Assessing the Pure
Cambridge Edition Position

What Is It? When & Where Did it Originate?
What Does It Teach?
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Preface

On Method—and How to Read These Notes

These notes were taught to the adult Sunday School class at Grace Life Bible Church between
Sunday, December 21, 2025, and Sunday, March 22, 2026, as part of our larger study, From This
Generation For Ever. The written lessons retain the pacing and structure of those weekly sessions so that

readers can follow the same line of inquiry we pursued together. For convenience, the Table of Contents
includes live links; clicking a lesson title will take you directly to the YouTube recording for that lesson
so you can watch the session that corresponds to the notes (click here to access the Playlist for the entire
series).

How I Framed—and Then Followed—the PCE Corpus

For this series I treated Matthew Verschuur’s Guide to the Pure Cambridge Edition (6th draft,
2013) as the flagship articulation of the Pure Cambridge Edition (PCE) position. The Guide is the most
systematic presentation (570 pages) of the claim that a specific Cambridge setting constitutes the “final,
exact, and perfect” form of the King James Bible, defines the edition by 12 diagnostic PCE readings, and

supplies the theological and historiographical scaffolding used elsewhere. Using the Guide as the baseline
clarified both the core assertions and the tests the position set for itself.

From that baseline, I traced Verschuur’s development across his later major works, especially A
Century of the Pure Cambridge Edition and Vintage Bibles, to observe how narrative, evidentiary claims,
and standards of “purity” shift over time. In these later publications, the PCE is increasingly treated as a
historically emergent profile across multiple 20th-century Cambridge printings (rather than a single
datable “first edition”), with explicit acknowledgment of “very minute” internal variation and the
subsequent electronic standardization (2000s) used to resolve differences among printed witnesses. This
historiographical reading allowed me to mark what stays constant (exclusive status claimed for the PCE)
and what changes (how that status is evidenced and operationalized).

I then concluded the survey by stepping back to earlier, shorter tracts to locate the origins and
trajectory of key ideas. Lesson 283 draws targeted observations from:

o The Revelation of the Pure Word (2006)

o God’s Chosen Edition of the King James Bible (2006)

o  The Pure Cambridge Edition: The Final King James Bible (2006)

o There Is Only One Pure Edition of the King James Bible: The Pure Cambridge Edition (2007)

o Glistering Truths: Distinctions in Bible Words (2009)
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Reading these alongside the Guide and the later books made it possible to map continuities and
departures—for example, how edition-level exclusivity, the twelve-reading identification scheme, and
appeals to Psalm 12 and Revelation 10 are first stated, then elaborated, and finally qualified or reframed
in later treatments.

What This Study Is (and Is Not)

This project treats the PCE position first and foremost as a historical claim about texts, dates,
printers, and editorial decisions—claims that can be weighed with evidence. It is not a doctrinal manifesto
or a defense of any one edition; rather, it is an inquiry into what the PCE position asserts, when and where
those assertions arose, and how they are supported. Theology appears as context (because PCE advocacy
argues from theological premises), but the tests used here are historical and logical.

The Historiographical Method Used

o Begin with the position in its own words. 1 present the PCE position as its advocates express it—
its defining claims, the identifying 12 reading list it treats as decisive, and the theological
scaffolding said to support those claims. This avoids straw-manning and sets clear evaluation
criteria.

o Let dated artifacts lead. Wherever PCE literature makes concrete statements about when a form
of the text appeared or which printers produced it (e.g., Cambridge series, Collins printings), I
look for dated, verifiable witnesses—title pages, publisher listings, catalog summaries, and
identifiable settings. The guiding question is always: What is the earliest securely dated witness
that matches the claim?

o Triangulate claims across independent lines of evidence. A single witness may be ambiguous. [
therefore compare (a) what PCE literature says, (b) what multiple printed editions actually read,
and (c) how publishers describe their own editorial practices as quoted in the corpus (e.g.,
Cambridge University Press describing typesetters following the “best available pattern copy”
and not a distinct named PCE revision). Where two points align and one does not, I spell out the
mismatch.

o Distinguish categories the PCE framework often blends. The discussion frequently slides between
text, translation, edition, and setting. I keep those categories separate. “A perfect translation” and
“one perfectly pure edition of that translation” are different historical claims and must be tested
differently.

o Prefer falsifiable statements over impressionistic ones. Assertions such as “circa 1900” or
“widely used” are treated as hypotheses until tied to specific, dated evidence. Where only general
claims are available, I mark them as such and refrain from drawing stronger conclusions than the
evidence can bear.



o Audit the logic as carefully as the history. Some arguments rely on numerological or providential
patterns (e.g., “purified seven times”), shifting thresholds (“levels of purity”), or retrospective
labeling of older printings with a 21st-century category (“PCE”). I flag these methodological
pivots, not to score points, but to clarify what changes when the standard changes.

o Name the limits. Two boundaries govern this work. First, theological conviction is not treated as
historical proof—it may motivate inquiry, but it cannot substitute for dated evidence. Second, I
grant the obvious: many Cambridge printings are excellent. The historical question is whether
there is one demonstrable, first, final, and uniquely authoritative edition matching the PCE claim,
and when and where it can be shown to have begun.

How to Use These Notes

e Read a lesson, then watch the session. The written notes are designed to be read alongside the
corresponding YouTube lesson (linked in the Table of Contents). The video often includes
additional examples, live collation demos, or Q&A exchanges that show why a historical point
matters.

e Follow the trail of dates. As you move through the lessons, pay attention to specific dates and
settings. The argument—ypro or con—gains or loses strength precisely at the points where a claim
can be tied to a verifiable artifact.

o Keep the categories distinct. When a claim about purity is made, ask: Does this refer to the
translation, the textual base, the edition, or a particular setting? Much confusion in this discussion
comes from sliding between those categories.

Why This Matters

However one views the King James Bible, the PCE position makes big claims with real
downstream effects—on how believers view older and newer printings, how churches decide what to
purchase and read publicly, and how we understand God’s providence in history. Those are exactly the
kinds of questions that deserve a careful, dated, source-driven accounting. My aim is not to tell you what
to think, but to lay the record out clearly enough that you can see what the evidence will—and will not—
support. Read the notes, watch the lessons, and keep the categories and standards in view; the path
through this subject will be far clearer than the internet debate often suggests.
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Sunday, December 21, 2025—Grace Life School of Theology—From This Generation For Ever
Lesson 271 Assessing the Printed History of the King James Text (Intro. to the PCE Position)

Introduction

e Lesson 270 examined the significance of The Cambridge Paragraph Bible (1873), edited by F. H.
A. Scrivener. This edition represented the most thorough collation of early King James texts since
1611, aiming to produce a critical version that corrected errors, standardized italics, and revised
marginal notes. Scrivener introduced a paragraph-based layout, anticipating modern formatting,
but his willingness to alter readings based on his judgment—rather than strictly preserving the
translators’ decisions—sparked controversy. While praised for scholarly rigor, the Paragraph
Bible never replaced the Blayney text as the standard due to public resistance to change, its
unconventional layout, and its perceived role as a specialist edition rather than a practical Bible.
Ultimately, it stands as a milestone in textual scholarship and a reminder of the tension between
historical fidelity and editorial improvement.

o Having explored the Cambridge Paragraph Bible and its role in shaping scholarly approaches to
the King James text, we now turn to a position that has generated considerable debate among
modern defenders of the KIB—the Pure Cambridge Edition (PCE) Position. The PCE position
asserts that a specific Cambridge printing represents the definitive and pure form of the
Authorized Version. Beginning in this Lesson, we will examine the origins of this claim, its

defining characteristics, and the implications it holds for those who advocate for textual purity
within the King James tradition.

e To accomplish this task, we will consider the following points in this Lesson.
o Review: The Historical Development of Protestant Bibliology
o Current Circumstances Within KJB Advocacy
o What Is the Pure Cambridge Position?

Review: The Historical Development of Protestant Bibliology

e In Term 2 of this class, we spent 28 Lessons (28-56) discussing the doctrine of preservation. In
doing so, we affirmed that preservation is a Biblical doctrine that the scriptures teach regarding
themselves. In short, God not only inspired but promised to preserve his words. The following
passages affirm this doctrine: Psalm 12:6-7, Psalm 119, Isaiah 30:8, Matthew 24:34,

I Peter 1:23-25. In addition, we discussed Matthew 5:17-18 regarding “jot and tittle” phraseology
and where it fits into the doctrine of preservation.

Pastor Bryan Ross GRACELIFEBIBLECHURCH.COM
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o In Lesson 45 I stated the following:

o “In this way, both sides [Originals Only & King James Only advocates] are making
unscriptural assumptions and talking past each other with the issue of verbatim
identicality being the great mount impassible that divides them. Recall from Lesson 40
that the language “in the original autographs” was added to Protestant doctrinal
statements in the latter half of the 19™ century as a means of answering the German
Higher Critics and Rationalists. In this way, Protestant Christians reworked their position
on the Bible based upon terms set by their opponents. This reworked Bibliology became
the new orthodoxy in Fundamental and Evangelical circles in the 20™ century. In the
same way that Protestant scholars in the 19" century overreacted to the forces of
liberalism; believers in the 20™ century overreacted to the new “Originals Only”
orthodoxy by overstating their case in the opposite direction. Therefore, cordial and
productive dialogue on this topic has proved elusive. Both sides are separated by the
same thing (the false assumption that preservation requires verbatim identicality of
wording), do not realize it, and are therefore talking past each other.”

e During Lesson 45, I also presented the following diagram as a visual representation of the
position we were advancing.

Pastor Bryan Ross GRACELIFEBIBLECHURCH.COM
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The Historical Development of Protestant Bibliology

Protestant Bibliology Before 1860

= lnspiration—Divine Dictation accepted descriptor for how inspiration was accomplished; not Nrmited to the original autographs and extended to
vernacular languages via translation. Translations = the word of God [Westminster Confession of Faith)

= Preservation—believed inthe promise of pressrvation:™ . . being Immediately inspired by God, and, by His singular care and providence, kept pure in
all ages, are therefore authentical . . - (WCF)

= lnerrancy—no formal doctrine of Inerrancy; the scriptures were believed to be Inerrant because they are the word of God; the Holy Spirit bears witness
with the bellever's spirit that the scriptures are Infallible. [WCF)

= Textug! Critlelsm—began with the notion the scriptures were the inspired word of God and of Divine origin; what God gave by Inspiration was presensed
and “kept pure in all ages” and was avallable to be translated into the wernacular languages of the nations.

|x Protestant Bibliology Is Attacked |X
Between 1860 and 1900 the Protestant view of the Bible was attacked and rewrftten In response to the following forces: 1) Evolution, Zj
Liberalism/Meodemism, 3) German Higher Criticlsm, and 4) Rationalism. The attackers point out the existence of variant readings In the manuscript copies as
part of thelr attack on Protestant Bibliology. The existence of variant readings leads to a confining of inspiration, Infallibdlity, and inerrancy to the nonexistent
original autographs. It was widely thought by defenders of the Bible at the time that the scriptural standard for preservation required “verbatim ldenticallty.™
This understanding combined with the undenlable extstence of a multitude of verdont reaaings in the body of manuscripts became Mt Impassable for those

wishing to hold to historic Protestant Bibliology.

[REVISED!

(REVISED|
'Protestant Bibllology Is "Revised” After 1880 L
Instead of holding the line in the face of attack, Protestant Theologlans “revised” Protestant Bibliology according to terms et by thelr opponents. In an
attempt to address the existence of wariont readings the four doctrines noted above were alterad In the following ways:
= Inspirotion—was Emited to the r 1t original auts hs; Divine Dictation s dropped and ridiculed as a descriptor for how inspliration was
accomplished.
= Presenvation—the promise of preservation was dropped from doctringl statements.
= Inerrancy—formal doctrine developed that limited inerrancy to the nonexstent original autographs; took shape in a logical syllogism that meet the
German Higher Critics on thelr own terms.
= Textwal Criticism —was completely reworked starting with the rationalistic/naturalistic notion that the Bible ks like any other book and should be treated
in like manner to any work of antiquity. Replaced the text of the Reformation | TR) with a “new and improved” Greek text. Modern Textual Criticism is

bullt on top of the Rationalistic suppositions of Westoott & Hort
These "revised™ points became the new Protestant Orthodoxy on the Bikle and were carried forward Into the 20" century by Fundamentalists in thelr

doctrinal statements.
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Option 1: Originals Only Pasition
Developed In the late 19" and early 20"
centuries as a reaction agalnst the German
Higher Critics and Ratbonalists. During this
time doctrinal statements were rewritten to
include the language “in the Originals Only”
and dropped all references to preservation.
This position confines Inspiration and
inerrancy to the nonexistent original
autographs as a means of dealing with the
variont readings. Has led some to deny that
the seriptures promise their own
preservation. Advocates angue that it Is thelr
Job to reconstruct the Biblical text. Position
Is nonsclentific and non-falsifiable, in the
absence of the orlginals how does one know
whether they have accurately reconstructad
the text. Modern Verskons exdsted since the
Revised Version of 1821 but did not succeed
in replacing the widespread use of the KIB
by American Christlans, After WWil the
Neo-Evangelical movement grew in
popularity and heavily promoted the new
Protestant Orthodoxy on the Bible
(“Originals Only") as well as Modemn
Versions. Position is of no practical
consequence and cannot be maintained by

falth in God's word.

Option 2: Faith for Faith's Sake Position
Formed in the late 1960s and early 70z as a
reactbon agalnst Option 1 and the sudden
popular use of Modern Verskons, and their
divergent readings from the traditional King
lames text. Just as Option 1 was forged as a
reacthon to the attack on Protestant Biblkology

In the late 18" century, Option 2 is a
reacthonary position against Option 1. By the
time one gets to Option 2 they are two steps.
removed from the Protestant Blbliology that
existed before 1860 as cutlined at the top of
the chart. This position pretends like variont
readings don't exist and insists upon plenary
verbal preservation or the notion the
preservation sccurred with “verbatim
identicality” of wording. Some incorrectly
Insist that God re-inspired His word in English
between 1604 and 1611 as a means of
providing the “verbatim iderticalivy™ of
wording this view of preservation demands.
Has the correct starting paint, ks coststent with
the fidelstic (believing) approach to Scripture;
but carries the corollary between preservation
and Inspiration too far. Refuses to
acknowledge the textual/historical facts that
no twao Greek manuscripts (even Byzantine);
editions of the TR, or printings of the KIB are

exactly the same.

Pastor Bryan Ross—Grace Life Bible Church--Grand Raplds, MI
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Option 3: Bibllcally Amended Position on
Preservation (The Solutian)
in light of the internal and theological
problems created by Options 1 & 2 an
amended position |s necessary. Drops
“verbatim Identicality” as the standard for
preservation. If one allows the KIB to teach
thermn about the notwre of preservation they
will conclude that demanding “verbatim
Identicality” as the standard for preservation
was overreaching to begin with, There are at
least four Scriptural proofs found within the
KIB that support this conclusion:
1) How the OT quotes OT
2) How the NT guotes the OT
3) How the NT guotes the NT
4) Comparison between Il Kings 19 &
Isalah 37 [See notes for Lesson 43)
Observing these realities allows one to
malntain thelr belief in the promise of
preservation without overstating the facts.
This Biblically revized position can still be
maintained by faith in God's word without
abandoning the fidelstic (believing)
approach to Scripture. Maintaining this
position allows one to hit a RESET button so
to speak and return to a position on
Inspiration and preservation that |s more in
line with the Protestant Bibliology
enundzted before 1860, This position is
true to the Protestant doctrine of sola
scriptura and rids the discussion of
unscriptural rationalistic presuppositions.

e The view we have enunciated in this class seeks to reset the King James advocacy position to
something more akin to what existed before the mid-19™ century before Protestantism was

Pastor Bryan Ross GRACELIFEBIBLECHURCH.COM



ravaged by Evolution, Modernism, German Higher Criticism, and Enlightenment Rationalism.
Currently, within the realm of King James Bible defense, there is still a great insistence upon
verbatim identicality of wording as the standard for preservation.

Current Circumstances Within KJB Advocacy

e Many in our day use the “jot” and “tittle” passage in Matthew 5:17-18 coupled with the phrase
“purified seven times” in Psalm 12:6 to argue that a certain edition of the KJB is the “purified
seven times” and/or “jot and tittle” perfect standard edition of the KJB.

o Presently this can be seen in the extreme 1611ism of Gary Rovarino from the King James Bible
Museum in Cave Creek, AZ. Rovarino believes that every part of the 1611 AV is inspired by
God including: contents (Title Page, Epistle Dedicatory, Preface, Calendars, Table of Contents,
Royal Crest, genealogy, & Apocrypha), page size, page layout, artwork, drop caps, headings,
chapter summaries, and side bar notes. Literally everything (including obvious printing errors like
the 1631 Wicked Bible) in the 1611 is inspired by God and a match to what Christ is holding in
his 1611 hand on His throne in heaven.

o Nate Kooienga and I have dealt with Gary Rovarino extensively in the YouTube Playlist,
“King James Bible Gnosticism: Refuting Gary Rovarino’s Extreme 1611 Views”.

Interested parties are encouraged to check out the Playlist for more information.

e  On the opposite end of the spectrum is Matthew Verschuur (aka Bible Protector) who believes
that only the circa 1900 Pure Cambridge Edition (PCE) is the fulfillment of Psalm 12:6-7 and the
only “jot and tittle” perfect edition of the AV. He believes that the PCE is the fulfillment of the
“little book™ prophecy in Revelation 10. Only the PCE is perfectly correct and capable of giving
the “exact sense” of scripture, according to Bible Protector. (Verschuur, Glistering Truths, Cover,
3, 20) Verschuur believes the PCE answers “exactly to the heavenly volume of the book.”
(Verschuur, Guide, 122)

e Meanwhile, Gail Riplinger, another King James Only advocate, disagrees with Verschuur
regarding the perfect setting of the KJB. In a monograph written to commemorate the 400™
anniversary of the KIB titled Settings of the King James Bible: A Review with Recommendation
on its 400" Anniversary, Riplinger states the following:

o “After several years of collation, my personal choice is the Cambridge Large Print Text
Only edition.” (Riplinger, 19)

o “In summary, if you are looking for a simple answer to this somewhat perplexing
problem of what setting to select, the answer is ‘TBS and Cambridge,” particularly the
Large Print Text Only setting. A.V. Publications could sell scores of King James Bibles if
making money was their goal. However, they sell only a few Bibles: the TBS (Trinitarian
Bible Society)/Cambridge Large Print, the Windsor, and the Giant Print. Why sell only a

Pastor Bryan Ross GRACELIFEBIBLECHURCH.COM
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few Bibles? These are the only Bibles that I can recommend and which I have examined
word for word. All of them are text-only, of course.” (Riplinger, 21)

In addition, Gail explicitly disagrees with Verschuur regarding the PCE:

o “A fourth variety has been presumptuously named the ‘Pure Cambridge Edition’ (PCE).
It is a generally out-of-print Cambridge setting, determined to be ‘pure’ by Mr.
Verschuur, a young Pentecostal man from Australia. His research is fairly exhaustive,
and he is to be commended for his zeal for a pure Bible. He is a good friend of the King
James Bible, in an era of too many enemies. But his final conclusions, that the Cambridge
setting he uses is in all points superior to other Cambridge settings, cannot be defended,
at every point. On these points he relies on his ‘Pentecostal’ experiences to defend them,
as described in his book.” (Riplinger, 13-14)

So, who is right? Which KJB advocate has identified the “jot and tittle” perfect setting of the text.
Riplinger, Rovarino, and Vershuur use many of the same verses yet come to, in some cases,
widely different conclusions regarding which edition of the AV is the “jot and tittle” perfect one.
Since many people who believe the KJB is their final authority as English speaking Christians
and have adopted the PCE as their standard to exclusion of other editions, it is vital that one
understands the doctrinal, philosophical and theological underpinnings of the PCE Position.

Disclaimer: if the PCE position was just a personal preference/belief that the circa 1900
Cambridge text was/is the most accurately printed text of the KJB, I would not have a problem
with it. Unfortunately, however, the PCE position as enunciated by Matthew Verschuur is much
more than mere editorial preference; it is an exclusive KJB edition advocacy position that is built
upon layers of doctrinal, philosophical, theological, and historical strata that need to be unpacked
and understood. It is to this investigation that we will now turn our attention.

What Is the Pure Cambridge Position?

The Pure Cambridge Edition position is a particular King James Only advocacy position that
maintains that only the circa 1900 Cambridge Edition is the “pure,” “perfect,
and “last” edition of the King James Bible. This edition is known popularly as the Pure
Cambridge Edition (PCE). The PCE position has been enunciated by Matthew Verschuur on the
Bible Protector Website in conjunction with Craig F. Savige the Pastor of, Victory Faith Centre in
Geelong, Australia.

29 <. 29 ¢

chosen,” “final,”

The Bible Protector Website is full of information about the King James Bible in general and the
PCE specifically. Among the resources on the Bible Protector website are a series of PDF
documents laying out the PCE position in detail. Chief among these resources is a nearly 600
page document written by Verschuur titled Guide to the Pure Cambridge Edition of the King

James Bible, which is currently in its 6™ edition (2013). A work he began writing “in the last
months of 2002” (Guide,11) and finished in late 2005 or early 2006. (Guide,15) I take the Guide
to the PCE to be the flagship articulation of the PCE position.

Pastor Bryan Ross GRACELIFEBIBLECHURCH.COM
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e In addition to the Guide to the PCE, the following writings are instrumental in the articulation of
the PCE position.

o 2006—The Revelation of the Pure Word by Matthew Verschuur

o 2006—The Pure Cambridge Edition: The Final King James Bible by Matthew Verschuur

o 2006—God’s Chosen Edition of the King James Bible by Matthew Verschuur

o 2007—There is only one pure King James Bible by Matthew Vershuur

= These titles alone should give one the sense that this view goes beyond the
assertion that “The PCE is the most accurate form of the KJB.”

e Given the fact that I take the Guide to be the flagship presentation of the PCE position, we will
rely on it to unpack a fundamental understanding of the position. Once the Guide has been
understood, we will consider other saliant points from Verschuur’s other writings. Put another
way, initially we will build an understanding of the PCE position through consideration of the
Guide. Later we will consider any additional points from Verschuur’s other works to our
understanding of the position.

e According to page 6 of the Guide (Note: unless otherwise noted all citations for the duration of
this document are from the Guide):

o “the Bible Protector ministry began with the launching of a website, and the sending out
of the following statement, at the same time as a comet was seen on 26 January 2007
(Australia Day), by Matthew Verschuur.” (6)

= Note the appearance of a sign/wonder coinciding with the launch of the website
in 2007. This will be important later in our discussion.

e Verschuur goes on to describe the Bible Protector ministry as follows:
o “Since the year 2000 I have contacted various King James Bible people and organisations
in regards to seeking out a certain text of King James Bible, namely, a standard text of the

Cambridge Edition.

For a long time the question, “Which King James Bible edition is correct?” has not been
properly answered by true Bible defenders.

We must acknowledge that there are indeed variations in various historical and present

editions of the King James Bible. Furthermore, there has been a rising awareness in
recent years concerning “counterfeit” King James Bibles with “subtle changes”. The
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Scripture promises that the Word of God should be preserved by God, and this undergirds
a sound King James Bible only doctrine. It is consistent with this that there should be
one correct received standard edition of the King James Bible, where every word is
pure (Proverbs 30:5) to the jot and tittle (Matthew 5:18).

I do not agree with the claim that there is no standard or that any edition of the
King James Bible is sufficient. On the other side, those who have said, “The 1769
Edition”, or “The Cambridge Edition” have been too vague. Plainly, there have been
changes in all editions since 1769, and there are variations in Cambridge Bibles, such as
the Victorian text (circa 1830 to circa 1900), the Pure Cambridge Edition (circa 1900 to
circa 1970s) which is also printed in many Collins editions, and the Concord text (circa
1970s to circa 2000). Besides these, other modernised variations appear in Bibles printed
in America under the name of Cambridge.

And then there is Scrivener’s Edition, which is clearly deficient on many grounds,
including that it has never been used by ordinary Protestants every Sunday morning.
Even worse is the New Cambridge Paragraph Bible by David Norton, 2005, which makes
many unacceptable changes departing from all traditional King James Bibles.

Those who are knowledgeable about the King James Bible agree that the Cambridge
Edition is superior to the Oxford, Nelson or any other edition. However, the particular
variations in Cambridge Editions have not been closely studied until now. That is,
identifying which Cambridge Edition is correct.

Sadly, many King James Bibles that follow the Cambridge Edition as are now being
produced or provided by King James Bible people are not the correct Cambridge Edition,
but follow the Concord Cambridge Edition, which has departed from the pure text. The

correct text has, among other things, “rasor”, “inquire”, “counseller”, “expences”,
“ancle”, “Geba” at Ezra 2:26 and lower case “spirit” at Acts 11:12, 28 and 1 John 5:8.

There has been a great ignorance of the fact that a final purification took place in
the history of the King James Bible. Those who have studied the history of the King
James Bible in depth would have been aware of the major purifications that took place,
such as the editions of 1629, 1638 and 1769. There was also a proper purification that
took place circa 1900, which has resulted in the final text of the King James Bible,
which is in all ways the definitive presentation of the King James Bible, and should
not be altered.

I have now launched a website which details this area, and have also freely made
available an exactly correct electronic text of the King James Bible (without
typographical or edition variation errors). The Pure Cambridge Edition is the historically

received true text of the Authorized Version.” (6)

e Herein lay the main contentions of the PCE position:
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o The PCE is “a final purification [that] took place in the history of the King James Bible”
circa 1900, (6)

o the PCE is “the final text of the King James Bible, which is in all ways the definitive
presentation of the King James Bible, and should not be altered,” (6)

o the PCE is “the historically received true text of the Authorized Version.” (6)

Anything that deviates from the text of the PCE is a departure “from the pure text.” A text that
does not match every “jot and title” of the PCE, even other Cambridge editions such as the
Concord, is an inadequate edition of the King James Bible.

o “We must acknowledge that there are indeed variations in various historical and present
editions of the King James Bible. Furthermore, there has been a rising awareness in
recent years concerning “counterfeit” King James Bibles with “subtle changes”. [Note
the similarities in argumentation with the piece “Have You Seen The Changes” authored
by Local Church Bible Publishers that was quoted in Lessons 268 and 269.]” (6)

Conclusion

In this lesson, we explored the historical and theological context surrounding the Pure Cambridge
Edition (PCE) position within King James Bible advocacy. We began by reviewing the
development of Protestant Bibliology and the persistent debate over preservation, noting how
assumptions about verbatim identicality have shaped opposing views. We then examined current
circumstances among KJB defenders, highlighting the diversity of opinions—from extreme
1611ism to the exclusive claims of the PCE position—and the controversies these positions
generate.

Finally, we defined the PCE position as articulated by Matthew Verschuur, emphasizing its
assertion that the circa 1900 Cambridge text represents the “final,” “pure,” and “definitive”
edition of the Authorized Version. This claim goes beyond editorial preference, resting on
doctrinal and theological arguments that elevate the PCE above all other editions. Understanding
these foundational assertions is essential for evaluating the validity and implications of the PCE
position within the broader conversation about textual purity and preservation.
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Appendix A

Timeline of Public Statements Made By Bryan Ross & Matthew Verschuur Regarding the PCE Position

Prior to the Teaching of Lesson 271 on Sunday, December 21, 2025

Please note that only public statements have been included in this timeline. Private emails have also been

exchanged between Matthew Verschuur and me but have not been included in this timeline. Moreover, I

have not included every comment posted to YouTube or Facebook, especially those of a secondary nature.

Rather, I focused on major written works, blog articles, YouTube videos, and major initial Facebook

posts. Bolded entries indicate written works authored/taught by me.

2019—Ross published The King James Bible in America: An Orthographic, Historical, &
Textual Investigation

o Verschuur’s Glistering Truths: Distinctions In Bible Words was critiqued.

2023, December 10—Verschuur wrote “King James Bible Believers Need Come to Another

Level of Academia”

o Ross and Yetzer are praised for engaging with Bod. 1602 MS.

2024, May 5—Raoss taught a lesson titled “Addressing Some Recent Questions Regarding
My Position On The KJB”

o In this lesson I addressed some questions regarding my position posed by Verschuur and
others.

2024, May 11—Verschuur wrote “Bryan Ross’ Rejection of Jot and Tittle Perfection”

2024, May 19—Verschuur wrote “Refuting Bryan Ross Again”

2024, June 8—Verschuur wrote “Text Dumps of Comments in the Matthew 5:18 Debate”

o Critical of Ross and Nathan Kooienga of Hope Under Fire.

2024, November 1—Verschuur wrote “An answer to Bryan Ross’ View on Psalm 12 and
Marginal Notes”

o “Bryan Ross is a good man, a believer and he does believe that Psalm 12 is about the
preservation of Scripture ... but does not see the psalm as specifically prophetic, only
generally prophetic.”
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e 2024, November 25—Verschuur produced a YouTube video titled “Ward and Ross the same:
Whereas I say all Bible words are important”

o Argues that Bryan Ross and Mark Ward are the same in belief & approach to scripture.

e 2024, November 28—Verschuur wrote “Bible Words Matter”

o Critiques Ross and Verbatim Identicality view of preservation.

e 2025, March 2—Verschuur produced a YouTube video titled, “Problems with the "Verbal
Equivalence" view: A podcast”

o Critical of David Reid and Bryan Ross for our Verbal Equivalence view.

o 2025, March 19—Verschuur wrote “Problems with “Verbal Equivalence” & produced a YouTube

video by the same title.
o Companion blog article to the YouTube video from March 2

e 2025, May 11—Verschuur wrote “Sayers and Ross on KJB Editions”

o Response to my interview with Nick Sayers on May 10, 2025.
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o 2025, July 24—Verschuur posted the following on the Textus Receptus Academy page on

Facebook

Matthew Verschuur
July24.Q

Bryan Ross recently discussed some valid points with Dan Haifley about some matters to do with
the King James Bible.

But why turn to people who are questioning against aspects of the KJB instead of taking counsel
with KJB believers? Can two walk together except they be agreed? Being a companion of those
who don't believe the KJB properly are in danger of being spiritually destroyed. Publicly associating
with and endorsing those who are sliding away from the KJB is dangerous. A wise person should
avoid the appearance of evil

A Bible teacher can honestly think through and promote better arguments for an understanding of
the KJB without having to make alliance links with those who are actively turning away from the
perfection of the KJB.

BRYAN ROSS

IO COUNSELLERS

e 2025, August 1—Verschuur wrote “Supporting the PCE Against Misrepresentations”

o Accuses Bryan Ross and Dan Haifly of mispresenting the PCE position.
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e 2025, August 7—Verschuur posted the following meme on the Textus Receptus Academy
Facebook page

% Matthew Verschuur
: August7 - Q

200 YEARS AGO IN 200 YEARS?
" HISTORICAL ° > BRYAN ROSS °

wseoriors ] NOW THAT THE greoremca
~ KJB HAS BEEN
PROPERLY
EDITED WE
DON'T NEED
ANY NEW
CHANGES EVER!

o 2025, August 7—Verschuur wrote “Bryan Ross’ Mistaken Approach”

o Written review of two of my videos.

o 2025, September 2—Verschuur wrote “Rick Norris’ “Revised Cambridge KJV’s” (part 1)”

o Rick Norris quoted Ross—Verschuur disapproves.

o 2025, September 3—Verschuur wrote “Rick Norris’ “Revised Cambridge KJV’s” (part 2)”

o Rick Norris quoted Ross—Verschuur disapproves.

e 2025, November 14—Verschuur wrote “Theological Support for the King James Bible”

o Ross is mentioned amongst theological discussion of the King Jamaes position.

e 2025, November 15—Verschuur wrote “The Cambridge Text Problem”

o Ross is mentioned and critiqued.

e 2025, November 26— Verschuur wrote “Answering Allegations Made by Bryan Ross”

13

o Verschuur was made aware for the first time of my 2019 book and responded in this blog

article.
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o 2025, December 2—Ross wrote “Inconsistent LLogic & The PCE Position: Examining Three
Perspectives”

o My response to Verschuur’s “Answering Allegations” blog article.

o 2025, December 5—Verschuur wrote “Bryan Ross Finds Out that a Letter Can Change Doctrine”

o My first awareness of the 1985 Cambridge Hopper Letter was commented on by
Verschuur.

e 2025, December 6—Verschuur wrote “Bryan Ross” Attempted Fire Storm”

o Response to “Inconsistent Logic & The PCE Position.”

e 2025, December 10—Ross wrote “Providence, Special Revelation, and Verbal Equivalence
in the PCE Debate”

o My reply to Verschuur’s “Bryan Ross’ Attempted Fire Storm.”

e 2025, December 11—Verschuur wrote “Specificity and Certainty”

o Response to “Providence, Special Revelation, and Verbal Equivalence in the PCE
Debate.”

e 2025, December 11—Ross wrote “Category Error: Why Galatians 3:16 Does Not Support
Verschuur’s Argument for the Pure Cambridge Edition”

o Continued my reply to Verschuur’s “Bryan Ross’ Attempted Fire Storm.”
e 2025, December 12—Verschuur wrote “The Scriptural Continuum”

o Response to my “Category Error” article.
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Sunday, January 4, 2026—Grace Life School of Theology—From This Generation For Ever
Lesson 272 Assessing the Printed History of the King James Text (PCE: Tenants & First Public
Articulation)

Introduction

In Lesson 271, we examined the historical development of Protestant Bibliology, current trends
within King James Bible advocacy, and the foundational assertions of the Pure Cambridge
Edition (PCE) position. We observed that the PCE claim goes beyond mere editorial preference,
presenting itself as the “final,” “pure,” and “definitive” form of the Authorized Version—a view
grounded in theological, doctrinal, and historical arguments.

All told, we considered the following points in Lesson 271:

o Historical Context: The lesson reviewed the development of Protestant Bibliology,
emphasizing the doctrine of preservation and how debates over verbatim identicality have
shaped opposing positions within King James Bible (KJB) advocacy.

o Current KJB Advocacy Landscape: Highlighted the diversity of views among KJB
defenders—from extreme 1611ism, which treats every element of the 1611 edition as
inspired, to the Pure Cambridge Edition (PCE) position, which claims a circa 1900
Cambridge printing is the only “perfect” edition.

o The PCE Position: The PCE position asserts a “final purification” of the King James
Bible occurred around 1900. The PCE is the definitive, pure, and historically received
text of the Authorized Version. Any deviation from the PCE—even other Cambridge
editions—is considered a departure from the pure text.

o Key Observations: The PCE position is not merely an editorial preference; it is built upon
layers of doctrinal, theological, and historical arguments, making it an exclusive
advocacy stance rather than a simple choice of edition.

In this Lesson we want to move forward with unpacking and understanding the PCE position.

o Main Tenants of the PCE Position

o First Articulation & Public Dissemination of PCE Position

Unless otherwise noted, all the citations in this Lesson are taken from the Guide to the PCE and
follow the pagination in the PDF document.

Disclaimer: if the PCE position was just a personal preference/belief that the circa 1900
Cambridge text was/is the most accurately printed text of the KJB, I would not have a problem
with it. Unfortunately, however, the PCE position, as enunciated by Matthew Verschuur, is much
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more than mere editorial preference; it is an exclusive KJB edition advocacy position that is built
upon layers of doctrinal, philosophical, theological, and historical strata that need to be unpacked
and understood. This is borne out by his written works, YouTube videos, and comments on the
Textus Receptus Academy Facebook page. My decision to include extended coverage of the PCE
position in this class is consistent with the overall theme of the class to enunciate a position on the
King James Bible that begins with faith-based presuppositions and does not deny the facts of
history or break the laws of logic. Our survey of the printed history of the text has been a
prolonged case study in why verbatim identicality of wording is not a tenable position.

Main Tenants of the PCE Position

e The following citations from the Guide to the PCE clearly enumerate the tenants of the PCE
position.

o “The Pure Cambridge Edition is the historically received true text of the Authorized
Version.” (6)

= This is one of the most direct affirmations of the PCE’s status as the definitive
edition. This language implies exclusivity. It suggests that only the PCE is
considered the authentic, pure Word of God in English. By calling it the “true
text,” proponents of this position logically, effectively rule out other non-PCE
editions (such as other Cambridge, Oxford or American printings) from being
regarded as equally pure or authoritative. In other words, according to this view:
non-PCE editions may still be considered “Bibles” or useful, but they are not
seen as the perfectly preserved Word of God. The PCE is elevated as the singular
standard for purity and authenticity. This is a key point of controversy because it
moves beyond general KJV-onlyism into a specific-edition-only stance.

o “The Pure Cambridge Edition was the last and final gathering of the words, answering
exactly to the heavenly volume of the book.” (122)

= This links the PCE to divine fulfillment and heavenly authority. This phrase
suggests that the PCE corresponds perfectly to an ideal or eternal “heavenly”
original—the concept that God’s word exists in heaven in perfect form (based on
passages like Psalm 119:89, “Forever, O LORD, thy word is settled in heaven”).
The claim is that the PCE matches that divine standard on earth. In short, this
language elevates the PCE beyond being just a historically refined edition—it
portrays it as the final, divinely aligned representation of God’s word in English,
implying no further changes are needed or permissible.

o “The Pure Cambridge Edition is the exact, correct and perfect text and translation of
God’s Word in English.” (188)
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=  No other edition matches the PCE in purity and perfection. This statement is the
strongest possible expression of the Pure Cambridge Position. Here is what it
means:

e “Exact”—every word, spelling, and punctuation in the PCE is claimed to
be precisely correct, with no errors or deviations from what God
intended.

e “Correct”™—it asserts that the PCE is not just accurate in a general sense
but fully aligned with the truth of God’s Word, doctrinally and
linguistically.

e “Perfect”—this goes beyond correctness to claim absolute completeness
and flawlessness. According to this view, the PCE is the final,
authoritative English Bible, needing no further revision or correction.

e “Text and translation”—the statement covers both the wording (text) and
the rendering from the original languages (translation), implying that the
PCE perfectly represents the inspired originals in English.

= In short, this language elevates the PCE as the ultimate, divinely preserved
standard of God’s Word in English—exclusive, final, and without error.
Logically, even though Verschuur will not acknowledge it, it excludes all other
editions (including the 1611) from being considered equally pure or perfect.

o “God’s Word was pure in Heaven, and was available in the past, but the complete
purification of the Word of God, for it to be in one place and at one time in purity, was
finally manifested in the appearance of the Pure Cambridge Edition.” (240)

= This ties the PCE to the alleged prophetic purification process described in Psalm
12:6. The statement claims that although God’s word has always been pure in
heaven and accessible on earth, the PCE represents the first and only time that
purity was fully realized in a single, definitive English edition.

o “The Pure Cambridge Edition makes a definite end to revisions.” (244)
= Verschuur claims that the PCE is the final iteration of the King James Bible.
e Matthew Verschuur makes it clear in his Guide that any edition of the King James Bible that is
not the PCE is considered imperfect and incapable of fully conveying the “exact sense” of
Scripture. While he does not use the word “corrupt” in the same way he applies it to modern

versions, he does describe the PCE in such a way that logically implies that non-PCE editions are
impure, incomplete, or incorrect.
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o “Other diverse words may have come, or may yet come, but there is one received Word,
which has all the power about it, as concerning its coming, presence and its work in the
heart of the believer. The logic of faith honestly leads to the King James Bible, and most
especially, to one particular edition of it as the standard, the Pure Cambridge Edition. It is
this maximum certainty, along with the signs of its providence without, and divine
authentication found within, that show this to be so.

In the study of the phenomenon of the Word of God, it is foundational that the Pure
Cambridge Edition of the King James Bible be taken as “The Bible”, which is to be
studied, examined and analysed. From this decision of faith, the proper representative of
the Bible must be found to be self authenticating and have the signs of the divine stamp
upon it, both internally and externally. Thus, it is consistent that the Holy Ghost is
moving exactly according to the Pure Cambridge Edition, and that He has moved the
Pure Cambridge Edition exactly to where it is according to God’s will.

Since the Bible (that is, the Pure Cambridge Edition as its proper representative)
proclaims to be God’s Word, the truth and pure, it should follow that the Pure Cambridge
Edition is indeed, God’s Word, the truth and pure.” (119)

= This statement is a theological argument that elevates the PCE as the singular,
divinely authenticated form of God’s Word in English. According to the PCE
position, if taken to its logical conclusion, any King James Bible edition that does
not match the PCE exactly would be considered less than perfect—and therefore,
by their definition, not fully pure, complete, or correct.

e The PCE is claimed to be the final, exact, and perfect text of God’s Word
in English.

e This exclusivity means that even minor differences—such as spelling
(“shew” vs. “show”), punctuation, or wording—would make other
editions fall short of the PCE’s standard. This is why Verschuur claims
that the PCE is the edition that ought to be studied.

=  While some advocates might still call other non-PCE editions of KJB “the Word
of God,” they would not regard them as the pure or final form. So, in this
framework:

e PCE = Pure, Complete, Correct

e Non-PCE editions = Good, but not perfect (and therefore not the ultimate
standard)

o “For all the King James Bible people concerned about which wording is correct in the
Authorized Version, it is generally attested to or tacitly accepted that the readings of the
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Pure Cambridge Edition are the correct ones. There certainly has not been a pure text
stand for any other edition.” (121)

= This statement captures the following concepts. First, among people who care
deeply about the exact wording of the King James Bible (KJV-only advocates),
there is a widespread assumption—either explicitly stated or silently agreed
upon—that the readings found in the PCE are the correct ones. In other words,

99 ¢¢

when disputes arise over whether a word should be “spirit” or “Spirit,” “shew” or
“show,” most people default to the PCE as the standard. Who are these people
that Verschuur is referring to and what are they really admitting? For example, I
may say I think the PCE as a KJB contains all the necessary readings and is
substantively the same as other KJBs and therefore is the word of God. However,
I do not mean that it needs to have particular spellings in order to have “correct

readings”. This seems like a very vague statement that assumes too much.

= Second, the claim is that no other edition of the KJV has been formally or widely
defended as the one pure, authoritative text. While many editions exist (non-PCE
Cambridge, Oxford, American, 1611 facsimiles), none have been elevated to the
same exclusive status as the PCE. This reinforces the idea that the PCE is unique
in being treated as the definitive form of the Authorized Version.

= In short, the statement means that within KJV-only circles, the PCE is generally
regarded as the benchmark for correctness, and no competing edition has been
given the same “pure text” status. No objective evidence is furnished to prove
the veracity of this claim.

o “Even in the twentieth century, when the Pure Cambridge Edition was available, many
people professing to stand for the King James Bible did not know about or stand for the
acknowledging of the exactly pure Word.” (137)

o “Any true Christian needs to forsake all other false “Bibles” (which God can use to only a
small degree) and take the Pure Cambridge Edition of the King James Bible as the exact
Word of God.” (267)

=  What constitutes a false bible and what is the definition of such? Does this
include non-PCE editions of the King James? Or just Modern Versions?

e Verschuur does not claim that non-PCE King James editions are as corrupt as modern versions
but he does assert they are not fully pure and therefore cannot provide the “exact sense” of
Scripture (See Verschuur’s Glistering Truths: Distinctions in Bible Word: Cover, and page 3). The

PCE is presented as the only edition that is exact, perfect, and fully purified. These statements
show that Verschuur views the PCE as the only edition that fully conforms to the divine standard,
not just in meaning but in every detail—what he calls “exact, correct and perfect.” (188)
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e Many King James Bibles (even other Cambridge editions) contain typographical, orthographic, or
editorial variations. Verschuur claims these subtle changes compromise the purity and accuracy of
God's Word. The following is a list of readings to determine whether one has a PCE from page 18
of the Guide.

o “Itis important to have the correct, perfect and final text of the King James Bible, since
there are correctors (e.g. publishers) who have changed some aspects of King James
Bible texts. The final form of the King James Bible is the Pure Cambridge Edition (circa
1900), which conforms to the following:

Joshua 19:2 — “or Sheba” (not “and Sheba”)

2 Chronicles 33:19 — “sin” (not “sins”

Job 33:4 — “Spirit of God” (capital S)
Jeremiah 34:16 — “whom ye” (not “whom he”)
Ezekiel 11:24 — “Spirit of God” (capital S)
Nahum 3:16 — “flieth” (not “fleeth”)

Matthew 4:1 — “Spirit” (capital S)

Matthew 26:39 — “further” (not “farther”)
Matthew 26:73 — “bewrayeth” (not “betrayeth”)
Mark 1:12 — “Spirit” (capital S)

Acts 11:28 — “spirit” (lowercase)

1 John 5:8 — “spirit” (lowercase)

THE GUARDIANS OF THE PURE CAMBRIDGE EDITION” (18)

e How does Verschuur know this list is complete? Could there be other changes that could be
significant according to his argument? How can one be sure?

e So, any King James edition that does not cohere to these editorial standards is not “exact, correct
and perfect.” (188)

o Ifthe PCE position is taken to its logical conclusion, it would indeed rule out the 1611 edition
itself from being considered the “pure Word of God.” The position asserts that the PCE is the
true, historically received text of the Authorized Version. This means purity is tied to a specific
later printing (from circa 1900), not the original 1611 edition. The 1611 edition contains spelling,
typographical, and even wording differences compared to the PCE. Advocates often argue that
these differences reflect “human infirmity” or printing errors corrected over time. Therefore,
under the PCE view, the 1611 is important historically but not the final, perfect form. The PCE is
seen as the culmination of providential preservation. This is a major theological implication: it
shifts the concept of purity from the original translators’ work to a later editorial standard.
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First Articulation & Public Dissemination of PCE Position

e According to Verschuur’s Guide, the PCE position—as a distinct, fully developed textual
stance/position—was first enunciated and formulated by Verschuur himself in the early 2000s.
Consider the following timeline:

o 2001, April: Verschuur stated a case for a correct edition to his church elders, identifying
what he came to call the PCE.

= “On April 4, 2001, I then stated to the Elders of Victory Faith Centre a case in
favour of this, which was when I fully recognised the correct edition. I then came
to understand the meaning of the word “spirit” with a lowercase “s”, and its
connection to proper Pentecostal doctrine, namely, that the Spirit is to work in the
human spirit (such as Christian sanctification and the impartation of knowledge),
as well as His Pentecostal filling of it.” (10)

e Interesting to note the stated reason he accepted the PCE as perfect
because the lower case “s” aligned with his Pentecostal theology, even
though he vehemently rejects our stating that his position is founded on
historicist interpretations of Revelation and Pentecostal theology.

o 2001, End of April: Verschuur had written an initial treatise titled The Changes Within the
Authorized King James Version of the Holy Bible and the Defense of the Pure Edition.

= “By the end of April 2001, I had written an initial short treatise on The Changes
Within the Authorized King James Version of the Holy Bible and the Defense of
the Pure Edition. It was God, who by His divine providence, led me to believe
and now promote the exact right text of the King James Bible, which we came to
call, “The Pure Cambridge Edition”. It took months to clarify the authority of this
text of the King James Bible and to understand its history. I researched and built
up a position, gathered proofs, wrote short exploratory works and consolidated
my thinking in discussions and letters with Pastor Savige.” (11)

e So, God providentially showed Verschuur the PCE position who then
sought to build a position. Notice the order. He did not say “I set out to
study the history and doctrine and became convinced of this.” Instead, he
essentially said, “I became convinced of this by divine leading and
Pentecostal doctrine then I set about to prove it and build a position.”

o 2002, May 1: Verschuur and Pastor Craig Savige discussed producing a major work on
the PCE and its standardization.

= “We saw the necessity of the promulgation of this message, and we spoke of
producing a work on this subject on May 1, 2002: “Since we are in a position
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where the pure Bible is available to us, and have the added hindsight of
Scrivener, Hills and others, the body of information available to us is enough for
us to present a major work on the standard English Bible. When I say this, I do
not mean a work on the KJB in general, but rather, in that highly important area
of “Which KJB is the right one? — Dissertation on a word perfect KJB’.” Pastor
Savige replied, “I agree that we should do a major work on the standard English
Bible. I accept this as a project that is applicable to our mission.” (11)

o 2002, Late: Verschuur began writing what became the full-length Guide to the Pure
Cambridge Edition.

= “In the last months of 2002 I began to write this work. What I aimed to do was to
show the history of the Scripture to the King James Bible, and then the history of
the King James Bible, leading to the Pure Cambridge Edition. I especially wanted
to show that the Pure Cambridge Edition was supreme and exactly correct.” (11)

e This makes 2001-2002 the formal starting point for the PCE position as a defined and distinct
view while the PCE text itself dates to circa 1900, according to the PCE position. Verschuur’s
argument for PCE as the divinely preserved edition, distinct from all others, begins with his
writings in the early 21st century.

e The first public dissemination of the PCE position outside Victory Faith Centre likely occurred
between 2002 and 2005, with the early versions of the Guide to the PCE and online materials
posted on the Bible Protector website. Here is a compiled timeline of the history and public
promotion of the PCE position, based on Verschuur’s Guide to the PCE.

o 2005, December—the elders of Victory Faith Centre declare themselves the “guardians”
of the PCE.

= “At the turn of the year from the end of December 2005, the Elders of Victory
Faith Centre recognised that we were the Guardians of the Pure Cambridge
Edition.” (15)

e FElsewhere Verschuur stated, “The Elders of Victory Faith Centre, in
their providentially appointed role as the Guardians of the Pure
Cambridge Edition, have identified the exactly correct text of the Pure
Cambridge Edition. The revelation of this is accepted by various
sincere Christians around the world.” (There Is Only One Pure Edition
of The KJB, 2)

o 2006, July—the final electronic draft of the PCE was finalized for internet publication.

= “In July, 2006, the electronic file was finalised and formatted in preparation for
its publishing on the internet. A particularly beneficial meeting concerning the
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definitive text and resolving any differences found in various presentations of the
Pure Cambridge Edition was held on Sunday, July 9, 2006, where Pastor Craig
Savige said that since the traditional maintainers of the King James Bible text
had now gone astray, that we must take up the responsibility of continuing it. At
the very same time, various troubles were manifesting themselves against the
Islamic cause, including a war by Israel and an earthquake.” (15)

e  What an odd thing to note; this would not have anything to do with
Historicism and miracles as signs, would it?

o 2007, January—the Bible Protector website was launched online.

= “The Bible Protector ministry began with the launching of a website, and the
sending out of the following statement, at the same time as a comet was seen on
26 January 2007 (Australia Day), by Matthew Verschuur.” (6)

e Another strange statement if you do not assume Historicism and
miracles. How else would you take these statements if not assuming his
theological framework?

= “Of course, this is besides the fact that the Bible Protector website appeared in
January 2007.” (439)

e Based on Verschuur’s own account in his Guide, the PCE position did not exist as a widely
knowable or public position outside of Victory Faith Centre before 2007.

o He states that from 2000 to 2006, the research and development of the PCE position
happened internally, primarily between himself and Pastor Craig Savige at Victory Faith
Centre.

o The first public dissemination occurred when the electronic text was finalized in July
2006. It is unclear at this time whether it was published online immediately or not. Up to
this point, the position was discussed in private letters, treatises, and church meetings, but
not in any public forum.

o 26 January 2007: the Bible Protector website was launched.

e So, prior to 2007, the PCE position was essentially confined to Victory Faith Centre and its
immediate circle, as it was being developed and discussed. Therefore, it was not a recognized or
accessible doctrine/position within the broader King James Bible movement before 2007.
Consequently, no King James Bible believer was even aware of the PCE position until 2007 when
it was first published for public consumption.
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Conclusion

e The PCE position represents a highly exclusive and doctrinally charged stance within King James
Bible advocacy. Unlike general KJV-onlyism, which affirms the Authorized Version broadly, the
PCE claim elevates a specific early 20th-century Cambridge printing as the singular, perfect, and
divinely authenticated form of God’s Word in English. Advocates assert that the PCE is not
merely an editorial refinement but the culmination of providential preservation—"“exact, correct,
and perfect”—logically rendering all other editions, including the original 1611, as less than fully
pure (A notion that Verschuur rejects.). This position, first articulated by Matthew Verschuur in
the early 2000s and disseminated publicly through the Bible Protector ministry in 2007, shifts the
debate from translation fidelity to edition exclusivity. Its theological implications are profound:
purity is no longer tied to the translators’ work but to a later editorial standard, making the PCE
the definitive benchmark for those who embrace this view. Understanding this claim is essential
for evaluating the broader landscape of King James advocacy and the doctrinal reasoning behind
edition-specific arguments.
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Sunday, January 11, 2026—Grace Life School of Theology—From This Generation For Ever
Lesson 273 Assessing the Printed History of the King James Text (PCE: Pillars & Pentecostalism)

Introduction

o In our previous study, we examined the printed history of the King James Bible through the lens
of the Pure Cambridge Edition (PCE) position. Lesson 272 highlighted how this view moves
beyond general KJV-only advocacy to assert that a specific early 20th-century Cambridge
printing represents the final, exact, and perfect form of God’s Word in English. We explored the
core tenets of the PCE claim, including its insistence on exclusivity, its theological grounding in
divine preservation, and its portrayal of the PCE as the culmination of a providential purification
process.

o The lesson also traced the origins and public dissemination of this position, showing how
Matthew Verschuur formulated and promoted the PCE doctrine beginning in the early 2000s,
with its broader introduction through the Bible Protector ministry in 2007. These points
underscore the shift from translation fidelity to edition-specific purity—a distinction that carries
significant doctrinal implications for King James advocacy.

e In brief we considered the following points:

o PCE Defined: The PCE is claimed to be the final, exact, and perfect form of the King
James Bible in English.

o Exclusivity: Advocates assert that only the PCE represents the true, pure Word of God—
logically excluding all other editions, including the original 1611.

o Doctrinal Basis: The PCE position ties purity to divine providence and claims alignment
with the “heavenly original” (Psalm 119:89).

o Key Assertions: PCE is “historically received” and “‘self-authenticating.” It marks the
end of revisions and is considered flawless in text and translation.

o Implications: Purity is shifted from the translators’ work (1611) to a later editorial
standard (circa 1900 Cambridge printing).

o Identification Marks: Specific readings (e.g., “Spirit” vs. “spirit”) are used to verify a true
PCE.

o Origins & Dissemination: Formulated by Matthew Verschuur in the early 2000s. Publicly
promoted via Bible Protector website in 2007.

o Controversy: The PCE stance moves beyond general KJV-onlyism into edition-specific
exclusivity, raising historical and theological questions.
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o Building on this foundation, the current lesson will begin an evaluation of the theological pillars
of the PCE Position. To accomplish this task, we will consider the following points:

o Theological Pillars of the PCE Position
o Faith Pentecostalism: A Pillar of the PCE Position

e Unless otherwise noted, all the citations in this Lesson are taken from the Guide to the PCE and
follow the pagination in the PDF document.

o Disclaimer: if the PCE position was just a personal preference/belief that the circa 1900
Cambridge text was/is the most accurately printed text of the KJB, I would not have a problem
with it. Unfortunately, however, the PCE position, as enunciated by Matthew Verschuur, is much
more than mere editorial preference; it is an exclusive KJB edition advocacy position that is built
upon layers of doctrinal, philosophical, theological, and historical strata that need to be unpacked
and understood. This is borne out by his written works, YouTube videos, and comments on the
Textus Receptus Academy Facebook page. My decision to include extended coverage of the PCE
position in this class is consistent with the overall theme of the class to enunciate a position on the
King James Bible that begins with faith-based presuppositions and does not deny the facts of
history or break the laws of logic. Our survey of the printed history of the text has been a
prolonged case study in why verbatim identicality of wording is not a tenable position.

Theological Pillars of the PCE Position

e Verschuur outlines three major pillars of the Victory Faith Centre (the elders of which are the
“Guardians” of the PCE): 1) Faith Pentecostalism, 2) King James Bible Onlyism 3) Historicist
interpretation of prophecy. (340) These are presented as foundational doctrines and integral to the
church's worldview.

o “In the year 2000, Victory Faith Centre was formed in Geelong, Australia. This Church
was rooted independent of the compromise, worldliness and errors of Pentecostalism at
that time. The distinctive feature of Victory Faith Centre is that it amalgamated several
principle doctrines which had not previously been held together so particularly, namely:

a. Faith Pentecostalism. Absorbed largely from the teachings of Smith Wigglesworth, and
others (such as Kenneth Copeland), a conscious link was made to a higher, puritanical
form of Faith Pentecostalism, which included the view that sin and all manifestations of
the curse (including sickness and poverty) were linked, and that while such things were
of devilish origins, in fact, such things could be sent by God for the violation of His law,
and that the law could actually be kept, that is, that a Christian could walk in perfection,
by faith in Christ.

b. King James Bible Onlyism. Absorbed largely from the teachings of Edward Hills, and
others, recognising that the King James Bible is the final form of the Received Text, and
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with special emphasis on the very purity of the words in English (therefore discovering
and revealing the purification of the King James Bible), and the particular final perfection
of the very words of the English Bible, including the express idea that the Pure
Cambridge Edition of the Authorized Version ought to be the standard for world
evangelism.

c. Historicist interpretation of prophecy. Absorbed largely from a body of Traditional
Protestant and Reformed authors, the Historicist view has been taken to be
complementary to the moderate Futurist view, and while there are variations in both
camps, some particular peculiarities of both sides are rejected. Thus, one passage in
Revelation may have two or more valid fulfilments, being a synthesis and syncretic view
of Bible prophecy interpretation.

These three doctrines in their proper form, Faith, King James Bible, and Historicism,
were bound in a general Fundamentalism, that is, the doctrines of the inspiration,
infallibility and inerrancy of Scripture, the belief in the Bible as literal history, most
especially as regarding the Creation of the earth, the flood, the origin of the nations, and
the foundations of righteousness in the Old Testament. As well, belief in the authenticity
of the teachings of the virgin birth, Christ’s resurrection, Christ’s ascension and future
judgment.

Although various views may have been guarded or kept by groups in isolation (as in the
Bible Version or Prophecy Interpretation debates), or by one faction of Christendom
against another (as in the Pentecostalism versus non-Pentecostal divide), it seems almost
unique that such a harvesting of correct ideas from various sources has been
accomplished to such a degree, that it manifests in such a distinct character of
Christianity. It must be added that even the factions are divided among themselves, in that
various “Pentecostals” reject Faith teachings, or that a Fundamentalist may reject King
James Bible Onlyism, or that a Reformed person may reject historicist interpretation.
Therefore, the doctrine of Victory Faith Centre may be attacked by persons who claim to
hold similar doctrines in some areas, but disagree in others.

Highly important in Victory Faith Centre is the stand for the Pure Cambridge Edition,
insomuch as the Eldership of that Church proclaimed themselves to be the Guardians of
it, recognising God’s providential workings toward them, and discerning an apostolical
ordination in this regard.

Therefore, it remains that the present author, as one of these Guardians, should show how
he is at the core of the Anglo-Protestant religion (which by the year 2000 was in a sore
state). The revealing of these things to the world since has been of spiritual strategic
importance.” (340-341)
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e Victory Faith Centre, founded in Geelong, Australia in 2000, has positioned itself as an
independent church rejecting perceived compromises in Pentecostalism. Its distinctiveness lies in
combining three major doctrinal emphases:

o Faith Pentecostalism—Influenced by figures like Smith Wigglesworth and Kenneth
Copeland, teaching that sin, sickness, and poverty are linked to the curse, but Christians
can walk in perfection by faith in Christ.

o King James Bible Onlyism—Emphasizing the King James Bible, particularly the PCE, as
the final, perfect form of Scripture for global evangelism.

o Historicist Prophecy Interpretation—A synthesis of Historicist and moderate Futurist
views, allowing multiple valid fulfillments of prophetic passages.

e These were integrated within a broader Fundamentalist framework, affirming biblical inspiration,
literal history, and core Christian doctrines (creation, virgin birth, resurrection, ascension,
judgment). The church claims a unique role as “Guardians” of the PCE, viewing this as a
providential and apostolic responsibility, aiming to restore and defend Anglo-Protestant
Christianity.

e Our goal in noting the theological pillars of Victory Faith Centre is so that we can ascertain how
Faith Pentecostalism and Historicist interpretation of prophecy influenced the articulation of the

PCE position.

Faith Pentecostalism: A Pillar of the PCE Position

e Matthew Verschuur explicitly connects faith Pentecostalism to the PCE position by framing the
reception of the PCE as an act of faith aligned with Pentecostal principles of divine guidance and
spiritual authority.

o Pentecostal Roots and King James Bible Doctrine

= “Pastor Savige carried with him the legacy of old time Faith Pentecostal and
King James Bible doctrines from the past, and for this he was often slighted.” (8)

e Verschuur frames his discovery of the PCE within a Pentecostal context,
emphasizing that traditional Pentecostalism upheld the King James Bible
as authoritative.

o Pentecostalism and the Quest for the Pure Text
= “In May 2000, Pastor Savige, the helpful Mrs. Samantha Savige and myself were

in the planning stages of the establishment of a new Church, which would link
back to traditional Pentecostalism and a puritanical view of the Bible.” (9)
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e This shows that the PCE project was conceived as part of a Pentecostal
revival of holiness and doctrinal purity.

o Faith Pentecostalism as a Doctrinal Lens

= “Traditional Pentecostalism teaches that tongues is the initial evidence of the
receiving of the Holy Ghost after conversion, and believes in: miracles, gifts of
the Spirit, Christian perfectionism, the Trinity, salvation not based on speaking in
tongues, a literal (not British) Israel, not tempting God by deliberately handling
snakes, rejecting the Luciferian creation and deluge, faith knowledge rather than
experientialism, true conversion rather than emotionalism, separation from
fellowship with heretics and Romanists, etc. Most especially, Traditional
Pentecostalism can be found to retain the use of the Authorized Version.” (115)

e Here Verschuur explicitly links Pentecostal doctrine with loyalty to the
King James Bible, positioning the PCE as the culmination of this
tradition.

o Pentecostalism and Prophetic Interpretation
= “Charles G. Finney and other holiness preachers used the King James Bible, and
Traditional Pentecostalism was rooted in the King James Bible. It has never been
a coincidence: God has blessed those who use the King James Bible.” (115)

e This historical claim reinforces that Pentecostalism historically aligned
with the KJV, supporting Verschuur’s argument that the PCE is the
providentially appointed standard.

e According to Verschuur, Faith Pentecostalism provides:
o The theological expectation of certainty (Spirit-led truth, not confusion).
o A holiness framework that demands purity in doctrine and text.
o Prophetic worldview that anticipates a final, perfect Bible for the last days.
o Practical loyalty to the KJV, which Verschuur extends to the PCE as its perfected form.
e Matthew Verschuur uses Faith Pentecostalism directly to support the claim that the PCE is the
final, perfect King James Bible by framing its emergence as providentially tied to Pentecostal

revival and doctrine.

o Divine Providence and Leading
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“It was God, who by His divine providence, led me to believe and now promote
the exact right text of the King James Bible, which we came to call, “The Pure
Cambridge Edition” (11)

e He attributes his conviction about the PCE to God’s providential
guidance.

o Pentecostalism as a Witness to the Pure Text

“The rich presence of King James Bibles until the rise of modern versions, and
the significant proportion of more recent King James Bibles conforming to the
Pure Cambridge Edition shows not only the provision of the Lord, but that the
tradition of Protestant Christianity and true believers had already received the
King James Bible. Numerous testimonies can be given concerning this, and the
present author may give two examples. The first is that Pastor Craig Savige of
Victory Faith Centre, and one of the Guardians of the Pure Cambridge Edition
used a pure text Bible from the time he was a young Christian. The present
author himself knows that the very night he was born again, that he read John
3:16 from no other Bible but the Pure Cambridge Edition, which particular copy
he now owns.” (121)

e Pentecostal leaders and churches are portrayed as providential custodians
of the pure text, reinforcing its authenticity.

o Providential Timing with Pentecostal Revival

“It has not been a coincidence that the printing of the pure King James Bible
coincided with the advent of Traditional Pentecostalism, both in its origins, such
as 1904 in Wales, and 1907 in Sunderland, and peaked during the reign of King
George the Sixth, whose father, King George the Fifth, was healed one time as
the result of Smith Wigglesworth’s ministry. Likewise, it is not coincidental that
the providential restitution of Traditional Pentecostalism should be making a
stand for the Pure Cambridge Edition.” (180)

e Verschuur argues that the rise of Pentecostalism and the final purification
of the King James Bible (PCE) occurred together by divine design,
signaling the last-days restoration of truth.

o Elders’ Role and Apostolic Ordination
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the Guardians of it, recognising God’s providential workings toward them, and
discerning an apostolical ordination in this regard.

Therefore, it remains that the present author, as one of these Guardians, should
show how he is at the core of the Anglo-Protestant religion (which by the year
2000 was in a sore state). The revealing of these things to the world since has
been of spiritual strategic importance.” (341)

e This indicates that the elders believed they were divinely appointed as
guardians of the PCE.

e On the main page of the Bible Protector Website there is a disclaimer
regarding the digital copy of the PCE, “PRESENTED BY THE
AUTHORITY OF THE GUARDIANS OF THE PURE CAMBRIDGE
EDITION.” Here again one can see that the Elders at Victory Faith
Centre see themselves not only as protectors but also having authority.

o Pentecostalism and Church Restitution

= “This purpose is Church Restitution. The seventh angel [Rev. 10:5-7] beginning
to sound would be a future time, beyond the time when the pure Word of God
would be received, when there would be great blessing in the Church. This great
blessing would mean the removal of any and all false ideas, doctrines and
versions from the true Church, as the Church Remnant would rise up with the
pure Word, being the Pure Cambridge Edition.” (360)

e Verschuur claims the PCE and Pentecostal revival are twin signs of the
end-time restoration promised in prophecy.

o Pentecostal Doctrine, the Spirit’s Role & PCE Readings—on page 18 of the Guide
Verschuur lists twelve readings that can be used to distinguish whether a particular KJB
printing is a PCE. Exactly half of the entries on the list (six of twelve) are related to the
difference between uppercase or lowercase “S/s” on the word “Spirit/spirit” (Job 33:4,
Ezekial 11:24, Matthew 4:1, Mark 1:12, Acts 11:28, and I John 5:8). For many of these
verses, Pentecostal doctrine is the determining factor in identifying the exactly correct
reading, according to the Guide. We will consider the following examples in canonical
order.

= Matthew 4:1—Spirit” not “spirit” in Matthew 4:1. (18) The Guide states the
following in justification for this being the pure reading: “Matthew 4:1
If Jesus was led of the “spirit” lowercase, then He was relying on something out
of the realm of the normal believer, being His own spirit. Yet, the Scripture
teaches that Christ is our example, and that we ought “to walk, even as he
walked.” (1 John 2:6a). The Scripture even shows that Christ promised, “Verily,
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verily, I say unto you, He that believeth on me, the works that I do shall he do
also; and greater works than these shall he do; because I go unto my Father.”
(John 14:12). If Christ was led merely by his own spirit, then this would disallow
believers to be able to walk or do exactly as Christ had done. Such a thing could
not be walked in by anyone without the Holy Ghost — no one in their own merits
could even get close to the standard of Christ. However, if Jesus was relying on
the “Spirit” as the Cambridge reading shows, then He was relying on
something that became available to all believers, namely, the Holy Ghost.
Thus, the Oxford reading makes a blasphemy and a mockery of Christianity
[If the Oxford teaches “blasphemy” as asserted, it is not capable of
conveying “the exact sense.”]. Whereas the Cambridge shows that man
needs the Spirit of God to lead him to Christ, and this would eventually lead
to the Pentecostal manifestation, which is available for all. There are many
indications that the Spirit would come upon or fill certain people in the Old
Testament or before the day of Pentecost, but Christians who follow Christ
as an example are able to do so after Pentecost because the Spirit has been
made available to all since that time, if people will believe and receive that
baptism.” (542)

Mark 1:12—"Mark 1:12 — “Spirit” (capital S).” (18) Elsewhere in the Guide one
reads the following regarding this verse: “10. Pentecostal authority, apostle and
evangelist Smith Wigglesworth used a text that conformed to the Cambridge
Edition, as evidenced in one of his sermons, where he read Luke 4:1 and
Mark 1:12.” (180) Since Matthew 4:1 and Mark 1:12 are parallel passages
dealing with the temptation of Christ, five times readers of the Guide are
instructed to see the explanation given for Matthew 4:1 when considering Mark
1:12 (Pages: 535, 539, 541, 542, 544). Put another way, the explanation cited
above for Matthew 4:1 also applies to Mark 1:12.

e Note the citation of Pentecostal authority, Smith Wigglesworth as part of
the justification for the PCE reading.

Acts 11:28— “Acts 11:28 — “spirit” (lowercase).” (18) The Guide states the
following regarding this verse: “1) This passage has similarities to the event that
occurred later: “And as we tarried there many days, there came down from Judza
a certain prophet, named Agabus. And when he was come unto us, he took Paul’s
girdle, and bound his own hands and feet, and said, Thus saith the Holy Ghost,
So shall the Jews at Jerusalem bind the man that owneth this girdle, and shall
deliver him into the hands of the Gentiles.” (Acts 21:10, 11). In this passage the
word “spirit” does not appear in either form, but “the Holy Ghost” does. It is
clear that the Holy Ghost is the “Spirit” capital, and so the Oxford could seem to
be correct. But there are also obvious differences, similar to the explanation on
Acts 11:12. The Holy Ghost is not directly quoted in Acts 11:28, merely that
there was a sign given, but in Acts 21:10, 11, a sign is given with direct words
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from the Holy Ghost. After Agabus gave his message, the Bible speaks of Paul’s
hands and his journey into Judea (see Acts 11:30), which concepts also appear in
Acts 21:10, 11. Thus, the “spirit” lowercase in Acts 11:28 is the outworking and
function of the Holy Ghost.

2. Agabus’ prophecy has a number of links with the book of Revelation: THE
Revelation of Jesus Christ, which God gave unto him, to shew unto his servants
things which must shortly come to pass; and he sent and signified it by his angel
unto his servant John” (Revelation 1:1). The prophecy of John (see Revelation
1:3) is a signifying just as Agabus signified. John testified, “I was in the Spirit on
the Lord’s day” (Revelation 1:10a) which shows his normal Pentecostal
experience, but, “And immediately I was in the spirit: and, behold, a throne was
set in heaven, and one sat on the throne.” (Revelation 4:2). Once in the spirit he
was seeing heaven: during his ordinary Pentecostal manifestations this was
not so. Agabus’ revelation of the coming dearth would have been likewise
seen by him and shown forth: “for the testimony of Jesus is the spirit of
prophecy.” (Revelation 19:10b). In the Oxford, Revelation 19:10b becomes
difficult to explain because of the changes in Acts 11:28, etc.” (540)

“While the book of Acts is very much a book about the Holy Ghost, it should not
be rashly taken that the Oxford’s wording is correct in this place. The incident
with Agabus is being reported along with a number of other sweeping events
which must have covered at least several years, no direct speech is reported, but
the state of the believers is: the spirit is alluded to, and likewise an internal
attitude of each man is alluded to: “Then the disciples, every man according to
his ability, determined to send relief unto the brethren which dwelt in Judeea”
(Acts 11:29). The broadness of the detail, and the internal state of the believer’s
hearts being in focus make the Cambridge reading consistent with the context.”
(541)

“Pentecostal has as one of the main components, the gifts of the Spirit,
especially prophecy (also highly counterfeited by modern false
“Pentecostals”). The Bible shows how prophecy is practised: “And the
spirits of the prophets are subject to the prophets.” (1 Corinthians 14:32).
This means that a person does not go into a trance and speak like the oracle,
but by the knowledge of God. The Oxford reading makes it seem as though
the Holy Ghost does everything, and the human is merely a puppet. It is not
so: just as inspiration was not “mechanical” neither is prophecy.” (543)

In addition, the reader of the Guide is directed four times to see the explanation
for Acts 11:12 when discussing Acts 11:28 (Pages 536 2x and 544 2x).
Regarding Acts 11:12, Verschuur states in part: “This passage finds its parallel in
Acts 10:19, 20 where it says, “While Peter thought on the vision, the Spirit said
unto him, Behold, three men seek thee. Arise therefore, and get thee down, and
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go with them, doubting nothing: for I have sent them.” Here the Spirit spoke to
Peter, but in Acts 11:12 the spirit bade Peter. On the surface, it may seem as
though the Oxford is consistent in its capitalising in Acts 11:12, there are several
noticeable differences between the verses. Acts 10:19, 20 has the Spirit speaking,
Acts 11:12 says that the spirit bade. Acts 10:19, 20 has the Spirit telling Peter to
doubt nothing while he was thinking, Acts 11:12 describes the state of Peter’s
spirit in receiving the prompting of the Holy Ghost which outworked in his
obedience with nothing doubting. Thus, the Cambridge is not a contradiction but
a complementary statement similar to the example of comparing Joel 2:28 with
Acts 2:17. The Oxford would only be correct to one who did not appreciate the
distinct meaning of the word “spirit” lowercase.” (539)

“This passage highlights the work of the spirit in Peter and the source, being the
Spirit of God: “the Spirit said unto him” (Acts 10:19¢). The working of the Spirit
is shown with the new believers also: “While Peter yet spake these words, the
Holy Ghost fell on all them which heard the word. And they of the circumcision
which believed were astonished, as many as came with Peter, because that on the
Gentiles also was poured out the gift of the Holy Ghost.” (Acts 10:44, 45). The
Holy Ghost fell on the Gentiles and filled straight after they were born again, and
the spirit they received was of God: “Now we have received, not the spirit of the
world, but the spirit which is of God; that we might know the things that are
freely given to us of God.” (1 Corinthians 2:12). Here it is evident to understand
that believers receive of the “Spirit”, and that the “spirit” is of God. This shows
the proper way of receiving the baptism of the Holy Ghost (with the sign of
tongues), and that it is a separate event to being born again: “A new heart also
will I give you, and a new spirit will I put within you” (Ezekiel 36:26a).”
(542-543)

“Modern witnesses including the American Edition indicate the Oxford is
correct; however, the old witnesses support the Cambridge. This change came in
at the same time as the Revised Version, and is reflective of modern opinion
which is both generally anti-spiritual and certainly anti-Pentecostal.” (544)

1 John 5:8— “1 John 5:8 — “spirit” (lowercase)” (18) On page 10 of the Guide
Verschuur explicitly links what he deems to be the correct reading to Pentecostal
theology: “I thought my Cambridge Edition was correct, but when I examined
the case of the letter “s” on the word “spirit” at various places, I discovered that
in 1 John 5:8 my Cambridge book differed from Pastor Savige’s Collins Bible. I
then inquired concerning this area, and wrote to various King James Bible
experts about it. One said, “follow Scrivener” (see below), another said, “it is up
to the interpreter”, another said, “probably capital”, another said to effect, “both
are correct concurrently”, and yet another, a textual critic and Cambridge King
James Bible editor, plainly said, “there is no ‘correct’ edition”. I was unsettled on
the matter for a while.
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Samantha Savige also supplied me with the differences in the case of the letter
“s” on the word “spirit” in Acts chapter eleven. Because I worked at a university,
I was able to examine the old Bibles in their special collection. These showed me
that the historical evidence for the word “spirit” agreed with Pastor Savige’s
Collins Bible, including that older Cambridge Bibles all had the lowercase
rendering. I then understood that since the Collins and older Cambridge
Bibles contained the correct text in every other place, that the lowercase
“spirit” must also be correct. On April 4, 2001, I then stated to the Elders of
Victory Faith Centre a case in favour of this, which was when I fully
recognised the correct edition. I then came to understand the meaning of the
word “spirit” with a lowercase “s”, and its connection to proper Pentecostal
doctrine, namely, that the Spirit is to work in the human spirit (such as
Christian sanctification and the impartation of knowledge), as well as His
Pentecostal filling of it.” (10)

o Why it matters.

= By pointing people to his list of twelve required readings, he makes them the
basis for judging if you have a “pure” KJB or not. As it turns out this list is
largely based on Pentecostal theology. Meaning that the decision to say a reading
was “correct” hinged on which reading better aligned with Pentecostal theology.
This effectively makes Pentecostal theology, not textual analysis, the ultimate
basis for the PCE position. Those who wish to support the PCE position in regard
to the readings contained in the list should be aware that there are hidden
Pentecostal presuppositions underlying many of the readings.

e Little explanation is given in the Guide for Job 33:4 (mentioned seven times) and Ezekiel 11:24
(also mentioned seven times). Job 33:4 is mentioned on page 175 in the same context as Matthew
4:1 and again on page 527 as part of a discussion of Matthew 4:1, Mark 1:12, Acts 11:12, and
Acts 11:28. Since these verses are discussed in conjunction with other verses in which Bible
Protector’s editorial preferences are related to the case “S”, it is reasonable to assume that the
same reasoning documented above applies to Job 33:4 and Ezekiel 11:24 as well. The PCE
reading is chosen because it is deemed to be in line with Pentecostal theology for at least half of
the PCE’s distinguishing readings.

e Bible Protector links the PCE’s correct readings (e.g., capitalization of “Spirit”) to Pentecostal
theology about the Holy Spirit’s work, claiming that doctrinal precision in the PCE aligns with
Spirit-led truth. Put another way, Cambridge PCE editions agree with his Pentecostal theology
whereas the non-PCE Cambridge editions, Oxford editions, and American editions do not.
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e Summary of How Pentecostalism Supports the PCE

o Apostolic Mandate: Verschuur claims God revealed and led him to identify the PCE as
the exact text. He presented this insight to the elders of Victory Faith Centre, who
accepted it as providential. The elders proclaimed themselves “Guardians” of the PCE,
viewing this as an apostolic mandate.

o Prophetic Link—Pentecostal revival and PCE emergence are seen as simultaneous acts of
God.

o Signs & Wonders—A comet appearing on 26, January 2007, the same day the Bible
Protector website was launched, is viewed as confirmation of God’s favor.

o Doctrinal Alignment: PCE readings (e.g., “Spirit”) fit Pentecostal theology of the Holy
Ghost.

o Custodianship: Pentecostal believers are depicted as guardians of the pure text.

o Eschatology: Faith Pentecostalism and the PCE Position signify the “Church Restitution”
before Christ’s return.

o Foundational Framing: At the core, it is conformation to Pentecostal presuppositions
rather than textual analysis that decides many of the correct readings.

o Finally, it is inconsistent for Verschuur to claim an editorial process but stop short of post-PCE
printings by Cambridge unless the reason is theological rather than truly historical or based on
textual investigation. In 1985 John Hooper, an American representative of the Cambridge
University Press drafted a letter in response to a question regarding the lowercase “s” in I John
5:8 (the one Bible Protector views as the correct reading on Pentecostal grounds) in some
Cambridge editions. Hooper called the lowercase “s” reading an “embarrassment,” “misprint”
and “error” that “will be corrected in subsequent printings.” (Hooper Letter) So, Verschuur’s
position disagrees with the findings of Cambridge University Press (See pages 182 and 453 of the
Guide for a discussion of the Hooper Letter.). What justifies this disagreement? Verschuur “came
to understand the meaning of the word “spirit” with a lowercase “s”, and its connection to proper
Pentecostal doctrine, namely, that the Spirit is to work in the human spirit (such as Christian
sanctification and the impartation of knowledge), as well as His Pentecostal filling of it.” (10)
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June 3, 1985

Dear

I don't know how tc say this to you other than to be perfectly honest. We are
very grateful to you even though you have put your finger on a matter of some
embarrasement regarding the lower case 's' in Spirit, reference 1Jn.,5:8.

There is no way of knowing how many years this particular edition has carried
the misprint. Our Bible department in England was astounded that this has never
been noticed before. I assumed some mysterious theological question was involved
and overlooked the obvious in my'search of commentaries.

This error of course, will be corrected in subsequent printings thanks to your
sharp eyes. Again, we are very grateful.

In appreciation, I am sending you a copy of our Concord KJV Bible which does
use the upper case 'S' correctly.

Cordia i (/' ;.
Jerry L. Hooper
Bible Director

Conclusion

e This lesson highlighted the three theological pillars underlying the Pure Cambridge Edition (PCE)
position: Faith Pentecostalism, King James Bible Onlyism, and Historicist interpretation of
prophecy. Among these, Faith Pentecostalism plays a central role by framing the reception of the
PCE as an act of Spirit-led faith and divine providence. Advocates argue that Pentecostal
principles—such as holiness, certainty, and reliance on the Holy Ghost—demand a pure and
perfect Bible, which they identify as the PCE. This connection is reinforced by claims that the
rise of Pentecostal revival and the final purification of the King James Bible occurred together by
divine design, signaling an end-time restoration of truth. The other two pillars complement this
foundation: King James Bible Onlyism asserts the PCE as the ultimate form of the Received Text,
while Historicist prophecy interpretation situates the PCE within a broader eschatological
framework of Church restitution. Together, these pillars present the PCE not merely as a textual
preference but as a providential milestone in God’s plan.

e In arecent blog article titled “Framing the PCE Position—Part 1 (1/7/26), written in response to
Lesson 272, Verschuur stated the following regarding the origin of this position:
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o “Ross went (selectively) through some of the background of how I was first looking into
editions. Even though I had began from a place of uncertainty, I was using the logic of
Henry Hills, Dean Burgon, Oliver Cromwell and Church history. The approach therefore
was providentialist not Pentecostalist (which I am sure Ross also misunderstands, not
knowing of the farflung spectrum of Pentecostal beliefs exceeding the spectrum of
different Baptists).”

e The validity of this statement is interesting given the following citation authored by Verschuur’s
mentor and Pastor of Victory Faith Centre, Craig Savige in a separate work titled, “The King
James Bible Position and True Pentecostalism” (2011)

o “The Traditional Pentecostal is not a person of doubt and uncertainty but one who
recognises the providence of God and His work in the Earth.

The King James Bible we have received is good and perfect and it has been given by
God.” (Savige, 26)

e Thus, Pentecostalism and providence are linked in the thinking of the “Guardians of the Pure
Cambridge Edition.” Pastor Savige goes on to state the following in the same work:

o “The true Pentecostal position, therefore, will be that of the Spirit empowering and
guiding a person into truth. Since the Pure Cambridge Edition of the King James Bible is
on Earth for all to see, then the guidance will be towards this perfect Word of God. The
fact that many have gone astray through modern versions shows that the position they are

in is one of forsaking guidance into truth.” (10)

e According to Pastor Savige the true Pentecostal position regarding the leading of the Holy Spirit
leads one to conclude that the PCE is the “perfect Word of God.”
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Appendix A
Photograph of the Hooper Letter
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Sunday, January 18, 2026—Grace Life School of Theology—From This Generation For Ever
Lesson 274 Assessing the Printed History of the King James Text (PCE: Pillars & Historicism)

Introduction

e In Lesson 273, we examined the theological framework behind the Pure Cambridge Edition
(PCE) position and identified its three foundational pillars: Faith Pentecostalism, King James
Bible Onlyism, and Historicist interpretation of prophecy. These pillars work together to
present the PCE not simply as a preferred edition but as the providentially perfected form of
God’s Word in English.

o Among these, Faith Pentecostalism stands out as a driving force. Advocates argue that
Pentecostal principles—such as Spirit-led certainty, holiness, and divine guidance—demand a
pure and flawless Bible. The PCE is portrayed as the fulfillment of this expectation, emerging
alongside the Pentecostal revival in the late 19" and early 20" centuries as part of God’s end-time
restoration. This connection is reinforced by claims that specific PCE readings, like the lack of
capitalization on the word “spirit” in I John 5:8, align with Pentecostal doctrine about the Holy
Ghost, making the text itself a witness to Spirit-led truth.

e Building on this foundation, the current lesson will continue our evaluation of the theological
pillars of the PCE Position. To accomplish this task, we will consider the following point:

o Historicist Interpretation of Revelation: A Pillar of the PCE Position

e Unless otherwise noted all the citations in this Lesson are taken from the Guide to the PCE and
follow the pagination in the PDF document.

o Disclaimer: if the PCE position was just a personal preference/belief that the circa 1900
Cambridge text was/is the most accurately printed text of the KJB, I would not have a problem
with it. Unfortunately, however, the PCE position, as enunciated by Matthew Verschuur, is much
more than mere editorial preference; it is an exclusive KJB edition advocacy position that is built
upon layers of doctrinal, philosophical, theological, and historical strata that need to be unpacked
and understood. This is borne out by his written works, YouTube videos, and comments on the
Textus Receptus Academy Facebook page. My decision to include extended coverage of the PCE
position in this class is consistent with the overall theme of the class to enunciate a position on the
King James Bible that begins with faith-based presuppositions and does not deny the facts of
history or break the laws of logic. Our survey of the printed history of the text has been a
prolonged case study in why verbatim identicality of wording is not a tenable position.
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Historicist Interpretation of Revelation: A Pillar of the PCE Position

e The Historicist view of Revelation plays a foundational and theological role in Matthew
Verschuur’s enunciation of the PCE position. It is not merely a side belief but is integrated into
the broader framework that supports the PCE as the final, purified form of the Word of God.

o Before moving forward, it behooves us to briefly explain the difference between Historicist and
Futurist view of the book of Revelation. Consider the following brief explanation.

o Historicist Interpretation

= Viewpoint: Revelation is seen as a symbolic panorama of church history from the
time of John (1st century) until the end of the world. Some argue that the seven
churches stand for seven historical periods that the church will go through. This
is an argument of no consequence as they can always add time if their prediction
is wrong (like rapture date setters).

= Key Idea: The events described in Revelation unfold progressively throughout
history. For example: The seals, trumpets, and bowls represent different historical

periods (e.g., rise and fall of empires, the Reformation, etc.).

= Common Among: Many Protestant reformers (like Luther and Calvin) and older
Protestant traditions.

o Futurist Interpretation
= Viewpoint: Most of Revelation (chapters 4-22) refers to events that will occur in
the future, specifically during a period called the Great Tribulation before

Christ’s second coming.

= Key Idea: The prophecies are largely unfulfilled and will happen in a relatively
short, intense time frame at the end of history.

= Common Among: Evangel