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Chapter 1- Resistance to change

 

The National Pastor Survey

This book presents what I believe to be the first objective evidence that both the Authorized King James Version and all modern Bibles are undergoing supernatural alterations, fulfilling end-times prophecies by Daniel, Amos, Paul, and John.

This evidence stems from observed, unified misremembering among 30 pastors who participated in a national survey in December 2025. The pastors answered 34 Bible quiz questions designed to test their memory of passages believed by many to have been supernaturally changed. The result was nothing less than astonishing.

These questions were presented in two formats: 12 were simple yes-or-no questions, and 22 were fill-in-the-blank questions with three possible answer choices.

 

My study is entitled: 

“A Statistical, Probability-Driven Assessment of Confirmed Unified Misremembering and Its Implications.” 

You can see all the details and analysis in Chapter 6 of this book or at alteredbible.com/survey.

 

Here is a sample question from the survey.


		Job 1:21 (KJV only): “Naked came I out of my mother's womb, and naked shall I return thither: the Lord ______ and the Lord _____ away; blessed be the name of the Lord.”



 


		gave / hath taken away

		giveth / taketh

		hath given / shall take away



 

In my national pastor survey, 29 out of 30 pastors chose option 2, “giveth / taketh,” meaning 96.7% selected the same incorrect answer. The correct answer is option 1: “The Lord gave, and the Lord hath taken away.”

 

Math Doesn’t Care About Doctrine

How can 29 out of 30 pastors choose the same incorrect answer? Misremembering at rates of 96% is not misremembering; it is either dementia or a phenomenon. And I do not think you believe that 29 pastors had dementia, do you? Besides, if they had dementia, they would have misremembered differently.

If you take averages from the data, it looks like this:

Pastors misremembered the 12 yes-or-no questions in the same way at an average rate of 36.7%. In the fill-in-the-blank section, pastors misremembered the surveyed passages in the same way at an average rate of 63.8%.

That means that across the fill-in-the-blank questions, about 6 out of every 10 answers given by pastors reflected the same wrong memory.

That also means that across these 22 fill-in-the-blank questions, the pastors produced 421 same-way wrong responses out of 660 total responses, meaning the average pastor aligned with the dominant wrong memory on about 14 separate passages. This indicates a pattern of repeated, unified misremembering rather than random recall failure.

 

What Are the Probabilities of This?

If each answer were merely a random choice among three options, the odds dictate that the number of same-way wrong responses would be closer to 220. However, the probability of randomly producing 421 or more same-way wrong responses is approximately 1 in 10⁵⁶. This is more unlikely than winning the Powerball jackpot six times in a row.

Therefore, the data is not reasonably explained as ordinary random guessing or any type of confusion hypothesis that you might suggest. It strongly indicates the presence of a shared outside influence, whether that influence is common memory conditioning, shared religious phrasing, cultural reinforcement, or something more extraordinary. I’ve had the best try to explain how some alleged source in the data sphere was responsible, but it always implodes into an obvious impossibility upon closer examination. Everyone knows that the only thing that has been in front of these pastors often enough to create these long-term memories is their Bibles. Their Bible is the only possible source of long-term memories for 34 different passages of 30 different pastors.   

Job 1:21 had the highest correlated misremembering out of all the questions. Twenty-nine out of 30 pastors all chose the same wrong answer.

But this is one of the most familiar passages in the entire Bible, so what could possibly cause this kind of synchronized, catastrophic memory failure? The highly correlated nature of the misremembering among the pastors indicates that their memory failure was not caused by the unreliability of human memory.

In order for these pastors to have the same incorrect long-term memory, they would have had to be exposed to the same incorrect rendering often enough, and continuously enough throughout their lives, to overcome their consistent exposure to the correct rendering. So where did they all see the same incorrect rendering often enough to overwrite all of their memories in the same way?

These pastors spend a considerable amount of time preparing and preaching messages, which also influences their long-term memory. I estimate that the average pastor spends approximately three hours a day, seven days a week, exposed to the correct rendering. So where did the wrong influence come from that could override all of that?

 

Unified Misremembering Is Not Proof of Bible Changes

The observation of unified misremembering does not directly prove that all Bibles are changing, but it does show that our testimonies cannot be explained away as common, everyday misremembering. The probability of five people misremembering only five Bible quiz questions in the same way by chance is approximately 10¹⁹. That is one in ten quintillion.

To view math calculation, visit alteredbible.com/survey/stats/

Our study shows an average of 12 pastors misremembering an average of seven familiar passages in exactly the same way. If you calculated the probability of that happening by chance, you would not even recognize the number. So if it cannot happen by chance, and it is not confusion caused by versions or misquotes, then what is the cause?

 

Objections Overruled

If the body of Christ cannot offer a rational explanation for why 29 out of 30 pastors chose the same wrong answer on multiple-choice Bible quiz questions in our survey, then all of the following objections to our testimony are set aside. All of them.


		Human memory is unreliable

		Misremembering

		Implanted thoughts

		Confabulation

		Delusion

		Government psyop

		Photoshopped tricks

		Deceivers or charlatans

		Confusion caused by biblical illiteracy

		Confusion caused by versions, modernizations, variants, or misprints

		Confusion caused by misquotes from pop culture

		“The Bible can’t change, therefore your evidence is irrelevant”

		All your data is fraudulent



 

And just for the record, if you cannot provide an alternate explanation, do not dare call me a heretic or a deceiver, or tell me I am going to hell. If you cannot answer my question, then I have removed any spiritual authority that you think you have to pass judgment on me.

 

What’s in This Book

In Chapter 1, I will address why there has been a nine-year silence embargo from church leaders on this topic. In Chapter 2, I will present the theological arguments that provide the reader with a strong doctrinal basis for understanding how the text supports the idea of a supernaturally changing Bible.

In Chapters 3 and 4, I will make my best effort to explain why I believe God is allowing this and what I believe He wants from us in response to this severe judgment.

In Chapter 5, I will offer some thoughts on how different sectors of the church matrix may respond to this event if they conclude that it is, in fact, happening.

In Chapter 6, I will provide the results of our national pastor survey, our supporting data, and a detailed analysis that will demonstrate unified misremembering among content experts.

You may skip ahead and review the survey results first, but I am going to begin by examining some of the questions that typically prevent people from even considering our evidence. I have found that, when it comes to this topic, God Himself could come down and tell a pastor this was happening, and he would still respond as Peter did in Acts 10:14 by telling God, “Not so, Lord.”

Do not make up your mind before examining our evidence, or God may give you the Job 40 speech.


		Proverbs 18:13: “He who answers a matter before he hears it, it is folly and shame to him.”



 

Cognitive Dissonance

Mark Twain was correct when he said that it is easier to deceive someone than to convince them that they have been deceived. The entire body of Christ is now facing this same mental challenge on an unimaginable scale. If you have the courage to study this book to the end, you will find no valid way to refute its evidence, and you will know that what I am saying is true. At that point, however, you will find yourself caught on the horns of a great dilemma.

Most people realize that if they reluctantly concede that this is happening, they will have to confront not only their own internal turmoil but also the persecution of those who refuse to accept it. 

If you are a pastor or leader in the church and you go public, you may be able to continue without disruption, but it is more likely that you will be run out of town on a rail.

All of that trouble, combined with the need to reevaluate a lifetime of church doctrine, is more than most people are willing to bear. I think this explains why most church leaders are acting like five-year-olds with both fingers in their ears, saying, “Na, na, na, I can’t hear you.”

But would it not be just like Jesus to come as a revolutionary and overturn the tables of the money changers when the church needed it most? He is described as a stone of stumbling and a rock of offense. He spoke in parables to limit His followers to those willing to make the effort to seek out what He was truly saying. He deliberately provoked the Pharisees by healing on the Sabbath, and He preached a hard message about eating His flesh as a stress test to weed out the tire-kickers.

So I am here to tell you that He is doing it again, and you are going to have to get in touch with your intuition if you are going to have any chance of properly evaluating this. You are not going to see it if you are operating exclusively out of your peanut brain alone.

You need your head, but it is only there to help your heart and conscience discern what the voice of the Lord is saying.

 

Our Evidence Will Not Be Brushed Aside

Before we go further, it's imperative to address the mindset that would seek to characterize the existence of unified misremembering as irrelevant. It is, in fact, the bloody knife, the smoking gun, the proverbial mic-drop evidence that supports our testimony.

The unconvinced will declare, “There is absolutely no evidence that the Bible is changing.” But I would ask, “Isn’t worldwide unified misremembering at levels of 96% among content experts evidence that their Bibles may have changed?” I’m no theologian, but I think church leaders have some “splainin’” to do.

I have watched church leaders say and do anything to avoid looking at this. And when they demonstrate an unwillingness to even consider its ramifications, they clearly demonstrate that they have no interest in getting to the truth in this matter. They will say, “It’s irrelevant,” “I base my beliefs on the Word of God alone,” or “I’m not moved by your high-sounding arguments.” But these religious platitudes are just a lame attempt to “suppress the truth in unrighteousness.” Anyone attempting to sidestep this unexplainable evidence will be abandoning the ideal of being a truth-bearer.

It’s very similar to the defense attorney that finds out that they found the murder weapon in the basement of the suspect. The knife has the blood of the victim and your client’s fingerprints on it. If you are the defense attorney, you are going to try to suppress the knife and have it thrown out on a technicality because it’s not good for your case.

Make no mistake about it: the existence of unified misremembering among content experts is devastating to the “Bible can’t change” camp, so you can expect anyone who faces me to avoid it like the plague. The observation that 29 out of 30 content experts all chose the same wrong answer for multiple questions will not be thrown out in our debates, and it will be entered into the court of public opinion as evidence.

The majority of the body of Christ is guilty of the same willful ignorance, displaying a stubborn unwillingness to treat our evidence with respect. We should not be surprised by this reaction, however, because this kind of avoidance has been happening from time immemorial.

In Genesis 3:13, God asked Eve, “What is this that thou hast done?” Eve dodged the question by saying, “The serpent beguiled me, and I did eat.” Adam did the same thing by blaming Eve instead of taking responsibility and giving a straight answer.

Today, church leaders will dodge our question by saying it’s irrelevant or by damning us to hell as false prophets. When they do this, you know it means they are terrified inside.

I think it’s clear that my evidence represents a serious problem for anyone in the “Bible can’t change” camp. There is no rational explanation, so the only thing left is to humble yourself or go on a rampage. Church leaders know they’re boxed in, so they do what the Pharisees did when Jesus boxed them in: they clammed up.

In Matthew 21:23, they asked Jesus by what authority He did these things, and He answered with a question: “The baptism of John, was it from heaven, or of men?” The Pharisees knew they were trapped, but instead of repenting, they just decided not to answer. They said, “We cannot tell.”

And that’s what virtually all church leaders are doing when we ask them to explain unified misremembering. Church leaders know they have no rational explanation for this evidence, and they also know that if they admit they don't have an explanation, it's going to be a devastating blow to their “Bible can’t change” position.

Instead of exhibiting the nobility of the Bereans, most church leaders will instead choose to demonize us as stupid or evil to make it easier to ignore our evidence and craft a quick exit from the conversation. As long as they’re damning us to hell as they exit the conversation, they can salvage a win in the eyes of their followers. They will frame their disgraceful response as a victory because they confronted the false prophet and rebuked him as the Bible instructs them to.

But this is the same wicked attitude that the Pharisees displayed in John 7:45.


		John 7:45: “Have you been led astray, too?” the Pharisees mocked. “Is there a single one of us rulers or Pharisees who believes in Him? This foolish crowd follows Him, but they are ignorant of the law. God’s curse is on them!”



 

The sentiments displayed by the Pharisees here in John 7 seem identical to the way certain factions of Christianity today comport themselves when their doctrine is challenged. The Pharisees relied on cursing people who disagreed with them, so how about you? I don't want to paint all the inhabitants of these two groups with a broad brush, but I have found it to be fairly common that the KJV-only and preserved-word Baptist folks like to dominate a conversation by talking over you and offering a continual stream of Scripture quoting. This overbearing barrage is typically mixed with contempt and laced with lots of damning you to hell if you disagree with their exact interpretation. There are a lot of people within these two groups who love to damn people to hell. They love it!

You can watch this kind of spectacle taking place in an interview that I did with a KJV-only minister named Todd Tomasella in May 2026. You can view it on my YouTube channel, Wakeuporelse. Search for “Exploring Supernatural Bible Changes—Interview with Todd Tomasella.”

I showed him my findings regarding the pastor survey, and when I asked him how that could happen, he just blamed it on the frailty of human memory. But if that were true, they wouldn’t have been misremembering the same way; they would have been misremembering differently. That’s the whole point of producing the study. Unified misremembering at 96% proves there has to be a cause, so Todd’s hypothesis is essentially impossible.

Now, someone with integrity would have been willing to dig deeper, but Todd was not. Todd wasn’t interested in discussing the silly little survey any longer because he has the Word of God, and his Bible says, “Thy Bible, O Lord, is forever settled in heaven.” Why should Todd even consider some statistical anomaly when his Bible tells him that “Heaven and earth will pass away, but my Bible will not pass away”? Isn’t that what it says? Of course it doesn’t. So Todd kept accusing me of attacking the Word, but I was actually attacking his interpretation of preservation. If what I just said confused you, it will all become clear in Chapter 2.

Todd wasn’t willing to explore any evidence that may support our testimony, so he proceeded to brand the topic as irrelevant and then escalated into a froth of exasperation, name-calling, and damning me to hell. Then he hung up in a rage. He subsequently emailed me back with a little sermon about what holy indignation is and when it’s appropriate. I replied back and said, “Todd, save that for your followers. You were in the flesh, and it was not a good testimony.”

His followers who watched the interview felt that he won the debate because he was able to warn the heretic and really put me in my place. Those who occupy this flavor of Christianity view this kind of bellicose Bible bullying as good preaching. To me, it seems more like ruthless thuggery that has an extremely low threshold for having its doctrine challenged.

Instead of making themselves vulnerable and providing a scholarly response to our evidence, most church leaders will just attempt to disqualify our evidence by branding us as unlearned and unqualified. Then they damn us to hell, just like the Pharisees in John 7: “God’s curse is on them!”

But we are unwilling to be lectured by religious demigods who are obviously not interested in getting at the truth. The truth is too painful for them, so they resign as shepherds and take the mantle of the hireling instead. So who’s going to be the first to show contrition by acknowledging that this evidence is compelling and admitting that maybe we are under a strict judgment for the sin of biblical idolatry?

There is no biblical basis for avoiding the devastating implications of this evidence, and all those who try to simply shift the focus away by resorting to personal attacks will be guilty of being deceivers themselves. The Bible teaches that if you are able to answer our question and you refuse to do so, then you are guilty as sin.

I have had many sincere believers try to suggest that the authoritative nature of the Bible relieved them of any responsibility to consider my evidence. They would say something like, “I’m under no obligation to answer this question because my beliefs are only founded on the Word of God.” Well, no, they’re not if you say that. Here’s what the Bible actually says about your responsibility to answer the question.

Proverbs 24:11 charges you to answer our question when it says, “Deliver those who are drawn toward death, and hold back those stumbling to the slaughter.” Why wouldn’t you answer our question if it could stop us from stumbling to the slaughter? James 4:17 says, “To him that knoweth to do good, and doeth it not, to him it is sin.” God’s Word never teaches that you should use the Word as a reason to hold back your help.

Proverbs 3:27 says, “Do not withhold good from those to whom it is due, when it is in your power to act.” It also says, “Say not unto thy neighbour, Go, and come again, and tomorrow I will give; when thou hast it by thee.”

If you’re so confident in your position, then it should be easy for you to clear up why the content experts in our survey are exhibiting unified misremembering.

Romans 12:16 teaches us that we should “condescend to the lowly,” so as a matter of principle, you should be willing to clear up our confusion by simply explaining what is causing all of this unified misremembering.

Romans 1:18 speaks of “suppressing the truth in unrighteousness.” So if you know the truth of why there is unified misremembering, but you refuse to explain it for any reason, aren’t you suppressing the truth in unrighteousness?

If we are the delusional enemies of God, as you say, then you should have no trouble explaining how our evidence is unfounded. It isn’t unfounded because you say it is, so we expect some substance behind your decrees. No one is going to win a debate with me by avoiding the question and then ramming the Bible down my throat. Everyone watching will know that there’s no rational answer for the results of my surveys, and we will all watch the spectacle as one leader after another figures out new ways to dodge the question.

Church leaders are not willing to face this, so they just keep choosing the cover-up instead. They are knowingly holding back from providing a scholarly response and regularly engaging in character assassination as a way to change the subject. This is duplicity with malice and is the textbook definition of bearing false witness.

We know all of your biblical arguments as to why you think the Bible can’t change, but chances are high that you haven’t lifted a finger to examine my arguments or any of my material. Have you read my second book or reviewed my executive summaries on alteredbible.com? Ninety-eight percent of the body of Christ is violating the following three passages by the superficial rush-to-judgment response we continuously encounter.


		Proverbs 18:13 — “He that answereth a matter before he heareth it, it is folly and shame unto him.”

		John 7:51 — “Doth our law judge any man, before it hear him, and know what he doeth?”

		Proverbs 18:17 — “He that is first in his own cause seemeth just; but his neighbour cometh and searcheth 



 

If you want to demonstrate that you have integrity, you will need to give serious consideration to our findings before making a decision.

Unfortunately, the obvious conclusion is that the Bible has changed if 29 out of 30 pastors all pick the same wrong answer for multiple familiar passages. Everybody looking at this knows that, but the church leader has so much invested in this not being true that the majority of them will choose to go to war instead. Jesus was led into the wilderness, not out of it, and this is one of those moments for all of us.

If you have integrity, refusing to answer for any reason is not an option, because integrity demands that you either provide a coherent, viable explanation or admit that you don’t have one. It’s obvious that there’s something unexplainable going on, and if you can somehow come up with something that we haven’t thought of, we’re all ears.

But if you can’t, and you refuse to humble yourself and become inquisitive, then you will be forced to go on the attack to protect your position. You will be like the politician seeking to cover up his latest scandal with artful sophistry. You will know that our evidence exists, but you will pretend that it doesn’t when talking to your followers. You will tell them that our evidence is irrelevant while secretly knowing in your heart that it is extremely unsettling. You will seek to hide this exculpatory evidence because it removes any doubt that our testimonies have validity.

This, of course, is bald-faced lying, and it will certainly follow you to the judgment. Your method for accomplishing this dark deed will be to demonize us by claiming that we are going against the clear teaching of preservation. But the teaching isn’t clear at all, because large contingents of different denominations don’t embrace preservation of the text. So the suggestion that your preservation interpretation may be flawed is in no way a heretical statement. Additionally, I have identified 25 separate theological arguments that allow this to be happening without there being any controversy. I cover those in Chapter 2 of this book.

Let me speak plainly. The supernatural Bible changes (SBCs) prove without any question that our testimony cannot be explained by misremembering. This then provides strong evidence that the present understanding of preservation is incorrect and that all Bibles, including the Authorized King James Bible, are changing. 

 

Schedule a debate

For nine years, I’ve been called a wolf, a charlatan and a deceiver. So this is my response to all those that still feel that way. It’s clear to me that the doctrine of the majority of church leaders is wrong when it comes to preservation. I will debate anyone that would have the temerity to face me if you’d like to put some action to all your bravado. You can contact me to schedule an interview at wakeuporelse@proton.me.

But understand something first. Anyone who chooses to accept my debate challenge is going to first be asked to explain our verified finding of unified misremembering. If you are unwilling to be honest and refuse to take that evidence seriously, then I’m not going to waste my time wrangling with you about theology. 

This is not a situation where I’m only going to be satisfied if you give me the answer that I want; I’m looking for either an alternate explanation that a reasonable man would find believable or an admission that you don’t have an answer. It’s reasonable to expect at least that for such an important topic. 

It’s not reasonable to suggest that 29 out of 30 content experts would all pick the same wrong answer for multiple questions because they’re confused. That’s fifth-grader nonsense talk, and I’m looking to engage mature adults who aren’t blinded by their own pet doctrines. I’m looking to engage people that will set aside whatever agenda they have and demonstrate that the only thing they are interested in is the truth.

Any attempt to sidestep this inquiry will be met with a series of follow-up questions that will highlight the fact that you are avoiding the question and seem to be hiding something. My goal will be to relentlessly analyze your attempts to avoid the question, and insist that you either provide a rational explanation, refuse to answer and hang up or admit that you don’t have an answer. 

And yes, it has to be a valid explanation. I’m not going to tolerate being force-fed some fantasy that has no bearing on reality. You have to be willing to explain the rationale behind your explanation and be willing to defend your response to my questions. That’s what people who truly want to get to the truth are like.

For instance, if you tell me that the pastors were just misremembering, I will ask you to explain how that's possible, since they misremembered at rates of 96%, and misremembered in unison. If you say, “Well, that's just because they're confused by misquotes from pop culture,” then we will go into the weeds on how that couldn’t possibly happen because that idea doesn’t hold up under scrutiny. The point is that the unconvinced are battling against the scientific discipline of probabilities, not the frailty of human memory. I’m not basing my conclusion on human memory; I’m basing it on the objective fact that 1 + 1 = 2.

Probability demands that there has to be an influence that anchored the same long-term memory in those pastors, and the only thing that we know was in front of all of them is their Bibles. Their Bibles used to say, “The Lord giveth, and the Lord taketh away,” and that’s why they all remember it that way.

I'm not interested in bantering on theology with people who are just going to ignore this important evidence and retreat into fantasies or denial.

Christian ministries that concede that the supernatural Bible changes are authentic will become the new pillar of truth in society. We will replace you as the leaders of the body of Christ as your conspiracy to cover up this evidence is revealed to the world.

The church’s reaction to our evidence is like a doctor showing an X-ray to a man with a visible tumor, and the man says, “How dare you accuse my body of being sick?” We are guilty of nothing, and it appears as though Heaven agrees with us and not you. 

If the unified misremembering evidence continues to go unchallenged, then our witness will be established in the mouth of two or more witnesses.


		Deuteronomy 17:6: “At the mouth of two witnesses, or three witnesses, shall he that is worthy of death be put to death; but at the mouth of one witness he shall not be put to death.”



 

The first mention of this concept is found in Deuteronomy 17:6, and the meaning is clear. You can judge someone as guilty if you can find at least two or three witnesses, but if there’s only one witness, you can’t. This is a principle that teaches that there is credibility when there is consensus and no objections. It also teaches us to rely on probabilities to discern truth.

Here is more instruction for all those that feel compelled to let me know that I’m going to split hell wide open for my heresy.


		Matthew 7:1 “Judge not, that ye be not judged.

		Romans 2:1–3 “Therefore thou art inexcusable, O man, whosoever thou art that judgest: for wherein thou judgest another, thou condemnest thyself; for thou that judgest doest the same things.

		James 4:11–12 “Speak not evil one of another, brethren. He that speaketh evil of his brother, and judgeth his brother, speaketh evil of the law, and judgeth the law...

		Romans 14:4 “Who art thou that judgest another man's servant? to his own master he standeth or falleth. Yea, he shall be holden up: for God is able to make him stand.”

		1 Corinthians 4:5 “Therefore judge nothing before the time, until the Lord come, who both will bring to light the hidden things of darkness, and will make manifest the counsels of the hearts...”



 

Having Eyes, They See Not

I am very analytical, so I am providing the kind of evidence-based approach to the Bible-change debate that I would want to see myself. Personally, I would need to see it in the Word, and then I would also need to see some sort of irrefutable, objective evidence that was measurable, repeatable, and undeniable. That is what I will provide. You will certainly need my first book to access all the evidence contained there as well. But for most people, even that will not be enough. You are going to have to go deeper. You are going to need discernment.

 

Your Pursuit of Precise Doctrine Is Your Undoing

Jesus spoke of people who had eyes “but could not see” (Mark 8:18). Those same people had a command of the Scriptures, but their dysfunctional attitude toward why they were accumulating all that theology became the source of their own blindness. It was not the Scriptures that caused their lack of discernment; it was their motivation for accumulating all that knowledge. Apparently, if you are not careful to cultivate the Mary side of the Martha-and-Mary equation, then acquiring knowledge about God will often end up hindering you.


		1 Corinthians 8:1–3: “Knowledge puffeth up, but love edifieth. And if any man think that he knoweth any thing, he knoweth nothing yet as he ought to know. But if any man love God, the same is known of him.”



You can be knowledgeable about natural things and still be unable to properly discern spiritual things.


		Matthew 16:3: “You know how to discern the face of the sky, but you cannot discern the signs of the times.”



 

Some things are not acquired through study but are instead received through a non-cognitive faculty of perception. Jesus made this distinction when He said, “They have eyes, but they see not” (Matthew 13:14). Some things are taught, and some things are caught, and revelation knowledge can come through a variety of pathways. For instance, there are certain refinements of the soul that can be obtained only through suffering. God can also order circumstances in such specific ways that the believer becomes convinced that God is speaking through those events. This ordering of events can provide confirmation regarding a very specific request made by the believer to God. It can serve as a powerful confirmation of direction, or of any number of things about which the soul has been seeking God.

A soul can receive complex communications through dreams. A believer can receive a deep, settled knowing in the spirit that does not arise from analysis or deduction. God can communicate a prayer burden through a weight placed upon the soul that is difficult to reduce to words. Complex meanings can be conveyed through a sudden inward picture, symbolic impression, or spiritual scene apprehended by the inner man rather than through discursive thought.

Here is a perfect description of what I am talking about.


		Romans 8:26: “Likewise the Spirit also helpeth our infirmities: for we know not what we should pray for as we ought: but the Spirit itself maketh intercession for us with groanings which cannot be uttered.” All of these have one thing in common: the information or direction did not come directly from reading the Bible.

		Matthew 16:17: “Flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto thee, but my Father which is in heaven.” We Shouldn’t Be Chasing Feelings



 

Here is another strong indicator that the cessationist and the IMF doctrine police are overemphasizing the Bible in the life of the believer.


		Philippians 4:7: “And the peace of God, which passeth all understanding, shall keep your hearts and minds through Christ Jesus.”



 

Paul is teaching that the peace God gives us will act as a guard that will “keep you” when you are operating outside the boundaries of what God desires for you. So what is that peace keeping you from?

In a general sense, Paul is telling you that peace will act as a kind of spiritual radar, alerting you when you have wandered off the path God has for you.

This is clearly describing something that the cessationist is constantly warning against. They will tell you, in a hundred different ways, that trusting subjective feelings such as peace is unbiblical and dangerous. They will mock believers as unlearned boobs who claim they are making a decision because they “have a peace about it.” But is it not embarrassing that the Bible appears to be clearly teaching that you should be led by having a peace about it? I am no theologian, but I do not see how the intelligentsia could possibly argue with this reasoning.

These “Bible bullies” will scold you by saying, “You can’t rely on your feelings; you should trust only the Word. Your feelings will lead you astray, but the Word is a sure foundation.” But Philippians 4:7 appears to teach the opposite. It is telling you that you can receive direction directly from God, and not merely through your next Bible study. God will use the modulation of your feelings to guide you.

But the meaning of the original language is even more forceful than that. Paul is teaching that the true believer is not only supposed to be guided by this inner witness but is also charged to prioritize it over accumulated knowledge.

The word “passeth” includes the connotation of being “superior in rank.” Superior to what? Superior to head knowledge about what is in the Bible.

Strong’s definition: hoop-er-ekh'-o; from G5228 and G2192; to hold oneself above, i.e. (figuratively) to excel; participle (as adjective, or neuter as noun) superior, superiority:—better, excellency, higher, pass, supreme.

 

Thayer’s Greek Lexicon 

1) transitive, to have or hold over one (as τήν χεῖρα, of a protector, with a genitive of the person protected; so in Greek writings from Homer down; Josephus, Antiquities 6, 2, 2). 

2) intransitive, to stand out, rise above, overtop (so properly, first in Homer Iliad 3, 210); metaphorically.

Knowledge or understanding can come up before the mind’s eye through the agency of the spirit as well as through direct cognitive effort, and the two are not the same.

Another passage that teaches this even more forcefully is:


		Colossians 3:15: “And let the peace of God rule in your hearts, to the which also ye are called in one body; and be ye thankful.”



The word “rule” in this passage is translated from the word brabeuō, meaning “to govern.”


		Strong’s definition: βραβεύω (brabeuō), brab-yoo'-o; from the same as G1017; to arbitrate, that is, to govern figuratively; prevail:—rule.



 

Thayer’s Lexicon gives the picture of an umpire who tells you when you are out of bounds. Thayer’s Greek Lexicon: “to be a βραβεύς, or umpire”

The clear testimony of these two passages stands in direct opposition to the incessant droning of those who keep trying to inject theological Novocain into all your sanctified nerve endings. They’ve created a theological nanny state that’s obsessed with keeping you safe at any cost.

These misguided masters of the theological universe have concluded that, if we are to be pleasing to God, we will need to adopt the demeanor of Mr. Spock from Star Trek. Personally, I am going to pass. Instead, I am going to experience the full range of human emotions that God has created for me to enjoy. I will buffet my body and make it my slave, but I am not going to delete my humanity for a bunch of unbelievers masquerading as biblical know-it-alls.

Here are two quotes from a message John MacArthur preached at his church entitled “The Essentials of Handling God’s Word, Part 2.” 1


		“In no way is any truth in Scripture decided by your experience. Whether it affects you or doesn’t affect you subjectively has nothing to do with its truthfulness. Now this deals a very heavy blow to vast numbers of people in professing Christianity who look at the Bible like some kind of verbal Ouija board and run their fingers in their minds through it, waiting for some kind of esoteric impulse. And you hear people get together in a Bible study and say, ‘What does this mean to you?’”



 

MacArthur states, “In no way is any truth in Scripture decided by your experience,” but is that not exactly what both Philippians 4:7 and Colossians 3:15 are teaching? That “esoteric impulse” he cynically mentions is called the peace of God, which passeth all understanding. Here is another quote from the same message:


		“It’s all true and it’s all necessary for life and godliness. It’s the truth by which all other truth claims are measured. It’s the truth which exposes all error. And you only have the truth if you have the meaning right, and that takes a refined mind and a trained mind. The Bible is not about inducing feelings or emotions; it’s about divine truth.”



 

Yes, JMac, the Bible most certainly is about inducing feelings. The two passages I just unpacked for your refined mind teach that you are to follow your feelings in no uncertain terms. Allow me to use your own teaching to make my point.

Let us start with the statement that “it’s the truth by which all other truth claims are measured.” The truth claim I am making is that these two passages teach that you should be led and guided by peace, which is a feeling. Therefore, the claim that you should not be led by feelings has been shown by the truth of the Word to be incorrect. Your truth claim is that “we shouldn’t be led by feelings.” My truth claim is that these two passages clearly teach that you should be led by your feelings. Therefore, your claim has been measured, and it has come up short.

You stated that Scripture is “the truth which exposes all error.” Well, the truth of these two passages is that they expose the error of the cessationist when he tells you that you should not be led by subjective feelings. Peace is a subjective feeling, is it not?

Next, you see MacArthur’s ham-handed obsession with precision, which inexorably leads to arrogance. Listen to the pomposity of the following statement by MacArthur: “And you only have the truth if you have the meaning right, and that takes a refined mind and a trained mind.” He did not have the nerve to finish his thought, but it is always implied by the purveyors of this narrative. What he really wanted to say was, “a refined and trained mind like mine.”

This sentiment, that one must achieve “precise understanding,” inserts itself between the new believer and “the simplicity that is in Christ” (2 Corinthians 11:3). It convinces the believer that he will never be able to accomplish much until he spends decades in the Book like the guy at the front of the room.

Ignoring the clear testimony of these and other passages certainly demonstrates that you do not have the “meaning right,” which must mean that your mind is not refined or trained properly. This kind of bloviating is at the core of why God has sent this SBC judgment. The Bible is not teaching that we need a highly trained mind in order to walk with God; it is the cessationist who tells you that.

Their manic mission to surgically remove the clearly described function of the inner witness proves that the refinement and training of their minds have led them astray. His final conclusion, that the Bible is not about inducing feelings or emotions, is categorically and theologically inaccurate. He has made the apprehension of understanding and sensitivity to the inner witness mutually exclusive, when the Bible teaches nothing of the kind.


		Philippians 4:7 = peace as a guard

		Colossians 3:15 = peace as an umpire or arbitrator



 

I think that instead of warning people not to chase feelings, the cessationist needs to start warning people not to chase academia. You should not be chasing academic achievement, and you certainly need to stop instructing others to do the same. Stop being a hindrance to God’s people, because the SBCs are only the first salvo. Make the course correction this judgment requires, because the next wave is going to begin removing people who refuse to bear witness to what is obviously taking place.

Truth is grounded in God and His Word, not manufactured by private feeling; however, Scripture plainly shows that God often confirms truth through signs, inward witness, spiritual power, and tangible experience. Here are some examples of people doing things that would be considered “seeking feelings” by the doctrine police.

Examples of people “seeking feelings”


		Judges 6:36–40 — Gideon’s fleece as confirmation

		2 Kings 20:8–11 — Hezekiah asking for a confirming sign

		Isaiah 7:10–14 — Ahaz told to ask the Lord for a sign

		Genesis 15:8–18 — Abraham asking how he would know God’s promise would be fulfilled

		Genesis 24:12–21 — Abraham’s servant asking for a providential sign concerning Isaac’s wife

		1 Samuel 14:8–12 — Jonathan using a sign to confirm the Lord’s direction

		Mark 16:20 — The Lord confirming the word with signs following

		Romans 8:16 — The Spirit bearing witness with our spirit

		Luke 24:32 — The disciples’ hearts burning within them

		Psalm 34:8 — Tasting and seeing that the Lord is good

		1 Peter 2:3 — Tasting that the Lord is gracious

		1 Thessalonians 1:5 — The gospel coming in power and in much assurance

		1 Thessalonians 1:6 — Receiving the word with joy of the Holy Ghost

		1 Corinthians 4:20 — The kingdom of God being in power, not word only

		1 John 2:20 — Knowing through the anointing from the Holy One

		1 John 2:27 — The anointing teaching and bearing inward witness



 

I do not care whether it is a God-inspired feeling; it is still a feeling. It is still that fringy, mystical, inner-knowing kind of thing that religion loves to hate. And I do not think Philippians 4:7 passed away with the last apostle, do you?

In his book entitled “The Spirit and the soul” Watchman Nee wrote about this kind of religious zombification.2 Here are a few quotes:


		“If a believer does not know what his spirit is, he will not know how to fellowship with God in the spirit and will substitute soulish activities, such as those of the mind and the emotion, for the work of the spirit. The result is that he will always remain soulish and will not reach the spiritual realm.”



In his book entitled “The mind working with the Spirit”3 Nee writes; 


		“All revelations come from the Holy Spirit and are received not by the mind but by man’s spirit, so that man may know by intuition; they are then studied and understood by his mental powers.” 



 

Many who have embraced an intellectual, miracle-free gospel (IMF) are guilty of inverting the ranking of these communication pathways. They have the hierarchy reversed and prioritize understanding rather than revelation. The head is too big, and the heart is too small. The cessationist is laboring to get you to shut off your radar and replace it with the red-tipped stick that blind people use. You see this inversion when the Pharisees chose Sabbath observance over the healing of the man with the withered hand. But you see the same inversion when you show a cessationist a string of miraculous healing testimonies from a variety of sources. They writhe in discomfort and offer a variety of explanations that are cringeworthy and unconvincing.

These “learned ones” consistently show contempt for full-gospel believers who say they are “being led by the Spirit,” but that is exactly what Philippians 4:7 is describing. Our God-given conscience acts as a direct connection to the Lord of our lives. 

Our conscience is literally God’s voice, and it is to be in the ascendancy over your cognition, not subservient to it.

I am sorry, but we tongue-talking religious fanatics are going to pause here for a moment and acknowledge that our reliance on these “inner-knowings” has been vindicated. We forgive our brothers and sisters and invite them to join us in the fullness God has for us.

We have listened to the doctrine police bash us over the head with this “don’t chase after feelings” narrative our entire lives. It seems to me that this is a fair interpretation, and if that is true, then I think the doctrine police owe the tongue-talkers an apology.

 

Your Radar Seems to Be Broken

Something is terribly wrong with the radar of almost every Christian in the world, because so few are up in arms about all the obvious changes in every Bible. Why can’t most people discern that the passages listed below are both wildly unfamiliar and inconsistent with the nature and character of God, especially when we show them to you in long, aggregated lists? Some see, some see when they are shown, and some never see. Which one are you?

Are you really prepared to defend these aberrations as the inspired Word of God? Are you going to keep insisting that the Bible is perfect and flawless while also claiming that these thirty-seven aberrations are simply bad translations? I do not think you can have it both ways. You cannot claim the text is perfect and flawless while at the same time branding these deviant intruders as merely bad translations. How many times can you claim it is a bad translation before the book is no longer perfect and flawless?

I understand that people’s views on inerrancy and accuracy vary along a linear scale from very strict to more liberal. The KJV-only, preserved-Word Baptist, for instance, may hold to a verbal plenary inspiration view of the text, while other denominations may hold that only the concepts are preserved. The following definitions tend to overlap, so it is difficult to make sharp distinctions, and the definitions themselves vary from one theologian to another.


		Plenary = the whole Bible is inspired.

		Dynamic = inspiration resides in the meaning or message, not necessarily in each exact word.

		Verbal plenary = all Scripture is inspired, down to the words.

		Double inspiration = inspiration applies not only to the original writings, but also to a later form of the text, usually a translation or copy.

		Inerrancy = Scripture is without error.

		Infallibility = Scripture cannot fail or mislead in what God intends to teach.

		Accuracy = What we have today is exactly or close to the original autographs



 

I submit that none of these positions can coexist with the list I am about to give you, so it does not matter where you fall on the spectrum. If you agree that the Bibles are supernaturally changing, then you can no longer hold that the text is inerrant or infallible.

You will no longer be able to play make-believe like a child playing with toys. You cannot take the position that you “just want to focus on souls,” because your house is on fire. This event forces you to stop whatever you are doing and retool everything from the ground up. You will either have to pretend it is not happening or reinvent yourself.

You will no longer be able to continue enjoying the status quo and business as usual. If you choose to cling to your present understanding of preservation, you will be forced to defend these atrocities as the inspired Word of God. This means you will have to take the unsavory position of defending renderings that seem to be laced with sexual innuendo and blasphemy. You will have to reinterpret dark themes that seem badly out of place and unravel all manner of confusion and mangled syntax. Much of the text now reads like a jagged razor that is difficult to remove from your mouth. Many passages make little sense and contain spelling, punctuation, and grammar errors. Anyone who denies that this is happening likely has not reviewed the examples documented in my second book or in the executive summaries available in the educational documents section of alteredBible.com.

These passages will be particularly troubling for the poor souls who hold to the idea of double inspiration. This position maintains that God not only inspired the patriarchs and the words given in the original autographs, but also inspired the translators and the exact words that were placed in the Authorized King James Bible. That means that when Leviticus 12:8 in the KJV gives permission to sacrifice turtles, they cannot claim it is merely a bad translation or that “turtles” is interchangeable with “turtledove.”

It would be prudent for you to consider the possibility that God has disrupted your theology in the past, and that it’s possible He is doing so again. It is good to be fully persuaded in what you believe (Romans 14:5), but it is not good to be a know-it-all that believes that their interpretation of preservation is infallible. 1- Corinthians 8:2).

A list of biblical paradoxes

KING JAMES ONLY


		Leviticus 12:8 (KJV only) “Sacrificing turtles”

		Leviticus 11:29–30; Leviticus 1:3–4 (KJV only) “Sacrificing turtles forbidden”

		Song of Solomon 2:12 (KJV only) “Singing turtles”

		Jeremiah 8:7 (KJV only) “Turtles flying south for the winter”

		Isaiah 49:23 (KJV only) “Nursing fathers”

		Isaiah 60:16 (KJV only) “Sucking the breasts of kings”

		Job 21:24 (KJV only) “Men with breast milk: ‘His breasts are full of milk’”

		Luke 17:34–35 (KJV only) “Two men in a bed / one gets raptured”

		Titus 1:8 (KJV only) “A bishop must be a ‘lover of good men’”

		Isaiah 45:14 (KJV only) “There is no God”

		Luke 1:35 (KJV only) “Jesus is called a ‘holy thing’”

		Hebrews 6:1 (KJV only) “Leaving the principles of Christ”

		Revelation 1:6 (KJV only) “God the Father has a father”

		John 21:7 (KJV only) “Peter running around naked”

		James 2:3 (KJV only) “We should respect people with gay clothing”

		Exodus 28:40 (KJV only) “Girdles and bonnets”

		Revelation 15:6 (KJV only) “Seven angels with golden girdles”

		Exodus 28:37 (KJV only) “Blue lace on the mitre”

		Genesis 3:7 (KJV only) “Fig leaf aprons”

		Deuteronomy 22:5 (KJV only) “Warning against cross-dressing”

		Proverbs 26:10 (KJV only) “God rewards fools and transgressors”

		Acts 12:4 (KJV only) “Easter celebrated”



 

UNIVERSAL CHANGES

(KJV and most translations)


		2 Kings 6:28–29 “Give up your son so we may eat him today, and tomorrow we’ll eat my son. So, we cooked my son and ate him. The next day I said to her, ‘Give up your son so we may eat him,’ but she had hidden him.”

		Isaiah 8:3 “Isaiah engaging in fornication with ‘a prophetess’”

		Luke 19:27 “Jihad Jesus slaying any who refuses to follow Him”

		Psalm 137:9 “Smashing babies against rocks makes you happy”

		Mark 8:23 “Jesus spitting in people’s faces to heal them”

		Leviticus 4:32 “Sacrificing female sheep”

		2 Corinthians 11:8 “Paul robbing churches”

		2 Kings 18:27 “People drinking their own piss and eating their own dung”

		Luke 18:15 “Jesus touching babies”

		Ezekiel 23:20 “Genitals like donkeys and emissions like horses”

		Zechariah 5:9 “Female angels or women with wings”

		Mark 14:51–52; John 21:7 “Streaking, or running naked”

		Exodus 12:23 “God Himself is killing the firstborn of Egypt”

		2 Corinthians 11:4 “False teachers are to be tolerated”

		Acts 28:15 “Three Taverns: sounds like they are stopping to tilt a few”



 

You’ll Need More Than a Bible

This is not something you will evaluate properly if you simply try to dissect it theologically. There are over 45,000 Christian denominations, which seems to indicate that none of us can agree on anything.

Just because I have a number of Scriptures to support my case does not mean you are going to agree with me. If the interpretation of the text were completely objective, then we would not have 45,000 denominations. So if you do not want this to be true badly enough, it will be almost impossible to convince you with Scripture alone.

I am going to give you plenty of Scripture to support the authenticity of this event. I am even going to show you how my theology is more conservative, more orthodox, and more sola scriptura than yours.

But if that is all you are counting on, it will not be enough. You are going to need to draw on some of the other faculties God has given you besides your intellect. You will need to be more like a little child in a howling wilderness, seeking someone to take him by the hand, than a Bible school professor. The changes appear to be subtle enough to allow people to dismiss them if they do not want this to be true badly enough.

If you do not push the targeting computer away and use the Force, if you do not ask God, “Is this really happening?” then you are probably not going to be able to overcome a lifetime of doctrinal and denominational conditioning, and you will fail God’s final exam.

Let me state it plainly. The supernatural Bible changes (SBCs) have revealed that the present, widely held understanding of preservation is woefully superficial. How can it not be, if the Bible is changing? The SBCs are going to require you to change a great many things, not just your doctrine. So if I am right about this, you are probably reading one of the most important books of your entire life.

The Worldwide Impact on Society

If it were suddenly revealed to a large cross-section of society that the Bible was not merely being corrupted by publishing houses or misremembered by entire populations, but was instead being supernaturally altered in real time, the impact on civilization would be unlike any previously recorded event in history.

Christianity would be the first institution to convulse under the weight of this unimaginable revelation. The visible church’s authority structures, doctrinal systems, seminaries, publishing houses, and congregations all presume a stable textual anchor. The moment that anchor was exposed as being beyond institutional control, the center of gravity would shift from religious bureaucracy to direct, personal interaction with God. Pulpits built on certainty would face a mass exodus as their central message became completely delegitimized.

Church finances worldwide would begin to dry up as donors realized they were underwriting leaders who had been either grossly incompetent or involved in a cover-up.

All sermons and messaging would change overnight. Things would become far less scripted, and there would be much more humility in the pulpit. Many polished deliveries that rely on professional exegesis would be replaced by trembling, repentance, and a desperate dependence on real-time intervention from a living God.

A Bible that can supernaturally change would not merely embarrass Christianity; it would dissolve the illusion that man is in control of anything.

It would force a brutal reordering of how believers do church and how leaders guide their followers in relating to God. There would be a shift from acting as custodians of a book to serving as ministers of reconciliation who invite direct intervention from God in all their meetings.

History shows that civilizations can collapse when their legitimizing center is shattered, and that is what is about to happen.

Christianity would experience a collapse of legitimacy at first, and then the shock wave would move outward through education, law, media, politics, and culture. Entire denominations could fracture under the strain. Clerical careers, publishing industries, donor networks, accreditation systems, and parachurch empires would all be plunged into crisis in every aspect of their operations.

Mainstream media would report the death of Christianity, and the cascade effect would radiate outward to all religions. Those who know God would finally see how their overreliance on the book has been a stumbling block. They would course-correct and begin shedding pharisaical mindsets.

The impact on world systems would be apocalyptic. Fundamental doctrines would need to be overhauled, then institutions, then social confidence itself, until humanity was left facing the possibility that reality is governed less by static systems than by the immediate and incontestable intervention of God and the forces of darkness.

The good news is that






		John 5:38 “And ye have not His word abiding in you: for whom he hath sent, him ye believe not.”








		Daniel 7:25 “And he shall speak great words against the most High...”





		John 19:4-5 “And when he putteth forth his own sheep, he goeth before them, and the sheep follow him: for they know his voice. And a stranger will they not follow, but will flee from him: for they know not the voice of strangers.”



















		John 6:66: “From that time many of his disciples went back, and walked no more with him.”












































		Matthew 24:38 — “For as in the days that were before the flood they were eating and drinking, marrying and giving in marriage, until the day that Noe entered into the ark,”































