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This paper is a point-by-point written response to:

The Ephraimite Error
A Position Paper Submitted to the | nternational Messianic Jewish
Alliance

Author: Kay Silberling, Ph.D.
Committee Members and Advisors:
Kay Silberling, Ph.D. Daniel Juster, Th.D. David Sedaca, M .A.
Can be viewed in its entirety with footnotes at:
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THERE ARE TWO

To understand the Truth About All Israel, we need to
see that there are:

» Two Houses (Isaiah 8:14, Jeremiah 31:31)
» Two Nations (Ezekiel 35:10)

» Two Chosen Families (Jeremiah 33:24)

» Two Backslidden Sisters (Ezekiel 23:2-4)

» Two Olive Branches (Zechariah 4:11-14, Jeremiah
11:16-17)

« Two Sticks (Ezekiel 37:15-28)
« Two Witnesses (Revelation 11:3-4)
 Two Lamp Stands (Revelation 11:3)

* Two Silvers Trumpets To The Whole Assembly
(Numbers 10:2-3)

* Two Advents (Hebrews 9:28)

« Two Cherubim (Exodus 25:18-20)

Z Batya Wootten, Who IsIsrael, (St. Cloud: Key of David Publishing, 1998), p. 165.
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FOREWORD

By Batya Wootten

When one’s work is "errantly critiqued" it causes one to ask, do |
answer, lest they think they are "wise in their own eyes"? Or, do | choose
"not to answer," lest | become "like them"? (Proverbs 26:5,4). To answer or
not to answer? That is the question.

We, Moshe Koniuchowsky and Batya Wootten, feel that, rather than
being the recipients of a "valid critique" by Dr. Silberling, instead have had
false charges leveled against us. For we find that Dr. Silberling's "Position
Paper" is errant, misleading, and worst of all, inflammatory.

Though | have never responded to Silberling, I, along with many of my
colleagues, have responded to Daniel Juster (President, Union of
Messianic Jewish Congregations). Years ago, friend Dan wrote a ten-page
report entitled, Is the Church Ephraim? And he requested a response, so |
sent him a sixty-seven-page response. It, along with assorted letters from
colleagues, was printed in a bound 170 page report (Is The Church
Ephrgaim? A Requested Response: ©1994, House of David, White Stone,
VA.)

At Juster's request, we then sent copies of this report to each member
of the UMJC Theological Committee. And we included a cover letter
wherein we asked them "not to reinterpret' our words, but to quote us
verbatim,' and in context,' and to correct us with the Father's Word." We
also told them that, if they could "prove us wrong in this essential doctrine,"
we would "burn" our materials. Not one ever responded.

From the beginning, we have asked our Messianic Jewish friends:
Quote us, and then correct us with the Father's Word. Do not reinterpret
our words, and then waste time correcting yourself. Instead, use our exact
words, and then correct us with our Father's exact Words.

3The Report: Dan Juster, President, Union of Messianic Jewish Congregations, critiqued our two houses
teaching and invited comment. Collectively, many wrote responses, which we compiled in a book.
Description: Is The Church Ephraim? A Requested Response: Two-house advocates comment on UMJC
criticism of what they call our "movement.” This inspiring report confirms that the Father is awakening
Ephraim! But, those who do not want to share the "Israel" title do not likeit! Y et an abundance of biblical
evidence for this truth is now being seen by an ever-increasing number of Bible Believers. Thisinsightful
report completely refutes their supposed "refutation.” Now is available only as an 81/2 x 11 notebook. 170
pages. (Item # 7004 @ $20.00). Available at: http://www.mim.net or write to: House of David, P O Box
700217, Saint Cloud, FL 34770. Or call: 1 800 829-8777.

Vi
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| find that Silberling's paper is more "reinterpretation and
misrepresentation." And so have chosen not to answer her. For, her
complaints against me simply are not legitimate.

On the other hand, my friend Moshe does feel led to answer her
because he is concerned about those who might be misled by her unfair
accusations. And, he asked me to write a foreword for his work. Therefore,
since Moshe has read and studied all of our books and House of David
Herald Newsletters, and since our essential teaching has in many ways
become part of his being, and since that teaching now stands on trial
before the hierarchy of Messianic Judaism (albeit in their distorted
version), | would like to briefly explain what it is that | do teach:

Long ago the Father divided Israel into the two houses of Ephraim
(Israel) and Judah, and, as His "two witnesses", they were sent in different
directions, to accomplish different purposes; and, in this last day, He would
have the two come together, that they might serve to fully confirm His truth
in the earth (1 Ki. 12:15,24; Isa. 43:10-12; Deu. 19:15; Isa. 8:14; Matt.
18:16; Jer. 11:10,16, Rom. 11; Zech. 4:11,14; Rev. 11:3,4; 1:20; Ezek.
37:15-28).

Genealogy is relatively improvable for Jew and non-Jew alike. Anyone
on the face of the earth could possibly be a biological descendant of
Israel's patriarchs, because they were promised myriads of physical
descendants (Gen 12:3; 15:5; 17:4; 26:4; 24:24,60; 28:3,14; 32:12;
48:4,16,19).

Such faith has no place for racism and excludes no one from the glory
of the Gospel. In and of itself, it demands that one’s Gospel be all-
inclusive, for, how can one exclude, if one cannot know who is or is not "of
Israel"? Moreover, any and all who are brought nigh to the covenants of
Israel (whether descended from the Patriarchs or not), share citizenship
with Israel's saints (Eph 2:11-22).

The teaching about the two houses does not exclude anyone. Instead,
it is Silberling and Messianic Judaism who exclude. And together, they try
to paint us with a damning title that rightfully belongs to them. (My prayer is
that the exclusion they practice would come to a quick end, and that we
could rightly join forces, even as Israelite brethren should.)

In declaring the truth about both the blinded, stumbling houses of Israel
(Isa. 8:14; Rom 11:25; Gen 48:19), we do not seek to take anything away

Vil
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from the people of Judah. The House of Judah's return to the Promised
Land has been orchestrated by the Holy One of Israel, and He Himself will
preserve (at least a remnant of) them. Further, my husband, Angus, and |
have always done everything we can to support them, and to affirm our
Father's eternal love for them.

However, just as we believe the promises to Judah are literal, so we
believe the promises to Joseph are literal. And so we seek to restore that
which was once lost to Ephraim, which is the truth about his own Israelite
roots (Jer. 31:18-19; Hos. 1-2). For in that restoration, in Messiah, Ephraim
will become a true brother to Judah (Isa. 11:1-14; Ezek. 37:15-28; Zech.
10:6-10; Hos. 1:11).

To this end, we have been declaring the truth about "both the houses of
Israel" (Isa. 8:14); working to help develop those of Messianic Israel; and
of late, forming the Messianic Israel Alliance. In this Alliance, we ask that
people believe in the Deity of Messiah Yeshua, the Divine inspiration of
Scripture, and that they support "The Hope of Messianic Israel”
(www.mim.net).

Our Alliance includes those who use the Sacred Name, and those who
do not; it includes those who wear head coverings and those who do not;
and it definitely includes those who are of Jewish background as well as
those who are not. Hopefully, it is an Alliance that is based on mercy, one
whose members understand the cardinal rule that, "It is the kindness of
Yah that leads us to repentance" (Rom 2:4).

It also is an Alliance that calls for the use of equal weights and
measures: "You shall not have in your bag differing weights, a large and a
small. You shall not have in your house differing measures, a large and a
small. You shall have a full and just weight; you shall have a full and just
measure, that your days may be prolonged in the land which Yahveh your
God gives you. For everyone who does these things, everyone who acts
unjustly is an abomination to Yahveh your God" (Deu. 25:13-16).

And this leads me back to my friend Moshe.

My friend Moshe can be very caustic, and he can be the proverbial
"teddy bear." But the one thing | like most about Moshe is the fact that he
totally accepts Ephraim as an equal heir in Israel. Moreover, this is a man
who has had to, and continues to have to, "take it on the chin" because of
this choice.

viii
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In my opinion, this is a modern day miracle. We have a bona fide "New
York Jew" if you will (said with much love and respect for my New York
friends), who opens his arms to Ephraim and says, "Welcome home!"

O that all could see what Moshe sees: There is room on Abba's knee
for both sons, Judah and Joseph/Ephraim.

| invite you to read my Jewish friend's personal rebuttal of a paper that
excludes one of our Father's children.

Shalom b' Yeshua,
Batya Wootten
Messianic Israel Ministries
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FOREWORD

By Anqus Wootten

If someone begins with certain presuppositions that they are
determined to hold on to, their conclusions will mirror their presuppositions.
Or, more scientifically speaking, their hypotheses will be reflected in their
analyses of their research. Or, put more bluntly, they will make sure that
they stick to what they "planned" to prove!

If someone reads the IMJA Position Paper or, for that matter Who Is
Israel?, with presuppositions and prejudices like Silberling, instead of an
open heart as to what the Father is saying through His Scripture, that
person will come away unimpressed by what the Father is doing and
revealing to His people.

Many people are easily influenced by their leaders. How sad that there
are Ephraimites who have been blessed by the two-house understanding,
only to have Messianic Jewish "leaders" try to steal it. So, let those who
read Silberling’s Paper ask themselves the question: “For what purpose
was her paper written?”

We can surely rule out that she wanted to give counsel and correction
to Batya and Moshe. If so, she would have followed Scripture and gone
privately to them to resolve an ought with a brother. But she did not go to
either of them. Instead, friends who obtained it over the Internet, made
copies of her paper available to them.

The purpose of this “position” paper is not a godly attempt to resolve an
ought, and to promote unity among brethren. Rather it was created to
defend the unscriptural and exclusive position regarding the identity of
Israel held by the leadership of Messianic Judaism.

| know that both Batya and Moshe welcome any honest discussion over
differences. But what is being done by Silberling and company is to
construct a “straw man,” created from an aberration of Batya’'s and
Moshe’s teachings, and to then attack the aberrant straw man.

Just as Pilate asked Yeshua, “What is truth?” Silberling and followers
need to ask Yeshua, “What is the truth about the identity of Israel? And,
what are Your purposes for our generation?”
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Had Pilate known the truth he would not have crucified our Messiah.
And if our brothers in Messianic Judaism would come to the knowledge of
the truth about all Israel, they would cease trying to “crucify” their brother
Joseph. They would accept him as an equal heir in Israel.

My prayer is that Messianic Judaism comes to the knowledge of truth,
and that we come together as brothers, thus becoming a united nation of
Israel that cannot be overthrown. For only then, will we be stewards
prepared for their Master’s return. Only when we are reunited, as brothers
will all Israel truly be useful to Messiah Yeshua in the reestablishment of
His Kingdom on earth.

May our unity come quickly that our Messiah might come quickly.
Angus Wootten

Director
Messianic Israel Ministries

Xi
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INTRODUCTION

The book you are about to read had to be written. It is a book that, if
you are a seeker of the truths of YHVH, you need to read.

Ever since Israel was set apart from among all peoples, made a nation
and established its covenant relationship with the Father, we have been
under attack. Throughout the ages, people have continually sought to
destroy us. When they could not succeed with a sword, they tried to do so
with words, with the “church system” being the biggest perpetrator on both
accounts. So many doctrines exist that seek to steal away the relationship
and blessings of YHVH from his physical people and give them to some
fabricated “New Israel,” that even a paper of this size could not adequately
address them all.

To the casual observer, the two house teachings of Batya Wootten and
Rabbi Moshe Koniuchowsky may seem, to be just a repackaging of many
heretical replacement theologies, and that (rightfully so) sends up red
flags, especially among the Messianic Jewish community. Are these
people advocating “British Ephraimitism”, “British Israelism”,
“Supersessionism” or “New Israelism”? Are they representing “White
Supremacy’, “Segregation”, “Separate Entity Theology” or “DNA
Salvation™? Are they pushing for a “master race”? Or, as | have heard
claimed, is this merely some power play of Wootten and Koniuchowsky to
create a denomination within Messianism that they can rule over? After
reading the document you now have in your hands, The Truth About All
Israel, you will be confident that the answer is surely “E: None of the

Above”.

What you will discover is that Two House Theology offers biblical
answers to the whole issue of “Who is Israel?” It is not a doctrine of
exclusion and anti-Semitic claims as to who took the eternal covenant of
YHVH away from “the Jews”. It is, rather, a Scripturally and historically
accurate explanation as to who, according to YHVH, comprises the people
of Israel, how one becomes part of the Nation, and what are the rights and
duties that accompany legitimate citizenship. This is a teaching that is
inclusive of all people, Jewish and non-Jewish alike. It does not seek to
place any individual or group above another, but to lay the groundwork for
true restoration. When you are part of the nation of Israel, you are the
“seed of Abraham and a child according to the promise™ as well as “co-
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heir with Messiah”". If that is truly how YHVH considers us, and the Two
House Theology represented here teaches nothing different, then what's
with all the tsuris (problems) being generated?

It continues to intrigue me...Just how did | get involved with this whole
“two- house” thing, both in being exposed to the theology, and also the
ensuing controversy?

My first Messianic shul was Beth Yeshua in Philadelphia (Rabbi David
Chernoff’'s congregation), where | was a member for three years before
relocating to Florida and joining B’'nai Yahshua (Rabbi Moshe
Koniuchowsky’s congregation) in 1998. This puts me in an interesting
position, as | am a Jewish Believer who has been rather active in both the
MJAA (Messianic Jewish Alliance of America) and the MIA (Messianic
Israel Alliance). | know the visions, the practices and the players quite well.
And due to the fact, as it just so happened, that | moved to Florida the very
same week that Rabbi Koniuchowsky began teaching the two houses, |
have been around for the heated debates.

For the record, the whole “Who is Israel?” thing did not make sense to
me at first, because it severely challenged what | had been taught: (1) that
the terms “Jew” and “Israel” are completely synonymous, (2) that non-Jdews
are “Gentiles”, whether they are saved or not, and (3) that all those
“Gentiles” in Messianic congregations are simply the “spiritual seed” of
Abraham (i.e. “spiritual Jews”) who feel that Messianic worship is, for some
unexplained reason, more their style than what the churches are
practicing.

The truth of the matter is, even though Messianic Jewish congregations
are having more and more contact with non-Jewish believing
congregations (i.e. “churches”), where they proclaim the Scriptures about
us being “one new man” and that there is now “neither Jew nor Greek” in
the Messiah, the spiritual atmosphere unwittingly created by referring to
the body as “Jew and Gentile Believers” does not allow for a complete
unity. This may seem like just semantics, but it is not. This is the
terminology of Separate Entity Theology; of “Jews” and “Gentiles,
“‘Messianic Judaism” and “The Church”. It is not only unbiblical, but it is a
faulty core doctrine that sustains division!

The same way that many believers, who don’t consider themselves to
be anti-Semitic, practice anti-Semitism due to their ingrained “church-fed”
dogmas; so a fundamental age-old misunderstanding of “Who is Israel?”

" Galatians 3:29.

Xiii
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causes the Messianic Jewish Movement to belittle our (associate member)
non-Jewish brothers. Is this our fault? Possibly not, since we inherited this
view from our fathers and didn’t know any better. Is it sin if we don’t
change our ways in the light of this now-revealed truth? Grievous sin, |
would say! If traditional Judaism cannot agree and decide upon “who is a
Jew”, what gives Messianic Judaism the impression that it can determine
who is and who is not the returning house of Ephraim-Israel?

Now you may feel | have been deceived, and that | am putting my faith
in false teachings, replacement theologies, and the like. Believe me,
especially after consulting with many of my friends in the MJAA, this
continues to be a concern of mine, and it keeps me alert. Their dissenting
opinions are sort of strange, though, because my confidants are wondering
how | can believe in such doctrines, yet they haven’t themselves read
Batya Wootten’s book, nor Eddie Chumney’s book, nor Moshe
Koniuchowsky’s writings, nor sincerely studied the issue in a complete
fashion. Now, what they have done is read the IMJA “The Ephriamite
Error” paper, or maybe they’ve just skimmed it, or (more likely) they’ve
been told by their leadership (who has read the IMJA paper, or at least
skimmed it) that this is heretical stuff, and they are not to go near it. But
you know what? If Two House Theology really was what the IMJA’s
The Ephraimite Error paper makes it out to be, | wouldn’t go
anywhere near it either. | dare say, neither would Rabbi
Koniuchowsky, nor Batya Wootten, nor any leader or congregant of
any MIA (Messianic Israel Alliance) congregation!

| understand the fears of Messianic Judaism, because | share them.
They have striven too hard for too long to hand this whole Movement back
to the “church” system. Unequivocally, | can tell you that the Two House
Theology represented by the MIA teaches no such replacement, and the
fear stirred up by the misrepresentations of the IMJA paper is a fear based
on ignorance and, quite often, arrogance.

How important is understanding “Who is Israel?” Well, considering that
our Messiah expressly came for the “lost sheep of the House of Israel”, to
restore the Kingdom to David and deliver Israel from its sins, | would say
it's of critical importance. For us to genuinely understand YHVH’s plan for
the entire world, for the body of Believers (Israel) and for us in our
individual walks, Two House Theology is core Messianic theology. It
should not, it must not, be trivialized nor ignored.

You are now poised to read this document refuting point by point the
claims made by the IMJA paper, “The Ephraimite Error”. | pray that you
prepare your mind and heart to receive this, The Truth About All Israel,
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because once you know the facts (and | encourage you to be a Berean
and look up all the Scriptural and historical references for yourself), you
will have no excuse.

As the adopted children of YHVH and co-heirs with Messiah, we, the
body of Believers, are called to be a “set-apart Nation” (First Peter 2:9).
Yet, we currently exist as a house greatly divided, and worse still, a house
divided against itself with some 20,000 denominations (little nations)!

Let us come together in these last days to realize the vision of Ezekiel
37, that we would be made one in the Master’'s hand. Baruch HaShem
YHVH!

Chaim (Hobie) Goldman
Shamesh/Elder
B’nai Yahshua Synagogue Miami Beach, Florida
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Rabbi Moshe Joseph Koniuchowsky when responding to Dr. Kay
Silberling’s position paper entitled The Ephraimite Error, is typed in normal
style text. Silberling’s text as it originally appeared is in red italics.

The Ephraimite Error

A Position Paper Submitted to the I nternational Messianic Jewish Alliance
Author: Kay Silberling, Ph.D. Committee Members and Advisors: Kay Silberling, Ph.D. Daniel Juster,
Th.D. David Sedaca, M.A.

RESPONSES

Method Of Inquiry

According to the IMJA website http://www.imja.com the International
Messianic Jewish Alliance is listed as an independent organization from
the Messianic Jewish Alliance of America, with David Sedaca as the
General Secretary. Nevertheless The Ephraimite Error has been openly
embraced and primarily distributed by the Messianic Jewish Alliance of
America (MJAA) and their affiliates (IAMCS, YMJA) for their memberships
and has come to be associated by most as solely the MJAA’s official
response to two-house truth. Clearly The Ephraimite Error represents the
jointly held views of the IMJA (David Sedaca), MJAA (Kay Silberling) and
the UMJC (Dan Juster). Despite this confusion, we will address our
discussion of the issues to the IMJA.

This initial confusion did not escape Jerusalem based, two-house
proponent, Dr. John Hulley: “The method of inquiry pursued by Dr.
Silberling leads far from the truth. At this heading of the IMJA Position
Paper she lists members and advisors of an unspecified committee: Daniel
Juster (TH.D.), David Sedaca (M.A.) and herself (PH.D.). She does not tell
us the name or purpose of the committee, nor does she say what
relationship it has (supervisory, advisory or other) to her work. Are we to
understand that it shares some responsibility for the paper? If so, is the
committee also prepared to share responsibility for a retraction?”

The use of this term The Ephraimite Error is quite interesting, in as
much as the Messianic Israel movement does not claim to be an
exclusively Ephraimite movement. Rather it is the forerunning movement
that will ultimately lead to the full family reunion of Ephraimites with their
brother Judah.

“ Dr John Hulley, “Do The Rabbis Expect To See The Lost Tribes?” February 2000, p. 4,
johnhully@netvision.net.il to ravmoshe@bellsouth.net.
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The title name The Ephraimite Error is in itself a derogatory attempt to
portray our two-house family brotherhood as merely non-Jewish believers
who wannabe Jewish. But the non-Jewish believers in our movement do
not “wannabe Jewish!” They just “wannabe” recognized as to who they
truly are, the people of Ephraim!

Not one leader or teacher of two-house truth has ever referred to ours
as an “Ephraimite Movement.” It is most disrespectful to assign a moniker
to those who do not use that name to ever refer to themselves.

To be an “Ephraimite-Movement” would mean to exclude Jewish-Israel,
when in truth, most non-Jewish-Israelites, who understand who they are as
the other house of Israel, would willingly lay down their lives for their
Jewish brothers. In addition, the Messianic Israel Alliance has a great
many Jewish leaders and rabbis, all of whom accept Ephraim-Israel as
extant. At the core of two-house theology is the truth that Ephraim must
repent of jealousy and past anger against Jewish-Israel. However, the very
title of the IMJA response (“The Ephraimite Error”), unfortunately, is a dart
designed to recreate division among a people who have been divided long
enough!

It is interesting to note the name of Daniel Juster ascribing to this
position. He has personally corresponded with Batya Wootten and Rabbi
Moshe Koniuchowsky and he made the following statement to Rabbi
Koniuchowsky privately: “By physical descent, there are three groups.
[Jews, Ephraimites and non-Israelites] You are right. This needs to be
stressed.” In another startling e-mail he stated, “My work for the UMJC
was not a wholesale rejection of Batya’s work, but nuanced.” And
now has he publicly added his name in support to this paper?

| ntroduction

LE 11

A movement alternately known asthe “ Ephraimite,” “ recently Restoration
of Israel,” “ Two-Covenant Israel,” or “ Two House” movement has gained
ground in some areas among ardent Christian Zionists.

Response to Introduction

5 Tikdan@aol.com to Robkon@bellsouth.net, 5/99.
8 Tikdan@aol.com to Robkon@bellsouth.net, 5/99.
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In this book, we will be responding in great detail to all the points raised
by the IMJA Position Paper. At the core of the struggle between us for
eternal truth, is the essential error proclaimed by the IMJA, MJAA, and
UMJC: Messianic Judaism governs their affairs with a flawed “one-house
theory”. They presume that the Jewish people today (whom we know as
Judah, Benjamin and Levi) are “all Israel.”

The Truth About All Israel, on the other hand, is not like the “one-
house theory”. We believe “two-house” truth to be the foundation of the
apostles and prophets, with Messiah Yahshua Himself being the Chief
Cornerstone, over our nation’s commonwealth.” The truth seeker will come
to see that “one-house theory” (Messianic Judaism), is unfortunately
fueled and driven by misinterpretations, paranoia and fear of Scriptural
change. Sola Scriptura or Scripture alone, on the other hand, is the basis
of two-house truth.

Those of Messianic Israel do not use the terms “Ephraimite” or “Two
Covenant Israel”, though First and Second Covenant are terms we use
quite often. The explosion of two-house truth is global and certainly not
limited to Christian Zionists.

Proponents of this movement contend that members of the “ born-again”
segment of the Christian church are, in fact, actual blood descendants of the
Biblical Israelites who were dispersed as a result of the Assyrian invasion of
the ancient kingdom of Israel in 722 B.C.E.

Koniuchowsky and Your Arms To Israel has taught and continues to
teach that the “church” as a separate entity apart from the people of Israel
does not exist. Thus, Israelites can be found anywhere in any religious
entity in any region of any nation anywhere on the globe. Naturally, they
will also be found in man-made ecclesiastical denominations and man-
made “churches”, in much the same way Israelites can be found in cults
such as The Watchtower Bible & Tract Society. The true understanding of
the two houses of Israel is that both houses plus non-Israelites make up
the single entity called the ekklesia of YHVH, the same ekklesia that
Stephen said was at the foot of Mt. Sinai.? Having said that, of course the
assembly (ekklesia) of Israel is full of born-again Israelites! Where else
would one find Israelites but in Renewed Covenant Israel?

’ Ephesians 2:13-20.
8 Acts 7:38.
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The movement’ s proponents further argue that these dispersed “ Israelites,”
or “ Ephraimites,” whose identities have remained undisclosed even to
themselves until recent times, primarily settled in areas now recognized as
largely populated by Anglo-Saxons. At times they argue that all Anglo-
Saxons, and even all of humanity, are descended from these | ost
Ephraimites. At other times, that only born-again Christians can claim
descent. In ether case, Christians from Anglo-Saxon lands, such as Great
Britain, Australia, Canada, and the United Sates, can feel assured that they
are most likely direct blood descendants of the ancient people of Ephraim.

There is no assurance of biological descent guaranteeing anyone’s
salvation found anywhere in the Word of YHVH. But there are many
Scriptural references to the north and westward migration of the ten tribes
of Ephraim. These migrations were not limited to English speaking
countries but include them. Scripture is clear that YHVH will fill all the earth
with Jacob-Israel’s seed. Therefore by faith in His Words we know that the
earth is full of Israelites.® As to tribal affiliation, no one can know for sure
which person is from what tribe. What we can know is that Israelites were
prophetically promised to fill the nations.

It is now incumbent upon these members of “ Ephraim,” they argue, to
“accept their birthright” and live as members of Israel. They urge Gentile
Christians to keep the Torah in obedience to the Hebrew Scriptures, to strive
to re-educate Jews and other Christians about their new, “ latter-day
prophecy,” and to work toward the repatriation of the land of Israel by their
own number.

It is incumbent upon all of Israel: Judah, Messianic Judaism and
Ephraim to teach the truth of Scripture, which includes Torah observance.
This observance should not be viewed as a prerequisite to salvation, but
as the loving, grateful and faithful response to our Father’s love, wisdom
and grace in granting us the Torah guidelines as our protection and our
tutor. We are called to be a loving people. Refusing to speak what we
know to be true is equal to bearing false witness against our neighbor.

The author of Hebrews is the one who calls non-Jewish and Jewish
believers not to neglect their birthright as believers in Yahshua. In Hebrews
12:16-17 Paul cautions all those who draw near to the Heavenly Jerusalem
(born-again believers), not to despise their birthright lest they be guilty of
being as profane as Esau, who discounted his Hebrew heritage. Thus it is

9 Genesis 48:18, Genesis 28:3, Genesis 35:10-11.



The Truth About All Isra€l

in respect and obedience to Scripture, that non-Jewish believers are
reclaiming their own biblical heritage.

As to repatriation of the land, the northern kingdom who became mixed
and assimilated among the Gentiles was said by YHVH to have an equal
right and inheritance in the land and thus belong there as much as do
those of the other two tribes. This latter-day claim to the land by twelve
recognizable and professing tribes of Israel is found in Ezekiel 48. Thus
the reawakening of the House of ten-tribe Israel is not only a fulfillment of
prophecy but also a prerequisite to the resettling of the land.

Primary among the movement’ s spokesper sons are Batya and Angus
Wootten and Marshall, a.k.a. Moshe, Koniuchowsky.

Maushe is the name of birth. (Moshe is the correct Hebrew
pronunciation). This can be verified by the Woottens, and by other friends
who have seen a copy of his birth certificate. “Marshall”’, was a name given
to him by his first employer after graduation from college. The employer felt
Moshe was too Jewish, and not good for business. Koniuchowsky now has
restored his name as given to him by Almighty YHVH.

The Woottens publish a newsletter entitled the House of David Herald, as
well as several books. Batya’ s books include In Search of Israel, The Sar of
David, The Olive Tree of Israel

The IMJA Position Paper makes more references to the Olive Tree Of
Israel (eight years old) than to Batya’s newest book, Who Is Israel?'’ Who
Is Israel? is a far more comprehensive work that answers more possible
questions of truth seekers. Is it the intention of our critic that readers skim
a shorter and less informative version?

and Who Islsrael? And Why You Need to Know. Angus’ books include
Take Two Tablets Daily, A Survey of the Ten Commandments and 613 Laws
that God Gave Moses and The Messianic Vision. Other names mentioned by
Wootten are Brian Hennessy and David Hargis.

David Hargis is not a spokesperson for two-house truth.'?

10
Rev. 7:4-8.
1 Batya Wootten, Who Is Israel ?, $14.95 plus shipping. Available at: www.mim.net , or write to: House of
David, PO Box 700217, St. Cloud, FL 34770.
12 Messianic Bureau International, http//:www.messi anicbureau.com/articles/britishisraelism/htm
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Ed Chumney has written a book entitled The Bride of Christ, which | was
unable to review. Among the Woottens, | will deal only with Batya’'s
writings.

Maoshe Koniuchowsky leads a ministry called “ Your Armsto Israel.” In
addition, he has recently formed an organization named “ The Messianic
Israel Alliance,” which, despite its misleading name, has no affiliation with
or endorsement by the International Messianic Jewish Alliance or any of its
affiliates.

All of Messianic Israel works jointly under one name. Messianic Israel
Ministries. The Messianic Israel Alliance is part of that single organization.
Our opponents on the other hand, use a confusing multitude of affiliated
names. Nowhere is this confusion clearer than in the publication of the
Ephraimite Error, published in such a misleading manner, so as to transfer
responsibility for its wild accusations unto a committee, rather than the well
established sponsoring organizations themselves.

The name of the Messianic Israel Alliance came from divine inspiration,
and was never intended to mislead anyone. The name accordingly speaks
to our true nature and call and the initials, “MIA”, have great meaning on
both a surface and deep level. First, the name recognizes that our physical
brothers and sisters in the House of Israel (Ephraim) have been missing in
action (to us, not to YHVH) for some 2700 years.

In John 10:16 the words for “one” flock in Greek is the word “MIA”
flock. Nothing can be clearer: Inspiration calls the new reunited flock made
up of both flocks a “MIA” flock. Yahshua Himself is the Chief founder of
the Messianic Israel Alliance. Beyond that, Koniuchowsky does not present
himself as a sole “founder” of the Messianic Israel Alliance. He worked with
Angus and Batya Wootten to “found” it. As to our not being endorsed by
the Messianic Jewish Alliance, that is quite alright, since according to the
evangel of John, recognition does not come from flesh and blood but by
the Master’s pronouncement.

The movement is growing to the point that it now has some areas of overlap
with the Christian Zionist movement as well as the Messianic Jewish
movement. Asa result of this, there are several spokespersonsin both these
groups who advance this teaching while maintaining primary affiliation
either as Christian Zionists or as Messianic Jews.

Yes the movement is growing and the area of our greatest gains are
among Messianic Jewish leaders who see the validity in the latter-day
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promises of Scripture to regather all twelve tribes. One such Scripture in
Isaiah 11:11-14, talks about the days of Messiah’s banner being stretched
out over the nations in order to perform a dual rescue of two parts of a
scattered nation. It is said that the Rod Of Jesse will “gather the outcasts of
Israel and assemble the dispersed of Judah from the four corners of the
earth.” More and more believers see two houses being regathered with
Ephraim being former outcasts, as opposed to Judah who was never
outcast but merely scattered. If YHVH’s end time ingathering involves two
houses then of course His children who are led by the Ruach will see the
same differentiation of the outcast as opposed to the scattered. Most
Messianic Jews and Messianic non-Jews from all persuasions are flocking
to Messianic Israel and its more complete vision, making it the world’s
largest Messianic brotherhood, but even more importantly, the foretaste
and arrival of “kihngdom come.”

Analysis

Logic and Exegetical Method

Batya Wootten and Koniuchowsky build their theology of “ born-again
Christians’ as Israel on typological and grammatically suspect readings of
the stories of the Biblical patriarchs and the fall of the northern kingdom of
Israel in 722 B.C.E.

Response to Logic and Exegetical Method

Overlooking the truth about the two houses seems to be a case of
blindness on the part of those who level accusations. They do this by what
is commonly called “projection” onto another, the sin of which the accuser
is guilty. Does pride blind them to literal and primary understanding of clear
two-house texts?

In doing so, we will see that they create an artificial and contrived analogy
between type and reality. All the patriarchs of the past are models for
Wootten's and Koniuchowsky's present. The rhetoric that follows from this,
then, is based on typological foreshadowing.

By definition, the type or picture has to match the reality, and what we
teach is a perfect match! Besides, 1 Corinthians 10:1-11 tells us that the
things that happened to our forefathers “happened as examples for us.”

The IMJA Position Paper’s contrived refutation is but a classic case of
what is commonly called “projection.” Meaning the promoting first party
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makes points that in truth apply to themselves, and they attempt to cast
those traits upon another adversarial party.

It is Messianic Judaism that has been willing to accept the House of
Ephraim (10 tribes), as a shadow or picture of the so-called church. Dan
Juster is willing to accept the House of Israel-Ephraim, as long as
Messianic Judaism is allowed to teach that Ephraim or the Northern
Kingdom is a type of the apostasy found in the so-called “church system.”
® They take a literal reality and explain it away as a mere
foreshadowing of the so-called church. It is two-house opponents who
openly and without shame, engage in a type that is in fact a reality. This
spiritualization of the literal text can never lead to realistic conclusions.
Using their own brand of Scripture wrestling, the reality of the House of
Israel as non-Jewish-Israel, becomes unrealistic and hard to accept,
because their contrived type was never meant to be typological but literal
reality!

For instance if a First Covenant type speaks of two sons and the reality-
projected speaks of three sons, the type and anti-type do not fit. Since 721
BCE YHVH has had “two chosen (physical) families” (Jeremiah 33:24).
Rather than accept this simple reality, which matches the types and
prophecies of texts like Genesis 35:10-11, our opponents insist that one
house is typological and the other really physical. It is we who support two-
house truth, who allow real types and reality to match, without distorting
the text.

Those who choose to walk in blindness will not allow the foreshadowed
type and reality to line up even as YHVH presents it! Those who believe in
the two houses cannot embrace a supposed “reality” that actually differs
from the biblical type.

A Multitude of Nations

Sarting with the patriarchs, Wootten argues that Jacob’ s promise to
Ephraimin Gen 48:19 predicted the transformation of Ephrainy/lsrael into
Gentiles. The phrase reads, “ and his descendants shall become a multitude
of nations” (Heb. v’ zar’ o yihye m'lo hagoyim). Thisisthe first instance of a
foundational grammatical error on the part of Wootten (also shared by
Koniuchowsky) that presupposes that every time the Hebrew word, goy, is

13 Dan Juster, “Prophetic Analogy vs. Exegesis, Is The Church Ephraim”, (Unpublished Report) p.4.
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employed, it is areference to a Gentile or a Gentile nation. Upon this
supposition they will build their case.

Response To A Multitude Of Nations

Batya Wootten states in several places in her book, Who is Israel?, that
the context of the text determines if the word Goy refers to Israel or
Gentiles. On page 81, under the header, A Nation And A Company Of
Nations she writes:

“Yahveh promised Jacob: ‘A nation and a company of nations shall
come from you’ (Genesis 35:11). Restated, a Goy (nation), and a kahal [of]
Goyim (nations), would come from Israel.

“These words too have multiple meanings:

“Goy is used to describe the ‘nation’ of Israel: ‘I will make you a great
Goy.’ Yahveh said to Abraham (Genesis 12:2).

“ ‘Consider too, that this Goy is Thy people,” Moses pleaded with
Yahveh (Exodus 33:13).

“Also, when “Israel” crossed the Jordan, the entire ‘Goy’ was
circumcised (Joshua 3:17; 4:1; 5:8)

“In Scripture, Goy/Goyim is used to define political, ethnic and territorial
groups (without ascribing moral connotation); to speak of a governed body
of people. However, after Israel received their covenant and entered into
Canaan, among the Israelite people, Goy/Goyim primarily came to mean
the non-covenant, non-believing, pagan, foreign nations surrounding them.
It came to mean, the Gentiles.*

Also, she writes on page 42: “ ‘Israel,’ is a multi-faceted namel/title, and
one must know what an author means with its use.”

(131

This leading spokesperson for two-house truth always warns that we
should make sure of the context before deciding on the meaning. The
awareness that sometimes Israel is referred to, as the Goy of YHVH
should give two-house theology even more weight as it reminds us that
Israel was, is and always will be a Goy made up of Goyim. Pretty simple.
Isn’t it? Again, | quote Batya:

“After the Israelites received their covenant and entered into Canaan,
among the people of the Goy of Israel the term Goy/Goyim primarily came
to mean the non-Israelite, non-covenant, non-believing, pagan, foreign
nations surrounding them. It came to mean Gentiles.”"”

4 Wootten, Who Is Israel, pgs. 81-82.
% «“\Who Is A Gentile?” House of David Herald Vol. 10 Book 1
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Mrs. Wootten goes out of her way to show us that Israel was YHVH’s
Goy but also that after their entry into Canaan, the outsiders became
universally known as Goyim or non-Israelites.

Gen. 49:1 displays that the Genesis 48:19 pronouncement was in a
latter-day context. Thus in the latter-days the seed of Ephraim-Israel (10
tribes) would become a fullness or full number of Goyim. As per Strong’s
Concordance and Young'’s Bible Dictionary the term Goy means Gentile. '
After entering the Promised Land all non-Israelites became known as
Goyim. The latter-days began with Shavuot (Pentecost) in Acts 2 and we
have been in the latter-days for about 2000 years. According to Jacob-
Israel himself the fullness of the Gentiles could only occur in the latter-days
or the last 2000 years. Thus the Goyim who are returning to YHVH through
Yahshua in this latter-day, 2000-year period are Gentiles. While currently
difficult to prove, they are in all probability, those descended from Jacob.

Their inward desire to study and be submitted to Torah life is an eternal
characteristic of Ephraim-Israel, despite long seasons of outright apostasy.
According to the Book of Jasher, chapter 55:35B: “Ephraim and
Manasseh, remained constantly in the house of Jacob [in Goshen-Egypt],
together with the children of the sons of Jacob their brethren, to learn the
ways of the Lord and His Law.” (The Scroll of Jasher, while not Scripture,
is historically valid and is mentioned in Joshua 10:13 and Second Samuel
1:18, by both Joshua and Samuel.)'” This is not “Ephraimite theology”. It is
at its very core, Yahwistic theology. It is His plan for all Israel (Romans 11).

This erroneous definition resulting from an inadequate knowledge of
Hebrew grammar and syntax is one exegetical problem among many that we
shall encounter.

Based on the statements of Scripture, there is no basis for insinuating
that Jews are called Goyim after entering the Promised Land, though they
were called a Goy before receiving covenant. One must ask the question:
Who shows a lack of knowledge here? Batya who rightly tells us the true
meaning of Goy prior to and after entering Canaan, or those who haven't
taken the time to read p. 81 and p. 82 of Who Is Israel?

1° grong's Hebrew#1471; Young's Bible Dictionary, (Nashville: Masada, 1984), p. 230.
" Book of Jasher, http://www.triumphpro.com/jasher2.htm,
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In the Hebrew Bible and the Apostolic Writings, the word goy (English:
people or nation; Greek: ethnos) may refer to a Gentile nation, or, just as
easlly, it may refer to the nation of Isradl.

Yes, but what the IMJA Position Paper does not tell us, is that the term
is used one way before entering Canaan and the other way after entering
Canaan. Wootten and Koniuchowsky have emphasized this point.

Thus a carte blanche assumption that the words goy or goyim always
refer to “ Gentile” or “ Gentiles” in Scriptureis unwarranted and erroneous

Yes, that understanding of Scripture and of our writings is equally
erroneous, and it is unwarranted and erroneous to claim that we teach this
in our writings.

In the Hebrew Bible, Jeremiah 31:36 is especially enlightening in this
regard, asit states, “ * If this fixed order departs from before me,” declares
the LORD, ‘then the offspring [lit. “ seed” ] of Israel also shall cease from
being a nation (goy) before meforever.”” Exodus 19:6isequally
illuminating. It states, “ ‘and you shall be to me a kingdom of priestsand a
holy nation (goy kadosh). These are the words that you shall speak to the
sons of Israel.”” Other examples of the term being used to refer to Israel or
the Jewish people are: Deut 32:28, cf. 32:45; Josh 10:12-13; Isa 1:4; Isa
26:2; Jer 31:36; Zeph 2:9.

Exactly. Then if Israel was a Goy nation or a nation of Goys in the past,
then why isn’t Israel still a Goy nation made up of Jews and Goyim? The
answer is that it is. In Genesis 35:10 and verse 11 YHVH tells Jacob-
Israel that Israel the Goy will be made up of a Goy (Jews) and a
congregation or assembly of Goys (Gentiles). There you have it. According
to Scripture Israel today is made up of a Goy (Jewish-Israel) and a kehilat
Goyim or assembly of Goys (non-Jewish-Israel)! In the IMJA Position
Paper’s own words it states that the sons of Israel were called Goys.
So if that were the case then, it also must be so now, since YHVH never
changes!

In the Greek Apostolic Writings, the word ethnos refers to the Jewish
peoplein Luke 7:5; 23:2; John 11:48-52; 18:35; Acts 10:22; 24:2,10,17;
26:4; 28:19; 1 Cor 10:18; Phil 3:5. The first contention, then, that goy or
goyimis always translated as Gentile or Gentilesis patently incorrect. It

13
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must be determined from the context, and if the context does not call for it,
such a tranglation is unwarranted.

What is “patently incorrect,” is for anyone to keep saying that we teach
this. However, the contention that the Greek equivalent ethnos refers to
both Jews as mentioned above as well as those non-Jewish believers
rescued from the nations, is further proof that both groups are called
ethnos meaning both are equally Israel. YHVH follows the same pattern in
the Greek Brit Chadasha, calling both believing communities ethnos just as
both were called Goyim in the Tanach (First Covenant). The very fact that
YHVH makes no difference between Jewish believers and non-Jewish
believers calling both and referring to them both as ethnos, is further proof
that Israel was always a mixed multitude.

The last two references, 1 Corinthians 10:18 and Phil. 3:5 do not use
the Greek word ethnos at all, but both use the word Israel! It seems that
the IMJA Position Paper simply assumes that the references to Israel refer
to Judah alone, as the sole representative of all twelve tribes of Israel.
Every Jewish person is of the stock of Israel, but all Israel is not of the
stock of Judah. In mathematical language, Judah is a subset of Israel.

In addition to this, theterm* Gentile”’ is anachronistic as they employ it
In this context. At the time of Joseph and Ephraim, the identity of the people
was that of a loosely organized kinship group. The concept of “ Gentile” as
we read it today would have been unknown to the speakers.

That is what Wootten and Koniuchowsky have been saying! The
concept of Gentile is a post-return-to-Canaan concept. Genesis 48:19 and
the deathbed prophecies are, in the clearest possible terms, placed in a
latter-day context (Genesis 48:19), when Goy or ethnos will mean non-
Jew. Israel’s pronouncement is that the seed of Ephraim will become a
fullness of Gentiles or non-Jews, since the term Gentile is in fact
anachronistic in an immediate context but certainly not in the latter-day
context in which the patriarch Jacob is prophetically speaking!

There was as yet no tribal coalition as we seein the later history of Israel
that would have allowed for an in-group/out-group identifier term such as
“ Gentile.”

Agreed. Therefore the tribal coalition known as the children of Israel
was also simultaneously and interchangeably known as the Goy of Israel

14
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or the Goyim of YHVH’s covenant. Remember the sum total of the Goy of
Israel by definition can only be made up by the sum of its parts (Goyim).

To read that into the text is to read a concept as understood centuries
later into the language of the Torah writer.

It would have saved the author of the IMJA Position Paper so much
time if she had just read p. 81-82 of Who Is Israel! Instead, they waste
everyone’s time by setting up their own “straw man”, only to try and
impress the world by knocking him down.

Koniuchowsky makes the same errors of grammar, logic, and
anachronism. In Part | of hisfour-part article, “ The Full Restoration of
Israel,” he states of Gen 17:5, that the term there, “ a multitude of nations’
(hamon goyim) “ literally means a noisy multitude of Gentile nations.”
Wootten also builds upon the definition of hamon, a term which in some
contexts can include the concept of a noisy crowd. She ignores the context
in Genesis and argues that “ Abraham was to father a great multitude of
peoples who would cause a tumultuous commotion, or great noise (about
God) throughout the world” Her implication is that the evangelistic fervor
of Christiansis what isreferred to in the use of the phrase.

Hamon Goyim does literally mean “noisy nations”.'® Leading scholars
such as Parsons and James Strong both concur. The above stated
Messianic Jewish position is untenable. Thus we are confronted with the
reality once again that Abraham will father more than Jewish-Israel, a
single nation as of 721 BCE. Consider other clear texts where ten-tribe
Israel was punished for Torah breaking by being placed among and in the
midst of the world’s nations. When these lost sheep find salvation and
eternal life, they begin to celebrate and rejoice as Yahshua said they would
in Luke 15. These noisy Gentiles, or hamon Goyim, do their noise making
in the heathen nations, the very lands of their banishment! It has nothing to
do with the “the evangelistic fervor of Christians” as is implied. That is
errantly being read into the text.

The context, however, indicates no such interpretation. Koniuchowsky
makes the same argument based on Gen 28:3 but compounds his problems
by misguoting the passage. Curiously, although the phrase under discussion
isk’hal “amim (assembly of peoples), Koniuchowsky states, “ The Hebrew

18 Srong’ s Hebrew #1995 and Hebrew #1471. Theological Workbook of the Old Testament, VVol. 2, Word
505A, Moody Press, 1981.
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termfound in verse threeis ‘kehelat goyim’ or an assembly of nations or
even better an ‘assembly of goyim.”” * Somehow,” he continues, “ the
Father will fill the earth with the physical seed of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob
by putting together an assembly of goyim.” It may be that Koniuchowsky
confuses the verse with Gen 35:11 (k' hal goyim).

Obviously the correct reference is to Gen. 35:11. Genesis 35:11 states
that from Jacob would come a nation (Jewish-Israel) and a company of
nations (non-Jewish-Israel). The term kahal amim in Gen. 28:3 literally
means congregations of nations, as does kehelat Goyim in Gen. 35:11.
Both are synonymous terms conveying the underlying fact that from the
sperm or zera of Jacob (Israel) would come not just one type or race of
peoples, but a full company and variety of races and peoples. With very
little thought one can see these terms as interchangeable.

Nevertheless, not only does he misquote both words in the phrase, but he
makes the same broad-brush statement, that the term goyim s always
trandated as “ Gentiles,” whichitisnot. Hisargument is doubly fallacious.

As stated earlier, Goyim can be used of either pre-Canaan Israel or
post-Canaan non-Israelites.

Building on this same promise of hamon or m'lo goyim, Koniuchowsky
lays out his arguments. They go something like this;

ARGUMENT 1:

1-A Abraham and Ephraim are promised that their seed will be a multitude
of Gentiles.
1-B The Jews are not Gentiles.

As discussed previously, all Israel, including Judah, at one time was
known as a kehila or ekklesia of Goyim.

Therefore:
1-C The promise does not refer to Jews.

The promise refers to Jews and non-Jews. Jews fill the nations, as do

Ephraimites. Here the IMJA Position Paper makes a classical error in logic
while misinterpreting what was plainly stated by two-house leaders.
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ARGUMENT 2:

2-A Abraham and Ephraim are promised that their seed will be a multitude
of nations.

2-B Gentiles do make up a multitude of nations.

Therefore:

2-C The promise refersto Gentiles.

Never does the promise of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob refer only to
Gentiles. That is anti-Semitism and Replacement Theology. The promise is
to both groups. The nation and the company of nations are both the
physical sperm of the patriarchs, with both groups beloved by the Father.

Thisisthe first of many examples of faulty reasoning and poor logic, in
which the conclusion does not follow from the premises.

This is not an accurate representation of the logic used by two-
house truth, anyway. 2A is certainly accurate, but the idea that there is
a multitude of nations who are drawn to worship YHVH in love and
Torah obedience is surely an important point in the process.

Both the two-house premise and conclusion are correct.

First of all, the reasoning in argument 1 is based on a flawed misreading
of the Hebrew, as discussed above. Thereisno promise of Gentiles here, as
the concept of what a Gentile iswill not develop for centuries.

According to leading linguists, both the terms kahal Goyim and kahal
amim, do in fact refer to Goyim, whether they be those in the immediate
context or those in a prophetic context. What the Position Paper doesn’t
share with it's readers, is that all the promises of future offspring and
physical multiplicity are all given in a prophetic context, thus establishing
these same texts as direct links to the Gentiles or the congregation of non-
Jewish believers found in post-Hebrew entry into Canaan (1400 BCE).
Beyond this, the IMJA Position Paper seems to fail to realize that the true
“Author” of all of Scripture is YHVH. And, therefore, we need to know what
He meant! While it may take mankind centuries to catch on to what He is
actually saying, that does not make it any the less true!

The context will not allow for such a trandation. Thus premise 1-Ais
false, rendering Argument 1 falseaswell. If the premiseisfalse, the
conclusion must also be false.
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A false premise does not assure a false conclusion. It would only be an
invalid (unproven) conclusion, if indeed based on a false premise. By the
IMJA Position Paper’s own admission, the Gentile context could not
address a tribal kin-like community known to Abraham, Isaac and Jacob.
Therefore according to her own reasoning the very concept of Goy as a
non-Israelite must have a latter-day application. Since these statements
given to the patriarchs and Ephraim are prophetic and for later in time, that
makes the premise1A and conclusion 1B absolutely true. Jews and
Gentiles are no longer the same peoples. And again we ask, what did
YHVH mean when He inspired His people to write Scripture for those yet
to come? Surely we all agree that our patriarchs were not “all-knowing”,
and that the only One who is “all-knowing” is YHVH. And we all agree that
He in truth is the ultimate Author of Scripture.

Argument 2 issimilar, and it is a line of reasoning that both
Koniuchowsky and Wootten use. Here, passing over the definition of
“Gentile” for goy, they anachronistically ascribe to the English word
“nation” the same meaning that it holds in the modern-day period of
“ nation-state” or race. Based on this modern notion of “ nation,” they
argue that the social-historical people of Israel is only one nation. Therefore
it cannot have fulfilled the promise.

As addressed above, we do not pass over the definition of Goy, etc. In
its own time, Goy meant Israelites and prophetically it means “Gentiles”.
These are all prophetic pronouncements, and thus must be applied to a
time when Gentiles or Goyim, will become by divine plan not considered
separate from Israel.

In point of fact, however, a nation in ancient Biblical times could be any
kind of loose kinship federation, such as the nations of Edom, Ammon or
Moab (cf. Jer 48:2). Thusit isentirely consistent that Abraham or Joseph
could be foreseeing a future that involved a multitude of kinship groupings
centered around a people who call themselves Israel. In the case of
Abraham, this is demonstrated by his descendants through the line of
Ishmael. But even in the case of Joseph, the kinship groups do not have to
include Gentiles. Isradl itself consisted of a number of kinship groups. This
reading of Gen 17:5 and 48:19 has been accepted throughout history by
both Jewish and Christian exegetes. For Argument 2 above to betrue, it
must be ruled out that the other group, Israel, could call itself a multitude of
nations. But Israel indeed developed into a multitude of nations, as the term
was understood in antiquity to refer to kinship groups.
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That is the whole point. Israel became twelve tribes, or kinship groups
who in turn became a multitude of nations. Why does it seem strange to
Messianic Judaism that those from different clans and tongues are
claiming to be Israelites in the here and now? Zechariah 8:23 promised
that ten men from all languages and all Goyim would join Jewish-Israel on
the road back to Zion by saying, “We will go with you.” Any people that
travel together on the road back to Zion and sojourn in Zion are Israel,
either by blood from either house or by engrafting. The engrafted do not
constitute a third group but are Israel as well.

Therefore, Argument 2 isalso false. Abraham and Ephraim’s seed was
predicted to grow exponentially to a multitude of kinship groups...

l.e. different races and nationalities, which is why they don’t often look,
act and think just like Caucasian Jews do! This is not difficult to
comprehend.

...collectively called Israel, a promise clearly fulfilled in the history of
Israel and the Jewish people.

No, a promise collectively fulfilled in two groups, both being Israel,
resulting in the formation of both houses of Israel, since Jewish-Israel
cannot lay any kind of justifiable claim to be all Israel. The prevailing
Messianic Jewish attitude is that different races and nationalities have and
do become Israel, but that means they become Jews. The Scriptures
speak of two end-time nations of Israel that need reconciliation. If a
stranger or kinsperson from one of these so-called tribal clans joins either
house, they become Israel. Becoming Israel is not dependent on joining
Jewish-Israel but is correctly understood as any race or kinfolks joining
either house. Full proof of this is found in Jeremiah 31:31-34 where YHVH
reveals that in the days and at the time of the giving of the Renewed
Covenant, both houses will ratify that covenant. If becoming Jewish means
joining Israel, then why didn’t the Father say that when the Renewed
Covenant comes, everyone would join the Jews, be a Jew and live like a
Jew? Bad theological premises do not give the right to anyone to dictate
the terms of engrafting or being part of Israel. It's a good thing Ruth was
never dragged before any religious body before being recognized as
Israel. Her citizenship was based solely on her confession." Most modern

19 Romans 10:9-10. Citizenship in the nation of Israel ultimately was based on confession of heart, not just
DNA.
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Jewish legal courts, established based on extra-biblical Talmudic oral law
would not have found her qualified!

It does not require looking outside of the traditional social-historical
people of Israel in order for the promiseto be “ fulfilled.”

Correct. But according to Scripture the historical-social people of Israel
was at its true zenith in King David’s days (1000 BCE). Those were the
days of one nation not two. If anyone from a non-Israelite heritage, wanted
to join David’s monarchy they had to become lIsraelite. The thought of
anyone having to become Jewish is nonsensical prior to 721 BCE and is
not mentioned in Scripture prior to 520 BCE. The term Jew does not even
appear in the Scriptures in social-historical Israel until the nation split into
two houses and is first referenced in the Book of Esther, (which took place
after the first return of Judah from the Babylonian captivity).°

If we are to use a social-historical slant to identify Jews, we must be
frank and state that Jews did not exist as Jews separately from Israel until
the kingdom split in 721 BCE. Any ties to the social and historical Israel
prior to that date would lead one to Israelite, and certainly not Jewish
status! Thus, claimants to Israel via historicity are following faulty teaching
and are standing on sinking sand. Furthermore, by connections to historic
Israel after 150 BCE to the present, one would be a disciple of rabbinical
Judaism. Is that what Messianic Judaism is suggesting? That we follow
historical ties to the Jewish people even if that trail leads to the teaching of
the very leadership that rejected Yahshua? At what point in time and
chronology do we enter a historical continuity with the Jewish people? Do
we identify with those who followed the lead of our leaders who rejected
our Messiah Yahshua in order to promote rabbinical Judaism? Or do we
start those ties before that?

We must use the days of the Tabernacle of David with twelve tribes
settled in shalom and corporate unity in the land. All believers in Messiah
are called to commence their identification of their Hebraic heritage with
that united assembly of Israelites.?’ The commencement of historic-social
identification must be with David’s Tabernacle and not with the leaders of
Judah during the Second Temple period! Messiah Yahshua referred to the
leaders in the time immediately prior, during and even after His earthly
ministry (4 BCE-70 CE), as the most wicked in our nation’s history!*?

2 Book Of Esther 2:5. Mordechai was considered a Jew because he came from Benjamin, a southern tribe.
2L Acts 15:15-19.
# Matt. 23:32 & 36.
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We are called to join David’s Tabernacle, since David was a man who
led a united nation, after YHVH’s own heart. The days of King David are
the only ones in our nations history, where almost total unity was present!
Messianic Judaism is not asking us to establish historical identity with a
specific, fragmented and often anti-Messianic segment created thereafter,
are they?

"Dust of the Earth”

Thisreading of the text betrays another exegetical problem. One of the
hallmarks of Koniuchowsky' s exegesisis a hyper-literalist reading of a
phrase that precludes the common-sense inter pretation of that phrase. For
instance, he cites Gen 13:16: “ ‘And | will make your descendants as the
dust of the earth; so that if anyone can number the dust of the earth, then
your descendants can also be numbered.’

Response to “Dust Of The Earth”

If we do not take a strict literal approach to the initial promise of
physical abundance made to Abraham the patriarch in Genesis 13:16 and
if we do as requested and “lighten up” on a literalist understanding of the
text, then to be hermeneutically consistent we must take all texts involved
in this initial promise on a non-literal basis as well.

A non-literal interpretation would require that the land of Canaan, vividly
described as a physical place that could be seen by Abram’s own eyes
(Genesis 13:13), be accepted as non-physical. The place that could be
literally viewed from four different directions (Genesis 13:14) and is
referred to as all the land “kol ha aretz” (Genesis 13:15), which Abram is
encouraged to walk (“hitalach ba aretz”, Genesis 13:17) and then to live in
(Genesis 13:18), must not be taken literally. If one were to dismiss these
promises as hyperboles and metaphors, as the IMJA Position Paper
incorrectly suggests, then the land of Israel is not physical, Abraham’s
eyes are not physical, his walk through the land is not physical, and his
relocation to that land in Hebron is not physical. If we further interpret
these texts as the IMJA Position Paper instructs, then Hebron is not
actually a city but a type of heaven and Abraham’s walk through the fours
corners is a type or picture of the believers walk in heaven, his or her
eternal home.
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This kind of interpretation would leave the people of Israel, which
includes Jewish-Israel, without a homeland in the Middle East. Thus, the
plain, primary, literal, non-metaphorical application of Genesis 13:14-18, is
in fact the very basis for Israel’s initial and ongoing modern day claim to
the literal land. To divorce verse 16 and the dust of the earth promise from
the literal land in which they were prophesied to settle, is to miss the
fullness of the promise of vast multitudes of seed, settled in a vast land.
The promise of physical multiplicity in verse 16 is given to Abram as zera,
or seed, for the very purpose of settling ha-aretz (the land). The term aphar
ha-aretz in Hebrew in the proper context of verses 14-18 is that Abraham’s
seed will be as much as not merely the dust of anyone’s earth, but as the
dust of the earth found in the land of Israel (ha aretz) itself. The literal
understanding is far more pronounced in the Hebrew text, than in
translation!

The Hebrew thought pattern is very pictorial, but not thereby, false. To
fall into Hellenist philosophy, literal versus figurative, is to rob the
Scriptures of the Hebrew richness that makes the Scriptures beautifully
understandable to even a child.

Based on this kind of reading, he argues:

If this promise to Abraham, Isaac and Jacob has been literally fulfilled
only through the Jewish people alone, who continue to number only 16
million and can easily and readily be counted, censused (sic) and numbered,
then the promise to Abraham, Isaac and Jacob isan outright lie! Yahweh
lied! ... The promise of physical multiplicity was not fulfilled in Judah
alone! That isa numerical and practical impossibility!”

Correct!
Koniuchowsky goes on to claim:

At the time that this promise [ Gen 13:16] isliterally and physically brought
to passit will be absolutely impossible for mankind to even count it, or in
any way censusit, since mankind is totally impotent and unable to count the
dust of the earth. This promiseis straightforward, needing absolutely no
interpretation or explanation. That same seed will inherit the land
eventually to be known as Isradl ...

Whoever this physical seed would turn out to be it would literally have to be
mor e than the dust particles of the sea and the visible stars of the heaven.
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This promise must be taken extremely and solely on a literal face value. Any
tendency to somehow spiritualize this promiseis a lack of faith in Yahweh’'s
literal Word. That would be the very opposite of the faith of Abram himself

Koniuchowsky uses the phrase “ dust of the earth” to argue vehemently
that the relatively small and theoretically quantifiable people of Israel as
known historically cannot possibly be the fulfillment of Gen 13:16.

This is an inaccurate assessment on the IMJA Position Paper’s behalf.
The document does not acknowledge the biblical and historical definition of
Israel, outlined by YHVH! The quantifiable people of Israel in their
promised totality (all the offspring of Jacob) and ultimately all the offspring
from both houses of Israel who would each experience global Diaspora,
would be an innumerable multitude. This multitude of people would
prophetically, literally and eschatologically fill the earth through the seed
planted by YHVH, during the punitive and collective discipline of global
Diaspora.

Furthermore, historical Israel is in fact the fulfillment of this prophecy.
Historical Israel does not begin her history with the birth of Jewish-Israel in
721 BCE. Historic Israel begins its journey at Mt. Sinai following the
Exodus as the kahal or assembled bride of YHVH.. “Jewish-Israel” and “all
Israel” are not and never have been synonymous terms. Presuming “all
Israel” to be analogous to the Jewish people alone is a theological
and exegetical error of such massive proportions that all conclusions
drawn from such a premise will ultimately be flawed.

Any group that fulfills the prediction must, he argues, be incapable of
being numbered for its sheer vastness. What heignoresisthat the Bibleis
full of hyperbole— expressions or phrases that communicate much more
than the idea being expressed.

No one is ignoring this fact. In this particular context, when YHVH refers
to the aphar ha aretz (original Hebrew text), or the dust of the land of
Israel, any suggestions of hyperbolic interpretations is in itself a plea from
error. Webster’s Dictionary defines hyperbole as “a figure of speech,
obviously exaggerating, used for strong effect, not to be taken literally”.** In
many Bible references hyperbole is used. But to accuse YHVH of
hyperbole in the midst of bequeathing a literal inheritance of land to a

% \Webster's I llustrated Dictionary, (New Y ork: Books, Inc., 1949), p. 303.
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literal seed (zera) that is to inherit that land, is at best a mockery of the
fullness of the physical promise!

For instance, Gen 8:1 7(sic), in describing the plagues against Egypt,
states that “ all the dust of the earth (kal “afar ha-aretz) became gnats
through all the land of Egypt.” Clearly thisis not meant to be taken
literally, to argue that there was not one speck of dust left on the ground in
Egypt and that every last speck turned into a gnat. It isa hyperbolic
rhetorical style that seeks to get across the point that the number of gnats
was vast.

We trust that the author made a mistake in her initial attempt to teach
hyperbole. The text to which she must be referencing, is found in Exodus
8:17. The text in Exodus does in fact lend its self to literal interpretation. In
order for YHVH’s supernatural power to be revealed, all Egypt had to
experience the plague. To assign hyperbole to another plain and simple
text is no different than questioning the very depth and omnipotence of the
Heavenly Father. In order to bring the mightiest empire of that day to its
collective knees, all Egypt had to undergo judgment. The fact that this text
details every animal being afflicted is sufficient evidence that this is not a
usage of hyperbole. The IMJA Position Paper has no problems in
accepting that total darkness engulfed all of Egypt and neither should it
have any difficulty accepting that all ten plagues were literal, as described.

2 Chron 1:9 is even more important for our purposes because it argues
that the people over whom King Solomon reigned were “ a people as
numerous as the dust of the earth.” Koniuchowsky has just told us that
Israel cannot possibly be meant when referring to “ the dust of the earth.”

It is Israel who was destined to become a people as numerous as the
dust of the earth! The issue is that the IMJA Position Paper identifies
Jewish-Israel as all Israel which is historically and, more important,
scripturally, an untenable and indefensible position.?* History, archaeology,
etymology and Scripture all do, in fact, teach us that the dust of the earth
blessings were responsible for Pharaoh Ramses embittering the lives of
the Hebrew slaves (Exodus 1:9 &12), as well as for King Solomon’s vast
global colonial empire. These promises had an immediate application, as
well as a latter-day application, thus being dual in nature.

2 Wootten, “Is Judah All Israel?” Who Is Israel? Ch. 15, pp. 109-119.
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Everywhere they settled, the children of Israel immediately began to
multiply faster than their host nation’s population. If Messianic Judaism has
no problem believing that the Israelites outnumbered the Egyptians in just
430 years, why should it not be as easy to understand global infilling in the
duration of 2700 years?

He forgot to tell the author of 2 Chronicles, who consciously chose the
words of Gen 13:16 to describe his people Israel during the reign of
Solomon.

History tells us that the united Tabernacle of David, which King
Solomon inherited, was in fact the beginning of global Israelite expansion.
Israelite colonies were established throughout the known world and
colonialist Israelites began to intermingle with those of other nations
producing an Israelite empire of global proportions. It was during the time
of King David that Israel’s zera or seed started its global proliferation. This
colonialism is confirmed in 1 Kings 4:20-26, which clearly states that the
start of this accelerated phase of the dust of the earth promise, began
when the concept of the two houses began to emerge. The above text
states, “Judah and Israel were as many as the sand of the sea!” Not
Judah alone! Even though both kingdoms acknowledged Solomon’s reign,
we see YHVH’s promise to the patriarchs begin to accelerate through
unadulterated and unchecked Israelite colonialism. What YHVH began via
colonialism He continued later via dispersion and scattering! Second
Chronicles 8:2 shows how Hiram deeded Phoenician cities to Solomon,
and how Solomon settled Israelites there. There were Israelites in every
nation and city of the earth, since according to 2 Chronicles 9:23-24, all the
subjected kings and their subjected empires appeared before Solomon
annually to present gifts. The full documentation of Israelite global
colonialism under the reign of King Solomon is well chronicled and
documented by many.

Despite Koniuchowsky' s dire warnings, it is not a matter of
“gpiritualizing” the promises when one recognizes hyperbole in the Bible. It
Isa matter of being knowledgeable about the rhetorical conventions— the
writing styles— used by the Biblical writers (see also 2 Sam 22:43; but cf.
|sa 40:12).

The Second Samuel 22:43 reference is, in fact, rhetorical. So what?
Second Samuel 22:1 is quite clear that the entire chapter is a song of
David, which he sang. In that song he used victorious rhetoric to celebrate
his deliverance from King Saul. So what? What does that have to do with
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the promise of physical abundance to the patriarchs? One is literal, the
other literary. The same thing applies to Isaiah 40:12 where Isaiah uses
hyperbole to illustrate who is in control. A statement like that can be literary
language of the biblical writer. A promise to a mortal and dependent man,
on the other hand, must be literal, for it not to be considered cruel,
especially when associated with the land and seed of Israel!

We must remember that Abraham made one of his greatest
mistakes when he assumed that YHVH was speaking metaphorically
in promising him a physical zera-seed, and decided to help YHVH by
offering to help find a more fecund womb than that of his wife!*

The Israelite empire was not a spiritual empire and did in fact exist even
though Greek and Roman history have tried to downsize its global reality.
Nevertheless this promise of the aphar ha aretz was held as literal by
every prophet and leader of Israel as seen by Solomon’s statement and
also by Moshe Rabainu (our teacher) in Deuteronomy 1:10-11. Though he
does not refer to the dust of the earth part, he does refer to the stars of the
heaven part of Genesis 13. Historians tell us that 2-3 million or so Israelites
and non-Israelites left Egypt, as Israel, in the Exodus. Moshe Rabainu (our
teacher) states in verse 10 of Deut. 11, that the 3 million or so are the
immediate fulfillment of proliferation. Yet 3 million cannot fill the land of
Israel, let alone the whole earth. In verse 11 Moshe states that YHVH will
take that nation (2 to 3 million) and multiply it 1000 times to get the
necessary approximate number, to attain fulfillment of Genesis 13:16. If we
do some simple non-hyperbolic math, 3 million times the future
multiplication of 1000 we come up with 3 billion. In these last days there
are approximately 3 billion Israelites out of 6.5 billion humans on the planet
or 3 out of every 6 or 7 people you meet. We see how even Moshe
Rabainu’s math, does not lend itself to hyperbole. Math is a most exact
science. It was this plain mathematical formula that was held dear by all
the leaders of our people Israel. As humanity increased proportionally, so
would the number of Israelites.

Consider this! According to Genesis 17:20, YHVH promised to multiply
Ishmael exceedingly. Ishmael is the father of the Arab peoples, who today
number approximately 650-750 million.?® “In light of that, how can we
possibly believe, that the 15 million Jewish people of today fully represent
the repeatedly blessed physical seed of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob? If
today there are only 15 million identifiable descendents of Isaac and 650

® Genesis 16:1-4.
% The New Encyclopedia Britannica, 1985 and 1986, pp. 366 -369.
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million descendents of Ishmael, then Isaac got only 1.76 percent of the
physical blessing given to Ishmael!”?” If Ishmael was not the promised
seed, whose blessing was not promised repeatedly and he still has over
650 million descendents, how many more descendents do the Israelites
have on this planet? YHVH promised Abraham that Ishmael would be a
great single nation. Isaac and Jacob on the other hand would father many
nations. It is certain then, that Jacob’s seed numbers in the billions! Only
an irrational dogmatist would hold on to the myth that 15 or 16 million Jews
are all Israel!

Wootten betrays a ssimilar ignorance of rhetoric and grammar in her
exegesis of Gen 48:4b: “| will make you a company of peoples’ (Heb:
V' n’'taticha lik’ hal “amim). She points out that the termfor company, or
assembly, the Hebrew word kahal, is tranglated el sewhere in the Septuagint
into the Greek word ekklesia, where it refersto “ Congregation or Church.”
Her point in making this statement is to argue that the “ Church” today is
physically and materially the same as the ancient assembly of the b’ nai
Israel in the wilderness. Ironically, the LXX (Septuagint) translation herein
Gen 48:4 for “ company of peoples’ is synagogas ethnwn, not ekklesia
ethnwn. To usetheword, “ Church,” ishardly an acceptable way to
trans ate synagogas.

Why would the author of the IMJA Position Paper, being Jewish, trying
to convince a Messianic Jewish audience of the veracity of her position,
quote from a translation that is not original or Hebraic? Perhaps if she tried
to score points with the Greek Orthodox this would be understandable. The
term kahal amim in the original Hebrew text means assembly of peoples or
assembly of nations. It is the Hebrew text that Batya Wootten uses to
make her point. She uses the term “church” because most people today
understand that word to represent a variety of peoples from all races,
tribes, and tongues.

She does not claim that the “church” today is physically and materially
the same as the ancient assembly of B’nai Yisrael in the wilderness, but
merely that today this assembly or ekklesia is known by the name
‘church.” This is a stated fact not a judgment on her part. As she points
out: “Acts 7:38 speaks of the ekklesia that was in the wilderness,” which
clearly indicates that those of First Century Israel thought that the people
being called forth in Messiah, were “one and the same” with those of
ancient Israel.?®

2 \Wootten, In Search Of Israel, p. 111-112.
% Wootten, Who Is Israel, p.6.
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The Septuagint’s rendition of this verse can actually be seen to verify
Batya's position. Webster defines synagogue as “a Jewish house of
worship, the group or congregation of believers.”?® Thus a synagogue
(ethnwn) literally means a congregation of believers from all peoples,
which is synonymous with an ekklesia of believers since the word
synagogue in James 2:2 is alternately translated assembly or meeting.
One cannot engage in semantics in an attempt to undermine a basic and
cardinal truth, which is consistently reiterated all the way from Genesis
13:16 to Revelation 21:12.

30 31

But the problems with her statement go beyond this. Not only does she
incorrectly transate from kahal to synagogasto Church, but, in addition,
she mistrand ates the term kahal in itsown right. The term means
“ assembly,” not church.

No one claimed that the term “church” is Scriptural. Merely that it is the
term that has evolved in modern usage, cannot undo truth with
etymological gymnastics. Kahal, meeting, synagogue, assembly,
congregation, are all valid translations.

It can refer to any gathering or company of people and is not even used to
refer exclusively to Israel (cf. Ezek 16:40; 23:46). The same goes for the
Greek, ekklesia, which can refer to any gathering of people for religious,
secular, or political purposes. In ancient Greek, a town hall meeting can be
an ekklesia. Theterm® Church” was used to trandate the Greek ekklesia
centuries later than the writing of Genesis.

That’s the point. The term or a term invented centuries later does not
contradict the earlier meaning; rather it becomes an additional meaning.
Progressive convention is the ongoing progression of synonymous
words to an already established word. One can only use the original
Hebrew to make a point and Batya demonstrates the evolution of kahal
from the original to the current. Her point being that, just as our Elohim is
“One,” so in the end He will have but “one called out people” (Deut. 6:4;
Mark 12:29. One people: Num 15:15; Ezek 37:19; John 17:1 1).32 Is our
detractor saying our Elohim has two separate peoples with some in
churches and others in synagogues?

% \Webster’s I llustrated Dictionary, p.673.

% The Scriptures, (South Africa: Institute For Scripture Research, 1998) p.1175.
3 “Holy Name,” Renewed Covenant, The Scripture Research Association. p. 305.
% Wootten, Who Is Israel? p.6.
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It is another example of anachronism and an unwarranted, sweeping
application of a single word to all uses of that word, whether or not they are
granted sufficient grounds by the context.

As previously demonstrated, kahal, synagogues, assembly, meeting,
congregation, church, group, are all legitimate and used translations of
kahal. The Theological Workbook of the Old_Testament says, “Usually
kahal is translated ekklesia in the LXX” (pg. 790, Vol. 2). Strong’s Greek
#1577 translates ekklesia as “a popular meeting, Jewish synagogue,
assembly or church.” They are all synonymous and interchangeable
terms. Their meaning must then be derived from the context and the
chronology of biblical events! Mrs. Wootten’s development of that issue is
simple and beneficial.

Wootten's purpose in recasting kahal as“ Church,” in clear violation of
grammar and syntax, is to reinforce the argument that the modern-day
Ephraimite Christians, who see themselves as physical Isradl, are indeed the
selfsame “ church” that received the Torah on Snai.

Incorrect! Ephraim-Israel see themselves, in accord with Scripture, as a
part of the kahal amim or kahal Yisrael, not as the sole heirs of kahal
Yisrael, as does Jewish-Israel. Both Wootten and Koniuchowsky go out
of their way to continually reinforce that Ephraim is merely part of the
physical people whose ancestors stood at the foot of Mt. Horeb. To
insinuate that Ephraim has now laid exclusive claim to all promises that
were intended for all Israel including Jewish-Israel, is a grossly malicious
distortion of two-house theology. It is clear that the eventual fracturing of
the people of Abraham, Isaac and Israel, that at one time stood at the foot
of Mt. Sinai, into two distinct groups both being heirs of the same promise,
is historically valid! *® The very division of the House of Jacob into two
houses or groups for preservation was beautifully foreshadowed in
Genesis 32:7.

Koniuchowsky elaborates, “ Let it be clearly understood that the word
“church” is nothing more than the ekklesia or assembly of the Tanach. It
IS the same assembly [ emphasis hig| that was receiving Torah on Mt. Snai
(Acts 7:37-38).” Using anachronism and mistranslation, Koniuchowsky

% Genesis 35:11.
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has with a dash of the pen superseded the social-historical people of Israel
with born-again Christians

Koniuchowsky’s point was to show the same thing Wootten has taught.
Namely that there is no difference at all in these terms that all refers to a
single entity called Israel and not separate entities representing two brides
of Yahshua. Instead, YHVH's Spirit, not man, wrote the Acts 7 quotation!
He placed this verse in holy writ, to make sure that the disciples
understood, just as Stephen the Jewish martyr understood things. Namely,
the Renewed Covenant Israelite community was the historic and prophetic
continuation of the people of Israel made up of twelve tribes plus
strangers. It is not the birth of a new and separate entity called the
“church.” Koniuchowsky addresses this in great depth in part three of the
series on the Restoration of Israel.** The IMJA Position Paper’s term “the
social-historical people of Israel” matches up more with Messianic Judaism
than with Scripture. The focus of the Renewed Covenant in Acts 15:15-16
is the rebuilding, the return, the re-establishment of the Tabernacle of
David which had fallen. Thus for the Tabernacle of David to be rebuilt, the
original components would have to be used.

Obviously, the components are the twelve tribes living in harmony and
unity under the new and Greater David, the Messiah Yahshua Himself!
Verse 16 of Acts 15 tells you that this rebuilding will be done by finding and
rescuing the nations, or the Gentiles “upon whom my name is (already)
called.” Acts 15:18-19 nails this down as the Greek word in verse 19,
wrongly translated turning (to Elohim), which is Strong’s Greek # 1994
epistrepho. Epistrepho literally means returning, reverting or coming
again. These Gentiles are returning. One cannot return unless they at
some prior point were Israel, making up part of David’s’ Succah, or
dwelling place! Verse 18 goes further and tells us that the Israelites
returning are the fulfillment of things from old. This event is not novum.
The returnees are really the ones referred to by the old or prior prophets of
Israel.

Luke shows that these converts rescued from the nations, are reverting
back to the kahal, synagogas, assembly, meeting of Israel, spoken of by
the prophets of old. This establishes their continuity to the social-historic
people of their redeemed ancestors, who in fact were at the foot of Mt.
Sinai.

3 K oniuchowsky, “The End Time Solution To Replacement Theology Summary”, Your Arms To Israel,
Part 3, Vol 10, No. 2. http://www.yourarmstoisrael .org.
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Anachronism

The contentions of Koniuchowsky and Wootten contain many
anachronisms and examples of circular reasoning beside those discussed
above. Wootten argues that, since “ the Shepherd Messiah” said in John
10:27-28, “ My sheep hear my voice,” and since followers of Yeshua hear
his voice, therefore, followers of Yeshua are physical Isradl.

Response to Anachronism

One cannot fully understand John 10:17 and Mrs. Wootten’s truthful
assertions, until one is willing to study the entire Great Shepherd discourse
found in John 10, beginning in verse 1 and going through verse 42.

Shortcuts in Scripture are not permissible since they always and invariably
lead to either a dead end, or worse yet, cul-de-sac hermeneutics. In John
10:16, Yahshua refers to two flocks, both His, that He is determined to

reunite by His impending death, revealed in John 10:17. Notice that both
flocks are a present reality at the time of His discourse and His master plan

is to mold these two extant groups or assemblies or houses into mia poimnei
(Strong's #G4167), one flock, made up of two parts. Based on this premise,

it is safe to surmise that the ones who respond to His call of mia unity in verse
27 are the very same ones He is calling in verse 16 who are clearly Israelites,
and physical ones at that!

This is true, whether those being called forth actually do or do not
descend from the patriarchs. As Wootten repeatedly points out (i.e., see pp
84-85), all are called to be part of the one called out people of YHVH: (See
Ex. 12:48-49; Lev 19:34; 24:22; Num 9:14; 15:15-16,29; Ezek 47:22. If that
is not enough, see Ex. 12:19; 20:10; 22:21; 23:9,12; Lev 17:8,10,12; 18:26;
19:33; 20:2; 22:18; 24:16; 25:6; Num 15:30; 35:15; Josh 20:9; Psalms
146:9; Mal 3:5; Isa. 56:3,6-8.)

In another example of misinterpretation of hyperbole, Koniuchowsky
interprets Hos 1: 10, which states, “ Yet the number of the sons of Israel will
be like the sand of the sea which cannot be measured or numbered; and it
will come about that, in the place where it is said to them, ‘ You are not my
people,” it will be said to them, * You are the sons of the living God.”” Based
on this verse, Koniuchowsky states,

This verse further revealsto usjust where we are going to find the ten lost
tribes or the sand of the sea that cannot be counted. The ones who call
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themselves and are called by Yahweh children of Elohim! Do you know any
modern day group of people that run around referring to themselves and
claiming themselves to be children of the living Yahweh! [sic] You got it!
The born-again community of Gentile believers is nothing more than the
former dispersed House of Israel [emphasis hig].

How is this hyperbole? YHVH states that He will give the Lo-Ami (not
my people) grace and will turn the very same people from Lo-Ami status
back to Ami status, highlighted by their restored relationship as His sons
and daughters. Does that sound like hyperbole? If | take back the very
same son that | threw out of my house, is he a different son or a different
kahal? No, he is the same son, restored, renewed and reverting to his
place of shelter, respect and honor. Messianic Judaism may see this as
hyperbole but honest seekers of the Word should not!

Notice that unlike the dust of the earth promise which is literal, the sand
of the sea promise in Hosea 1:10 is in fact, hyperbole. However, when we
understand that the sand of the sea hyperbole in Hosea 1:10 is used as
elaboration to rephrase and deepen the literal existing application of the
aphar ha aretz (dust of the earth) promise, the two when taken together
then become complimentary phrases known as complimentary
conjugation. In complimentary conjugation the hyperbole is used as
illustration to enlighten the reader regarding the initial literal declaration. In
conjugation, the two statements are reconciled and not contradictory!

This conclusion is based on several incorrect premises. Thefirstis
another hyper-literalist reference to the “ sand of the sea” asbeing a
number so vast that it cannot possibly refer to the historical people of Isradl.

Again and again the same erroneous point is made. The sand of the
sea hyperbole is not a promise as outlined above. In addition, it is the
contention of two-house truth that the original literal promise when
combined with the sand of the sea hyperbole clearly illustrates that it
absolutely, positively, and without controversy refers to the historical and
continual people of Israel. That is the under girding and support for the
entire two-house message. The sand of the sea hyperbole in Hosea 1:10
does not refer exclusively to Jewish-Israel. It does not and cannot ever
refer solely to Jewish-Israel, who is mathematically disqualified, if counted
alone! That misinterpretation does not fit either the literal or hyperbolic
application.
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Messiah Yahshua in Isaiah 9:1-3 is said to be called upon to increase
the nation (of Israel), by shining His light into the scattered tribes of
Zebulun and Naphtali, who resided in Galilee of the nations in Yahshua’s
time, as well as to areas formerly acknowledged as the historical homes of
half of Manasseh, Reuben and Gad, who lived beyond the Jordan River on
the West Bank. He therefore literally increased the scattered nation, by
bringing back the individuals from these tribes, who unlike the former days
of displeasure, would now enjoy His divine favor! There is absolutely no
hyperbole involved in any of these verses whatsoever! This is why
Messiah Yahshua made His headquarters in Capernaum of Galilee, in
order to direct the rescue of scattered Israel from up close! Isaiah 9:6 calls
this Light Bearer to the former northern tribes, the Son given to Israel, to
save and increase the nation. We see His mission as both personal and
national. These thrilling Messianic prophecies were literally given about
Messiah Yahshua, as well as literally fulfilled, by our Savior.

As in Koniuchowsky' s hyper-literalist reading of “ all Israel” and “ the
dust of the earth,” so here, he ignores the many instances where the phrase
“sand of the sea” isclearly used hyperbolically to refer to a very large and
vast number. Examples of thisinclude Gen 41:49, which equates Joseph’s
store of grain to “ the sand of the sea.” 1sa 10:22 refersto his
contemporariesin Israel as” like the sand of the sea.” Note that Jer 33:22
refers to the descendants of David and the Levites as comparable in number
to “ the host of the heaven” which “ cannot be counted, and the sand of the
sea” which “ cannot be measured.” Even Koniuchowsky and Wootten are
not so bold as to claim that this reference to the descendants of David and
the Levitesis actually a reference to Gentiles!

As stated previously, due to the context of most “sand of the sea”
verses, they are types to be taken as hyperbole and as metaphors. In the
aforementioned Scriptures this is accurate. However, in the context of the
eternal dust of the land of Israel promise, that cannot be accepted
metaphorically since in context it is embodied with and surrounded by
numerous texts that are obviously literal.

As to Jeremiah 33:22, the answer is affirmative. David was from Judah
and since Judah was and is a part of all Israel, David’s descendents are
part of the dust of the earth multiplicity promised to the patriarchs. We
know that “many of the rulers believed” in Yahshua, and in all
probability, their descendants can be found in vast numbers in the ekklesia
and not in the traditional synagogues (John 12:41-42).
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The IMJA Position Paper shows again a careless preparation of their
objections. Batya Wootten in her book written back in 1988, In Search Of
Israel, makes just such a bold claim. “The chosen people of Israel were
also called to be ‘a kingdom of priests and a holy nation.* This would
come about because YHVH swore in regard to His future priests’: “I will
make the Levites who minister before me as countless as the stars of the
sky and as measureless as the sand of the seashore.”* *” The blood of
Messiah has chosen, from every tribe, nation, language and people, these
innumerable priests. Revelation 5:9-10 calls these Renewed Covenant
Israelites: “a kingdom of priests who will reign on the earth.” Revelation
20:6 teaches us that these Israelite priests will rule with Messiah Yahshua
in the millennium.

We see that it is Yahshua Himself, who has filled His Renewed
Covenant priesthood with myriads of believing Israelites from all tribes,
including many obviously descended from David, or the entire House of
David itself! The IMJA Position Paper is incorrect. The Woottens have
boldly claimed for over 25 years, that many of these Renewed Covenant
priests from the rebuilt House of David, are in fact descended from the
“melo ha Goyim” or the promised fullness of the nations!

Thus Koniuchowsky' s disqualification of social-historical I1srael asthe
referent of Hos 1:10 is, again, not warranted.

It is exactly historical-social Israel to which Koniuchowsky applies
these verses, not just Jewish-Israel. Verse 10 refers to the same House of
Israel described in verses 4-9. There is a difference between Israel and
Judah with Israel and Israel alone, being the ongoing subject of Hosea 1:
4-9. Judah is not mentioned until verse 7, where YHVH states that Judah
is not yet under judgment but still under His compassion. The contrast of
verse 7 to verses 4-9, serves to show that YHVH did not consider them
synonymous and considered both houses as being the legitimate
continuation of the social historical nation of Israel. The underlying
problems with Messianic Judaism seems to be an inability to rightly divide
the Word of truth between Judah, Israel and all Israel, depending on the
context.

The second error in the above citation is his leap from the statement in
Hos 1: 10 that the revived people will be called “ children of the living God.”

% Exodus 19:6.
% Jeremiah 33:22 New International Version.
3" Wootten, In Search Of Israel, p.61.
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There is no leap of faith required here at all. All who are revived
according to Hosea 1:11 from both Israelite kingdoms, will become
children of the Father. It is this remnant from both houses that are the re-
establishing of the historical social people of Israel, whom Batya
repeatedly refers to! It just so happens, according to Hosea 1:10, that the
multitudes of these renewed Israelites will be those returning from Lo-Ami
status. This truth is confirmed again in Hosea 2:23 and 1 Peter 2:10!

Here, he precludes the obvious, that the renewed and revived social-
historical people of Israel will be called “ children of the living God” and
super sedes the people of Isradl by claiming that the reference is to born-
again Christians. We will see more evidence of this new supersessionism
below.

The historical-social people being revived according to Hosea 1:11 and
Jeremiah 31:31-34 through the rebuilding of David’s Tabernacle and the
ushering in of the Renewed Covenant are said by Hosea and Jeremiah to
be two groups or two kingdoms. The IMJA Position Paper says that the
historical-social Israelites are limited to the one house that they
recognize.

Whose report will you believe? The promised renewal according to
Jeremiah 31:31-34 is with two distinct houses, or with man’s one-house
theory based on emotion, fear and pride! The only reference to born-again
Christians is in direct relation to their lineage from the ten tribes and is not
based on any claim of superseding or replacing Jewish-Israel. Latter-day
children of YHVH do not supercede Judah as a separate and superior
entity, rather they rejoin and return changed by Yahshua as James stated
in Acts 15:19.

Thefinal error he makesis to assume that the only peoplereferred to in
the verse must be those of his own time. Again, thisis a hopeful assumption
but not demonstrable by the context. His argument is another example of
fallacious reasoning:

That is not hopeful assumption, but it is Scriptural. Peter, the great
apostle, states that the royal Renewed Covenant believer-priesthood of
First Peter 2:9 are the same children of Elohim spoken about by Hosea
1:10. He even goes so far as calling this recreated priesthood “a set apart”
or holy nation, the same term that the IMJA Position Paper’'s author
admits oftentimes refers to both Jews and non-Jews. Therefore, the
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Renewed Covenant believer priesthood, by her own admission, is made up
of believers from the ethnos of Judah and the ethnos of non-Judahites.
Peter attributes these priests as having a direct tie to those Israelites
spoken of in Hosea 1 and, therefore, quotes Hosea 1 to establish the
connection.

ARGUMENT 3

3-A Based on Hos 1:10, the children of Israel are those who call themselves
and are called
children of Elohim

No. It is YHVH Himself who calls the Children of Israel the Children Of
Elohim in a latter-day context!

3-B Gentiles call themselves and are called children of Elohim
No. It is YHVH who calls Israelites latter-day Children of Elohim.

Therefore;
3-C Gentilesarelsrad

Most certainly non-Israelites are a part of believing Israel as was Ruth!
They cannot be wished away. Why would we want to discourage those
who desire to make a 100% commitment to Torah and to the Giver of
Torah?

Hanging on a Thread

For the argument to be valid and the conclusion (3-C) to be true, he must
be able to argue that no time and no people, present or future, have called
themselves or are called by anyone children of Elohim except those that he
names. Thisis patently absurd.

Response to Hanging On A Thread

While we cannot argue that others have not claimed sonship status, we
can more importantly prove that YHVH only declared two distinct groups in
the Brit Chadasha by the same title of “Children of Elohim”. What people
call themselves is irrelevant to the Father. What the Almighty calls you is
who you are! Period!
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It is an absurd assertion that just anyone who calls himself or herself
an Israelite, whether born-again by saving faith in Yahshua or not, is one. It
matters not who else uses or misuses the title of Children of Elohim. As far
as the Renewed Covenant is concerned, it is used only of those from both
houses of Israel and those who are grafted into the Olive Tree of Israel
(said by Jeremiah 11:16-17 to be the House of Israel and the House of
Judah). This is found in John 11:52 to refer to the Jewish believers and in
Romans 9:25-26, to directly refer to returning “Gentiles” to the Hosea 1
prophecy. This direct correlation of saved ethnos from the nations, to the
very same Lo-Ami referred to by the prophet Hosea, is clear evidence that
Paul had no problem identifying returning, rescued, born-again remnant,
non-Jewish, saved members of the nations, with the Lo-Ami
pronouncement of Hosea 1. If Paul has no problem with such a correlation,
why does the IMJA Position Paper? In Renewed Covenant times and
terms, the only two peoples who are known and named as Children of
YHVH, are saved Jews and saved non-Jews (plus joining non-Israelites)
referred to by Hosea, Peter and Paul as Israel’s scattered sheep returning
home!

We have ample evidence from the post-exilic Biblical writers, fromthe
Jewish pseudepigrapha, from the Qunmran documents, from the Apostolic
Wkitings, and from the rabbinic literature that Jews during all those periods
have called themsel ves and one another children of Elohim.

Self made claims of Israelites both real and imagined throughout
history, have absolutely no bearing on truth. Just because the communist
Fidel Castro calls himself the president of a free democratic society and
thus deceives millions, does not mean he is democratically oriented. It
means that he has a spurious and illusionary claim, which he is willing to
propagate. By informing us that many diverse groups at one time called
themselves or referred to themselves as Children of Elohim, means
absolutely nothing in both the light and the weight of Scripture. Using the
Word of YHVH as the only measuring stick and final court of arbitration,
and as the only eternally reliable and infallible source and reference book,
we can only accept the two groups that Renewed Covenant Scriptures
attribute the status as true children of Elohim. The Word makes that
identification for us as outlined in John 11:52 and Romans 9:25-26, thus
eliminating all other claimants and speculators to that noble call. John 1:12
states that only to those who receive Him does He give the power to
become, stay and be called children of Elohim. Those who trust in the
Father of Israel through His Son, the Messiah of Israel, are the people of
Israel, His very own children. Since the groups named by the IMJA
Position Paper’s author did not at any time or in any manner believe that
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Yahshua’s name and blood atonement (Acts 4:12) are the only means of
attaining sonship in YHVH; all of her examples are merely smokescreens.
These smokescreens belittle Israel’s greatness, Ephraim’s biblical claims,
as well as YHVH’s omnipotent greatness! That greatness resides in Him.
He alone is sovereign when it comes to giving mortal human beings the
power of regeneration by the Ruach HaKodesh, to become children of
Elohim. It is beyond logic and reason to give us examples of unregenerate
peoples and people groups to prove the contention that the term children
of Elohim always referred to Jews!

Further, since Koniuchowsky does not have at his disposal available data
about the events of the future,

Prophetic Scripture such as Ezekiel 37 is where we find all the
prophetic data needed referring to the nation of Israel being restored (both
houses), along with all the companions or non-Israelites who choose to
dwell with us. All that anyone who is serious in his search for truth needs at
his disposal, regarding the end time ingathering of the Children of Elohim
called the Israel of YHVH,* are the Scriptures themselves. They and they
alone tell us who these latter-day Children of Elohim are. To suggest that
we acquire, locate or even trust data other than that revealed in Scripture
is to chart a course far too dangerous to travel. On Scripture and on
Scripture alone we settle the question of who is Israel! Rev. 22:18 warns
us not to look elsewhere in order to define those things found at our
disposal in His Word.

neither can he justifiably disqualify future Jewish claimants to the premise
3-A.

Jewish Children of Elohim trusting Yahshua are never disqualified
from any of the promises to all Israel!

Koniuchowsky’s Restoration Of Israel series, Part Three,* is a frontline
assault on any and all attempts to replace the Jews and their claim, in the
latter-days as part of the returning and born-again Children of Elohim
clearly defined in Hosea 1:11, as being part of the regathering of all Israel.
Who other than avowed anti-Semites or replacement theologians would
ever make that claim? In Hosea 1:11 it is the very glorious regeneration
and revival of Jewish-Israel, along with that of the former Lo-Ami-Israel,

¥ Galatians 6:16.
% K oniuchowsky, “ The End Time Solution Replacement Theology,” Your Arms To Israel Vol. 10 Part 3,
Summary http://www.yourarmstoisrael .org.
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who together constitute the totality of the reconstituted Commonwealth of
Israel.

This prophetic event is called the great Day Of Jezreel. Who is it that
seeks to negate Jewish-Israel’s end time acceptance as foretold in Ezekiel
37:15-287 Certainly not anyone with a respect for Scripture and a love for
brother Judah! On the other hand, doctrinal attempts to limit this latter-day
regeneration and acceptance only to Jews and Gentiles (pagans), all the
while bypassing the role of the House of returning Joseph during the
glorious prophetic Day of Jezreel, is a practice of Reverse Replacement
Theology by those of Messianic Judaism. Messianic Israel engages in no
form of Replacement Theology whatsoever, by acknowledging the
contribution of all three physical groups (Ephraim, Judah, and Companion
non-Israelites), in Israel’s final and full restoration! Messianic Judaism has
taken upon itself the liberty to rewrite Ezekiel 37, using invented data
designed to dispose of Ephraim-Israel, and redefine the two-stick
restoration of the nation of Israel, as the fusion of Jew and Gentile alone.

This practice is a fabrication of the highest order and the warnings of
Revelation 22 and Deuteronomy 12 most surely apply here to those who
attempt to portray the still extant House of Joseph, as either being a part of
tiny Judah, or as having no role in the outlined plans of family reunion!
Revelations 19:10 speaks of Yahshua Himself being the Spirit of prophecy
personified, thus negating the need of any non-corroborating, extra-biblical
resources. Why would anyone suggest using the non-canonical and
contradictory parts and portions of the Qumran Scrolls to determine who is
Israel, when the answer is clearly and continually defined for us by the
writers of Scripture?

The conclusion, then, cannot follow fromthe premises. Itisonly trueif
both premises provide an irrevocable guarantee for the conclusion. His
argument hasfailed. Instead, all heisleft with is a hope— and a hope
hanging on a badly unraveled thread.

The premise stated above, by the IMJA Position Paper does not now,
nor has ever represented, the pure premise that Batya Wootten and
Moshe Koniuchowsky espouse. The very fact that the IMJA Position
Paper’s false premise, “The Gentiles Are Israel’, is first created and then
dissected in such simplistic fashion, warns of a hidden agenda. In this
most complex and misunderstood subject there should be no rush to
judgment. The issue should be thoroughly investigated and lovingly
discussed among brethren.
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The IMJA Position Paper’s design tends to mislead the reader by using
a step-by-step process that is divided into impressive subcategories, all of
which are supposed to lead the seeker to the conclusion that two-house
people are the latest fashion in Replacement Theology!

Our Scriptural conclusion that the Gentiles in their latter-day reality and
in overwhelming numbers are in fact descended from the former Israelites
of the Northern Kingdom, is beyond Scriptural refutation. James,
Yahshua’s beloved half-brother, in Acts 15:15-19 states that returning
Gentiles are being used to rebuild the Tabernacle of David, as prophesied
by all Israel’'s old prophets. Israel’s new prophets also agree with this
assessment. In addition to James, the first Jerusalem Messianic Rabbi,
John the Beloved (John 11:50-52), Paul the Apostle (Romans 9:25-26),
Peter the Petros (1 Peter 2:9-10) and even unregenerate Caiaphas (John
11:49), all attribute the ingathering of the faith-filled Children of Elohim, as
those previously referenced by Hosea in chapter 1 of his scroll.

In the mouth of two or three credible witnesses, every word of Hosea 1
is established. Those called “Children of Elohim”, as a result of an
experience of regeneration by saving faith in Yahshua, by Renewed
Covenant writers, are in fact those that Hosea prophesied about. The
premise of those of Messianic Israel and two-house proponents, is
that the true non-Israelite Gentiles are part of Israel, but are not all
Israel in and by themselves without both Ephraim and Jewish-Israel.
Israel as a nation is not made up of only Gentiles.

To set forth a premise that neither Wootten, nor Koniuchowsky set
forth, is blatant misrepresentation of their teachings! The “Gentiles are all-
Israel” premise can only be construed as an attempt to sway the searcher
of truth into preconceived rapid conclusions. Both premises as provided by
the IMJA Position Paper, are blatant misrepresentations of the truth taught
by those of Messianic Israel.

The premise of those of Messianic Israel is simply that Gentiles in their
latter-day context as witnessed to by the prophets of Israel, are the part of
physical Israel who lost sight of their identity, through intensive and
massive generational assimilation and mixing! They are never, in and of
themselves, all Israel. In its most basic definition the premise laid out by
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those of Messianic Israel, is that it takes two branches of the Olive Tree to
tango, not just one.*

The major premise and goal of two-house truth is to reunite two
assimilated houses, Jewish and non-Jewish-Israel. We could not ever set
forth a premise that by design and definition precludes and willfully ignores
Jewish-Israel.

Israel’'s goals cannot be realized without a concentrated effort to restore
broken brotherhood. Zechariah 11:14 states, that brotherhood remained
broken between these two entities, even after the Jews returned from
Babylon and Zechariah sealed the display of that disunity by breaking his
staff called Binders, symbolizing the dissolution of all prior unity.*' The Day
of Jezreel spoken of in Hosea 1:11 is truly a great glorious time as both
scattered and assimilated houses are seen returning from all the nations,
or Gentiles. The Children of Elohim come out of the earth of rejection from
both houses, back to YHVH and the land of Israel! Thus we are left with a
purifying hope, derived solely from Scripture. The Hope of Messianic Israel
hangs upon the Rock and King of our profession, who gathers all Children
of Elohim back in the ingathering of the great Day of Jezreel!

Parallel Universes

In her book, The Olive Tree of Israel, Wootten, drawing her research
from the margins of her NIV Sudy Bible, lays out the history of the northern
and southern kingdoms of Israel and Fundamental to Wootten's
argumentation (and shared by Koniuchowsky) isthe idea that “ never once
did Scripture call them [the Ephraimites] Jews[italicshers].” The purpose
of her contention hereisto make the argument that the Ephraimites, exiles
from the despoiled northern kingdom, could not have joined themselvesto
the Judahites and the related tribes that populated the southern kingdomin
sufficient numbersto keep their corporate identity alive. For her, the exile
of the northern kingdom automatically transformed that people into
Gentiles. This becomes her warrant for the claimthat all (or * born-again”)
Gentilesarein fact Israel.

Response to Parallel Universes

“ K oniuchowsky, “The Olive Tree Mystery” Your Arms To Israel Vol.10 No.4
http://www.yourarmstoisrael .org.
“I Wootten, “Is Judah All Israel?” Who Is Israel, Ch. 15, p. 109.
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A new topic is opened with several inaccurate premises. Scripture
always refers to two separate kingdoms after describing the events of 721
BCE. The only exception to that is when the Father wants to talk about all

twelve scattered tribes. Then He uses either “House of Jacob”, “House Of
Israel” or a similar term. Context determines the meaning.

While some northern Ephraimites did migrate south (as Batya states),
that did not happen in sufficient numbers to keep the House of Israel
distinctly preserved in Judah, or predominantly dwelling with Judah. If that
in fact were the case, then there would be no need for the promised end
time reunion plans that are clearly placed in an eschatological setting, for
example, Ezekiel 37; 36:22-38; Hosea 3:4-5, and numerous other texts.

Based on Scripture, the contention that the removal of Ephraim-Israel
from his home into foreign exile transformed them into bona-fide, pork-
eating Gentiles, is beyond dispute or controversy. Many passages make
reference to the fact that exile will lead Ephraim, or the Northern Kingdom,
to become transformed into multitudes of individual Gentiles. The purpose
of the Israelite northern exile was not to transform Northern Israelites into
Jewish-Israelites or rabbinical Jews, (as much as that fantasy would suit
those of Messianic Judaism).

Rather Gen. 49:10 speaks of Ephraim’s seed. They collectively became
known as the melo ha Goyim, or “fullness of the nations” (or Gentiles).
Prophetically, after becoming the single tribe of Ephraim, ten of the twelve
tribes became known collectively as Ephraim.*? The ten were being
removed from the House of David and given over to Jeroboam, son of
Nebat. The primary purpose of this removal was to fill the globe with
Israelites by gradually dispersing them into and among the nations.
Scripture is clear that YHVH Himself allowed this division in the people of
Israel, to fulfill covenant promise of global physical multiplicity according to
1 Kings 12:24. Wootten, in Who Is Israel?, does, in fact, acknowledge
some intermingling and crossover of Ephraimites who joined Judah,* as
does Koniuchowsky.*

The most crucial question of two-house truth hinges on this important
question: Did Ephraim-Israel become, predominantly, through their exile,
transformed into an innumerable company or assembly of Gentiles or
Goyim?

“2 First Kings 11:31-35.
3 Wootten, Who Is Israel? p 25, First Kings 22:4, Second Kings 8:18.
“ Your Arms To Israel, Vol.10, No.1, Winter 99, p.1.
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Hosea 8:8 talks about The House of Israel or Ephraim being swallowed
up, having settled among the Goyim. The Hebrew word “swallowed” is
bala,*® which literally means “to do away with something or someone by
swallowing”. It can also mean, “to devour”, or “to swallow down”. This is
the same word used for human consumption of food. Typically, a piece of
meat when swallowed disappears and becomes part of the flesh after
digestion.

So it was with the House of Israel or Ephraim. They became Lo-Ami
(not my people) among the nations (or the Goyim) and their identity was
lost. How then can that identity be found in Judah, when it was YHVH’s
intention for them to lose their identity among the Gentiles, the very status
that they had whored after? Amos 9:9 makes it clear that The House Of
Israel will be sifted among the nations or Goyim, as grain is shaken in a
sieve. The IMJA Position Paper has laid a foundational premise that the
House Of Israel was sifted just south of Samaria into Judah. Whose report
will you believe?

The end of Amos 9:9 states that “but not a kernel will fall to the ground.”
They would lose their identity but not their existence! Ephraim’s existence
would be preserved for later regathering in the Day of Jezreel.*® Ephraim
as a nation was scattered among the Goyim but preserved individually, so
that not one would fall into the ground of oblivion. Hosea 9:17 tells us that
Ephraimites did not rent beachfront condominiums on the Mediterranean
from Jewish landlords, rather they still wander among the Goyim
because of disobedience to Torah. In Ezekiel 36:16-21 we discover YHVH
Himself revealing the fact that the House of Israel went into the nations or
Gentiles, not into Judah as is suggested by Messianic Judaism. Read
verse 19. “| scattered them among the Gentiles.” Read to verse 20.
“When they came to the Gentiles (or drew near to join), wherever they
went.” Read to verse 21. They profaned my Name among the Gentiles
wherever they went. Is anyone with a pure heart seeking truth, prepared to
call YHVH a liar, in order to adopt the untenable position of the creators of
the myths and wishful thinking contained in the IMJA Position Paper?

The fact that Ephraim became the predominant component of the latter-
day Gentiles cannot be refuted by anyone in search of truth. The term
automatic used in the first incorrect premise of this subsection, is as false
a statement as the IMJA Position Paper can possibly manufacture. Neither
Koniuchowsky nor Mrs. Wootten has ever insinuated that the House of

> Qrong’s Hebrew # 1104.
“® | saiah 49:6.
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Israel automatically became Gentiles, or automatically became anything
else. Scripture reveals a 2700-year-old progressive and evolutionary
process, by which YHVH eventually brings to pass His latter-day
prophesies. What takes 2700 years to accomplish can hardly be
considered automatic!

In the Torah in Deuteronomy 33:16-17, Moshe Rabainu (our teacher)
prophesies that Israel will be scattered. Ephraim, (v. 16) the eternal
firstborn of YHVH, will be like a wild ox, in their divine mission to take the
people of Israel originally centered in Canaan, and push this same people
to the ends of the earth! It would not be a two-time Jewish Diaspora alone
(586 BCE and 70 CE), but on a larger scale, the single Ephraimite
Diaspora that would accomplish this global push (v. 16).

Symbolically, Ephraim is pictured as a unicorn by Moshe in Deut.
33:16-17, because the unicorn is the only member of the ox species with
one horn. This prophetically symbolized that the ends of the earth would
see the spreading of Israel’s seed or zera, through the scattering of the
future House of Israel, symbolized as separate from Judah by the absence
of a second horn. If we count from the days of Moshe the prophet, through
our nation’s division, to the accelerated regathering of the last few hundred
years, we are talking about 4,200 or so years for the ordained exiles to
return to Israelite identity by YHVH’s process. Through this long sifting
procedure, YHVH took unrecognizable Goyim and turned them back again
into practicing Israelites, through His Son Yahshua. YHVH’s process is
hardly automatic and hardly something within Mrs. Wootten’s automatic
control!

The IMJA Position Paper’s closing comment that two-house
understanding teaches that automatically, all born-again Gentiles are
Israel, is a gross twisting of the facts. In Who Is_Israel, on p.74, p.100 and
elsewhere, Mrs. Wootten states: “Concerning dividing Jacob’s heirs based
on biological descent, only the Father knows who is Israel.”*” “So where
and who is of Ephraim and Judah? Only the Father in heaven can know for
certain.”*® We are thus left with two ugly possibilities. The author of the
IMJA Position Paper has never read all of Batya’'s materials, or they simply
feel free to misquote and twist the words of two-house authors.

“" Wootten, Who is Israel, Ch. 13 p.100.
“® 1bid,. p. 74.
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This effort to create a clear and impenetrable boundary between the
northern Ephraimites and the southern Judahites is one of the foundation
stones of her and Koniuchowsky' s argumentation.

Creation is the sole prerogative and domain of our Father YHVH. In
order to fulfill the covenant promise to the patriarchs of Israel, YHVH
Himself not only allowed, but also created the division of our nation that
Yahshua His Son has come to heal. He began commencing that work
2000 years after His first coming, according to Hosea 5:14-6:2. He is
accelerating that plan in these latter days. This national two-house
restoration could only take place after Jewish-Israel returned to the land
and experienced spiritual renewal. The dates of May 1948 and June 1967
are clearly significant in Israel’s two-house restoration. Without those two
sovereign moves of the Spirit in Jewish-Israel, two-house revival could not
take place. In order for repentant Ephraim to take hold of Judah’s tzitzit,
and follow Judah’s lead, Ephraim first had to able to recognize that YHVH
was with remnant Judah.

The Father created this clear historical boundary in 921 BCE and only
He can penetrate the boundaries of division and ultimately bring healing. 1
Kings 11:11-12, 26, 31-35, 1 Kings 12:24, 1 Kings 12:15, 24 and 2
Chronicles 11:4, all cry out loud to any truth seeker, that the impenetrable
boundaries between both houses were created by YHVH according to
His will. As Sovereign, He also chose not to fully heal that animosity and
division, until after the coming of His beloved Son Yahshua, the Greater
and latter-day David. Ephesians 2:11-22 cannot be any clearer. It is
YHVH’s desire that the two sets of Commonwealth Israelites, those near
(Judah), still in the land when Ephesians was written and those far (House
of Israel-Ephraim globally scattered), are made one, after enmity prevailed
for about 700 years. The seeker is encouraged to read Ephesians chapter
two in the light of Israel’s full end time restoration. He or she will clearly
see the two houses becoming a mia flock according to John 10:16. To
ascribe to a mortal writer’s pen, the supernatural breakup and restoration
of a nation’s borders is to enter into the realm of delusion, innuendo and
accusation.

Koniuchowsky asserts, “ this family split isfrom Him [God]. He
ordained it and desired it so that He could bring to pass the promise He
made to the patriarchs.” If it can be established that the members of the
former northern kingdom cannot possibly be called Jews from the post-exilic
period on, then it opens the possibility to ask the question as to how God
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could allow for 10/twelveths of God' s people to be annihilated. The obvious
answer to thisisthat God could allow no such thing!

In Koniuchowsky’s original series (http://www.yourarmstoisrael.org), the
generic term God, is not used. Koniuchowsky uses only the eternal,
memorial Name of the Heavenly Father, as revealed to Moshe Rabainu
(our teacher) at the burning bush. The author of the IMJA Position Paper is
taking unwarranted liberty and literary freedom. She adds, dispenses,
subtracts, creates a lexicon at a whim, and replaces words in direct quotes
whenever their purpose is served or their divisive cause is furthered.

The stage is then set to attempt to demonstrate that these “ lost tribes”
areindeed Christians— that they are not lost at all but have been waiting
for this end-time prophetic movement to reveal their true natures. As
Wootten states, “ God allowed them to become lost among the nations. He
allowed them to become— Gentile Israel [italics herg|.”

Amen to that!

If, on the other hand, it can be established that a significant remnant of
the northern kingdom' s subjects reassimilated into the southern kingdom
both before its demise and subsequently during the period of the diaspora,
and that, based on this assimilation, the Jews today represent “ all Israel,”
then the Woottens' and Koniuchowsky’s argumentsfail. In fact, “ Gentile
Israel” in terms of the Biblical world of ideas, is an oxymoron.

If is a big word! It is, in this case, an obstacle to the author of the IMJA
Position Paper. As we will shortly discover, the fact that the Northern
Kingdom mixed among the Gentiles to the point of being swallowed up by
them, is such a basic tenet of both the Bible and Jewish thought, that the
author of the IMJA Position Paper has placed herself, along with the
Messianic Jewish segment they still represent, in direct opposition to the
leading Jewish scholars of all generations since the division. If the IMJA
Position Paper is right in teaching that the Jews of today are all
Israel, then YHVH is wrong and so are the leading Jewish scholars of
the past two millennia, who taught that the House of Joseph
(Ephraim), is alive as Gentiles!*’ Space does not permit a long treatment
of this point here, but for the serious seeker of Scripture, we refer you to
Who Is Israel by Batya Wootten, chapter 15, p.109 (http://www.mim.net).

“ Pirkei De Rabbi Eliezer 19, Sanhedrin 97A, Sotah 49B, Ramban on Exodus 17:9, Rabbi Hillel Shiokov
quoting Gaon of Vilna, Pesikta Rabbati 8:36-37, Targum Y onatahan on Genesis 30:25, Midrash Socher
Tov 60, Talmud Babylon Succah 52A.
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Mrs. Wootten gives abundant Scriptural evidence that the modern day
surviving Jewish nation is only part of Israel and not all Israel. In his nine-
part series on Israel’'s Restoration, Koniuchowsky gives in depth insight
into the leading minds of the Jewish people for the last 2000 years on this
issue. Part four, entitled, “What Judaism Really Says About Joseph’s
Seed!”, is an intense study of what the Talmud and other respected
sources that traditional Jewish people commonly refer to, say about the
two houses of Israel (http://www.yourarmstoisrael.org).

Just so that two-house detractors who do not take the time to
investigate the above mentioned resources are without excuse, we provide
two brief examples of the majority Jewish view on the House of Ephraim.
Rabbi Moshe Ben Nachman, better known as Ramban, commented on
Obadiah 1:20. “The ten tribes are still in their place of exile, the exile of
Zerapheth and Canaan.” As of 1270 CE the ten tribes had not returned!®
Rashi, Judaism's most hallowed and revered Torah commentator stated:
“The lost ten tribes are in Zerapheth which is France.”' In Yebamot 17B,
the Talmud states, “the ten tribes of scattered Israel in their places of exile
are legally Gentiles for all intents and purposes.”?

This is the traditional, majority Jewish opinion, declared circa 150 BCE
or about 350 years after the House of Israel supposedly (according to the
IMJA and UMJC) reunited with Judah. If we all missed the reunion, then
why didn’t the men of the great assembly (Sanhedrin) question it? Why is
Ephraim’s status as exiled, referred to in the present tense? It is those of
two-house persuasion who have chosen to line themselves up with both
the written Word and this specific oral tradition of Judah, rather than the
fabrication of the new oral tradition coming from Philadelphia and
Grantham, Pennsylvania, in modern day Messianic Judaism. It is those of
Messianic Israel who have come to give our brother Judah impetus to
correct this error, before grave consequences begin to unfold.

Inexplicably, after the IMJA Position Paper earlier asserts that Wootten
and Koniuchowsky are both willfully ignorant of the many times (before
settling into the Promised Land) that Israel itself is referred to as the Goy
of Israel, or the nation of Israel, and is not limited to Gentiles per say, she
now contradicts herself by stating that there is no such thing as “Goy

v air Davidy, Talmudic References, Ephraim (Jerusalem: Brit-Am Publications, 1995), p. 204-205.
| bid.
*2 Babylonian Talmud, Y ebamot 17B.
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Israel”. What was stated earlier as truth when she desired to make
her point has now become an oxymoron!*?

The IMJA Position Paper told us initially, that Goy Israel referring to
Israel, was just as valid as the word Goy by itself, when referring to non-
Israelite Gentiles! Then, when it serves the IMJA Position Paper’'s agenda,
the authors do a 180-degree about face and now state that the term
Gentile-Israel is an oxymoron! Apparently, when Gentile-Israel is
synonymous with the fallacious concept that the 16 million surviving Jews
are all Israel, the IMJA Position Paper can live with that. However when
the term is used to show that Goyim in Israel were always part of Israel,
especially latter-day Goyim who descended from Ephraim, then the term
becomes an “Ephraimite” oxymoron!

The truth is, Wootten’ s and Koniuchowsky' s claims about the annihilation
of the northern Isra€lites are exaggerated and unwarranted.

How can the theme of two distinct Israelite nations be exaggerated and
unwarranted when it is so pervasive and pronounced? Yahshua had to
remind us of the main object of His mission. He came only for the lost
sheep of Israel (both houses), according to Matthew 15:24 and 10:6. He
was sent exclusively for their regathering and He gave the disciples the
same priority assignment to all the lost sheep of Israel.

The two-house movement does not teach that the ten northern tribes
were annihilated. Rather, we teach that preservation did take place, not
as a nation or kingdom, but as individuals called the preserved ones of
Jacob in Isaiah 49:6. The Hebrew word in verse 6 of Isaiah 49 is Notzar™*
ones, or Notzrim (meaning the “preserved ones from the root word natzar)
in the plural form. The early Messianic believers in Jerusalem, Judea
(Judah), and Samaria (Ephraim’s former capital), were all called Notzrim or
Nazarenes.”® They were the preserved ones from both houses and from
both the 721 BCE and 586 BCE exiles! Believers are the preserved little
branches, or Notzrim of the main Branch, Messiah Yahshua. In reference
to the prophetic times of Renewed Covenant restoration, Jeremiah 31:6
makes reference to the watchmen (Notzrim)* returning to the hills of
Ephraim, or the Notzrim returning to the hills of the north, as YHVH
becomes a Father to all the tribes or clans of Israel (Jeremiah 31:1) again!

>3 See “Response To A Multitude Of Nations,” p. 8.
* Qrong' s 5341.

 Acts 24:5.

* Srong' s 5341.
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Jeremiah 31:19-20 and many other Scriptures teach that Ephraim will
be remembered by YHVH in the nations, where He will visit them with
renewed compassion and bring them into the Renewed Covenant whereby
they will rejoin brother Judah (Jeremiah 31:31-34). That hardly seems like
the annihilation of the House of Israel. How could two-house truth teach
that the northern kingdom was annihilated, as the IMJA Position Paper
suggests and then be able to teach its reconciliation to Jewish-Israel?
Messianic Judaism only has to teach the false presupposition that
Ephraim-Israelites no longer exist due to annihilation, in order to promote
their “Jews only are all Israel” one-house doctrine. By inventing a false
fantasy merger of all of Ephraim-Israel with Jewish-Israel in the past, it can
continue to claim not to be their brother’s keeper! Why would two-house
proponents teach the destruction of one of the two houses, when two-
house teachings depend on there being two houses?

Wootten states, “ For the people of Israel remain divided. The two
houses still exist. Thisfact isrepeatedly proven in Sripture.” She quotes
Jeremiah and makes much of the fact that he is found “ speaking to ‘ The
house of Israel and the house of Judah’ (Jer 11:10)” asif speaking to two
distinct entities. Koniuchowsky adds, “ Fromthe original Ephraimites of the
north, none stayed in the land and remained (2 Kings 17:18).”

It is just and right that much should be made of the fact that many
prophets including Jeremiah address two houses, when one supposedly
has ceased to exist via merger. If they were writing by the inspiration of
YHVH, then it was YHVH who led Jeremiah and others to give different
messages to two different peoples, with one message going to a people
that were scattered some 150 years earlier. In order for Jeremiah to deliver
the message to them, they couldn’t have been lost or annihilated! We are
therefore most grateful to people like Mrs. Wootten, for showing us these
things even when most of us could not spot them, and for declaring these
truths even when it was not popular to do so.

The IMJA Position Paper not only does not accept the Second Kings
17:18 Scripture reference at face value, but it fails to mention
Koniuchowsky's specific reference to the landowners who did in fact stay
behind:

"The hated Samaritans who were a half-breed race made up from the
offspring of the widespread co-habitation of Ephraimites who stayed in
the land, (at the request of the conquering colonial Assyrian Empire) and
their conquerors. They were allowed to remain in the Samaritan mountains
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due to their farming ability, which would provide food and provision for the
conquering colonists. Unlike the armies of Greece, Babylon and Rome, the
Assyrian policy was to settle a conquered territory by assimilating their own
people, as opposed to killing all the native inhabitants. This intermingling
between colonial Assyrians and Ephraimite food providers produced the
mixed race of the hated Samaritans who were still in existence at the time
of Yahshua, as well as today.”’

“Despite the fact that they were half-breeds they had Israelite (not
Jewish) blood. This fact is far beyond dispute or argument and is
confirmed in such verses as John 4:5, where the city of Shechem is called
a city of the House of Joseph, and verse six where Jacob’s well is
mentioned. Since Jacob was the first Israelite and since he both dwelt and
raised cattle there, we know this account takes place in the former
northern kingdom territory. The Samaritan woman claims direct bloodline
ancestry to Jacob in verse 12 of John 4, even calling Jacob or Israel her
father. At no point does Yahshua rebuke or correct her assertion to her
Israelite heritage, though He does rebuke her immorality. Had lying been
one of her immoral character traits, He no doubt would have brought this
up. The woman at the well was definitely an Israelite even though
according to verse 9 of John 4, Judean-Jews stayed away from Ephraim
and Samaria, by refusing to go in and step out in love and recognition
toward their brethren.”®

“Sound familiar? It should. Nothing has changed. Yahshua’s personal
arrival to minister to her in Shechem, an Ephraimite-Samaritan village, was
an open and unashamed act of love. There can be no doubt that Yahshua
knew that this was a task that only He was capable of, due to Judah’s
prejudice and blindness. May we be more like our Messiah when it comes
to granting recognition and ministering love to those in our midst who claim
Ephraimite blood, without administering a DNA test to them every time we
see them, since genealogy cannot be proven or disproved.” >

As a matter of fact, while there are indeed cases in which Ephraimand
Judah arereferred to separately, Scripture just as often uses the terms
“Ephraim” and “ Judah” in tandem, employing the two terms (* Ephraim,”
or “lsrael,” and “ Judah™) as a parallelism— a poetic way of speaking
synonymously of the two groups. In a parallelism, when two elements are
listed separately, such as Israel and Judah, the rhetorical purposeis usually

*"YATI Vol. 10. No. 1 Part two p.7.
58 :

Ibid.
*|bid.
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to correlate or equate them. It appears that the source of some of Wootten's
and Koniuchowsky' s confusion is that they have failed to understand
another rhetorical convention — that of Biblical poetic parallelismand its
literary function.

If in fact we are guilty of ignorance of poetic parallelism, we are
apparently in good company, along with both the Major and Minor
Prophets. Poetic parallelism is a style of writing intended to convey, but not
supercede or even nuance, a divine message. The style used to deliver
the message can vary from prophet to prophet, but must never dilute or
cloud the message. Various writing styles in Scripture come forth based on
the style and writing idiosyncrasies of the biblical author. This does not
make one particular style kosher and another treph (unclean), or one
anointed and the other not anointed. What are anointed are His irrevocable
Words. Ephraim and Judah are mentioned in tandem (after 721 BCE) to
reinforce to the truth seeker, that in order for all Israel to be located, the
reader must be willing to look in two different directions or camps. That is
to say towards Jewish-Israel and Goy-Israel. The content of the divine
prophetic message has always and will always be the most crucial item in
any utterance from heaven.

Scriptural poetic parallelism is a rhetorical device, in the sense that it is
a style of writing that heightens the effect and strength of a message,
making it more memorable, more applicable, more audible, more visual
and more visible. There can be a derogatory connotation to anything
rhetorical, as Webster states, but that is certainly not the only meaning. As
a matter of fact, Lewis Mumford speaks of the sin of the meaningless
variation.®® Scripture is not guilty of this sin! Every variation in Scripture is
there for a reason, not for meaningless decoration! We use many rhetorical
devices to heighten the effect of prosaic language. Scripture often employs
rhetorical or literary devices, occasionally at the expense of prosaic literal
exactness, but never at the expense of truth or thought. In secular
literature however, as Webster states, rhetorical devices are often used to
embellish nonsense.

It is true that the IMJA Position Paper implies that Scriptural language
reduces the truth of Scripture, but we certainly cannot discount the use of
rhetorical devices in Scripture, because those rhetorical devices are part of
the integral fabric of Hebrew and of Scripture. They contribute to our ability
to read, learn and inwardly digest Scripture. Rhetoric is the art of

% Webster’s Third New International Dictionary, (G& C Merriam Co., 1966) Article on Parallelism and
Literary Devices.

51



The Truth About All Isra€l

expressive speech or discourse, according to Webster, so Scripture is
surely the finest rhetoric in the world!

We also ask, could it be that we are not seeing truth here because of
man’s over-emphasis on poetry? Could it be that a blinded people have
chalked up to “poetry” what in actuality describes divided Israel? When
YHVH says “Israel (Ephraim) and Judah”, does He say it simply because
that is what He means?

When YHVH says “Israel” or “Ephraim,” He means those descended
from the former northern kingdom. When he says “Judah”, He means
those descended form the southern kingdom. The restoration of all Israel
must take place in both houses. Both houses are listed together not
because they are really one and the same, but because their return and
restoration in the latter-days will be simultaneous, without favoritism,
with total and complete equity! One will not be left in Diaspora at the
expense of the other!

Messianic Jewish leaders are arbitrarily and unilaterally deciding what
is simply rhetoric and what should be taken as revelation. The IMJA
Position Paper uses a clever linguistic approach to present Ephraimites or
Israelites as synonymous with Jews. This is a linguistic approach to enact
a linguistic solution to Joseph’s scattered seed, who in increasing numbers
with increasing boldness are coming up out of the nations (Jezreel), back
into the ongoing restored nation of all Israel!

The IMJA Position Paper claims that when Judah and Israel are used in
tandem they just as often speak synonymously of the two groups. She
cannot back up that claim at all and would be hard pressed to list even one
single instance where the two groups who went in two different directions,
conquered by two different empires some 150 years apart, are
sSynonymous.

As a matter of fact, true poetic parallelism usually serves to say
not only A, but even B, where A is comparable to B, but is not
synonymous. The gates and courts of Psalm 100 are comparable also,
but are definitely not synonymous. The gates and doors of Psalm 24 are
even closer, but like Israel and Judah, they are comparable but the
different words have slightly different, overlapping meanings so that the
impact is one of emphasis of the totality of entrances, just as YHVH's use
of Israel and Judah emphasizes the totality of the restoration of all Israel.
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The continuing emotional appeal ignores the revealed, prima facie,
simplistic, literal universal rendering of plain two-house texts in favor of
metaphors, hyperbole and all other forms of secondary interpretations.
This appeal seems to be the desperate attempt of a leadership trying in
vain to hold onto and manipulate a body of believers who have determined
to investigate these things as did the first century Bereans. These latter-
day Bereans accept the truth as things that literally are recorded, before
entering into a secondary level of understanding.

Poetic parallelismis one of the most common stylistic conventionsin the
Hebrew Bible. Biblical poets put together synonymous parallel units for the
purpose of rhetorical effect. In doing so, they render the meanings of the
parallel unitsinterchangeable.

This may hold true in some cases, but not ever when the subject is as
plain as the two physical houses of Israel, since there is nothing poetic
about their physical reality that needs motif paralleling.

Sephen Geller lays out how two parallel motifs are structured in one of
the most common types of parallelism— the epithet. He states, “ The B
Line parallel isa description of or circumlocution for the A Line parallel.”
An example of thisis Deut 32:30, “’How could one chase a thousand, and
two put ten thousand to flight, unless their Rock had sold them [A Line
parallel], and the LORD had given themup [B Line parallel] ?”” Inthis
case, it isclear that the reference to “ their Rock” and “the LORD” are
parallel epithets, both referring to God. It would be foolish to assume that
the reference is to two, distinct deities, one named Rock and one named
LORD.

Steven Geller certainly sounds like quite an educated linguist. But is he
a theologian or a biblical historian? The Rock is not YHVH and YHVH is
not a Rock. The Rock is symbolic of the reliability of YHVH. Thus it hardly
defines a person as such and cannot be made into a parallel of YHVH,
since the Rock is not YHVH. Poetic parallelism comes into play in this and
other examples, when an attribute or characteristic of YHVH is brought
forth in the portrayal of the Rock. Thus no one would make the claim that
His person and one aspect of His multifaceted character is two separate
deities. Person is person and character is a description of that person! The
Rock is adjectival, or descriptive of His Person. It symbolizes His strength
and unshakeable attributes.
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When the finite mortality of man tries to describe the infinite immortality
of YHVH, he is at a loss for words and thus as would any human, the writer
(in this case Moshe Rabainu our teacher), would resort to parallelism to
convey a divine attribute. What do poetic parallelism and epithets have to
do with two houses of Israel that are never referred to in this type of
rhetorical context, when mentioned together and associated with the
restoration? The Rock was Messiah’s presence, manifested in the
wilderness according to First Corinthians 10:4. Is the IMJA Position Paper
now prepared to argue that Paul was also using a B line parallel as
circumlocution for an A line parallel? Is she prepared to assign rhetorical
convention to Paul’s declaration of Messiah’s presence with Israel in the
Wilderness of Zin? When taken in conjunction with First Corinthians 10:4,
all that Deuteronomy 32:30 tells me is that both the Father and the Son,
YHVH and His Rock, in their glorious eternal state of plurality, were with
Israel all along. How Steven Geller's apparent grasp of parallel motifs can
offset Jeremiah and Ezekiel’s plain pronouncements about the two houses
of physical non-metaphoric Israel is beyond logic. Again, because “Israel”
(both houses) has been “partially hardened,” are we chalking up to “poetry”
clear references to “both the houses of Israel” (Isa. 8:14)?

But thisis exactly the argument that Wootten and Koniuchowsky make
with respect to Israel and Judah. Psalm 24:7 gives another example: “ Lift
up your heads, O gates[A Line parallel], and be lifted up, O ancient doors
[B Line parall€l], that the King of glory may comein!” Hereagain, the
“gates’ and the“ doors’ are synonyns.

Just because poetic parallelism may be used in some cases in Tanach,
the burden of proof that it is even used once for specific two-house
restoration promises, is on the co-signatories of the IMJA Position Paper.
Not only can they deliver no such proof texts, but Psalm 24:7 is a
description of two separate sets of physical doors. Any student of the
wilderness Tabernacle and specifically Solomon’s Temple which David
helped design, would know that the gates in this verse were the outer
gates into the outer courts known as the Nikanor Gates and the doors
leading into Holy Place of YHVH were the Hekel Doors.®' A veil separated
the Holy Place from the Holy of Holies. The application of Psalm 24:7 as
an example of circumlocution for two synonymous sets of doors, as
opposed to the structural design of two different sets of doors (one an
entrance to a courtyard the other an entrance to the Eternal), displays a
lack of Berean type discipline and due diligence on behalf of the IMJA
Position Paper. One wonders about the effect of the pressure upon the

®% Phillip Birnbaum, Book Of Jewish Concepts, (New Y ork: Hebrew Publishing Co., 1964) p.80.
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paper’s author to produce a rapid response for public consumption against
the growing move of Messianic Israel. Was it a blatant rush to judgment in
light of such glaring errors? Garage doors and bedroom doors are not
synonymous doors displaying circumlocutions of poetic parallelism are
they? If the author of the IMJA Position Paper can’t see the difference
between two different sets of literal doors, how can she tell the
difference between the two different literal houses of Israel?

James Kugel points out that the purpose of the parallelismis often to
accentuate the idea that the B parallel completesthe A parallel. He argues,
“ B must inevitably be understood as A’'s completion [italics his]; A, and
what’s more, B; not only A, but B; not A, not even B; not A, and certainly
not B; just as A, so B; and so forth.”

If the point that is being made is that in parallelisms of all kinds, both
ends of the parallel convey differing parts of the same subject, we concur.
However, neither of the IMJA Position Paper’s handpicked examples meet
that criteria. The first example defines the personalities of the Echad of
Israel and the second example has King David describing the path to
YHVH’s glory, as being through two different sets of doors so that the King
of Glory may come in!

James Kugel may be a great linguist, or for that matter a great
mathematician in commutative law, but does that qualify him as a resource
for the IMJA Position Paper against a particular theology? Actually, Kugel
is saying exactly what Rabbi Koniuchowsky is saying, that there are
different types of parallelism. The first example he gave illustrates
Koniuchowsky’s point perfectly, because parallel A (House of Israel)
completes B (House of Judah)!

Indeed, Israel and Judah are often cited as two elements in Biblical
parallelism. But for the most part, the purposeis not that of distinguishing
the two but of accentuating their selfsameiness. Thus when the Psalmist
states, “ God is known in Judah; Hisnameisgreat in Israel,” theintentionis
not to differentiate Israel and Judah but to equate them.

This is presupposition and pure speculation. In King David’s time YHVH
was still real in the North and the South, both under David’s unifying godly
leadership that caused all geographic areas of the Promised Land to know
His love and His name. Israel and Judah are not the same in biblical
parallel. These two territories are not two elements as one finds in a
science lab, but two areas that were forerunners to the two houses of
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Israelite peoples. If YHVH says that all Israel from Dan to Beersheba knew
Him, does that mean that the two separate cities of Dan and Beersheba
are synonymous, just because they are mentioned in the same verse of
The Bible?

The post-exilic Judahite prophets considered the return of the southern
exiles from Babylon to be a restoration for all Israel precisely because they
made no shar p distinction between Judah and Israel.

Let us amend that! Every single prophet, without any exception, from
Hosea onward through John the Revelator, made clear and continual
references to a glorious day known as Israel restored. If all the Jewish
prophets and leaders considered the return of the southern exiles in circa
500 CE to be a full restoration of all Israel, then why did the twelve
disciples standing on Mt. Olivet 500 years later, look forward to Israel's
restoration by asking the poignant and most basic of questions, “Master!
Will you at this time restore the Kingdom to Israel?”®? Clearly if the
restoration had not yet occurred, which led them to question Yahshua on
the Mt. of Olives.

Yahshua answered them in the future tense (Acts 1:7-8), illustrating
further that the exact future timing of full restoration had not yet been
revealed to anyone by His Father! This one simple proof alone, can stand
the battering of all darts and arrows. The question posed by the disciples,
forever dismisses any attempt by spiritualizing Scripture, to contrive and
fabricate some supposedly well known, public reunion of the two houses,
five hundred years before Yahshua came in the flesh. This is the only way
the opposition has to deal with hundreds of similar Scriptures that prove
that Jewish-Israel is not all Israel. The spiritualization of all texts that
mention or reference both houses in any kind of future literal restoration
process are methodically labeled “rhetorical convention!”

“All I'sradl”

Jer 30:10, while clearly addressing the Judahite exiles (cf. Jer 29:1, 30-
31), addresses them as follows: “ * And fear not, O Jacob my servant,’
declares the LORD, ‘ And do not be dismayed, O Israel; for behold, | will
save you from afar and your offspring from the land of their captivity. And
Jacob shall return and shall be quiet and at ease, and no one shall make him
afraid.””

52 Acts 1:6.
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Response to “All Israel”

What is the true reason behind the use of the two names of Jacob? He
is clearly speaking to the House of Jacob and the House of Israel. Is this a
poetic-musical device or is it a vehicle to reveal truth? We believe that
YHVH does not use poetic devices to hide, but to reveal truth. Let us look
at what the names Jacob and Israel reveal. We know that Jacob, or
Yaakov, means heel grabber. He was known as Jacob as long as he was
unsure of YHVH's intention and willingness to bless him. As long as Jacob
felt he had to deceive or grasp the blessing, and not simply obey YHVH
and receive what YHVH was so willing to give, his name remained the
same.

The name Israel means overcomer. When Yaakov grasped the
messenger of YHVH as he had grasped the heel of his brother at birth, he
was no longer the heel grabber, but the one who prevails with the Almighty
One. Is this not a passage to give us comfort in our faith walks? When we
are still struggling with fear and insecurity, we identify with Yaacov, who
represents those seeking Messiah or Torah while grabbing the heel of
mankind. When we have already let go of our brother's heel and are
grasping the hand of the Master Himself, Israel represents those who have
already received the Messiah and His wonderful Torah, and are even now
wrestling with (not against) the Almighty and His Messenger.

Jeremiah 30:10 speaks to all Israel in the lands of their captivity. YHVH
promises Jacob, or all Israel, a return to peace and tranquility in their own
land. In order to understand the subject in verse 10, proper hermeneutics
require that we begin in verse 1 of chapter 30 of Jeremiah. We have YHVH
speaking to Jeremiah with an order for him to record the message to my
people Israel and Judah (Jeremiah 30:3). This is reiterated in verse 4,
where Jeremiah repeats the targeted audience for the Words Of YHVH,
concerning Israel and Judah.

Whose report will you believe? Will you believe Jeremiah, who
simplifies the task of discernment when he announces twice in chapter 30,
that the prophetic word about to be brought forth is to two distinct parts of
Israel? Or is it safer to call upon Steve Geller and James Kugel, linguistic
authorities chosen by man? In order to explain Jeremiah away, the author
of the IMJA Position Paper engages in hyper-spiritualization of texts that
are so obviously two-house texts, that one wonders if Jewish-Israel is in
danger of using the principle of hyper-spiritualization previously mentioned,
to spiritualize herself into oblivion.
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The spokespersons for the MJAA, IAMCS and UMJC and even the
newly formed IFMJ, have implemented a dangerous pattern of hyper-
spiritualization, that has historically been used as the main justification for
Replacement Theology and the resulting chaos, confusion, persecution
and even death caused by the mindset of willful rejection of the clear literal
meaning. Those organizations appear to be more concerned with denying
the existence of the House of Joseph scattered among the Gentiles. The
implication is that when YHVH regathers Jacob He will only gather the part
that they themselves recognize and approve!

In an attempt to justify their fallacious “circumlocution” of Scripture by
assigning some sort of parallelism to almost all two-house texts, the writer
of the IMJA Position Paper, in the examples above, uses Jeremiah 29:1
and Jeremiah 29:31-32 to further substantiate “circumlocution”. However,
the referenced texts in Jeremiah 29 clearly do not refer to the House of
Israel at all and are limited to the House of Judah in Babylon. The very first
verse of Jeremiah 29 confirms that this portion of Scripture at least, is not
intended for the House of Ephraim, but only for the captives of Judah.
While the original scrolls had no chapter divisions, fortunately for those
who struggle with subject identification, our modern translations do. Since
the translators, who in most cases were not linguists but theologians, saw
that the intended audience went from Judah alone in chapter 29 to Israel
and Judah in chapter 30, they correctly marked that shift by beginning a
new chapter starting in Jeremiah 30. The chapter divisions placed there,
are in and of themselves recognition of two separate messages to
two separate audiences.

For Jeremiah, the return from Babylonian exile entailed the return of
Jacob/Israel to itsland. Jer 31:17-20 reports that Ephraim has repented
(past tense) and describes Ephraim grieving over its own acts.

Incorrect. For Jeremiah, unlike the IMJA Position Paper, the return of
Judah to the land in Jeremiah 29:1-32, and Ephraim-Israel’s return, as
seen in Jeremiah 31:17-20, are both vital to Israel/Jacob’s renewal.
Jeremiah 31:1 is a definitive proclamation from YHVH, that the time of
Jacob’s (twelve tribes) return from all the lands of their dispersion, will
result in YHVH once again being Master of all the tribes of Israel. If the
subject matter in verse one of Jeremiah 30 is all the tribes or clans of
Israel, then what gives the IMJA Position Paper the right to limit that
message to the two clans that she can identify in their dispersion?
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When the so-called “church” has spiritualized all of these obvious
references to any part of Israel, Messianic Judaism rightly has gone into
fits of rage and repulsion. Yet when it suits their purpose, which is to lay
hold on exclusive claims in Israel as the only part of the chosen people,
they display no caution, rhyme, reason or hesitancy whatsoever in
spiritualizing away their brethren, the seed of Joseph. For that reason
there is a pronounced need to spiritualize texts away through poetic
parallelism, universal parallelism, metaphors, and any other kind of
linguistic smokescreen. The abiding murderous vexing spirit of Cain found
in parts of Judah today, cannot be lifted against his brothers from the
House of Israel, until reconciliation takes place!

Currently, the IMJA Position Paper wishes them away. The Ephraim
referred to in Jeremiah 31:17-20, is clearly prophetic and their repentance
as the other House of Israel, is directly correlated to their acceptance,
entry and ratification of the Renewed Covenant in verse 31 of the same
chapter. In order to accept the IMJA Position Paper’s convoluted logic that
Ephraim is always synonymous with Judah in all the post-Babylon
references, one would have to make the blasphemous case that YHVH
has replaced Ephraim with Judah and removed Ephraim as the eternal
firstborn.

Does anyone really believe that YHVH cannot tell the difference
between His sons? Do we have trouble differentiating between our
children? Does anyone really believe that Judah is now the firstborn,
having replaced Ephraim? Apparently the IMJA (Sedaca) and MJAA
(Silberling) and UMJC (Juster) have no problem with the outright
interchanging, adding, removing and substituting of the names of Israel’s
sons, to suit a contrived agenda and conclusion. In Jeremiah 31:9 YHVH
states that it is Ephraim (later to become ten-tribe Israel), that is still and
always will be His firstborn. As YHVH’s eternal firstborn, he comes to a
time of repentance through the Renewed Covenant. It is at that time that
YHVH will be Master over all the tribes or clans of Israel, according to
Jeremiah 31:1.

Further evidence is given in the same chapter that speaks of Ephraim
as the one repenting and not Judah. Rachel is seen weeping and
sorrowing for her children who never returned from captivity, and for their
slaughter, at the time of Yahshua'’s birth. If the Jews are all Israel and all
Israel returned from Babylon, why is she still weeping? Her children were
Joseph and Benjamin, a type of both houses. Her weeping is for all Israel.
Is any one prepared to say that Joseph and Benjamin were really just
parallel poetic circumlocutions and not two literal sons of mother Rachel?
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Ezra 2:70, after naming the genealogical list of returnees fromthe
Babylonian captivity, states of the returned exiles, “ and all Isradl lived in
their cities.” Herethe author implies that the returnees comprised “ all
Israel,” despite the fact that this author was fully awar e that not every last
member of Israel had in actuality escaped the dispersion and returned to the
land. Neh 5:8 mentions that the returnees had redeemed “ our Jewish
brothers (acheinu ha-y hudim) who were sold to the nations[pl.],” that is,
who were in exile not just in Babylon but in captivity to a number of different
nations (cf. Ezr 6:21). Neh 5:17 mentions that Nehemiah had at his table
“ one hundred and fifty Jews and officials, besides those who came to us
from the nations that were around us.”

Ezra 2:70 is a literal description of all returning Levites going to their
cities and Israelites or min-ha-am, common non-Levites, going to their
homes and cities after Babylonian exile. The main point here is not to
somehow show that all Israel, as in the fullness of all twelve tribes,
returned with Ezra and Nehemiah. Rather it is to show that all of Israel (the
Jews) that returned from Babylon knew where and how to get back home,
as did the Levites.

Nehemiah 5:8 has nothing at all to do with proving that all twelve tribes
returned. If anything, it proves that only Jews returned. The issue here is
Ezra’s wrath at fellow Jews violating Torah by subjecting other Jews to the
bondage of slavery, when YHVH had set all of Jewish-Israel apart from the
Goyim or the Babylonian Gentiles. How does this text prove that Ephraim
returned with Judah from Babylon? Ephraim never returned from
Babylonian exile because he was never in Babylon as a nation.

Ezra 6:21 falls into the same category. It merely states that the children
of Israel, who did return, ate together with all those who had separated
themselves from the Gentiles in Babylon! Does this verse prove that non-
Jewish-Israel returned also? Nehemiah 5:17 is proof that other Jews
returned from other lands of exile. The word Jew is the subject of the text.
How does Nehemiah 5:17 prove that anyone other than Jews returned?

Again, thisindicates that the returning exiles’ numbers were swelled by
refugees from the nations.

No it does not! It proves that other Jews outside of Babylon proper

returned with their Jewish brothers! These returning exiles are identified as
Jews. Why is that so difficult for the IMJA Position Paper to accept? None
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of these verses even remotely allude to Ephraim’s return. That, according
to Jeremiah 31: 31-34, Isaiah 49:5-6 and many other Scriptures, will
happen, not through the ministry to Judah by Ezra and Nehemiah, but
through the birth of the suffering servant formed in Miriam’s womb, to
rescue all Israel by the cutting of the Renewed Covenant.

Zechariah, writing to the same Medo-Persian returnees, addresses them
collectively as “ Oh house of Judah and house of Israel” (8:13; cf. 8:15) and
distinguishes them from the peopl e of the nations who would also be drawn
to the rebuilt Temple (Zech 8:23).

As usual the IMJA Position Paper fails to discern between the subject of
chapter 7 and chapter 8 of Zechariah. The subject of chapter 7 speaks of
some of the former Jewish Babylonian captives taken into Medo-Persia
when Babylon fell. Those who went to Medo-Persia were those who chose
not to return to Judea. As further punishment for rejecting their freedom,
YHVH allowed their captivity to continue via the swallowing up of Babylon
by Medo-Persia.

The intended target audience changes, as does the message in chapter
8, verse one of Zechariah, which again is highlighted by a chapter division.
YHVH states that He will be jealous for all of Zion whom He misses and
will bring all Israel back to Zion. Both the House of Judah and the House of
Israel will return as seen in Zechariah 8:13, to be a blessing in rebuilt
Jerusalem (Zechariah 8:4). This text shows that both houses will return to
dwell in Jerusalem. Ezra and Nehemiah never ever make a single
reference or claim, to the House of Israel having had any participation in
being a blessing during the rebuilding of Jerusalem, at the time of the
Jewish return form Babylon. These verses in Zechariah 8 are prophetic
and strictly eschatological in nature, as both houses will be blessed by
rebuilding the premillennial city of Jerusalem and the temple, unlike the
former building project, completed primarily by the people of Judah.

This joint rebuilding of the temple and the set-apart city in an
eschatological context has yet to take place! The Shekinah glory will return
when all twelve tribes are involved in rebuilding. Because only Jewish-
Israel rebuilt with Ezra and Nehemiah, there is no record of the glory falling
as it had under Solomon and will again in the millennium. The withholding
of the Shekinah was a clear sign from YHVH that all Israel did not return
with the Babylonian exiles in 500 BCE.

In verse 23 of Zechariah 8 we finally see Ephraim returning as ten men
(as in 10 tribes) from every language and every nation (which is where
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Ephraim still is today). Ephraim will take hold of the tzitzit (fringes) of him
who is clearly identifiable as a Jew, as people of Ephraim return to Zion to
together. The ten men, symbolizing the ten tribes of Ephraim-Israel, feel
comfortable with Judah since Judah finally welcomes them back. Ephraim
will have been redeemed by ratifying the Renewed Covenant and thus will
know Yahshua personally. Ephraim will see the change in Judah and their
renewed knowledge of YHVH and will follow born-again regenerated
Judah back to Zion’s Torah; it's feasts and its land.

A corresponding Scripture can be found in Jeremiah 50, verses 4-5,
where both houses are finally seen returning to the Zion road together, as
they flee the pagan practices of Babylon (verse 8). This joyful reunion is
characterized by weeping tears of joy. This Jeremiah 50 passage is
universally recognized as being set in an eschatological and prophetic time
frame, due in part to the prophetic Hebrew idiom “in those days at that
time”, used in verse four. “In those days at that time” is said to be a
Hebraic idiom signaling the end of this age!®®

The IMJA Position Paper tells us that the ten men in Zechariah 8:23
that so clearly represent the ten-tribe reunion with Jewish-Israel, are
actually different from the subject in the rest of the chapter. This is a
distortion of Scripture of the most massive proportions. The author
attempts to dismiss a reunited and reconstituted eschatological Israel
(Zechariah 8:13), as the very same ones who do the temple rebuilding in
(Zechariah 8:23). Where does the author of the IMJA Position Paper take
and receive her authority to portray the ten men as pagan temple
restorers, rather than a prima facie declaration of two-house co-operation
and unity?

In doing this, he equates Judah and Israel and makes a distinction
between them and the nations—

Is the “he” that she refers to, Dan Juster or Zechariah the prophet?
Zechariah the prophet makes no such distinction between the subject of
verse 13 and verse 23 of Zechariah 8. The subject of both is the same,
which are two reunited houses of Israel. The distinction Zechariah does
make is between Judah held captive in Medo-Persia in chapter 7 and the
liberation of both houses in chapter 8!

precisely the opposite of how Wootten and Koniuchowsky imagine the events
to have been perceived. Infact, in the books of Ezra and Nehemiah, the returnees

% Eddie Chumney, Restoring The Two Houses Of Israel, (Hagerstown, MD: Serenity Books, 1999) p.517.
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are called Jews and its derivatives 32 times, but are called Isradlites, Isradl,
children of Israel (b'nei Isradl), fathersto Israel (avot I'yisrael), people of Israel
(‘amlsra€l), or all Israel (kal Israel) 39 times. Add to this the evidence that by the
time of the Judahite exile, the Babylonian empire had already swallowed up
Assyria and its captive nations.

What do the above universal parallels have to do with Ephraim
returning? The IMJA Position Paper has finally arrived at legitimate
universal parallelism. All of the above terms are historical, sociological and
culturally accepted terms for the returning Jews from Babylon under Ezra
and Nehemiah. Strangely, in the most appropriate place to mention valid
parallelism, it is not mentioned at all to explain all the synonymous and
analogous descriptions of Jewish-Israel.

Of course! Returning Jews are part of Israel, and therefore are Israel.
Returning Jews from Babylon are also part of the children of Israel and
therefore called children of Israel. Jews are called Jews because they are
Jews! They are called fathers of Israel because returning Jews from
Babylon had sons and daughters returning with them. They are called kol
Israel or “all Israel” (not kal Israel), because they were all the Jews who
chose to return from Babylon. The rest were left in Babylon just like the
rest of the ten tribes were left in their own global exile. If not even all Jews
from Babylon returned by their own choice, how could anyone claim that
all Israel (including non-Jews) returned from Babylonian exile? If all Jews
didn’t return, then neither did all Israel!

In the year 627 B.C.E., the last Assyrian king, Ashurbanipal, died. In 614
B.C.E. Ashur, theréligious center, fell. Nineveh fell in 612, allowing
Babylon, which had aligned itself with the Median tribes from the northeast,
to capture Assyria. In 539 B.C.E., Babylon, initsturn, fell to Cyrus, king of
Persia. Thus for the returnees, the restoration of Judah by definition
entailed therestoration of Israel. All of the former Israelite exileswere as
free as were the Judahite exiles to return to the land. It isthus not supported
by the Biblical record to argue that references to post-exilic Judah are
unique to Judah and do not apply to Israel.

While the author of the IMJA Position Paper’s historical recitation is
accurate, her conclusion is not. She wrongly assumes that from 721 BCE
until Assyria fell to Babylon in 612 BCE, for over one hundred years, that
the ten tribes were a static and stable people who established roots only in
Assyria. Nothing is further from the truth. They were far from a poverty
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stricken immobile people, who just sat around counting days until the
Babylonians under Nebuchadnezzar arrived.

That picture or imagined reality does not agree with historical records of
documented Israelite migration further north and east and ultimately north
and northwest in Europe. Some of the most respected historians this world
has ever known, such as George Rawlinson in his studies on Phoenicia
and Dr. Barry Fell, give overwhelming evidence that Israelite colonies
established by King Solomon existed in such far away places as North
America as early as 900-1000 BCE! Dr. Fell’'s documented classic,
America BCE, relates one such discovery.

The Las Lunas Stone, containing inscriptions written in ancient Paleo
Hebrew, a language known only to Israelites and related Semitic peoples
in the Middle East before 1000 BCE. The Las Lunas Stone records an
abbreviation of Exodus 20. This ancient Decalogue was discovered in New
Mexico near Albuquerque.® Dr. Fell noted that the Hebrew Paleo style
dates back to circa 1000 BCE, and George Morehouse, a Geologist,
confirmed that dating based on data from weatherization.®® These
archeological findings are just the tip of the iceberg. Numerous discoveries
of ancient objects of Hebrew and Israelite behaviors abound throughout
the Americas. The point being that when these ten tribes were evicted from
their homeland, they did not remain complacent. Rather they fled to
colonies previously established by King Solomon when his empire
spanned the globe. In addition, Ephraim-Israel had the prophecies of
Nathan the prophet that YHVH would indeed appoint another place of
refuge and safe haven, where traditional enemies like Assyria would not
harm them. These prophecies of another appointed place for Israelites to
flee to is found in Second Samuel 7:10 and First Chronicles 17:9. Given in
1000 BCE, this appointed place was just such a haven as archeology is
now discovering.’® Space limitations do not permit a lengthy treatment of
the subject.®’

As a matter of record, by the time Babylon captured Nineveh in 612
BCE, most Israelites had gone west into Europe and the Americas or
disintegrated into groups known as the Cimmerai, Cimmerian, Saccai,
Angles, Dannan, Simonei and many other new tribal nations. Leading
Israelite historian, Steven M. Collins, in his book The Ten Lost Tribes of
Israel Found, states “Halah, Habor and Gozan were in the Mesopotamian

% Dr Barry Fell, America BCE, Revised Editon 1989, p.310.
® George Morehouse. The Las Lunas Inscriptions-A Genealogical Study, P.310.
%« Another Appointed Place,” Your Arms To Israel, Part 6, Vol. 10, No5, http://www.yourarmstoisrael.org.
67 .
Ibid.



The Truth About All Isra€l

region of the Assyrian empire, but the cities of the Medes were located
southeast of the Caspian Sea in modern Iran. It is likely that the Assyrians
settled the Israelites in many different areas of their empire (not just
Nineveh), in order to prevent them from consolidating their strength.
Ancient records indicate the tribe of Dan arrived in Ireland at the time of
the fall of Samaria.®® Also at the same time a large portion of the Israelite
tribe of Simeon chose a maritime escape from the Assyrians. Coinciding
with the arrival of Tuahtha de Danaan in Ireland, the Simeoni landed in
Wales and southern England in 720 BCE!"® Some of the earth’s most
reliable historians confirm Collin’s findings. Among them are Allen, Davidy
and others. Ephraim-Israel at the time of the fall of Assyria, had already
settled throughout Asia, Europe and the Americas and, in fact, only a
minority were in Nineveh and other parts of Assyria at the time of her
fall in 612 BCE.

168

Most of Ephraim were not in Babylon since they evacuated and
escaped Assyria over one hundred years before Babylon conquered
Assyria. The Scythian wars against Assyria and Assyria’s subsequent
weakening in these wars, allowed conquered Ephraim to be dispersed
away from Assyrian control. All the above is recorded and verified by the
biblical record. Scripture fails to mention any ten-tribe Israelites
returning from Babylon, because they were never corporately in
Babylon to begin with! Yair Davidy, Steve Collins, J.H. Allen, George
Rawlinson and many others confirm these facts. The IMJA Position
Paper’s fabricated rewriting of history, to somehow squeeze the House of
Israel into its post-Babylon reconstituted twelve tribe Israel theory, is
shameful fantasy in the face of mounting biblical, historical and even
archeological evidence!

Those who returned from exile saw that their numbers included many
mor e than the physical descendants of Judah, Benjamin, and Levi alone.

Which chapter and verse of Scripture is the IMJA Position Paper
referring to? According to Ezra, the leader of Jewish-Israel’s return from
Babylon after 70 years, Ephraim or the House of Israel had not returned!
We must match the IMJA Position Paper’s claims, against the very
testimony of Ezra himself! After all, who would know better exactly what
components of Israel comprised those returning under his very leadership?

% Steven M Collins, The Lost Ten Tribes of Israel Found, (Boring, OR: CPA Books) p.119.
% |bid.
" Allen, Judah’s Scepter Joseph'’ s Birthright, p.275.
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Let’s see what the leader of Judah’s return from Babylon has to say about
the still scattered, non-returning House of Israel:

“‘Around 440 BCE Ezra (the writer of Chronicles) said that Ephraim (ten
tribes) was scattered in ‘Halah, Habor, Hara, and to the River Gozan to this
day’ (First Chronicles 5:26). The prophet Ezra penned these words more
than 250 years after (Ephraim) the House of Israel was scattered, and
more than 50 years after Judah’s return from Babylon to rebuild the
Temple.””" So Ezra, the leader of the Jewish post-Babylonian return,
must not have considered Israel reunited at the time of the Second
Temple’s restoration!”

And the returnees, who referred to themselves both as Jews and as the
people of Isradl, did so not because of tribal affiliation but because they
affirmed the theocratic reign of God centered in Jerusalem, the capital of the
former kingdom of Judah (Yehudah).

Lets not forget the other names for returning Judah. Finally a good
example of parallelism!

Wootten argues against the idea that the returnees saw themselves as
comprising the collective people of Israd, citing Jer 31:20 to support her
position. However, throughout the post-exilic prophetic writings runs the
call for the dispersed of both Israel and Judah to returnto theland. That
call continuesto this day as those whose community involvement has
included a distinct memory of being part of Israel continue to yearn for their
homeland.

Community involvement or man’s short memory has nothing to do with
who is Israel. It is not criteria for establishing Jewish bloodlines. A Jew can
be involved in the Hare Krishna community, but does that involvement in
and of itself mean a cessation to the reality of his or her Jewish bloodlines?
What one believes, or where one lives, what one does or does not
recognize, does not change ones bloodlines. Jeremiah 31:20, is in fact a
clear reference to Ephraim. Though Judah would return from Babylon,
YHVH promised to not forget Ephraim’s exiled status.

At this point it is necessary to return to Scripture to verify the fact that
the Jewish people today, 2500 years after the two houses supposedly

" Wootten, Who Is Israel, p. 110.
2 | bid.
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were reunited, do not fit or fulfill the most basic of criteria, given by the
Almighty, for the type of nation that will ultimately represent Him upon
reunion. The following criteria prove once and for all that the two sticks of
Ezekiel 37 have never been fully reunited.

A reconstituted and fully reunited Israel according to Scripture must:

1) Never again leave Israel after two-stick reunification. If the reunion
took place in Ezra’s day, then why did Judah leave the land again in 70
CE, thus violating Ezekiel 37:57?

2) Never again remember the glorious days of the Ark of the Covenant
because of the far exceeding glory of the final ingathering of the scattered
Jews and the outcast Israelites (Jeremiah 3:14-18, Isaiah 11:12-13). Today
many believers in Yahshua talk, discuss and remember the Ark of the
Covenant, more then the promised kingdom to be restored. This type of
talk is an indication that we have in no way missed any kind of reunion.

3) Middle East peace will be comprehensive and brought about by an
Israeli army made up of both houses, adding numbers and anointing
(Obadiah 1:18, Zechariah 9:13, 1 Samuel 17:45, Isaiah 11:13-14). Since
only Israelite unity can bring peace and since there is no peace, no reunion
has occurred!

4) When the two sticks are made one, there will be no religious
defilement or residue of paganism in either camp. When all Asherim and
incense altars no longer stand (Isaiah 27:9, Ezekiel 37:23), Israel will
finally be fully reunited! This is hardly the case today in either house.
Judah is full of unbelief in Messiah’s atonement and Israel is full of the
ways of Jeroboam son of Nebat. Sinless perfection has not been achieved,
thus no reunion has either.

5) Israel as a reunited people will have only allegiance to one chosen
and anointed Davidic leader known as Messiah. This has not happened by
any stretch of the imagination, seeing that Judah has declared that they,
by and large, will not hallow the Nazarene to rule in their midst; and many
in Ephraim pay Him lip service as Savior, but He is by no means their
Master. Yahshua does not reign fully over both full houses (Isaiah 8:14,
Ezekiel 37:24-25), thus no reunion has occurred.

Gentilelsrael?

Response to Gentile Israel

The preferred term is non-Jewish-Israel or Ephraim-Israel or Ephraim! It
is a subheading decorated in bold, designed to alarm the reader. Israelites
who became outward-appearing Gentiles through massive Diaspora and
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2700 years of assimilation, still are Israelites because the blood does not
get altered based on ones lifestyle or behaviors!

But Wootten has more at stake in her effortsto differentiate Judah and
Ephraim. The argument she hopes to establish is that the “ [ost”
Ephraimites as a group became “ pagan Gentiles” asa result of their
assimilation, this despite the fact that nowhere in Sriptureisthat term used
to describe dispersed Israelites

There are plenty of clear references!” In all our two-house writings
concerning Ephraim becoming the melo ha Goyim (Genesis 48:19), Paul
calls returning Gentiles the House of Israel by implication, in Romans 9:25-
26. He references Hosea 1 to identify the ones returning as Gentiles.
Hosea never wrote about Gentiles, but did write about Israelites from the
north becoming children of Elohim in the latter-days. Then in Romans 9:27
in an immediate follow-up to the Hosea 1 reference, he affirms that
returning Gentiles are the sand of the sea Israelites (Ephraim), that Isaiah
prophesied would only partially (unfortunately) receive the gospel.”
Romans 9:29 confirms that only a remnant from sand of the sea Ephraim-
Israel will be saved.

Peter does the same exact thing in 1 Peter 2:9-10. As a matter of fact,
Peter’'s ascribes verse 10 as a literal fulfillment to the former northerners,
who are now the royal priesthood nation. This verse 9-10 reference is
two-fold. He calls born-again disciples those who were Lo-Ami (not
my people) and now become Ami (my people), those who had no
compassion (Lo-Ruhamah) now have Ruhamah (compassion). Both
these quotes from Hosea 1:8-9 make the clearest of correlations of
the non-Jewish disciples returning from the nations as northern-
Israel!

The Talmud and a plethora of Jewish writings classify the House of
Joseph in Diaspora as legal Gentiles.” Rashi, the most revered post-
Babylonian Jewish commentator, stated regarding the meaning of Genesis
48:19 and the term melo ha Goyim. “A multitude of nations but more
literally, shall fill the nations.” Mrs. Wootten and Rabbi Koniuchowsky

3 “Restoration Parts 1 and 2", Your Arms To Israel, Vol. 9, No. 4, and Vol. 10, No.1.
http://www.yourarmstoisrael .org.

™ |saiah 10:22.

%Y ebamot 17B, Babylonian Talmud, The Soncino Talmud, The CD-Rom Judaic Classics Library,
(Chicago: Davka Corporation, 1996).
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agree with Rashi, that Ephraim’s seed would fill the nations.”® Brother
Noah Webster goes on to define fill, as “to occupy all of, to make full by
putting or pouring.” ’’ This is exactly what YHVH did! He filled or poured
out or put forth this seed of Jacob’s grandson, in order to fill the nations
(Gentiles). If the nations are full of Ephraim-Israel’s seed, how much space
or room is left for any other kind of non-Jewish human seed?

According to the widely respected and used Artscroll Series
commentary on Torah in accord with Genesis 48:19 it states “melo means
a fullness and connotes abundance...meaning: his seed will become the
abundance of the nations. They will have to inhabit the land of others.””®
James Strong in the Hebrew Lexicon, defines word numbers 4393 and

1471 and confirms the meaning “fullness of Gentiles”.”

Dr. David Stern, certainly not a supporter of two-house restoration as of
this date, translates Genesis 48:19 as follows: “His descendents (Ephraim,
emphasis mine) will grow into many nations [Goyim-Gentiles].” Darby, and
Young'’s version of Scripture also translate Genesis 48:19 as fullness of
Goyim.”® The Douay Version reads, “Ephraim will grow into Goyim.”®’

Alfred Edersheim, the most respected Jewish-Christian scholar said:
“As regards to the ten tribes there is this truth underlying, that as their
persistent apostasy from the G-d of Israel and His worship had cut them off
from His people, so thru fulfillment of the divine promises to them in the
latter-days would imply, as it were a second birth (born-again, emphasis
mine), to make them once more Israel.”®? In the mouth of two or three
witnesses every word shall be established!

Despite this overwhelming evidence, the IMJA Position Paper beats a
dead horse, by denying Scripture, tradition, linguistics, rabbinical Judaism,
even her own Messianic Jewish translations! The aforementioned scholars
from all religious persuasions attribute this prophetic utterance (Genesis
48:19) to the latter-day Gentiles! Yet Mrs. Wootten and Koniuchowsky
are the only ones condemned as heretics!

"6 “Deuteronomy,” The Pentateuch With The Commentary by Rashi, (Jerusalem: Silberman Family, 5733),
p.242.

" \Webster’s I llustrated Dictionary, p.232.

8 Artscroll Series, Volume 6, (Menorah Publishing, 1982) p.2121.

" Srong’s H #4393 and 1471

8 Unbound Bible, http://www.unbound.biola.edu/ Biola University website

8 |bid.

8 Alfred Edersheim, Life And Times of Jesus The Messiah , 1973 pp.15-16
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She and Koniuchowsky have a reason for ignoring or obscuring the
record of Scripture and its tradition as transmitted in both Jewish and
Christian history.

Whose tradition and whose recorded Scriptures is the IMJA Position
Paper referring to? As shown, the concept of the ten tribes becoming
Gentiles in every legal and even halachic (rabbinical rulings) sense, is
accepted by scholars from both Judaism and Christianity, as seen in just
the few examples above.

They want to transform modern-day Christiansinto Israel using racial
and biological categories.

We are not transformers, but we are called to declare what thus saith
YHVH and that alone! It is not we, but YHVH who not only has the power
to decide who is who, but according to Galatians 6:16 and Ephesians 2:11-
19, has ordained that all true born-again believers whether through Judah,
Ephraim or grafted in non-Israelites, are members of Israel’s
Commonwealth and citizens of the very nation itself. What is most
interesting is that the Complete Jewish Bible, a Messianic Jewish
translation by Dr David Stern, translates Ephesians 2:11 as follows:

“(11) Therefore remember your former state. You Gentiles by birth--
called Uncircumcised by those who, merely because of an operation of the
flesh, are called Circumcised

(12) at that time had no Messiah. You were estranged from the national
life of Israel...”

These returning non-Jews were estranged, which according to
Webster’s lllustrated Dictionary means “a friend changed, kept at a
distance.” Is not that exactly a vivid description of the family of Israel?
Family friends changed and now kept at a distance! Until Messiah’s
coming that is!

Thus it is YHVH Almighty who makes and preserves the Israel
equation. As to who is a Jew or who is an Ephraimite—who knows? That is
where a personal relationship with Yahshua becomes helpful (Jeremiah
33:3)! Rest assured that in the body of Yahshua, the Commonwealth of
Israel, there are a majority of native Israelite folks from both houses. This
is not a DNA salvation method, or a salvation by genetics method. It is
rather the declared and revealed covenant keeping power of YHVH. He
kept covenant as He promised the patriarchs by filling both the globe and
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the believing body of Messiah His Beloved Son, with Israelite blood. His
word cannot lie. James 1:1 confirms the fact that believers are twelve-tribe
descended and related. Much more Scriptural evidence is provided in Part
One in the series, The Restoration of Israel &

But the Scriptural record indicates that the returnees from Judah
incorporated all from the northern kingdom who wished to join them and
thus, as a result, comprised “ all Isradl.”

As shown earlier in some detail, most Ephraimites never went to
Babylon and were not part of the returning Jewish people, simply because
they were never in Babylon!

Despite this, Wootten states of the Israelites, “ When scattered, they were
|sraelites who lived and worked in Assyria. They struck rootsin
Mesopotamian society. They were absorbed. They became foreigners.
Gentiles [emphasis herg| .”

The Encyclopedia Judaica said this, not Batya Wootten! On page 27 of
Who is Israel?, she writes: After Assyria conquered them, what happened
to the Ephraimites as a people?

The Encyclopedia Judaica says:

“It is evident that as a rule, they did not possess the status of slaves or
of an oppressed population. The exiles were first settled in Mesopotamia
as land tenants of the king. The craftsmen among them were employed in
state enterprises. Eventually, some of the exiles achieved economic and
social status and even occupied high-ranking positions in the Assyrian
administration. The striking of roots in Mesopotamian society by a large
part of the descendants of the Israelite exiles resulted in their eventual
absorption into the foreign milieu.”®*

This is a quote from a very Jewish encyclopedia. To continue to blame
and claim Mrs. Wootten and Koniuchowsky as the source of all two-house
truths, long known to other scholars and theologians of most Judeo-
Christian branches, would seem to be a reaction based on the fear of what
the IMJA Position Paper may not know, or has chosen not to know. We
tend to fear things we don’t comprehend.

8 K oniuchowsky, “The Full Restoration of Israel Part One” Your Arms To Israel Vol. 9 No.4,
http://www.yourarmstoisrael .org
8 «Exile, Assyrian” Encyclopaedia Judaica, (Jerusalem:Keter Publishing, 1972), p 1036.
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But for her, it isnot just some who became Gentiles.. .they all became
Gentiles. Koniuchowsky adds to thisthat “ the lost physical sheep of the
house of Isra€l...became the Gentiles and have been living like Gentiles for
2700 years.”

If Koniuchowsky and Wootten add their revelation to a recognized body
of previously accepted Scriptural knowledge, then they are building and
elaborating on truth, not inventing anything. To hyper-spiritualize every
two-house text from Ezra to Revelation, so as to dismiss Ephraim as an
equal heir in Israel, should not only be frightening to the seeker, but
smacks of cultic phenomena.

Nowhere does either Koniuchowsky or Wootten make the
assertion that all “Ephraimites become Gentiles”. That is an outright
lie! Scriptures do teach that the world would be full of Gentiles through
Ephraim, who would be the collective name and predominant tribe in the
north starting with 921 BCE. While not every non-Jew is an Israelite, most
are, especially those who love Torah, the Promised Land, the Feasts and
trust in YHVH and His instructions. The IMJA Position Paper may not feel
that this two-stick restoration is a basic tenet of Judaism, but traditional
Judaism teaches exactly that. Mrs. Wootten and Rabbi Koniuchowsky
teach nothing new, except to hasten the restoration of Israel’'s two houses
by recognition of Scriptural truth through Messiah Yahshua.

While the Biblical record confirms that members of the northern kingdom
wer e scattered, it makes no such leap as to declare that Ephraimis now
corporately a Gentile people.

As seen above, this is simply another premise that is blatantly false.
Taking it a biblical step further, Ephraim is not only a corporately Gentile
people but are in fact a multitude of corporate Gentile peoples or nations.®

In fact, long before the two kingdoms separated, the various tribes had so
integrally mingled together that one would be hard-pressed to make clear
definition between any of the tribes at any point in history after the time of
the Judges. A cursory analysis of the names listed in the genealogiesin Num
26:35-51 and 1 Chron 7:20-27 shows that fromthe earliest period, Ephraim
mingled with many other tribes, especially Asher, Benjamin, and Judah, two
of which purportedly comprised the majority of the populace of the southern

% Stern, Gen 48:19, p. 55.
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kingdom generations later. Members of one tribe often lived in the territory
of another tribe, even marrying into that tribe.

A composition of repeated layers of historically inaccurate statements
does not make a conclusion true. Neither does it impress those who are in
a continual serious search for truth. The author of the IMJA Position Paper
now engages in open anachronistic double talk, where she begins to
rearrange times and seasons in Hebrew history. This blatant use of
anachronism is designed to not only question plain Bible facts and Bible
chronology, but seems to be an attack on YHVH’s own revelation
regarding the historic chronology of our people! Instead of accepting
Scripture that teaches us that the nation of Israel was not divided until circa
921 BCE and afterwards remained two divided nations, she compounds
her first error by insisting that the restoration has occurred. This is done by
copying the events of 921 BCE and pasting them into a time frame of
about 1400 BCE. This is a very sad, but typical case of plain truth rejected,
which leaves only the alternative: Error left unchecked then begets further
error.

The description of the tribes and their sub clans is found Numbers
26:35-51. Ephraim is listed as a single tribe. He had not yet become
corporately identified with all of ten-tribe northern Israel. In context, the
Numbers 26 reference to Ephraim holds absolutely no significance
regarding the immediate topic at hand. When Ephraim eventually
represents all of northern Israel, and eventually the latter-day fullness of
the Gentiles, the IMJA Position Paper ignores their reality. Before Ephraim
represents all of ten-tribe Israel or the melo ha Goyim, the author highlights
their reality, trying to superimpose the 921 BCE assimilation and crossover
of Ephraim into ten tribes and apply it to the period in the wilderness. Not
only does the IMJA Position Paper use blatant anachronistic liberty, but it
engages in a classic case of projection, or accusing others of the very
practices employed by the accuser. The First Chronicles 7:20-21 reference
is a nice list of genealogies, but what does this have to do with the events
of 921 BCE and how does this list prove that Israel was not divided into
two houses?

Cultic sites set up in the territory of one tribe were frequented by
member s of other tribes. H. H. Ben-Sasson notes that in the genealogies can
be observed indications “ of continual inter-tribal regroupings, therise and
decline of the various sub-units within the tribal frame and their dissolution
and eventual merger, as well as the migratory movements of branchesto
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new tribal territories and their frequently distant wanderings fromregion to
region.”

How do these regroupings and limited intermingling for social and
practical reasons, negate the kingdom split some 600 years later? In order
by definition to have a split in the nation, they had to be a corporate united
nation in order to suffer a split. What is the point of the IMJA Position
Paper? Is the IMJA Position Paper suggesting that we are to base our
search for truth on “indications” of minor tribal regrouping, when we have
documentation of an entire nation being regrouped into two separate
nations of Israel? Which is the greater regrouping? The reader may
choose the inspired canonical writings by our prophets, writing through the
Spirit of Messiah, or some “indications of intermingling” in 1450 BCE in an
otherwise uneventful listing of genealogies? The IMJA Position Paper
focuses the seeker’s attention onto the tribal wanderings to distant regions
in the times of the Judges, but turns a closed eye towards the documented
more massive regrouping, ordained by YHVH that has torn at the heart of
a once glorious people!

Wootten counters by arguing that, based on restrictions in land
transactions, “ surely thisrestriction limited intermingling.” But the
evidence is exactly to the contrary. Neither in terms of genealogy nor in
terms of territory can clear lines be drawn between one tribe and another.
From the time of the earliest confederacy, the tribal groupings offered a way
of distinguishing family territorial inheritance, but they did not create the
pure, homogeneous racial lines that Wootten and Koniuchowsky imagine.
They were never intended to serve such a purpose.

The tribal groupings were in fact intended to preserve racial lines
as seen in the Mosaic prohibition against marrying and raising family
outside of one’s tribe.* Tribal distinctions were so crucial t