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answer questions concerning what the convoluted 
syntax and archaic language means. They want to 
understand His Words; yet pretending to understand 
the King James Bible does not satisfy the hunger 
within.

There has been a long famine in the land for the 
manna from heaven. Yesterday’s portion has 
gone wormy and it is no longer fit to eat lest folks 
fall ill. The reason sales of modern versions have 
surpassed the King James Bible is because people 
can understand up-to-date Bibles and they want to 
understand the Word of God. They have a desire 
to reform and conform themselves more fully to 
God; but how can they do that if they are ignorant 
of God’s Words and doctrine? A Bible that does 
not communicate God’s doctrine clearly and in an 
understandable format comes back to God void. It 
fails to qualify as God’s Word. It is Babylon rather 
than Pentecost. How can they hear if there is no 
preacher or if that preacher babbles?

Well, they do have a preacher (the King James 
Version) but his dialect is ancient and confusing, so 
it often sounds like babbling. The listeners stumble 
on its words and grammar which were supposed to 
make a straight and level path. Now the old preacher 

BLAME THE NEW VERSIONS?

Blame has been cast on the new versions for 
doctrinal errors, but are the new versions really the 
cause? An invalid “guilt by association” straw-man 
argument is presented to make new versions look 
bad. Then it is asserted that the King James Version 
has pure doctrine. Well, these smoke screens need 
to be addressed. Once the air is clear, the true 
problem will be obvious.

What is the real cause of doctrinal decline? It has to 
do with a lack of understanding and ignorance of 
what God has said in Scripture. Did this come about 
only recently? or is it the result of a long standing 
ignorance (“long standing” as in tradition)?

The King James Bible and its language grow more 
archaic, and fewer folks truly understand it. People 
want to know what God has said, but they need 
more than a Sunday morning sermon to learn 
God’s Word and not become victims of ignorance. 
Some go to other services during the week but it 
is still not enough, particularly when it is received 
second hand and has not truly been the result of 
personal study. The Bible King James appointed 
to be read in church is not suited to reading at 
home where no teacher is immediately available to 

(continued next page)
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throws up obstructions which trips travelers and 
they fall into the ditch. Its words offer only vain 
noise because the doctrine is encased in a dying 
religious language like the church Latin of yore.

The good old King James Bible is looking more and 
more like Greek to English speaking people. Maybe 
comparing it to Latin is more appropriate since it 
was the “traditional” Latin Vulgate that people 
could not read after the language died out. Thus 
the common folk were ignorant of the contents 
of Scripture for centuries and relied on the priests 
for any insight into God’s Word. Now the ancient 
King James Version is becoming our modern Latin 
Vulgate. How can we blame the new versions 
for accomplishing what the “traditional” King 
James Version fails to do? The new versions are 
communicating the Word of God to the common 
folk, while the “traditional” version is no longer 
speaking to the people.

Pure Doctrine

It has been asserted that the King James Bible has 
pure doctrine compared to the new versions. Thus 
it is supposedly not possible for new versions to 
communicate God’s Word since they are polluted. 
Again, all kinds of evil aspersions are cast upon 
the modern versions. Yet there are many users of 
the King James Bible who hold to doctrines that 
contradict the doctrines of other King James Bible 
users! Some King James Bible users baptize by 
sprinkling, some by immersion, and some not at all. 
Some say it is necessary for salvation and some say 
it is merely symbolic. Some say the Lord’s Supper 
is a sacrament and a means of grace, some say it 
is only a remembrance, others say it is a full real 
meal, and yet others a ritual. Some say it must be 
celebrated every month, some say quarterly is fine, 
and a few even say not at all! Some King James 
Bible users say we must worship on Saturday, while 
others say Sunday. The list can go on and on.

Obviously, what Bible you use makes little 
difference in doctrine. The real determining factor 
is what doctrinal statement has been set forth 
by the authorities of one’s church. Thus we find 
King James Bible users with different doctrinal 
statements, as well as folks with the same doctrinal 
statement but using various Bible versions. What is 
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and is not pure doctrine is merely an opinion found 
in doctrinal statements or confessions of faith and 
not in Bible texts. Those prescribed doctrines are 
handed down by church authorities and such really 
constitutes part of a sect’s tradition. Obviously 
then, the Bible text is not the reason for doctrinal 
differences if they use the same version, or if they 
have different Bible versions and the same doctrinal 
statement. This proves that the notion of blaming 
the new versions for bad doctrine is a “straw-man” 
and not an argument that one spent much time 
thinking through! This is not to say that doctrinal 
differences have not affected versions in some 
way or that discernment is not needed in using 
modern versions. What it is saying is that the King 
James Version is also guilty of doctrinal errors as I 
have shown concerning authoritarian and Anglo-
Catholic bias.

Furthermore, why don’t fundamentalists using the 
King James Bible teach the same doctrines as the 
Church of England did in 1611? Why don’t they 
use the same Book of Common Prayer that King 
James and his translators promoted as the primer 
for pure doctrine? How can it be if the doctrine of 
the King James Bible is pure? Blaming the modern 
versions for bad doctrine is not a valid argument.

An Understandable Bible

The King James Bible is not always understandable 
because its English is no longer the English 
vernacular of the people who read it. It contains 
obsolete and archaic words and an unfamiliar 
syntax which confuses and distracts rather than 
elucidates and engages. Running a “readability” 
test does not fairly evaluate the situation. The 
number of syllables in a word does not reveal if 
they are in archaic or obsolete words. Nor does 
it reveal if the grammar and syntax is current. To 
point fingers at the new versions and claim they 
have the same issues is not a solution! Nor is it a 
valid excuse for pushing the King James Bible for 
exclusive use. The problems need to be addressed 
and solved honestly if they exist.

A good text is needed, but what good is it if it is 
not understandable as well? We cannot honestly 
say that we have God’s pure Word if we cannot 
understand what we read. Because we are 

using an archaic text, it is necessary to have it 
interpreted for us by professionals who happen to 
be salaried by organizations with a vested interest 
in maintaining doctrinal statements to which 
everyone in that organization must conform. These 
same professionals were taught to use the Bible to 
support an authoritative doctrinal statement and 
not the other way around. I don’t know of any 
conservative Bible schools or colleges or seminaries 
that do not require agreement with their statement 
of faith in order to get a degree (if you know of 
any, please pass it on to me). They virtually all 
require agreement. Nor will you be allowed to 
teach regularly in a church without submitting to 
their doctrinal statement. In fact recently, an Acts 
2 dispensational school that appeared to be quite 
lenient in such doctrinal requirements stripped a 
student from his leadership position because he was 
“hyper-dispensational”! His leadership position was 
not affected practically by his doctrinal position.

King James APPOINTED his Bible to be read 
in the state established church so it could 
immediately be interpreted by his priests. Now 
those reading the King James Bible need pastors 
to interpret what they don’t understand. Of course, 
Luther replaced the priest with a pastor and most 
all of the Protestant denominations have copied this 
tradition. Our modern equivalent to the educated 
priest is the trained preacher who has to be paid 
to spend all week studying the Bible to make a 
forty minute presentation of it so the people may 
understand it. The reason the Bible was translated 
into English in the first place was because the priests 
of that day used the common folks’ ignorance of 
Scripture to take advantage of them in terrible 
ways. This part of history is not only repeatable, 
but has been repeated numerous times in our day 
and age.

The purpose of those reformers who translated the 
Bible into the vernacular languages of Europe’s 
common people was so they could understand it 
and not be abused by the church. Latin was the 
pious, yet obscure, language of the Bible. But the 
common folk did not know Latin. They had no way 
of knowing what Scripture really said except for 
what the priests taught them. That worked as long 
as the priests were Godly, but during the Dark Ages, 
the church and its priests became wickedly corrupt. 
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They found that they could use the ignorance of 
the people to their advantage, and things went 
downhill from there until the Bible was translated 
into the language of the people.

Today, the language of the King James Bible is 
taking Latin’s place as the pious, yet obscure, 
language of the Bible. The Latin in Wyclif’s day 
was not understandable to the common English 
people either, and the only available Bible was in 
the dead language of the Latin Vulgate. The parallel 
today to the situation in Wyclif’s day is striking and 
so it should speak powerfully to us today. By God’s 
providence, the situation is not so grave even if the 
King James Bible is becoming progressively more 
incomprehensible. People have alternatives to the 
King James Version, but if we force it as the only 
exclusive choice, history will repeat itself. In fact it 
already has for some, unfortunately!

The issue is that if we do not understand what we 
read, we shall have no means to protect ourselves 
against false traditions and authorities. If the King 
James Bible does not provide understanding 
because of its obscure and archaic language (seeing 
as the modern reader is not schooled in such 
language), then the reader remains in the way of 
harm and is subject to being deceived. No matter 
how venerated the antique text is, it is no protection 
against error if it is not understood.

This then is further compounded by a teacher who 
dictates standardized denominational doctrine as 
gospel truth, and then claims that Scripture supports 
the claim. The student is left at the mercy of such a 
teacher because they can not really understand the 
text and they can not test the words of the teacher 
against Scripture. This is exactly the situation that 
was faced by those Europeans some 700 years ago 
listening to the teaching of the Roman Catholic 
Church using a Latin Bible which they could not 
understand.

A venerated antique text is no guarantee 
whatsoever that pure doctrine will be maintained. 
Tradition serves to maintain a Bible text that less 
and less folks can really understand. Meanwhile, it 
elevates men’s opinions as to what the text means 
above Scripture. Soon the text itself becomes a 
meaningless tradition – just another worthless relic 

– which keeps the reader ignorant of what God is 
saying, and fails to equip the man of God to be a 
Berean so that he might see if what any particular 
teacher says lines up with Scripture or not.

To be sure, there are many who have learned the 
English of the King James Version in addition to the 
normal English vernacular they speak.

They either grew up with it and therefore are 
familiar with it, or they have used it for a long time. 
Yet many others, now more than ever, have not 
had this luxury, nor will they.

Why Don’t They Read the KJV?

The coming generations are not going to read it 
because they don’t understand it for several reasons. 
The vocabulary is too often archaic and obsolete, 
yet this may not be the most fatal problem. The 
syntax and grammar also is not proper English, 
nor is it current. This problem is fatal to proper 
comprehension! To expect new readers to learn it is 
not only impractical, it is unreasonable. Who is going 
to read a book that comes across like gibberish? 
Sure, they can recite memorized portions and cite 
proof texts for certain doctrines by rote, but they 
really do not understand the text.

Of course, many who have used the King James 
Version for a long time may not be able to fathom 
nor imagine the difficulty. They need only pick up a 
copy of the Latin Vulgate and try to read it to see what 
it is like! That is why the Lollards translated the Latin 
Vulgate into English, that is, the current English 
of their day with the current vocabulary and 
syntax. That is why Tyndale translated the New 
Testament over again a mere 130 years later, and 
that is also why it was revised several times before 
the King James Bible was produced. It is not any 
different for new readers today: the King James 
Version must be interpreted for them. We need a 
modern version so modern readers can understand 
God’s Word for themselves. Why make new saints 
invest a lot of time in what amounts to learning an 
ancient church language? Would it not be far more 
fruitful to concentrate fully on the Word of God, 
rather than having to split their time and effort 
between learning an antique religious dialect and 
God’s Word?



1321Issue 125 BIBLE STUDENT’S NOTEBOOK™ – PO BOX 265; WINDBER, PA 15963

Again, this may not be apparent to someone who 
has grown up with the King James Version or to 
one who has used it for a long time; but times are 
changing and where it once was the case where a 
word here and there in the King James Bible was 
obscure, much of the text is now a major obstacle 
to the present and upcoming generations who are 
not familiar with it. It will shortly be as obscure as 
the Lollard Bible was in Tyndale’s day or the Latin 
before that. Really, it would be far more profitable to 
put the same amount of time and effort in learning 
the original languages rather than learning the King 
James Bible dialect. I truly believe that!

If it is not understandable anymore, why does 
the King James Bible still sell so well? The reason 
people buy the King James Version is not because 
it is understandable, but rather due to tradition. 
Their church has always used it, their parents and 
grandparents used it, and their pastor uses it. Some 
churches are even mandating its use. They claim 
that it is necessary to have a standard Bible but it 
is really only tradition that is being served when 
that Bible must be an antique. When it comes to 
religion, tradition just does not change too quickly.

Even though I think that many are hampered in 
their understanding by using only the King James 
Version, I don’t want to eliminate it; but I do want 
people to understand the Bible as did Wyclif, 
Tyndale, and Luther, et al. They did not want the 
Scripture text to be obscured in any way, particularly 
not by a language that only trained and schooled 
ministers could exposit. That may require us to 
shelve the King James Bible and use one that can 
be understood.

People wanted to understand the Bible, and that 
is why the Church of England could not prevent 
the English people from buying unauthorised 
Bibles. It is also why people buy modern versions 
of the Bible today. Like the Bereans, they have a 
compelling desire to really understand God’s Word 
and to know the truth without some teacher merely 
“spoon-feeding” them. There is a huge difference 
between understanding the Bible for one’s self 
versus having a second hand explanation right out 
of a tradition’s doctrinal statement dictated in a 
formal presentation.

We can thank God for His grace which has over-
ruled the mishaps of history and the deficiencies of 
the King James Bible while using it for His glory. 
This is God’s manner: to sanctify for His own use 
that which is flawed. We can also thank God that we 
have available today far superior resources. Quite 
frankly, we need to use the best resources we have 
and not settle for that which cobbles our hands and 
feet in the service of God, no matter how traditional 
or venerated they may be. Sometimes we have to 
make do with what is available, but when God 
provides, we ought not to turn our nose up.

An understandable Bible chases away ignorance 
and breaks false traditions and false authorities. 
It prevents authority from abusing and taking 
advantage of God’s flock (I Peter 5). Furthermore, 
an accurate Bible would show the illegitimacy of 
an authority structure in the first place. Christ alone 
is Head of His Body. Ministers of the Body are to 
be its servants, not its rulers. It is for these reasons 
that it is only fair and reasonable to question the 
motives of those who do not want people to have 
an understandable Bible in their hands and God’s 
Words in their hearts and minds.

TRADITION: THE WEAPON AND
SANCTION OF AUTHORITY

When the third Authorised Version of 1611 was first 
produced and promoted, it was really being used 
as a tool to advance the agenda of King James and 
the Church of England. It was another exercise of 
authority leveraging tradition in order to “pull the 
wool over the eyes” of the common folk. Why? In 
order to get them to conform to a uniform religion 
– it was legislated and forced upon the people; it 
was not their choice, nor were they left with one.

Nor could they go to another denomination 
down the street, because other denominations 
were outlawed as well. In fact, not going to the 
Church of England was not only against the law, 
but one could be fined and go to jail for not going 
to church. Again, the common folk had no choice 
in the matter. Typical of authority is the demand 
of conformity to their religion, Their doctrines, 
and THEIR practice. Such is the danger of religious 
authority, particularly when wedded to the state. 
Separation of state and church is good. Separation 
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of church and authority is even better.

Something else that would be good would be to 
deprive unauthorised authority of their weapons. 
Tradition is a weapon of authority which is effective 
in numbing the mind of its adherents. This stands 
in contrast to the Sword of the Spirit which is God’s 
way of communicating to man. In the process it 
stimulates heart, soul, and mind. The practice of 
tradition does not require thinking, only doing 
what you are told by someone who really has no 
right to do so! Reading the Word of God requires 
meditation, reflection, and results in thoughtful 
obedience to God. Unauthorised authorities 
maintain and instruct people in their tradition. God 
is not interested in man’s tradition. God wants every 
saint to be an expert hearer and doer of HIS Word. 
God wants us to be experts in serving the Body 
of Christ. Service comes at a sacrifice (Romans 
12), and I don’t see how the modern authoritative 
churches are manifesting that at all.

Doctrinal Statements

Human doctrinal interpretations which have 
been codified and standardized are mandated by 
the authoritative hierarchy of the typical church 
organization. If we are going to be honest, we 
must admit that like King James, they do have an 
interest in preserving denominational doctrines 
because it also preserves the authority behind 
them. It is part and parcel of their tradition. At 
worst, it is no surprise to find that they will interpret 
the Bible to harmonize with a doctrinal statement 
more readily than they will interpret it in a way 
that does not. The meaning of the Word of God 
is bent and twisted to agree with their statement of 
faith. It is a rare thing to see a doctrinal statement 
or confession overhauled to better match Scripture. 
No one is really willing to admit to errors in their 
interpretation, particularly in the context of an 
ecclesiastical organization. While this shortcoming 
is not malice, it is vain pride. Such reminds me 
of a movie where the devil snares a lawyer by 
building up his self image and ego. Through the 
process, the devil takes ownership of the lawyer’s 
life. Then the lawyer realizes his mistake and turns 
away from the devil. The lawyer is liberated but the 
devil immediately snares him again by successfully 
appealing to the lawyer’s pride.

There is rarely any latitude for disagreement on pet 
doctrines. The doctrinal statement or confession 
has become the basis of fellowship in church 
organizations, as well as the basis for schism. 
Once a doctrinal statement is created as a basis for 
assembly, tradition is born and authority has won 
its sanction for existence. It also wins its sanction 
for separating the saints for not submitting to the 
doctrinal interpretations of men.

Unfortunately, this tradition ultimately limits 
conformity to Christ, no matter how perfect, 
because it does not allow fellowship on the basis 
of having been redeemed by Christ. The doctrinal 
basis of fellowship demands conformity to uniform 
religion while the redemptive basis for fellowship 
does not. This conformity to religion rather than 
Christ is, in itself, a fundamental and fatal flaw. It 
is a flaw that is just as inherent to fundamentalist 
authority as it is to Roman Catholic tradition!

The Basis for Fellowship

A redemptive basis takes a totally alternate route 
that encourages travel towards continual reform 
and conformity to God. There is no permanent 
settling down on a land stake of doctrine, nor 
confused meandering from one doctrinal camp 
to the next. Tradition has the inherent problem of 
camping out on a spot and building a city there; 
but the saints are to be pilgrims traveling to the 
city of God, not colonists. The city made without 
hands is often confused with many cities made 
with human hands. Remaining permanently in a 
location is tradition and only serves to delay the 
travel itinerary as planned by God. Tradition is 
static, but God intends for us to be dynamic. The 
saint can visit a tradition and learn from it, but the 
saint then needs to move on. If not, the saint will 
fall under the authority that maintains the tradition 
and ultimately takes advantage of the saint. Even 
if it seems to help at first, that is only temporary. 
At the least, one will be restricted from complete 
conformity to Christ. Tradition and its authority 
exist to serve themselves.

That brings to mind a news clip I saw the other day 
about this ritual tradition that has been performed 
in England since the Middle Ages. People dressed 
as stags and hunters, some beat on drums and they 
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did a dance. No one, not a soul, had a clue as to 
what it meant, why it was done and what purpose 
it served. It simply was a tradition that they had 
maintained, but which purpose and meaning was 
long lost! This is the ultimate end of tradition, even 
religious tradition.

Little Imitators

It is tradition that maintains a uniform doctrine, 
as well as uniform practice in the organized 
establishment church (wherever it is lodged). For 
most all of history this has been true. Even though 
we do not have an establishment church in America, 
each denomination tries to exercise authority over 
as many folks as it can and then hold them to its 
version of uniform religion. To a degree, they all 
imitate King James and his church with regard to 
authority. The despicable thing is that Scriptures 
have been shanghaied to maintain authority and 
tradition instead of edification and reform. This is 
no less true for the fundamentalist churches.

One of the Reformation principles that should 
govern most modern fundamental independent 
assemblies is that of the sole authority of Scripture 
for doctrine and practice. This was not so in the 
establishment churches and neither is it really true 
for many fundamental assemblies today, despite the 
loud protests to the contrary. How many of them 
have incorporated under the state’s authority with 
a doctrinal statement and constitution? How many 
will let someone teach who disagrees with that 
statement? Even if they can present their position 
as based in a solid exegesis of Scripture  – and thus, 
they may possibly be more closely conformed to 
Scripture than the doctrinal statement allows – they 
still will not be allowed to teach or preach.

Thus, tradition and authority rears its ugly head 
once more and trumps Scripture. How can they 
deny that they have made camp permanent, and 
how can they deny that they have already built up 
city walls? Instead of fellowship and function based 
upon the fact that we all have been redeemed 
by the same blood of Christ, it is rather based on 
some fallible man’s tradition including a doctrinal 
statement and organization. Yet men are so 
enamored of human authority and their tradition 
that they simply do not see how pathetic that is, 

particularly when they equivocate and confuse 
their favorite codified interpretations of Scripture 
with Scripture itself.

THE EFFECT OF FALLIBLE TRADITION
ON SCRIPTURE

The tradition of the church allowed its authorities 
to choose the arena in which to establish doctrine. 
This took them further away from Scripture, of 
course, and it also took it out of the hands of the 
common folk. They could all pretend to honor 
Scripture while manipulating and shaping tradition 
and the teaching of long dead church authorities to 
suit their purpose of making as many of the people 
conform to a uniform religion, at least in their 
tradition. There was far more profit in schooling 
the Roman Catholic clergy in the musings of Greek 
philosophy as expressed in the so-called church 
doctors rather than in true theology. It served to 
promote church authority rather than the truth of 
God’s Word.

Without the conscience of God’s Word, the estab-
lishment church quickly fell into abusing the folks 
they were to be caring for, and all in the name of 
tradition. Even Protestants focus on confessions of 
faith or doctrinal statements rather than Scripture 
unless Scripture is called in to serve as a proof text. 
If the folks in that tradition get more than that, God 
bless them and know that His grace is great! Still, 
they will be herded into and kept in that fold as long 
as the authorities can manage it, even if those folks 
are ready to keep moving on to the City of God.

Tradition is man’s creation and thus it is fallible. 
Tradition demands uniformity and it demands that 
Scripture be bent over to serve fallible tradition. 
Yet those who are secure and comfortable in their 
tradition can’t seem to stop droning on with the 
same mantra: “We must have authority.” “We must 
have fellowship based on a doctrinal statement.” 
“We can’t have people come into our church and 
teach something I don’t agree with!” Thus the lie 
of false authority is swallowed “hook, line, and 
sinker” and people gather unto themselves teachers 
to tickle their itching ears. Sure, it feels good; but 
such folks have been fully deceived into thinking 
that this authority and conformity to uniformity is 
necessary.
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They will go on about how the truth needs to be 
preserved and protected and how it will be lost if 
we (as in “authorities”) don’t defend the faith as it 
was once delivered unto us! First, the truth does not 
need protection or preservation by some authority. 
The truth was given to protect US. It can’t do that if 
it is not out in the open and in our hands. Authority 
convinces folks that the truth needs to be protected; 
but they only end up hiding the truth. This notion 
of preserving the truth is merely authority’s confi-
dence trick used to scam the saints into disarming 
themselves so that we are necessarily at their mer-
cy, or as they would claim, under their protection 
and covering. They are blinded to the fact that it 
has robbed Christ of his headship over man and 
that it has relieved man of his God-given responsi-
bility. The truth must shine, and then it must shine 
in the people. It must not be hidden under a bush-
el basket. Does this remind you of any parables?

Perhaps there is one good aspect of this vanity. 
Carnal authority has spent its efforts on manipulating 
tradition to maintain itself. Such is the nature of 
carnal authority even in the guise of promoting it in 
the name of God. In any case, holy Scripture has 
been left intact for the most part. Since there have 
been so many copies available, it has not been 
possible to utterly subvert Scripture. To manipulate 
Scripture certainly would undermine the church’s 
authority. To be caught changing the original text 
would come back to haunt them even as it has those 
who did try. Besides, as history testifies, people 
don’t like change in religious texts anyway. (As 
already noted, a parallel is seen in the variations of 
readings arising in the various editions of the King 
James Bible due to printing errors and corrections. 
People notice these things and complain! People 
did not like it when Jerome revised the Latin Bible, 
nor when Erasmus revised Jerome’s Bible.) 

Yet this manipulation is exactly what King James 
and his church has managed to accomplish. They 
have altered Scripture through translation and 
isolation. Authority was losing its grip with the 
proliferation of unauthorised versions so authority 
cut its losses and repositioned in a bid to maintain 
some control. They made three attempts and were 
successful on the third try with the third Authorised 
Version. People Bibles were exchanged in a well 
executed confidence scam and the people were 

stuck with a church Bible instead. That was the 
key: to make sure the people were stuck with a 
church-authorised Bible and could not replace it 
with a people-reforming Bible. Authority managed 
to cut its losses and maintain a toe-hold with this 
confidence trick.

People have had no other Bible against which to 
compare the King James Bible for so long that they 
have no idea that it has problems. In fact, some 
have bought into the lie that it is rather perfect. 
Now, we know better since other versions have 
appeared, and more people have access to the 
original languages and are able to be Bereans. 
Also, scholarship has advanced beyond the wildest 
dreams of the King James translators in the study of 
the original languages, translation, and linguistics. 
Some have romantic and unreal notions of the 
abilities of the King James translators compared to 
modern scholarship, but they have merely accepted 
false assertions without finding out the truth of 
the matter. Of course, this attitude and behavior 
is conducive to the agenda of the false authority 
promoting it.

Review

When the common folk became more distanced from 
the original languages due to a lack of education, the 
church could promote their agenda. They merely 
left it in the form of a dead language. Ignorance 
insulated people from Scripture. Manipulating the 
actual Scriptures was not necessary since it was 
veiled from the eyes of the common folk anyway. 
They could use “church authority” to interpret it 
into a tradition and tell people it meant whatever 
they wanted it to mean. Church authority and 
tradition were promoted and exalted over God’s 
Word. Scripture became tradition’s handmaid and 
was made to fade away into obscurity. The glory 
of church authority and tradition took the place of 
Christ Jesus and God’s Word, and the Bible was 
turned into another relic of the church.

People were liberated by the truth through the 
proliferation of unauthorised Bibles. Since threat of 
law was ineffective in forcing the people to remain 
under authority, a subtle scam was practiced until 
successful. A confidence scam was employed by the 
church to steal away the people’s Bibles and switch 
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it with a church-authorised Bible. The scam has 
perpetuated itself by means of splinter authorities 
adopting the King James Version. To be fair, they 
had little practical choice, but this version is well 
suited to promoting their unauthorised authority.

The larger scam is the notion that unauthorised 
intermediary authority is needed and the King 
James Bible was merely a part of that agenda.

“New” Forms of Tradition:
Same Old Authority

We now have new doctrinal traditions replacing 
or breaking away from older ones and they come 
in the form of confessions, doctrinal statements, 
hermeneutical methods (like Covenant or 
Dispensational theology), systematic theologies, 
and even study Bibles with notes. I previously 
mentioned authority traditions arising since the 
Reformation from Eldership and Five-fold ministry 
to apostle and church-planter. The level and 
degree of authority varies widely but they keep the 
monster of unauthorised authority alive one way or 
the other to some degree. It needs to be recognized 
as the enemy that it is and be permanently laid 
to rest. It ultimately may be necessary to reject all 
the authority styles and the official use of doctrinal 
statements in its various forms in order to conform 
fully to God’s Son.

It is the same old authority scam started by some 
bishops in the second century (if not late first). It was 
brilliantly (as well as most unfortunately) married to 
the state and institutionalized by emperors in the 
forth century. The state church has built a tradition 
that is now old and powerful. It has worked its way 
inextricably into our culture. Its Protestant children 
reformed themselves somewhat but still carry on 
the work of maintaining unauthorised authority 
and even now perpetrate splinter groups. People 
break out from under authority in order to reform, 
which results in splintering, causing authority 
to lose its grip; but with each splinter, authority 
manages to be reincarnated even if on a smaller 
scale. It is a kind of reform after a fashion, but it 
is also reincarnating unauthorised authority like a 
vampire which drains the vitality from the saints. 
Is this compromise of organizational splintering in 
order to reform really the only way to more fully 

conform to Christ? Maintaining authority structures 
sure will not facilitate it.

The King James Bible has been used to prevent 
reform and reinforce unauthorised authority. Of 
course, any version can be misused; but the issue is 
that the King James Bible is still popular even though 
it has a particular sectarian bias. Bad doctrine can 
not be corrected very well with a biased antique 
Bible text. It does not speak to folks today and if 
they do figure it out, they have received a message 
which promotes an authority and tradition that is 
not authorised by God or intended by Scripture.

Besides the manipulated text of the 1611 Authorised 
Version, the Church of England had its Prayer Book, 
and modern groups also have their authoritative 
publications to go alongside the Bible text. There 
are also religious institutes, schools and seminaries 
promoting particular traditions. Denominations 
have multiplied and each one has their own 
tradition of evolved doctrine and practice, each 
with its professional clergy who perpetuate their 
tradition along with its authority. Of course, the 
clergy is expected to pass on what they have been 
taught when they are placed as authorities among 
the laity. Under the auspices of the professional 
clergy, tradition can then be further “spoon-fed” to 
the laity to which they are held accountable. Each 
is just another new form of tradition which ends up 
stagnating and stunting spiritual growth the same 
way that the old traditions have. 

Basically, students are “spoon-fed” a tradition. 
What they are being taught is repeated to be the 
pure doctrine of God over and over again until they 
come to believe it and champion it. Of course, the 
ones repeating it are truly convinced of the notion as 
well. The deception began when someone was not 
honest enough to admit that what was being pre-
sented were the opinions of fallible men. They rath-
er promoted their opinions as the very essence and 
truth of God’s Word and denied that it was man’s 
work (Romans chapter 1 is applicable here). Until 
one realizes that fact, they will always be gullible 
and susceptible to false authorities and traditions.

The tragedy is that they will hold high a version, 
or a hermeneutic, or some other bit of tradition, 
and they will be absolutely convinced that they are 
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rather holding high God’s Word. They are totally 
unaware that they have confused the two and have 
ceased to be continually reforming themselves, or 
at least have handicapped themselves. Their best 
efforts at conforming themselves to God still find 
them at a loss. This loss is one which some have 
foolishly convinced themselves is acceptable. The 
leash of authority is tight and has been stretched 
to its limit. They have settled for what is practical 
under the circumstances instead of for what is right. 
It is a comfortable rut out of which it is not easy to 
climb, particularly since it is not recognized as a rut 
in the first place. They have been rather wrongly 
convinced that a rut is the normative state of affairs 
that the saints should and need to be in.

Now if a student starts thinking differently than his 
school, he won’t graduate or get that post-graduate 
degree. If a professional cleric starts thinking 
differently, he will lose his job and/or his credentials. 
If a lay person starts thinking differently, he will be 
kicked out of his church and may even be shunned 
by his own family and friends who are still on the 
church roll. The point is that King James and his 
bishops are not the only guilty ones, but his Bible 
has had a large part in perpetrating traditionalism 
and authority among English readers.

The authority of denominations and sects in the 
form of tradition frustrates further needed reform 
and conformity to the Word of God. The authority 
of man-made institutions is a stubborn thing which 
resists change. That is a good thing when it resists 
the bad but it is a bad thing when it resists the good. 
Thus ecclesiastical authority tends to restrict those 
in its control within the boundaries of a tradition 
which are far more restrictive than that required by 
our redemption and salvation provided by God! 
We, as the saints of God, find ourselves fenced off 
institutionally from one another based on various 
interpretations of men rather than on our salvation 
status. The frustration is compounded by the 
mislabeling of man’s tradition as “the pure doctrine 
of God.”

When authority resists the good, it is an authority 
that has been usurped from Christ! There were 
those independents and separatists who wanted to 
conform much more closely to God’s Word rather 
than to the uniformity pushed by King James and 

his church; but king and church resisted anyone 
who did not conform to their religious tradition. Not 
only that, they also chased them out of the country 
or tortured them. In other words, if one wanted 
to more closely conform to the Word of God and 
felt that King James’ religion fell short, they would 
find themselves in very serious trouble if they tried! 
The disciples were instructed by Christ to conform 
to God rather than to man’s authority. Yet even in 
Christ’s day the authorities resisted Christ Himself 
and demanded that He conform to their religion.

HISTORY REPEATS ITSELF

So what we have is a repetition of history when 
we find some American fundamentalist churches 
doing the same thing as King James and his church 
did, which is demanding that all use only the King 
James Bible. They are demanding conformity to 
their religious tradition, and their adopted Bible in 
particular. Remember that the King James Bible was 
produced to promote an agenda of conformity to 
the Church of England. It was the spiritual ancestors 
of today’s fundamentalists that King James wanted 
conformed to Anglo-Catholicism. Yet now they 
are guilty of the same error King James made in 
legislating one’s religion and one’s Bible version. It 
appears that King James has had a certain amount 
of success in making his enemies conform!

Now, the fundamentalists are not alone in the 
misuse of authority since all of America has grown 
up with the King James Bible and has certainly been 
affected by it. Nonetheless it is the fundamentalists 
whom I want to think about this, because their 
promotion of King James’ agenda of conformity 
to religious authority and tradition stands in direct 
contradiction to their own spiritual heritage! In fact, 
they are adopting and promoting the Anglo-Catholic 
tradition which stood opposed to their own true 
heritage of conforming to the Word of God rather 
than to religious traditionalism. That would be like 
seeing Muslims celebrate the Christian Crusades! 
It is just not right in so many ways! It is the same 
mistake the Puritans made when they came to 
America, where they also imitated King James in 
forcing everyone under their control to conform 
to their notions of religion. Puritan authority was 
harsh and heavy handed with those not keeping in 
step with their tradition.
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I realize that the typical fundamentalist is going 
to have a hard time accepting that they have 
mislabeled their “pure doctrine of God” and that 
they are rather perpetuating a religious authority 
and tradition made up of the opinions of men. They 
are also going to have a hard time imagining that 
their church’s doctrinal statement is restricting their 
ability to fully mature and conform to God. Some 
would say it is quite impossible, but the fact remains 
that there are those who are former fundamentalists 
who felt the need to leave in order to more closely 
conform to the Word of God in some area. Right 
or wrong, a saint was necessarily separated from 
friends and family on the basis of whether they 
would conform to a religious tradition or not. 
Whether or not you would praise him or condemn 
him for it, this is the very thing King James did. You 
say, “Fine, let him go to some other church with 
which he agrees;” but are man’s interpretations 
more important than the ties that bind one to the 
family and friends who still go to that assembly? I 
am speaking of those ties wrought by the blood of 
Christ in our common redemption.

Not everyone is going to be at the same level of 
understanding doctrine, let alone having convictions 
concerning it. Since when was a set of doctrines 
the prerequisite for salvation? How can one be so 
quick to say, “The truth is worth sacrificing the ties 
of family and friends.” How could someone be so 
arrogant as to believe that a doctrinal statement 
could be perfect? What if you find out that you 
were wrong? How are you going to justify a 
division amongst the saints then? The issue is one 
of “religious conformity” rather than of “Biblical 
conformity”! Simply put, human interpretation of 
doctrine as a basis for fellowship is also the greatest 
cause of schism. We justify our little “jihad” and 
our own self appointed authority by mislabeling 
man’s tradition as the Word of God.

It boils down to the authority of a human-generated 
tradition determining with whom the saints may 
fellowship. Many will say that sectarianism is a good 
thing and that it will happen anyway, therefore 
so be it. In my opinion, this replaces Christ’s 
redemptive work with a tradition that is the work of 
men. Christ’s work has served to unify the Body of 
Christ, but man’s work (of forcing conformity to a 
uniform religious tradition) has resulted in multiple 

schisms in the Body! By the way, it does not prove 
that the Roman Catholic Church has it right (how 
they love to mock the Protestants for division); it 
only proves that Protestants still have not found the 
correct church polity! I know many have a strong 
loyalty to their church; but isn’t it rather arrogant 
to think that your church could not possibly be 
wrong about how authority is worked out through 
the church? The Roman Catholic Church has kept 
us in the Dark Ages for a long time and it will take 
a long journey for some to find their way back. 
The unfortunate fact is that the Protestants are 
still imitating the Roman Catholic tradition when 
it comes to authority in the church. History is 
repeating itself.

The solution should include a biblical definition of 
authority. If we derive it from the King James Bible 
though, we shall derive it from passages that were 
intentionally mistranslated in order to promote the 
authority of the church. King James intended to 
promote the authority of his church and now King 
James Bible users promote the authority of their 
tradition via a Bible because their King James Bible 
says that the church has such authority! Again, this 
notion of authority is not any different than the 
Roman Catholic notion.

When West (Rome) broke away from East 
(Constantinople), and the Church of England broke 
away from Rome, and the Puritans broke away from 
the Anglo-Catholic Church, and independents were 
always breaking away from these all, the issue was 
that conformity to God’s Word was being blocked 
by the status quo authority. The problem is that in 
each case, the authority is not authorised by Christ. 
They did well in going outside the city gates beyond 
the walls, but then they merely set up a new camp, 
and built a suburb! The problem is that they need 
to keep on going down the road, because there is 
no Biblical authorization for colonizing.

Don’t Throw It Out, but Be Aware

We must be aware of the bias in the King James 
Version and realize that it is the handiwork of fallible 
men. This then requires that we consult other 
sources like the original languages, commentaries, 
and even other versions to discern exactly what 
and where the bias is. If you are not willing to do 



that because someone has convinced you that 
the King James Bible is perfect and you do not 
need any other version, you will fall victim to 
King James’ agenda of being made to conform 
to a religious tradition! So be forewarned!

Slavish loyalty to a single tradition will keep 
one immature and blind to many things. Of 
course, this is very conducive to authority taking 
advantage of the situation, as has happened 
many times before. King James was not ignorant 
of this fact. That is why he did not want the 
Geneva Bible notes in his Bible and that is 
why he wanted the Bible to be read only in his 
church where his bishops could give only their 
interpretation of it. Spiritual immaturity is key to 
religious conformity! Conformity to man-made 
uniformity results in stagnation (and is easier for 
authority to manage).

When doctrine is carved in stone as is a confes-
sion or doctrinal statement, we merely promote 
another man-made tradition, no matter how 
close it is to the truth; because if it is possible to 
get closer to the truth, we find out that we are 
tethered to someone else’s understanding by a 
leash of authority and can proceed no closer. If 
we dare to break the tether, we threaten all our 
relationships that are still tied to it and face the 
trauma of breaking the communion of saints built 
over a lifetime. Thus one might more readily be 
inclined as well to stick with mind-numbing tradi-
tion rather than suffer the consequences.

We need to focus ourselves on God’s Word, and 
if we really must be involved with tradition, then 
it should only be used as a stepping stone. Then 
when it has served its purpose, we must discard 
tradition like a used rag and keep on going. 
We don’t always have to agree on every point 
of doctrine and we can have strong personal 
convictions on what we do believe. This is not 
a plug for limp-wristed ecumenicism; we must 
have strong personal convictions, but we don’t 
use them to brow-beat each other. We rather 
speak the truth in love to challenge one another 
unto edification. We ought not to set up false and 
invalid authority structures to force conformity 
to some uniform human religious standard. We 
can’t force what we believe on someone else. 
They must accept it and own it for themselves. 

Legislation of doctrine will not result in ownership. 
They are God’s servant like we all are, and we all 
answer to God and not to ordinary men no matter 
what titles or gifts they claim. Christ alone is our 
authority to whom we shall answer and He is our 
standard. Christ ought to be our exclusive polity. 
You are only fooling yourself in thinking that 
there must be some kind of human intermediary 
authority! If we think we can become something 
more, it can only be ministers, i.e., servants and 
not rulers.

(To be continued …)
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