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hand in hand with robbing them of their freedom of 
religion. Furthermore, the Reformation in England 
was not only effectively arrested but even reversed 
a bit when the King James Bible was set up to be 
the only available choice along with a forced uniform 
Anglo-Catholic religion. I suppose that comes across 
as an overstatement, but without freedom of religion, 
there is no reform.

The church had resisted reform and rather promoted 
its standard doctrines. These doctrines were not to 
be changed or modified; they were the church’s 
and it would look bad to modify (reform) them too 
often. The church would not appear authoritative if 
it appeared to waffle on its doctrinal position. The 
tendency was to carve doctrine in stone and bend the 
interpretation of Scripture to conform to the church. 
The truth is that this happens whenever one is made 
to conform to any form of a doctrinal position. They 
give up their freedom to conform more closely to 
God’s Word in order to conform to the interpretations 
of men.

It is the same with a Bible version. If forced to conform 
to a particular version, one can not conform to a 
better translation that is more accurate and based 
on better original language texts. The authorised 
versions of the Church of England were designed to 
counter the reformers’ Bibles. The authorised versions 

GOD’S SPECIAL PROVIDENCE

The power of the Reformation came partly from the 
fact that the Bible was translated into the vernacular 
of the people, not just of England, but other European 
nations as well. It was only after folks read the Bible 
in a language they used and understood that real 
reform could then take place. For over 200 years, the 
English Bible had been effecting reform on England 
and Scotland before the King James Bible appeared! 
The Renaissance of the arts and sciences blossomed 
in England on the heels of the English Bible long 
before King James. By the time the King James Bible 
came along, the reformation was practically over as 
most of the Protestant denominations were then in 
place in one form or another.

King James stopped further reform because it 
threatened him and his church. To reform something 
is to change it from the status quo and King James 
and his church liked the way things were. The only 
possible improvement that he saw was in an agenda 
of conforming everyone to his religion. Not long 
after the 1611 Authorised Version came out, one of 
the planks of that agenda was put into place by the 
archbishop of King James’ religion. That plank was to 
make everyone conform to one, and only one, Bible 
version. That was the 1611 Authorised Version, of 
course. Thus, the option to choose a different Bible 
version was stolen from the people and this went 

(continued next page)
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were designed to arrest reform in the church. It was 
by God’s providence that the church acted too late 
in its efforts to counter the power of the reformers’ 
vernacular Bibles.

PURITANS: NOT MUCH BETTER

I believe the Puritans also would have stopped 
reform after it went as far as they saw fit to let it. 
They too would have demanded conformity to their 
confessions and covenants (and perhaps to their 
Geneva Bible, too, even as they did in Scotland). If 
one saw the need to move away from the Puritan 
position in order to move closer to God’s Word, they 
would have been punished and made to conform 
back to the Puritan position. At least this was the 
case in the American Puritan colonies. The Puritans 
wanted to reform the English establishment to their 
standards. Given the chance, they most certainly 
would have made everyone conform to their notion 
of church and state. This was exactly what King 
James feared.

The Puritans were more reformed than the Anglo-
Catholic Church by a matter of degrees. Neither 
would allow for freedom of religion, and therefore 
both were wrong. Reform, continual reform, flourishes 
in society only when there is freedom of religion in 
society. Certainly other undesirable things flourish 
as well, but the tares are allowed to stand until the 
harvest. Reform occurs when people understand 
their Bibles and can practice what they have learned. 
If a church is successful in restricting freedom and 
rather forces a uniform religion on folks, it hinders 
the saints from conforming to Christ.

God’s providence is effective when the saints can 
find the latitude to conform to God’s Word. Robbing 
the saints of the latitude to choose their own 
understandable Bible version is directly at odds with 
God’s will. We can examine history to learn what the 
agendas of men were. We can then discern whether 
or not they have been thus influenced by the Word 
of God. What is transparent is that King James and 
his church prelates were influenced far more by their 
desire to maintain their positions in authority than by 
the reading of God’s Word. Clearly, their motivation 
was to maintain a political status quo rather than 
anything spiritual. They were successful for a while 
in stifling God’s will and imposing their own, yet by 
God’s providence, Puritans and independents rose 
up and overthrew the wicked English establishment!
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A study of the American Puritans will bear out the 
fact that they did imitate King James with respect 
to exercising unauthorised authority over the saints. 
Puritan colonies enforced conformity to their religion. 
So we see that they really were not much better 
than the English establishment. It was surely God’s 
providence that the independents were in control 
after the civil wars in England to prevent the Puritans 
from making all conform to their religion.

EVEN BAD BIBLES ARE GOOD FOR REFORM

How is it that reform can happen even when the best 
original language Bible texts are not available? The 
Dutch did not have a Bible translated from the Textus 
Receptus Greek text1 until the mid 1600’s. Until then, 
they had Bibles translated from the Latin Vulgate.2 
How did they ever manage? Did God’s providence 
pass them by? They did not seem to be any worse 
for it! It was the Dutch, in fact, who were printing 
English Bibles for England almost a hundred years 
before King James.

What they did have was the freedom to print whatever 
version they wanted. A freedom the English did not 
have, but because the Dutch were free, the English 
were blessed, particularly when the Dutch printed 
Geneva Bibles (even poorly made ones at that) for 
the English people after the English establishment 
had outlawed them. Surely this was God’s special 
providence.

The Bible of the Lollards and Wyclif, more than two 
hundred years before King James, was based on 
the Latin Vulgate. It was with this Bible that reform 
really began in England and then continued some 
130 years until Tyndale translated from the Textus 
Receptus; was this not God’s special providence? The 
Latin Vulgate was the only source text in the West for 
over a thousand years, and if God used a Bible there 
during that time it was the Latin Vulgate. Even the 
Waldensian Bible (a primitive protesting sect on the 
European continent) was shown by Tischendorf to 
have been based on the Latin Vulgate and not the 
Textus Receptus. David Cloud (see the Way of Life 
Literature website3), who is a champion of using 
only the King James Bible, has examined the partial 
Waldensian New Testament at Cambridge, as well 

1. See Tyndale’s New Testament entry in the Pre-1611 English 
Bibles section (Part I) for more on the Textus Receptus.

2. See The Lollard Bible entry in the Pre-1611 English Bibles 
section (Part I) for more on the Latin Vulgate.

3. http://www.wayofl ife.org/fbns/in-thefootsteps-bibletrans/Page-3.htm as 
of December of 2007.

as the complete copy in Ireland at Trinity College 
in Dublin. According to him, this Bible follows the 
LATIN. This proclaims clearly the manner in which 
God works His providence. If you cannot understand 
that God works through very imperfect and 
inadequate agents at times, including faulty Bibles, 
you don’t understand God’s special providence or 
His sovereignty!

God’s providence is not focused on preserving or 
refining a particular Bible version. God’s Word is 
often transmitted and communicated very poorly, and 
often suffers imperfections in the hands of imperfect 
humans. Despite that fact, it is yet powerful and 
somehow manages to transform and REFORM. God’s 
providence is focused on changing humanity, 
even if it is through the most flawed copies of God’s 
Word. This is the case and always has been. God’s 
hands are not bound by one version of His Word; 
He has managed to use the worst examples of His 
Word (not to mention prophets and preachers), even 
the Latin Vulgate, to conform humans to His Son. It 
is, rather, men who try to use God’s Word to bind 
others (conformity), enslave them (subjugate them 
to authority usurped from Christ), and destroy them 
with uniform religion (one organization’s limited and 
flawed understanding with no latitude to conform 
closer to God’s Word).

If God has used the King James Bible for His glory, 
one ought to suspect that this version is flawed and 
defective, let alone perfect! A perfect written version 
has yet to appear. There has been and always will 
be only one perfect version of the Word of God, and 
that is the PERSON of Jesus Christ who is the living 
Word of God! All other versions are feeble (even if 
faithful) human attempts to communicate that Word. 
God’s glory is manifested in broken jars of clay, and 
this amazing paradox amplifies God’s glory. We know 
the glory in the broken jars of clay is purely divine 
since one can not possibly confuse broken clay with 
God. We know the broken jars have no such glory of 
themselves, and so it can only be God’s!

Having made the above statements which are probably 
going to affect some in a rather inflammatory way, I 
am content that the written Word of God is true and 
faithful in the forms in which it has been passed down 
to us and demands our full attention and respect. 
The discrepancies that can be imagined are mostly 
insignificant, and the ones that are significant cannot 
discredit nor derail true faith in God nor His Word.
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Now before we get too dramatic, let us examine the facts 
of history in order to make an informed conclusion. 
I am referring to the facts left unconsidered by those 
who think the King James Bible is perfect. They are 
left unconsidered because no one has informed them 
of those facts, and have rather “forgotten” to include 
them in their presentations. Most of that is due to the 
fact that they have been spoon-fed something and 
are merely parroting it now to others without doing 
any original research which includes all sides of the 
issue.

No two historical manuscript copies of the Bible 
are exactly alike. While the first hundred years or 
more of Bible printing has been able to produce 
some close copies, even then there have been many 
discrepancies in print runs of the same edition. The 
fact of the matter is that God has given the task over 
to human hands and those hands have been faithful, 
but feeble at times too. I can not help but admit that 
the belief in a perfect Bible as if written by the hand 
of God appears to me to be based upon superstition 
and religion rather than faith. (If that is not the case, 
then I beg your forgiveness.) If we should not have a 
perfect Bible, is your faith so weak and shallow as to 
be destroyed? If that is the case, you have perhaps 
been under the auspices of human authority for far 
too long. Such authority wants you to depend on 
them rather than have you place your confidence in 
God. They need you to believe what ever it is that 
they are hawking in order to validate their authority.

God’s providence does not pivot upon a perfect 
Bible version, nor does such providence require 
it. God’s true perfection is glorified in having been 
made manifest in the least perfect vessels – men who 
are corrupt by sin but have been made perfect in 
Christ. Yet even though we have been made saints, 
we are going to have to suffer our flaws for awhile. 
This is not a problem for a God who is sovereign and 
therefore able to use the worst of us to accomplish 
His will.

Of course, there is comfort in thinking we can 
have a perfect Bible and that seems to promise the 
possibility of a perfect understanding of that Bible. 
Others likewise have been misled into thinking they 
have found a perfect church and tradition; but that 
is just a bunch of pie-in-the-sky. Our focus needs to 
be centered once again fully and only upon our Lord 
and King Jesus Christ.

This brings us back to the root of the problem, 

because somebody is going to get the notion that 
perfection can be found if they can legislate and 
make all conform to uniform religion! It is a false 
hope promised by authorities ever since Emperor 
Constantine who have used this mirage to exercise 
control and lord it over the Lord’s heritage. This was 
really the agenda of King James and others before 
him, and this is really the concern about which I want 
to make you aware. I have several stacks of Bibles 
that I use, more than half of which are King James 
Versions. I am not condemning this version so much 
as condemning the agenda behind it and those who 
have used it to thwart God’s providence and will. If 
we are on God’s side, we need to stand against such 
an agenda promoting unauthorised authority.

Whose Bible Is It?

Puritans, separatists, and independents have 
contributed their share to America’s heritage, certainly 
far more than the Church of England – except for 
the King James Bible, which is the 1611 authorised 
church Bible of the Anglo-Catholic Church of 
England. In either case, the heirs affected the most 
are the fundamentalists and independents. What is 
their inheritance exactly? It is actually the remnants 
of two opposing traditions.

The two inheritances are from two religious sects 
who were hostile towards each other and struggling 
for an advantage over the other. One is a spiritual 
inheritance of reformed thinking and practice while 
the other is a sectarian Bible version. It is the spiritual 
inheritance that has defined who fundamentalists are 
and is the real meat of their essence. Yet some of them 
spend a disproportionate amount of time and effort 
promoting the Bible version coming from the church 
which was the spiritual enemy of their reformed 
forefathers! The two inheritances do not really work 
well together. The first requires freedom to prosper 
and the second was designed to limit freedom. Thus 
the combination causes a tension that is capable of 
obstructing the heirs and destroying the heritage.

Sure, the Church of England was “reformed” per 
se, but relative to where the American fundamental 
independent local assembly sits on the spectrum, the 
Anglo-Catholic Church of England is on the opposite 
end of the spectrum nearer to the Roman Catholic 
Church. The heritage of the American fundamentalist 
is far closer to those whom King James persecuted for 
nonconformity to his church’s doctrine and practice. 
These same nonconformists, separatists, and 
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independents rejected the Church of England and its 
authorised Bibles in preference to the Geneva Bible. 
Otherwise, the Puritan Pilgrims would have been 
Episcopalians and would have never left England!

Today, some of the heirs demand, or at least promote, 
exclusive conformity to the King James’ Bible text, but 
they themselves do not conform to his doctrine and 
practice, which was also that of his translators and 
bishops. They have claimed that the 1611 Church 
of England’s Authorised Version has pure doctrine. 
I would like them to answer how it is that they then 
do not teach the same doctrines as the Church of 
England? Why don’t they use the Book of Common 
Prayer as a catechism?

Let’s break this down. Who is more qualified to tell us 
what doctrine and whose doctrine is taught in the King 
James Bible? Would it be American fundamentalists? 
Their doctrine and practice is very different than King 
James’ Anglo-Catholic Church of England. Some of 
the sermons of King James’ translators are available 
and if one was read in a fundamentalist church 
service, it would not be long before there would be 
a rail ride for whoever’s idea it was to start teaching 
Anglican doctrine. Nor would the fundamentalist 
allow the Anglo-Catholic sacraments to be practiced 
in their church, i.e., the same sacraments in which 
all the translators participated. Obviously, there 
is a huge gulf fixed between fundamentalist Bible 
interpretation and practice and that of the Anglo-
Catholic Church of 1611.

Would the Anglo-Catholic Church be best equipped 
to tell us what doctrines are taught in the King James 
Bible? They authorised the 1611 Authorised Version; 
they chose translators who were conformists, prelates, 
and clergy members of the Church of England, or 
who were soon to become one; they appointed it to 
be read in the Anglo-Catholic church mass; and they 
promoted the Book of Common Prayer as a proper 
tool for teaching the common folk church doctrine 
and practice.

Isn’t it just a bit weird to see independent 
fundamentalists promoting the official authorised 
Bible version of the 1611 Anglo-Catholic Church, 
i.e., the same one that was used in an attempt to 
assimilate or exterminate the true spiritual ancestors 
of the said fundamentalists? Now, if they were truly 
going to honor their spiritual heritage by promoting a 
particular English Bible, they really ought to promote 
the Geneva Bible.

Wouldn’t it also be interesting to find out just how 
many of those who champion exclusive use of the 
King James Bible would submit to King James’ pet 
doctrine of the divine right of kings? Recall that it 
taught that if you have a wicked king, it is your duty 
to obey him without question and suffer whatever 
evil he brings down on your head purely out of 
respect for God’s choice for the throne; but then they 
would not be Americans. They would renounce their 
American citizenship and proclaim their fealty to the 
crown of the United Kingdom!

What business does an American fundamentalist have 
siding with one who enforced absolute submission 
to their sacraments and mass under an hierarchy of 
prelates. What business do they have siding with one 
who took away peoples’ freedoms under the threat of 
harm and financial ruin? Why would they side with 
such against other fundamentalists and conservative 
independents? Why put an Anglo-Catholic king up 
on a pedestal who promoted a monarchy over the 
formation of a republic? Why would they not rather 
find more in common with a fellow patriotic American 
who, except for a Bible version, has the same doctrine? 
How is this possible? Perhaps it is not really true, but 
it certainly appears that loyalty to a particular Bible 
text is far more important than correct doctrine and 
practice. It is a loyalty to a text which came from that 
particular church that persecuted their own reformed 
doctrinal ancestors!

The Mormons publish the King James Version and 
even some conservative Roman Catholics prefer it. 
One wonders if a King James Bible advocate would 
go to one of their services because they use the King 
James Version rather than go to a Baptist church 
using the Holman Christian Standard Bible.4 Well, 
I know that is absurd, but would someone really 
avoid an assembly for not using a particular Bible 
version? One must realize that also comes across as 
a bit absurd too.

Who Were The Anglo-Catholics?

People don’t necessarily know what doctrines were 
held by those who produced the King James Bible, 
but since Anglicans produced the particular Bible text 
they use, a rather select and romantic reconstruction of 
the history of the King James Version and the Anglo-

4. Recently produced by the Southern Baptists so that they would not 
have to pay royalties (like they did for using the New International 
Version) for every verse they quote in their Sunday School materials! 
Holman Christian Standard Bible, B & H Publishing Group, ISBN: 
1586400681.
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Catholics has arisen! Some have assumed that the 
Church of England in 1611 had a doctrinal statement 
that is typical of the independent fundamental Baptist 
churches of today! This kind of extreme naïveté is 
hard to correct.

Some have been led to believe that Roman Catholics 
like Erasmus and Anglo-Catholics like Dean Burgon 
did not celebrate the sacraments (such as sprinkling 
babies), nor submit to priests, when this is indeed 
what they did. The fact is that Erasmus and Burgon 
would never have darkened the door of an American 
fundamentalist church and would most certainly 
rather go to their own authoritative church, which 
was sacramental and sacerdotal (which means to 
have priests in authority over the believer)! Folks 
don’t seem to understand that Erasmus and Dean 
Burgon would have scorned them for disloyalty to 
the traditional confessional churches (perhaps also 
with some amusement at such irony). They rather 
would have agreed with King James’ demand for 
conformity to the Anglo-Catholic Church.

One must come to grips with the stubborn facts of 
history. The King James Bible was the authorised 
version of the Anglo-Catholic Church. The translators 
of the King James Bible were conformists to the Anglo-
Catholic religion, and many of them were hostile 
towards Puritanism and further reform. Furthermore, 
they preferred the Anglo-Catholic worship service 
rather than the Puritan style. They taught Anglo-
Catholic doctrines rather than Puritan ones. The 
Anglo-Catholic Church was not fundamentalist in 
any way, shape, or form. It was confessional and 
traditionally Catholic.

The few Puritans who did work on the Authorised 
Version abandoned their Puritanical reform efforts 
when they conformed themselves to King James’ 
religion. They adopted the doctrine of the Anglo-
Catholic Church as taught in the Book of Common 
Prayer and interpreted the King James Bible according 
to it. Should fundamentalists really be promoting the 
premier English version of Catholicism’s Bible? Even 
if that Catholicism is an English variety and slightly, 
ever so slightly, reformed?

Most fundamentalists are just not aware of the history 
behind the King James Bible. The information has 
been carefully spun and some important details 
conveniently have been left out of the presentations 
that have been made to promote the exclusive use of 
the King James Bible. It remains obvious that there 

exists a paradox for those who would have us use 
only the King James Bible, particularly when they 
promote this Anglo-Catholic Bible which is not reform 
friendly, while promoting a biblical fundamentalism 
that is supposed to be reform friendly.

So whose Bible is it? It was birthed by the Anglo-
Catholics and belonged to them at first. It was not the 
Bible of the Puritans, independents, and separatists. 
It was only after the Church of England effectively 
and forcefully outlawed all competing Bible versions 
that all English speaking people were stuck with the 
King James Bible.

Because of its authoritarian bias, the King James 
Version has been adopted by authoritarian traditions 
and has also polluted non-authoritarian traditions 
with its bias. Those Puritans who came to America 
adopted the King James Bible because it was the only 
one in print. They were already of an authoritarian 
bent, so the King James Bible worked well for them 
to promote their absolute religious authority in their 
colonies. This effectively arrested reform, though, 
and rather promoted an insanity arising from 
religious authority as manifested in the witch hunts. 
This directly reflected the insanity of the inquisition 
courts back in Europe. Today, it is reflected in the 
horrible church splits happening over the issue. Folks 
need to examine the history apart from biased and 
censored presentations and take the threat of danger 
seriously.

THE PROMISE OF AUTHORITY

As a boy, I was brought up in a very conservative 
evangelical fundamental independent Baptist church. 
Other denominations were looked upon as being in 
need of conversion just as much as the unsaved. I 
suppose our hearts were in the right place.

Our culture is one in which authority is presumed. 
It has always been there and we can’t imagine life 
without it. It goes without saying that we have a 
preference for the particular tradition under which 
we find ourselves. When a change of authority does 
occur, most struggle with the consequences; they have 
a hard time accepting it and knowing what to do in 
the new circumstances. It is like the fall of the Soviet 
Union, some folks there still don’t know what to do 
with themselves now that the structure of things has 
changed so dramatically, and not a few have cursed 
their new-found freedom and responsibility. They 
were used to the government giving them a living 
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and now they must secure their own. For them, this 
was a tremendous and dramatic change, and many 
have failed to cope with it.

Most of us could not imagine doing church without 
an authority structure in place. Furthermore, most 
would have trouble functioning with a change in 
church polity style, or in a change in scale from a 
local, singular church authority to one over a multi-
assembly conference or vice-versa. We come to 
believe that the one we are used to and familiar with 
is the right one and all others are wrong or defective 
(a kind of “band wagon” mentality). The authority 
structures that are in place will promote this kind 
of thinking in the interest of preserving itself. Folks 
should probably research this for themselves to 
be fully convinced of it. It would help to visit and 
interview folks under the different styles and scales 
of authority to see if the following is true or not: that 
is whether or not most have a preference for that 
tradition under which they find themselves and with 
which they are familiar. Furthermore, they will most 
likely find reason to believe in its superiority over 
other traditions and will imagine defects with most 
other ways of doing church.

In other words, most have equated our salvation with 
the authority structure under which we currently find 
ourselves. So not only are those who are not under 
any authority targets for conversion, but those under 
other authorities are targets as well. In essence, this 
(very common) kind of thinking has defined religious 
conversion in terms of what kind of authority it is and 
whose religious authority one is under, rather than in 
terms of redemption. Conversion has become not to 
Christ, but rather to a particular notion of religion. 
The problem to seeing the truth of this comes in the 
fact that most everyone sees their religion as the one 
that is the most correct, if not perfect. The assumption 
is that they have correctly interpreted the Word of 
God where all others have failed in some way to get 
it right.

Unfortunately, we like to think like this and so it is of 
the utmost importance to see the authority tradition 
that we are under as the correct one. In actuality, we 
like to think like this because we are certain we have 
already fallen under the correct structure! It rarely 
seems to occur to people to examine it in the first 
place to see if it is indeed correct. Having to admit 
we are mistaken and having to change traditions 
brings on horrendous emotional stress in life, and 
no one likes that. Of course, such authorities always 

promise a higher level of perfection and all you must 
do is submit to them. The clergy are well trained 
in convincing their flocks that they have arrived at 
the correct tradition and need not, must not, look 
anywhere else. The failure in this logic is one of 
arrogance. They have attributed perfection to an 
authority in a way that only belongs to Christ and 
they have confused the two. Of course, I might be 
accused of arrogance in suggesting such a thing, but 
please bear with me.

The Claims of Authority

Among the many ways that authorities bolster this 
false logic are the following:

♦ The claim of apostolic succession or some kind 
of succession of authority going back to Christ or 
some such.

♦ The claim of new divine revelation, or frequent 
divine communications, or visions, etc.

♦ The claim of possessing some special grace 
(miracles, powers, anointing, blessing, 
manifestations, and gifts etc.), or an extra 
measure of the Holy Spirit; either of which may 
be by various means such as rituals, being in 
special, holy, or sanctified locations, or being a 
prayer warrior or the faithful adherent to some 
other devotion. 

♦ The claim of possessing holy relics.
♦ The claim of superior exegetical, expository, or 

hermeneutical skill or method. 
♦ The claim of having recovered lost truth or 

apostolic doctrine.
♦ The claim of a perfect Bible.

Of course, other things could be added or variations 
on a theme developed to cover everyone. Some even 
put on a false humility and admit their human foibles 
and yet hold to the notion that authority is absolutely 
necessary for practical reasons at the least. It does not 
matter one bit whether the claims are true or not. The 
problem lies in the fact that unauthorised authority is 
leveraging the claim to validate itself and place itself 
between the Lord and His heritage. These usurpers 
will convince the saints that they cannot be equipped 
without their authority. They effectively confuse the 
saints and fool them into believing that intermediary 
ruling authorities are God’s way of equipping the 
saints rather than by the work of servants. Apparently, 
their faith in God’s ability to properly equip the saints 
according to His Word is very small and they fail to 
realize that their authority structure actually hinders 
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and interferes with the equipping of the saints. 
Ministers were ordained to equip the saints, but we 
have mistaken human authority structures for God’s 
method. The point is that most are convinced that 
their favorite flavor of authority is the best and all 
others are defective. We need to correct this problem 
and it won’t happen if we go into defense mode and 
stack up all the apologetic books promoting the status 
quo like sand bags behind which to hide.

At this point let me here mention some of the more 
recent unauthorised authorities using some of the 
above claims to leverage themselves inappropriately 
between the saints and their Head. Since the 
Reformation, we have had the “pastor” who Luther 
installed to replace the priest. In America, we have 
this combined with a board of “Deacons.” Many 
organizations have come up with all kind of pastor 
positions. Then there is the Presbyterian notion of 
ruling “Elders” which also may be combined with 
the “pastor” as a “ruling Elder.” Eldership (without 
a single pastor) is making a come-back in some 
quarters today. Then there are those promoting 
the four- or five-fold ministry. There are individuals 
claiming to be prophets or apostles. Now you have 
some claiming to be “church planters” and fancy 
themselves to be a kind of apostle.

I mention them now because everything concerning 
unauthorised authority applies equally to them as 
well. It makes no difference that they are humble 
and believe they are doing what they have been 
convinced is the right thing. I don’t believe they have 
any malice or bad intentions. They are all leveraging 
some claim that positions them as an intermediary 
authority. They are convinced that this authority is 
necessary and they are wrong! As long as they desire 
to serve, that is good. If they try to rule or exert any 
religious authority, that is unbiblical as I have already 
shown.

The validity of their claims will be born out in their 
service, and invalidated in their attempt to rule. Of 
course, I have convictions as to whether any such 
claims are valid or not when used only to serve, but 
that is not relevant here.

An authority will condemn the doctrines of other 
denominations and the authority behind them as 
false. Thus “they” who are under other authorities 
are most likely not saved because “their” authority 
and doctrine are wrong and “they” are believing the 
wrong things. “They” need to be brought into the 

“right fold” under the right form of authority! The 
expectation of salvation is understood to depend 
on conformity to a particular understanding and 
belief system about religion (a particular tradition) 
rather than on Christ Himself; thus the two, Christ 
and tradition, are confused. Besides the difficulty 
in seeing the confusion in the first place, admitting 
to it is also a great obstacle. Authority tends to be 
imperialistic and expansionistic, and if you are not 
under a particular authority you are probably going 
to hell in their estimate, and they will try to “save” 
you. Some denominations make it plain that if you 
don’t believe things their way, you definitely are 
going to hell.

Now do not get the wrong impression. I am not saying 
people are mean and ugly who hold to this mentality. 
Some may be, but most are lovely people. They have 
simply been snared by an authoritarian bias; they 
probably grew up in it even as I did. They are not bad 
people. They are saints who I am challenging in the 
hope of correcting error, and thus building them up 
so that they can conform themselves more closely to 
God. It is just that this will require the most unpleasant 
task of shedding false authority and the discipline to 
be responsible in their new found freedom. My intent 
is not to poison wells, but rather pointing out the 
wells that have already been poisoned!

My childhood church thus encouraged “us” to witness 
to “them” as though “they” were unsaved because 
“they” probably were. This “band wagon” mentality 
is the way religion is often done and it is a mentality 
passed on to us through King James, his Bible version, 
and even through the American Puritans as well (and 
others before them). While working to lead folks to 
Christ is a good thing, the focus is really on getting 
them under another brand of authority.

The Limitation of Intermediary Authority

Folks continue growing in grace up until that growth 
is stopped by limits set by authority. After a time, 
the joy begins to fade away and other things begin 
to look more attractive. They seem to hold promise 
for renewed reform. This may not be the case for 
everyone but I think it is for a significant number of 
people. The polity of the little independent church 
kept folks sheltered to one degree or another. In 
addition to any protections it offers, any sheltering 
is enough to prevent full conformity to God’s Word. 
Shelter by nature is something that keeps things 
out. The problem is that it also keeps things in. 
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Contained things are protected, but they are also 
restricted from growing beyond the boundaries of 
the container. Even though they are sheltered, they 
are also necessarily conformed to the inside. If the 
necessary goal lies beyond the container, folks will 
be prevented from attaining it. No man’s religion has 
the market cornered on conformity to Christ. In fact, 
a religion or tradition may have taken steps toward 
Him before making camp, but none have continued 
on the path.

Different folks are impressed with different claims and 
promises form different authority structures. In any 
case, those authority structures end up setting forth 
doctrines and practices which allow growth only to a 
point. When that point is reached, growth is arrested. 
The nature of authority requires this limitation in 
order to maintain authority and control. People don’t 
seem to see the inevitable limitations of man-made 
authority structures, but they often seem to be lured 
by a false hope of greater growth or the possibility 
of growth in different areas. Authority structures 
have capitalized on the lure and keep advertising the 
superiority of their pastures.

People are spiritually hungry and keep lunging after 
such lures and may jump from one fold to the next. 
They recognize superiority in one area in which they 
may need to grow, and in a desire to get closer to God, 
they leave one umbrella of protection for the next 
one. The transition can be traumatic and sometimes 
they deem the change not to be worth the emotional 
stress and loss of friends. This is the dilemma they face 
in order to reform themselves closer to God. Sooner 
or later, these authorities who are lording it over the 
Lord’s heritage will run out of greener pastures to 
offer. At this point some folks despair, and some have 
even turned away from God. Perhaps they have 
managed to continue growing, but only in sporadic 
spurts and in a non-holistic fashion that is spiritually 
unhealthy. Yet, God’s grace can even overcome the 
worst case. If this is the only way folks can manage 
to continue necessary reform, it reflects a fatal flaw in 
the current status quo.

Unauthorised Intermediary Authority

When someone else comes in between a man and 
his true Head (Christ the Lord) as some intermediary 
authority, that entity assumes portions of the roles 
belonging to each. Such an authority relieves a man 
of the responsibility God gave to the individual. 
In turn, such authority then denies God His direct 

authority over the man. Thanks to the King James 
Authorised Version, intermediary authorities have 
found their sanction for usurping the authority of 
Christ and deceiving men into giving up responsibility. 
The problem with this intermediary authority is that 
it insulates from the good as well as the bad. This 
very umbrella of authority promising protection also 
prevents full conformity to God’s Word! Because it 
performs religion for the individual, the individual 
fails to learn how to do it for themselves. They never 
quite learn to act like an adult spiritually because they 
have a “mom” who does everything for them instead 
of allowing them to do it themselves. Functionally, 
they are retarded in their competence, and this puts 
one at risk when they are in a situation calling for 
complete competence in order to properly deal with 
it. That is all it takes to make anyone vulnerable at 
some point, and it will be to the same degree to which 
they are prevented from conforming to God’s Word 
and, inversely, made to conform to man’s religion. 
The vulnerability may only become manifested when 
the umbrella collapses and exposes the sheltered folk 
to the dangers outside. The fact remains that whether 
manifest or not, it prevents full conformity to Christ 
and His Word. Conformity to God’s Word will never 
arrest your growth nor limit your advancement, but 
unauthorised authority structures do.

Folks just don’t realize that their demand to conform 
to a uniform religion, no matter how good their 
intentions and on how small a scale, is a restriction 
that prevents advancing beyond it. Again, there is 
SOME room to grow and move closer to God, but 
there is always a boundary which prevents one 
from going on out from under the authority. God 
intends for us to advance beyond any man-made 
limits. Built in to such man-made cloistered systems 
are protections, and these protections do not equip 
its members to deal with the dangers apart from 
the overarching organization. Part of that is the 
institution of a comforting clergy exercising authority 
that is supposed to relieve the lay members of certain 
responsibilities. The immaturity and vulnerability of 
the flock becomes the justification for the intermediary 
protective authority, yet the intermediary is the very 
cause of the immaturity by arresting growth beyond 
a point – and the circle goes ’round and the people 
are lulled into a false security. They make it easy to 
stay in and hard to get out.

I admit that there is justification for Christian training 
on an elementary level but this is a temporary 
condition which should last no more than a very few 
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years, not decades! Otherwise, it is a misplaced faith 
that rests in an authority with a doctrinal statement 
rather than in that divine Person who is in us. Jesus 
Christ is that Person, and He can work through 
us to stand up against all enemies and bring great 
glory to the Father. Yet, some just cannot imagine 
not having some kind of comforting intermediary 
authority blanket and they still find justification for 
retaining such tradition. Granted, it works well while 
the authority itself is fairly true to God, but it works 
terribly if they become carnal or greater powers 
destroy it from without.

There were some authorities appointed by God to 
establish the Body of Christ. When God’s apostle Paul 
fulfilled this commission with the help of these gifted 
people, those servants were no longer necessary and 
were not replaced. They were temporary positions only 
intended to help the “new man” become a “perfect 
man.” All ministry gifts ceased and their function was 
taken up by mature saints now equipped to do all of 
the ministry necessary. The so-called Pastoral epistles 
of Paul instruct us in how such equipping is done. It 
is through mature saints using the Word of God to 
train up other mature saints. This happens through 
respect, love and service, not by ruling or authority. 
It is done in the context of a community, not in an 
organization incorporated by the state.

Now, no intermediary is authorised by Christ nor 
sanctioned by Scripture, even if it does seem to work 
well. It seems very practical and convenient, but quite 
often that is the opposite of what is right. The Lord 
Jesus Christ is the only authorised Clergy Man. The 
only leaders allowed are those willing to be servants, 
rather than rulers of the saints. In other words, they 
are not channels of authority, but channels of ministry. 
They lead in good works but do not rule, and there is a 
difference (as I have shown). This servant leadership 
is so contradictory and foreign to the status quo that 
it is something which, unfortunately, many will never 
grasp. The end result of maintaining the status quo 
is an average Christianity defined by a low level of 
maturity begging for a protective covering. Saints 
rarely become properly equipped for operation 
directly under Christ’s authority. Instead of many 
saints who are resources for ministry, they are more 
often limited in any ability to minister as a direct result 
of having left it to “professionals.” Furthermore, we 
then have institutions clogged with folks in need 
of ministry due to spiritual immaturity and failure. 
They don’t even realize the state they are in since 
the authority structure has accommodated them in 

their current condition so very well. Such are unable 
to get out of the rut, and tend to beg for ministers 
rather than being a source of ministers. This is simply 
backwards!

In any case, folks don’t realize how much their spiritual 
growth and power is being stunted by following the 
King James pattern for church. Of course, King James 
was not the first; but he has been the most effective 
through his long lived Bible version. Authority is 
very good at comforting and “spoon-feeding” the 
spiritually immature. Spoon-fed saints fail to go on to 
the meat even though their authority has convinced 
them that they are getting meat. This, in turn, prevents 
full personal reform and conformity to God’s Word 
beyond the boundaries set by the authority. That 
initial joy is lost and when it does not get any better, 
we are left trying to convince ourselves that we have 
arrived. I learned that people are often lazy and will 
choose to surrender their responsibilities in exchange 
for a false security. In the process, they obstruct their 
own spiritual growth and maturity. Authority is a 
model that worked well, at least for a monarch with 
a state church to which everyone was required to 
submit; but it is not a good model for those in a world 
where there is a lot of danger right outside the church 
walls – churches that are quite a bit smaller with walls 
that are not so tall nor thick, and where there are no 
large stretches of ocean keeping the enemy at bay.

CULTS

My childhood pastor also warned us to avoid the cults 
like the Mormons and Jehovah Witnesses. He and 
other pastors and evangelists instructed the folks not 
to answer the door when these cults came knocking. 
If you were equipped enough to debate them, then 
you were to keep them on the stoop and not let them 
into your house!

What made the cults so unique? Well, “they are of 
the Devil himself” we were told, and you don’t want 
them in your house, the implication being that they 
were demon possessed if not demons in person. I 
later found out that Baptists were the largest group 
from which the Jehovah Witnesses were able to 
recruit members (at least it was true then), no wonder 
pastors wanted to keep members of their flock away 
from them.

Why was this the case? The cults had large 
authoritative organizations that were dynamic and 
active. People were very impressed with that. Their 
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missionary work seemed extraordinarily productive 
in “bringing-in-the-kingdom,” and that may have 
convinced people that they were being blessed by 
God in their efforts (another claim of proof for being 
closest to God by an authority!). When compared to 
their little fundamentalist church which seemed kind of 
stuck in a rut anymore, the big dynamic organization 
seemed to be doing a much better job of the Lord’s 
work. People wondered where the power of God was 
in their little church and it just seemed to be absent 
compared to the dynamic cult. The thought must 
have crossed their minds that maybe the cult was 
actually doing God’s work and God must be using 
them rather than the fundamentalists. Of course, this 
was very unfortunate.

So we could convert most other denominations 
because our command of Scripture seemed more 
dynamic than stagnant tradition. It worked on 
Catholics because we brought Scripture alive in 
contrast to their dead and rather meaningless 
tradition. When they encountered real Scripture 
knowledge for the first time, it had impact. That 
euphoria could last several years but often faded out 
for many. There seemed to be a period of growth, 
and it was accompanied by joy for a time – but then 
there seemed to be a point where things came to a 
dead stop. From then on they seemed stuck in a rut.

Pluralistic Society

Today, the problem is further compounded by 
a pluralistic society where it is far more than just 
competing versions of Protestantism. We have more 
cults, weird pagan religions, Godless philosophies, 
and secular alternatives offering answers to the 
deeper questions of life. The little white church in the 
vale with its old time religion adapted from the King 
James model is soon to be trampled under foot. They 
simply do not have a monarch and a large national 
church to protect them. The government used to 
be solidly on their side, but bit by bit, the plurality 
of enemies is taking it away. The little fundamental 
church is not able to fully equip the saints for the 
postmodern era nor are their little “umbrellas” going 
to stand up to the storm which requires an ark. We 
need a new paradigm that fully liberates us from any 
and all man-made shelter so we can have the freedom 
to stand and serve directly under the headship of 
Christ. Also, we can not pretend to be free without 
bearing the burden of the responsibility God gave 
each of us to bear. This will empower every one of 
us to more closely conform themselves to Christ and 

thus be fit to fully serve God! The Lord Jesus Christ 
– not a tradition, not a doctrinal confession, and most 
certainly not a sectarian Bible version – is our only 
authority and protection.

The King James Bible is a revision that was guided by 
those with an evident agenda to preserve monarch 
and bishops in a governing position of power over 
other competing ecclesiastical polities. The complicity 
of King James’ translators is plainly evident in the 
Dedicatory of the King James Bible which they 
penned! That agenda called for a mandatory 
conformity to a uniform religion. To deny this is to 
deny the historical facts and circumstances. Such an 
agenda is opposed to true reform and real personal 
conformity to God’s Word and Jesus Christ.

MOVING ON TO CHRIST

Due to its bias towards authority, the King James 
Bible has lent itself to religious sects who demand 
conformity to their uniform authority (even if only 
on the scale of the local assembly). That is how King 
James designed it, of course. Also, the King James 
Bible is hard for most to understand plainly, and fails 
to clearly communicate doctrine anymore without 
a lot of laborious explanation or study. Tyndale 
produced a modern version which made Scripture 
plain when the Lollard Bible (only about 130 years 
old) had become archaic and obscure. In the next 86 
years, there were at least ten revisions before the third 
authorised version appeared. The King James Bible 
has been around for almost 400 years and its bias 
and obscure language is conducive to manipulation. 
We CAN afford to revise or replace it.

The reader of the King James Version finds it difficult 
to determine what it really does or does not say, 
so who is going to question the authority of the 
professional preacher? They are left at the preacher’s 
mercy. Many expect a holy book to be obscure 
and mysterious, and do not realize God intends to 
communicate clearly with us. Of course, this is not 
too big of a problem when you have a good man 
of God there to interpret; but somewhere, at some 
time, there eventually comes a carnal man and the 
problems begin. It is inevitable and unavoidable. 
What is a bit disturbing is that no one really cares 
or accepts it until they fall victim to a bad situation 
themselves, but that is what unauthorised authority 
has worked hard to secure, i.e., your confidence. 
When they own your confidence, they will direct it to 
serve their purpose and convince you that they will 



take care of everything for you. Before the damage 
can be done from which we may never recover, we 
need to take back ownership – ownership of our 
confidence to rather place it in God, and of our 
responsibility before God which includes doctrine 
and practice.

Besides rejecting intermediary authority, recourse is 
found in a Bible that the common folk really and 
truly understand and with which they can prepare 
themselves before the problems begin. Better yet 
is a variety of Bible versions at hand along with 
instruction in critical thinking skills. Allowing the 
saints to become fully mature means the potential of 
full conformity to Christ, which also means we will 
be equipped against all the evils in this world. If we 
are thus equipped, we can stand against anything 
and such evil is no match for the household of 
God.

We can’t allow ourselves to be leashed to or limited 
by any single authority, except for the person of 
Christ Jesus the Lord. Any other focus is a distraction 
from Christ. I am convinced that the King James 
Bible (which all agree without any disrespect is 
worthy of many literary praises) is not up to the job 
of properly equipping the saints anymore, nor has it 
been for quite some time now. Retaining it is more 
of an obstacle to spiritual growth than a help. We 
can and should do far better.

We need to grasp the insight of Erasmus, Luther 
and Tyndale. They understood that when God’s 
pure Word is deposited in the minds of the common 
folk, they will grasp the truth. It must be straight 
from the fountainhead of Holy Scripture rather 
than mediated by paid clergy and authoritative 

denominations, which tend to measure out the 
truth and then codify it so that it is hard to expunge 
the errors. They also understood that this requires 
a Bible in the common language of the people that 
is clear and understandable. That further requires 
a Bible that is current and conventional in its 
language, i.e., its vocabulary, grammar, syntax, and 
punctuation, as well as any necessary notes to help 
explain the context and difficulties. The only thing 
better than a Bible that fulfills that need is several 
that can do it! Of course, the least amount of bias is 
desirable as well.

The power of the people’s Bibles that the reformers 
made available was in the fact that they were being 
distributed and read outside the auspices of the 
state church. These Bibles were unauthorised and 
they were communicating a lot of “unauthorized” 
thoughts to the hearts of the common folk. I suppose 
nothing could have been more frustrating to the 
authorities. Nothing was so effective in changing 
the status quo and conforming people to God than 
a Bible they could understand (given the faithful 
and unbiased preacher of God’s truth could not be 
there in person). In other words, the most effective 
antidote to intermediary/anti-reform authority is an 
up to date language Bible that is also faithful and 
accurate.

Let us abandon any false notions of security as 
promised by intermediary authorities, rather put your 
faith in God and move on to Christ’s direct headship.  

(To be continued ...)
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