Part Three- The Yah-SHUA Cult & Deception

Don't The Dead Sea Scrolls Prove That SHUA was used? By Dr.
Sholiach-Apostle Moshe Yoseph Koniuchowsky
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First let us address the Torah. The Samaritan Torah is unchanged and preserved from the time
of Joshua, possibly by Joshua himself, as the originals were buried with Moses, when YHUH
buried him in Exodus 34, so no human could get a hold of the actual original to change or
pervert it. Joshua scribed the first copy in about 1400 BCE, which has become the Samaritan
Torah. The DSS was dated at about 200 BCE. Thus a differernce of about 1,200 years.
Preserved and reliable.



Moreover the Deuteronomy texts found in Cave 4 are miniscule smudged fragments. No full
text exsists. So even if SHUA was found at Qumran 2-3 times, does that change anything? Not
if you are thinking clearly. Do you accept the full Torah unfragmented and preserved far away
from redactors, whether they be scribes or the Israeli Antiquity Authority, or will you go with
tiny smudged pieces, with 70-90% of the texts missing, with great guesswork involved and
with a “fill in the blanks” approach required! As for me and my house we will go with the
complete preserved text. Now let’s address the verses.

As seen below there was one SHUA and one SHA fragment of Deuteronomy 3:21 found.

Joshua 6:7 is NOT THERE! No Joshua or SHUA! Next.

Joshua 6:10 Full name MISSING. Only “oo shen oo ayin" found.

Joshua 8:35 Missing. Not found at Qumran.

Joshua 10:4 Missing the full name. SHUA borrowed from Masoretic or somewhere.
So the only real verse we have to deal with is Joshua 8:3.

First of all, it mentions Joshua two times. The second time clearly as Yah HU SHA. So what
about the Yah Hu SHUA at the start of Joshua 8:3?

Even if it is YahuSHUA, that is one reference in the DSS and only two in the Masoretic without
the vowel pointing. A total of three. As opposed to all other Masoretic, and Samaritan and
DSS references, all using YahHuSHA. So the 3 references of SHUA are clear outliers and may |
add out LIARS. Do not be deceived any longer. In addition, let us with reverence and great
care remember the warning of Exodus 20:7 to never add SHUA to the Name of Alef Taf! Even
if Joshua was SHUA we are literally and clearly forbidden from doing the same to YHUH Alef
TAF, who we know to be Messiah Yahu SHA! Yah-hu-SHUA would violate all three of the first
three commands in the ten commandements. By obedience to that overiding factor, we will
finally leave the cult of SHUA or YAH-SHUA.

Is this image below more reliable than the fully preserved Samaritan Torah, with
NO USAGE AT ALL of SHUA? When people talk about the Dead Sea Scrolls, this is
usually what they are refering to? Do these small fragments look like scrolls to
you from which the SHUA doctrine can continue to be justfied? They cannot
even be seen without infrared scanning. See below and keep in mind some
fragments are even far smaller!



Final Thought SHUR-ALEF ends in an ALEF. Yah U-SHUH ends in an Ayin. So
aren't they different words, with no connection to SHUA vanity ending in an
ALEF? Answer-The difference doesn’t matter as the Kubbuts, three dots under
the shen, responsible for most of the SHUA:s, still turns the term into SHUA,
regardless of the difference in the ending of either Alef or Ayen and we are
warned not to attach SHUA to the Name of Alef Taf!



