
Common Attacks On The King James Bible 

Those who are in opposition to the King James Bible attack it in many deceitful ways for a 

number of reasons. 

1)  They can’t make money if everyone believes that the King James Bible contains the perfect  

       words of God.   

 
1Ti 6:10  For the love of money is the root of all evil: which while some coveted after, they have 
erred from the faith, and pierced themselves through with many sorrows.  

 

2Pe 2:3  And through covetousness shall they with feigned words make merchandise of you: 
whose judgment now of a long time lingereth not, and their damnation slumbereth not.  
 
CHRISTIANITY IS BIG BUSINESS! 

 

2)  The scholars want you to rely on them to tell you what the Bible says. 

 

1Jn 2:27  But the anointing which ye have received of him abideth in you, and ye need not that 
any man teach you: but as the same anointing teacheth you of all things, and is truth, and is no 
lie, and even as it hath taught you, ye shall abide in him.  

  

Does this mean that sound Bible teaching is wrong?  No.  It is a very useful tool to listen to what 

others have studied and have to say about certain doctrines.  However, that person is not the 

final authority on the matter, the Bible is. 

 

1Co 2:13  Which things also we speak, not in the words which man's wisdom teacheth, but 
which the Holy Ghost teacheth; comparing spiritual things with spiritual.  

 
Rev 2:6  But this thou hast, that thou hatest the deeds of the Nicolaitans, which I also hate.  
 
Nicolaitans were the priestly class ruling over the people.  This is not to be confused with 

Pastoral authority.  This means that they forced the people to rely on them for the 
interpretation of God’s Word and they were not to question anything that was said.  Our 
Pastor preaches every Sunday but he challenges you to study God’s Word on your own. 

 
2Ti 2:15  Study to shew thyself approved unto God, a workman that needeth not to be 

ashamed, rightly dividing the word of truth.  
 
Remember from our study that this command is removed from many of the modern versions.  

 

3)  The King James Bible is direct while the newer versions have taken a passive approach to 

      many doctrines.  It is more difficult to attain and retain new members when you take a  

      firm stance on the Word of God.   

 



Joh 6:60  Many therefore of his disciples, when they had heard this, said, This is an hard 
saying; who can hear it?  

Joh 6:61  When Jesus knew in himself that his disciples murmured at it, he said unto them, 
Doth this offend you?  

 
Psa 119:165  Great peace have they which love thy law: and nothing shall offend them.  
 
People cannot handle hard preaching and deep doctrinal truths today.  They want a passive, 

“watered down”, “feel good” message.   One can see mature Christians that accept the truths 
from the pulpit while others are offended and take issue with what is said. 

 
2Ti 4:3  For the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine; but after their own 

lusts shall they heap to themselves teachers, having itching ears;  
2Ti 4:4  And they shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be turned unto fables.  
 

The average Christian today that attends a more liberal church has been indoctrinated to 

believe that the King James Bible is archaic, out of date and contradictory.  They have been 

given fables that are deceitful and yet believable to the point that the King James Bible is 

eventually abandoned.  Many Pastors bring in “guest speakers” simply for the task of “proving” 

to his members that the other versions are valid and more up to date than the King James Bible.  

We are going to cover a few of these fables tonight and show them to be void of truth and 

completely deceptive. 

 

1)  THE KING JAMES BIBLE HAS MANY REVISIONS SO THE MODERN REVISIONS ARE NO  

      DIFFERENT 

 

This is one of the first arguments that one will hear from those who oppose the King James.  I 

remember proclaiming to my brother in law that I am King James only to which he replied, 

“Which one?”  This is the deceptive answer that many have been trained to respond with as 

supposed proof that King James only advocates are unlearned because they don’t even realize 

that their own Bible is a revised version.  Let’s look at this statement from a more microscopic 

viewpoint.   

 

1)  Printing in 1611 was still a difficult task and lengthy process.  The printing press was 

invented in Germany in 1450 by Johann Gutenberg (161 years before 1611).  Each letter had to 

be set by hand.  After the King James Bible was compiled it was then given to the printers to 

begin the process.  Many printing errors occurred at this time that later had to be corrected.  

This has no bearing on the “revision” of the King James Bible.  This did not change meaning or 

omit complete doctrines from the Word of God.  This transpired twice for the first two 

“revisions” of the King James Bible.  Also take note that the printing was in the old Gothic type 

style.  The print we read today is the Roman type style.  These changes were made as well.  For 

instance, in the King James 1611 John 3:16 would read like this: 



“For God so loued y world, that he gaue his only begotten Sonne: that whosoeuer beleeueth 

in him, should not perish, but haue eternall life” 

 

“also” would become “alfo” 

“set” would become “fet” 

 

As one can plainly see, it is very deceitful for one to compare the “changes” in the King James 

Bible to the real changes that have occurred in today’s newer versions. 

 

2)  Spelling in the Elizabethan English was still unstable.  The changes in spelling account for 

the other two “revisions” in the King James Bible.  The Elizabethan English was still being 

formed and universal spellings were not available at the time the King James Bible was printed.  

It was only later that the proper corrections were made to correct spelling differences. 

 

“mee” was changed to “me” 

“mooued” was changed to “moved” 

“ranne” was changed to “ran” 

“Euill” was changed to “evil” 

“ftarres” was changed to “stars” 

 

Notice that none of these “changes” affect the meaning of the words or the verses.  It simply 

changes the spelling of the word.  Again, it is extremely deceitful for modern scholars to point a 

finger at the King James Bible and claim that it has been “revised” many times. 

 

3)  Textual changes that were made were also due to printing errors.  We will also account for 

the 5% of textual changes in the King James Bible that have occurred over the past 375 years as 

found by scholar F.H.A. Scrivener. 

1. this thing - this thing also (1638)  
2. shalt have remained - ye shall have remained (1762)  
3. Achzib, nor Helbath, nor Aphik - of Achzib, nor of Helbath, nor of Aphik (1762)  
4. requite good - requite me good (1629)  
5. this book of the Covenant - the book of this covenant (1629)  
6. chief rulers - chief ruler (1629)  
7. And Parbar - At Parbar (1638)  
8. For this cause - And for this cause (1638)  
9. For the king had appointed - for so the king had appointed (1629)  
10. Seek good - seek God (1617)  
11. The cormorant - But the cormorant (1629)  
12. returned - turned (1769)  



13. a fiery furnace - a burning fiery furnace (1638)  
14. The crowned - Thy crowned (1629)  
15. thy right doeth - thy right hand doeth (1613)  
16. the wayes side - the way side (1743)  
17. which was a Jew - which was a Jewess (1629)  
18. the city - the city of the Damascenes (1629)  
19. now and ever - both now and ever (1638)  
20. which was of our father's - which was our fathers (1616)  

 

That’s it!  Again, it is very evident that the King James did not omit, delete or add meanings to 

the Word of God as do the modern versions.  One can plainly see that stating the King James 

Bible has revisions is not to make a truthful statement.  Satan is the master of half truths.  The 

“revisions” of the King James Bible cannot be compared to the revisions of the modern 

versions.  The modern versions deliberately add, subtract and change the words of God.  I do 

own a copy of the 1611 King James and it doesn’t conflict with my 1764 edition of the King 

James Bible. 

 

2)  The Italicized Words Should Not Be In The King James Bible 

 

It is true that everywhere you see an italicized word, the King James translators were 

instructing the reader that those words were not in the original text but were added to allow 

the meaning to transfer from the Hebrew to the English or Greek to the English.  For instance: 

 

Psalm 7:11 would read “God judgeth the righteous, and God is angry every day” if translated 

word for word in English without the meaning carrying over from Hebrew to English.  This 

would mean that God is angry with the righteous every day.  The King James translators 

ensured that the correct contextual meaning was carried over to English: 

 

Psalm 7:11 

“God judgeth the righteous, and God is angry with the wicked every day” 

 

Another example is Psalm 18:3: 

“I will call upon the Lord, to be praised: so shall I be saved from my enemies.” 

 

According to this I am calling upon the Lord to praise me.  The King James translators made the 

correct transfer from Hebrew to English: 

“I will call upon the Lord, who is worthy to be praised: so shall I be saved from my enemies.” 

 



How do we know that the italicized words should be there?  God always has a supernatural way 

of answering man’s questions.   

 

Psalm 16:8 says: "I have set the LORD always before me: because he is at my right hand, I 

shall not be moved." 

 

Notice in Psalm 16:8 that “he is” is italicized.  Now look in the New Testament at Acts 2:25.   

 

Act 2:25  For David speaketh concerning him, I foresaw the Lord always before my face, 
for he is on my right hand, that I should not be moved: 
 
“he is” is not italicized.  That means that the New Testament writers quoted the 
italicized words that are in the Old Testament.   
 

In Deuteronomy 25:4, the word of God says:  

"Thou shalt not muzzle the ox when he treadeth out the corn."  

“the corn” is italicized in the Old Testament yet look at what transpires in the New 
Testament. 

I Corinthians 9:9:  

"For it is written in the law of Moses, Thou shalt not muzzle the mouth of the ox that 
treadeth out the corn. Doth God take care for oxen?"  

“the corn” is not italicized by Paul in the New Testament.  This gives credibility and 
validity to the King James Translator’s italicized words. 

The italicized words in the King James Bible are just as inspired as the non italicized 
words and that fact is made clear by the quotes from New Testament writers.   

3)  King James Was A Homosexual 

King James was accused of being a homosexual 25 years after his death in a treatise 
written by a man named Anthony Weldon.  Anthony Weldon was a racist and hated the 
Scots.  King James was a Scot on the English throne.  This would be equivalent to 
Georgia having a black governor in 1860.  Weldon had this to say of the Scots: 

“First for the country, I must confess, it is too good for those that possess it (the Scots), 
and too bad for others to be at charge to conquer it.  The air might be wholesome, but 
for the stinking people that inhabit it” 

 



“…their flesh naturally abhors cleanness.  Their breath commly stinks of pottage; their 
linen of _____; their hands of pigs ______; to be chained in marriage to one of them, 
were to be tied to a dead carcass, and cast into a stinking ditch…I do wonder 
that…King James should be born in so stinking a town as Edinburgh in lousy Scotland” 

Does this sound like the statement of someone who would be truthful as to the moral 
lifestyle of King James? 

Frances Osborne was another accuser who was also a racist and highly bitter against 
King James for promoting Robert Kerr, a commoner, to the high office.  Osborne is 
quoted as saying: 

“Robert Kerr from a poor page, and to the dishonor of our ancient nobility, raised him to 
as high a title as most Earls of England” 

Frances Osborne was born into nobility and should have been promoted but was 
overlooked by King James. 

Edward Peyton was the third accuser in this trio of acquaintances.  He was removed 
from office by George Villiers (on King James’ court) due to his violent temper.  He too 
was bitter against King James for stripping him of his office. 

With that said, guess who Weldon accused King James of having homosexual liaisons 
with?  It was none other than Robert Kerr & George Villiers.  How convenient to wait 
until a man has passed and then accuse him with immorality with the two men that you 
sought revenge on the most.  This assault is still practiced today but people don’t wait 
until you are dead. 

Let’s look at a few quotes by King James from his own mouth: 

“But especially eschew to be effeminate in your clothes, in perfuming, preining, or such 
like…and make not a fool of yourself in disguising or wearing long your hair or nails, 
which are but excrements of nature.” 

“There are some horrible crimes that ye are bound in conscience never to forgive:  such 
as witchcraft, willful murder, incest, and sodomy….” 

“Think not therefore, that the highness of your dignity diminisheth your faults (much less 
giveth you a license to sin) but by the contrary, you fault shall be aggravated according 
to the height of your dignity.” 

“God gives not kings the style of gods in vain, for on his throne his scepter do the 
sway…So kings should fear and serve their God again.  If they would enjoy a happy 
reign, observe the statues of your heavenly king; and from his law make all your laws to 
spring:…and so (shall in princely virtues shine), Resembling right your mighty king 
divine.” 



“and ye are a good Christian, so ye may be a good king…establishing good laws among 
your people: the other, by your behavior in your own person with your servants…” 

Writing to George Villiers (his supposed homosexual lover): 

“Receive then this New Year’s gift from me as a token of my love, being begun on the 
eve of our Saviour’s nativity and ended far within the first month of the year.  Praying 
God that as you are regenerated and born in him anew, so you may rise and be 
sanctified in him forever.” 

Bishop Godfrey Goodman described King James in this way: 

“Here unto you may add the carriage and disposition of King James; truly I did never 
know any man of so great an appreciation, of so great love and affection.  A man so 
truly just, so free from all cruelty and pride, such a lover of the church, and one who had 
done so much good for the church.” 

This is a quote by King James made to parliament that the whoremongers of today 
attempt to twist and prove that he was a homosexual: 

“You may be sure that I love the Earl of Buckingham more than anyone else and more 
than you (Parliament) who are here assembled, I wish to speak in my own behalf, and 
not to have it thought to be a defect, for Jesus did the same and therefore I cannot be 
blamed.  Christ had his John and I have my George.” 

What kind of reprobate mind would twist this quote into a homosexual statement?  I 
know many people that I love that I would make the same statement about in front of 
our elected officials today without any homosexual reference whatsoever.   

Remember that in King James’ time in was common practice for men to kiss each other 
on the mouth when greeting each other.  They also had same sex bed sharing.  
Abraham Lincoln shared a bed with a man for years prior to getting married.  Just 
imagine if a candidate was accused of that today?  You see, our minds have been 
corrupted to the point that there is no innocence anymore.  The homosexual spirit is 
running rampant in our day and time. 

We will cover a few more of these “myths” about the King James Bible next week.   

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 


