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Is the NIV heretical? Is the King James the only right translation?
Introduction

Some King James Only supporters
 have used the following verses to show that every other translation, like the NIV is heretical and not a true Bible. Their point is that translations like the NIV leave out parts of God’s word, or distort it. Some will go so far to say that Satan is influencing the church secretly through such bad translations. One website says, “If you don't have a King James Bible, you don't have a Bible!”
I will respond to this point by giving them the benefit of the doubt, and assuming that the NIV has indeed left out these verses in error. I then move on to show that these omissions have no influence whatsoever on the doctrine of the truth or the practice of it. In other words, it makes no difference if these verses are there or not.

The final verse I comment on (1 John 5) is a different kettle of fish, and I deal with it on its own.

Note also that the NIV does show the differences in MSS
 in their footnotes. The translators of the NIV have exercised much caution and are trying their level-best to present what they believe is the most reliable reading, while accepting that they may be wrong, and therefore including the different renderings.

Study
The comments I make after most verses show that even if the texts are missing in error, what is missing in THAT verse is taught equally ELSEWHERE. More importantly, the difference it makes to faith and practice is null.

Matthew 12:47 – Missing:

 Then one said unto him, Behold, thy mother and thy brethren stand without, desiring to speak with thee.
A: Appears in Mark 3:32

Matthew 17:21 – Missing: “and fasting”
Howbeit this kind goeth not out but by prayer and fasting.

A: However Mark 9:29, Jesus says the same thing, without adding ‘and fasting’- therefore, theologically it is not wrong to say only ‘by prayer’

Matthew 18:11 -- Missing

"For the Son of man is come to save that which was lost."
A: Found parallel in Luke 19:10

Matthew 21:44 – 
the footnotes mention that it is doubtful that it is in the original text

And the one who falls on this stone will be broken to pieces; and when it falls on anyone, it will crush him."

A: Nonetheless the NIV leaves in the main text. Anyway, it is paralleled in Luke 20:18

Matthew 23:14 – Missing. 

Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye devour widows' houses, and for a pretence make long prayer: therefore ye shall receive the greater damnation.
A: Paralleled in Mark 12:40

Mark 7:16 -- Missing

"If any man have ears to hear, let him hear."
A: Even if it is missing from the original, this phrase is present 2 other times in Mark’s gospel.
Mark 9:44 and 46-- Missing

"Where their worm dieth not, and the fire is not quenched."

A: Both these verses are found 2 verses later, in v48. It is a difference of language structure.
Mark 11:26 -- Missing

"But if ye do not forgive, neither will your Father which is in heaven forgive your trespasses." 
A: Paralleled in Matt 6:14,15
Mark 15:28 -- Missing

"And the scripture was fulfilled, which saith, And he was numbered with the transgressors." 
A: Luke 22:37 also quotes this scripture reference to Isaiah, It is quoted by Jesus
Mark 16:9-20 (all 12 verses) Missing

This is a huge portion of text to be missing. 

A: These verses are not the only place that describes these events. There are parallel verses through Luke 24, Matthew 28, Acts 1, 2, 5,8,16,19, 28, 1 Cor 12, and more…
It is suspected that this portion was added later just to explain what happened after verse 8. Otherwise it ends very abruptly.

Luke 17:36 – Missing

“Two men shall be in the field; the one shall be taken, and the other left.”
A: Paralleled in Matt 24:40
Luke 22:44 -- removed (in the footnotes)
And being in an agony he prayed more earnestly: and his sweat was as it were great drops of blood falling down to the ground.

A: Paralleled in Matt 26:41, Mark 14:38, Luke 22:40,46
Luke 22:43 -- removed in the footnotes. 
And there appeared an angel unto him from heaven, strengthening him.
A: NIV still puts it in the main text.

Luke 23:17 -- Missing

"(For of necessity he must release one unto them at the feast.)"
A: Paralleled in Matt 27:15, Mark 15:6
John 5:4 -- Missing

"For an angel went down at a certain season into the pool, and troubled the water: whosoever then first after the troubling of the water stepped in was made whole of whatsoever disease he had." 
A: Does not appear anywhere else. Perhaps it is true, perhaps not. Doesn’t make any difference to anything. A narrative of description, no prescriptive value.
John 7:53-8:11 – Missing:

The whole story of the woman caught in adultery.

A: Another huge section. NIV only removes it in the footnotes. It does not appear anywhere else. Regarding the value of the passage, the description is not unlike Christ, from how He is revealed in the rest of Scripture.It is probably true and can be safely taught.

It does not contradict any other teaching or incident in Scripture. It also doesn’t add anything new compared to the rest of Scripture.
(Regarding textual criticism, no surviving Byzantine witness earlier than the eighth century includes this section. i.e. the earliest sources dating back to 5th century don’t include this account)
Acts 8:37 – Removed:
"And Philip said, If thou believest with all thine heart, thou mayest. And he answered and said, I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God." 
A: Part of a narrative. Probably added later to affirm that belief is necessary for salvation. Nonetheless, the huge weight of evidence in the rest of Acts and the NT concur with this addition, and so it would not be wrong to preach, neither to leave out. It does not change any teaching. Note that baptism was synonymous with belief. C.f. Acts 18:8, Acts 2:41, Acts 19:4-5
Acts 15:34 -- Missing

"Notwithstanding it pleased Silas to abide there still."
A: Probably added to explain 15:40 which says that Paul took Silas with him. Has NO effect on any doctrine. Purely narrative that is not necessary.
Acts 24:7 -- Missing

"But the chief captain Lysias came upon us, and with great violence took him away out of our hands," 
Whether this is true or not, the story doesn’t change. The fact is that the Jews tried to sieze him, but they were intercepted by the Romans. In Acts 24, the Jews may be trying to take the credit for the arrest, and trying not to look like the trouble-makers, therefore leaving out the description of what really happened in Acts 21:27ff. That would be the NIV translation. On the other hand, according to the KJV, they were not hiding what happened, but used the opportunity to blame the Romans for bothering the governor. It doesn’t matter whether they said this or not. It doesn’t change their character or the main story.
Acts 28:29 -- Missing

"And when he had said these words, the Jews departed, and had great reasoning among themselves." 
A: The contents of this verse has already been stated in Acts 28:24-25.
Romans 16:24 -- Missing

"The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ be with you all. Amen."
A: Paralleled in Romans 16:20. 
The following difference is huge. 
I John 5:7-8 -- 

"For there are three that bear record in heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost: and these three are one." 
The NIV reads: 

7For there are three that testify: 8the Spirit, the water and the blood; and the three are in agreement
If the KJV is right, we can prove the trinity with a single verse in the Bible, Case closed. But if it is not, is the doctrine of the trinity false? Is this the solution to every debate on the Trinity? 
A: No. This KJV rendition is not found in ANY Greek text, or ANY translation before the 16th century. Even the Byzantine Greek text which the KJV is founded on doesn’t have “The Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost”. It seems the translators had an axe to grind: proving the Trinity- and therefore translated it this way. (That says something quite scary about the translators)
John’s point, in the Greek, is that Jesus is the Son of God – and that this is testified to by three things: The water (His Baptism), the blood (His death on the cross), and the Spirit, who confirmed who He was at the baptism, and resurrection (Rom 1:4), and who confirms the truth in the hearts of believers.
This does not disprove the trinity however. The trinity is proven in MANY other texts, of which both the NIV and KJV share. (another study for another time… For great resources, see: http://www.monergism.com/directory/link_category/Trinity/ )
Conclusion

The King James version is not from Satan. Neither is the NIV. The translators of both numbered more than 100, and both spent years researching and debating and praying for God’s guidance to come up with what they believed to be the most accurate reading. Isn’t it comforting to know that even 2 groups of translators, 400 years apart, working with different manuscripts, both arrived at English translations which could be called synonymous, except for a handful of verses which make no difference anyway? Considering the vast amount of words in the Bible, and coherence in its Message, this is not a topic we ought to be fighting over.
For a great summary of why the KJV is not the only reliable bible, read: http://www.anointedlinks.com/why_niv.html
� http://www.jesus-is-lord.com/nivdelet.htm


� MSS: Manuscripts





