GETTING GOD’S WORD TO THE CHINESE PEOPLE

A Comparison of 1,123 Frequently Corrupted Passages
in 7 Chinese Versions and 2 English Versions
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- This chart shows the Percentage of Omission, Change and Addition in three Chinese versions
1) Morrison’s Version (9%, 20%, 6%)
2) The Peking Version (10%, 14%, 13%)
3) The Union Version (67%, 66%, 80%)



- You can clearly see that, though MV and PV do contain omissions, changes and additions, they are
much less frequent than even in “good” modern versions like the Union Version. The other modern
versions are as bad or worse.
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- Here are the total corruptions for the same three versions. You can see than omissions are the most
common type of corruption, followed by changes, and then by additions to the text.
- Here the totals for the Morrison Version are least than those of the Peking Version because only a little
over have of the checkpoints were looked at in MV (I only have Matt-Acts).

1) Morrison’s Version (41; 35; 2)

2) Peking Version (67; 48; 9)

3) Union Version (470; 232; 55)

OMMISSIONS

John 6:47

Authorized Version (1611)

“Verily, verily, | say unto you, He that believeth ON ME hath everlasting life.”
Peking Version (1872)

BIAEE IR, FERALAKAE,

(English Translation)

“I'truly tell you, he that believes ON ME has everlasting life.”

Union Version (1919)
WITAEER S IRIRAT, BRIAA KA,

(English Translation)

“I'truly, truly tell you, he that believes has everlasting life.”

- This verse very simply states that everlasting life is received through believing on the Lord Jesus
Christ. But the Union Version, and most other modern versions, omit the words “ON ME.”



- Without these words, the verse is meaningless at best, and heresy if taken literally. It is not
merely believing that saves the soul. It is believing on Jesus Christ that saves!

| Corinthians 6:20

Authorized Version (1611)
“For ye are bought with a price: therefore glorify God in your body,
and in your spirit, which are God's.”

Peking Version (1872)

KRR BN SR, SARAIMEM,

N7 24 DS (R RBRIR R,

(English Translation)

“For ye are bought with a great price. (Your) body and spirit belong to God, (therefore) glorify God in
(your) body and in (your) spirit.”

Union Version (1919)

KRR BNk, PTEL, BEEIR(IHI S 1 Lo,

(English Translation)

“For ye are bought with a great price. Therefore glorify God in your body.”

- The Bible tells our that our body AND OUR SPIRIT are God’s, therefore we are to glorify him in both
body and spirit.

- The Union Version, however, omits the truth that we are God'’s (both our body and our spirit), and that
we are to glorify him in our spirit also, not just in our body.

| John 5:7

Authorized Version (1611)
“For there are three that bear record in heaven, the Father,
the Word, and the Holy Ghost: and these three are one.”

Peking Version (1872)

AEXLELENE= BB 58 5XF > X=T18—-

(English Translation)

“In heaven there are three that bear record, the Father, and the Word, and the Holy Spirit, and these
three are one.”

Union Version (1919)
OMITTED

- This verse, without a doubt, is the clearest verse in the whole Bible in support of the doctrine of the
Trinity.

- The Union Version and ALL other modern Chinese Versions omit this verse though they split up verse 6
or verse 8 so that you won’t miss it.



- | am aware of the arguments against the verse’s inclusion, but | am also aware that God promised to
preserve his word, and he has done so in spite of Satan’s ceaseless attacks against it.

CHANGES
| John 2:28

Authorized Version (1611)
“And now, little children, abide in him; that, WHEN he shall appear,
we may have confidence, and not be ashamed before him at his coming.”

Peking Version (1872)

INFRT, ARATREY B EBES,  MLERATE (D B BR 2,
AIDAHARTCM, TEMRRIGAOIHEE, AN BAE L Ak,

(English Translation)

“Litte children, be united with the Lord, that, WHEN he shall appear,
we may be unafraid; and not be ashamed before him at his coming”

Union Version (1919)

INFATHE, PROTEFEAE T B, Xk, fthE I,

FeA 1B AT DA AR TEAE, 5 YRR,  FEM Al 2 R R,

(English Translation)

“Little children, abide in the Lord; that, IF he appear, we may be unafraid; and not be ashamed before
him at his coming.”

- This verse tells us that if we abide in Christ, we will have confidence WHEN he comes, affirming the
truth that HE IS coming back.

- However, the Union Version changes “when” to “if”, does more damage than a omission would have,
for it not only does not confirm the fact that Christ is coming back to earth, but it also calls this whole
matter into question (“He may come or he may not come”).

Luke 2:33

Authorized Version (1611)
“And Joseph and his mother marvelled at those things
which were spoken of him.”

Peking Version (1872)

LY ERAD REE,  WT XS, sbiEst.

(English Translation)

“Joseph and Jesus’ mother, when they heard that, marvelled.”

Union Version (1919)

T SRR 1 HI R 15 3ok A 77

(English Translation)

“The child’s parents were amazed at those things spoken by Jesus”



- The Holy Spirit in the word of God never called Joseph the father of Jesus (though some people
mistakenly did). When the Lord is speaking through one of the human authors of Scripture, he always
calls Joseph, Joseph.

- But here in the Union Version ‘Joseph and his mother’ is changed to ‘the child’s parents.” These
changes are blasphemous in that they deny the virgin birth of Christ, calling Joseph Jesus’ father.

- Other people in the Scriptures incorrectly call Joseph Jesus’ father (Luke 2:48; John 6:42), but these two
verses (Luke 2:33; 2:43) are the direct comments of the Holy Spirit speaking through Luke.

ADDITIONS
| Peter 2:2

Authorized Version (1611)
“As newborn babes, desire the sincere milk of the word,
that ye may grow thereby:”

Peking Version (1872)

B e nEH, BRI B E LR, AT A YRS,
(English Translation)

“Desire the pure word, as newborn babes desire milk,

that (ye) may grow.”

Union Version (1919)

kB TR A A Ry, 8 R B R — A,
MLRATR B, RABUIS R

(English Translation)

“Desire that pure spiritual milk, as newborn babes desire milk,
that ye may grow, and be saved.”

- Believers in Christ grow though taking in the milk of the word after salvation. One must first have
spiritual birth before he can grow and be nourished by the milk of the word of God.

- The addition of ‘and be saved’ implies — especially in Chinese, that salvation is the end result of
growing up to salvation. This promotes the heretical doctrine that suggests that salvation is attained
through one’s own efforts, or that one is saved by something other than believing on the Lord Jesus
Christ

CORRUPT READINGS

John 18:36

Authorized Version (1611)

“Jesus answered, My kingdom is not of this world: if my kingdom were of this world, then would my
servants fight, that | should not be delivered to the Jews: but NOW is my kingdom not from hence.”
Peking Version (1872)

HRERE . FRAGEA R LRO[E, FeayERE & it EAE |
e R0 E R AV ES 4 S AR 2 28 7)1 NN



REZEMETZXH EFIE.

(English Translation)

“Jesus said, My kingdom is not of this world. If my kingdom were of this world, my servants would fight
for me, to keep me from being sold to the Jews, but my kingdom is not of this world.”

- An example of a corrupt reading is found in John 18:36, where the word “now” has been omitted

- The word ‘now’ indicates that Christ’s kingdom was not of the world at that time, but some day it
would be (See Rev. 2:26, 27 and 20:4-6). This rendering supports the a-millennial heresy, which denies
the literal 1000-year reign of Christ on earth.

James 5:16a

Authorized Version (1611)
“Confess your faults one to another, and pray one for another,
that ye may be healed.”

Peking Version (1872)
IRATREAR M AR, AT,

XFE, IRATEE AT LIS,

(English Translation)

“Confess your sins one to another, pray for one another;
that ye may be healed.”

- A third textual corruption in the Peking Version is in James 5:16, where the phrase “Confess you faults
one to anotther” is changed to “confess your sins one to another”.

- The corrupt reading here (‘sins’ instead of ‘faults’) supports the Catholic heresy of confessing one’s sins
to a priest.

Fortunately, these are very few of this type of textual corruptions in the Peking Versions. The examples
that | have given you are the worst.

MISTRANSLATIONS

- Not only are we correcting corrupt readings, we are also retranslating mistranslated words and verses.
- The Peking version contains a small number of mistranslations, as does the Union Version and other
modern Chinese versions. These mistranslations are cases where, for one reason or another, the text of
the Scriptures is rendered incorrectly into Chinese. These are linguistic (translational) problems rather
than textual problems.

John 2:4

Authorized Version (1611)

“Jesus saith unto her, Woman, what have | to do with thee?

mine hour is not yet come.”

Peking Version (1611)

iy, B3E. FGARMIT, FRAYRHE L% A2,

(English Translation)

“Jesus said, Mother, what have | to do with thee? My time is not yet come.”



John 19:26

Authorized Version (1611)

“When Jesus therefore saw his mother, and the disciple standing by, whom he loved, he saith unto his
mother, Woman, behold thy son!”

Peking Version (1611)

HRERE LA A REE . RN AT Z RO R — AN TAESEAE AR L

SENTHLREE W, BER. 2ORIRAYIL T

“Jesus saw his mother, and the disciple that he loved standing there,

and said to his mother, Mother, this is your son.”

- Without any textual basis, the Peking Version, as do many other modern versions, changes the word
“Woman” to “Mother” in John 2:4 and 19:26.

- The Bible never once records Jesus calling Mary “Mother”. He always refers to her as “Woman”. That
is, he never emphasized Mary’s role as his mother, in fact he often de-emphasized it. On the other hand,
Catholics call Mary “the Mother of God”.

Il Corinthians 5:21

Authorized Version (1611)
“For he hath made him to be sin for us, who knew no sin; that we might be made the righteousness of
God in him.”

Peking Version (1611)

FRULIRTEIRRY, A IET SA,

EFATFEM, TERRERTFR A A,

(English Translation)

“God made the sinless one, to be a sinner for us,

that we through him, might be made righteous before God.”

- In Il Cor. 5:21, the Peking Versions translates “made him to be sin for us” as “made...to be a sinner for
us”. How this error was made, | don’t know. | only know that it most definitely needs correction.

Il Corinthians 12:9a

Authorized Version (1611)
“And he said unto me, My grace is sufficient for thee:
for my strength is made perfect in weakness. ”

Peking Version (1872)

Tl HRIGIREE ST,

K9 Feruee ), ENEES Bk B0,

(English Translation)

“The Lord said to me, | have given you enough grace,
for my strength, is manifested in man’s weakness.”



-In 1l Cor. 12:9, the Chinese rendering, “I have given you enough grace” leaves the reader with the
impression that God is through giving grace to Paul. God has given ENOUGH grace!

- These are some of the
mistranslations relating

major mistranslations in the Peking version. It also contains some more minor
to verb tense or clause relationship. However, these examples should suffice to

help you see that some problems do exist.
UNCLEAR RENDERINGS
John 1:18

Authorized Version (1611)
“No man hath seen God at any time; the only begotten Son,
which is in the bosom of the Father, he hath declared him.”

Peking Version (1872)

A NF I, DA TP R AR Pt 2 B R,
(English Translation)

“God, no man hath seen, only the only begotten Son,

which is the in bosom of the Father, hath declared him.”

- The past rendering “No man hath seen God” as “God no man hath seen” may have been acceptable,

but now it is confusing and incorrect.

Authorized Version (1611)

John 8:3 “...and when they had set her in the midst...”
John 8:7 “...let him first cast a stone at her.”

John 8:10 “...he said unto her...”

John 8:11 “She said, No man, Lord.”

Peking Version (1872)

John 8:3 IR | NATEET

“...made him stand in the midst...”
John 8:7 L AT LS A Skt

“...he can cast the first stone at him ...”
John 8:10 sk ] 4t 150

“...and said unto him...”
John 8:11 i, FT, BA,

“He said, No, Lord.”

When the Peking Version was translated, there was one character was used for the third person singular

pronoun. It could mean

“he” or “she”. However, in modern Mandarin, the old character is used for “he”

and a new character is used for “she”. So a modern Chinese person reading the Peking Version as it
stands, would mistakenly understand the old character to be “he” every time.This would make John 8:1-
11 quite confusing to him.



John 11:9a

Authorized Version (1611)
“Jesus answered, Are there not twelve hours in the day?”

Peking Version (1872)

HRERIEIE 5, H B AR RAARTRRL

(English Translation)

“Jesus answered, Are there not six shichen in the day?”
(Shichen is a Chinese unit of time equivalent to two hours.)

- In this verse, the translators of the Peking Version used a cultural equivalent term for “hour” rather
than a literal translation. This term shichen actually means “two hours”, so they also had to change
“twelve” to “six”. On top of that, there was no reason to change the text, especially since it is perfectly
possible to literally translate “12 hours” into Chinese.

- In addition, the term shichen is rarely used anymore, and to use it would give the reader the idea that
the speaker, Jesus Christ, was Chinese not Jewish.



