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Problem

Since the eighteenth century, textual scholars have been grouping New
Testament Greek manuscripts into groups called text-types in order to evaluate the
thousands of variant readings found in these manuscripts. These text-types form the
basis for determining the earliest form of the text—the primary goal of New
Testament Textual Criticism. Almost all textual critics recognize three main text
types: Alexandrian, Western, and Byzantine. However, in recent times, W. Larry
Richards and his followers identified a “mixed text-type™ in six books of the Catholic
Epistles that is distinguishable from the already established text-types. This text-type,

if supported by empirical investigation to be more original than the Alexandrian and
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Byzantine texts, could necessitate the re-evaluation of these established text-types, and

also the reevaluation of the designation ‘mixed’ attributed to this group.

Purpose
The purpose of this study was to do a more complete identification of this
supposed mixed text-type in the Catholic Epistles and to determine the weighted value

of these mixed manuscripts.

Method
Two hundred and twenty manuscripts were classified using the two-tiered
process of Factor Analysis and a modified form of the Claremont Profile Method.
(An additional 187 manuscripts already classified were also studied.) The distinctive
readings of the mixed manuscripts that were classified as a result of this process were

then evaluated using the canons of textual criticism.

Results
In addition to a more comprehensive picture of these mixed manuscripts, it
was confirmed that the weighted value of this mixed category was negligible in terms
of uncovering the earliest original, as only thirteen (18.5%) of seventy-two unique
readings were confirmed to be the earliest form of the text. Probably the most
significant fact that these mixed manuscripts affirm is that the evolution of the New

Testament text that began in the early centuries continued in the Middle Ages.
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Conclusion
The distinctive readings of the mixed text-type do not make a significant

contribution to uncovering the earliest form of the text.

Recommendation
It would be worthwhile to ascertain whether this mixed phenomenon also
exists in other parts of the New Testament and what is the weighted value that it

carries in these other places in all factors that surround the history of the text.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

New Testament Textual Criticism has as its primary goal the recovering of the
original text of the New Testament. This is necessary because none of the
approximately 5,746' extant manuscripts of the Greek New Testament is an autograph.
In these copies there are thousands of variants,” which present a challenge for the

textual critic in arriving at the “original™ text of the New Testament. In an effort to

!According to the official register kept by the Institut fiir neutestamentliche
Textforschung in Miinster, Germany, as of May 2006 there are 118 Papyri, 318
Uncials, 2,877 Minuscules, and 2,433 Lectionary manuscripts. See
http://www.uni-muenster.de/NT Textforschung/KgL.SGII06 03 for the updates to the
1994 publication of Kurt Aland, Kurzgefasste Liste der Griechischen Handschriften
Des Neuen Testaments, vol. 1 (New York: Walter De Gruyter, 1994), 7:16, 44, 370.

?According to Eldon Epp, these manuscripts contain an estimated 300,000
variant readings accumulatively— far more variants than there are words in the New
Testament. Eldon Epp, “The Multivalence of the Term ‘Original Text’ in New
Testament Textual Criticism,” Harvard Theological Review 92 (1999): 277. Of
course, most of these variants are inconsequential to the meaning of the New
Testament, but many of the significant variants still require the practice of New
Testament Textual Criticism.

*Most textual scholars concede that the original words of the biblical writers
cannot be completely recovered by textual criticism; however, they work towards that
goal. Eldon J. Epp’s words are typical: “We no longer think so simplistically or so
confidently about recovering ‘the New Testament in the Original Greek.” “A
Continued Interlude in New Testament Textual Criticism,” in Studies and Documents:
Studies in the Theory and Method of New Testament Textual Criticism, ed. Eldon Epp
and Gordon Fee (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1993), 45:114. Kurt Aland and Barbara
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deal with this problem, scholars since the eighteenth century' have classified
manuscripts into different groups called text-types, “a text-type being the largest
identifiable group of related New Testament manuscripts.”® These text-types serve as

the basis for determining the earliest original.” Almost all textual critics recognize

Aland claim, however, that they are certain which manuscripts belong to the ‘original’
text. Kurt Aland, Text und Textwert der Griechischen Handschriften des Neuen
Testaments: die Katholischen Briefe. Arbeiten zur neutestamentlichen Textforschung,
vol. 2 (New York: Walter de Gruyter, 1987), ix. See also, Kurt Aland and Barbara
Aland, The Text of the New Testament: An Introduction to the Critical Editions and to
the Theory and Practice of Modern Textual Criticism, trans. Erroll F. Rhodes (Grand
Rapids: Eerdmans, 1989), 321, 333, 335. A number of scholars have pointed out that
there is circularity in the Aland and Aland approach, as the readings they consider to
be the original are the same readings which they use as a criterion for determining the
original reading. For example, see Bart D. Ehrman, “A Problem of Textual
Circularity: The Alands on the Classification of New Testament Manuscripts,” Biblica
70 (1989): 383, 384, 387; Eldon Epp, “New Testament Textual Criticism, Past,
Present, and Future: Reflections on the Alands’ Text of the New Testament,” Harvard
Theological Review 82 (1989): 226; W. Larry Richards, “An Analysis of Aland’s
Teststellen in 1 John,” New Testament Studies 44 (1998): 30.

' According to Metzger, Johann Albrecht Bengel (1687-1752) was the first
textual critic to have divided New Testament manuscripts into text-types. Before
Bengel, scholars more or less counted the number of Greek and versional witnesses
supporting a particular variant reading, thereby allowing the majority of witnesses to
dictate the reading of the text. For a survey of the history of New Testament textual
criticism, see Bruce M. Metzger, “The Lucianic Recension of the Greek Bible,” in
Chapters in the History of New Testament Textual Criticism: New Testament Tools
and Studies (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1963), 4:15-24; Rodney Reeves, “Methodology for
Determining Text Types of New Testament Manuscripts” (Ph.D. dissertation,
Southern Baptist Theological Seminary, Fort Worth, 1986), 15-72; Leon Vaganay and
Christian-Bernard Amphoux, An Introduction to New Testament Textual Criticism,
trans. Jenny Heimerdinger (New York: Cambridge, 1991), 89-162.

’Ernest Cadman Colwell, Studies in Methodology in Textual Criticism of the
New Testament, New Testament Tools and Studies, ed. Bruce Metzger (Leiden: E. J.
Brill, 1969), 9:45.

*J. K. Elliott writes, “Only by classifying collations and comparing alternative
texts can one build up a thesaura of readings from which editors can then try to
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three main text types, Alexandrian, Western, and Byzantine, with the Alexandrian and

Byzantine further divided into subgroups.*

The Phenomenon of Mixture: General Characteristics
A key phenomenon that has characterized the manuscript tradition is the reality
of mixture. Mixture, generally speaking, describes the fact that individual manuscripts
contain readings of different text-types. In this general sense all manuscripts are
mixed, as readings from each text-type can be found in virtually all manuscripts. As
early as the end of the nineteenth century, Brooke Foss Westcott and Fenton John

Anthony Hort recognized the phenomenon of mixture. They stated:

establish the original texts.” J. K. Elliott, “Why the International Greek New
Testament Project Is Necessary,” Restoration Quarterly 30 (1988): 202. Bart Ehrman
also summarizes the purpose of classification into text-types as: (1) the avoiding of the
“impossible task of consulting each and every NT document before coming to a
textual decision”; (2) “readings attested to by groups of witnesses can be ascertained
simply by consulting the group’s best representatives”; (3) “textual alignments
naturally lead to an assessment of the relative quality of each group text. That is to
say, the kinds of variant readings that characterize textual groups are frequently those
that are judged, on other grounds, to be more likely authentic or corrupt™; and (4)
“The combined support of certain textual groupings frequently indicates true rather
than corrupt readings (e.g., when Western and early Alexandrian witnesses agree
against all others).” Bart D. Ehrman, “Methodological Development in the Analysis
and Classification of New Testament Documentary Evidence,” Novum Testamentum
29 (1987): 22. See also, Eckhard Schnabel, “Textual Criticism: Recent
Developments,” in The Face of New Testament Studies: A Survey of Recent Research,
ed. Scot McKnight and Grant R. Osborne (Grand Rapids: Baker, 2004), 69, 70.

*For a general discussion on text-types, see Keith Elliott and Ian Moir,
Manuscripts and the Text of the New Testament: An Introduction for English Readers
(Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1995), 24; Aland and Aland, The Text of the New
Testament, 50-52; Bruce M. Metzger, The Text of the New Testament: Its
Transmission, Corruption and Restoration, 3™ ed. (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
1992), 213-216.
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Manuscripts are written in which there is an eclectic fusion of the text from
different exemplars, either by the simultaneous use of more than one at the
time of transcription, or by the incorporation of various readings noted in the
margin of a single exemplar from other copies, or by a scribe’s conscious or
unconscious recollections of a text differing from that which lies before him.

This mixture, as it may be conveniently called, of texts previously independent

has taken place on a large scale in the New Testament.'

Kurt Aland also attests to the fluid state of the text in the earliest period. He
affirms that the text “circulated in many divergent forms, proceeding in different
directions, at about the same time, in the same ecclesiastical province.” It is partly this
fluid state of the manuscripts in the early period that Aland used to abandon the
traditional designations of text-types.’

In addition to this general type of mixture, there is what Ernest C. Colwell
refers to as “block mixture™ in manuscripts. By this he means that a manuscript may

have sections or blocks of texts of different text-types within a single book.> Colwell

cites manuscripts L, A, P, 59, 61, 485, 574, 579, 700, 1204, 1241, and 2400 as

'Brooke Foss Westcott and Fenton John Anthony Hort, The New Testament in
the Original Greek (London: Macmillian, 1882), 8; see also, 37-39.

*Kurt Aland, “The Significance of the Papyri for Progress in New Testament
Research.” in Philip J. Hyatt, ed. The Bible in Modern Scholarship: Papers Read at
the 100" Meeting of the Society of Biblical Literature, December 28-30, 1964.
(Nashville/New York: Abingdon, 1965), 334.

*Aland and Aland contend that we cannot determine the text-types of the papyri
based on criteria developed to identify later manuscripts. The Text of the New
Testament, 59.

‘Colwell, Studies in Methodology, 9:22.

‘Ibid.
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demonstrating this characteristic of block mixture.! In speaking of the phenomenon of
text-types, Colwell affirms that a “major mistake is made in thinking of the ‘old text-
types’ as frozen blocks,” since no one manuscript is a perfect witness to any text-type,
and all manuscripts are partially mixed.’

Colwell went on to posit that a text-type is the result of a process,® which was
the reason for so much mixture among thg manuscripts. This reality of mixture in the
manuscript tradition is one of the chief elements that Colwell and others used to
discredit Westcott and Hort’s genealogical method.* The reason given was that since
all manuscripts are to some extent mixed, no extended genealogy can be traced from

any one manuscript that would lead precisely to a particular original manuscript or set

'Ibid. For example, in speaking of 574 (Karahissar), Colwell states that the
type of text in the Gospels of this manuscript changes eight times. He writes:
“Matthew is a single block of text; Mark and Luke each have three blocks; John has
two blocks of text.” He gives the details regarding 574 in Ernest Cadman Colwell,
“The Complex Character of the Late Byzantine Text of the Gospels,” Journal of
Biblical Literature 54 (1935): 211-221.

*Colwell, Studies in Methodology, 9:51, 52. In his study of Codex
Washingtonianus, Larry Hurtado found that it has Western Characteristics in Mark
1:1-5:6, but hardly any Western tendencies in Mark 5:7-16:8. Larry Hurtado, Text
Critical Methodology and the Pre-Caesarean Text: Codex W in the Gospel of Mark,
SD 43 (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1981).

Hurtado, 48-53. Colwell cites Gunter Zuntz, who has also produced much
evidence on the evolutionary process of text-types. See Gunter Zuntz, The Text of the
Epistles: A Disquisition Upon the Corpus Paulinum (London: Oxford, 1953), 156,
157, 271-274.

*The reason being that no pure parentage of a particular manuscript can be
traced backward for any considerable distance. See Colwell, Studies in Methodology,
63-82. D. C. Parker states: “It is quite rare to be able to demonstrate that two
manuscripts are related as exemplar and copy.” David Parker, The Living Text of the
Gospels (Cambridge: University Press, 1997), 205.
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of manuscripts. The actual situation is that the manuscript tradition is characterized by
significant mixture among the text-types. Before the discovery of papyri such as the
Chester Beatty and Bodmer Papyri, some scholars held that the Alexandrian text-type,
as demonstrated in Codex Vaticanus (B), preserved a pure form of the text.! However,
the discoveries of the above papyri have greatly challenged that position due to the
diversity in their text. The early papyri generally do npt fit neatly into the somewhat
standard text-type categories. Fee’s words are pertinent when he summarizes: “All of
these discoveries [i.e., of the papyri] showed a much more fluid and ‘mixed’ state of
textual transmission than Hort had proposed. In fact, the mixture was of such a nature
that none of the fourth-century text-types was found in these manuscripts in a ‘pure’
state. This led to such expressions as ‘pre-recensional’ and ‘proto-Alexandrian.”””
This type of general mixture had an impact on the process of classification to the
extent that it has caused many manuscripts not to fall within the established text-types.
The So-Called Mixed Text, as Proposed by Richards,
Robinson, and Yoo
While in general terms all manuscripts can be described as mixed, most

manuscripts still fall within the boundaries of the major text-types. In recent times

'According to Westcott and Hort, B represented a pure “neutral” text. Westcott
and Hort, 271-287.

*Gordon D. Fee, “P”, P% and Origen: The Myth of Early Textual Recension in
Alexandria,” in Studies and Documents: Studies in the Theory and Method of New
Testament Textual Criticism, ed. Eldon Epp and Gordon Fee (Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 1993), 45: 248.
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however, W. Larry Richards and his followers, namely, Joel D. Awoniyi,' Kenneth
Keumsang Yoo, and Terry Robertson, have uncovered a textual tradition within the
Catholic Epistles that could be called a “mixed text-type.”? These manuscripts do not
fall within any of the established text-types. By looking at them from the perspective
of the éstablished text-types, they can be categorized only as a “mixed” group or text-
type-.3 The most signiﬁcant characteristic about these mixed manuscripts is that they

are a mixture of both the Alexandrian and Byzantine text-types even while containing

' Awoniyi did not use the word “mixed” to describe his category. He described
it as an “independent category deserving of separate and special consideration in the
future.” Joel D. Awoniyi, “The Classification of the Greek Manuscripts of the Epistle
of James” (Th.D. dissertation, Andrews University, 1979), 50-52. See discussion
below.

?Richards repeatedly described his mixed group as a text-type. He wrote, “M is
not as sharply defined as A and B, but is nevertheless noticeably distinguished from
them to be considered a separate major type. . . . Two of the three text-types (A and B)
were further subdivided into groups. . . . The manuscripts belong to the Byzantine,
Mixed, and Alexandrian Text-types. Within the Text-types, the A and M groups show
the sharpest group distinction, with the B group being most homogeneous.” William
Larry Richards, The Classification of the Greek Manuscripts of the Johannine Epistles
(Missoula: Scholars Press, 1977), 69, 199. Yoo also affirms: “I found that 27 of the
manuscripts are Alexandrian in text-type, 63 Byzantine, and 16 mixed.” Kenneth
Keumsang Yoo, “The Classification of the Greek Manuscripts of 1 Peter With Special
Emphasis on Methodology” (Ph.D. dissertation, Seventh-day Adventist Theological
Seminary, 2001), 189. Terry Robertson, “The Classification of the Greek Manuscripts
of 2 Peter” (Master’s project, Andrews University, 1980), 75-79. The designation
“text-types” to these manuscripts has to be taken seriously, as the process by which
they were delineated as text-types is the exact process by which other manuscripts
were grouped into verifiable Alexandrian and Byzantine text-types.

*However, it cannot be ruled out that these mixed manuscripts were the
original from which the other text-types evolved.
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unique group readings of their own.! Richards describes this mixed text-type as

follows:
The manuscripts in the M [i.e., mixed] group may be characterized as mixed in
two ways: (1) they share group readings (a) with A which are not found in B;
(b) which belong to some of the groups in both A and B; (c¢) with B which are
not found in A. (2) They have considerably more readings against the TR than
the B manuscripts, but not as many as the A manuscripts, and often these non-
TR readings are scattered and form no pattern among themselves. Here and
there a non TR reading appears, but not with any frequency at a given reading
in the M manuscripts.?, '

In his dissertation on the Johannine Epistles, Richards found sixteen out of
eighty-one manuscripts to be mixed.’ In addition to the Alexandrian and Byzantine
readings of these manuscripts, Richards also demonstrated that some of them have
unique readings of their own,* that is, readings that are found only in some mixed
manuscripts.

Awoniyi’s dissertation, “The Classification of the Manuscripts of the Epistle of

James,” classified manuscripts of James using the statistical method of “Cluster

'Richards, Classification, 176-181, 196-198.
Ibid., 176.

*The sixteen manuscripts identified by Richards as mixed are: 69, 181, 424,
424c, 642, 643, 876, 917, 959, 999, 1522, 1799, 1827, 1845, 1874, and 1898. Ibid.,
196-198.

“The most striking feature of this group of four manuscripts (referring to his
M’ group) is the fact that it has among its mixture of A and B group readings, six
unique group readings, readings not even found in the other M manuscripts.” Ibid.

’Awoniyi, “Classification, 1-200.
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Analysis.”” He lists nine manuscripts as being neither Alexandrian nor Byzantine, but
of a special quality which in his words “deserves separate and special consideration in
the future.” When I examined these manuscripts, I discovered that they are of a mixed
type as described by Richards, giving yet another testimony of a particular mixture in
the manuscript tradition of the Catholic Epistles.

Yoo’s Ph.D. dissertation titled, “The Classification of the Greek Manuscripts
of 1 Peter With Special Emphasis on Methodology,” identified sixteen manuscripts
characterized with the same kind of mixture as those found by Richards.> Robertson,
in his master’s project “The Classification of the Greek Manuscripts of 2 Peter,”
identified eight manuscripts in 2 Peter as mixed.* From the dendrographic

representation of these manuscripts, they are classified as mixed because they do not

'Cluster Analysis is a computer-generated method of grouping manuscripts. It
is a process in which manuscripts are grouped (clustered) based on their highest
coefficient of agreements. To begin with, the total number of manuscripts under
consideration are placed in groups consisting of one manuscript each. (According to
Brower, “This is a major advantage of this method. . . . It makes its classification on
the basis of no pre-determined, pre-defined grouping. You cannot in fact, begin with a
less biased initial grouping than by putting each ms. in its own individual group.” As
quoted in Awoniyi, 38-40.) Each manuscript-group is then joined (cluster) with
another manuscript at their highest level of agreement and the initial groups thus
formed are compared with all other initial groups formed, and manuscripts are
relocated into new groups based on the highest coefficient of agreements between
manuscripts/groups. For a further description of the method, see ibid, 38-40.

*The manuscripts are: 206, 522, 614, 1505, 1522, 1611, 1799, 1890, and 2412.
Ibid,, 50, 51, 52.

*Yoo, 166, 170, 171. They are: 020, 6, 69, 104, 181, 378, 642, 876, 917, 999,
1563, 1751, 1874, 1877, 1898, and 2494.

*These are: 104, 467, 876, 1563, 1751, 1838, 2197, and 2494. Terry
Robertson, “The Classification of the Greek Manuscripts of 2 Peter,” 75, 77, 79.
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contain sufficient readings to classify them as firmly Byzantine or Alexandrian.! In
reference to the classification of two of these manuscripts (876 and 2494), Robertson
proposed that “they have drawn readings from several traditions in an eclectic
fashion.” Six of these manuscribts (104, 467, 1563, 1751, 1838, and 2197), while
they are also mixed, “do not have any clear-cut mixture, like the pfevious
manusc.ripts.”3

In another study of 2 Peter, Robertson identified one manuscript, 378, as mixed.*
This manuscript is among a group of manuscripts which, according to Robertson,
“none of the generally accepted text-types based on the broader New Testament

25

context describes adequately.”™ Table 1 outlines all the mixed manuscripts discovered

by these scholars.

Purpose of the Study
The preceding discussion shows that a mixed text-type exists in six books of

the Catholic Epistles. While this mixed type spans these six books, the text-type of

'The “dendrogram” is the graphical representation of actual grouping of the
total number of manuscripts. For illustration of this see Awoniyi, 132; see also, 69,
70.

’Ibid., 79.

*Ibid. This probably corresponds with Richards’s M¥ and Yoo’s M3 group. See
discussion below on pages 69-73.

*Terry Robertson, “Relationships Among the Non-Byzantine Manuscripts of 2
Peter,” Andrews University Seminary Studies 39 (2001): 52.

’Ibid., 54.
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Table 1. Mixed Mss of the Catholic Epistles

Richards Awoniyi Yoo Robertson
(1, 2, 3 John) (James) (1 Peter) (2 Peter)
020
6
69 69
104 104
181 181
206
522
378 378
424
424c
467
614
642 642
643
876 876 876
917 917
959
999 999
| 1505
1522 1522
1611
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Table 1—Continued,

12

Richards Awoniyi Yoo Robertson
(1, 2, 3 John) (James) (1 Peter) (2 Peter)
1563 1563
1751 1751
1799 1799
1827
1838
1845
1874 1874
1877
1890
1898 1898
2197
2412
2494 2494

many of the manuscripts known to be mixed in some books is not known in other

books of the Catholic Epistles.! My goal is to uncover what the textual affinities of

these mixed manuscripts are in the books in which their type-type is not known. Since

'For example, 1563 and 1751 are shown to be mixed in the Petrine Epistles but
were not classified in the Johannine Epistles. There are nineteen such manuscripts of
similar positions. The discussion on pages 34 to 38 offers a more detailed picture of

this situation.
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the mixed text-type has not been established in Jude, a further objective is to
determine if this mixed phenomenon also exists in Jude.! After developing a more
detailed picture of the existence of the mixed text-type across the Catholic Epistles, I
will then examine its distinctive readings so as to determine how they best recommend
themselves as being preferred or not preferred readings, that is, which readings are to
be adopted or rejected when compared to those of the established text-types, namely
the Alexandrian and Byzantine types. If the readings of these mixed manuscripts are
confirmed to be more original than those of the Alexandrian and Byzantine text-types,
then it would strongly suggest that manuscripts which are neither Alexandrian nor
Byzantine need to be given more attention in the continued quest of approximating the
original text.
Delimitations

Although the inclusion of manuscript 917 in 2 Peter, and manuscript 1838 in
James, 1 Peter, and the Johannine Epistles was desirable, copies of these were not
obtainable even after repeated efforts.” As will be shown, their absence did not affect
the overall findings of this study. In the classification of James and 2 Peter, the
Alexandrian and Byzantine groups are not fully discussed as they are not the concern
of this study. However, the information has been placed in Appendix B for the

reader’s benefit.

'For the collation classification and analysis of Jude, see chapter 5 below.

’I made inquiries at several universities throughout the Unites States and
Europe but was unable to obtain a copy of these manuscripts.
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Delineation of the Study

Building upon what has already been covered in this introduction, chapter 2
provides a further summary of some of the major text critical works in the Catholic
Epistles along with a preliminary evaluation of thirty-four known mixed manuscripts.
The overview highlights the fact that most text-critical efforts in the Catholic 'Epistles'
have been concerned with the classification of m;muscripts and not with examining the
comparative value of text-types in the Catholic corpus. The need to examine the worth
of the distinctive readings of these mixed manuscripts is therefore made obvious.

In chapter 3, a reclassification of the manuscripts in James and 2 Peter is done.'
In addition, the relatively new statistical technique of Factor Analysis® is employed to
classify manuscripts into tentative groups. These tentative groups are then refined by
the Claremont Profile Method.

Having verified the mixed manu’scripts of James and 2 Peter, in chapter 4, the
manuscripts known to be mixed in these books but not classified in the Johannine
Epistles and 1 Peter are classified. This was done by comparing the reading of these

unknown manuscripts with particular profile readings provided by Richards and Yoo.

'This reclassification was necessary because Awoniyi and Robertson did not
indicate the specific readings by which their mixed manuscripts were identified. Due
to this omission, any distinctive readings of these manuscripts were not available for
examination, so determining these readings is a key objective of this study.
Furthermore, not having these readings, the text-type of an unknown manuscript in
James and 2 Peter could not be readily known, since there were no specific readings by
which an unknown manuscript could have been classified.

?As stated above this technique for doing quantitative analysis was first used by
Kenneth Yoo in 2001. Yoo, “Classification,” 63-92. This is the second known use of
this very fast and efficient technique.
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As stated previously, mixed manuscripts have already been identified in all the books
of the Catholic Epistles except Jude. Chapter 5 addresses the status of the text in Jude
by classifying eighty-four manuscripts in this epistle. In chapter 6 the distinctive
readings that identify the mixed text-type are analyzed for their comparative value.
Finally, chapter 7 summarizes the findings of this dissertation and presents the

implications and recommendations derived from this study.
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CHAPTER 2

OVERVIEW OF MAJOR WORKS OF CLASSIFICATION AND
PRELIMINARY EVALUATION OF THE MIXED
TEXT-TYPE IN THE CATHOLIC EPISTLES
Overview of Major Works of Classification
As has been observed, historically the Catholic Epistles have received

comparatively little attention by textual critics. Sakae Kubo, for example, points out
that Hort in his commentary discusses only fifteen variant readings in the Petrine
Epistles and Jude.' Richards posits that the negative view of Westcott and Hort
regarding the Byzantine text affected work on the Catholic Epistles, particularly in the

area of classifications.> Awoniyi observed that conclusions arrived at regarding other

parts of the New Testament were automatically attributed to the Catholic Epistles.?

!Sakae Kubo, P™ and the Codex Vaticanus, Studies and Documents, vol. 27,
ed. Jacob Geerlings (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 1965), 4. In fact, Hort
discusses only 21 variants in the entire Catholic Epistles: seven in 1 Peter, three in 2
Peter, five in Jude, five in 1 John, one in 2 John, and none in 3 John or James. See
Westcott and Hort, 2: 102-107.

*Richards, Classification, 3-4. For a survey of recent scholarly views toward
the study of the Catholic Epistles, see ibid., 3-11; see also, Yoo, 30-37.

*Awoniyi, 2. E. C. Colwell points out that “the textual history of the New
Testament differs from corpus to corpus, and even from book to book; therefore the
witnesses have to be regrouped in each section.” “The Origin of Text-types of the
New Testament Manuscripts,” in Early Christian Origins, ed. Allen Wikgren
(Chicago: Quadrangle Books, 1961), 138. This implies that conclusions arrived at

16
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Thus, scholars saw no real need to extend any special effort on these Epistles. While
the first major effort on this corpus was that of von Soden in 1902,' subsequently, very
little was done until the mid 1960s and 70s. Between 1964 and 2000, one Master’s
project and seven doctoral dissertations were written in textual criticism on the
Catholic Episﬂes. Most of these works focus on the classification of the Greek text of
the Epistles. In 1964, Wayne Allen Blakely wrote his disseltatiqn in which he
developed an apparatus from 129 manuscripts of Jude and 2 Peter.’

Also in 1964, Kubo completed his dissertation, “A Comparative Study of P
and the Codex Vaticanus.” Kubo’s work demonstrated that in 1 and 2 Peter and Jude,
P” is a superior text to that of Vaticanus (B).*> In another study, Kubo classified thirty-
seven manuscripts of Jude in order to determine if von Soden’s classification in these

Epistles were correct.* He found von Soden’s classification to be partially correct.

regarding one section of the New Testament text tradition ought not to be imposed on
another section.

'Hermann F. von Soden, Die Schriften des Neuen Testaments in ihrer altesten
Erreichbaren Textgestalt, Teil 1: Untersuchungen: Abteilung 3, Die Textformen: B.
Der Apostolos mit Apokalypse (Berlin: Alexander Duncker, 1902), 1840-1898.

*Wayne Allen Blakely, “Manuscript Relationships as Indicated by the Epistles
of Jude and II Peter” (Ph.D. dissertation, Emory University, 1964).

3Kubo, P” and the Codex Vaticanus, 150.

“Sakae Kubo, “Textual Relationships in Jude,” in Studies in New Testament
Language and Text: Essays in Honour of George D. Kilpatrick on the Occasion of His
Sixty-fifth Birthday, ed. J. K. Elliott (Leiden: E.J. Brill, 1976), 280. The manuscripts
are: P2, N, A,B,C,K,L,P, ¥, S, 5, 33, 69, 201, 206, 216, 223, 319, 323, 917, 440,
479, 483, 489, 623, 642, 876, 917, 920,1022, 1522, 1611, 1739, 1799, 1874, 2401,
and 2412.
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The next major work in the area was that of Muriel M. Carder, who wrote her
Th.D. dissertation on “An Enquiry into the Textual Transmission of the Catholic
Epistles.”! Carder’s primary objective was to determine what the Greek text of the
Catholic Epistles tells us about its history of transmission. She classified twenty-five
manuséripts of 1 Peter into four different text-typés: the Alexandrian, Byzantinian,
Caesarean, and Weste_m.2 Her work has been strongly criticized due to methodological
flaws.’

The work of Richards, mentioned above, is significant because it broke new
ground in New Testament textual criticism in terms of methodology. Richards
demonstrated that, as opposed to using either Quantitative Analysis or the Claremont
Profile method, a modified combination of both methods was a better way of
classifying manuscripts. Colwell and Tune had proposed that manuscripts belonged to
the same group if they agreed 70 percent of the time, with a 10 percent difference from
other groups of manuscripts. Richards demonstrated that if manuscripts are to be
classified on this basis, then most manuscripts would belong to one big group, as

quantitatively most manuscripts agree more than 70 percent of the time.*

‘Muriel M. Carder, “An Enquiry into the Textual Transmission of the Catholic
Epistles” (Ph.D. dissertation, Victoria University, 1968).

*These are P, N, A, B, C, ¥, 5, 69, 876, 959,1240,1243, 1248, 1315, 1319,
1424, 1739, 1799, 1854, 1874, 1876, 1888, 1889, 2401, and 2412. See Carder, 78.

*For example, by Richards, Classification, 7, 202- 206.

“Ibid., 53-55.
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Richards also showed that the Claremont Profile method was weak because it
relies on the previously formed groups of Hermann von Soden as its base for forming
new groups. In effect, the method eliminates the very readings that would have
altered the pre-determined groups with which McReynolds and Wisse began. Using a
modified form of both methods, Richards formed gfoups that were better substantiated
than the results. from either method used by itself.! ‘He identified three categories of
manuscripts in the Johannine Epistles: Alexandrian, Byzantine, and Mixed. His mixed
group is, in part, the launching point of this investigation.

Next was Awoniyi’s dissertation, mentioned earlier. Awoniyi’s objective was
to do “an independent” and “thorough classification” of the Greek manuscripts of
James so as to determine their text-type relationships.? Using the method of “Cluster
Analysis,” which combines Richards’s two-step process of Quantitative Analysis and
Profiles into one process, Awoniyi identified three major clusters of manuscripts.> He
named these groups 2, 7, and 37, respectively, with Group 2 consisting of ten

Alexandrian manuscripts, Group 7 consisting of sixty-seven Byzantine manuscripts,

'Richards, “A Critique of A New Testament Text-Critical Methodology- The
Claremont Profile Method,” Journal of Biblical Literature 96 (1977) 555-556. This
method has been recognized as one of the best methods of classifying manuscripts.
Rodney Reeves, for example, considers it the “apex of textual critical methodological
advances . . . and the best on methodological grounds alone.” Reeves, 281. Bart
Ehrman also spoke favorably of the method in his critique of the Teststellen method of
Kurt Aland. Ehrman, “Circularity,” 379, 387.

*Awoniyi, 8, 38-42. He classified 86 of the 600 extant manuscripts of James.
Ibid.,10.

*Ibid., 53-54.
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and group 37 consisting of nine manuscripts.' He gave group 37 the siglum “C” since
it did not fit into either the Alexandrian or Byzantine category. According to Awoniyi,
group “C” formed an independent category warranting further investigation in the
future.” Some of the further investigation will be realized in the present study.

Terry Robertson’s Master’s pfoject, mentioned previously, classified 150
manuscripts of 2 Peter. His purpose was to examine the “value of Dendrograms for the
classification of manuscripts by checking their groupings with the Claremont Profile
Method.” He also proposed that, with respect to the use of dendrograms, a series of
dendrograms was more advantageous than just one.* Robertson’s dendrogram
identified five different groups of manuscripts in 2 Peter. He then confirmed these
groups by the use of the Claremont Profile Method.®

Another significant work of classification in the Catholic Epistles is James
Cate’s dissertation, “The Text of the Catholic Epistles and Revelation in the Writings

of Origin.”™® As suggested by the topic, Cate’s purpose was to determine the textual

'Ibid., 43, 45, 50.

Ibid., 51, 52, 54.

*Robertson, “Relationships,” 2.
“Ibid.

SIbid., 83.

®James Jeffrey Cate, “The Text of the Catholic Epistles and Revelation in the
Writings of Origin” (Ph.D. dissertation, New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary,
1997).
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character of the Catholic Epistles and Revelation in the writings of Origin.! Cate
demonstrated that even though the writings of Origen could not be established as a
solid member of the Alexandrian text-type in the Catholic Epistles, it certainly has its
closest textual relationship with the Alexandrian text.” Cate showed that Origen has a
77.8 percent agreement with the Alexandrian text-type, a 69.8 percent agreement with
the Byzantine text, a 62.9 agreement with the Mixed text-type, and a 62.9 agreement
with the Old Latin.?

Cate recommended a number of readings from Origen that could be added/
corrected in the critical apparatus of NA”” and UBS4. He did not indicate that these
were preferred readings to be placed in the text, but rather only made
recommendations for the critical apparatus.*

Speaking of Richards’s mixed group, Cate wrote, “Manuscripts of Richards’
‘mixed’ group display enough consistency to warrant inclusion in any analysis of the
Catholic Epistles yet they fall short of representing a well defined text-type.”

Although Cate made the above observation, he offered no reasons why Richards’s

'Tbid.

2This was so because the available data are statistically insufficient to establish
him as a strong member of the Alexandrian text. In fact, Cate would rather speak of
“affinities” to the various text-types instead of solid members of each. Ibid., 219, 220.

’Ibid.
*Ibid., 294-300.

°Ibid., 46.
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mixed group should not be considered as a text-type. He went on to use several of
Richards’s mixed manuscripts in his analysis of the writing of Origen.'

The next major text-critical work in the Catholic Epistles was that of Kenneth
Keumsang Yoo. Again, this is a work concerned with classification. Using a
combination of the Profile method and the statistical technique of Factor Analysisl,2
Yoo classified 106 _mmuscﬁpﬁ of 1 Peter. He delineated three groups of Alexandrian
manuscripts (27 manuscripts), ten groups of Byzantine manuscripts (63 manuscripts),
and three groups of mixed manuscripts (16 manuscripts). Yoo’s approach introduces a
new and innovative method of classification, “Factor Analysis,” which in time could
become a standard method of classification. His Factor Analysis method is used in the
present study.

In addition to these dissertations, the Institut fiir neutestamentliche
Textforschung in Miinster, Germany, founded by Kurt Aland (now deceased) and
currently directed by Holger Strutwolf, has also done major work on the Catholic
Epistles. Two major undertakings are noteworthy, the Teststellen Method, and the

Editio Critica Maior. The Teststellen Method is a method by which a previously

'Ibid.

’In defining Factor Analysis, Yoo writes: “Factor Analysis is used to study the
correlations among a large number of interrelated variables (elements) by grouping the
variables into more meaningful interpretable factors (groups). In other words, when
the researcher wants to understand a meaningful underlying structure of a vast amount
of information, he or she may use Factor Analysis to render comprehensible the nature
of relationships within interrelated groups.” Yoo, 71-72, 61-70.

*0Of course Factor Analysis is a standard statistical procedure, but Yoo’s
application of it to Textual Criticism could be very advantageous.
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unexamined manuscript is examined in only a few “carefully selected” test passages
(Teststellen) so as to determine its textual affinities.! In 1987, they published the
results of the classification of 553 Greek manuscripts of the Catholic Epistles using
ninety-eight Teststellen.> The groupings of these manuscripts were in the five
categories previdusly established by Aland and Aland:
Category I: Manuscripts of a very special quality which should always be
considered as containing the original text. (Most of the manuscripts prior to the
fourth century are assigned to this category). Category II: Manuscripts of a
special quality but distinguishable from manuscripts of Category I by the
presence of alien influences. Category III: Manuscripts of a distinctive
character with an independent text, particularly important for the history of the
text.” Category I'V: Manuscripts of the D text. Category V: Manuscripts with a
purely Byzantine text-type.’
These five categories do not exactly correspond with the traditional classification of
manuscripts into the now established text-types. However, Aland and Aland proposed
that these categories represent a more efficient, reliable, and verifiable way of

classifying manuscripts.* Although their methodology has not been fully accepted,

their classification provides an external norm by which to compare manuscripts that

'Aland and Aland, The Text of the New Testament, 318.

*These passages can be found in Kurt Aland, Text und Textwert der
Griechischen Handschriften des Neuen Testaments: die Katholischen Briefe. Arbeiten
zur neutestamentlichen Textforschung, vols. 9-11.

>The results of their work are summarized in Aland and Aland, The Text of the
New Testament, 159-162, 317-337. Aland and Aland claim that their primary
objective is not to classify manuscripts but simply to identify the Byzantine
manuscripts so as to eliminate most of them from consideration in the critical
apparatus. Their work, however, is unavoidably a form of classification.

“Ibid., 332.
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are being evaluated. The classification that Aland and Aland give in their method to
the mixed manuscripts that are being considered in this study will be illustrated later,
and the possible implications for the value of these mixed manuscripts will be
demonstrated.

The publication of the Editio Critica Maior by the Institut fiir
neutestamentliche Textforschung, beginning in 1997, marks yet another major work
in the Catholic Epistles. This critical edition of the Catholic Epistles (published in
four different installments) provides a Greek text that is based on a larger number of
manuscripts than all modern editions of the Greek New Testament. In addition, this
series has a critical apparatus that presents the most extensive array of variant readings
available on the text of the Catholic Epistles. This includes “all variants found in
hundreds of selected Greek manuscripts,”' in addition to evidence from the ’Greek
Fathers, and the Latin, Syriac, Coptic, Armenian, Georgian, Old Church Slavonic, and
Ethiopic versions.?

The supplementary volumes to the Editio Critica Maior “contain descriptions
of New Testament manuscripts with definition of their textual character in light of the
total evidence and arrangement of the manuscript and manuscript groups by their role

23

in the development of the text.” The key objective of these very comprehensive and

'Barbara Aland et al., Novum Testamentum Graecum Editio Critica Maior:
Catholic Letters, James, Part 1 (Stuttgart: Deutsche Bibelgesellschaft, 1997), 11*

’Ibid.

*Ibid.
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detailed volumes is to “provide the full range of resources necessary for scholarly
research in establishing the text and reconstructing the history of the New Testament
text during its first thousand years.”' Although the Editio Critica Maior has such a
comprehensive apparatus, its actual printed text of the Catholic Epistles is with a few
exceptions similar to that of the NA27.2

Apart from Kubo, Blakely, and the Editiq Critica Maior, these works on the
Catholic Epistles are not concerned directly with evaluating the comparative value of
the different text-types. They were more concerned with the classification of the
manuscripts into the already known text-types.® Since the mixed manuscripts defined
by Richards and his followers have not been examined in detail, there is a need to

determine their worth in comparison to the already known text-types.*

'Ibid.

*For example, in the book of James it differs from the NA% in only two places:
1:22 dxpoator pévov and 2:3 fi k&@ov éxei in 1 Peter it differs from the NA?” and the
UBS 4% edition in seven passages, see ibid., also, Barbara Aland et al., Novum
Testamentum Graecum Editio Critica Maior: Catholic Letters, 1 Peter, Part 1
(Stuttgart: Deutsche Bibelgesellschaft, 2000), 1V, 23.

?Although Richards’s initial objective was classification, his work has become
known for its methodology.

*In fact, since all manuscripts are mixed, then the designation mixed may not be
an appropriate designation for this group of manuscripts as indeed the readings that
they contain may just be the earlier original from which the other text-types have
emerged. Thus, the mixed category could redefine the value we place on the already
known text-types, in that, if the readings of the mixed manuscripts are shown to be
more original than the established text-types, then it may become necessary to re-
appraise the value placed on these established text-types, namely, the Alexandrian,
Byzantine, and Western text-types. It would also be necessary to give this group of
manuscripts a designation other than mixed.
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Preliminary Evaluation of the So-called Mixed Text-Type
in the Catholic Epistles

Thirty-four manuscripts are already known to be mixed in the Catholic
Epistles. What follows is a brief description of some of these manuscripts and then a
preliminary analysis of the pattern of mixture that characterizes these manuscripts. The

latter will serve to clarify what these manuscripts were when not mixed.

Description of the Manuscripts

I am indebted to Aland and Aland’s Text of the New Testament for much of the
information on these manuscripts. Other information was gleaned from physical
examination of microfilm copies of these manuscripts when available. Aland and
Aland’s categories for each manuscript relate to the Catholic Epistles only.

MS 181: This eleventh-century manuscript consists of the Apostolos,’ the
Pauline letters (including Hebrews), and Revelation. The repository for this parchment
manuscript is the Vatican Library. Aland classified it as category III.> The manuscript
is written in a very legible Greek, that would be the delight of any collator. Each page
is fully occupied with the text. There is very little marginalia. Verses and chapter
divisions are indicated or implied by breaks in the text and capital letters in some parts
of the manuscript. There are no ornamentations or lacunae in the Catholic Epistles.

MS 206: Manuscript 206, stored in the Lambeth Library in London, is a

thirteenth-century manuscript written on paper and contains the Apostolos and the

'That is, Acts and the Catholic Epistles.

?Aland and Aland, The Text of the New Testament, 129, 130.
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Pauline letters. The manuscript has lacunae in certain areas. It is listed as category III
in the Catholics and V in the Pauline letters.' von Soden has it in his I*' group.

MS 424: Manuscript 424 consists of the Apostolos, the Pauline Epistles, and
Revelation. This eleventh-century manuscript is written on parchment, and is stored in

 the Osterreichische National Bibliothek Library in Vienna, Austria. The docu_mént is

extensively corrected against an ea;lier text and, as such, the reading of the original
hand is distinguished from that of the copied version. Although the original hand is
deemed category V, Aland rates the corrected version as category II1.2 von Soden lists
it among his H group. The manuscript also has extensive commentary (marginalia)
throughout. In fact, the text of the epistles is surrounded by marginalia. For example,
the text of Jude occupies a small section of each page and has writings (marginalia) on
all four sides. The text of the Catholic Epistles flows smoothly without any lacunae.

MS 467: This manuscript, stored in the Bibliotheque Nationale in Paris, is a
fifteenth-century manuscript written on paper. It contains the Apostolos followed by
the Pauline Epistles and Revelation. Aland and Aland rate it as category Il in the
Pauline Epistles and indicate that the text is of a ‘lower’ rank in Acts and the
Catholics.” von Soden classifies it among his I** group. The manuscript is written in
one column per page with few marginal notations. The 1 and 2 John have a kedpaAoro

as does also Jude. Jude’s is more extensive than those of 1 and 2 John.

'Ibid., 132.
*Ibid.

’Ibid., 133.
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MS 522: This manuscript is stored in the Bodleian Library in Oxford, is written
on paper, and is dated 1515. The document is comprised of the entire New Testament.
Aland lists it as category Il in Acts and the Catholics, but V in the Gospels, Paul, and
Revelation.'! von Soden classifies it in his I° group. The manuscript has no
marginalia or lacunae. Apart from short notations at the end of some chapters, the text
flows continuously from one book to the next. The books of the Johannine Epistles,
and Jude are not given a title; the text simply begins after a short introductory
paragraph (hypothesis).

MS 614: This thirteenth-century parchment manuscript consists of the
Apostolos and the Pauline Epistles. This sister manuscript to 2412 is stored in
Biblioteca Ambrosiana in Milan.” In small portions of pages in 2 Peter and 1 John, the
text is slightly obscure (apparently the parchment is worn in these areas). The text can
still be deciphered, although with some effort. The Epistle of Jude is extant in only the
first three verses. It is categorized in Aland’s category Il and von Soden’s " group.

MS 642: This fifteenth-century manuscript is written on paper, and is stored in
the Lambeth Palace in London, England. It consists of the Apostolos and the Pauline
Epistles. The text flows smoothly in this manuscript without much break. There is

also very little marginal notations. The handwriting is very legible. There are lacunae

'Ibid.

’Ibid.
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in parts of the text in Romans.! The quality of the text in some of the Pauline Epistles
1 and 2 Corinthians, for example, is somewhat obscure and seems to have been written
by a different scribe from the one for Acts and the Catholic Epistles. The text is rated
as category Il in the Catholics and V in the Pauline Epistles. von Soden placed it in
his I** group.

MS 643: Housed in the British Museum, this manpscript contains the
Apostolos and the Pauline Epistles, written on 244 folios. The handwriting is a
somewhat small, minuscule script. The Petrine Epistles and 1 John have hypotheses.
The text flows from one book to the next, separated by small spaces and sometimes a
decorated horizontal line. Most of the book of Jude is missing due to lacunae.
Portions of about twenty-two lines can be deciphered, but only with some difficulty.
Neither von Soden nor Aland categorized this manuscript.

MS 917: This twelfth-century manuscript, written on parchment, includes the
Apostolos and the Pauline letters. The manuscript is stored in the Escorial Biblioteca.
It is ranked as category III in the Catholics and V in the Pauline Epistles. von Soden
placed it in his I*' group. A microfilm copy of this manuscript was unavailable.

MS 999: This thirteenth/fourteenth-century manuscript consists of the
Gospels, the Apostolos, and the Pauline Epistles. Written on vellum with 360 folios,

this manuscript is housed in the Mount Athos Library. The text is clearly written with

'For example, Rom 3:27 to 29, from 4:9b to 4:11b, and also parts of 4:17, 18.
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an average amount of marginalia. A few books carry an introduction. Aland
categorizes it under the general Byzantine group (V).! von Soden grouped it as I*’.

MS 959: This manuscript, dated 1331, is written on paper and has the Gospels,
the Apostolos, and the Pauline Epistles. It comprises 356 folios. The original is housed
at Mount Athos. Aland categérizes it as Byzantine (category-V). This manuscript
virtually has no marginal notes. Apart from the occasional introductions to some
books and the initial capital letters that mark the beginning of a new section/chapter,
the text flows continuously from one book to the next. There are no lacunae and the
text is written clearly. von Soden classified it as K.

MS 1505: Manuscript 1505, dated A.D. 1084, contains the Gospels, the
Apostolos, and the Pauline Epistles. The document is written on parchment in 270
folios and is kept in the Mount Athos Library. Aland which lists it as category III in
the Apostolos and Pauline letters, but V in the Gospels.” von Soden places it in his K*
group. The manuscript is very decorated with pictures of animals and images of the
Evangelists as contemplative scribes at the beginning of each Gospel and each of the
Catholic Epistles. The main sections are clearly marked by large capital letters. James
is entitled emoto kaBoiikn Iakwpou. A later hand adds Av to emioto. Note that the
word emato also occurs in the title of 1 Peter, but without A added to it. The

manuscript presents a script that is easy to read. There are no lacunae.

'Aland and Aland, The Text of the New Testament, 134.

’Ibid., 135.
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MS 1563: This thirteenth-century parchment, consisting of 306 folios, includes
the Gospels, the Apostolos, and the Pauline Epistles. Aland ranks it as being below
category III.' von Soden places it in his K* group. The Mount Athos Library serves as
the repository for this document. The manuscript has a limited amount of marginalia
and is divided into sections by large capitals. The tgxt- flows smoothly without any
lacunae.i

MS 1611: This manuscript, housed in the National Library in Athens, is a
twelfth-century document consisting of the Apostolos, the Pauline Epistles, and
Revelation.” This manuscript is written in double columns on each page. Each of the
Catholic Epistles has an introduction and a concluding discussion after each book,
which sometimes are a bit lengthy. For example, the introduction to the book of
James, entitled keparar wakwPouv emoTorwy, occupies almost two pages. Marginal
glosses in this manuscript, particularly in the Catholics, are at a minimum. Aland and
Aland rank it as category Il in all books except Revelation, where its designation is
category II. von Soden places it in his I°! group.

MS 1751: This paper manuscript is dated 1479. Along with the Catholic
Epistles, it contains the Pauline Epistles, and Acts. Only the book of Acts, which is
category II, is categorized by Aland and Aland.? . It was not classified by von Soden.

The script is written in double columns on each page and is decorated with occasional

'Ibid.
“Ibid.

*Tbid.
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icons such as letters made in the pictures of animals and human faces and even the
occasional picture of a whole human person. The text is written clearly. Each book
flows into the next with very little commentary between, although a line across the
column marks the end of a book and the beginning of the next book. The beginning of
each book is marked by a very decorated first letter.

MS 1838: This eleventh-century minuscule, written on parchment, is an
incomplete copy of the Apostolos and the Pauline Episties. Housed in the Biblioteca
della Badia Grottaferrata in Rome, it is a category Il manuscript in the Pauline
letters, the only text where it has a positive designation.'

MS 1845: This manuscript consists of the Apostolos and the Pauline Epistles.
The repository for this tenth-century parchment is the Vatican Library. It is category
I “with reservations.”™ von Soden placed it in his I* group. This manuscript is written
in two columns on each page in somewhat shabby handwriting. The script is divided
into sectionals by capital letters and other marginal notations at the beginning of each
section. There also seems to be verse divisions indicated by beriods, spaces between
words, and bold letters. This is particularly evident in 1 John. Most of the Catholic
Epistles have an introductibn. The introduction before 1 Peter is entitled xedoiai

TeTpu (sic) emotoino «. No lacunae occur in the Catholics.

'Ibid.

’Ibid., 136.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



33

MS 1874: This tenth-century parchment manuscript, housed in St. Catherine
Monastery at Mt. Sinai, is composed of the Apostolos and the Pauline letters." This
document is written on 191 folios with double columns on each page. Verses and
chapter divisions are indicated by bold and sometimes decorated capital letters. There
is very little marginal notation. The text is clear and legible and seems to have been
written by the same scribe throughout. The designation is category III in the Pauline
Letters and category V in the Catholics and Acts. It was placed in von Soden’s I*!
group.

MS 1898: This manuscript, written in double columns on each page, contains
the Catholic and the Pauline Epistles. The handwriting of this manuscript is very small
and marginal notes are at a minimum throughout. It has occasional icons, particularly
in the Pauline Epistles, where the various pictures of a man give the impression that
repeated representations of Paul are intended. Aland and Aland do not categorize it,
but von Soden groups it as I*! .

MS 2197: Manuscript 2197 contains the Apostolos and the Pauline Epistles.
Some sections are missing and there is some commentary in the margins. The
manuscript is written on parchment and is dated in the fourteenth century. The
manuscript, kept in Vatopediou, Athos, is ranked as category IIl by Aland.’

MS 2412: This manuscript contains the Apostolos and the Pauline Epistles. It

is written on parchment and dated to the thirteenth century. This manuscript, held at

'Tbid.

’Ibid., 137.
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the University of Chicago Library,' is a sister manuscript to 614. Most of the Pauline
Epistles have an introduction ranging from one and one-half to two pages long. Each
Catholic Epistle also carries an introduction averaging one page in length. There are no
lacunae and very few marginal notations. The Catholics Epistles are rated as category
I by Aland and Aland.

In conclusion, ﬁom the above descriptions it can be seen that most of the
mixed manuscripts range from the ninth to the fourteenth century. Interestingly, most
of these manuscripts are in Aland and Aland’s category III (and a sub-group of von
Soden’s “I”” group), the category that most aptly represents mixture. This suggests that

indeed these manuscripts are in a special group by themselves.

Preliminary Analysis of the Known Mixed Manuscripts
In this section I will take a more detailed, although preliminary, look at the thirty-
four mixed manuscripts in the Catholic Epistles that the previous studies have
identified. The obj ective is to achieve some possible indication of the text-types of
these manuscripts whenever they are not mixed.? This could give some clue as to
whether or not they were derived from the Alexandrian or Byzantine types.
The tally of mixed manuscripts that are based on the works of scholars in this

area are as follows: sixteen manuscripts in the Johannine Epistles (according to

'Ibid.
*For sure, this cannot be conclusive, but serves only to indicate some possible

trends. In fact, as will be seen, it supports the fact that indeed all these manuscripts are
of a very mixed category.
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Richards); sixteen manuscripts in 1 Peter (Yoo’s study); and eight manuscripts in 2
Peter (according to Robertson). For this evaluation, I will tentatively categorize
Awoniyi’s nine unknown manuscripts as mixed. Some of these mixed manuscripts are
mixed in more than one book of the Catholic Epistles. Table 2 outlines the spread of
mixture of each individual manuscript across the six books dealt with by these
scholars.

The mixed manuscripts are identified with the respective siglam given to them
by each researcher. These are M', M?, and MY for those classified by Richards; “C”
for those classified by Awonyi; M1, M2, and M3 for those classified by Yoo; and
“Mixed,” etc., for those classified by Robertson. The Roman numerals in the column
that reads “date,” indicate the particular century in which a manuscript is dated. Tabl¢
2 shows the classification of these manuscripts by each researcher. Tables 3 to 7
provide summary analyses of all these manuscripts.

Table 3 represents a preliminary analysis of the mixed manuscripts outlined in
table 2. Six books of the Catholic Epistles are included: 1-3 John, James, and 1 and 2
Peter. These are the books for which mixed manuscripts are available ﬁom the work
of the four scholars mentioned. The following data emerged:

1. Eighteen manuscripts are mixed in one book.

2. Seven manuscripts are mixed in two books.

3. Five manuscripts are mixed in three books.

4. Four manuscripts are mixed in four books.

5. No manuscript is mixed in all five books.
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Table 2. Mixed Manuscripts: Their Text Types Across the Catholic Epistles

No MSS Date Richards Awoniyi | Yoo Robertson
I 2 3

John John John | James 1 Peter | 2 Peter
1 020 |IX B° B¢ B¢ B’ Ml
2 6 X | A? A? A’ B1 M3 MT™
3 69 . | XV |M M¥ M¥ B/A® M3 M1
4 104 | 1087 B! M3 Mixed
5 181 | X M! M¥ M* M1
6 206 | XOI | A B B C Al IAY
7 378 | XUI B/A’ M3 1\Y
8 424 | XI B° MY B¢ B! B6 MT?
9 424c | XI M? MY MY
10 [467 | XV B* B1 Mixed
11 1522 {1515 C Al v
12 |614 | XII | A Al Al C Al v
13 (642 | XTIV | M? A’ A’ B/A’ M2 MmT™
14 1643 | XI/ | MY B B B! B4 MT™

X1l

15 | 876 |XII |M? MY Al B/A’ M2 Mixed
16 (917 (X (M MY B B! Ml
17 [959 |1331 | B? B? 1Y B’ Bi MT™®
18 1999 | X |M2 B Mm% B? M3 MT™
19 | 1505 | XII C Al 1v
20 {1522 | 1890 | MV B MY C' Al IVIMT
21 | 1563 | XIII M2 Mixed
22 {1611 | X Al Al Al C Al v
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No MSS  Date Richards Awoniyi | Yoo Robertson
23 1751 | 1479 M3 Mixed
24 1799 | XIU/XII | A! MY C! Al v

25 1827 | 1295 M? B B’ MT!
26 {1838 | XI Mixed
27 | 1845 | X MY A’ A® B/A? B7 1

28 1874 | X M! MY IB B! Ml MT4
39 1877 | XIV M1 MT*
30 1890 | XIV C Al IVMT
31 1898 | X M! MY MY B! M1

32 [2197 | XIV Mixed
33 2412 | X1I Al Al Al C Al v

34 [2494 | 1316 M2 Mixed

From the above data, let us take a closer look at these mixed manuscripts so as to

arrive at some precise conclusions. First, the manuscripts are diagramed based on

the number of books in which they occur, then conclusions are drawn. A more detailed

observation of these mixed manuscripts now follows as outlined in tables 4 to 7.

From the Manuscripts Mixed in One Book

Eighteen manuscripts are mixed in one book (table 4). Whenever they are not

mixed, five of these eighteen manuscripts are Byzantine in text-type: manuscripts 020,
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Table 3. Preliminary Analysis of the Mixed Manuscripts

# of Books Manuscripts Total
1 020 6 206 424 467 522 614 643 959 1505 1611 18
1827 1838 1845 1877 1890 2197 2412

2 104 378 642 1563 1751 1799 2494 7

3 424c 917 999 1522 1874 5

4 69 181 876 1898 4

5 0 0
Table 4. Manuscripts Mixed in Only One Book (18 MSS)

MSS | Date | 1John |2John |3 John | James | 1Peter | 2 Peter | Aland

020 |IX B¢ B® B¢ B! M1 A%

6 X | A? A? A’ B! M3 MT maj 11

206 |XIm |[A' B B C Al v v

424 X1 B¢ MY B° B! B6 MT3 I

467 | XV B* B1 Mixed

522 1515 |.... C Al v

614 [XII (A Al Al C Al v

643 | XI/X | Mw B B B B4 MTmaj

959 | 1331 |B? B? m¥ B? B1 MT™ A%

1505 | XII C Al v

1611 [ X Al Al Al C Al v

1827 {1295 |M? B B B’ cees MT* | none
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Table 4— Continued.

1838 | XI Mixed I
1845 | X MY A’ A’ B/A2 | B7 I I
1877 | XIV |.... M1 MT4

1890 | XII ... |cC Al IV/IMT .

2197 | XIV |.... Mixed

2412 [ XII - | Al Al [ Al C Al I

424, 643, 959, and 827. Three manuscripts (614, 1611, and 2412 ) are Alexandrian in
type whenever they are not mixed.! Two others (6 and 206) are Alexandrian three out
of the five times in which they are not mixed, and Byzantine the other two times.
Manuscript 1845 is equally Alexandrian and Byzantine when not mixed. It cannot be:
deduced what manuscripts 467, 522, 1505,1838, 1877,1890, and 2197 are when not
mixed, as they are not classified in sufficient books other than the one book in which
they are mixed. While the trend for these mixed manuscripts is slightly towards the

Byzantine text-type when not mixed, the results are too ambiguous for certainty.

From the Manuscripts Mixed in Two Books
As can be readily seen from table 5, a conclusion cannot be made regarding the

possible status of a manuscript whenever it is not mixed. From the statistics available,

'This is taking Robertson’s category IV to mean Alexandrian.
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only manuscript 1799 gives a reasonable indication of its status when not mixed.
This manuscript is Alexandrian three out of four times.! Manuscript 642 is equally
Alexandrian and Byzantine whenever it is not mixed, while manuscripts 104, 378,

1563, 1751, and 2494 are not classified in sufficient books so as to make a deduction.

Table 5. Manuscripts Mixed in Two Books (7 MSS)

MSS Date 1 John | 2 John | 3 John | James | 1 Peter | 2 Peter | Aland

104 1087 e cee e Bl M3 Mixed |III

378 XIII B/A3 | M3 v

642 XIv M2 A3 A3 B/A3 | M2 MTind

1563 | XIII M2 Mixed |III
1751 1494 M3 Mixed |III
1799 | XI/XII | Al B Mw Cl1 Al v

2494 1316 M2 Mixed

From the Manuscripts Mixed in Three Books

There are five manuscripts in this category, three of which tend to be more
Byzantine when not mixed (see table 6): 917, 999, and 1874. Manuscript 424c¢ has not
been classified in any other book than the book in which it shows mixture, therefore its
type when not mixed cannot be determined at this point. Manuscript 1890 is equally

Alexandrian and Byzantine when not mixed. Therefore, by a 3:2 margin the
manuscripts that are mixed in three books indicate that when they are not mixed, they

are more Byzantine in type.

! Again, taking Robertson’s category IV to indicate Alexandrian.
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From the Manuscripts Mixed in Four Books

With regard to the manuscripts that are mixed in four books, the findings are
also inconclusive. Manuscript 69 tends to be more Byzantine, whereas manuscript 876
tends to be more Alexandrian when not mixed. The text-type for manuscripts 181 and
1898 cannot be ascertained when not mixed, as they are not classified in sufficient
bqoks. The most that_can be said is that 1898 is Byzantine at least 50 percent of the
time when not mixed. Therefore the textual affinities of these four manuscripts cannot
be ascertained when they are not mixed.

In conclusion, table 8 presents a summary of the preceding data. This summary
reveals that six (17%) of the manuscripts indicate that they are Alexandrian in type
when not mixed (see table 8), while ten (29%) of the manuscripts are Byzantine when
not mixed. At this stage fifteen (44%) of the manuscripts do not indicate what their
base type would be otherwise, due to not being classified in a sufficient number of
books.

Judging from those manuscripts that are definite in indicating their text-type
when not mixed, the balance is tipped in favor of these mixed manuscripts having a
Byzantine base. This suggests that the primary or base text of the proposed mixed
text-type was the Byzantine text. This deduction is strengthened when allowance is
made for a percentage of those not “classified in enough books™ (15 manuscripts) to
indicate that their base text is Byzantine. In other words, the mixed text-type of
Richards and his followers appears to have been a Byzantine text originally, with

Alexandrian and other (unique) readings introduced later, thereby creating the mixed

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



42

text condition as we now have it. However, this finding regarding the base text of the

mixed manuscripts has to be held tentatively until those fifteen manuscripts yet to be

classified in sufficient books are studied. Table 9, derived from table 2, illustrates the

books other than Jud'e in which mixed manuscripts are yet to be studied.

Table 6. Manuscripts Mixed in Three Books (5 MSS)

MSS Date 1John | 2 John | 3 John | James 1Peter | 2 Peter | Aland
424c¢ X1 M? M¥ Y A 1§
917 X1 M! MY B B1 Ml A%
999 X1 M? B MY B2 M3 MT™ |V
1522 1890 Mw B Mw Cl Al IV/MT

1874 | X M! M¥ B B1 M1 MT* \"

Table 7. Manuscripts Mixed in Four Books (4 MSS)

MSS | Date | 1John |2 John | 3 John | James 1 Peter 2 Peter | Aland
69 XV | Mw Mw Mw B/A3 M3 MTind

181 X M! MW MY M1 \Y%
876 XII M2 MY Al B/A3 M2 Mixed

1898 | 1875 | M! MY MY B! Ml not

class

'Jude is considered later in chapter 5.
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Table 8. Proposed Original Base of the Mixed Mss

Base Indicated MSS Total
Alexandrian Base (6 206) 614 1611 2412 1799 MSS 6
Byzantine Base 020 69 424 876 643 959 827 917 999 1874 10
Equally Alexandrian and | 642 1845 1890 3
Byzantine Base
Not enough books 104 181 378 424c 467 522 1505 1563 1751 15
classified 1838 1877 1890 1898 2197 2494
Table 9. Manuscripts to Be Classified

Mss James 1 Peter 2 Peter 1-3 John Jude

020 X

104 X

181 X X

206

216 X

378 X

424 X X X

467 X

522 X X

917 X

1505 X

1563 X X

1751 X X
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Table 9—Continued.

Mss James 1 Peter 2 Peter 1-3 John Jude
1827 X X
1838 X X X X
1877 X X

1890 X X
2197 X X X X
2494 X X
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CHAPTER 3
RECLASSIFICATION OF JAMES AND 2 PETER

While readings of 1 Peter and the Johannine Epistles can be readily identified
from the works of Yoo and Richards, Awoniyi and Robertson did not indicate the
profile readings for their classifications. In addition, the designations that Robertson
gives to his various groups are somewhat unclear. For example, manuscripts are
designated as B/M™ or MT ™, or MT!, etc. It is not clear whether B/M™? indicates
Byzantine or Majority text. Or, if they mean both, what distinctions did he make
between them? In addition, the superscripts “maj,” “ind,” etc., are unclear.

Because of these reasons, it becomes necessary to reclassify 2 Peter and James
so as to ascertain the distinctive readings of these supposed mixed groups and also to
verify that the manuscripts classified as mixed are indeed mixed. As stated earlier, the
Alexandrian and Byzantine groups resulting from these classifications are not
elaborated upon since they are not the concern of this study. Some information on
them, however, is found in appendix B for the convenience of the reader.

The method of classification used for this process is a two-tiered pfocess of
Factor Analysis and the group mapping scheme of the Claremont Profile Method.
First, tentative groups are formed using the statistical method of Factor Analysis.

These groups are then refined into definitive groups by the Claremont Profile Method.

45
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Factor Analysis as a Means of Forming Tentative Groups

Factor Analysis is a data reduction technique that groups a number of variables
into clusters and seeks to detect structure in the relationships among variables.! These
clusters are formed based on the underlying shared commonality of variables. This

" shared commonality between variables is called a factor. The formation of factors
represents the linear combinations of the original variables. For example, if a thousand
people comprise a population, some with red hair, others with black hair, some with
blond, some with blue eyes, while others have brown eyes and one has black eyes, then
these people could be grouped based on the factors of hair color or eye color. Based on
these two factors, different combinations (clusters or groups) of people could be
formed.

Factors will be formed by the variables that are most highly correlated on a
particular characteristic. The most dominant factor will be selected out first, to be
followed by the second most dominant factor and so on down to the least dominant
factor until there is no longer any correlational residue.” Usually the most dominant
factor will attract the largest number of variables and each successive factor will have

more variables in its group than the next in line.

'Variable refers to the object or entity being studied. Roger C. Pfaffenberger
and James H. Patterson, Statistical Methods (Homewood: Richard D. Irwin, 1987), 19;
SPSS 12.0 Software Help (Chicago: SPSS, 2003); see also “Principal Components and
Factor Analysis,” Electronic Textbook Statsoft, 1984-2003, http://www.statsoft.
com/textbook/stfacan.html (21 March 2005).

*Principal Components and Factor Analysis.”Electronic Textbook Statsofft,
1984-2003, http://www.statsoft.com/textbook/stfacan.html (21 March 2005).
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Factor Analysis is of two basic types: Exploratory Factor Analysis and
Confirmatory Factor Analysis. Exploratory Factor Analysis refers to the formulation
of factors from a given data set without any restrictions on the number of factors to be
extracted in the initial solution output.'! Confirmatory Factor Analysis refers to data
analysis situations where it is predetermined to restrict the number of factors extracted

before the data set is presented for analysis.>

Factor Analysis employs two primary operations for arriving at data output
results. These two primary operations are extraction and rotation.’> There are several
methods of extraction, namely, the principal components method, unweighted least
squares, generalized least squares, maximum likelih