the word of Arnold in cs yellow 

The Word of God in Royal Blue 

Dear Hank, Yes, it is common for people to think that the word “Jews” is a geographical name, but there is just one word for “Jews” in the plural. So there would have to be several geographical places to accommodate the plurality! The other factor is that the word is always used of people and never of a place. 

But ye believe not, because ye are not of my sheep, as I said unto you. My sheep hear my voice, and I know them, and they follow me: ... Then the Jews [read: Edomites pretending to be "religious leaders", who Jesus CONDEMNED] took up stones again to stone him, John 10:27-31. 
Rom 9:24 Even us, whom he hath called, not of the Jews [read: Israelites of the House of Israel, living in Judaea] only, but also of the Gentiles? 
http://christianparty.net/weiland.htm
There is a different word for Judea. The “Jews” in Rome were not in Judea either. In Corinth Paul found Aquila who a Jew who was born in Pontus 

Act 18:2 And found a certain Jew named Aquila, born in Pontus, lately come from Italy, with his wife Priscilla; (because that Claudius had commanded all Jews [read: scumbag Edomites pretending to be religious leaders"] to depart from Rome:) and came unto them. 

, and Paul was a Jew born outside of Judea. 
1Co 9:20 "And I [who was BORN AS an Israelite] became as a Jew to the Jews, that I might gain Jews [not my fellow Israelites, not my fellow Roman citizens, not Egyptians, but scumbag Edomite JEWS]
That there was a mixed-race population in Judea does not alter this singular usage of “Jews”. 

Nehemiah 9:1 Now in the twenty and fourth day of this month the children of Israel were assembled with fasting, and with sackcloth, and earth upon them. 
Nehemiah 9:2 And the seed of Israel separated themselves from all foreigners, and stood and confessed their sins, and the iniquities of their fathers. 
Nehemiah 9:3 And they stood up in their place, and read in the book of the law of Jehovah their God a fourth part of the day; and another fourth part they confessed, and worshipped Jehovah their God. 
Nehemiah 13:3 Now it came to pass, when they had heard the Torah, that they separated from Israel all the mixed multitude.
There is only the one biblical word for “Jews” and it is used in a consistent manner of a people who have the capability of coming to believe in Jesus as the Christ. 

Joh 11:47 Then gathered the chief priests and the Pharisees a council, and said, What do we? for this man doeth many miracles. 
Joh 11:48 If we let him thus alone, all [men] will believe on him: and the Romans shall come and take away both our place and nation. 

oh 11:48 If we let him thus alone, all [men] will believe on him: and the Romans shall come and take away both our place and nation.
Joh 8:31 Then said Jesus to those Jews which believed on him, If ye continue in my word, [then] are ye my disciples indeed; 
Joh 8:37 I know that ye are Abraham's seed; but ye seek to kill me, because my word hath no place in you. 

Joh 8:40 But now ye seek to kill me, a man that hath told you the truth, which I have heard of God: this did not Abraham. 
Joh 8:44 Ye are of [your] father the devil, and the lusts of your father ye will do. He was a murderer from the beginning, and abode not in the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his own: for he is a liar, and the father of it. 

They may be good or evil. To say, “Jews” cannot become Christians” is manifestedly stupid because they did in Bible days 

No, Arnold, every last jew in Scripture REJECTED Jesus. It was only ISRAELITES, of the House of ISRAEL, who accepted Him--because it was only they He was set to, because it was only the House of Israel who was divorced by God [who had NOT divorced the House of Judah, even though they were bigger sinners, read: Jeremiah]

, and then to identify the Jews of today with the Jews of Bible days is even more stupid because of this. 

But you have ZERO evidence that the seedline that started with Cain was ever completely wiped out, and this evil seedline is the only seedline which followed the tradtions of the elders Jesus condemned, which later became the TalMUD.

As someone pointed out today, “Jesus was born and died a Jew of the tribe of Judah”: 

Mat 15:24

(ASV) But he answered and said, I was not sent but unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 
(CEV) Jesus said, "I was sent only to the people of Israel! They are like a flock of lost sheep." 
(GW) Jesus responded, "I was sent only to the lost sheep of the nation of Israel." 
(KJV+) But1161 he3588 answered611 and said,2036 I am not3756 sent649 but1508 unto1519 the lost622 sheep4263 of the house3624 of Israel.2474 

(KJVA) But he answered and said, I am not sent but unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 
Mat 10:6
(ASV) but go rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 
(CEV) Go only to the people of Israel, because they are like a flock of lost sheep. 
(GW) Instead, go to the lost sheep of the nation of Israel. 
(KJV+) But1161 go4198 rather3123 to4314 the lost622 sheep4263 of the house3624 of Israel.2474 
(KJVA) But go rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 
(YLT) and be going rather unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 
(YLT) and he answering said, `I was not sent except to the lost sheep of the house of Israel.' 

And when Rehoboam was come to Jerusalem, he assembled all the house of Judah, with the tribe of Benjamin, a hundred and fourscore thousand chosen men, which were warriors, to fight against the house of Israel, to bring the kingdom again to Rehoboam the son of Solomon. 1 Kings 12:21 
2Ch 28:6 For Pekah the son of Remaliah slew in Judah a hundred and twenty thousand in one day, which were all valiant men; because they had forsaken the LORD God of their fathers. 2Ch 28:7 And Zichri, a mighty man of Ephraim, slew Maaseiah the king's son, and Azrikam the governor of the house, and Elkanah that was next to the king. 2Ch 28:8 And the children of Israel carried away captive of their brethren two hundred thousand, women, sons, and daughters, and took also away much spoil from them, and brought the spoil to Samaria. 

This gets even sillier when it is said that those converted must have been from Benjamin or the House of Israel, and that “His own” could not have been “Jews”. 

For I could wish that myself were accursed from Christ for my brethren, my kinsmen [ISRAELITES, of the House of ISRAEL, NOT JUDAH] according to the flesh: Romans 9:3 Who are Israelites; to whom pertaineth the adoption, and the glory, and the covenants, and the giving of the law, and the service of God, and the promises [not the House of Judah]; Romans 9:4 Whose are the fathers, and of whom as concerning the flesh Christ came [AGAIN, HOUSE OF ISAREL], who is over all, God blessed forever. Amen. Romans 9:5 
Jesus saw Nathanael coming to him, and said about him, "Behold, an Israelite [NOT A JEW] indeed, in whom is no deceit!" John 1:47 
What we have in JK’s presentation is a basic untruth as a foundation, firstly in regard to "Jews">. To this untruth we have other repeated statements made such as, “Enowsh is never used of Israelites”. Well anyone who wants to can find the word is used of Israelites many times. 

SON OF ENOS VS ADAM
The contradistinction between Adamites and Enosh is made clear in Psalms 144:3 where the appearance of "son of", which most of the time refers to Adam, is reversed, this time referring to descendants of Enosh:
LORD, what [is] man [Adam], that thou takest knowledge of him! [or] the son of man [Enosh], that thou makest account of him! Psalms 144:3 
LORD,3068 what4100 is man,120 that thou takest knowledge3045 of him! or the son1121 of man,582 that thou makest account2803 of him! 
This is irrefutable proof that Enosh is a specific person who's different than Adam with specific, identifiable descendants who're different than Adam's descendants, both of whom were called "man" by the KJV translators. 
What's the difference between "takest knowledge of him" and "makest account of him"? Is "Adam" [as opposed to "son of Adam"] a lower form than Enosh, or son of Enosh? Would you rather be known by God, or merely thought of by Him? We know from the following verses that "thou takest knowledge" comes from "yada", which means "know", and "thou makest account" comes from "chashab" which means "think". The following two verses provide the necessary perspective:
Psa 109:27 That they may know [yada] that this is thy hand; that thou, LORD, hast done it. 
Eze 38:10 Thus saith the Lord GOD; It shall also come to pass, that at the same time shall things come into thy mind, and thou shalt think [chashab] an evil thought: 
So the actual meaning of Psalms 144:3 is:
LORD, what [is] Adam that thou know him! [or] the son of Enosh that thou think of him! 
GOD SAVES ADAM, DESTROYS ENOSH
Psa 90:3 Thou turnest man [Enosh] to destruction; and sayest, Return, ye children of men [Adam]. 
Psa 90:3 Thou turnest7725 man582 to5704 destruction;1793 and sayest,559 Return,7725 ye children1121 of men.120
ADAM SCARLET, ENOSH WORM
Had Enosh been a son of Adam, there would have been no need to include both referrences "Enosh" and "Son of Adam" in so many different Scriptures, proving that Strong's is wrong: Enosh and Enos cannot be the same person:
How much less man [Enosh], that is a worm [rimmah]? and the son of man [Adam], which is a worm [tola]? Job 25:6 
In most of the rest of the Holy Bible, "tola" is translated as "scarlet". The contradistinction becomes apparent only when the italicized words [the ones added by the translators] are removed and the actual original meaning is understood:
How much less is Enosh a worm than Adamites who are scarlet?
EXAMPLE OF SCARLET: Moreover thou shalt make the tabernacle with ten curtains of fine twined linen, and blue, and purple, and scarlet: with cherubims of cunning work shalt thou make them. Exodus 26:1 
Obviously Enosh, who are compared to worms, are not God's holy people, whereas Adamites, who are compared to the curtains of God's Temple, are. Similarly, Job 35:8 compares Ish to wickedness and Adamites to righteousness.
TRUST ADAM, FEAR ENOSH
I, [even] I, [am] he that comforteth you: who [art] thou, that thou shouldest be afraid of a man [Enosh] [that] shall die, and of the son of man [Adam] [which] shall be made [as] grass; Isaiah 51:12 
First we must remove the italicized words to grasp what's being written here:
I, I, that comforteth you: who thou, that thou shouldest be afraid of a man [Enosh] shall die, and of the son of man [Adam] shall be made grass; Isaiah 51:12 
Then we must look at how other words in this verse are used in other parts of Scripture. The word "he" is translated from "hu" which almost always means "this". The phrase "shall die" is translated from "muth" which is often translated as "kill" or "slay". The phrase "shall be made" is translated from "nathan", which usually means "give". The word "grass" is translated from "chatsiyr" which also means hay or herbs.
I, I, that comforteth you say: you shouldest be afraid of Enosh who kill rather than Adamites who give you herbs;
ADAM UPHOLDS, ENOSH KEEPS SABBATH
The following Scripture is a reminder that Enosh must keep the sabbath but that Adamites must uphold it, providing a clue about the chain of command in the Israelite community:
Blessed [is] the man [Enosh] [that] doeth this, and the son of man [Adam] [that] layeth hold on it; that keepeth the sabbath from polluting it, and keepeth his hand from doing any evil. Isaiah 56:2 
"Layeth hold on" is translated from "chazaq" which means "strengthened" or "hardened", leaving us with the following contradistinction between Enosh and Adamites:
Blessed [is] Enosh who does this, and Adamites who strengthen it; that keepeth the sabbath from polluting it, and keepeth his hand from doing any evil
ADAM PROVIDES, ENOSH CONSUMES
He causeth the grass to grow for the cattle, and herb for the service of man [Adam]: that he may bring forth food out of the earth; And wine that maketh glad the heart of man [Enosh], and oil to make his face to shine, and bread which strengtheneth man's [Enosh]'s heart. Psalms 104:14-15 
ADAM SEES, ENOSH BEHOLDS
Every man [Adam] may see it; man [Enosh] may behold it afar off. Job 36:25 
Hast thou eyes of flesh? or seest thou as man [Enosh] seeth? Job 10:4 
Have you ever wondered what "eyes of flesh" are? Well, the word "flesh" is translated from the Hebrew word "basar" [Strong's #1320], which appears as "kin" in the following Scripture:
Lev 18:6 None of you shall approach to any that is near of kin to him, to uncover their nakedness: I am the LORD. 
Lev 25:49 Either his uncle, or his uncle's son, may redeem him, or any that is nigh of kin unto him of his family may redeem him; or if he be able, he may redeem himself.
Hast thou eyes of your kin? or seest thou as Enosh seeth?
This then renders JK’s Adam/Enowsh doctrine not just stupid but to be an outright lie. It is a lie because it is not just a mistake when has been pointed out in detail. There are other similar things that have been pointed out that are simple facts rather than interpretations that JK refuses to accept. As someone said today of JK in an email, “ he misinterprets and flat out lies”. 

There are many such lies on JK’s web pages. What is even worse is JK’s re-translations of parts of the Bible. To quote JK’s translation: “Was sent only to the House of Israel” is not found in any translation. 

Mat 15:24

(ASV) But he answered and said, I was not sent but unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 
(CEV) Jesus said, "I was sent only to the people of Israel! They are like a flock of lost sheep." 
(GW) Jesus responded, "I was sent only to the lost sheep of the nation of Israel." 

(GW) Jesus responded, "I was sent 
Mat 15:24

(ASV) But he answered and said, I was not sent but unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 

(CEV) Jesus said, "I was sent only to the people of Israel! They are like a flock of lost sheep." 

(GW) Jesus responded, "I was sent only to the lost sheep of the nation of Israel." 

(KJV+) But1161 he3588 answered611 and said,2036 I am not3756 sent649 but1508 unto1519 the lost622 sheep4263 of the house3624 of Israel.2474 

(KJVA) But he answered and said, I am not sent but unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 

(YLT) and he answering said, `I was not sent except to the lost sheep of the house of Israel.' 

to the lost sheep of the nation of Israel." 
(KJV+) But1161 he3588 answered611 and said,2036 I am not3756 sent649 but1508 unto1519 the lost622 sheep4263 of the house3624 of Israel.2474 

(KJVA) But he answered and said, I am not sent but unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 
(YLT) and he answering said, `I was not sent except to the lost sheep of the house of Israel.' 
What is found is “I am sent but to the House of Israel”, where the “but” does not mean “only”. Even without looking into the meaning in language, if it did, then the apostles would have been wrong to have first gone to the House of Judah [Jews]. 

ARNOLD, WHICH VERSE SAYS THE APOSTLES EVER WENT TO THE "JEWS"? They went ONLY to the House of Israel just like Jesus COMMANDED THEM. It is YOU who makes this claim, so that YOU can claim that all Israelites are called "jews". 

THEY WENT ONLY TO THE HOUSE OF ISRAEL. THEY DID NOT GO TO THE HOUSE OF JUDAH, NOR TO "JEWS", NOR TO EDOMITES, NOR TO MAMZERS, NIGGERS, KIKES, LATRINOS, CHINKS, JAPS, RAGHEADS, BUDDHISTS, MUSLIMS, HINDUS, PAGANS, SHINTOS--OR goddesses.

But JK also rejects or ignores the sequence of prophecy in this regard as fulfilled in the New Testament. He never mentions the circumcision in contrast to the un-circumcision . 

There were circumcised and uncircumcised Israelites of the HOUSE OF ISRAEL.

Well Hank, I have tried to stem the lies, but you are right in saying it is time to stop. There are others on the list who want to continue outside of JK. Sincerely I believe that the witnessed lack of revelation knowledge is because JK’s input is all on a natural level. 

Well, Arnold, I suppose this is the answer to the question about whether or not you have a nigger in the woodpile, and the answer is clearly "YES", big time.

He has said to me that he does not know what “conversion” is and has not experienced it. This is somewhat like the old saying in the UK, “Of course I am a Christian – I was born in England was I not?” JK has said to me that he sees no need for conversion. 
THERE IS ONE VERSE WHICH ADDRESSES "CONVERSION", ARNOLD, AND IT'S A REFERENCE TO israelites of the house of israel, not "jews"!!: Act 15:3 And being brought on their way by the church, they passed through Phenice and Samaria, declaring the conversion of the Gentiles: and they caused great joy unto all the brethren. 
This is just another denial on the part of JK of what Jesus told His disciples in Matthew 18:3, “ And said, Verily I say unto you, Except ye be converted, and become as little children, ye shall not enter into the kingdom of heaven”. His manner, lack of humilty and ungentlemanly crude language bears witness to this, and I pray and trust that one day he will come to humble himself, "under the mighty hand of God". 

Look in the mirror when you say that, Arnold--and please let us know what you see looking back at you. 

John Knight

