Was King James a Homosexual?
http://www.tclministries.org/was-king-james-a-homosexual/


 HYPERLINK "https://web.archive.org/web/20151118050723/http://www.tclministries.org/was-king-james-a-homosexual/"
https://web.archive.org/web/20151118050723/http://www.tclministries.org/was-king-james-a-homosexual/



Was King James a Homosexual? 
https://av1611.com/kjbp/faq/james-h.html
Is there any proof that King James VI of Scotland took male lovers?
https://www.reddit.com/r/AskHistorians/comments/6sofpk/is_there_any_proof_that_king_james_vi_of_scotland/



King James gay claim rejected
http://www.heraldscotland.com/news/12182884.King_James_gay_claim_rejected/


King James I of England, who authorized the translation of the now famous King James Bible, was considered by many to be one of the greatest, if not the greatest, monarchs that England has ever seen.
Through his wisdom and determination he united the warring tribes of Scotland into a unified nation, and then joined England and Scotland to form the foundation for what is now known as the British Empire. 
At a time when only the churches of England possessed the Bible in English, King James' desire was that the common people should have the Bible in their native tongue. Thus, in 1603, King James called 54 of history's most learned men together to accomplish this great task. At a time when the leaders of the world wished to keep their subjects in spiritual ignorance, King James offered his subjects the greatest gift that he could give them. Their own copy of the Word of God in English.

James, who was fluent in Latin, Greek, and French, and schooled in Italian and Spanish even wrote a tract entitled "Counterblast to Tobacco",which was written to help thwart the use of tobacco in England.

Such a man was sure to have enemies. One such man, Anthony Weldon, had to be excluded from the court. Weldon swore vengeance. It was not until 1650, twenty-five years after the death of James that Weldon saw his chance. He wrote a paper calling James a homosexual. Obviously, James, being dead, was in no condition to defend himself.

The report was largely ignored since there were still enough people alive who knew it wasn't true. In fact, it lay dormant for years, until recently when it was picked up by Christians who hoped that vilifying King James, would tarnish the Bible that bears his name so that Christians would turn away from God's book to a more "modern" translation.

It seems though, that Weldon's false account is being once again largely ignored by the majority of Christianity with the exception of those with an ulterior motive, such as its author had.
It might also be mentioned here that the Roman Catholic Church was so desperate to keep the true Bible out of the hands of the English people that it attempted to kill King James and all of Parliament in 1605.

In 1605 a Roman Catholic by the name of Guy Fawkes and others, under the direction of a Jesuit priest by the name of Henry Garnet, was found in the basement of Parliament with thirty-six barrels of gunpowder which he was to use to blow up King James and the entire Parliament. After killing the king, they planned on imprisoning his children, re-establishing England as a state loyal to the Pope and kill all who resisted. Needless to say, the perfect English Bible would have been one of the plot's victims. Fawkes and Garnet and eight other conspirators were caught and hanged.
It seems that those who work so hard to discredit the character of King James join an unholy lot. 
The Puritans (who were Calvinist,) who had felt suppressed under Elizabeth, now with the advent of King James the new Monarch, asked for among other things a new translation into English of the Holy Bible from the original languages, Hebrew and Greek.  King James I, a well-educated, indeed an intellectual man who enjoyed good theological debate, granted them their request.  King James spoke four languages, and he had proposed that he had,  “. . . never yet seen a Bible well translated into English.”


The Jesuits were after King James VI and I from the onset.  The Jesuits, an Army of the Pope of Rome, dedicated to their purpose of a Counter-Reformation did so with religious zeal.  The Jesuits, by intrigue, murder, slander, and deception took an Oath to destroy the Protestant Reformation and its leaders; one of the greatest of these was King James VI and I of Scotland and Great Britain -- England, http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/historic_figures/james_i_vi.shtml.  The Jesuits tried to murder King James and his family along with the Protestant British Parliament under King James -- in an act known as the Gunpowder Plot, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gunpowder_Plot, -- often called the Gunpowder Treason Plot, or the Jesuit Treason (Remember, the Jesuits play both sides to cause confusion to get to their ultimate goal,) and were treasonous seeking to murder King James, his family, and the Protestant Parliament known as the Gunpowder plot, https://thehistoryjar.com/tag/sir-griffin-markham/.  Then, after King James death, the Jesuits began the attack on the character of King James making claim that he was a homosexual or bisexual.
In those days, marriages by the aristocracy were not about love as much as being arranged for political necessity or for the need for money.

Let's see how King James, centuries after his death, is attacked as bisexual or homosexual by Roman Catholic and LGBT writers . . .
James's sexuality is a matter of dispute. Throughout his life James had close relationships with male courtiers, (Note:  All Kings did, this was not specific to King James,) which has caused debate among historians about their exact nature.[130] After his accession in England, his peaceful and scholarly attitude contrasted strikingly with the bellicose and flirtatious behaviour of Elizabeth,[130] as indicated by the contemporary epigram Rex fuit Elizabeth, nunc est regina Iacobus (Elizabeth was King, now James is Queen).[131]


130 Bucholz & Key 2004, p. 208: "... his sexuality has long been a matter of debate. He clearly preferred the company of handsome young men. The evidence of his correspondence and contemporary accounts have led some historians to conclude that the king was homosexual or bisexual. In fact, the issue is murky.
Note:  Notice Reference # 131, Harford Montgomery Hyde.  As to religion, Harford Montgomery Hyde wrote, “For a time, I admit I was greatly attracted to the Roman church, especially the ritual, so much more appealing to my aesthetic sense than the dull Protestant services. But already at Queen’s I was beginning to have doubts about all religious beliefs.”  This lack of religious belief enabled Hyde to break from many related conformities. In the House of Commons, he always affirmed, instead of taking the oath but this, he said, was never noticed back home.

Some of James's biographers conclude that Esmé Stewart (later Duke of Lennox)-- Note:  Duke of Lennox was Roman Catholic, Robert Carr (later Earl of Somerset, Robert Carr, 1st Earl of Somerset KG -- Note:  The KG, Knights of the Garter --  which hides the fact that Robert Carr was a Roman Catholic.  The KG honors Saint George is the order's patron saint.  KG is the "The Order of the Garter (formally the Most Noble Order of the Garter.)" revers S"aint" George, the patron S"aint" of England that "protects" Great Britian.  "S"aint" George is also honor by Muslims.)).


Saint George in devotions, traditions and prayers (Roman Catholic "church" has taught the world to worship -- prayer is worship -- protector "angels" they call Saints, e.g.:  Saint George of Great Britain).
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Saint_George_in_devotions,_traditions_and_prayers

George Villiers (later Duke of Buckingham -- see section right below ***) were his lovers.[132]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_VI_and_I" \l "cite_note-145"
[133] Sir John Oglander observed that he "never yet saw any fond husband make so much or so great dalliance over his beautiful spouse as I have seen King James over his favourites, especially the Duke of Buckingham"[134] whom the King would, recalled Sir Edward Peyton, "tumble and kiss as a mistress."[135] Restoration of Apethorpe Palace undertaken in 2004–08 revealed a previously unknown passage linking the bedchambers of James and Villiers.[136]

*** George Villiers, 1st Duke of Buckingham

Relationship with James I

Villiers was the last in a succession of handsome young favourites (Note:  A King's Favourite was someone he confided in and assigned a leadership role in Government.  Making this claim concerning Villiers appears to be conjecture (Conjecture:  The formation or expression of an opinion or theory without sufficient evidence for proof.  An opinion or theory so formed or expressed; guess; speculation.) )  on whom the King lavished affection and patronage, although the personal relationship between the two has been much debated.  James's nickname for Buckingham was "Steenie", after St. Stephen who was said to have had "the face of an angel".[11]  See note below for #11  . . . Speaking to the Privy Council in 1617, James tried to clarify the situation in the face of rumours: 

You may be sure that I love the Earl of Buckingham more than anyone else, and more than you who are here assembled. I wish to speak in my own behalf and not to have it thought to be a defect, for Jesus Christ did the same, and therefore I cannot be blamed. Christ had John, and I have George.[12]  See note below for #12  . . .
Note:  Therefore . . . King David must have been homosexual, or bisexual; casting doubt on King David and Jonathan's friendship.  See how satan, the devil, that old serpent beguiles . . .
Historian David M. Bergeron claims "Buckingham became James's last and greatest lover" but his only evidence comes from flowery letters that followed 17th century styles of masculinity.[13], see note below for #13 . . .  Other scholars say there was no physical sodomy, and note that the king's many enemies never accused him of sodomy.[14], see note below for #14 . . .  In a letter to Buckingham in 1623, the King ended with the salutation, "God bless you, my sweet child and wife, and grant that ye may ever be a comfort to your dear father and husband."
Note:  References #11 and 12 above by Alan Stewart

Professor of English and Comparative Literature, Department Chair
Columbia University in the City of New York
https://english.columbia.edu/people/profile/410

Areas of Interest : 
Early modern English literature, history, and culture; manuscript studies; lesbian and gay studies

Biography: 
Cambridge, B.A. (1988), M.A. (1992); London, Ph.D. (1993). Alan Stewart joined Columbia in 2003, after teaching for ten years at Queen Mary, and Birkbeck, both University of London.

His book publications include Close Readers: Humanism and Sodomy in Early Modern England (1997); Hostage to Fortune: The Troubled Life of Francis Bacon 1561-1626 (with Lisa Jardine, 1998); Philip Sidney: A Double Life (2000); The Cradle King: A Life of James VI and I (2003) 

Note:  References #13 above by David M. Bergeron . . .
https://www.encyclopedia.com/arts/educational-magazines/bergeron-david-m-1938-david-moore-bergeron

English Professor Emeritus, University of Kansas. David Moore Bergeron, https://english.ku.edu/david-m-bergeron, 

David M. Bergeron's King James & Letters of Homoerotic Desire delves into letters from England's notoriously homosexual King James I and his numerous male lovers.  Nicholas F. Radel -- see note below - **, writing in Shakespeare Studies, (Note:  Quoted by Bergeron in King James & Letters of Homoerotic Desire) pointed out that "the detailed and evocative letters that passed between them, have become central examples in the relatively new field of inquiry into the history of sex and sexuality in early modern England." Radel went on to write that Bergeron's book "performs a valuable service on two counts: first, by providing a generous sampling of the letters (with their spelling modernized and arcane references annotated) and, second, by contextualizing them through brief, highly readable biographical accounts of James's involvements with all three of his most important favorites, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Favourite."
** Note:  Nicholas F. Radel 
http://www2.furman.edu/academics/english/meet-our-faculty/Pages/Nicholas-F-Radel.aspx
A member of the Furman English Department since 1986, Nick Radel has also served as co-Chair of the Women's, Gender, and Sexuality Studies minor and as a faculty member in Film Studies. He teaches courses in Shakespeare, English Renaissance and modern American literature, sexuality studies, and queer theory. 
Note:  References #14 above by Timothy F. Murphy


Murphy, Timothy F. 1997. Gay Science: The Ethics of Sexual Orientation in Research. New York, NY: Columbia University Press.
https://cup.columbia.edu/book/gay-science/9780231108492
Gay Science is the first comprehensive examination of the ethical questions surrounding sexual orientation research. Bioethicist Timothy Murphy presents the views of many gay men and women who detect ominous motives behind this research. If a genetic marker were discovered for homosexual tendencies would genetic screening be used to further discriminate against gay people? If a method for changing sexual orientation were developed would it would be forced upon gay adults, or children whose parents suspected they might grow up to be gay? Given the potential for its misuse, is sexual orientation research fundamentally unethical?
Bioethics is the study of the ethical issues emerging from advances in biology and medicine. It is also moral discernment as it relates to medical policy and practice. Bioethicists are concerned with the ethical questions that arise in the relationships among life sciences, biotechnology, medicine, politics, law, and philosophy. It includes the study of values ("the ethics of the ordinary") relating to primary care and other branches of medicine.

EDITORIAL
Murphy, Timothy F. 2015. “LGBT People and the Work ahead in Bioethics”.

LGBT People and the Work Ahead in Bioethics
Bioethics 29(6): ii−v. https://doi.org/10.1111/bioe.12168 


132 e.g. Young, Michael B. (2000), King James and the History of Homosexuality, New York University Press, ISBN 978-0-8147-9693-1;  Bergeron, David M. (1991), Royal Family, Royal Lovers: King James of England and Scotland, University of Missouri Press. (Saint Louis Basilica or the Basilica of St. Louis, King of France, (Basilica, crowned serpent).  Saint Louis Basilica is considered the second "Saint Peter's Basilica,


Cathedral Basilica of Saint Louis | St. Louis, Missouri
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=90DPCoLlyL8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Tg4Uuoag3Gc
https://www.youtube.com/results?search_query=Basilica+of+Saint+Louis+two+dragon+statues+obelisk

 


If you go to Saint Peters Basilica in Rome you'll find two dragon statues there.  Where you'll also see an Obelisk -- the phallus of the Baal, and Leviathan, Isaiah 27:1, that old dragon, serpent, snake:  Dragon statue at the foot of the Monument of Gregory XIII, inside St. Peter`s Basilica, http://www.ourtravelpics.com/photo/rome/91/. 
Let's look at the Saint Louis World's Fair of 1904 . . .
Across the Sunken Gardens W. to the stately obelisks of the Mines Bldg., World's Fair, St. Louis, U. S . A. 
https://www.loc.gov/resource/stereo.1s03587/
The Lord God, Jehovah, hates these images, i.e.: Obelisks . . . 


Deuteronomy 16:22 

22 Neither shalt thou set thee up any image; which the Lord thy God hateth. 


Note: " . . . any image . . . " Image here in the Hebrew means:  A stump, a pillar, a standing image, an Obelisk. 
http://www.alemattec.com/satanic%20images%20of%20the%20Vatican,%203.htm

1904 World's Fair
The Louisiana Purchase Exposition
St. Louis, Missouri
http://www.washingtonmo.com/1904/p8.htm
1904 World's Fair
The Louisiana Purchase Exposition
St. Louis, Missouri
(Looks like Rome on the Tiber river)
http://www.washingtonmo.com/1904/p9.htm

Upon these lagoons is a great variety of craft including gondolas brought from Venice, peacock boats, swan boats, dragon boats and handsome electric launches. 


Compare:


Night view of the Basilica St Peter and the Tiber river in Rome, Italy
https://www.dreamstime.com/stock-photo-night-view-basilica-st-peter-rome-italy-tiber-river-image42766591


St. Peter's seen from the Tiber river
http://www.aviewoncities.com/gallery/showpicture.htm?key=kveit0160




with:


1904 World's Fair
The Louisiana Purchase Exposition
St. Louis, Missouri
http://www.washingtonmo.com/1904/p3.htm

1904 World's Fair
The Louisiana Purchase Exposition
http://www.washingtonmo.com/1904/p4.htm



1904 World's Fair
The Louisiana Purchase Exposition
St. Louis, Missouri
http://www.washingtonmo.com/1904/p5.htm


Also, while researching the Roman Catholic, Jesuit, and LGBT influence behind the attacks of King James VI and I, I ran across this interesting document by the American Government's NATIONAL PARKS SERVICE, NPS:  https://www.nps.gov/subjects/lgbtqheritage/upload/lgbtqtheme-preservation.pdf
Wondering why the United States NATIONAL PARKS SERVICE, NPS, is documenting to preserve LGBTQ History: 

Published online 2016
www.nps.gov/subjects/tellingallamericansstories/lgbtqthemestudy.htm

LGBTQ America: A Theme Study of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer History is a publication of the National Park Foundation and the National Park Service. 

We are very grateful for the generous support of the Gill Foundation, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gill_Foundation, which has made this publication possible.

The views and conclusions contained in the essays are those of the 

authors and should not be interpreted as representing the opinions or 

policies of the U.S. Government. Mention of trade names or commercial 

products does not constitute their endorsement by the U.S. Government. 

© 2016 National Park Foundation

Washington, DC

All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reprinted or 

reproduced without permission from the publishers. 

Links (URLs) to websites referenced in this document were accurate at the 

time of publication.

The ultra liberal, full of homosexual left leaning editors, British Broadcasting Company, BBC:
  
Bias at the BBC? 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/theeditors/2006/10/bias_at_the_bbc.html
BBC marks anniversary of King James Bible by claiming King David was gay
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/bbc-marks-anniversary-of-king-james-bible-by-claiming-king-david-was-gay



The early Stuarts and the Commonwealth England in 1603

Economy and society
https://www.britannica.com/place/United-Kingdom/The-early-Stuarts-and-the-Commonwealth#ref44856

Gunpowder Plot
https://www.britannica.com/event/Gunpowder-Plot
The Gunpowder Plot of 1605, in earlier centuries often called the Gunpowder Treason Plot or the Jesuit Treason, was a failed assassination attempt against King James I of England and VI of Scotland by a group of provincial English Catholics led by Robert Catesby. 
The plan was to blow up the House of Lords during the State Opening of England's Parliament on 5 November 1605, as the prelude to a popular revolt in the Midlands during which James's nine-year-old daughter, Princess Elizabeth, was to be installed as the Catholic head of state. Catesby may have embarked on the scheme after hopes of securing greater religious tolerance under King James had faded, leaving many English Catholics disappointed. His fellow plotters were John Wright, Thomas Wintour, Thomas Percy, Guy Fawkes, Robert Keyes, Thomas Bates, Robert Wintour, Christopher Wright, John Grant, Ambrose Rookwood, Sir Everard Digby and Francis Tresham. Fawkes, who had 10 years of military experience fighting in the Spanish Netherlands in the failed suppression of the Dutch Revolt, was given charge of the explosives. 
The King James "Authorized Version" 
https://www.christianity.com/church/church-history/timeline/1601-1700/the-king-james-authorized-version-11630051.html
Note:  It was called the Authorized Version, because from its inception it was the ONLY Holy Bible authorized to be used as the text in the Church of England.  The King James Authorized Version of 1611 was for the first time in history openly available and published for the common man in his own language.  

Fifty four of England's top Bible scholars were appointed to do the work.  Forty seven completed the work, as it took seven years to complete, seven died before the final document was approved. (Note:  None were Roman Catholic.)  In an effort to diminish bias, both Anglicans (Note:  Anglicans = Church of England) and Puritans (Puritans were Calvinist) were included.  King James himself organized the task. The translators were counted off into six panels (three Old Testament, two New Testament, one Apocrypha). The King charged them to stick as close to the earlier Bishop’s Bible, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bishops%27_Bible, as accuracy would allow, but to take into account earlier versions. In the end, the new translation borrowed about seventy percent of its wording from William Tyndale’s vivid translation.

The procedure was to assign each translator a portion of Holy Scripture. He had to present his work to the others in his group for approval. Each book was then sent to the five other groups for review and criticism. With this procedure, each book was scrutinized by every member of the team. A committee of twelve--two from each team--made a final review.

By 1611, the translation was complete, but it would take years for this Bible to win general acceptance. Readers who had memorized scripture from earlier versions hesitated to adopt new wordings. One scholar opposed it on the grounds he was preparing a better version.  Others complained that it was not consistent and that there were spelling errors.

Because King James was so closely involved with the work, the 1611 translation is often called the "Authorized Version" which was the only Holy Bible then Authorized to be read in the Church of England in Great Britain, and (in America, the "King James Version"). In time the King James Bible became the most beloved English translation for English speaking peoples throughout the world. It was the main Holy Bible used during the Reformation that turned millions away from the satanic Roman Catholic "church".  Through its powerful rhythms and pleasing phrases, it shaped the language of the Bible-reading public.  A few denominations, including myself, consider the King James Version Divinely inspired, the only acceptable translation for reading and study. 


King James Bible
https://www.allabouttruth.org/king-james-bible.htm
King James Bible - The Translators
Of the original 54 men chosen to translate the King James Bible, only 47 finished the more than seven-year project, which was governed by very strict rules of translation. The translators were scholarly men who were experts in the biblical languages, and they were convinced of the inerrancy and authority of Scripture.  Dr. Henry M. Morris, President of the Institute for Creation Research, said of these men, "It is almost certain that no group of Bible scholars before or since has ever been as thoroughly fit for their task as was the King James Translation Team."  The King James Authorized Version translation was begun in 1604 and completed in 1611.

The planning of the translation project stipulated that the translators should be broken up into six panels, and each panel was given certain books of the Holy Bible to translate.  After the translations were done, a committee of 12 --two translators from each of the six panels -- reviewed the work based on a detailed set of guidelines that was established to ensure that the translators' personal eccentricities and political prejudices were not included in this new version. 
King James Bible - The Purpose
The King James Bible was developed to be read out loud at Church services, so in light of this, the translators gave diligent attention to rhythm and punctuation to give the text a fresh oral quality that no other translations to date could match.  These men were so dedicated to their task of translating the Bible into the common language of the people that they included the following in the Bible's preface entitled, "The Translators to the Reader:" 
"Translation it is that openeth the window, to let in the light; that breaketh the shell, that we may eat the kernel; that putteth aside the curtain, that we may look into the most Holy place; that removeth the cover of the well, that we may come by the water, even as Jacob rolled away the stone from the mouth of the well, by which means the flocks of Laban were watered." 
King James Bible - Comparison to the Original Manuscripts
The King James Version translation effort was based primarily on the Bishops' Bible, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bishops%27_Bible, but the translators also used the Tyndale, Matthew, Coverdale, Great, and Geneva Bibles; and because many of the translators were skilled in both Hebrew and Greek, they could also refer to the Masoretic text (Hebrew Old Testament) and the Septuagint (Greek translation of Hebrew Scriptures) during their work.  "Granting all the shortcomings eighteenth to twenty-first-century scholarship can find in the Bishops' Bible, it was an important stage in moving English people from prohibited Bible reading to being a Bible-reading people. The revisers labored to give God's book to God's people in a language they could understand. The King James translators did not think they were making a bad translation into a good one, but were making a good one better."  If all of the Bibles listed here were traced back to their origins (certainly a work beyond the scope of this writing) the path would lead directly back to the original Hebrew and Greek manuscripts of the Old and New Testaments that exist today.  
After it was published in 1611 the King James Bible soon took the Bishops' Bible's place as the de facto standard of the Church of England.

Because its translators strove for accuracy, beauty, power, and literal faithfulness to the Greek and Hebrew texts, the King James Bible has endured as one of the most beloved translations for centuries.  In fact, it was unrivaled in its first 250 years.  In 1881, 50 scholars developed the English Revised Version, and they had this to say about the King James Version: 
We have had to study this great Version carefully and minutely, line by line; and the longer we have been engaged upon it the more we have learned to admire its simplicity, its dignity, its power, its happy turns of expression, its accuracy, and, we must not fail to add, the music of its cadences, and the felicities of its rhythm. 
The King James Bible is still found in many homes and churches today, and it is living proof that the beauty and inerrancy of God's Word has been safeguarded over the centuries.

How the King James Bible Came to Be 
http://time.com/4821911/king-james-bible-history/
In the Beginning: The Story of the King James Bible and How It Changed a Nation, a Language, and a Culture 
https://www.amazon.com/Beginning-Changed-Nation-Language-Culture/dp/0385722168
2011
KJV in the USA:  The Impact of the King James Bible in the USA 

Brian C. Wilson
https://scholarworks.wmich.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?referer=https://www.google.com/&httpsredir=1&article=1001&context=religion_pubs
History of the King James Bible: 400th Year of the Authorized Version? 
http://billpetro.com/history-of-the-king-james-bible

King James Version
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/King_James_Version

Some historians have made claims and accusations that King James was homosexual.   These "historians" lived long after the fact.  Bad sources don't carry any more weight because there are many of them who step forward to make unfounded accusations.

Today, there is a segment of the population that would paint ever accomplished person in history as a closet homosexual if they could. They think that if great men are found to be homosexual than homosexuality is more "normal" and somehow less of a sin.  However, it simply does nott work like that.  Sin is sin, and throwing around accusations about someone sexual sins when they are not there to defend themselves is wrong.

I see atheists do this same thing with historical persons where they identify them as a closet atheist.  They feel comforted in seeing some important person as atheist as it seems to give them some credibility.  It doesn't.  Gaining the whole world and losing your own soul is never a win, Mark 8:36.

Slandering King James then causes the King James Authorized Version of the Holy Bible to be suspect, as "guilt by association."  This is a time tested way to discredit a work, discredit the author or authors.  However, slandering King James doesn't effect the value of that translation.  King James brought together the top Protestant translators in the world.  King James himself did not write any portion of the Holy Bible that bears his name.  King James could have been "Jack the Ripper" and that wouldn't change the worth of the King James translation; as King James did not work on the King James Authorized Version.
http://thecommonwealth.org/our-member-countries/united-kingdom/history

In 1603, King James VI of Scotland succeeded to the English throne, so uniting the two Crowns. However, England and Scotland remained separate political entities during that century, apart from an enforced period of unification under Oliver Cromwell in the 1650s.  In 1707 both countries agreed on a single parliament for Great Britain.

Several campaigns were waged against Irish insurgents during the reign of Elizabeth I (1558–1603).  The northern province of Ulster resisted English rule particularly strongly; following defeat of the rebels, Ulster was settled by immigrants from Scotland and England.  Further risings were crushed by Oliver Cromwell.  An uneasy peace prevailed throughout most of the 18th century. In 1782 the Irish Parliament was given legislative independence and in 1801 Ireland was joined to Great Britain by an Act of Union.

The rise of the Arminian party and the New Gagg controversy (1624)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_the_Puritans_under_King_James_I#The_rise_of_the_Arminian_party_and_the_New_Gagg_controversy_(1624)

King James was a lifelong doctrinal Calvinist, and when the Quinquarticular Controversy broke out in the Dutch Republic in the years following the death of theologian Jacobus Arminius in 1609, James supported the Calvinist Gomarists against the Arminian Remonstrants.  (King) James handpicked British delegates sent to the 1618 Synod of Dort and concurred in the outcome of the Synod.  But James was increasingly faced with Puritan (Puritan's were Calvinist) opposition (over the Book of Sports -- https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Declaration_of_Sports, the Five Articles of Perth, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Five_Articles_of_Perth, the Spanish Match, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Spanish_match, etc.,) he began to seek out clerics who would be more supportive of his ecumenical ecclesiastical plans. Since the reign of Queen Elizabeth, England had contained a number of theologians who opposed the extreme predestinarian views in the high Calvinism propounded by Theodore Beza and accepted by the Puritans. For example, Peter Baro, the Lady Margaret's Professor of Divinity at the University of Cambridge, had opposed Archbishop Whitgift's attempts to impose the Calvinistic Lambeth Articles on the Church of England in 1595. Several of Baro's disciples at Cambridge - notably Lancelot Andrewes, John Overall, and Samuel Harsnett - had repeated Baro's criticisms of predestination in terms roughly equivalent to those propounded by Arminius. When James was looking for anti-Puritan allies, he found this party willing, and, although few members of this party actually accepted the Arminian position tout court, they were quickly labeled "the Arminian party" by the Puritans. 
In 1624, when a hitherto obscure Cambridge scholar, Richard Montagu, obtained royal permission to publish A New Gagg for an Old Goose. The book was framed as a rebuttal of a Catholic critique of the Church of England. In response, Montagu argued that the Calvinist positions objected to were held only by a small, Puritan minority in the Church of England, and that the majority of clergy in the Church of England rejected high Calvinism.  A New Gagg was of major importance in the history of the Puritans, in that it marked the first time they had ever been associated with a doctrinal position (as opposed to a question of proper practice).  For example, George Carleton, Bishop of Chichester, who had been an English delegate at the Synod of Dort, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Synod_of_Dort,was shocked to find his doctrinal position being equated with Puritanism.


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_the_Church_of_England


The first break with Rome (subsequently reversed) came when Pope Clement VII refused, over a period of years, to annul Henry's marriage to Catherine of Aragon, not purely as a matter of principle, but also because the Pope lived in fear of Catherine's nephew, Charles V, Holy Roman Emperor, as a result of events in the Italian Wars.


Henry first asked for an annulment in 1527. After various failed initiatives he stepped up the pressure on Rome, in the summer of 1529, by compiling a manuscript from ancient sources arguing that, in law, spiritual supremacy rested with the monarch and also against the legality of Papal authority. In 1531 Henry first challenged the Pope when he demanded 100,000 pounds from the clergy in exchange for a royal pardon for what he called their illegal jurisdiction. He also demanded that the clergy should recognise him as their sole protector and supreme head. The church in England recognised Henry VIII as supreme head of the Church of England on 11 February 1531. Nonetheless, he continued to seek a compromise with the Pope, but negotiations (which had started in 1530 and ended in 1532) with the papal legate Antonio Giovanni da Burgio failed. Efforts by Henry to appeal to Jewish scholarship concerning the contours of levirate marriage were unavailing as well. 

In May 1532 the Church of England agreed to surrender its legislative independence and canon law to the authority of the monarch. In 1533 the Statute in Restraint of Appeals removed the right of the English clergy and laity to appeal to Rome on matters of matrimony, tithes and oblations. It also gave authority over such matters to the Archbishops of Canterbury and York. This finally allowed Thomas Cranmer, the new Archbishop of Canterbury, to issue Henry's annulment; and upon procuring it, Henry married Anne Boleyn. Pope Clement VII excommunicated Henry VIII in 1533. 

In 1534 the Act of Submission of the Clergy removed the right of all appeals to Rome, effectively ending the Pope's influence. The first Act of Supremacy confirmed Henry by statute as the Supreme Head of the Church of England in 1536. (Due to clergy objections the contentious term "Supreme Head" for the monarch later became "Supreme Governor of the Church of England" – which is the title held by the reigning monarch to the present.) 

Such constitutional changes made it not only possible for Henry to have his marriage annulled but also gave him access to the considerable wealth that the Church had amassed. Thomas Cromwell, as Vicar General, launched a commission of enquiry into the nature and value of all ecclesiastical property in 1535, which culminated in the Dissolution of the Monasteries (1536 – 1540). 


Many Roman Catholics consider the separation of the Church in England from Rome in 1534 to be the true origin of the Church of England, rather than dating it from the mission of St. Augustine in AD 597. While Anglicans acknowledge that Henry VIII's repudiation of papal authority caused the Church of England to become a separate entity, they believe that it is in continuity with the pre-Reformation Church of England. Apart from its distinct customs and liturgies (such as the Sarum rite), the organizational machinery of the Church of England was in place by the time of the Synod of Hertford in 672 – 673, when the English bishops were first able to act as one body under the leadership of the Archbishop of Canterbury. Henry's Act in Restraint of Appeals (1533) and the Acts of Supremacy (1534) declared that the English crown was "the only Supreme Head in earth of the Church of England, called Ecclesia Anglicana," in order "to repress and extirpate all errors, heresies, and other enormities and abuses heretofore used in the same." The development of the Thirty-Nine Articles of religion and the passage of the Acts of Uniformity culminated in the Elizabethan Religious Settlement. By the end of the 17th century, the English church described itself as both Catholic and Reformed, with the English monarch as its Supreme Governor.[8] MacCulloch commenting on this situation says that it "has never subsequently dared to define its identity decisively as Protestant or Catholic, and has decided in the end that this is a virtue rather than a handicap."[9]


The English Reformation was initially driven by the dynastic goals of Henry VIII, who, in his quest for a consort who would bear him a male heir, found it expedient to replace papal authority with the supremacy of the English crown. The early legislation focused primarily on questions of temporal and spiritual supremacy. The Institution of the Christian Man (also called The Bishops' Book) of 1537 was written by a committee of 46 divines and bishops headed by Thomas Cranmer. The purpose of the work, along with the Ten Articles of the previous year, was to implement the reforms of Henry VIII in separating from the Roman Catholic Church and reforming the Ecclesia Anglicana.[b] "The work was a noble endeavor on the part of the bishops to promote unity, and to instruct the people in Church doctrine."[11] The introduction of the Great Bible in 1538 brought a vernacular translation of the Scriptures into churches. The Dissolution of the Monasteries and the seizure of their assets by 1540 brought huge amounts of church land and property under the jurisdiction of the Crown, and ultimately into the hands of the English nobility. This simultaneously removed the greatest centres of loyalty to the pope and created vested interests which made a powerful material incentive to support a separate Christian church in England under the rule of the Crown.[12]

By 1549, the process of reforming the ancient national church was fully spurred on by the publication of the first vernacular prayer book, the Book of Common Prayer, and the enforcement of the Acts of Uniformity, establishing English as the language of public worship. The theological justification for Anglican distinctiveness was begun by the Thomas Cranmer, Archbishop of Canterbury, the principal author of the first prayer book, and continued by others such as Matthew Parker, Richard Hooker and Lancelot Andrewes. Cranmer had worked as a diplomat in Europe and was aware of the ideas of Reformers such as Andreas Osiander and Friedrich Myconius as well as the Roman Catholic theologian Desiderius Erasmus. 

During the short reign of Edward VI, Henry's son, Cranmer and others moved the Church of England significantly towards a more reformed position, which was reflected in the development of the second prayer book (1552) and in the Forty-Two Articles. This reform was reversed abruptly in the reign of Queen Mary, a Roman Catholic who re-established communion with Rome following her accession in 1553.[13] 

In the 16th century, religious life was an important part of the cement which held society together and formed an important basis for extending and consolidating political power. Differences in religion were likely to lead to civil unrest at the very least, with treason and foreign invasion acting as real threats. When Queen Elizabeth came to the throne in 1558, a solution was thought to have been found. To minimise bloodshed over religion in her dominions, the religious settlement between the factions of Rome and Geneva was brought about. It was compellingly articulated in the development of the 1559 Book of Common Prayer, the Thirty-Nine Articles, the Ordinal, and the two Books of Homilies. These works, issued under Archbishop Matthew Parker, were to become the basis of all subsequent Anglican doctrine and identity.[8] 

The new version of the prayer book was substantially the same as Cranmer's earlier versions. It would become a source of great argument during the 17th century, but later revisions were not of great theological importance.[8] The Thirty-Nine Articles were based on the earlier work of Cranmer, being modelled after the Forty-Two Articles. 

The bulk of the population acceded to Elizabeth's religious settlement with varying degrees of enthusiasm or resignation. It was imposed by law, and secured Parliamentary approval only by a narrow vote in which all the Roman Catholic bishops who were not imprisoned voted against. As well as those who continued to recognise papal supremacy, the more militant Protestants, or Puritans as they became known, opposed it. Both groups were punished and disenfranchised in various ways and cracks in the facade of religious unity in England appeared.[14] 

Despite separation from Rome, the Church of England under Henry VIII remained essentially Catholic rather than Protestant in nature. Pope Leo X had earlier awarded to Henry himself the title of fidei defensor (defender of the faith), partly on account of Henry's attack on Lutheranism.[c] Some Protestant-influenced changes under Henry included a limited iconoclasm, the abolition of pilgrimages, and pilgrimage shrines, chantries, and the extinction of many saints' days. However, only minor changes in liturgy occurred during Henry's reign, and he carried through the Six Articles of 1539 which reaffirmed the Catholic nature of the church. All this took place, however, at a time of major religious upheaval in Western Europe associated with the Reformation; once the schism had occurred, some reform probably became inevitable. Only under Henry's son Edward VI (reigned 1547 – 1553) did the first major changes in parish activity take place, including translation and thorough revision of the liturgy along more Protestant lines. The resulting Book of Common Prayer, issued in 1549 and revised in 1552, came into use by the authority of the Parliament of England.[15]

Following the death of Edward, his half-sister the Roman Catholic Mary I (reigned 1553 – 1558) came to the throne. She renounced the Henrician and Edwardian changes, first by repealing her brother's reforms then by re-establishing unity with Rome. The Marian Persecutions of Protestants and dissenters took place at this time. The queen's image after the persecutions turned into that of an almost legendary tyrant called Bloody Mary. This view of Bloody Mary was mainly due to the widespread publication of Foxe's Book of Martyrs during her successor Elizabeth I's reign. 

Nigel Heard summarises the persecution thus: "It is now estimated that the 274 religious executions carried out during the last three years of Mary's reign exceeded the number recorded in any Catholic country on the continent in the same period."[16] 

The second schism, from which the present Church of England originates, came later. Upon Mary's death in 1558, her half-sister Elizabeth I (reigned 1558 – 1603) came to power. Elizabeth became a determined opponent of papal control and re-introduced separatist ideas. In 1559, Parliament recognised Elizabeth as the Church's supreme governor, with a new Act of Supremacy that also repealed the remaining anti-Protestant legislation. A new Book of Common Prayer appeared in the same year. Elizabeth presided over the "Elizabethan Settlement", an attempt to satisfy the Puritan and Catholic forces in England within a single national Church. Elizabeth was eventually excommunicated on 25 February 1570 by Pope Pius V, finally breaking communion between Rome and the Anglican Church. 

Shortly after coming to the throne, James I attempted to bring unity to the Church of England by instituting a commission consisting of scholars from all views within the Church to produce a unified and new translation of the Bible free of Calvinist and Popish influence. The project was begun in 1604 and completed in 1611 becoming de facto the Authorised Version in the Church of England and later other Anglican churches throughout the communion until the mid-20th century. The New Testament was translated from the Textus Receptus (Received Text) edition of the Greek texts, so called because most extant texts of the time were in agreement with it.[17] 

The Old Testament was translated from the Masoretic Hebrew text, while the Apocrypha was translated from the Greek Septuagint (LXX). The work was done by 47 scholars working in six committees, two based in each of the University of Oxford, the University of Cambridge, and Westminster. They worked on certain parts separately; then the drafts produced by each committee were compared and revised for harmony with each other. 

This translation had a profound effect on English literature. The works of most famous authors such as John Milton, Herman Melville, John Dryden and William Wordsworth are deeply inspired by it.[18] 

The Authorised Version is often referred to as the King James Version, particularly in the United States. King James was not personally involved in the translation, though his authorisation was legally necessary for the translation to begin, and he set out guidelines for the translation process, such as prohibiting footnotes and ensuring that Anglican positions were recognised on various points. A dedication to James by the translators still appears at the beginning of modern editions. 

For the next century, through the reigns of James I and Charles I, and culminating in the English Civil War and the protectorate of Oliver Cromwell, there were significant swings back and forth between two factions: the Puritans (and other radicals) who sought more far-reaching reform, and the more conservative churchmen who aimed to keep closer to traditional beliefs and practices. The failure of political and ecclesiastical authorities to submit to Puritan demands for more extensive reform was one of the causes of open warfare. By continental standards the level of violence over religion was not high, but the casualties included a king, Charles I and an Archbishop of Canterbury, William Laud. For about a decade (1647 – 1660), Christmas was another casualty as Parliament abolished all feasts and festivals of the Church to rid England of outward signs of Popishness. Under the Protectorate of the Commonwealth of England from 1649 to 1660, Anglicanism was disestablished, presbyterian ecclesiology was introduced as an adjunct to the Episcopal system, the Articles were replaced with a non-Presbyterian version of the Westminster Confession (1647), and the Book of Common Prayer was replaced by the Directory of Public Worship. 

Despite this, about one quarter of English clergy refused to conform. In the midst of the apparent triumph of Calvinism, the 17th century brought forth a Golden Age of Anglicanism.[8] The Caroline Divines, such as Andrewes, Laud, Herbert Thorndike, Jeremy Taylor, John Cosin, Thomas Ken and others rejected Roman claims and refused to adopt the ways and beliefs of the Continental Protestants.[8] The historic episcopate was preserved. Truth was to be found in Scripture and the bishops and archbishops, which were to be bound to the traditions of the first four centuries of the Church's history. The role of reason in theology was affirmed.[8] 

With the Restoration of Charles II, Anglicanism too was restored in a form not far removed from the Elizabethan version. One difference was that the ideal of encompassing all the people of England in one religious organisation, taken for granted by the Tudors, had to be abandoned. The 1662 revision of the Book of Common Prayer became the unifying text of the ruptured and repaired Church after the disaster that was the civil war. 

When the new king Charles II reached the throne in 1660, he actively appointed his supporters who had resisted Cromwell to vacancies. He translated the leading supporters to the most prestigious and rewarding sees. He also considered the need to reestablish episcopal authority and to reincorporate "moderate dissenters" in order to effect Protestant reconciliation. In some cases turnover was heavy--he made four appointments to the diocese of Worcester in four years 1660-63, moving the first three up to better positions.[19] 

James II was overthrown by William of Orange in 1688, and the new king moved quickly to ease religious tensions. Many of his supporters had been Nonconformist non-Anglicans. With the Act of Toleration enacted on 24 May 1689, Nonconformists had freedom of worship. That is, those Protestants who dissented from the Church of England such as Baptists, Congregationalists and Quakers were allowed their own places of worship and their own teachers and preachers, subject to acceptance of certain oaths of allegiance. These privileges expressly did not apply to Catholics and Unitarians, and it continued the existing social and political disabilities for dissenters, including exclusion from political office. The religious settlement of 1689 shaped policy down to the 1830s.[20]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_the_Church_of_England" \l "cite_note-24"
[21] The Church of England was not only dominant in religious affairs, but it blocked outsiders from responsible positions in national and local government, business, professions and academe. In practice, the doctrine of the divine right of kings persisted[22] Old animosities had diminished, and a new spirit of toleration was abroad. Restrictions on Nonconformists were mostly either ignored or slowly lifted. The Protestants, including the Quakers, who worked to overthrow King James II were rewarded. The Toleration Act of 1689 allowed nonconformists who have their own chapels, teachers, and preachers, censorship was relaxed. The religious landscape of England assumed its present form, with an Anglican established church occupying the middle ground, and Roman Catholics and those Puritans who dissented from the establishment, too strong to be suppressed altogether, having to continue their existence outside the national church rather than controlling it. [23]

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nonconformist

Divine right of kings 
https://www.britannica.com/topic/divine-right-of-kings
I have heard Pastors, as well as others, criticize King James for the Divine Right of Kings to Rule.  Today, this certainly seems outdated.  What these Pastors and others do not understand is that the Roman Catholic "church" wants to rule over all the Kingdoms of the world.  Indeed, the Roman Catholic "church" used Jesuits and Catholic "priests" to stir up the people against a King whom the Romans considered disobedient to the "Papacy, the "pope" of Rome".  Their satanic "priests" would "Preach" against the King, and the Jesuits would work behind the scenes seeking to either undermine or destroy the King by poison, by sword, or overthrow the King.  By doing this, the Jesuit and Roman "priests" would seek to turn the Roman Catholic and Protestant population of a nation against the King; this to push the nation into a potential civil war.  Other ways of dealing with these "wayward Kings" was to have specialist called in -- the Jesuits.  The Jesuit "priest" were experts in deception as well as using the assassin’s poison or sword.  Or, the Jesuit or Roman Catholic "priest" would call in their “fifth columns, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fifth_column” which allowed the "pope’s armies" to spring forth unbeknownst of the King.  This was exactly the problem that King James had since he was a Protestant King. The Roman Catholic Church wanted King James dead and replaced with a Catholic King or Queen that would submit themselves fully to the "pope" of Rome.  The Gun Powder Plot of 1605 was a Jesuit/ Roman Catholic plot to kill King James.  King James was considered a heretic King and worthy of assassination by Rome.  In England, Henry Garnet, one of the leading English Jesuits, was hanged for misprision of treason because of his knowledge of the Gunpowder Plot (1605). The Plot was the attempted assassination of King James I of England and VI of Scotland, his family, and most of the Protestant aristocracy in a single attack, by exploding the Houses of Parliament. 


The Pope considers himself the Vicar (Vicar meaning substitute or anti, www.alemattec.com/Man of Sin revealed . . . Vicar of Christ, Vicar of the Son of God, Vicarious Christi, antiChrist, 'pope' of Rome, the Papacy . . . .doc.  Vicar:  A person who acts in place of another; substitute.) of Christ on earth.  This means that the "pope" thinks he has all the power and authority of God on the Earth.  In other words, the "pope" thinks that he is the King of kings and Lord of lords and that all Kings must submit themselves to the Roman Catholic "church" and to its "pope" as the head of the Roman Catholic "church".  King James’ Divine Right of Kings was for Kings to rule their own Kingdom without submission to the papacy.  King James believed that a King was only accountable to God and to God's Law, and not to the "pope" of the Roman Catholic "church". 
Author Stephen Coston:

"With respect to the doctrine of the Divine Right of Kings, this doctrine was the principal force restraining the authority of the Popes in James’ time and thereafter…[W]ithout the doctrine of the Divine Right, Roman Catholicism would have dominated history well beyond its current employment in the Dark Ages. Furthermore, Divine Right made it possible for the Protestant Reformation in England to take place, mature and spread to the rest of the globe.
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Divine_right_of_kings#/media/File:JamesIEngland.jpg
The theory of divine right was developed by James VI of Scotland (1567–1625), and came to the fore in England under his reign as James I of England (1603–1625). Portrait attributed to John de Critz, c. 1605
Jesuits have been accused of using casuistry to obtain justifications for unjustifiable actions (cf. formulary controversy and Lettres Provinciales, by Blaise Pascal).[113] Hence, the Concise Oxford Dictionary of the English language lists the word equivocating, "Equivocating:  To use equivocal terms in order to deceive, mislead, hedge, etc.; be deliberately ambiguous.  To be deliberately ambiguous or unclear in order to mislead or withhold information.  To avoid making a clear statement by saying something that has more than one possible meaning.  To speak in a way that is intentionally not clear and confusing to other people, especially to hide the truth.  In logic, equivocation ('calling two different things by the same name') is an informal fallacy resulting from the use of a particular word/expression in multiple senses throughout an argument leading to a false conclusion." as a secondary denotation of the word Jesuit.  Merriam-Webster dictionary,  https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/Jesuit, defines Jesuit as, "One given to intrigue or equivocation."  Modern critics of the Society of Jesus, i.e.:  the Jesuits include Avro Manhattan, Alberto Rivera, and Malachi Martin, the latter being the author of The Jesuits: The Society of Jesus and the Betrayal of the Roman Catholic Church (1987).[114]
-- 
Paul (<:) Jesus first! 
www.Alemattec.com 
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