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The zenith in the history of the British Empire was during the days of Queen Victoria. 

The colonies of the British Empire spanned the globe. Anglo-Israelites were exultant because it 

seemed that their view of the history of the world was actually being fulfilled. God seemed to be 

honoring His promises and was exalting His children in the latter days. 

The rise of a nation seems inevitably to result in a decadence and comparative fall. 

According to the will and determinate counsel of God this happened to the British Empire. 

Britain lost most of her colonial possessions and the Anglo-Israelites were hard-pressed to 

reformulate their theories of historical interpretation to fit the actual situation. Anglo-Israelites 

were forced therefore to transfer the blessings of the “covenant” from Great Britain to the United 

States. They maintained that Ephraim the son of Joseph in the Scriptures is Great Britain and that 

Manasseh, the older son of the Hebrew ruler of Egypt, is the United States. Ephraim, “the exalted 

one” and Manasseh. who was the inferior of the two sons, now exchange places. Ephraim loses 

his place of exaltation and Manasseh becomes the exalted one. Even though this creates 

exegetical and historical problems for the Anglo-Israelite, he is not prevented from clinging to 

this interpretation. 

The relationship between Israel and Judah in the Scriptures also has significance in the 

Anglo-Israelite scheme of thinking. The Anglo-Israelite maintains that Judah represents the 

Jews. These Jew's are still under the divine curse and not to be identified with Israel. The 

promises which are recorded in the Scriptures are applied to a nation called Israel. In the system 

of Anglo-Israel these promises are to be identified with Great Britain and with the United States. 

Herbert W. Armstrong who is the editor of The Plain Truth also maintains that the House 

of Judah means Jew. Israel is to be distinguished from the term Jew as it is used in the Scriptures. 

Herbert W. Armstrong in his work Where are the Ten Lost Tribes? writes: 

 

We want to impress here that Israel and Judah are not two names for the same 

nation. They were and still are and shall be until the Second Coming of Christ, two 

separate nations. The House of Judah always means Jew. 

This distinction is vital if we are to understand prophecy. Because most so called 

Bible students are ignorant of this basic distinction: they are unable rightly to 

understand prophecy! 

The next place where the term “Jew” is mentioned in the Bible, the House of 

Israel had been driven out in captivity, lost from view, and the term only applies to 

those of the House of Judah. There are no exceptions in the Bible.  

 

Anglo-Israelites maintain that the “lost” tribes migrated from the Mediterranean area 

across Europe to the British Isles. To substantiate this assertion this sect points to the fact that the 

migrating lost tribes left behind them landmarks bearing names of the tribes. The Danube River 

is in the scheme of Anglo-Israelism a clear indication of the tribe of Dan. The name Danzig is 

another of these indications. The term Saxon is derived from the Hebrew which means Isaac-son 

or “the son of Isaac!” Berith is the Hebrew term for covenant, and ish is the Hebrew term for 

man. Anglo- Israelism insists that when translated the term would mean “the man of the 

covenant.” 



Armstrong, who is reported as not being a student of the Hebrew language, states with 

authority in The United States and, British Commonwealth in Prophecy. 

The House of Israel is the covenant people. The Hebrew word for covenant is 

beriyth, or berith. . . . The Hebrew word for man is iysh, or ish. In the original 

Hebrew language, vowels were never given in the spellings, so omitting the vowel e 

from berith, but retaining the i in its Anglicized form to preserve the y sound, and you 

have the Anglicized Hebrew word for covenant, brith. The Hebrews, however, never 

pronounced their h’s. The Jew, even today, in pronouncing the name Shem will call it 

Sem. Incidentally, this ancient Hebrew trait, is also a modern British trait, so the 

Hebrew word for covenant would be pronounced, in its Anglicized form as Brit. 

And the word covenant man or covenant people would therefore be British. So the 

true covenant people today are called the British. And they reside in the British Isles. . 

. . 

To Abraham God said, “In Isaac shall thy seed be called,"’ and this name is 

repeated in Romans 9:7, Hebrews 11:18. In Amos 7:16 they are called the “house of 

Isaac." 

They were descended from Isaac, and therefore are Isaac’s sons. Drop the “i” 

from Isaac, vowels are not used in Hebrew spelling, and we have the modern name, 

Saac’s sons, or, as we have it spelled in shorter manner, Saxons. 

 

You can read here black on white in bold terms Armstrong, the arch-advocate of Anglo-

Israelite theory propound his theories. In order to maintain this position of Anglo- Israelism, 

Armstrong must pervert the Scriptures and thereby becomes a heretic. His theories are ludicrous 

and preposterous as he perverts the Scriptures. 

The Hebrew words Berith and ish certainly mean "‘covenant” and “man” but they most 

assuredly do not mean nor can they be construed to mean “men of the covenant.”  I have never 

known that there is a relationship between the Anglo-Saxon tongue and the Hebrew language 

and the Oxford Dictionary of the English Language certainly gives no support to the contention 

of Armstrong. 

Anglo-Israelism maintains that the throne of England is the throne of David. When the 

lost ten tribes came to England they restored in England the throne of David. Anglo-Israelite 

theory also maintains that: the “Stone of Scone” which is lodged in Westminster Abbey is the 

stone which Jacob used for a pillow at Bethel when he was escaping the wrath of his brother 

Esau. This stone was taken with him and later it came under the care of Jeremiah. This is, 

therefore, the coronation stone for the British or Davidic dynasty. 

The “Stone of Scone” has been examined and it has been found to be "calcareous, a 

sandstone of reddish or purplish color, with heterogeneous pebbles of Scottish origin.” In order 

to avoid problems the Anglo-Israelites have made Jacob a native of Scotland and have said that 

Bethel was a suburb of London. They have done all this to maintain the fiction that the Stone of 

Scone is of Asiatic origin. 

The school of thought under consideration has more than 3,000,000 adherents in 

England, Canada, the British Commonwealth throughout the world, and the United States. 

Followers of this theory are found in many already established denominations in the “Christian” 

churches. These adherents do not constitute separate denominations, but they work through all 

groups with propaganda and with a fierce emphasis on racial pride. It should be completely 

evident that they use a creditless method of scholarship and linguistic analysis. They are 



subverters of the Scriptures. 

Armstrong has capitalized on Anglo- Israelism to inculcate his own interpretation of the 

Bible for a half million readers and millions of listeners. Armstrong has also revived a gradually 

dying theological body. 

We must not be deceived. 

(to be continued) 

 

*Quotes are taken from The Kingdom of the Cults by Walter R. Martin. Zondervan Publishing 

Company. 
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