Paul
Paulasas
The Trojan Horse

In doing this
research on Paul we
happened upon a
fascinating study
that we want to
present a portion of
today.
As always we don’t agree with
all his findings, but wanted to
put forth what we have
determined holds merit,
especially what we have seen so
far in our study of Paul.
Luke so far has outed Paul as a liar in his conversion story. Could it be he
was also leaving other clues that showed he was not on board with Paul?
In doing so, those who pay attention may learn more amazing insight.
It is very easy to consider that shatan would use Paul as a type of Trojan
horse used to gain a foothold and overcome the true message of the
Torah to destroy mankind.

PLUTARCH'S PARABLE
LUX GOSPEL
AND
THE AXE OF THE APOSTLE
By
Copyright Gott, 2004,
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Is Luke calling Paul and his Gott-Spell a Trojan
horse?

CHAPTER FOUR
THE LEGACY OF TRO
The verses that precede the story of Eutychus (in Homer’s Odyssey) also refer to the
"legacy of Troy," and one of the characters named bears careful scrutiny. But in order to
find that character, it's necessary to seek out the modern Scripture translations taken
from the oldest available texts, rather than those that are mere re-translations of the King
James Version:

Acts 20:4-6: "He was accompanied by Sopater of Beroea, the son of Pyrrhus, . . . these
went ahead and were waiting for us at Troas; but we sailed from Philippi after the days of
Unleavened Bread, and in five days we joined them in Troas, where we stayed for seven
days.“

The early translators did a strange thing with the
name, Pyrrhus: They omitted it! And the King James
Version did the same. The omission of this one
name was crucial to subverting Luke's plan.

The early translators did a strange thing with the name, Pyrrhus: They omitted it!
And the King James Version did the same.

English Majority Text version

The early translators did a strange thing with the name, Pyrrhus: They
omitted it! And the King James Version did the same.

The early translators did a strange thing with the name, Pyrrhus: They

omitted it! And the King James Version did the same.

The early translators did a strange thing with the name, Pyrrhus: They
omitted it! And the King James Version did the same.

Literal Translation Version
Modern KJV

The early translators did a strange thing with the name, Pyrrhus: They
omitted it! And the King James Version did the same.

World English Bible
World English Bible/Appoc

1912 Weymouth NT

Who was Pyrrhus to the Greeks? This is a most fascinating character,
and his importance in solving the riddle becomes evident very quickly:
Pyrrhus, The Fool of Hope, was a story Plutarch wrote and titled at
about the same time Luke's gospel was being penned.

"Pyrrhus also sent some agents, who pretended to be Macedonians. These spies spread
the suggestion that now the time had come to be liberated from the harsh rule of
Demetrius by joining Pyrrhus, who was a gracious friend of soldiers."
"And so without fighting, Pyrrhus became King of Macedonia (286 BC).“

The kings of Epirus were said to have been descended from Pyrrhus (who was also known
as Neoptolemus) who was the son of Achilles, the famous Greek warrior of the Trojan War
around 900 BCE. Pyrrhus and Alexander were said to be worthy descendants of Achilles.

While we are not convinced as the
writer is, that Plutarch actually wrote
as Luke, the rest is very interesting…

Another tidbit about Pyrrhus is of great importance, and it's probably the reason his name
was expunged from early biblical texts: He was one of the soldiers who hid inside the
Trojan horse. And that is the best-known legacy from the legend of Troy. It's what
everyone thinks of when Troy and the Trojan War are mentioned. The name Pyrrhus was
inserted here in Luke's gospel in the same sentence as Troas to direct the reader to the
legend of the Trojan Horse.
Act 20:4 And Sopater of Beroea, the son of Pyrrhus, and Aristarchus and
Secundus of Thessalonica, and Gaius of Derbe, and Timothy, and
Tychicus and Trophimus of Asia, went with him as far as Asia.
Act 20:5 But these had gone before, and were waiting for us at Troas.

Plutarch would have written Pyrrhus, The Fool
of Hope after the early churches had begun
using Paul's epistles as their "gospel." Plutarch
wrote about this Fool of Hope to alert
Theophilus to the truth about Paul, knowing
that some would eventually see the parallel
he had drawn between Pyrrhus and Paul. Here
are some excerpts from one of Paul's letters
that supports this astonishing claim:

Paul also refers to himself as a fool at 2 Corinthians 11:16-23:
"I repeat, let no one think that I am a fool; but if you do, then accept me as a
fool, so that I too may boast a little. What I am saying in regard to this boastful
confidence, I am saying not with Yahuah's authority, but as a fool; since many
boast according to human standards, I will also boast. For you gladly put up
with fools, being wise yourselves! For you put up with it when someone makes
slaves of you, or preys upon you, or takes advantage of you, or puts on airs, or
gives you a slap in the face. To my shame, I must say, we were too weak for
that!

"But whatever any dares to boast of -- I am speaking as a fool -- I
also dare to boast of that. Are they Hebrews? So am I. Are they
Israelites? So am I. Are they descendants of Abraham? So am I. Are
they ministers of “C”? I am talking like a madman -- I am a better
one: with far greater labors, far more imprisonment's, with
countless floggings, and often near death.”

Ecc 10:3 Yes also, when he that is a fool walks by the way, his wisdom fails him, and
he said to every one that he is a fool.

Hos 9:7 The days of visitation are come, the days of recompense are come; Israel shall
know it: the prophet is a fool, the spiritual man is mad, for the multitude of thine iniquity,
and the great hatred.

"I have been a fool! You forced
me to it, for I ought to have been
commended by you. For I was not
at all inferior to these superlative
apostles, even though I am
nothing.“
2 Corinthians 13:11

Also notable here is the underlying purpose behind Paul's writing of this letter:
he was trying to set the record straight about his status among Yahusha‘s
apostles. It seems that the Corinthians considered Paul to be inferior to the
Apostles and their doctrine, and he was offended.
Mat 5:22 But I say to you, That whosoever is angry
with his brother without a cause shall be liable and
guilty of the judgment: and whosoever shall say to
his brother, Raca-(worthless), shall be in danger of
the Sanhedrim: but whosoever will say, you fool
(moros-(moron), shall be in danger of ghenennah
fire.

Luke has Paul speak as the Fool of Hope…
I am on trial concerning the
hope of the resurrection of
the dead."
Acts 23:6

"I have a hope in Gd -- a hope
that they themselves also
accept . .“
Acts 24:15

" . . . it is for the sake of
the hope of Israel . . .“ Acts
28:20

: " . . . I stand here on trial on account of my hope in the
promise made by Gd to our ancestors, a promise that our
twelve tribes hope to attain, as they earnestly worship day and
night. It is for this hope, your Excellency, that I am accused by
Jews!“
Acts 26:6-7

Just a small portion of Paul’s usage
of the word hope.

Quite a lot of effort seems to have gone into connecting Paul to Pyrrhus. Paul called
himself a fool in a ranting essay to the Corinthians that sounds as if it came from the mind
and mouth of a mad man, and he says so himself. Luke also has Paul speak of "hope"
repeatedly in a relatively small space in Acts. More than any other of the coded messages,
it seems that Luke wanted to convey the message that learning about Pyrrhus will reveal
the truth about Paul. He couldn't write an essay called Paul: The Spy Who Pretended to
be an Apostle of Yahusha Who Infiltrated the Movement and Destroyed It from Inside.
That essay would have been destroyed by the early church leaders supporting Paul. So he
did the next best thing. He associated Paul with Pyrrhus in such a way that the
connection could not be missed. No wonder the name Pyrrhus was removed from some
of the translations of the Bible. Any fool could pick up on the message because virtually
everyone knew that Pyrrhus hid inside the Trojan Horse! It was fortunate that some texts
were salvaged, saved, and passed on through time. Otherwise, this story could not be told
even today.

It can be proved that the name Pyrrhus was removed
from Luke's gospel -- texts more ancient than those from
which the King James Version was translated confirm that
at one time it was included in the story. I propose the
name was removed because it was just too easily
recognized as creating an association between the spy in
the wooden horse and Paul.

It can
not be
denied…

Posing as a disciple of
Yahusha, Paul infiltrated the
followers of the way.
Forcing a foot hold among
the gentiles that did not
know any better he began to
change the message.

This is one of the
adversary’s tricks.
I have heard the
testimony of
Satanist as well
as Jesuit priests
(not really a
difference I know)
who all said they
would infiltrate a
church and then
break it apart
with either sex
scandals or gossip
and lies. This also
worked for Paul.

Think about it. He tried to discredit the original 12 saying the pillars were of no
account to him. He said if anyone preached anything other than what he did should
be cursed. Yet they were supposed to be on the same team right?

Galatians 2:l-6: "Then after fourteen years I went up again to Jerusalem with Barnabas,
taking Titus along with me. I went up in response to a revelation. Then I laid before them
(though only in a private meeting with the acknowledged leaders) the gospel that I
proclaim among the Gentiles, in order to make sure that I was not running, or had not run,
in vain. But even Titus, who was with me, was not compelled to be circumcised, though he
was a Greek. But because of false brothers secretly brought in, who slipped in to spy on
the freedom we have in CJ, so that they might enslave us -- we did not submit to them even
for a moment, so that the truth of the gospel might always remain with you. And from
those who were supposed to be acknowledged leaders (what they actually were makes no
difference to me; G shows no partiality) – those leaders contributed nothing to me."
Who were the acknowledged leaders?

Galatians 2:9: " . . . Yac'cob and Cephas and
John, who were acknowledged pillars . . ."

Another satanic personal vision from JC”.

Paul's own letters provide the best evidence that many people in the early days of the
new religion rejected him and his doctrine; he (or a disciple on his behalf) proclaims that
he is not a liar (Romans 9:1; 1 Timothy 2:7; 2 Corinthians 11:31; Galatians 1:20). And he
(or a disciple on his behalf) accused others of being deceitful (Romans 16:18; Ephesians
5:6; 2 Timothy 3:13; Titus 1:10). Perhaps his claim that "the acknowledged leaders gave
him their blessings" was the reason he was accused of lying.
The Dead Sea Scrolls contain references to "The Spouter of Lies," and many scholars who
have studied the texts suggest this referred to Paul. Not all agree, but it must be
considered in the context of Paul's fervent defense and his admitted opposition to
Yac’cob and the other appointed Apostles.
How anyone can doubt that Paul's "gospel" was different than the message preached by
Peter, John, and Yac’cob?
And once accepted as an Apostle, he changed it to fit the preferences of the Roman
government and the temple priests. And since it was also preferred by the masses because it
permitted them to sin and still get to heaven, it became the official new religion.

Yahushas' proclamation when he first started
his ministry was a quotation from Isaiah 61:1,
described at Luke 4:18-21:
"The Spirit of Yahuah is upon me, because He
has anointed me to bring good news to the
poor. He has sent me to proclaim release to
the captives and recovery of sight to the blind,
to let the oppressed go free, to proclaim the
year of Yahuah's favor.
"And he rolled up the scroll, gave it back to
the attendant, and sat down. The eyes of all in
the synagogue were fixed on him. Then he
began to say to them, 'Today this scripture has
been fulfilled in your hearing'."

But what happened to the captives
and the oppressed after Paul took
control of the church? He instructed
the slaves to obey their masters. He
forbid women to speak in church.
The poor and infirm were all but
forgotten as the "official" church
eventually became the wealthiest
and most brutal organization in the
history of the world.

What Yahusha and his disciples taught, "As you do to others shall it be done to you" -in other words, "works not faith," became heresy. Those who tried to teach it were
condemned, tortured, and killed. Even today, people who attempt to restore the good
news Yahusha taught are declared heretics and sinners, while Paul's faithful followers
proclaim his epistles to be "the one true faith."
Paul was opposed by the very people whose
doctrine would later be labeled heretical. They
opposed him, no doubt, because what he
taught was so different from what Yahusha and
the men and women who traveled with him
taught. Paul, of course, never met Yahusha!

You don't normally deny
being a liar unless you're
accused of lying!

Paul as
The Trojan Horse

People often ask, why didn’t anyone speak out against this Trojan
horse.. Well they did!

A reminder that we will also be relying heavily on Craig Winn’s
Questioning Paul because he has done a marvelous job with the Greek
translations. We will be double checking his definition choices. However
as before, we will change G to Yahuah and mark anything in black so you
know we have altered something that he wrote. Again, we encourage you
to download your own copy of Questioning Paul for free from his website
and there you can read the text in full including the items we don’t
agree with for yourself. We are not saying he is wrong per se, but we
have not in our own studies come to the same conclusions he has on some
things.
questioningpaul.com/Questioning_Paul-Apostle_or_False_Prophet-00-The_Truth_About_Paul.Paul

Questioning Paul
Volume 1: The Great Galatians Debate
…Is Christianity Right or Wrong? Sha’uwl – Question Him pages 61-

Yahowsha’s Instruction on the Mount, from the beginning has been resolute and
precise. There has been no equivocation whatsoever. For example, we were told
that not so much as a single one of the smallest of strokes of the individual
letters comprising any of the words of the Towrah would be negated or annulled.
Equally uncompromising, He has said that a rotten tree never produces good
fruit and similarly that a sound tree is always beneficial. So with this in mind, as
we approach His next statement, to be consistent, the negation provided by ou
when applied to pas must be rendered “not any” rather than “not all.” The
former is absolute and the latter is equivocal.
Beyond this, with pas scribed in the singular rather than plural, “any,” is a far
better fit than “all.” Also, in the nominative form and negated, “not any” serves as
the subject of the verb, “saying,” written legon, the present, active, and singular
form of lego.

The reason this is important is because a criterion is being established which is excluding
either some or all who refer to Yahusha or Yahuah as “Lord” from heaven. Seeking some
wiggle room, bibles published by Christian organizations prefer “not all,” but there is no
reason to suspect that Yahusha is changing course and is being the least bit uncertain
here, making “not any” a far better fit in this presentation.

Since context is the life’s blood of understanding, and consistency is Yah’s
hallmark, one cannot responsibly translate Yah’s testimony by taking Him out of
character or context. Therefore, recognizing Yahowah’s overt animosity toward
being called “Lord,” since it is the derogatory title He uses to describe Satan, and
since as our “Heavenly Father” He cannot be our Lord, and since knowing His
name is essential to our salvation, we have to either translate the singular pas as
“any or anyone” or change Yahuah’s nature, plan, and testimony.

In this light, you should know that Yahowsha’ delivered his Instruction on the Mount
in either Hebrew or in Aramaic, but not in Greek. There is no evidence that he ever
spoke Greek. Moreover, every report we have from this time regarding Mattanyah
affirms that the Disciple initially presented his eyewitness testimony in Hebrew. So at
the very least, the text we are evaluating was translated out of Hebrew and into
Greek one hundred years removed and one thousand miles away from where this
was spoken. Then adding yet another layer of concern, not only were the scribes
who copied these manuscripts in Egypt less than meticulous, they were actually
encouraged to harmonize texts so that the result would better mesh with the
proclivities of those paying the bills – all too typically a religious institution. This free
hand explains why there are over three hundred thousand known discrepancies
between ancient and modern manuscripts.
Therefore, when conveying the proper meaning of any word Yahusha, himself, has
spoken or is translated as having conveyed, the best rendering is one which is
consistent with the word’s meaning, with the grammar of the sentence, with the
context of the discussion, and which does not require us to alter Yah’s nature or
message.

That is what Craig has done here, but since pas is more often rendered “all” than it
is “any” or “anyone,” the selection of other than a primary definition isn’t one he
is comfortable making without full disclosure – without you knowing why –
especially since our salvation is riding upon presenting Yah’s words correctly.
“Not (ou – absolutely never under any circumstances shall) any (pas –anyone (scribed
as an adjective in the nominative case in the singular masculine)) one saying (legon –
one speaking, calling, or implying (scribed in the present tense active voice participle
form in the singular nominative masculine)) to me (moi), ‘Lord (kyrie – master, owner,
one who rules over, controls, or enslaves) Lord (kyrie – master, owner, one who rules
over, controls, or enslaves),’ will actually as a result enter into (eiserchomai eis – will in
the future, and based upon how this influences the speaker, move inside or genuinely
experience (scribed in the future tense, middle voice which signifies that those calling
Yahowsha’ “Lord” are affected by this decision, and in the indicative mood which
means that this statement is describing reality, and in the third person singular)) the
kingdom of the heavens (ten basileian ton ouranon – the spiritual realm and abode of
Yah), but by contrast (alla – rather certainly and emphatically) the one presently acting
upon (o poieomai – the one currently and actively engaging in (scribed in the present
active participle singular nominative masculine)) the purpose and desire (thelema – the
will and mindset, the design and determination, the resolve and intent) of (tou) my
(mou) Father (patros), the One (tou) in the heavens (en tois ouranois – in the spiritual
realm).”
(Mattanyah / Yah’s Gift / Matthew 7:21)

If you do not know Yahowsha’s name, you do not know him – nor do you
know the Father who sent him. His name defines who he is, from whom and
why he came. When it is changed, the result is no longer of Yahuah. And
when the object of one’s belief ceases to be credible, their faith is in vain.

If you are still among those referring to Yahuah by Satan’s title, then you are
unaware of Yahowah’s will – which is to serve His Covenant children as their
Father. Lord and father are mutually exclusive concepts. Yahuah cannot be your
Father if He is your Lord.
Since all Yah wants, the only reason He created the universe, conceived life,
engaged in our lives, and provided His guidance was so that we would be able to
choose to engage in His family-oriented Covenant relationship, by
mischaracterizing Yah’s nature and purpose in this way, those who refer to Yahuah
as “the Lord” are negating our Heavenly Father’s terms and provisions.
This then bars entry into heaven.
And that is because salvation is a byproduct or benefit of the Covenant.
It is yet another thing people have reversed. And few things are as revealing in this
regard as the misrepresentation of Yahowah’s nature from Father to Lord. It is why
referring to Yah or Yahusha as “Lord” was used as a litmus test to identify
those who would be excluded from heaven. And it is why Yahowsha’
spoke of the purpose and desire of “My Father” in heaven. The contrast is
between man’s view where their god is a “Lord,” and Yah’s view where He is our
“Father.” This is the very essence of the Covenant and thus of the Towrah. It is
why Yahowah chose to rename the first child of the Covenant “Abraham –
Merciful and Enriching Father.”

Equally instructive, if one must act upon the purpose and desire of
our Heavenly Father to enter heaven, then salvation does not come
by way of faith as Paul asserts.
To respond to Yah’s will, His intent, we must first come to know what He
is offering and what He wants. And that brings us right back to the
Towrah, to the one place Yahowah introduces His purpose and plan.
Since this comes as a shock to those lost in religion, as believers almost
universally refer to their god as “Lord,” especially Christians, Yahowsha’
completely destroyed their every illusion.

“Many (polys – a very great number and the preponderance of people) will say (erousin –
will in the future actually and actively communicate (lego scribed in the future active
indicative third person plural)) to me (moi) in that specific day (en ekeinos te hemera – in
this relatively distant period of time), ‘Lord (kyrie– master, owner, one who rules over,
controls, or enslaves) Lord (kyrie – master, owner, one who rules over, controls, or enslaves),
not (ou) in Your (to so) name (onoma – persona and reputation), we actively spoke
genuinely inspired utterances (propheteuo – we prophesy, at some point in time actually
making your thoughts known beforehand (aorist active indicative first person plural)),
and (kai) in your (to so) name (onoma – persona and reputation), we drove out (ekballo –
we sent and threw out, we expelled and sent forth (aorist active indicative first person
plural)) demons (daimonion – evil spirits and devils, or inferior gods, minor divinities, and
pagan goddesses), and (kai) in your (to so) name (onoma – persona and reputation), many
mighty and miraculous things (pollas dynamis – with great supernatural power extensive
political and religious institutions), we made and did (poieomai – we engaged in,
performed, worked, and profited from (aorist active indicative first person plural)).”
(Mattanyah /Yah’s Gift / Matthew 7:22)

One might assume that people, having not listened to what Yahowsha’ just said, might ask:
“Lord, Lord, didn’t we speak inspired
utterances in Your name, cast out
demons in Your name, and establish
mighty political and religious institutions
in Your name?”
But the answer to that question is a resounding “no!” Not one Christian in a million
knows or uses Yahowsha’s name. In fact, once a person comes to know His name and
understand what it means, he or she can no longer be a Christian. And that is because
Yahowsha’s name means “Yahowah Saves.” And that means that the means to salvation
is found in the Towrah rather than in the “New Testament.”

You will not find a church where the sermon is delivered in Yahowsha’s
name. Christians speak on behalf of Paul instead. They are inspired by
Pauline doctrine instead of Yahowah’s Towrah. In all of their many
books, in all of their vast libraries, in all of their superficial bible studies,
in all of their thoughtless radio and television programs,
and in all of their religious institutions,
they never speak or write in the name of Yahuah.
Most don’t even know it.

As for driving out demons, the moment you come to
understand that Christian clerics, like Paul, are
inspired by Satan, it is easy to see why they would
be able to exorcise demons. The Adversary controls
both. So casting out demonic spirits becomes the
perfect ruse.

Easily confused by this sleight of hand, it is reasonable to assume that Christians will be
making this claim to validate their godly credentials, but Yahowsha’ is translated
suggesting that they will have professed to throwing out “daimonion – inferior gods and
pagan deities.” What’s funny about this possibility is that Paul’s strategy was to replace
Yahowah with Iesou Christou, thereby, demoting the “inferior and impotent god of the
obsolete and arcane Old Testament” with the “all accepting, always nice, graceful god of
his superior New Testament.” But in actuality, knowing the only real Eternal was
replaced by faith in the Gospel of Grace – the evil spells of pagan goddesses.

Equally stimulating is pollas dynamis, which while I translated “many mighty and
miraculous things,” could just as accurately have been rendered “extensive political
and religious institutions.” Satan’s minions do both, but are better at establishing the
latter. So it will come as a tremendous shock to the systems of Christians when they
learn that their institutions, their churches, nations, and denominations, were not
established in the name of Yahuah.

Further, “mighty deeds and miracles” are so often claimed by those inspired by the
Adversary that Yahowah tells us that when we see them we ought to be especially
wary. Yahowah isn’t a showoff but Satan is. Yah does not have to prove His status
or power, but Satan does. Moreover, Christians almost universally claim that their
lives or those that they love have been miraculously transformed, something they
errantly attribute to Gd. So Yahowsha’ is telling them that these things are neither
proof nor valid, neither good nor appropriate.
In an informed and rational world, Yahowsha’s conclusion would have scuttled
Pauline Doctrine and destroyed the religion of Christianity with it. And so it is ironic
Christians believe that their religion was created by the individual who
cratered it before it was born.

Lets take a look at what Doug who wrote JWO has
written in orange in between Craig’s thoughts in Blue.

Did Yahusha Warn of False Prophets Who Would Negate the Law?
Page 59-72
Yahusha was concerned about the “signs and wonders” prophets misleading people. (Matt.
7:15-23, viz., v. 22; 24:11, 24.) Yahusha warns of the false prophets in Mark 13:22.
They “shall show signs and wonders to seduce, if possible, even the elect.”

Rev 13:11-14 And I beheld another beast coming up out of the earth; and he had two horns
like a lamb, and he spoke as a dragon. 12 And he exercises all the power of the first beast
before him, and causes the earth and them which dwell therein to worship the first beast,
whose deadly wound was healed. 13 And he does great wonders, so that he makes fire
come down from heaven on the earth in the sight of men, 14 And deceives them that dwell
on the earth by the means of those miracles which he had power to do in the sight
of the beast; saying to them that dwell on the earth, that they
should make an image to the beast, which had the wound by a
sword, and did live.

In Deuteronomy, these signs-and-wonders prophets are false not because their prophecies
are untrue. Rather, their signs and wonders are extraordinary. Indeed, their prophecy comes
true. (Deut. 13:2, “the sign or the wonder come to pass, whereof he spoke unto thee.”)
Rather, the proof they are false is in the content of their message as subversive of the Torah
(i.e., the Five Books of Moses). These prophets try to “draw thee aside out of the way which
Yahuah your Eternal instructed thee to walk in.” (Deut. 13:5. Cf. Deut. 4:2.)

When Deuteronomy was written, all there was of Scripture was Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus,
Numbers, and Deuteronomy. Thus, even a prophet with true prophecy must be rejected if
he seduces you to “draw aside” from the Torah instructions in them. The supposed
prophet’s validity turns on whether, contrary to Deuteronomy 4:2, he diminishes the
instructions Yahuah has already given. Balaam is an example from the Bible of someone who
was once a true prophet who later was found false based solely on these principles. Thus,
even though Balaam believed in the messiah and truly prophesied of Him with the SetApart Spirit (so says Moses), Balaam later became a false prophet. This fall was merely
because he diminished the Instructions by teaching certain violations of it were permissible.
(Numbers 24:1 et seq; Rev. 2:14.) (See page 41 et seq. for further discussion.)

(Mattanyah/ Yah’s Gift / Matthew 7:23)

“And then (kai tote – so at that time) I will
profess to them (homologeo autois – I will admit,
assert, and declare to them (future active
indicative) that because (oti) I never at any time
knew you (oudepote ginosko umas – at no time
was I acquainted with you, not even once or for
a moment did I acknowledge you or
understand you), you all must depart from me
(apochoreo apo emou – you are now ordered to
leave, going away and separating yourselves
from me (present active imperative)) those (oi)
of you involved in (ergazomai ten – you all
actively engaging in (present middle participle
plural)) Towrah-lessness (anomia – who are in
opposition to and have attempted to negate the
Towrah, thereby those of you without the
Towrah, who demonstrate a contempt for the
Towrah and are thereby in violation of the
allotment which provides an inheritance).”

There are two reasons the multitudes were sent away, both of which are
related, either of which results in being rejected by Yah. Initially, Yahowsha’ said
that he “never knew them,” which means that the overwhelming number
of people don’t know him either. If they are involved in a relationship with god,
their god is not real.
When Yahusha says “at no time was I acquainted
with you,” it means that these
individuals have all failed to capitalize on the
Covenant. No matter what they may
have felt or believed, they were not engaged in a
relationship with Yahuah. Beyond this, when
Yahusha says that “not even once for a moment
did I acknowledge you or understand you,” it
means that he never heard any of their prayers
and that their opinions, even conclusions,
regarding him and their religion were
incomprehensible. And this means that every
argument Christians pose to justify their
opposition towards Yahowah’s name, towards
observing His Towrah, or towards engaging in
the Covenant, are moot. Yahuah and Yahusha
aren’t interested in them.

The point Yahowsha’ is making here is one that took me a very long time to
fully assimilate. But Yahuah’s position is both simple and reasonable, even
necessary. Salvation is only afforded to the children of the Covenant. And in
fact, salvation, which entails becoming immortal, becoming perfected, being
adopted while being enriched and empowered, collectively serve as the
benefits of the Covenant. It would be senseless, even irritating, for Yah to save
those who do not know Him – those who hold contrarian views toward Him.
After all, Yahuah has to live with those who are saved for eternity.

As a result of this, Christians would be wrong believing that Yah’s
intent is to save everyone, or even that salvation is His priority.
And also because a relationship is worthless unless both parties
participate and benefit, salvation cannot be the byproduct of
faith alone. A person has to engage with Yahuah in accordance
with the terms and conditions of His Covenant to be saved.

Yahusha in Matthew 7:15-24 is clearly alluding to these same “signs and wonders”
prophets. Yahusha says they are lost. He will deny he ever knew them even though on
Judgment Day they are able to say they did “marvelous works in your name,” and many
“prophecies in your name.” (Matt. 7:22.) Yahusha tells us He will reject them. It is not
because they lacked true prophecy or marvelous wonders. Rather, the sole reason to
reject them is they are workers of “anomia.” (Matt. 7:23.)
This Greek word anomia here means “negators of the Torah- Code of Wisdom (of
Yahuah).” This is one of its two lexicon definitions. In choosing this definition over
lawless, we do so primarily because Yahushas’ warning was obviously paralleling
Deuteronomy 13:1-5. If you agree on choosing this dictionary definition, then we
can easily anticipate that Paul is not going to fare well. Paul’s doctrine that the
Torah of Yahuah was abolished by Yahusha’ coming is well known.
Why Anomia Means Negator of (Mosaic Law) Yahuha’s Torah Yahusha tells us we
can identify the false prophets because they are workers of “anomia.” (Matt. 7:23.)
What does this Greek word anomia mean?
In Greek, anomia is a feminine noun, related to the adjective a-nomos. Nomos is the
Greek word to identify the Law or Torah, i.e., the Five Books of Moses. (Strong’s
#3551.) The prefix a is a negative particle in Greek. Putting the parts together, it
should mean negation of the Law (Torah). JWO

Do the lexicons agree? What does anomia precisely mean in Matthew 7:23? The best
lexicon of ancient Greek (which is free online) is Henry George Liddell’s and Robert
Scott’s A Greek-English Lexicon.1 It defines anomia2 as one of two meanings:
• “the negation of the law”
• “lawlessness, lawless conduct.”

The common rendering of Matthew 7:23 opts for the second meaning. (See ALT, KJV,
and ASV translations.) These texts ignore entirely the first option. These translations
do not reveal these workers practiced the “negation of the Torah.” Yet, this is the
meaning Yahusha’ intended in this context.
Yahusha is talking about workers of the negation of the Torah because he is
paraphrasing Deuteronomy 13:1-5. Let’s see how by comparing the concepts in
Matthew 7:15-23 with Deuteronomy 13:1-5. When put side by side, we find
lawlessness is an incongruent break from the paraphrase by Yahusha of
Deuteronomy. However, “negation of the Torah ” would be in line if Yahusha intended
a paraphrase of Deuteronomy.

Yahuah your eternal appointed you to walk in (v.
5)

Yahuah your eternal appointed you

Thus, if you read Matthew 7:23 as workers of the
negation of the Torah , then it parallels Deuteronomy
13:1-5. Both involve true prophets with true signs and
wonders. Yet, they are still false. Why? Because their
preaching seduces you from following the Torah .
(Deut. 13:1-5.) Their preaching works negation of the
Torah . (Matt. 7:23.) Furthermore, the alternative
reading makes the test so broad that Yahushas’
words are potentially meaningless. In fact, the
translation as lawless or iniquity would make any
human prophet a false prophet by definition. How so?

If the test is whether these
people are workers of
iniquity or lawlessness,
then since all of us sin,
there would never be a true
prophet you could trust as
long as he is human.
Thus, if you accept Paul’s
truism that “all have sinned,
and fall short of the glory
of Gd...”(Rom. 3:23),
then Paul and all
prophets are workers
of iniquity merely by
being human.

Thus, everyone is a worker
of iniquity at some point. If
we apply iniquity as the
meaning of anomia in
Matthew 7:15-23, as it
commonly is translated, it
ends up making Yahusha
give a meaningless
warning. That is, the verse
becomes pointless
because we all work
iniquity. There could never
be true prophecy we trust if
a true human prophet is
rendered false merely
because he is like us who
sins from time-to-time.
Iniquity never was the
proper translation of
anomia. Only workers of
negation of the Torah fits
Yahushas’ intended
meaning.

The second criterion for exclusion is being “anomia – Towrah-less.” These
are related concepts because the only place where the terms and
conditions of the Covenant are presented is in the Towrah. If a person is
without the Towrah, they are estranged from the Covenant. And if they
aren’t participants in the Covenant, they cannot enter Yahuah’s home in
heaven, because they are neither His children nor saved.

Beyond this, Yahowsha’ has just delineated the issue which will define our
debate. According to Yahowsha’, to reject the Towrah is to be rejected by Yah.
But according to Paul, the inverse is true. He writes that a person must reject the
Towrah to be accepted by Yah.
So who do you suppose is right? Is salvation, as Yahowsha’ just declared, a
product of the Covenant relationship and his Towrah Instructions or is it as Paul
professes: that salvation is the result of faith?

But since Paul claims to speak on
behalf of the individual his letters
contradict, how could he be right?
Said another way, based upon
Yahowsha’s statement regarding
admission into heaven, why would
anyone in their right mind believe that
Paul was telling the truth?

Before you consider Yahowsha’s overall conclusion to His Instruction
on the Mount, take pause and reflect on what he has said, especially
relative to the merits and enduring nature of the Towrah.

“Everyone (pas), therefore then (oun) who (ostis) presently and actively listens

to (akouo – who currently pays attention and really seeks to hear and
understand (present active indicative)) these (toutous) statements (logos –
treatise, testimony, and words, discourse, teaching, and instruction) of

mine (mou), and (kai) he or she genuinely acts upon them (poieomai autous –
he or she actively and actually engages as a result of them (present
active indicative third person singular)), will

be likened to (homoioo – will

become like, compared to, and be considered similar to, resembling) a

wise (phronimos – an intelligent and astute, a prudent and sensible, a
thoughtful and judicious)

individual (andros – a person) who (ostis) edifies

and strengthens (oikodomeo – builds and constructs, restores and repairs,
establishes and erects)

his or her (autos) house (oikia – home, family,

household, and relationship) upon

the (epi ten) rock (petra – bedrock).”

(Mattanyah / Yah’s Gift / Matthew 7:24)

Second only to their disdain for Yahowah’s testimony, as Yah’s Word is
written in the Torah, Prophets, and Psalms, the Christian aversion to
Yahowsha’s testimony is telling. They are somehow unaware that they
spoke with the same voice. And while Christians will acknowledge
Yahowchanan’s assertion that Yahowsha’ is the Word of Yah, there is a
disconnect in their minds between that statement and the realization that
he was therefore the living embodiment of the Torah and Prophets. So to
listen to him, you will have to read them. After all, that is why he began
this instruction affirming the validity, value, and enduring nature of the
Towrah and Prophets.

Paul Admits He Is Anomos

There is a more significant reason why Yahushas’ words against
wonder workers of anomia are not translated correctly in Matthew
7:23. (as iniquity-wickedness) It is because Paul admits he practiced
anomos in 1 Cor. 9:20-21. Thus, if Yahushas’ word anomia were
correctly translated in Matthew 7:23, it would lead to an
instantaneous proof of Paul’s invalidity by Paul’s own admission.

What does anomos mean in 1 Cor. 9:20-21? Liddell Scott
likewise say anomos means either “lawless, impious” or
“without the (Mosaic) Law.” It specifically cites the latter
meaning as what Paul means in 1 Cor. 9:21. Indeed, when you
read Paul’s remarks, it is clear he means he practices to be
“without the Torah.” Paul says the following in 1 Cor. 9:20-21:

Paul being a Trojan horse…
(20) And to the Jews I became as a Jew, that I might gain Jews; to them that
are under the law (Torah) [i.e., Nomos], as under the law (Torah), not being
myself under the law (Torah) [i.e. Nomos], that I might gain them that are
under the law (Torah); (21) to them that are without law (Torah), [I became] as
without law (with no Torah) [Greek anomos], not being without law (with no
Torah) to Gd, but under law to C, that I might gain them that are without law
(Torah). (ASV)
Then, still in verse 20, Paul says he
behaves as if under the Torah even though
In verse 20, Paul is clearly using
he is “not...myself under the Law...” His
Nomos to mean Torah. He equates
becoming as a Jew as practicing being expression in Greek is expressly “not being
under the Law”— me on autos hupo
under Nomos. His usage of Nomos
thus starts out clearly meaning Torah. numon. The word me in Greek means not.
It serves an equivalent function as the
He practiced being Torah submissive
prefix a in front of Nomos. Paul is plainly
as an evangelical tool.
saying therefore he is not under the Law
that applies to Jews. Paul accordingly
is announcing he is Not under Nomos.

Paul then emphasizes this by saying in verse 21 that to those who are not under
the Nomos—here he uses the word anomos, Paul “becomes”4 as one “not under
Nomos”—again using the word anomos. Paul thus not only says in verse 20 he
is not under Nomos, but also says he works to appear this way, i.e., Anomos, as a
tool of evangelism.... 4. The Greek is ginomai. It also means make. Paul made himself as
one not under the Law, i.e., anomos. This entire expression parallels “workers of negation
of the Law” in Matthew 7:23 which is ergozomai anomia, i.e., work anomia.

What about verse 21 where Paul does assert that he is under the Law of C? It is
clear Paul does not mean he is under the Law of Yahuah. In verse 20 he just said
he is not under Nomos (the Torah). Briefly, he means he is under a new moral
system. It is not based on Torah. It is based on other principles that Paul explains
are guided by conscience. Yet, what Paul is admitting in 1 Cor. 9:20-21 is what
Yahusha is warning about in Matthew 7:23. Yahusha is warning about those who
will come in his name, and come with true signs and wonders. Yet they are
workers of A-nomia. Yahusha is warning of someone who will uproot the Torah.
This someone will replace the Torah with what is in essence merely the
commandments of men. See, Matt. 15:6 (“thus have you made the Torah of
Yahuah of none effect by your tradition.”)

Yahusha by Paul’s own admission is on a different page than Paul. In Matthew
5:18-29, Yahusha expels any idea that he intends to introduce any new morality
that would supplant the Torah. In Matthew 5:18-19, Yahusha explains that
anyone who “shall teach” others not to follow the least instruction of the Torah
will be least in the kingdom of heaven:

(18) For verily I say unto you, Till heaven and
earth pass away, one jot or one tittle shall in no
wise pass away from the Torah [i.e., Nomos], till
all things be accomplished. (19) Whosoever
therefore shall loosen, dissolve, break up or
destroy, one of these least precept, and
shall teach men so, shall be called least in
the kingdom of heaven: but whosoever shall
do and teach them, he shall be called great in
the kingdom of heaven. (ASV)
One would be hard pressed to find a more direct way of saying a Christian must
teach and keep the Torah. We should clearly see Yahusha had every intention
that the Torah continued in the “good news” community. This passage is not
isolated.

This makes Paul’s message all wet and he is out in the
storm. Unfortunately he in his Trojan horse has taken
a lot of people with him. Out from under the
protection of Yahusha’s Covenant umbrella.

The Torah and Yahowsha’ are inseparable. According to Yahowah, the Torah is
the Word of Yahuah and Yahowsha’ is the Word made flesh—the living
embodiment of the Torah. So the very notion that we must choose between the
Torah or Yahuah’s favor is an attempt to divide the indivisible.
Those familiar with one of the Towrah’s great scenes may recall the moment
Moseh was inspired by Yahowah to depict Yahowsha’s mission:
“Yahowah, your Everlasting, will raise up for you a prophet like me from your midst,
from your brothers. Listen to Him. This is according to all that you desired of Yahowah,
your Eternal, in Horeb, in the day of the assembly, saying, ‘Let us not continuously hear
the voice of Yahowah, our Eternal, nor see this great fire, lest we die.’ And Yahowah said
to me, ‘Well spoken. I will raise up for them a prophet like you from among their
brothers. I will put My words in His mouth and He will speak as I direct Him. The one
who will not listen intelligently to My words which He shall speak in My Name, I shall
investigate.” (Dabarym / Words / Deuteronomy 18:15-19)
Thereby, Yahowah encouraged us to listen to the words Yahowsha’ would
speak and now has spoken. He said that His words would serve as affirmations
and citations of the Torah, itself. And yet Christians chose to reject most of
what Yahowah said and ignore most of what Yahowsha’ proclaimed, while at
the same time listening to a man who never cited either accurately.

A modern Christian scholar, Hans van Campenhausen, agrees there is a
deficiency in Paul’s writings and it is a striking and glaring problem:

“The most striking feature is that the words of Yahusha, which
must have been collected and handed on in the primitive
community and elsewhere from the earliest days, played no, or at
least no vital, part in Paul’s basic instruction of his churches.”

Others have noticed the “different” Got-spell as well..

Paul in 1 Corinthians 11:24-25 quotes from the Last Supper at odds with Luke’s account. See
Luke 22:19-20. Luke says Yahushas’ body is ‘given’ but Paul says it is ‘broken.’ This variance
is significant. As John 19:36 mentions, Psalm 34:20 says not a bone of His shall be broken.
Paul’s quote is thus contradictory of Luke as well as theologically troublesome.
Refs.: Albert Schweitzer Library: The Mysticism of Paul the Apostle (John Hopkins University
Press: 1998). 28.Hans van Campenhausen, The Formation of the Christian Bible (J. A. Baker,
trans.) 1972

We need to wake up from
thinking that we are not
obligated to fact check for
ourselves!
If we defend Paul’s gott-spell
we are defending the exchange
of the Torah of Yahuah and
thus Yahusha with the pagan
deities J- Zeus & the
charities known as the graces
for notions of faith and grace.

Without the Torah we can not claim the promises of
Yahuah’s protection and eternal life but will receive
the eternal separation. It is the Torah that binds us
to Him now , and without it, we will be separated from
Him eternally. There is one Torah for the native born
and the foreigners- remember?

Still think Paul was taken out
of context? Because of him
look what is taught..

Deuteronomy 6:25 rebuffs these
statements when Moshe says: "Then it
will be righteousness for us, if we take
heed and put in action -shamar these
mitzwahs before hwhy our Eternal, as He
has appointed and ordained us."

Paul just contradicted the word of Moshe not the Talmud. He could have
been saved had he known this passage. Hard to belive people still think he
was taught by Gamliel. This is the striking difference between him and
Daud.

Mizmowr (Psalms) 19:7-13
The Torah of Yahuah is perfect,

Is it rational to follow
Paul’s teaching that
says the Torah is not
perfect and needs to
be replaced? What
could be possibly
better than perfect?

Is it rational to say you are
Torah observant and still
defend Paul and in essence
his teaching that says to do
away with the Torah?
Choose today who you believe!

Mizmowr Psalm 19:7-13
Choose today who you believe!

The Torah of Yahuah is perfect,
converting the soul

Mizmowr Psalm 19:7-13
Choose today who you believe!

Psa 19:7-13 the testimony of Yahuah is sure, making
wise the simple.

Pro 3:7 Be not wise in your own eyes, have awe
for hwhy, and turn aside from evil.

“You should never respond and testify (lo’ ‘anah – you should not ever
question, answer, or make a declaration) against (ba) your neighbor (rea’ –
countryman, friend, companion, or associate) as a deceptive or misleading
(seqer – false, conniving, clever, mistaken, vain, or unreliable) witness (‘ed –
source of evidence by way of testimony) .” (Shemowth / Names / Exodus 20:16)
The essence of religion and politics is “false testimony.” Nothing is more damaging,
destructive, deadly, or damning. It is how Satan beguiled Adam and Chawah in the Garden
of Eden. He misquoted hwhy. It is how Rabbi Akiba, the Apostle Paul, and the Prophet
Muhammad deceived billions of gullible souls throughout the centuries. They were all false
witnesses – the very worst of the breed because they all attributed their misleading
testimony to Yah.
This is such a horrible crime, it is the only unforgivable sin.
If you are going to speak for hwhy, quote Him accurately. If you are going to be a witness,
recite His testimony. Don’t change it, subtract from it, or add to it.
And yet, in defiance of the qal stem and imperfect conjugation in association with lo’ ‘anah,
all manner of clerics have made a practice of misleading and deceptive testimony. It isn’t
that everything pastors, priests, rabbis, and imams have claimed through the ages is false,
but that so many lies have been woven into their testimony that what has emerged from
their mouths has consistently been more poisonous than nurturing.
In the end, all we really have from hwhy is life, freewill, a conscience, and His testimony. If
we corrupt it, the first three gifts are for naught.

Mizmowr Psalm 19:7-13
Choose today who you believe!

The statutes of Yahuah are right, rejoicing the heart:

Mizmowr Psalm 19:7-13
Choose today who you believe!

The Miztwah of Yahuah is pure, enlightening
the eyes.
Rom 10:4
For Christ is an end
of “law” –nomos
Torah for
righteousness to
every one who is
believing,

Mizmowr Psalm 19:7-13
Choose today who you believe!

The awe of Yahuah is clean, enduring for ever:

Mizmowr Psalm 19:7-13
Choose today who you believe!

The judgments -Mitzpat of hwhy are true and righteous
altogether.

Mizmowr Psalm 19:7-13
Choose today who you believe!

More to be desired are they (the Torah) than gold, yes, than much fine gold:
sweeter also than honey and the honeycomb

Mizmowr Psalm 19:7-13
Choose today who you believe!

Psa 19:7-13 Moreover by them is your servant warned: and in shamar
guarding and taking heed of them them there is great reward. Who can
understand his errors? You cleanse me from secret faults. Keep back Your
servant also from presumptuous arrogance; let them not have dominion over
me: then shall I be upright, and I shall be innocent , clean from the great
transgression of revolt.

Mizmowr Psalm 19:7-13
Choose today who you believe!

Psa 19:7-13 Let the words of my mouth, and the meditation of my heart, be
acceptable in your sight, O Yahuah, my Strength, and my Redeemer.

Rom 10:9 that if you will confess with your mouth the
Lord Jesus, and will believe in your heart that Gd did raise
him out of the dead, you shall be saved,

Mat 7:21 Not anyone who says to me, Lord, Lord, will
go into the kingdom of heaven; but he who does the
purpose and desire of my Father in heaven.

Paul grumbled that there
was consequences – terms
and conditions to Yah’s plan
of redemption so he tried
to snip off “the thorns” and
in doing so left all who
listened to him without
protection.

Remember the thorns are there to protect
the beautiful rose from being devoured by
predators, just like the Torah’s conditions.
We, as this beautiful rose need the thorny
protection of the Torah to protect us from
our own bad choices as well others who might
come against us.
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Next week: Trojan Horse Part2
Paul why are so you rebellious against
Yahuah-His Torah and His Children?

NAILING
PAULS
GOSPEL
TO THE
CROSS

NAILING PAUL TO THE CROSS
Found Guilty
WORD # 1 –No Other Mighty Ones In Front of
Yah’s Face.
Introduced the Graces to his new religion Christianity
Introduced the Charities to his new religion Christianity
Introduced the “mysteries to his new religion Christianity
Introduced JC as Savior

NAILING PAUL TO THE CROSS
Found Guilty
WORD # 3 –Making Yahuah’s Name Meaningless

Never explained who Yah was but taught in the name of JC.
Called Yahusha and Yahuah By the Title “L”

NAILING PAUL TO THE CROSS
Found Guilty
WORD # 9 –Lying-Bearing
false witness against another
Lied about being an Apostle called by Yahuah and Yahusha
Lied about receiving a “mystery message” from Yahusha
Gal1:11-14
Lied about his conversion stories-no witnesses on the road
Lied about his true religious affiliations-Sadducee/ Pharisee /
Hillel / Gamaliel
Lied about when he said Yahusha quoted Dionysus
Lied about speaking directly for Yah and Yahusha- is a false prophet

NAILING PAUL TO THE CROSS
Found Guilty
WORD # 9 –Lying-Bearing
false witness against another
Called Yahusha a liar-saying he gave him private studies
in the desert.
Called Yahusha a liar and said he nailed the Torah to
the cross
Called Yahusha a liar and said his 2nd coming will not be seen
universally
Called Yahuah a liar and said His Torah was a curse as were all who
accepted the Torah.
Lied and said Yahusha’s sole purpose was to become a curse to
save us.

NAILING PAUL TO THE CROSS
Found Guilty
WORD # 9 –Lying-Bearing
false witness against another
Lied and said Torah could not save and that it was only through
faith.

Lied and said calling on JC would bring eternal life
Lied and said all things are lawful.

NAILING PAULS GOSPEL TO THE CROSS

Found Guilty of being a
False Apostle-Prophet By
Yahuah/Yahusha
Leads people away from the Torah
Spoke in the name of Yahuah
Spoke in the name of other mighty ones

Spoke Presumptuously about his credientials
Prophecies did not come true 100%
Leads people away with different messages in the name of
other Mighty Ones Instead of the Torah of Yahuah

NAILING PAULS GOSPEL TO THE CROSS

Found Guilty of being a
False Apostle-Prophet By
Yahuah/Yahusha
Fulfilled Yahusha’s prophecy that he would show hatred toward
the real apostles and try to lead them astray and turn them in
Fulfilled Yahusha’s prophecy that he would do signs and wonders to
lead astray.

Yahusha’s called him out as evil and a false apostle in Revelation 2:1-2
Spoke presumptuously in his gospel about not feeding the
poor if they didn’t work- the opposite of Yahusha and Yahuah
Presumptuously created his own gospel in his own name. “But I say”

Fulfilled Yahusha’s prediction that the people would be driven out
Of Yahrushalom due to persecution in the synagogues because of him.

NAILING PAULS GOSPEL TO THE CROSS

Found Guilty of being a
False Apostle-Prophet By
Yahuah/Yahusha
Says Yahusha is a liar and not every one will see him
universally
Did not know Yahusha’s voice on the road to Damascus

ITEMS TO
RENEMBER IN A
NUTSHELL

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•

Pharisees/Scribes/Lawyers:
Ezra/Josephus
Local volunteered learned men
whom the people trusted more than
the Priests
Set up and Taught in the
Synagogues per Ezra
Taught Oral Law and Torah
Created the Talmud and Mishna
Considered themselves more set
apart than the common people
More Liberal than Sadducees
Believed in angels and spirits
Believed in resurrection
Believed in fate like the Greek
Stoics
Were part of the Sanhedrien
Asked Pompey to oust the
Sadducees and killed the priests
when they conspired with Rome.
Favored rich over the poor
No direct oversite of the temple

Sadducees/High Priests:
Caiaphas/Annas
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Had control of the Temple
Was appointed by Rome
Favored Hellenization
Like the Greek Epicureans
Opposed Herod when he ousted the
Hasomonian (Maccabee) dynasty
Seen as the Temple Mafia controlling the
treasury and officers by family members
No bodily but spiritual resurrection
In the line of Zaddoc High priest of Daud
Used most sever punishment for offences
than other sects
Did not believe in Angels, Supernatural or
Messiah
No future rewards or punishments
Rejected fate
Denied divine providence
Favored the Herod family and the Romans
Favored Greek understanding of the
Torah
Settled in Tiberus in Galelee
Preserved the Masoretic Text
Denied Satan existed
Sought to return Herod to full control of
the land

Recap of what the Hebrew Words Curse Means
H779

rra (Ar-rare)
curse
cast a spell
ban from benefits
make anathema
Fleeting
Imperfect
Evil
Perishing nature
Double cursed rr
To be cut off-isolated
Ban or barrier to
exclude someone from
benefits

rwra (Ahr-ru-rare)*
A curse formula
expressed by Yah alone
on a designated person
known or unknown to
Yah. The disaster
intended for the victim
is more precisely
described to strengthen
the formula. If
pronounced in front of
people they agree there
by confirm the existence
of the potential curse
zone or disaster sphere.
To cause to be cursed
*to pronounce a curse
To cause destruction
Harvests only failure

H7043/H704

H6895/ H5344

llq (Qal’la)

bbq /bqn

curse,
blaspheme,
disrespect,
treat injuriously
A light thing
Vile
Despised
Wide range of
injurious activity
To treat lightlydisrespect, to
repudiate, to
abuse
One who curses
Yah
Personal contempt

(Qab’ba/Na’qab)
revile
express contempt for
Blaspheme
Pierce through
A lack of reverence for
Yah and His standards
An unambiguous
malediction upon bad
behavior

Recap of what the Hebrew Words Curse Means
H8381

maz (zama)
threaten
curse

H2763-H2764

mrh (ha’ram)
ban
set aside for destruction
Utterly destroy
Accursed thing
Destroyed
Identical with curse in
Its most potent form
kataraomai (kä-tä-rä'-o-mī)
curse
cast a spell
ban from benefits

kakologeō (kä-ko-lo-ge'-ō)
Revile
Slander
insult.

H422-H423

hla (A’lah)
curse conditionally
swear an oath
pray for punishment
Execration
Invoking an a oath of
ill if failure to carry
out oath.
As a punishment
upon Israel for
betrayal of the
covenant as set
forth in Deut 29:20
and others.

anathematizō (ä-nä-the-mä-tē'-zō)
make anathema

Pharisees/Scribes/Lawyers:
Ezra/Josephus

Sadducees: High Priest
Caiaphas/Annas
• Represented the represented
the Jewish aristocracy and the
high priesthood
• made their peace with the
political rulers
• had attained positions of wealth
and influence

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Pharisees/Scribes/Lawyers:
Shammai
founded school just after Yahusha
was born
Believed only Hebrew decedents of
Abraham were loved by Yah
Believed no others had value in His
sight
No Gentile converts in early days
Hated all Gentiles-passed 18 laws to
separate Jews and Gentiles
Very violent
Close ties to the Zealots who favored
armed revolt against Rome
Strict observance to “the laws”
Held the sinful masses in contempt
Only the rich should be taught the
scriptures
Believed the wicked would get eternal
damnation
Had authority during Yahusha’s time

Pharisees/Scribes/Lawyers:
Hillel/Gamaliel/Nicodemus/ Joseph of
Arimathea
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Created the Noachide laws
Willingly accepted the Gentile converts
More Hellenistic with Greek names
Gamaliel Hillel’s grandson
Gamaliel first 1 to be called Rabbi
Gamaliel said to be Paul’s teacher
Gamaliel’s school did not teach children
Talmud/Mishnah came from this side of the
Pharasees adding more laws
Gamalie was given permission to teach Greek to
his students
Ok to heal on the Shabbat
Only the sages who followed “the Law” of Yah
were His true people
Hillel hoped the sinful masses could be saved
Believed Yah approved of the rich over the
poor.
Became the “thought police”
Said oral law came from Mt Saini
Required implicit submission to their decisions
Wicked would get eternal life after having been
purged by hells fire

Pharisees/Scribes/Lawyers:
Hillel/Gamaliel/Nicodemus/ Joseph of
Arimathea

Pharisees/Scribes/Lawyers:
Shammai
•

Hillel came from Babylon and had Chassidic
and Kabbalistic background

Notice if you will
Alah- the way you
pronounce it is the
same as allah- so in
Hebrew the rockmoon god is a curse.
Does Yahuah have a
sense of humor or
what!

AhR-Rare is the
way Blue Bible
pronounces it is the
one we will see the
most in Debarim
(Deuteronomy 2730)
We just read
verses with Qalalah
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