A Textual Commentary

on the

Greek Gospels

Vol. 2b
The various endings of Mk

BY
WIELAND WILLKER

dqh

A
-

-

Bremen, online published
6" edition 2009

© all rights reserved



Contents:

The MANUSCript EVIdENCE...........coeieieiieece st ses 3
Discussion of the external evidence ............c.ocoeveeiieieicieeeeeee s 4
Introductory comments in the manusCripts.........oooiieeeieccceeeeee e, 6
Church fathers evidence.............iiceeeice et ssaes 8
Arguable evidence from the fathers ... 12
CaN @ DOOK ENA WITHI YOP? <.ttt et et e e eee st e e eaeeeene 14
GeNeral DiSCUSSION .......cueieiiieieiceei ettt 14
IMPOrtant lIiT@rature ..o 16
Other various Terature: ... 17
The SNOrT @NAING ...ttt see 18
TRE 1ONG @NAING ..ottt bbb aee 21

TRE Freer-LOogioN ...ttt bbb 28



The manuscript evidence

NA*" Mark 16:8
\ b ~ b4 b \ ~ ’ 0l \ b \ /4
kol €€eABolonl épuyor amo ToD Wrmuelov, €lyey yop OTOG TPOUOG
Kol €KOTaOLG Kol 00devl obder elmov: épopodvto yap T .
a) No ending: 01, B, Sy-S, sa™, armmss45% geo?, Eus™*, Hier™*

b) long ending with obeli/intro: f1, 22, pc'2, arm™s1%%

c) some other comment: al®®
d) only the short ending: k
e) only long ending: A C D, G, A, 0, %, 0211, f13, 33, Maj, Lat, Sy-

C?, Sy-P, Sy-H, bo, arm™s*%%  goth, Eus™*, Bois
f) expanded long ending: W, Hier™*

g) first short then long ending: L, ¥, 083, 099, 274™, 579, L1602, Sy-H™, sa,
bo™, aeth™*

h) first long then short ending: none !

Sy-C: begins only with verse 17. Thus it is not clear if the short ending was
originally present.
B: no umlaut



Discussion of the external evidence

No ending:
2386 does not contain any ending. It ends on the last line of the last page with

€poPodvto yap, but an analysis of the actual MS reveals that the last page is
missing, probably forn out to get a painting from the beginning of Lk (Aland).
The same thing with 1420. Here two pages are missing as can be seen from the
chapter numbering.

Regarding 304:

304 is noted in NA as witness for having no ending.

Maurice Robinson has examined a microfilm of the end of the manuscript,
however, and offers these observations:

"The primary matter [in 304] is the commentary. The gospel text is merely
interspersed between the blocks of commentary material, and should not be
considered the same as a 'normal’ continuous-text MS. Also, it is often very
difficult to discern the text in contrast to the comments....

Following Y&p at the close of 16:8, the MS has a mark like a filled-in 'o,’
followed by many pages of commentary, all of which summarize the endings of
the other gospels and even quote portions of them.

Following this, the commentary then begins to summarize the €tepov &¢ Ta.
Tope ToD Mapkov, presumably to cover the non-duplicated portions germane
to that gospel in contrast to the others. There remain quotes and references to
the other gospels in regard tfo Mary Magdalene, Peter, Galilee, the fear of the
women, etc. But at this point the commentary abruptly ends, without completing
the remainder of the narrative or the parallels. I suspect that the commentary
(which contains only Mt and Mk) originally continued the discussion and that a
final page or pages at the end of this volume likely were lost.... I would suggest
that MS 304 should not be claimed as a withess to the shortest ending...."

Codex a:

CH Turner (JTS 29, 1927-28, 16-18) analyzed Codex a (Vercellensis, 4™ CE) and
found the following evidence: The text of the MS ends on f632b with Mk 15:5
(Pilatus autem), then four pages are forn away, after that one page has been
added (f633) with the Vulgate text of Mk 16:7-20 added by a later hand. Turner
now concluded that on the torn away pages the text of Mk 15:5 - 16:7 was
originally present. Then the last page got lost and had been replaced by the
Vulgate text. If only one more page was originally present after the four torn
away pages then one must conclude that either no ending or the short ending
was present originally. The one last page is not sufficient to take the long
ending.



Codex Sinaiticus 01
The text now in Sinaiticus is on a cancel sheet (= one bifolium, 4 pages) in the
center of quire 76. It covers Mk 14:54 - 16:8 and then the beginning of Lk 1:1-

56, written by scribe D.
The two other replacement sheets are: Mt 16:9-18:12+Mt 24:36-25:21 and 1.Th 2:14-5:28+Heb

4:16-8:1. The rest of the NT is written by scribe A.

From the space it appears probable that scribe A committed some extensive
blunder, perhaps a dittography in the ending of Mk or an omission in the
beginning of Lk. Scribe D tries to space out the end of Mark so as to run over
into the next column.

An obvious question would be if not originally Mk 16:9-20 were present? But
even if one is compressing the text, the space is not sufficient to include the
longer ending. This means that it is practically certain that the reason for the
cancel sheet was NOT to remove the longer ending from the text.

Additionally it has been proposed by Tischendorf that scribe B of Vaticanus
(who wrote the NT in Vaticanus) is identical with scribe D in Sinaiticus.
Subsequent analysis by Skeat and others have ruled out this possibility. If at all,
more agreement is with scribe A of Vaticanus.

See Milne/Skeat "Scribes and Correctors .." pages 9-11 and 89-90.

Compare also: D. Jongkind "Scribal Habits of Codex Sinaiticus", 2007, p. 45-6.

Codex Vaticanus 03

A the end of Mk a full column is left blank. This is unique in the codex. Only
between the OT and the NT two columns are left blank, too. Elsewhere a new
book always starts on the next column.

It has been suggested that this means the scribe knew of the longer endings
perhaps, and left room for some text. Maybe, we just don't know.

The space is nhot sufficient to cover the long ending.




Introductory comments in the manuscripts

1. to the short ending:

L, Sy-H™:  depetol TOU KoL TOUTO (TOL here "somewhere", enclitic adverb)
099,sa-ms: Ev tLow aviLypadwy toute depetal

L1602: Ev aAloig avtiypadolg ovk eypade touta

2. to the long ending:

199 (in the margin): €V TLOL TWV oVILYPUPWY OL KELTEL TOUTO OAA
€evTaulo KoTOTOVEL

20, 215: evTeVBeY €WC TOU TEAOC €V TLOL TWV oVTLYPod®V OL KELTHL®
€V 0€ TOLG OPYOLOLG TOVTO OTOPOAELTTO KELTOL

f1 (1, 205, 209, 1582): €V TLOL WEV TWV AVILYPUPWY €WC WOE TANPOLTHL
0 EVNYYEALOTNG' €WC 0L Kol €VoePLOG O ToUPLAOL €KAVOVLOEV® €V
TOAAOLC O€ KL TOUTO (PEPETOL

15, 22, 1110, 1192, 1210: €V TLOL TWV oVTLYPAPWY €WC WOE TAMPOULTHL O
EVNYYEALOTNG €V TOAAOLC O€ KoL TOLTH PEPETOL

L, ¥, 083,099, L1602, sa™*, bo™*: KoTLv 8€ koL TouTor PepopeEVe ETE TO
edofourto yop

138, 264, 1221, 2346, 2812: inserted obeli to separate the passage

A _comment by Victor of Antioch (5™ CE) have at least 59 commentary
manuscripts:

ToPe TAELOTOLG OVTLYPAPOLG OU KELVTHL TOUTK €TMLPEPOUEVN €V TW
KOTOL JLOPKOV €LY YEALW, WG VOBK VOULOVTEG 0LUTO TLVEG ELVOL® MUELG
de €€ akpLpwv avTLYpadWV WG €V TAELOTOLE €VPOVTEC KUTE KOTK TO
TOACLOTLVOLOY €VXYYEALOV UOPKOU, WG €YEL 1M aANBeLn OLVTEDELKOLEY,
KL TNV €V oUTw €TLPEPOUEVNY OECTOTLKNY QVNOTHOLY [ETE TO
edofouvto yap.

in: 36, 37, 40, 63, 108, 129, 137, 138, 146, 186, 195, 210, 222, 233, 237, 238,
259, 299, 329, 353, 374, 377, 391, 549, 746, 747, 754, 800, 861, 978, 989,
1230, 1253, 1392, 1570, 2381, 2482, 2539, 2579 (from Aland "Schluss")

The short ending after the long:

This arrangement does not exist in the MSS tfradition. The universal order
short-long is one of Aland's main arguments for the priority of the short ending
over the long.

274 is sometimes noted as having the short ending after the long. The evidence
is presented in Metzger's "Text of the NT", plate XI. The short ending is added




in the bottom margin. An insertion sign can be seen on the left side of the line
where the long ending begins. Thus it is clear that also here the short ending is
intended to stand before the long one.

The two lectionaries noted in the UBS GNT 2™ edition also do not have this
order. L961 does note contain the ending of the Gospel of Mk and L1602 has the
normal order short-long (according to Aland).

The Armenian version:
Compare: EC Colwell "Mk 16:9-20 in the Armenian Version",
JBL 56 (1937) 369-386
Two MSS have the long ending after John! One has it by a later hand after LK
One has the longer ending after Mk, but the shorter ending after Lk!
He notes that those MSS without the ending belong to the early period.




Church fathers evidence

Irenaeus (later 2™ CE), the earliest clear reference, wrote (Adversus
Haeresies, Book 3, 10:5-6):
"In fine autem euangelii ait Marcus: Et quidem Dominus Jesus, posteaquam

locutus est eis, receptus est in caelos, et sedit ad dexteram Dei."
"Also, towards the conclusion of his Gospel, Mark says: So then, after the Lord Jesus had
spoken to them, he was received up into heaven, and sits on the right hand of God."

This is a direct quotation of Mk 16:19.

Diatessaron, Tatian (late 2™ CE)

Most scholars accept the incorporation of the longer ending into the
Diatessaron in some way. But our knowledge of the contents of the original
Diatessaron is limited. The evidence regarding the incorporation of Mk 16:9-20
in the Diatessaron is contradictory and may indicate that perhaps the passage
was woven in only later in different ways.

Clement (ca. 200 CE) and Origen (early 3" CE) nowhere cite anything from the
Markan endings (argument from silence). Also silent are: Cyprian (early 3™ CE),
Athanasius of Alexandria, Basil of Caesarea, Cyril of Jerusalem, Gregory of
Nazianzus, Gregory of Nyssa (all 4™ CE) and Cyril of Alexandria (5™ CE).

Eusebius (early 4™ CE, Ad Marinum qu. 1):

A very important note is that of Eusebius in a writing called "Ad Marinum". It is
possible that this writing represents a part of Eusebius’ lost work "On the
inconsistencies of the Gospels" (De Evangeliorum Diaphonia). The first question
here addressed is, why did Jesus appear in Matthew's account "late on the
Sabbath", but in Mark (16:9) "early on the first day of the week"? In his answer
Eusebius writes:

‘O uev yop (10 kepodotor adto) tTHY ToDTO POOKOLOKY TEPLKOTTY
a0eT@V, €lmoL Av pn €v amuoly adTNY pépeodul Tolc avTLypadoLe Tod
kot Mapkov €boyyedlov: To yodv akpLpf] TOV avtLypadwy TO TEAOG
TepLypadel The kot Tov Mapkov Lotoplag €v Toi¢ AOYoLG ..

'Ev 100tw [i.e. 16:8] yop ox€dOV ("almost”) €V QmMaoL TOLG GVTLYPUDOLE
t0D0 kote Mapkov EdayyeAlov TepLyéypamtal TO T€AOC. T 8¢ €Efic
OTUVLWE €V TLOLY &AL’ ODK €V TAOL (pepopeV TEPLTTO AV €Ln, Kol
HOALOTe €lTep  €xoLer GuTLAoylay Tf TOV AOLTOV  €URyYEALOTOV
nopTuple: TodToe pEV olr €lmoL AV TLC ToPELTOUMEVOC Kol ToVTY)
AUULPDY TEPLTTOV EPWTTULL.




“For, on the one hand, the one who rejects the passage itself, [namely] the pericope which
says this, might say that it does not appear in all the copies of the Gospel according to
Mark. At any rate, the accurate ones of the copies define the end of the history
according to Mark with the words ... [Mk 16:8]."

“For in this way the ending of the Gospel according to Mark is defined in _nearly all the
copies. The things that follow, seldom [and] in_some but not in all [of the copies], may be
spurious, and especially since it implies a contradiction to the testimony of the rest of the
evangelists. These things therefore someone might say in avoiding and completely do away
with a superfluous question."

One has conjectured that the above twofold solution goes back to Origen. W.
Farrer writes (The Last 12 Verses): "The twofold solution is Origenic in any
case, and that it originates with Origen is not unlikely."

Eusebius’ Canon system:

Eusebius is witnessing in another way to the ending of Mk at 16:8. The last
section in Mk to be included in his Canons is no. 233, which refers to Mk 16:8.
This section has parallels to Mt and Lk and therefore is found in Canon IT.

Aphraates (4™ CE):

In a homily called "Demonstration One: Of Faith" he wrote:
"And again when our Lord gave the sacrament of baptism fo his apostles, he
said thus to them: 'Whosoever believes and is baptized shall live, and
whosoever believes not shall be condemned', and at the end of the same
paragraph, again he said thus: 'This shall be the sign for those that believe;
they shall speak with new tongues and shall cast out demons, and they shall
lay their hands on the sick and they shall be made whole." "

Aphraates is a known user of the Diatessaron, but whatever his source here is,

it is clearly taken from Mk 16:16-18:

Mark 16:16 The one who believes and is baptized will be saved; but the one who does not
believe will be condemned. 17 And these signs will accompany those who believe: by using my
name they will cast out demons; they will speak in new tongues; 18 they will pick up snakes in
their hands," and if they drink any deadly thing, it will not hurt them; they will lay their hands on
the sick, and they will recover."

Ambrose (4™ CE)

Ambrose quotes from the Longer Ending several times, e.g.
"He says, 'In my name they shall cast out devils, they shall speak in new
tongues, they shall take up serpents, and if they drink any deadly thing, it
shall not hurt them." " - The Prayer of Job and David 4:1:4
"He gave all gifts to His disciples, of whom He said: 'In My name they shall
cast out devils; they shall speak with new tongues; they shall take up
serpents; and if they shall drink any deadly thing it shall not hurt them;




they shall lay hands on the sick, and they shall do well." " - Concerning
Repentance, I:8 (section 35)

Mark 16:15-18 - Of the Holy Spirit II:13 (sect. 151), without “And in their hands.”

Jerome (around 400 CE):

He writes in the epistle 120,3 ad Hedybiam:
"Cuius quaestionis duplex solutio est. aut enim non recipimus Marci
testimonium, quod in raris fertur euangeliis omnibus Graeciae libris paene
hoc capitulum [16:9-20] in fine non habentibus, praesertim cum diuersa
atque contraria euangelistis certis narrare uideatur .."
"Of which question the solution is twofold. For either we do not receive the testimony of
Mark, which is extant in rare gospels, almost all of the Greek books not having this chapter

at the end, especially since it seems to narrate things different and contrary to certain
evangelists .."
Jerome seems to be dependent on the above Ad Marinum here.
But Jerome knew the Longer Ending since he incorporated it into his Vulgate. He
even knew the Freer Logion (see below)! As Kelhoffer points out, this says
nothing about Jerome's own view of the Longer Ending, for Jerome translated
also books like Judith and Tobit under protest.
Augustinus (around 400 CE):
In his "The Harmony of the Gospels", book 3, ch. 24-25, Augustinus quotes all of
Mk 16:9-20 and is discussing it. After that he is discussing the Emmaus story.
He writes:
"The latter evangelist [Mark] reports the same incident in these concise terms: ‘And after that
He appeared in another form unto two of them, as they walked and went to a country-seat.’
For it is not unreasonable for us to suppose that the place of residence referred to may also
have been styled a country-seat; just as Bethlehem itself, which formerly was called a city, is
even at the present time also named a village, although its honor has now been made so much the
greater since the name of this Lord, who was born in it, has been proclaimed so extensively
throughout the Churches of all nations. In the Greek codices, indeed, the reading which we
discover is rather estate than country-seat. But that term was employed not only of residences,

but also of free towns and colonies beyond the city, which is the head and mother of the rest,
and is therefore called the metropolis."

It thus appears that the Longer Ending was known to Augustine not only from
the Latin, but also from Greek codices.

Hesychius (early 5th CE):

Hesychius is another important witness to the short ending, independent of
Eusebius (see Kelhoffer). He writes in "Collectio Difficultatum et Solutionum",
question 52:

ALopopwg yop TPOG TO WUVNUK OPOLOVONLG, OV TOLC GUTKLG YUVOLELY,
aAdo TOTE pev duoLy €€ auTwy, TOTE O€ HLK €TEPN TOP OUTOGC
TUYYOVOUOT), TOTE O€ oAAxLG, OLPOPwWE KoL O KUPLOG €dorm, WV TN




Lev w¢ ooBeveatepa, TN O€ WG TEAELOTEPN TUYXKVOUOT: KUTOAANAWG
ELETPEL TOV €QUTOL €UdaVvLopor o0 KupLog. 08ev Maopkog pev ey

ETLTOUW TO LEYPL TOL €VOG AYYEAOL OLEABWV, TOV AOYOV KOTETOLUOEV.

“For [he appeared] to different women who had run to the tomb, not to the same women,
but now to two from among them, and then to the other one who happened to be with
them, and then to others, and differently did the Lord appear, to one of which who was
weaker, and to another who happened to be more perfect. The Lord measured out his own
appearance appropriately. Whence Mark having gone through in brief the things until the
one angel, the word ceased."

Victor of Antioch (5th CE):

Victor wrote a commentary on the Gospel of Mark. The comment below deals

with the Longer Ending. Unfortunately this comment suffers from many textual

variations and it isn't even extant in all copies. First Victor is citing from

Eusebius Ad Marinum. Then he writes:
Ev 6e kor to- Avaoteg de mpwil mpwtn oceffatov epavn Tpwtov
Mapiee ™ MaydoeAnvn, koL to €N eTLPepoueve €V TW KoTo
Mopkor evayyeiLw, Tope TAELOTOLG OVTLYPNPOLG OV KELVTHL, WG
voBoe  VOULOOVTEG QUTO  TLVEC €Lval. MUeELG O€, €&  akpLBwv
QVTLYpoUPWY WG €V TAELOTOLG €UPOVTEC  OUTO  KOTK  TO
[MoAorotivaior  evayyeAltov  Mapkov, wg exer 1mn  aAndela,
ovvtebeLkofle.

But even if the [words]: And having arisen early on the first day of the week he appeared
first to Mary Magdalene, as well as the things that are extant in the following in the gospel
according to Mark, do not stand alongside most copies, so that certain ones reckon them
to be illegitimate, but we, finding them as in most of those from the accurate copies in
accordance with the Palestinian gospel of Mark, have placed them fogether [with the rest
of the gospel] as the truth holds.

This comment, which also appears in many minuscules, shows that the author has
added the longer ending to copies that previously had not contained it.

Severus of Antioch (1 ca. 520 CE):
He writes in his homily 77:
Ev pev ouvv rtoiwg akplPeoteporg avtiypadolrg to kot Maopkov
evoyyeALov pexpl tou- EdoPouvto yap, €xeL to TEAoG. €V de TLOL
TPOOKELTOL KoL Toute- Avootag 0€ Tpwl Tpwtn ooPPetov edovm
mpwtor Moaplo tn Moayodainvn ad ng ekPePAnker emto dotpovia.
“In the more accurate copies, therefore, the gospel according to Mark has the end until
the [statement]: For they were afraid. But in _some (copies) these things, too, stand in

addition: And having arisen early on the first day of the week he appeared first to Mary
Magdalene, from whom he had cast out seven demons."




Theophylactus of Ochrida (11™ CE):

He writes in Enarratio in Evangelium Marci, Note 90:

daoL TLvee TV €Enyntwy evtoube oupTAnpouvcbul To kot Maopkov
EVOLYYEALOV, T O€ €PeEng TPOOONKNY €ELVHL WETHYEVEOTEPKY. XPT O€
KoL TELTMV €PUNVEVONL, EOEV TN ANOELn AVUOLVOUEVOLG.

"Some of the interpreters say that the Gospel according to Mark is finished here [i.e. at
16:8], and that the words that follow are a subsequent addition. It is necessary to
interpret this passage [i.e. 16:9-20] without doing any harm to the truth."

Arguable evidence from the fathers

Papias (early 2" CE) records an event about Justus Barsabbas (preserved by
Eusebius (Eccl. Hist. 3.39.9):
Kol TeALY  etepov  mapadotov mepl lovoTtov Tov  emkAnOevto
BoapoofBov yeyovog, w¢ SMANTNPLOY EPUKKOV €UTLOVTOC KOl
UNdeV andec OLoe TNV TOUL KUPLOU XOPLY UTOUELVAVTOG.
“For he recounts a resurrection from the dead in his time, and yet another paradox about
Justus who was surnamed Barsabbas, as having drunk a deadly poison and yet, through the
grace of the Lord, suffered no harm."
Compare Mark 16:18 "they will pick up snakes in their hands, and if they drink any
deadly thing, it will not hurt them; they will lay their hands on the sick, and they will
recover."
Philip of Side, in about 435, echoed Eusebius, but he included details which
Eusebius did not mention:
[Mamieg O  elpnuévog  LoTopnoer ¢  TapoAefwr  4md  TOV
Ouyatepdr dLaLTmov 0t Bopoopfug 0 kol Iovotog dokiueoperog
UTO TV &TloTwy LoV &xLdvne mlwr év ovduatt tod XpLotod
ameTne SLepuiayom.
“The aforesaid Papias recorded, on the authority of the daughters of Philip, that
Barsabbas, who was also called Justus, drank the poison of a snake in the name of Christ
when put to the test by the unbelievers and was protected from all harm. He also records

other amazing things, in particular one about Manaim's mother, who was raised from the
dead."

It is possible that "drank the poison of a snake in the name of Christ" might be
an allusion o Mk 16:17-18:

17 ... by using my name ... 18 they will pick up snakes in their hands, and if they
drink any deadly thing, it will not hurt them;

But it also can be completely independent. There is no connection to the Gospel
of Mk.



Justin Martyr (2" CE) wrote in his Apology 1.45:

Aoyou tod Loyupod ov &mo Iepovoainu

ol &mootoloL a0TOD €EeABovTec movToryoD EENPULENY

"...of the strong word which his apostles, having gone out away from Jerusalem, preached everywhere."

Mk 16:20 ékelvoL 8¢ €EeABdvtec eknputar movtoyol,

It is possible that Justin is quoting from Mk, but it is not certain. Justin had
probably much catechetical material at his disposal. Also extracanonical texts
(remember the fire on the Jordan in Mt 3:15 etc.). Perhaps one of these texts
contained the phrase. Perhaps from this text the long ending was composed?
Who knows?

Tertullian (ca. 200 CE)
There are a few possible allusions to the Longer Ending, but not clear.

Hippolytus (early 3rd CE)
In a work called "Apostolic Tradition", which is often assigned to Hippolytus, a
student of Irenaeus, it is written:

“The faithful shall be careful fo partake of the Eucharist before eating anything else. For

if they eat with faith, even though some deadly poison is given to them, after this it
will not be able to harm them."

This is doubtful evidence. Perhaps this is connected to Mk 16:18 ("drink any
deadly thing, it will not hurt them"), but this is not clear.

Vincentius of Thibaris (3rd CE):
At the Seventh Council of Carthage in A.D. 256 Vincentius made the following
statement:
"Ite, in nomine meo manum imponite, daemonia expellite."
Go, in my name lay on hands, expel demons.

The closest parallel to this is:
Mark 16:15 And he said to them, "Go into all the world ... 17 ... by using my name they will cast out
demons; ...18 ...they will lay their hands on the sick ..."

It is certainly possible that this is an allusion to the Long Ending, but it is not
sure.

Overall it appears that the longer ending is known (and approved) in the West
from early on (possibly already by Justin and Tatian, clearly by Irenaeus, ..) The
long ending is either unknown or treated as suspect in the East.



Can a book end with yop?

It is possible, but very rare. An aggravating factor is that the book not only
ends with yop, but with €époPodrto yap! Can the "Good News" end with "and
they were afraid"? Hardly.

Compare:

PW van der Horst "Can a book end with yap? A Note on Mk 16:8." JTS 23
(1972) 121-124
Kelly R. Iverson, "A Further Word on Final Gar" ¢BQ (2005)

General Discussion

Please note that the individual endings are discussed in detail below!

The current majority view along the Aland-Metzger lines argues like this:

1.

The earliest evidence for the ending with €pofolyrto yop are the Gospels
of Mt and Lk. Both follow Mk up to that point. After it they depart in very
different ways. Attempts have been made to extract an ending (e.g. Mt 28:9-
10 + possibly 16-20), but these did not gain acceptance.

. Comments from church fathers and inftroductory comments in the

manuscripts indicate that many manuscripts ended with €pofodrto yap in
earlier times.

. The origin of the shorter ending is only understandable, if the composer did

not know the longer ending.

That the shorter ending always comes before the long one, seems to indicate
a high respect (or a strong authority) for it. It is probable therefore that it
is older than the long one.

The evidence indicates the existence of the long ending in the second half of
the 2" CE. So, probably also the short ending is as old as this.

We can only conclude that we don't know what exactly happened. It is probably
safe to say that Mark did not want his Gospel to end with épofodrto yap.
Either the true ending was lost very early for whatever reason, or Mark left it
unfinished, perhaps due to severe persecutions. W. Farrer writes: "It may be
doubted, however, whether the present known evidence will ever justify
categorical judgments on this classical problem of New Testament research."
The additions of the various endings show that the inappropriateness of the
Gospel closure with €poBolvTo yop was felt from early on.



Since the fwo existing endings are independent of one another, it is probable
that non has come across the other. This then means that both had a text that
originally ended with épofolyto yop.

Are the endings canonical?

This is a very difficult question. The NT canon consolidated only in the 5™ CE.
Perhaps one should add the Longer Ending to the outer circle of the canon (like
Hebrews, James, 2. Peter, Jude and Revelation). The canon of the NT is a
complex thing. Ultimately textual criticism cannot answer this question.

Textual criticism can only conclude that what we have with the short and long
endings are secondary additions, added at a later stage to the Gospel of Mk. But
at what stage and by whom we do not know.

Bruce Metzger in his "Canon of the NT" accepts all readings under the
‘canonical’ category that "emerged during the course of the transmission of the
NT documents while apostolic tradition was still a living entity". He concludes
then that the endings of Mark fit this description and should be considered
canonical.

Abbé Martin suggested 1884 (Introduction a la critique textuelle) that the next
ecumenical council should decide this question accordingly.

More discussion below!
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TVU 1
Minority reading:

The short ending

TVt &€ TO  ToPMyYeAu€ve  Toi¢ Tepl  tov  II€Tpov  ouVTOMWC
eENyyetlav. Meto 8¢ todtae kol a0tog 0 ‘Inoode T AmO GVaTOARC
kel dypL SUoewg EEaméotelder 6L adT@Y TO Lepov kol adpBupTov
KNPLYMe The alwviov owtnplag. Gunv.

"But they reported briefly to Peter and those with him all that they had been told. And after

these things Jesus himself sent out through them, from east to west, the sacred and
imperishable proclamation of eternal salvation."

Support: L, 'Y, 083,099, 274™, 579, L1602, k, Sy-H™, sa™*, bo™*, aeth™*
Except for k, all these MSS add the longer ending after the short.

T &porn ¥, L1602, k
ebovn odtolc 099, sa™*, bo™S, aeth™*
txt L, 083, 274™, arm™

k, after €KOTOOLC, omitting verse 8b:

"Omnia autem quaecumque praecepta erant et (eis?) qui cum puero (Petro?) erant
breviter exposuerunt. Post haec et ipse Iesus adparuit, et (eis?) ab orientem
usque, usque in orientem (occidenteml!), misit per illos sanctam et incorruptam
praedicationis (praedicationem!) salutis aeternae, Amen."

Etchmiadzin #303: In "Mark 16:9-20 in the Armenian Version" (JBL 56, 1937, p.
369-386) E.C. Colwell mentions an Armenian MS at Etchmiadzin which contains
Mark 16:9-20 at the end of Mark, and the Short Ending at the end of Luke! The
short ending reads:
"And it all in summary they related fo those who were with Peter. After
that Jesus himself, from the Orient to the setting of the sun, sent
[them] forth. And he placed in their hands the divine, imperishable
preaching for the eternal salvation of all creatures eternally. Amen."
Jim Snapp on the TC list (1°" April 2003):

"The Armenian E-303 text (which is placed at the end of Luke) agrees with 099 and some Coptic mss.
in the inclusion of 'of the sun'.

E-303 disagrees with it-k and Psi and 1-1602 (and agrees with 274™9) by not including anything explicit
about Jesus' appearance to the disciples. (Thus, it seems, E-303 has the shorter and more difficult
variant.)

E-303 also features, in its rendering of the Short Ending, the phrase 'in their hands' -- which is an
Alexandrian variant from within the Long Ending (in 16:18 'kai en tais chersin’)."



Words unique (in Mk) to the short ending:
OUVTOUWG  "briefly"

€€y yEAAw "proclaim, declare, tell”
GUOTOAY  "rising, East"

duoLc "West"
EEQTOOTEALW
Lepoc

apOupTOC “imperishable; immortal"
KNPUYL  "message, proclamation"
owtnple  “salvation"

Zahn suggested that the space in Vaticanus is enough to take the short ending
and that the scribe knew the ending but did not add it for whatever reason.
Aland actually agrees with this view ("Der Schluss des Markusevangeliums" in
"NT Entwiirfe").

It must be noted that the beginning of the shorter ending is in contradiction to

the ending of verse 8:
16:8 "So they went out and fled from the tomb, for terror and amazement had seized
them; and they said nothing to anyone, for they were afraid."
“But they reported briefly to Peter and those with him all that they had been told."

In verse 8 we are told that "they said nothing to anyone", but in the shorter
ending they reported to Peter and those with him.

For this reason k consequently omitted verse 8b and added the short ending
directly after verse 8a. This drastic change points to a very early age, because
only in the earliest times such major variations were possible. k is generally
known for its peculiar text.

due to ht: KAJAY T OCOICE ANHAYTOIC But this is
not really probable, because other importadt witnesses read only €épovn without

®0TOLG. The meaning is different without these words:
"And after these things Jesus himself sent out through them .."
"And after these things Jesus himself appeared (to them) and he sent out through them .."

It appears more probable that the word(s) have been added to smooth out the
abrupt change.

Note that €épovn also appears in verse 9 of the long ending:

NAZ Mark 16:9 ’Avaotac 6¢ mpwi Tpwtn ooPfatov épavn TPOATOV
Maple T MaydaAnvi, .

and €bavepwbn appears in 16:12 and 14. It has been suggested that perhaps the
word has been borrowed from the long ending.

The words €pocvn a0ToLC could have beeEaniT’red after koL 0TOC 0 "Inoodc,



The formulation T0 Lepov kol adpBuptov kNpuLyHe ThHC alwviov cwnplog
has not been found anywhere else in the patristic literature (and Aland/Mink
checked this carefully).

Aland (Bemerkungen zum Schluss des Markusevangelium, 1983) further notes
the phrase Tol¢ mepl TOV II€Tpov, which should indicate the other apostles.
A parallel can be found in Ign. Smyr. 3:2 0Te (Jesus) TPOG TOLG Tepl IIéTpov
AAOcY: €de abTolG ...

and also Lk 9:32 0 8¢ IIétpoc kel oL oLV adTR

and: Act 2:14 Tlétpoc oLy Tl €vdeka

and Act 5:29 TIéTpog kal oL GTOGTOAOL

These are all occurrences in the patristic literature. It appears to be a very old
expression, which is probably still possible in the 2™ CE, but not later.

The date of the shorter ending:

Our earliest witness to the shorter ending is the Latin Codex Bobiensis (k),
dated to the 4™ or 5™ CE. Its form of fext agrees very closely with the
quotations made by St. Cyprian of Carthage (about A.D. 250). According to E.A.
Lowe, k shows paleographical marks of having been copied from a second-century
papyrus. Thus, the text of k is probably considerably older than k. Unfortunately
we do not know at what point of the ftransmission the ending was created. The
scribe of k appears to be very ignorant of Latin, probably a Copt, so it is certain
that the ending is at /east one copy older than k. Zahn assigns the terminus ante
quem as the beginning 4™ CE and the place to Egypt.

It is normally argued that the short ending must be earlier than the long, since
why would anyone use the short ending when the long is known?

Jim Snapp notes though that the short ending could have been created to
“round off a lection-unit on a positive note". Its creation could have happened
independently of the long ending. Possibly the short ending was a closing remark
for a reading of the last part of Mk, which makes sense only if the words are
positioned directly after épopfodvto yap. This is in principle possible but it
should be noted that in the period of origin of the shorter ending (before the
4™ CE) a lectionary system wasn't established.



TVU 2

The long ending

Added by: A,C,D,G,L, W, A, 0, %, ¥, 083,099, 0211, f13, 33, 579, Maj,
L1602, Lat, Sy-C, Sy-P, Sy-H, bo, sa™*, aeth™®, goth, Eus™*
(f1 with obeli/text )

only long ending: A,C,D,0,fl13, 33, Mqj,
Lat, Sy-C, Sy-P, Sy-H, bo, goth, Eus™*
expanded long ending: W, Hier™*

first short then long ending: L, ¥, 083(=0112), 099, 274™, 579, L1602,
Sy-H™, sa™*°, bo™*, aeth™*

099 and L1602 begin the longer ending with verse 8b: €lyev yop o0t
TPOMOC Kol €KOTaoLS Kol 00devl obder elmov: épopodrto yap.

It thus appears that the scribe probably copied the longer ending from another
exemplar and started at the wrong position. Possibly the words have been
repeated for lectionary usage?

9 ’Avaotag 8¢ Tpwl TpwWTn oePpatov €davn mpdTov Meple TH
MaydaAnvfl, Top’ N ekPePAnkel €mte deLpuoviw. 10 €kelvn Topeudeion
amyyeLder tolg pet’ adtod yevouévolg mevBodol kol kAwlovoLy: 11
Kakelvol dkoloovtee 0Tl (f kal €Beadn UM adtfic ATlotnoay. 12
Meta &€ todtoe duoly €€ adTOY TeEPLTHTOUOLY €Purepwdn €V €Tépn
HOPDT TOPELOUEVOLE €Lg Gypov: 13 KAKELVOL QmeABOVTEC AmTyYeLAnY
TOlC AoLTOlg"  00BE  ékelvolg  émiotevoay. 14  “Yotepov  [6¢]
GUOKELUEVOLC oDTOLC TOLC €vdeko €porepwdn kol veldioey T
amLoTloy aDTOV Kol OKAMpokopdloy OTL TOlC Oeaouuérolc a0TOV
eynyepuévor T ok émiotevoor T W,

15 Kol €lmer adTole TOPELVBEVTEC €LC TOV KOOWOV GTovTe, KNPLENTE TO
cboyyéALov Toon TH  KkTloEL. 16 O TLOTevoeC kol PamTiofelc
owdnoetaL, 0 6€ QMLOTNOKG KOToKPLONOEToL. 17  onuele 6¢€  TOLG
TLoTebooLY TadTe TepoKoAoLONoEL: €V T() OVOUNTL WOU OoLuovLe
ekBorodoLy, yYAwoouLg AwAncouvoly kolvelg, 18 [kol év telg Yepoiv]
OdeLc apodoLy kv OavaoLuoy TL Tlwoly ob un adtoLg BAoym, €ml
APPWOTOVE YELpag €mLBnoovoLy kol KoADe €Eovoiy. 19 ‘O pev odv
kUpLog ‘Inoodc petd T0 AaAfowl adTole GreAnuddn eic TOV odpavOv
Kol €koOLoer ek deELdY ToD Beod. 20 ékelvol &€ €EeABovTeC EkNpLENY
Towtoyod, Tod Kuplov ovrepyodrtog kol TOv Adyor PePutodrtoc i
TOV EMkoAOUBOUVTWY OTUELWD.




Wording:

Several typical Markan words (e.g. €0BUC or TaALV) are hot present, but to the
contrary several non-Markan words appear. The following words in the long
ending appear nowhere else in Mk:

Mark 16:10,12,15 TOpeVOUaL (MK never uses a participial form, Mt:15, Lk: 16)

Mark 16:10

Mark 16:11,14
Mark 16:11,16

TEVOEW
Oeaopol
GTLOTEW (compare Lk 24:111)

Mark 16:12 €tepoc (31 times in LKk!)

Mark 16:12 Lopdn (only in Phi 2:6-7)

Mark 16:14 VoTEPOC (7 times in Mt!)

Mark 16:14 €vdeko

Mark 16:17 ToPOKOAOUOEW (Lk 1:3)

Mark 16:18 oPpLC

Mark 16:18 BovaaLuov ("deadly poison”, rare word)
Mark 16:18 BATTW (“harm, injure”, Lk 4:35, rare)
Mark 16:19 kUpLo¢ 'Inoolc (compare Lk 24:3)
Mark 16:19 GVoAoUBOVL

Mark 16:20 OUVEPYEW (in Paul)

Mark 16:20 BePoLdw (in Paul)

Mark 16:20 ETOKOAOVOEW

Note further that the typical John word TLOTEOW (98 times in Johnl) appears 4
times in the long ending (verses 13, 14, 16, 17), but only 10 times in the rest of
Mark's Gospel.

Phrases:

Besides those single words, there are certain phrases, that are unusual:

Mark 16:9 TPWTT OxBPATOL: in verse 2 Mark is using Tf WULd TOV oaPfatwy
for that day, which appears to be standard NT usage, compare Mt
28:1, Lk 24:1, Jo 20:1,19.

Mark 16:9 Top’ ¢ €kPePAnket

Mark 16:11 €0eafn 0T a0TTC

Mark 16:12 Meta, 8¢ Tacbta (in the short ending!, twice in Lk, once in Jo)

Mark 16:15 T@om T KTloel.

Mark 16:18 kol KaADC €E0uoLy.

Mark 16:19 ‘O pev odv

Additionally the use of conjunctions is quite different compared to the rest of

the Gospel. E.g. Mark's fondness for kol is gone.



Also the absolute use of €k€1VOG is unparalleled in Mark's Gospel:
16:10 éKkelvn

16:11 KOK€ELVOL

16:13 KAKELVOL

16:20 €KeLVOL

The only other occurrence of this rare usage is in Jo 11:29.

Typical Markan words and phrases

It should be noted that also some distinctly Markan words appear. E.g.
TPWL (6 times in MK, 3 times in Mt, 2 times in Jo)

okAnpokapdLlay (appears once more in Mk 10:5, taken over by Mt 19:8)
knPLoow (14 times in Mk, 9 times in Mt, 9 times in Lk)

TO €Dy YEALOV (8 times in MK, 4 times in Mt)

KTLOLG (only in MK, 10:6, 13:19)

koLoc (5 times in MKk, 4 times in Mt, 3 times in Lk, 2 times in Jo)
GPPWOTOG (two more times in Mk 6:5, 13, once in Mt 14:14)
EMLTLONUL (8 times in MK, 7 times in Mt, 5 times in Lk, 2 times in Jo)
KOAWG (6 times in MK, 2 times in Mt, 4 times in LK, 4 times in Jo)
TovTaXoL (once more in Mk 1:28, else only once in Lk 9:6)

Mk 16:12 and Lk 24:13
NA% Mark 16:12 Meto &¢ toDtoe Suoily €€ adt@v mepLmatodoLy
EPovepwbn €v €tépy LopdT| TOPELOUEVOLE €L Gypov:

NA?" Luke 24:13 Kal 160U 800 € adt@dy €év adt) tf Nuépe Noav
TOPEVOUEVOL €LC KWUNY GTEXOLOAY OTOOLOVS EENKOVTO GO
TepovooAnu, 1 Ovoue "Epueodc,

duoLy €€ a0T@V: This phrase appears only in these two instances in the Bible.
A relationship is very probable. It appears possible that 16:12 is a citation from
memory of the Lukan story.

Mk 16:18 and Lk 10:19

16:18 may be an allusion to Lk 10:19.

NAZ" Mark 16:18 [kl €V Talc xepolv] Odelg apoldoly kdv BavaoLuor Ti
TLWOLY 00 WM adToLg BAoym,




NA? Luke 10:19 1600 6€dwke VMLV TNy €Eovoilar oD ToTely Emuvw
b4 \ ’ \ b \ ~ \ ’/ ~ b ~ \
Odewr Kol oKOPTLWY, Kol €Tl Taowy Thy Svvaply tod €xBpod, kol
008EY DUAC 0D N ASLKNo.

Problems of content:

1. What is with the meeting in Galilee, mentioned in 16:7 and 14:28, it is not
mentioned in the long ending.

2. The subject in verse 8 are the women, in verse 9 it is Jesus. Also, the
women from verses 1-8 are not mentioned anymore.

3. The long ending notes things not mentioned before (e.g. verse 9: Top’ T¢
ekPePAnKeL €mta SoLuovLie). Maria Magdalene has been mentioned
already in verse 16:1, but is identified in verse 9 again.

4. "Now after he rose early on the first day of the week", is a very strange
continuation after verses 1-8, especially after éboBoivto yop.

Structure:
Now after he rose early on the first day of the week, he appeared first to Mary Magdalene,
from whom he had cast out seven demons. 10 She went out and told those who had been
with him, while they were mourning and weeping. 11 But when they heard that he was alive
and had been seen by her, they would not believe it.

12 After this he appeared in another form to two of them, as they were walking into the country. 13

And they went back and told the rest, but they did not believe them.
14 Later he appeared to the eleven themselves as they were sitting at the table; and he
upbraided them for their lack of faith and stubbornness, because they had not believed
those who saw him after he had risen. 15 And he said to them, "Go into all the world and
proclaim the good news to the whole creation. 16 The one who believes and is baptized will
be saved; but the one who does not believe will be condemned. 17 And these signs will
accompany those who believe: by using my name they will cast out demons; they will speak
in new tongues; 18 they will pick up snakes in their hands, and if they drink any deadly
thing, it will not hurt them; they will lay their hands on the sick, and they will recover.”

19 So then the Lord Jesus, after he had spoken to them, was taken up into heaven and sat down at

the right hand of God. 20 And they went out and proclaimed the good news everywhere, while the

Lord worked with them and confirmed the message by the signs that accompanied it.

It appears that the text consists of 4 blocks:
9-11:  from Lk 8:2, Jo 20:1 ff.
12-13: from Lk 24:13 ff.

14-18: no Gospel source, Zahn speculates (NT Kanon, p. 938) that perhaps an old homily or
teaching of Peter was the source.

19-20: Lk 24:51 ff., Act 1:2,11

Kelhoffer notes that 9-11 have the same triplet structure as 12-13:
- an apparition
- a report
- unbelief



Discussion:

One has to admit that the Long Ending is only awkwardly fitted to the rest of
the Gospel and has certain unusual features that distinguish it from the rest.
Due to these problems it has been suggested, and this is likely, that the long
ending itself is only a fragment. Probably the passage has been taken from a
freestanding text, perhaps a sermon or a catechetical text. Verbal agreements
with the other Gospels are so limited that it seems unlikely that other written
Gospels have been utilized (as written sources) for its composition. It is more
likely that the author composed from memory.

One thing is pretty clear: There was a serious break between writing the Gospel
up to verse 16:8 and adding verses 9-20. It is in principle possible that Mark
wrote 9-20, or the originally freestanding text. But it is quite certain that it
was not he, who added the passage to the Gospel. He would certainly have
smoothed out the transition from verse 8 to 9 and adapted the whole thing
better.

One must ask: Why did nobody else smooth it out? Like it was done with the
short ending in k? I think that it was out of respect for both texts. This points
to a relatively late date for its addition. It has been suggested that it was
added when the first four-Gospel collections were created. Since Irenaeus and
Tatian utilized the ending, the terminus ante quem is the second half of the 2™
CE. This is also generally considered to be the time of the formation and
canonization of the four-Gospel canon. Zahn, in his "Geschichte des NT Kanons"
(p. 929) thinks that the longer ending was written before 130 CE.

Everything points to Rome for the origin of the ending.

Ariston

In the Armenian MS, Etchmiadzin # 229 (989 CE) the words ARISTON ERITZU
"by Ariston" are added in red between the lines before verse 9 (see Metzger
"Text", plate 14). It is not clear though, if the words are by the first hand, they
could be a later gloss (deduced from Eusebius, HE 3, 39:7). A presbyter Aristion
is mentioned by Papias as a contemporary. It could be an old tradition.

On the other hand it is also possible that this gloss refers specifically to what

Eusebius writes regarding Papias (Eusebius, Hist. Eccl., 3. 39):
“Papias, who is now mentioned by us, affirms that he received the sayings of the apostles
from those who accompanied them, and he moreover asserts that he heard in person
Aristion and the presbyter John. Accordingly he mentions them frequently by name, and in
his writings gives their traditions. Our notice of these circumstances may not be without
its use. It may also be worth while to add to the statements of Papias already given, other
passages of his in which he relates some miraculous deeds, stating that he acquired the
knowledge of them from tradition. The residence of the Apostle Philip with his daughters
in Hierapolis has been mentioned above. We must now point out how Papias, who lived at the
same time, relates that he had received a wonderful narrative from the daughters of



Philip. For he relates that a dead man was raised to life in his day. He also mentions
another miracle relating to Justus, surnamed Barsabas, how he swallowed a deadly poison,
and received no harm, on account of the grace of the Lord."

It is possible that a scribe remembered this note about the poison, connected it
with the name Aristion, and then added this name into the margin of his MS.
Another, later, scribe then misinterpreted this and took it to mean that the
whole passage belonged to Aristion.

Another Ariston is mentioned in the Acts of Peter as a disciple of Peter and Paul
in Rome. Tradition also connects the Gospel of Mk with Rome.

It is general consensus today, though, that this note in the Armenian codex is a
secondary attribution.




TVU 3

Minority reading:

NAZ Mark 16:14 “Yotepov [6¢] Grokelpuévolc obTOLE TOLC €vdeka
EPorvepwBn kol Wreldloer TNy amotlar adtdV Kol OKANPOKEPSLKY
0TL TOLC Oeaoopuévole adTOV Eynyepuevor T olk €TLoTevoay.

T&T #191 (1)

T &k vekpdY A, C*,(X), A, 047, f1, f13, 28, 33, 565, 579, 892, 954, 1241,
1424, 2766, pm™°, Sy-H, Gre, Trg™

txt €% D,6,L, W, 0, ¥, 099, Maj'*°, Lat, Sy-P, goth



TVU 4
Minority reading:

The Freer-Logion

NAZ Mark 16:14 “Yotepor [8¢] avakelpévolc oDTOLC TOLC €Vdeko
€Povepwdn Kol WYELSLOEY TNHY ATLOTLOY aDTOV KoL OKANPOKoESLOY
0TL TOLC OeaoouévoLe adTOV EYNYEPUEVOV 00K €TioTevoay T .

T&T #191 (2)

W, (Jerome):

T KOKELVOL oTEAOYOUVTE(-0?)  A€YOVTEC OTL O OLWVY O0OLTOC TNG
OVOULOG KOL TNG OTLOTLXG UTO TOV OHTOVKY €CTLY, O Un €wV To (TOV
UN €WVTE?) LTO TWV TVELUATWVY akoBapta(-wv?) TNy aAnbelar Tov
Beov kotohoPfecBol (kot? vl aAnBLvny pro aAnBerav) SuvouLy:

OLot TOUTO KTMOKXALYOV OOL TNV OLKKLOOUVTV 10T, €KELVOL EAEYOV TW
XPLOTW.

KL O YPLOTOC EKELVOLG TPOCEAEYEV OTL TEMANPWTEL O OPOG TWV ETWV
e €EouoLag TOu oatave, GAAL eyyLlel Ao deLvo

KoL LTEp WV €Yw ouaptnoaviwy  mepedodny ewc OBovoatov v
VTOOTPEYWOLY €LC TNV KANDELAY KoL UNKETL GUAPTNOWOLY LV TNV €V
TW OUPAVW TVEVRHTLKNY kol  opBoptov 1tng OlkaLoouvvng  dofov
KANPOVOUNOWOLV.

"And they excused themselves, saying, 'This age of lawlessness and unbelief is under Satan, who
does not allow the truth and power of God to prevail over the unclean things of the spirits [or:
does not allow what lies under the unclean spirits to understand the truth and power of God].
Therefore reveal your righteousness now' - thus they spoke to Christ.

And Christ replied to them, 'The term of years of Satan's power has been fulfilled, but other
terrible things draw near.

And for those who have sinned I was handed over to death, that they may return to the truth
and sin no more, in order that they may inherit the spiritual and incorruptible glory of
righteousness that is in heaven.' "

Jerome (Against Pelagius 2:15):
"In quibusdam exemplaribus et maxime in Graecis codicibus iuxta Marcum in fine

eius evangelii scribitur:"

"In some exemplars and especially in Greek manuscripts of Mark in the end of his Gospel is
written: Afterwards when the eleven had sat down at table, Jesus appeared to them and
rebuked their unbelief and hardness of heart because they had not believed those who saw him
risen.

And they justified themselves saying that this age of iniquity and unbelief is under Satan, who
does not allow the truth and power of God to be grasped by unclean spirits. Therefore reveal
your righteousness now."



Goodspeed proposes an interesting connection between Jerome and Codex W: In 1906 a large
deposit of MSS has been found in a walled in closet in the White Monastery, near Akhmim.
Goodspeed proposes that Codex W also comes from this deposit, it appeared on the market in
1906, too. Goodspeed then connects the Freer MSS with similar ones from the Nitrian desert,
and makes it probable that this is their place of origin. Now Jerome was in Egypt in 386 CE and
visited Nitrian monasteries. Since Jerome is our only other witness for the expanded reading in
Mk 16:14, it could be that Jerome saw it in "either the parent MS from which the Freer Gospels
were copied, or a sister MS copied from that parent. .. It seems not improbable that it was one
of the textual gleanings of Jerome's Nitrian pilgrimage.”

Interesting speculation, but we have no proof for this, not even for the provenance of codex W.
The latest treatment (Kent D. Clarke in "The Freer Biblical MSS", SBL 2006) didn't find any
conclusive evidence, but suggests Dimai in the Fayoum as the most probable place.

Zahn notes how well the passage fits into the context and speculates that either
this passage was originally a part of the longer ending or that someone familiar
with the original source of the longer ending added this passage from there.

Compare:

e E.J. Goodspeed "The Freer Gospels and Shenute of Atripe" The Biblical
World 33 (1909) 201-6

e E.J. Goodspeed "Notes on the Freer Gospels" The American Journal of
Theology 13 (1909) 597-603

e K. Haacker "Bemerkungen zum Freer-Logion" ZNW 63 (1972) 125-29
(compare to this a comment by 6. Schwarz ZNW 70 (1979) p. ?)

e J.Frey "Zu Text und Sinn des Freer-Logion" ZNW 93 (2002) 13-34



TVU 5

Minority reading:

NAZ" Mark 16:17 onuele 8¢ TOLC TLOTELOOLY TaDTO THPOKOAOLONOEL: €V
TQ OvoUatl pov Solpovie ékParodoLy, YAWOOoHLE AwANOOLOLY KOLVOIC,

omit: C*, L, A, ¥, pc, Co, WH, Trg

omit YAWOOKLC AaAOOUOLY Kolvelc 099

txt A, C% D> W,0,fl, f13, 33, Maj,
Latt, Sy, goth, WH™, NA®, Gre, Trq™, Bal

Compare:
NA% Mark 16:18 [kl €V tolc yepolr] 0pelc apodoLy
omit: A, D, W, O, f13, Maj, Latt, Sy-P

Almost the same witnesses that have ko LVoic in verse 17 omit Kol €V TolC
XEPOLV in verse 18. Possibly some kind of homoioarcton (KAL... - KAL...).

It is also possible that yAWoowle AxAnoouoLy is an idiom ("speaking in
tongues"), compare 1.Co 12:30, 14:6+18, with KoLvolc being superfluous or
distracting.

Jim Snapp suggests that the reading of 099 originates from an exemplar that
had the C*, L reading (= omitting KoiLvelc) and the scribe omitted yk(f)ooocl,g
AoANoouoLy due to h.t. OLOLY - OUGLY.



TVU 6

NAZ" Mark 16:18 [kel €v tolc yepolv] 0pelc GpodoLy kdv BuvaoLudr Ti
TLWOLY 00 U1 ohToug PAcm), €Tl dppwWoTou YELPHG €mLONcOUOLY Kal
KOAQDC EEOLOLY.

T&T #194

omit: A, D, W, ©, f13, Maj™’°, Latt, Sy-P, goth, NA*®, Gre, Bal
WH, Trg™ have the words in brackets

txt C,L, X, A, ¥, 099, fl,22,33,517,565, 579, 892, 1424, 1675, pc',
Sy-C, Sy-H, Trg

Compare previous variant.

If one takes both variants together we get the following:

éxBarodoLy, YAWOOHLE AATIOOUOLY KOLVOLG KoL €V TOLG XePOLY OdeLg apodoLy
txt  C%, MS, X, f1, 33,565, 579, 892, 1424, pc

b ~ ’ I4 \ b ~ \ b4 5 ~
ekPododoLy, yAWoooLG AeAnoouoLy Kol €V Talg xepoly odeLc apolaLy
Cc*, LAY, pc

ekBorodoLy, YAWOOoHLE AXANCOUOLY KOLVKLG OdeLc apodoLy

A, D, W,0,fl3, Mqj

It is possible that the words have been omitted, because we have here a list. But
then, it would only be necessary to omit the koL, to maintain the enumeration
style.

It is also possible that the words have been added to make clear that KaLvelc
belongs to YAWOOKLE AXANOOULGLY and not to OdeELE apodoLY.



