weakness of your flesh. For just as you 

presented your members [as] slaves of uncleanness, and of Lawlessness [leading] to 

[more] Lawlessness, so now present your members [as] slaves [of] righteousness for 

holiness. 

 



Romans 7:7  What shall we say then? is the Law sin? Certainly not! On the contrary, I 

would not have known sin except through the Law. For I would not have known 

covetousness unless the Law had said, “You shall not covet.” 

 

Rom. 7:12 Therefore, the law is holy, and the commandment holy and just and good. 

 

Rom. 7:14 For we know that the law is spiritual [Not merely national and political-DS], 

but I am carnal, sold under sin. 

 

Rom. 7:22 For I delight in the law of God according to the inward man. 

 

Rom. 7:25 I thank God through Yeshua the Messiah our Master! So then, with the mind I 

myself serve the Law of God, but with the flesh the Law of sin. 

 

Rom. 8:4 That the righteousness of the law might be fulfilled in us, who walk not after 

the flesh, but after the Spirit. 
 

Rom. 8:6-7 For to be carnally minded is death, but to be spiritually minded is life and 

peace. Because the carnal mind is enmity against God; for it is not subject to the Law of 

God, nor indeed can be. 

 

Rom. 12:19 Beloved, do not look for revenge but leave room for the wrath; for it is written, 

“Vengeance is mine, I will repay, says the Lord.” 

 

Rom. 13: 8 Owe nothing to anyone except to love one another; for he who loves his 

neighbor has fulfilled the law. 9 For this, “You shall not commit adultery, You shall not 

murder, You shall not steal, You shall not covet,” and if there is any other commandment, 

it is summed up in this saying, “You shall love your neighbor as yourself.” 

 

1 Cor. 5:1 It is actually reported that there is immorality among you, and immorality of 

such a kind as does not exist even among the Gentiles, that someone has his father’s wife. 

[Lev. 18:7-8] 

 

1 Cor. 5:7 Clean out the old leaven so that you may be a new lump, just as you are in 

fact unleavened. For Messiah our Passover also has been sacrificed. 8 Therefore let us 

celebrate the feast, not with old leaven, nor with the leaven of malice and wickedness, but 

with the unleavened bread of sincerity and truth. 

 

1 Cor. 5:13 But those who are outside, God judges. Remove the wicked 

man from among yourselves. [Deut. 17:7, 21:21, 22:21, 24:7]  

 

1 Cor. 7:39 The wife is bound by the law as long as her husband lives; but if her husband 

be dead, she is at liberty to be married to whom she will; only in the Lord. 

 

1 Cor. 9:8 I am not speaking these things according to human judgment, am I? Or does 

not the Law also say these things? 9 For it is written in the Law of Moses, “You shall not 

muzzle the ox while he is threshing.” God is not concerned about oxen, is He? 10 Or is He 

speaking altogether for our sake? Yes, for our sake it was written 

 

1 Cor. 9: 20 To the Jews I became as a Jew, so that I might win Jews; to those who are 

under the Law, as under the Law though not being myself under the Law, so that I might 



win those who are under the Law; 21 to those who are without law, as without law, though 

not being without the law of God but under the law of Christ, so that I might win those 

who are without law. 

 

1 Cor. 14:34 The women are to keep silent in the churches; for they are not permitted to 

speak, but are to subject themselves, just as the Law also says. 

 

2 Cor. 6:14 Do not be unequally yoked together with unbelievers. For what fellowship has 

righteousness with Lawlessness? And what communion has light with darkness? 

 

Eph. 6:1 Children, obey your parents in the Lord, for this is right. 2 Honor your father and 

mother (which is the first commandment with a promise), 3 so that it may be well with you, 

and that you may live long on the earth. 

 

Gal. 3:21 Is the Law then contrary to the promises of God? May it never be! 

 

Gal. 5: 14 For the whole Law is fulfilled in one word, in the statement, “You shall love 

your neighbor as yourself.” 

 

Gal. 6:2 Bear one another’s burdens, and thereby fulfill the law of Christ. [He says this 

right after quoting Lev. 19:18 in Gal. 5:14] 

 

Col. 2:16-17 So let no one judge you in food or in drink, or regarding a festival or a new 

moon or sabbaths, which are a shadow of things to come, but the body of the Messiah. 

[Here we see Paul encouraging the Colossians not to be intimidated by the judgments of 

their Gentile Pagan tribesmen for becoming like Jews and showing them that the Feasts 

are not merely shadows of things in the past but of the future, and that is why they should 

still keep them!] 

 

1 Tim. 1:8 But we know that the Law is good, if one uses it lawfully 

 

2 Tim. 3:16 All Scripture [is] given by inspiration of God, and [is] profitable for doctrine, 

for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness,17 that the man of God may be 

complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work. 

 

 

117. The Ebionites and Hebrew Roots say that Yeshua warned of people claiming they are the 

Messiah in the desert, Mat. 24:24-27, as in Paul’s vision in Acts 9, Acts 22, and Acts 26.  

 

Ans. First, the passage does not say he was in the desert, it says he was approaching Damascus. 

Second, the vision claimed he was Yeshua. Yeshua did not warn of people claiming to be him. He 

warned of other people claiming to be the messiah. Third, the vision did not mention him being 

the messiah. It was a vision rebuking Paul for persecuting his people. Fourth, Paul did not say that 

Yeshua bodily came to the earth. He said he saw a light and heard a voice. 

 

118. Paul does not refer to himself as a father in the sense Yeshua forbids in Mat. 23:9. To make 

that strict an interpretation of Yeshua would mean it is wrong to call your biological father, father. 

John Gill states on Mat. 23:9, 

 



“Not but that children may, and should call their natural parents, fathers; and such 

who have been instrumental in the conversion of souls, may be rightly called by 

them their spiritual fathers; as servants and scholars also, may call those that are 

over them, and instruct them, their masters: our Lord does not mean, by any of these 

expressions, to set aside all names and titles, of natural and civil distinction among 

men, but only to reject all such names and titles, as are used to signify an 

authoritative power over men’s consciences, in matters of faith and obedience; in 

which, God and Christ are only to be attended to. Christ’s sense is, that he would 

have his disciples not fond of any titles of honour at all; and much less assume an 

authority over men, as if they were to depend on them, as the founders of the 

Christian religion, the authors of its doctrines and ordinances; and to take that 

honour to themselves, which did not belong to them; nor even choose to be called 

by such names, as would lead people to entertain too high an opinion of them, and 

take off of their dependence on God the Father, and himself, as these titles the 

Scribes and Pharisees loved to be called by, did: and who were called not only by 

the name of Rabbi, but Abba, “Father”, also: hence we read of Abba Saul, or 

“Father” Saul F14; Abba Jose ben Jochanan, a man of Jerusalem F15, Abba 

Chanan F16, Abba Chelphetha, a man of the village of Hananiah F17; Abba 

Gorion F18, and others; and this name was (ybr wmk dwbk Nwvl) , “a name of 

honour, even as Rabbi” F19, and of great authority: the wise men are said to be (lkh 

twba) , “the fathers of all” F20, to whom all gave heed, and upon whom all 

depended, as so many oracles. There is a whole treatise in their Misna, called Pirke 

Abot, which contains some of the oracles, and peculiar sayings of these “fathers”, 

the Misnic doctors, and which are preferred to the writings of Moses, and the 

prophets. In this sense, and upon this score, our Lord inveighs against them, and 

cautions his disciples against giving or taking all such titles, in such sense. “For one 

is your Father, which is in heaven”; who is so, both by creation and adoption, and 

is possessed of all paternal authority; and is to be honoured and obeyed by all; from 

whom all wisdom and knowledge is derived, and who has the care and government 

of all in heaven and in earth.” 

 

119.  When Paul says that Yah does not live in Temples made by human hands (Acts 17:24), he is 

not denying that Yah’s Spirit dwelt in Solomon’s Temple or the Tabernacle, but that God is not 

confined or limited only to the Temple. 

 

Acts 17:25 Neither is worshipped with men’s hands, as though he needed anything, seeing he 

giveth to all life, and breath, and all things; 

 

The context is talking about an idol that is ministered unto by human hands and confined to the 

Temple it sits in. 

 

120. Paul never condemned the Pharisees and on the contrary threw his lot in with them and they 

refused to condemn him. Acts 23:6-9.  In Phil. 3, he identified himself with them and did not 

condemn them. I have never read a passage where Paul calls the Pharisees legalists. 

 



121. Ebionites and Hebrew Roots state that Paul’s commands concerning widows in 1 Tim. 5:9-

20 contradicts the Torah.  

 

Ans. The objection confuses Church and State.   

 

122. Ebionites and Hebrew Roots say that no original of Galatians has survived.  

 

Ans. No original of most of the Bible has survived.   

 

123. The Ebionites and Hebrew Roots confuse the ministries of Paul and Peter.  

 

Ans. John Calvin on Gal. 2:7, 

 

“But this appears to be at variance with the command of Christ, which enjoins that 

the twelve shall “go unto all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature.” 

(Mark 16:15.) 

 

I reply, that command was not intended to apply specifically to each individual, but 

describes in general terms the design of the apostolic office, which was, that 

salvation must be proclaimed to all nations by the doctrine of the gospel. For the 

apostles evidently did not travel over the whole world; nay, it is probable that not 

one of the twelve ever passed into Europe. What they allege about Peter may, for 

aught I know, be fabulous, and is, at all events, quite uncertain. 

 

All of them, it will be objected, had still a commission both to Gentiles and to Jews. 

I own they had, as occasion offered. Each apostle, I grant, was entrusted with the 

publication of the gospel both among Gentiles and Jews; for the distribution was 

not of such a nature as to assign them fixed boundaries, like those of kingdoms, 

principalities, and provinces, which could not lawfully be passed. We see that Paul, 

wherever he went, uniformly offered his labors and services, in the first instance, 

to the Jews. As he had a right, while living among the Gentiles, to offer himself as 

an apostle and teacher to the Jews; so the others were at liberty, wherever they had 

it in their power, to bring Gentiles to Christ; and we find Peter exercising this 

privilege with regard to Cornelius and others. (Acts 10:1.) But as there were other 

apostles in that district, which was almost wholly inhabited by Jews, Paul traveled 

through Asia, Greece, and other distant parts, and on this occasion was specially 

ordained to be an apostle to the Gentiles. Nay, when the Lord first commanded him 

to be set apart, he directed him to leave Antioch and Syria, and perform voyages to 

distant countries for the sake of the Gentiles. On ordinary occasions, therefore, he 

was the apostle of the Gentiles, and on extraordinary occasions, he was the apostle 

of the Jews. The other apostles, again, took the Jews for their own department, but 

with the understanding that, when an opportunity occurred, they would be at liberty 

to direct their ministrations to the Gentiles; this last, however, being in their case 

an extraordinary service. 

 



But if Peter’s apostleship had a peculiar reference to the Jews, let the Romanists 

see on what ground they derive from him their succession to the primacy. If the 

Pope of Rome claims the primacy because he is Peter’s successor, he ought to 

exercise it over the Jews. Paul is here declared to be the chief apostle of the Gentiles, 

yet they affirm that he was not bishop of Rome; and, therefore, if the Pope would 

establish any claim to his primacy, let him gather churches from among the Jews. 

He who by a decree of the Holy Spirit, and by the consent of the whole apostolic 

college, has been solemnly declared to be one of the apostles, cannot but be 

acknowledged by us in that character. Those who would transfer that right to Peter 

set aside all ordination, both human and divine. It is unnecessary to explain here 

the well-known metaphor in the words circumcision and uncircumcision, as applied 

to Jews and Gentiles.” 

 

124. The Ebionites and Hebrew Roots ask why Paul accused Peter publicly when Yeshua said in 

Matthew 18:15-17 to first confront a brother privately, then with two witnesses before going 

public? 

 

Ans. Because it wasn’t a private transgression against Paul, it was public heresy. 

 

125. The Ebionites and Hebrew Roots complain that Paul contradicts himself in Gal. 2:14 seeing 

his own practice was to be a Jew to the Jews in 1 Cor. 9:20-22.  

 

Ans. Peter was forsaking the Gentiles, the exact opposite of what Paul’s method was used for in 1 

Cor. 9:20-22 and by doing so denying the Gospel to the Gentiles and aiding the Jews in their 

rejection of the Gospel.  

 

126. The Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots argue that Paul only witnesses to his own ministry. 

Whereas it was Luke who wrote the book of Acts and bore testimony to his Apostleship.   

 

127.  The Ebionites and Hebrew Roots argue that Paul claims an exclusive mystery revealed to 

him alone in Ephesians, yet when we read what the mystery is in Eph. 3:6, we find out it was 

something that Yeshua spoke of in Mat. 28:19, what Peter spoke of in Acts 10 and 11, and what 

Isaiah prophesied of in Isa. 42, and 49.  

 

128. The Ebionites and Hebrew Roots claim that Paul denied the true humanity of Yeshua in Phil. 

2:7. Yet Paul make very clear that Yeshua had a true human nature: 

 

“Rom. 1:3  concerning His Son, who came of the seed of Dawiḏ according to the 

flesh 
 

2 Cor. 5:16  So from now onwards we know no one according to the flesh. And if 

we have known Messiah according to the flesh, yet now we no longer know Him 

thus. 

 

Col. 1:13  who has delivered us from the authority of darkness1 and transferred us 

into the reign of the Son of His love, Col 1:14  in whom we have redemption 



through His blood, the forgiveness of sins, …Col 1:21  And you, who once were 

estranged and enemies in the mind by wicked works, but now He has completely 

restored to favour  Col 1:22  in the body of His flesh through death, to present you 

set-apart, and blameless, and unreprovable before Him” 

 

129. This may be the best argument I have ever read from the Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots: 

they say that Acts 9:7 and Acts 22:9 contradict. One account says they heard the voice, the other 

says they didn’t. John Gill on Acts 9:7, 

 

“hearing a voice, but seeing no man; 

 

that is, they heard the voice of Saul, saying, who art thou? and what wilt thou have 

me to do? but saw nobody that he spoke to, which surprised them; for it is certain 

they did not hear the voice of Christ, that spake to him, ( Acts 22:9 ) or if they heard 

the voice of Christ, it was only the sound of his voice, but did not understand what 

he said; but the former seems rather to be the sense, and the best way of reconciling 

the two passages.” 

 

But, this would implicate Luke not Paul, because Luke wrote Acts.  

 

130. The Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots ask why Paul said he was ready to die in Acts 21:13 but 

then cop-out and appeal to Caesar for protection in Acts 25:11.  

 

Ans. Because he had recently been told that he was to go to Rome. 

 

Act 23:11  And on the following night the Master stood by him and said, “Take courage, Sha’ul, 

for as you have witnessed for Me in Yerushalayim, so you have to bear witness at Rome too.” 

 

131. The Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots complain that Peter himself said that Paul’s teachings 

were confusing in 2 Pet. 3:15-16. Ans.  It doesn’t say confusing. It says hard to understand. 

Hebrews is hard to understand and it is not written by Paul. There are many things in the Torah 

that are hard to understand. The Bible is not written so every human can understand it. We are not 

all created equal. Some things are for the simpletons and others for the gifted and brilliant.  

 

Heb. 5:14 But strong meat belongeth to them that are of full age, even those who by reason of 

use have their senses exercised to discern both good and evil. 

 

132. The Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots ask why Paul quotes a philosopher in Titus 1:12.  

 

Ans. He is not using the author as a resource. He even states that this was of their own. He is 

teaching no doctrine here. Are you suggesting that you have only read Hebrew Scriptural material 

in your life? Is it really a sin to know world History and Philosophy?  

 

133. The Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots argue that Paul delivered a slave back to his master 

contrary to Torah mentioned in Philemon. Dabney speaks to this in his Defence of Virginia, page 

128-129, 



 

“Fourth. It is said that Moses himself commanded that a runaway slave should not 

be surrendered to his master; thereby plainly teaching that slaves had a right to their 

liberty, if they could escape. This, it is urged, proves that there must be some 

mistake in our conclusions. Of course, this passage is quoted triumphantly as 

settling the question against the fugitive slave-law, required by the late Constitution 

of the United States. It is found in Deuteronomy xxiii. 15, 16: “Thou shalt not 

deliver unto his master the servant which is escaped from his master unto thee: he 

shall dwell with thee, even among you, in that place which he shall choose in one 

of thy gates, where it liketh him best; thou shalt not oppress him.” 

 

We need no better answer to this citation, than that given by a Northern divine 

already named, who is no friend to slavery, Rev. Moses Stuart. He says: “The first 

‘inquiry of course is: Where does his master live? Among the Hebrews or among 

foreigners? The language of the passage fully developes this, and answers the 

question. He has ‘escaped from his master unto the Hebrews.’ (The text says, 

unto thee, i. e., Israel.) ‘He shall dwell with thee, even among you, in one of thy 

gates.’ Of course then, he is an immigrant, and did not dwell among them before 

his flight. If he had been a Hebrew servant, belonging to a Hebrew, the whole face 

of the thing would be changed. Restoration or restitution, if we may judge by the 

tenour of other property laws among the Hebrews, would have surely been 

enjoined. But, be that as it may, the language of the text puts it beyond a doubt, that 

the servant is a foreigner and has fled from a heathen master.” Mr. Stuart then 

proceeds to assign obvious reasons why a foreign servant escaping from a heathen 

master was not to be restored: that the bondage from which he escaped was 

inordinately cruel, including the power of murder for any caprice; and that to force 

him back was to remand him to the darkness of heathenism, and to rob him of the 

light of true religion, which shone in the land of the Hebrews alone. He adds: “But 

if we put now the other case, viz.: that of escape from a Hebrew master, who 

claimed and enjoyed Hebrew rights, is not the case greatly changed? Who could 

take from him the property which the Mosaic law gave him a right to hold? Neither 

the bondsman himself, nor the neighbours of the master to whom the fugitive might 

come. Reclamation of him could be lawfully made, and therefore must be 

enforced.” This explanation forces itself upon our common sense. To suppose that 

Moses could so formally authorize and define slavery among the Hebrews, and then 

enact that every slave might gain his liberty by merely stepping over the brook 

or imaginary line which separated the little cantons of the tribes from each other, 

or even by going to the next house of his master’s neighbours, and claiming 

protection, whenever petulance, or caprice, or laziness should move him thereto; 

this is absurd; it is trivial child’s play. It takes away with one hand what it professed 

to give with the other. The fact that slavery continued to exist from age to age, is 

proof enough that the Hebrews did not put the Abolitionist construction on the law. 

To this agree the respectable Hebrew antiquarians, as Home, etc.” 

 

134. The Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots Movement rejects Paul with another argument that there 

were only 12 apostles and Paul is not mentioned in Acts 1.  



 

Ans. Paul never says that he is one of the twelve apostles. Secondly, so what about the 70 

mentioned in Luke 10 where the word for apostle is specifically used? Also, Luke calls Paul an 

apostle in Acts 14:14.  

 

135. The Hebrew Roots Movement, Ebionites in truth, reject the apostle Paul as a false apostle and 

minister of lawlessness, confusing him with Marcion. This is a slippery slope. It was not Paul who 

introduced himself as an apostle to the believers in Yeshua, it was Luke, writer of the 4th Gospel! 

(Acts 9) There goes Luke and Acts. Moreover, the book of Hebrews teaches the exact same 

doctrine as Paul (Heb. 7-10) and not only is there no proof that Paul wrote Hebrews there is the 

strongest evidence against it from Paul’s own mouth: 

 

2 Thess. 3:17 The greeting of Sha’ul with my own hand, which is a sign in every letter, thus I 

write. 

 

Yet we know Hebrews was not signed with a greeting from Paul. There goes Hebrews. 

 

We also have the testimony of 2 Peter where Paul is named a beloved brother.  

 

2 Pe 3:15  and reckon the patience of our Master as deliverance, as alsoour beloved brother 

Sha’ul wrote to you, according to the wisdom given to him, 2Pe 3:16  as also in all his letters, 

speaking in them concerning these matters, in which some are hard to understand,1 which those 

who are untaught and unstable twist to their own destruction, as they do also the other 

Scriptures. Footnote: 1See 1 Cor. 11:6. 

 

There goes 2nd Peter. 

 

And even Mark was involved with this “conspiracy”. 

 

Col 4:10  Aristarchos my fellow prisoner greets you, with Mark the relative of Barnaḇah about 

whom you received instructions: if he comes to you, welcome him, Col 4:11  also Yeshua who is 

called Justus. These are my only fellow workers for the reign of Elohim who are of the 

circumcision, who were to me a comfort. 

 

2 Ti 4:11  Luke alone is with me. Take Mark and bring him with you, for he is of good use to me 

for service. 

Folks, you would think that would be enough to condemn this movement as absurd but it goes 

even further. Scott Nelson says, 

 

“For example, the author of the book of Matthew regularly made an attempt to 

connect events in Yeshua’s life with prophecies from the Hebrew Bible. Though he 

made a number of accurate connections, he also made a number of inaccurate 

ones.  The first three times he attempted to make a connection he erred, and used a 

text that had absolutely nothing to do with Yeshua. His first mistake was in quoting 

an Isaiah prophecy which supposedly concerned Yeshua’s virgin birth. There are a 

number of good reasons to continue to believe Yeshua was born of a virgin, but 



Isaiah 7:14 is not one of them. This passage has absolutely nothing to do with a 

virgin or Yeshua! Jews know that the Hebrew word translated “virgin” in  Isaiah 

7:14 in Christian Bibles carries no connotation of virginity, but is often used in 

reference to a young married woman. In its full context, this passage is clearly 

speaking of Isaiah’s wife. See Isaiah 7:10 – 8:10. This is only one of several 

blunders made by the author of Matthew. Knowing this, the Jews have legitimate 

grounds to discount the Gospels altogether. ” 

 

There goes Matthew. When you reject Paul, the whole New Testament comes tumbling down and 

you are left with either Judaism or Islam.  

 

136. Paul’s view of meat offered to idols does not contradict the Torah.  

 

Luk 10:8  “And into whatever city you enter, and they receive you, eat whatever is placed before 

you 

 

Paul is absolutely clear in his condemnation of idolatry: 

 

1 Corinthians 5:10 Yet not altogether with the fornicators of this world, or with the covetous, or 

extortioners, or with idolaters; for then must ye needs go out of the world. 

 

1 Corinthians 5:11 But now I have written unto you not to keep company, if any man that is 

called a brother be a fornicator, or covetous, or an idolator, or a railer, or a drunkard, or an 

extortioner; with such an one no not to eat. 

 

1 Corinthians 6:9 Know ye not that the unrighteous shall not inherit the kingdom of God? Be not 

deceived: neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor effeminate, nor abusers of 

themselves with mankind, 

 

1 Corinthians 12:2 Ye know that ye were Gentiles, carried away unto these dumb idols, even as 

ye were led. 

 

2 Cor. 6:16 And what agreement hath the temple of God with idols? for ye are the temple of the 

living God; as God hath said, I will dwell in them, and walk in them; and I will be their God, and 

they shall be my people. 

 

Gal 5:19  And the works of the flesh are well-known, which are these: adultery, whoring, 

uncleanness, indecency,Gal 5:20  idolatry, 

 

Eph. 5:5 For this ye know, that no whoremonger, nor unclean person, nor covetous man, who is 

an idolater, hath any inheritance in the kingdom of Christ and of God. 

 

1 Thess. 1:9 For they themselves shew of us what manner of entering in we had unto you, and 

how ye turned to God from idols to serve the living and true God; 

 

However, he makes a very important distinction that we need to keep in mind. 



 

1 Co 8:4  So then, concerning the eating of food offered to idols, we know that an idol is no 

matter at all in the world, and that there is no other Elohim but one. 1Co 8:5  For even if there 

are so-called mighty ones, whether in heaven or on earth – as there are many mighty ones and 

many masters –  1Co 8:6  for us there is one Elohim,1 the Father, from whom all came and for 

whom we live, and one Master עשוהי Messiah, through whom all came and through whom we 

live.  1Co 8:7  However, not all have this knowledge. But some, being aware of the idol, until 

now eat it as having been offered to an idol, so their conscience, being weak, is defiled.  1Co 

8:8  But food does not commend us to Elohim, for we are none the better if we eat, nor any worse 

for not eating.  1Co 8:9  But look to it, lest somehow this right of yours become a stumbling-

block to those who are weak.  1Co 8:10  For if anyone sees you who have knowledge eating in 

an idol’s place,shall not his conscience, if he is weak, be built up to eat food offered to 

idols? 1Co 8:11  So this weak brother, for whom Messiah died, shall perish through your 

knowledge! 1Co 8:12  Now sinning in this way against the brothers, and wounding their weak 

conscience, you sin against Messiah.  1Co 8:13  Therefore, if food makes my brother stumble, I 

am never again going to eat meat, lest I make my brother stumble. 

 

Paul makes a very important distinction. The one who knows the idol is just a piece of stone or 

wood and has no homage for the idol or the superstitious god reverenced therein, does not eat the 

meat sacrificed to an idol “as having been offered to an idol”! It is just a piece of meat to him.  He 

is not “aware of the idol”. The instances in the Torah where eating meat offered to an idol is 

condemned is in a totally different context: 

 

Num 25:1  And Yisra’ĕl dwelt in Shittim, and the people began to whore with the daughters of 

Mo’aḇ, Num 25:2  and they invited the people to the slaughterings of their mighty ones, and the 

people ate and bowed down to their mighty ones. Num 25:3  Thus Yisra’ĕl was joined to Baal 

Peor, and the displeasure of הוהי burned against Yisra’ĕl. Num 25:4  And הוהי said to Mosheh, 

“Take all the leaders of the people and hang them up before הוהי, before the sun, so that the 

burning displeasure of הוהי turns away from Yisra’ĕl.” Num 25:5  And Mosheh said to the judges 

of Yisra’ĕl, “Each one of you slay his men who were joined to Baal Peor.” 

 

Exo 34:11  “Guard what I command you today. See, I am driving out from before you the 

Amorite and the Kenaanite and the Hittite and the Perizzite and the Hiwwite and the 

Yebusite.  Exo 34:12  “Guard yourself, lest you make a covenant with the inhabitants of the land 

where you are going, lest it be a snare in your midst. Exo 34:13  “But break down their altars, 

and smash their pillars, and cut down their Ashĕrim – Exo 34:14  for you do not bow yourselves 

to another mighty one, for הוהי, whose Name is jealous, is a jealous Ěl – Exo 34:15  lest you 

make a covenant with the inhabitants of the land, and they whore after their mighty ones, and 

slaughter to their mighty ones, and one of them invites you and you eat of his slaughterings, Exo 

34:16  and you take of his daughters for your sons, and his daughters whore after their mighty 

ones, and make your sons whore after their mighty ones. Exo 34:17  “Do not make a moulded 

mighty one for yourselves. 

 

Here, the apostates think there is divinity to these pagan idols. That is not what Paul is talking 

about. Paul totally condemns idolatry. All he is saying is that there are some weak among the 

brethren who have grown up in a pagan culture and really think that there is some real Elohim in 



these stone idols. For him to eat meat sacrificed to an idol would be a real communion with it. 

Notice the context of Acts 15: 

 

Act 15:19  “Therefore I judge that we should not trouble those from among the gentiles who are 

turning to Elohim, Act 15:20  but that we write to them to abstain from the defilements of idols, 

and from whoring, and from what is strangled, and from blood. 

 

You see, these are brand new believers who have only begun their spiritual reconstruction. Paul is 

not contradicting Moses or the Jerusalem council. He forbids eating meat offered to idols in a 

context of new gentile converts, that is a context where pagan deities and idols are considered 

having divinity to them, 

 

“1Co 8:10  For if anyone sees you who have knowledge eating in an idol’s place, shall not his 

conscience, if he is weak, be built up to eat food offered to idols? 1Co 8:11  So this weak brother, 

for whom Messiah died, shall perish through your knowledge!  1Co 8:12  Now sinning in this 

way against the brothers, and wounding their weak conscience, you sin against Messiah.  1Co 

8:13  Therefore, if food makes my brother stumble, I am never again going to eat meat, lest I 

make my brother stumble.” 

 

“1Co 10:28  And if anyone says to you, “This was offered to idols,” do not eat it because of the 

one pointing it out to you, and on account of the conscience, for “The earth belongs to הוהי, and 

all that fills it. 1Co 10:29  Now I say conscience, not your own, but that of the other. For why is 

my freedom judged by another’s conscience?” 

 

Because eating meat offered to idols, would, in their weak superstitious pagan mind that they were 

raised with be a communion with a pagan deity, when in fact, there is no pagan deity. It is just a 

piece of stone. That is Paul’s point and it perfectly lines up with Moses and the rest of the Bible. 

 

The Adulterous Woman Gospel is Baseless 

 

 

137.  The Adulterous Woman Gospel of the Ebionites and the Hebrew Roots says that in the Sinai 

Covenant, Israel was married to the Father and so the Father died as Yeshua and resurrected so he 

can re-marry ethnic Israel after her divorce, Jer. 3:8, and stay consistent with Deut. 24:3-4. First, 

this Gospel assumes that Yeshua is the same person as the Father, God in the flesh, the Trinitarian 

and Oneness Sabellian heresy.  Oneness theology. Second, Romans 7 says you die, not Yah. Paul’s 

teaching is that believers die to the Covenant of Works to live under the Covenant of Grace. 

Thirdly, this again ignores the Penal Substitution of the New Testament.  

 

Postmillennialism Defended 
 

Psa 149:5  Let the [saints] exult in esteem; Let them sing aloud on their beds. Psa 149:6  Let the 

exaltation of Ěl be in their mouth, And a two-edged sword in their hand,  Psa 149:7  To execute 

vengeance on the gentiles, Punishments on the peoples; Psa 149:8  To bind their sovereigns with 



chains, And their nobles with iron bands;  Psa 149:9  To execute on them the written right-

ruling; A splendour it is for all His saints. Praise Yah! 

 

 

138. The Ebionites and Hebrew Roots will complain that the Penal Substitution model does not 

explain the Resurrection. Ans. The reason for the Resurrection is explained only in the victorious 

Postmillennial Eschatology. Paul says,  

 

Rom 1:4  who was designated Son of Elohim with power, according to the Set-apart Spirit, by 

the resurrection from the dead: יהושע Messiah, the Master of us 

 

This power was claimed by Yeshua when he said after his resurrection,  

 

Mat 28:18  And יהושע came up and spoke to them, saying, “All authority has been given to Me in 

heaven and on earth. 

 

Peter continues this hopeful theme of victory,  

 

1Pe 1:3  Blessed be the Elohim and Father of our Master יהושע Messiah, who according to His 

great compassion has caused us to be born again to a living expectation through the 

resurrection of יהושע Messiah from the dead 

 

We read all throughout the New Testament that by the Resurrection of Yeshua, he conquered all 

the demonic powers and was anointed King over all.  

 

1Co 15:20  But now Messiah has been raised from the dead, and has become the first-fruit of 

those having fallen asleep. 1Co 15:21  For since death is through a man, resurrection of the 

dead is also through a Man.  Co 15:22  For as all die in Ad ̱am, so also all shall be made alive in 

Messiah . 1Co 15:23  And each in his own order: Messiah the first-fruits, then those who are of 

Messiah at His coming, 1Co 15:24  then the end, when He delivers up the reign to Elohim the 

Father, when He has brought to naught all rule and all authority and power.  1Co 15:25  For 

He has to reign until He has put all enemies under His feet.  1Co 15:26  The last enemy to be 

brought to naught is death. 1Co 15:27  For “He has put all under His feet.” But when He says 

“all are put under Him,” it is clear that He who put all under Him is excepted.  1Co 15:28  And 

when all are made subject to Him, then the Son Himself shall also be subject to Him who put all 

under Him, in order that Elohim be all in all. 
 

Col 2:13  And you, being dead in your trespasses1 and the uncircumcision of your flesh, He has 

made alive together with Him, having forgiven you all trespasses, Footnote: 1Eph. 2:1. 

Col 2:14  having blotted out the certificate of debt against us – by the dogmas – which stood 

against us. And He has taken it out of the way, having nailed it to the stake.  Col 2:15  Having 

stripped the principalities and the authorities, He made a public display of them, having 

prevailed over them in it. 
 

Eph 4:7  But to each one of us favour was given according to the measure of the gift of Messiah. 



Eph 4:8  That is why it says, “When He went up on high, He led captivity captive, and gave gifts 

to men.” Psalm 68:18 
 

Heb 2:14  Therefore, since the children share in flesh and blood, He Himself similarly shared in 

the same, so that by means of His death He might destroy him having the power of death, that is, 

the devil,  Heb 2:15  and deliver those who throughout life were held in slavery by fear of death. 
 

 

139. The Postmillennial position sees history as a progression. Nothing is happening against the 

will of Yah. The Ebionite, Hebrew Roots Premillennial system sees Yah as a total failure for 2000 

plus years.  

 

Rom 11:33  Oh, the depth of riches, and wisdom and knowledge of Elohim! How unsearchable 

His judgments and untraceable His ways! 

 

Eph 1:11  in whom also we did obtain an inheritance, being previously ordained according to 

the purpose of Him working all matters according to the counsel of His desire 

 
As Paul tells us that the perfecting of the saints will be a progression: 

 

Eph 4:12  for the perfecting of the set-apart ones, to the work of service to a building up of the 

body of the Messiah, Eph 4:13  until we all come to the unity of the belief and of the knowledge 

of the Son of Elohim, to a perfect man, to the measure of the stature of the completeness of 

Messiah, Eph 4:14  so that we should no longer be children, tossed and borne about by every 

wind of teaching, by the trickery of men, in cleverness, unto the craftiness of leading astray,1 

Footnote: 15:6, also 2 Cor. 10:5, 2 Cor. 11:3-14, Gal. 1:6-9, 2 Tim. 3:1-8, 2 Tim. 4:2-4, 2 Peter 

2:2-22, Jud. vv. 10-19. Eph 4:15  but, maintaining the truth in love, we grow up in all respects 

into Him who is the head, Messiah, Eph 4:16  from whom the entire body, joined and knit 

together by what every joint supplies, according to the working by which each part does its 

share, causes growth of the body for the building up of itself in love. 

 

The Ebionite, Hebrew Roots and Premillennial system sees the last 2000 years as a total failure 

and a waste of time. They see the New Covenant and the work of the Messiah overturned with a 

rebuilt Temple and Levitical Priesthood and sacrificial service which the Messiah made obsolete.  

Deut. 28 makes plain that civilizations are destroyed for their evil not their good. The Premillennial 

view has the Jews punished for doing well. That is exactly the way they view the holocaust.  

 

The Jews had the supremacy in the ancient world.  

 

1Ki 10:23  And Sovereign Shelomoh was greater than any of the sovereigns of the earth in riches 

and wisdom.  1Ki 10:24  And all the earth sought the presence of Shelomoh to hear his wisdom, 

which Elohim had put in his heart. 

 

But God judged them for their sins with the Babylonian and Assyrian Captivities. The prophecy 

of Daniel 2 and the great statue explained the coming centuries after Nebuchadnezzar. The 

Philosophers broke the Greco-Roman people of much of their idolatry. Socrates was killed for 

making people question traditional Greek mythology.  The Messiah came and turned the world 



upside down. And thus for the past 2000 years we have seen Messiah triumphing over his enemies. 

First, his Jewish enemies were destroyed in 70 A.D. and their great power over his followers, the 

Sinaitic Covenant was formally abolished with the Temple and Sacrificial System. Secondly, as is 

explained by the classic work by Jonathan Edwards, A History Of The Work Of Redemption we 

read in Period 3, Section 4, Parts 2 and 3 of the destruction of western Paganism under the Roman 

Caesar Constantine. And then as his followers apostatized into idolatry he rose up the Muslim 

Religion to punish the now Catholicized and Papalized Christians. And then from Wycliffe to 

Luther and the Protestant Reformation the power of the Papacy was destroyed. The Holy Roman 

Empire was broken! 

 

For our subsequent apostasy Yeshua rose Communism up among us to afflict us for refusing to 

complete the Reformation and instead capitulate to the Enlightenment, actually capitulating to the 

idea that the Earth was a spinning ball.  Since the 1800s Messiah’s great enemy has been 

Communism which most Western people are, many of them without even knowing it. With the 

rise of such advanced technology in the hands of the common people, Atheism will be shortly 

annihilated and all its political power with the full re-discovery that the earth is flat, and is 

surrounded with an ice wall, erroneously referred to as Antarctica. The globe images will be shown 

to be fabrications of NASA using Photoshop. The Secular regimes of the West are falling. The 

Communist massacres and the abortion holocaust and Alfred Kinsey are being exposed, the family 

is destroyed, equality is being seriously contested, racial integration is falling apart, and the 

spineless liberalism of the west is being destroyed from mass 3rd World invasion as Liberals see 

this as equality and social justice! Misery abounds and the people want a change.  

 

However, the Atheists have been doing important things for us. They have been breaking us of 

Platonism and sticking our noses in the fact that we ignore most of the laws of the Bible. They 

helped us break the Papacy and the Hierarchy and Feudalism of Rome.  Thus, just as the 

Philosophers did, Atheism is preparing us to abandon Platonism and Gnosticism completely and 

to return to the Biblical ideas of morality with Sabbath observance, clean eating and living and to 

see man as a physical being living in the good physical world Yah created. The creator will once 

again be absolutely paramount in the eyes of mankind.  The Communist movement, under the 

control of the Jesuits will attempt a last chance at a world government to quench the coming 

Religious Revolution. Through this all, and I hope, through the work you are reading right now, 

and the other books I have written and suggested, the Muslim, Hindu and Buddhists Religions will 

fall and the Jews will receive their Messiah as they are in mass at this very moment.  

 

139. Post Millennialism encourages Social Obligations while the Premillennial system encourages 

apathy and toleration to evil. I wish I had a nickel for every time I suggested believers in Messiah 

get involved in society before we lose our country to Communists and a 3rd World invasion and be 

annihilated as a people, only to be rebuked with the Premillennial error that there cannot be a 

Golden Age or any victory in the world before Jesus comes and when he does he’ll straighten 

things out; but right now let’s let all the bad people get exactly what they want.   

 

140. Yeshua’s Commission is Theocracy: 

 

Mat. 6: 9 “Pray, then, in this way, ‘Our Father who is in heaven, Hallowed be Your name. 10 ‘Your 

kingdom come. Your will be done, On earth as it is in heaven. 



 

141. Yah’s warning to the nation that will not serve Yah’s Son: 

 

Isa. 60:12 For the nation and kingdom that will not serve thee shall perish; yea, those nations 

shall be utterly wasted. 

 

142. Yahweh’s prescription of Theocracy in his holy Torah was an example to Gentile nations 

and was not abrogated by Yeshua (Mat 5. 17-19).  

 

Deut. 4:5 “See, I have taught you statutes and judgments just as the Lord my God commanded 

me, that you should do thus in the land where you are entering to possess it. 6 So keep and 

do them, for that is your wisdom and your understanding in the sight of the peoples who will 

hear all these statutes and say, ‘Surely this great nation is a wise and understanding 

people.’ 7 For what great nation is there that has a god so near to it as is the Lord our 

God whenever we call on Him? 8 Or what great nation is there that has statutes and judgments 

as righteous as this whole law which I am setting before you today? 

 

Exodus 18:21 Furthermore, you shall select out of all the people able men who fear God, men of 

truth, those who hate dishonest gain; and you shall place these over them as leaders of 

thousands, of hundreds, of fifties and of tens. 

 

Deut. 13: 1 If a prophet or a dreamer of dreams arises among you and gives you a sign or a 

wonder, 2 and the sign or the wonder comes true, concerning which he spoke to you, saying, ‘Let 

us go after other gods (whom you have not known) and let us serve them,’ 3 you shall not listen 

to the words of that prophet or that dreamer of dreams; for the Lord your God is testing you to 

find out if you love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul…5 But that 

prophet or that dreamer of dreams shall be put to death, because he has counseled rebellion 

against the Lord your God… 6 “If your brother, your mother’s son, or your son or daughter, or 

the wife you cherish, or your friend who is as your own soul, entice you secretly, saying, ‘Let us 

go and serve other gods’ (whom neither you nor your fathers have known, 7 of the gods of the 

peoples who are around you, near you or far from you, from one end of the earth to the other 

end), 8 you shall not yield to him or listen to him; and your eye shall not pity him, nor shall you 

spare or conceal him. 9 But you shall surely kill him; your hand shall be first against him to put 

him to death, and afterwards the hand of all the people. 10 So you shall stone him to death 

because he has sought to seduce you from the Lord your God who brought you out from the land 

of Egypt, out of the house of slavery. 11 Then all Israel will hear and be afraid, and will never 

again do such a wicked thing among you.12 “If you hear in one of your cities, which 

the Lord your God is giving you to live in, anyone saying that 13 some worthless men have gone 

out from among you and have seduced the inhabitants of their city, saying, ‘Let us go and serve 

other gods… 15 you shall surely strike the inhabitants of that city with the edge of the 

sword, utterly destroying it and all that is in it and its cattle with the edge of the sword. 16 Then 

you shall gather all its booty into the middle of its open square and burn the city and all its booty 

with fire as a whole burnt offering to the Lord your God; and it shall be a ruin forever. It shall 

never be rebuilt. 

  

143. The benefits of the New Covenant include social peace and political and religious liberty: 



 

Luk. 1: 67 And his [John the Baptist] father Zacharias was filled with the Holy Spirit, 

and prophesied, saying: 68 “Blessed be the Lord God of Israel, For He has visited us and 

accomplished redemption for His people, 69 And has raised up a horn of salvation for us In the 

house of David His servant—70 As He spoke by the mouth of His holy prophets from of old— 

71 Salvation from our enemies, And from the hand of all who hate us; 72 To show mercy 

toward our fathers, And to remember His holy covenant, 73 The oath which He swore to 

Abraham our father, 74 To grant us that we, being rescued from the hand of our enemies, 

Might serve Him without fear, 75 In holiness and righteousness 

before Him all our days. 
 

144. This is applied in the times of the Messiah’s mediatorial reign, namely, from his 

resurrection to end of the age: 

 

1 Cor. 15: 24 then comes the end, when He hands over the kingdom to the God and Father, when 

He has abolished all rule and all authority and power. 25 For He must reign until He has put 

all His enemies under His feet. 26 The last enemy that will be abolished is death. 27 For HE 

HAS PUT ALL THINGS IN SUBJECTION UNDER HIS FEET. But when He says, “All things 

are put in subjection,” it is evident that He is excepted who put all things in subjection to Him. 

 

Hebrews 1:13 But to which of the angels has He ever said, “SIT AT MY RIGHT HAND, UNTIL I 

MAKE YOUR ENEMIES A FOOTSTOOL FOR YOUR FEET”? 

 

145. Yah commands secular rulers as rulers to worship him, submit to his Son and serve his 

congregation or face judgement:  

 

Psalm 2: 7 “I will surely tell of the decree of the Lord: He said to Me, ‘You are My Son, 

Today I have begotten You. 8 ‘Ask of Me, and I will surely give the nations as Your inheritance, 

And the very ends of the earth as Your possession. 9 ‘You shall break them with a rod of iron, 

You shall shatter them like earthenware.’” 10 Now therefore, O kings, show discernment; Take 

warning, O judges of the earth. 11 Worship the Lord with reverence And rejoice 

with trembling.12 Do homage to the Son, that He not become angry, and you perish in the way, 

For His wrath may soon be kindled. How blessed are all who take refuge in Him! 

 

Isa. 49: 23 “Kings will be your guardians, And their princesses your nurses. They will bow down 

to you with their faces to the earth And lick the dust of your feet; And you will know that I am 

the Lord; Those who hopefully wait for Me will not be put to shame. 

 

Deu 18:12  “For whoever does these are an abomination to יהוה, and because of these 

abominations יהוה your Elohim drives them out from before you. 

 

Exo 12:12  'For I will go through the land of Egypt on that night, and will strike down all the 

firstborn in the land of Egypt, both man and beast; and against all the gods of Egypt I will 

execute judgments--I am the LORD. 

 



Jer 46:25  The LORD of hosts, the God of Israel, says, "Behold, I am going to punish Amon of 

Thebes, and Pharaoh, and Egypt along with her gods and her kings, even Pharaoh and those 

who trust in him. 

 

Jer 51:47  Therefore behold, days are coming When I will punish the idols of Babylon; And her 

whole land will be put to shame And all her slain will fall in her midst. 

 

146. The Messiah’s Kingdom rules with divine jurisdiction over the Kingdoms of men beginning 

with the flourishing of the gospel under the Roman Empire not in some future Jewish Theocracy: 

 

Dan. 2: 44 In the days of those kings the God of heaven will set up a kingdom which will never 

be destroyed, and that kingdom will not be left for another people; it will crush and put an end to 

all these kingdoms, but it will itself endure forever. 

 

Luk. 22: 29 and just as My Father has granted Me a kingdom, I grant you 30 that you may eat 

and drink at My table in My kingdom, and you will sit on thrones judging the twelve tribes of 

Israel. 

 

Acts 5:29 But Peter and the apostles answered, “We must obey God rather than men. 30 The 

God of our fathers raised up Yeshua, whom you had put to death by hanging Him on a stake. 31 

He is the one whom God exalted [Past tense] to His right hand as a Prince and a Savior, to grant 

repentance to Israel, and forgiveness of sins. 

 

Rev. 1:5 and from Yeshua Messiah, the faithful witness, the firstborn of the dead, and the ruler 

of the kings of the earth. 

 

Eph. 1: These are in accordance with the working of the strength of His might 20 which He 

brought about in Christ, when He raised Him from the dead and seated Him at His right hand 

in the heavenly places, 21 far above all rule and authority and power and dominion, and every 

name that is named, not only in this age but also in the one to come. 22 And He put [Past tense] 

all things in subjection under His feet, and gave Him as head over all things to the 

congregation, 23 which is His body, the fullness of Him who fills all in all. 

 

147. The Renewed Covenant declares that the Government is instituted to promote good and 

punish evil. Good and evil can only be defined by the Bible.82 

 

Romans 13:3 For rulers are not a cause of fear for good behavior, but for evil. Do you want to 

have no fear of authority? Do what is good and you will have praise from the same; 4 for it is a 

minister of God to you for good. But if you do what is evil, be afraid; for it does not bear the 

sword for nothing; for it is a minister of God, an avenger who brings wrath on the one who 

practices evil. 

 

148. The Messiah’s first coming was intended to destroy the works of the devil. 

 

                                                 
82 Mat. 5:17,  Rom. 3:20, 1 Jn. 3:4 

 



1 John 3:8 The Son of God appeared [Past tense] for this purpose, to destroy the works of the 

devil. 

 

149. The Scriptures describe wicked rulers as a curse to the people as a general principle not 

simply for the Jewish Commonwealth: 

 

Prov. 29:2 When the righteous increase, the people rejoice, But when a wicked man rules, 

people groan. 

 

150. The New Testament condemns pluralism and religious toleration: 

 

Eph. 5: 11 Do not participate in the unfruitful deeds of darkness, but instead even expose them. 

 

The typical response to this passage is that we can live among the wicked without actually 

participating in what they are doing. This is incredibly naive. All one has to do is look at your 

paycheck and see where much of your money is going. It is going to wicked politicians and their 

constituency who hate your God and your Messiah.  

 

151. The thing Jeffersonianism does not understand is that God deals with people beyond the 

individual. He deals with groups and nations. Actually they do understand this, but they only apply 

it to their enemies. The southern white man. 

 

This is the principle that original sin is based on.  

 

Exo 20:4  “You do not make for yourself a carved image, or any likeness of that which is in the 

heavens above, or which is in the earth beneath, or which is in the waters under the earth, 

Exo 20:5  you do not bow down to them nor serve them. For I, יהוה your Elohim am a jealous Ěl, 

visiting the crookedness of the fathers on the children to the third and fourth generations of those 

who hate Me,  Exo 20:6  but showing kindness to thousands, to those who love Me and guard My 

commands. 

 

Joshua 7:1 But the children of Israel committed a trespass in the accursed thing: for Achan, the 

son of Carmi, the son of Zabdi, the son of Zerah, of the tribe of Judah, took of the accursed 

thing: and the anger of the Lord was kindled against the children of Israel… 

 

24 And Joshua, and all Israel with him, took Achan the son of Zerah, and the silver, and the 

garment, and the wedge of gold, and his sons, and his daughters, and his oxen, and his asses, 

and his sheep, and his tent, and all that he had: and they brought them unto the valley of Achor. 

25 And Joshua said, Why hast thou troubled us? the Lord shall trouble thee this day. And all 

Israel stoned him with stones, and burned them with fire, after they had stoned them with stones. 

 

Deu 18:9  “When you come into the land which יהוה your Elohim is giving you, do not learn to 

do according to the abominations of those gentiles.  Deu 18:10  “Let no one be found among you 

who makes his son or his daughter pass through the fire, or one who practises divination, or a 

user of magic, or one who interprets omens or a sorcerer,  Deu 18:11  or one who conjures 

spells, or a medium, or a spiritist, or one who calls up the dead.  Deu 18:12  “For whoever does 



these are an abomination to יהוה, and because of these abominations יהוה your Elohim drives 

them out from before you. 

 

People say all the time, if you think abortion is wrong, homosexual marriage is wrong, then don’t 

have an abortion, don’t marry the same sex. Why do you have to control other people’s lives? 

First, liberals love controlling other people’s lives. This is the history of the south for the last 150 

years. Forced integration is a primary example. Secondly, because God deals with nations, not just 

individuals. God judged Sodom and Gomorrah as nations.  Lot lost everything he worked for in 

that judgment, though he was spared. The prophet Ezekiel was taken into captivity with his people 

though he was a godly man and a prophet. Thirdly, I could, based on this liberal logic, just as easily 

argue that pedophilia should be legal. Hey, if you think pedophilia is wrong don’t have sex with a 

child! 

 

You should be concerned about more than your own individual life, because other people’s ideas 

affect you. Other people’s ideas steal money from your paycheck every week. I grew up in the 

public school surrounded by Black and Latino kids who hated my guts and assaulted me and 

tormented me for years because of my race and the history of my family in the south. Why did I 

have to go through that? Because of other people’s ideas about racial integration. Ninety-nine plus 

percent of the women that I have known in my life have had sex with so many men, I cannot take 

any of them serious as a potential mate.  They are mostly bitter and mentally shattered due to all 

the broken relationships they have had. Why? Because of other people’s ideas, like Alfred Kinsey 

and Margarete Sanger’s Sexual Revolution. I have to pay a fortune to pay for transportation in a 

vehicle that uses 19th century internal combustion engine technology. In the 1980s I remember 

electrical cars being on the road. What happened to this? Better technology and more efficient 

ways of transportation exist, yet we have to pay a fortune for this oil based 19th century technology 

and have our sons die over wars in the Middle East, because of other people’s ideas!  

 

To put more of a positive light on this, the good things people do, and the moral and disciplined 

lives people live also affect us for the good. I am perfectly comfortable rejecting individual 

sovereignty and focusing on collective tribalism, when I see that I did not invent the automobile, 

the computer, the internet, airplanes, etc. Yet I am very grateful that I get to enjoy the benefits of 

these things. My life, the good things and the bad are not totally, but in a great degree the product 

of other people’s mistakes and accomplishments. I could not reach the level of Enlightenment and 

Spirituality that I now enjoy without the arduous labor of many hundreds of scholars whose work 

I have benefitted from and the people who made their work available on the internet. We must all 

see the inherent absurdity to the Classic liberal idea of individual sovereignty. This is why we 

should spend great time and effort controlling other people’s lives and making sure they turn out 

right. If we don’t their bad ideas and wicked lifestyles will affect our lives and the lives of our 

children.  

 

This leads to the next issue regarding social obligations: Tribal Ownership. Because of the fact 

that your education, your accomplishments, your ability to eat food, the very land you walk on 

which was brought to you at a great price of blood and sweat, and your very genetic nature as a 

human being was either given to you or made possible by, your nation, your collective tribe; and 

because of this they have a claim on your life. This is why you should stay with your own people, 

and marry your own people, to preserve your own people. You owe it to them! Besides 



miscegenation another way of betraying your people is to retreat out to the wilderness or flea to 

another country when times get tough. You have an obligation to your own people as they, to a 

large degree, made you what you are. This is why you are not a sovereign but a subject to your 

people, with allegiance to them submitting to patriarchal authority.  

 

Immediately, Libertarians will scream that I am a Communist. No. The Communist position is that 

you belong to the entire human race. Which is why they argue for a global government and an 

abolishment of Nations. I am a National Socialist, which is the exact opposite. I say you belong to 

your tribe, not to the human race.  

  

152. Typology has not all ceased. The Sabbath is a type of the rest to come in the future. The feast 

of trumpets and the harvest feasts are shadows of the judgment and second coming of Messiah, 

which have not yet come. Preterism and the Amillennialists say that there are no more types and 

shadows because everything has been fulfilled. On the contrary,  

 

Heb 4:9  So there remains a Sabbath-keeping for the people of Elohim. 

 

Col 2:16  Let no one therefore judge you in eating or in drinking, or in respect of a festival or a 

new moon or Sabbaths – Col 2:17  which are a shadow of what is to come – but the Body of the 

Messiah. 

 

Notice Paul says that the Sabbaths are, present tense, shadows, of things to come! 

 

 

The Antichrist 
 

153. Antichrist simply means one who is against Christ by means of substitution. Luke 11:11 says 

"Now suppose one of you fathers is asked by his son for a fish; he will not give him a snake instead 

of a fish, will he? In the Greek text, the word “instead” is “anti”. The same root in the word 

Antichrist. 

 

154.  In the NT the context of antichrist is always apostasy. 1 John 2:18-19 mentions the antichrists 

being in the Church and apostatizing from it. This is why vs. 22 cannot mean that the antichrist 

never had anything to do with Messianic believers. He is someone who is in the Church and defects 

from it, just like 2 Thess. 2.  

 

155. In 2 Thess. 2:4 the “Temple of God” where his office dwells is not the temple of Solomon. 

The Temple mentioned in 2 Thess. 2 is the Greek word naos. Every time Paul refers to the Church 

as the “Temple of God” (1 Cor. 3:16-17, 6:19, 2 Cor. 6:16, Eph. 2:21, etc.) he uses this word naos. 

Without exception, every time Paul refers to the physical Temple of Solomon he uses the word 

hieron not naos! Without exception! 2 Thess. 2:4 is referring to an office in the Church.  

 

156. The Antichrist in Scripture is not an enemy outside the congregation, but a traitor from within 

it. When Paul mentions the man of sin in 2 Thess. 2:3 he is called the son of perdition, which is a 

title for Judas the traitor in John 17:12. These are the only two instances of this title in the Bible.  

 



157. 2 John 1:7 couches the theme in Gnosticism as well. Now the Gnostics believed that in order 

for the common man to understand the Bible he had to go to the hierarchical intermediary to get a 

hidden interpretation of the scripture. He alone could give you this information, due to his 

authoritative status in the hierarchy. He was a substitute for the prophetic office of Christ. Edward 

Moore’s (St. Elias School of Orthodox Theology) article Gnosticism from the Peer Reviewed 

Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy says,  

 

“Indeed, while the receptive hermeneutical method implies that we have something to learn 

from a text, the method employed by the Gnostics, which we may call the “revelatory” 

method, was founded upon the idea that they (the Gnostics) had received a supra-cosmic 

revelation, either in the form of a “call,” or a vision, or even, perhaps, through the exercise 

of philosophical dialectic. This “revelation” was the knowledge (gnôsis) that humankind 

is alien to this realm, and possesses a “home on high” within the plêrôma, the “Fullness,” 

where all the rational desires of the human mind come to full and perfect fruition…On this 

belief, all knowledge belonged to these Gnostics, and any interpretation of the biblical 

text would be for the purpose of explaining the true nature of things by elucidating the 

errors and distortions of the Demiurge.” 

 

I also spoke to this earlier at Theses 106.  

 

2 Thess. 2:3-4 teaches that this apostasy will culminate in an office. “He will take his seat.” It says 

that this man will take his seat in the Temple of God. 2 Thess. 2:8 says that this office will end at 

the second coming. So the apostasy was already beginning at the time of the apostles (Very 

difficult for Patristic ecclesial views of preservation) culminated in an office that sought to 

substitute for Christ and the authority of his prophetic office; proclaimed his own authority of 

interpretation of scripture; and this office will not be destroyed until the second coming. Who is 

it? The Roman Papacy.  

 

158. A common objection Premillennialists use to the Protestant understanding of the Antichrist 

is to say that the Antichrist is only one person, not a legacy. Francis Turretin’s 7th Disputation, 

Whether it Can Be Proven the Pope of Rome is the Antichrist, is suggested to the reader to this 

effect. I especially suggest section 43 where Turretin deals with the most popular objection, that 

the Antichrist must be one single person. His arguments are as follows: 

 

1. The mystery of the antichrist is said to begin at the time of the apostles. 2 Thess. 2. 

2. The Antichrist is said to be head and creator of a universal apostasy, 2 Thess. 2:3, Rev. 13:16, 

which could not be the work of one man in one lifetime.  

3. The beasts mentioned in prophecy are entire kingdoms not one single individual. Dan. 7.  

4. The seven heads of the seven headed beast are not individuals but governments.  

5. 1 John 2, 4 refers to many antichrists denoting a series of men, not one individual.  

6. The antichrist is destroyed by the coming of Messiah which requires him to be a succession of 

men, not one individual.  

 

159. The Ebionite, and Hebrew Roots view of History claims that all the followers of Paul and the 

beginning of the Roman Church were always outside of the faith and the true Congregation. The 

historic Protestant view of history is that the Roman Catholic Church began with true believers 



and the Antichrist rose up among them and corrupted the early congregations giving us what we 

now know as Romanism. Thus, the Ebionite and Hebrew Roots Theology deflects attention away 

from Rome and fingers the Anglo-Protestants as being the true deceivers and enemies of mankind.  

 

160. The Postmillennial view of eschatology is that at the coming and resurrection of Messiah he 

was anointed King and Sovereign master of all the Universe commencing the Kingdom of God. 

This has been amply proved. This view also affirms that the gospel of Messiah will slowly 

dominate the world. This can be found directly stated in 1 Cor. 15:20-28, but specifically Mat. 

13:31-33. Also, the wicked and the righteous will exist together until the judgment. This is stated 

directly in Mat.13: 24-30, 47-50. 
  
161. The Postmillennial view of Eschatology sees the kingdom of God as being a true reality 

among us but also a type of that fuller sense in which it will be at the resurrection. This is why the 

New Testament says,  

 

Eph. 2:6  and raised us up with Him, and seated us with Him in the heavenly places in Christ 

Jesus 

 

Rev. 3:21  “To him who overcomes I shall give to sit with Me on My throne, as I also overcame 

and sat down with My Father on His throne. 

 

And Yeshua says,  

 

Luk 22:28  “But you are those who have remained with Me in My trials. 

Luk 22:29  “And I covenant for you, as My Father covenanted for Me, a reign, 

Luk 22:30  to eat and drink at My table, in My reign, and to sit on thrones, judging the twelve 

tribes of Yisra’ĕl.” 

 

Objections to Postmillennialism 
 

162. Premillennialists object Yeshua claims that only a few will believe the Gospel, precluding the 

Post-Mil victory narrative.  

 

Mat 7:13  “Enter in through the narrow gate! Because the gate is wide – and the way is broad – 

that leads to destruction, and there are many who enter in through it. Mat 7:14  “Because the 

gate is narrow and the way is hard pressed1 which leads to life, and there are few who find it. 

Footnote: 1Or the way is afflicted. 
 

Ans. We have to understand the Historical context. The Kingdom began small as Yeshua explains 

in Mat. 13:31-32. At the time the gate was narrow, but it has widened throughout the centuries as 

Yeshua predicted in the same parable,  

 

Mat 13:32  which indeed is less than all the seeds, but when it is grown it is greater than the 

plants and becomes a tree, so that the birds of the heaven come and dwell in its branches.” 
 

 



163. Premillennialists object that the New Testament describes the devil as ruling and roaming 

around the earth devouring his enemies. Eph. 2:2, 1 Pet. 5:8.  

 

Ans. His kingdom is broken but he still lives in a defeated state. As we have already seen,  

 

“Joh 12:31  “Now is the judgment of this world, now the ruler of this world1 shall be cast out.” 

Footnote: 1See Lk. 4:6. 

 

“Mat 12:28  “But if I cast out demons by the Spirit of Elohim, then the reign of Elohim has come 

upon you.  Mat 12:29  “Or how is one able to enter a strong man’s house and plunder his goods, 

unless he first binds the strong man? And then he shall plunder his house.” 

 

See also Theses 138. The point is, the adversary does not have the ability to deceive the nations 

any longer after the victory of Yeshua in Rev. 20:1-3. As we have discussed before, the Pagan 

Religions of our ancestors are gone. Their power has been broken. The Gospel is all over the world 

and the English Protestant Bibles have established English as the language of modern Commerce.  

 

164. The Premillennialists, especially the Ebionite and Hebrew Roots kind, but also the 

Dispensational Baptists, complain that all rejection of Premillennialism is based on Catholic 

foundations. I would reply that Justin Martyr was a Premillennialist: 

 

“But I and others, who are right-minded Christians on all points, are assured that 

there will be a resurrection of the dead, and a thousand years in Jerusalem, 

which will then be built, adorned, and enlarged, [as] 

the prophets Ezekiel and Isaiah and others declare.”83 

 

165. Some will also complain that the originator of Postmillennialism was an Arminian named 

Daniel Whitby. However, there were others before him such as Thomas Brightman.  

 

166. Finally, the modern popularity of Premillennialism, is no doubt due to Frankist Zionism’s 

justification to divert attention from the Papacy, to make the enemy of the world the Western 

Protestant White man. Just like in the days of Julian the Apostate, Jewish supremacy is being 

erected to supplant the Western Christian. C.I. Scofield was connected to the Zionist movement 

through Samuel Untermeyer.84 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
83 Dialogue with Trypho, Chapter 80, http://www.newadvent.org/fathers/01286.htm 
84 Joseph M. Canfield, The Incredible Scofield (Ross House Books, 1988), 174 



 

 

 

 


